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AGENDA

CITY OF PALATKA
February 26, 2015

CALL TO ORDER:
a. Invocation — The Reverend Ben Tippett, Pastor; Freedom Worship Center of E. Palatka
b. Pledge of Allegiance

c. Roll Call

APPROVAL OF MINUTES - 01/05/15 Installation & 2/12/15 Regular Meetings

1. PUBLIC RECOGNITION/PRESENTATIONS

pange

BLACK HISTORY RECOGNITION - Sam Taylor and Askew Vickers

RECOGNITION - Lowes Home Improvement — Travis Hunter & Debra Robinson

PROCLAMATION - Azalea Days — March 6 thru 8, 2015 — Sam Deputy & Angela Murtagh
PROCLAMATION - Clean Sweep Month - February, 2015 — Marcia Marinello, Keep Putnam Beautiful
STUDENT OF THE MONTH - February, 2015 — Mayor Hill and Commissioner Brown

Devon Hart Browning-Pearce Elementary

Lane Singleton C. L. Overturf, Jr. 6" Grade Center

Nolan Faircloth Children’s Reading Center Charter School
Franklin Thompson E. H. Miller School

Austin Robinson James A. Long Elementary School

Brian Barfield Jenkins Middle School (December Honoree)
Hailey Lansing Kelley Smith Elementary School

Nyeasha Hudson Mellon Elementary School

Damya Woods Moseley Elernentary School

Sade Anderson Palatka High School

Ainsley Perkins Peniel Baptist Academy

Kenne Eubanks Putnam Academy of Arts & Sciences
Kacey Christian Putnam EDGE High School

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS - (limited to 3 minutes — no action will be taken on topics of discussion)

3. CONSENT AGENDA

*a. Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-11 authorizing the expenditure of Law Enforcement trust Funds in an
amount not to exceed $3,200 to purchase educational material for community events

*b. Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-12 declaring one (PD) seized motorcycle to be surpius and directing
the City Manager to dispose of said property in accordance with City Administrative Procedures

*c. Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-13 authorizing the execution of a three-year contract in the amount of
$10,881 for the purchaser of code enforcement reporting software program from Comcate and mobile
reporting equipment from SHI, utilizing funds from Code Enforcement Fines & Fees

*d. Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-14 designating the City Manager as the City's Economic
Development Official and City Clerk as the keeperfholder of certain proprietary information as
authorized by 288.075, Florida Statutes

PHONE: (386) 329-0100

201 N. 2ND STREET » PALATKA, FLORIDA 32177
www.palatka-fl.gov FAX: (386) 329-0106
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CONSENT AGENDA (Continue)

*e. Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-15 authorizing the issuance of Special Events Permit No. 15-14 for
the 19" Annual Florida Azalea Festival, setting forth prowsuons of the permit, authorizing the closure of
certain streets to vehicular fraffic during Festival events, waiving application deadline, allowing for sale
and consumption of alcoholic beverages, granting permission to exceed allowable noise levels and
selting advance and other permit fees

*f. Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels and waive application deadline for Special
Events Permit No. 15-15, City of Palatka Azalea Festival Mayor's Reception, on March 6, 2015 from
6:00 p.m. until. 8:00 p.m. at the Bronson-Mulholland House - City of Palatka, Applicant

*g. Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels and waive application deadline for Special
Events Permit No. 15-04 — Just for Jesus Ministries Battle of the Banks, March 14, 2015 from 9:00
a.m. — 12:00 noon at the Riverfront Park (Live Entertainment) — Just for Jesus Ministries/Wayne
Mustered, Applicant

*h. Allow sales and consumption of alcoholic beverages at the Palatka Mumcnpal Golf Club during the
Azalea Golf Tournaments on Sunday, March 15" and Sunday, March 22™ from 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

PLLANNING BOARD VACANCY - Interview Applicants for Planning Board:
a. Allegra Kitchens b. John Vogt

REQUEST FOR COMMUNITY WATER FLUORIDATION — Eric Jump, DO, Pediatrician; Johnny
Johnson, Jr., DMD, MS, Co-Chair, Fluoridation Action Team, Oral Health Florida; and Steve
Chapman, DDS, Orthodontist

RESOLUTION authorizing the issuance of Special Events Permit No. 15-10 for the 2015 Blue
Crab Festival; setting forth provisions of the permit, granting permission to serve/consume alcohol
on public right-of-way, exceed allowable noise levels, authorizing the closure of certain streets to
vehicular traffic during the Festival events, and setting permit fees — Adopt

RESOLUTION accepting a proposal for trade-in of the current fleet of fifty-four (54) golf carts
towards the purchase of fifty-four (54) new EZ-Go golf carts, and authorizing the execution of all
documents associated with a fifty-four-(54) month lease agreement with PNC Equipment
Financing to effectuate the transaction - Adopt

PUBLIC HEARINGS

ORDINANCE - Planning Board Recommendation to allow changing (electronic) signs in C-2 &
PBG-1 Zoning Districts — Building & Zoning Administrative Request — 2" Reading, Adopt

ORDINANCE - Planning Board Recommendation to cap Residential Density in R-3 (Residential,
Multi-Family) Districts — 2™ Reading, Adopt

CITY MANAGER & ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

*a. Report on Status of Riverfront Development Projects — City Manager

*b. Enterprise Funds -- Discussion of charts showing the current fiscal year and five (5)
previous years worth of revenues and expenditures for the City's Enterprise Funds

c. Vision Plan & Department Head Workshop

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

ADJOURN

*Attachment **Separate Cover
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ANY PERSON WISHING TO APPEAL ARY DECISION MADE BY THE CITY COMMISSION WITH RESPECT TO ANY MATTER CONSIDERED AT SUCH MEETING WILL
NEED A RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS, AND FOR SUCH PURPOSE MAY NEED TO INSURE THAT A VERBATIM RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS IS MADE, WHICH
RECORD INCLUDES THE TESTIMONY AND EVIDENCE UPON WHICH THE APPEAL IS TO BE BASED. FS 286.105

PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES REQUIRING ACCOMMODATIONS IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY CLERK'S OFFICE AT
325-0100 AT LEAST 24 HOURS IN ADVANCE TO REQUEST ACCOMMODATIONS,

Upcoming Events: Board Openings:
March 6 - Azalea Festival Mayor's Reception 6:00 p.m. Board of Zoning Appeals — 3 vacancies (at-large)
March 7 - 8 - Florida Azalea Festival General Pension Board — 1 vacancy (Financial Exp)

March 17 — 18 - FLC Legislative Action Day (Tallahassee)
May 22 - 25 - Blue Crab Festival

May 25 - City offices closed to cbserve Memorial Day
July 4 - City offices closed to observe Independence Day



CITY OF PALATKA

Proclamation

WHEREAS, on March 22, 1936, the Palatka Floral Committee held a local flower and plant show at the Ravine
Gardens, which they named “The Azalea Festival” at the suggestion of Miss Susie Walton, a member of the Committee.
Also on March 22, 1936, thousands of Shriners from all over the Southeastern United States participated in the first
annual “All Florida Shrine Day” also held at the Palatka Ravine Gardens. This event as such a huge success, it returned to
the Ravine Gardens the following year, and was held in conjunction with the Junior Chamber of Commerce’s “Jaycees
Day” and Southeastern Conference, also held at the Ravine Gardens; and

WHEREAS, in 1938, the Jaycees changed the name of their event to The Azalea Festival, again held at the
Gardens in conjunction with “All Florida Shrine Day.” The event included a beauty pageant, and on February 20, 1938,
Miss Geraldine Meyer of St. Petersburg was chosen from a field of 10 contestants and crowned as the first Azalea Queen;
and

WHEREAS, throughout the years, sixty-one women have been crowned Azalea Queen or Miss Azalea, as the
title was come to be known. The pageant has seen two of its queens crowned as Miss Florida, and one, Miss Tara Dawn
Holland, was also crowned as Miss America in 1997; and

WHEREAS, throughout the years, the Jaycees Azalea Festival, always held in early March in conjunction with
Shrine Day and the Azalea Queen pageant, grew and changed, and was held annually except for 3 years during WWII,
and 6 years during the 1950’s, until the Palatka Jaycees was disbanded, after the 1996 Azalea Festival. Throughout the
years, many cvents were added, such as a paradc, ski shows, the Azalca Ball, a golf tournament, a bascball tournament, a
bass tournament, fireworks, a juried art show and sale, and boat races and regatta; and

WHEREAS, In 1997, the Putnam County Scholarship Foundation took over sponsorship of the Festival, and kept
the tradition of the festival through the 2003 festival season, and in 2005 the Palatka Main Street Board of Directors
trademarked the name and organized the 59" Palatka Azaiea Festival. The 2015 Palatka Azalea Festival, organized by
Downtown Palatka Inc., marks the 69" Festivai held, which makes it one of the oldest Festivals in Florida.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Terrill L. Hill, together with the members of the Palatka City Commission, do hereby
prociaim March 6" through 8%, 2015 as

69" ANNUAL FLORIDA AZALEA FESTIVAL DAYS

in the City of Palatka, and urge all citizens to take part in the planned events, fun and festivities of this, one of Florida's
oldest and most time-honored festivals, and to thank its organizers, both past and present, for their hard work and
contribution to our community’s history and heritage.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed the Seal of the City of Palatka,
Florida on this 26" day of February, in the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Fifteen.

Commissioners: PALATKA CITY COMMISSION
Mary Lawson Brown :
Rufus Borom
Justin Campbell
James Norwood, Jr.

By: Terrill L. Hill, MAYOR
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-11 authorizing the expenditure of Law Enforcement Trust Funds in an
amount not to exceed $3,200 to purchase educational material for community events.

SUMMARY:

Throughout the coming months, the PD will be conducting informative training sessions on crime prevention at local
schools as well as other community gatherings. These materials are a helpful resource to reinforce safety issues to our
children. The following items to be purchased are as follows:

Litter Bags, Buckle Up! 1000 $0.24 ea. $240.00
Litter Bags, Think Safety 1000  $0.24 ea. $240.00
Coloring Books 500 $0.44 ea. $220.00

Coloring Books 500 $0.44 ea. $220.00

Four Pack Crayons 1000 $0.34 ea. $340.00

Safety Pencils 2500 $0.16ea.  $400.00

Flexible Flyer 500 $1.05 ea. $525.00

Pencil Toppers 1000 $0.17 ea. $170.00

Key Ring Lights 500 $0.82 ea. £410.00

Heavy Duty Tent Roller Bag 1 $139.00

Pursuant to F.S.8. 932.7055 (5a-c), special law enforcement trust fund monies can be utilized for such purposes as
crime prevention, drug abuse education and prevention programs, or other law enforcement purposes.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt the resolution authorizing the expenditure of Law Enforcement Trust Funds in an amount not
to exceed $3,200 to purchase educational material for community events as well as a bag to carry and
store the specialized tent that is utilized for special events.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

B Resolution Cover Memo

D  Florida State Statute Cover Memo
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Police Griffith, James Approved 2/6/12015- 1:24 PM
City Clark Driggers, Betsy Approved 2162015 - 2:.08 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 2/6/2015- 216 PM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 217/2015 - 9.05 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2M7/2015 - 9:06 AM



RESOLUTION No. 2015 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
AUTHORIZING THE EXPENDITURE OF LAW
ENFORCEMENT TRUST FUNDS IN AN AMOUNT NOT
TO EXCEED $3,200 TO PURCHASE A BAG TO STORE
AND CARRY THE TENT AND EDUCATIONAL
MATERIAL FOR COMMUNITY EVENTS.

WHEREAS, the Palatka Police Department will be conducting informative training
sessions at local schools as well as other community gatherings throughout the coming year; and

WHEREAS, the Palatka Police Department purchased a tent last year to be utilized
during community events by the Crime Prevention Officer and is now in need of a bag in which
to store and transport it in; and

WHEREAS, the Palatka Police Department is in need of various educational supplies
such as litter bags, crayons, coloring books, pencils erasers, etc. to enhance the learning
experience of children at community events; and

WHEREAS, Florida Statutes 932.7055 (5)(a-c) allows for the utilization of special law
enforcement trust funds for such purposes as crime prevention, drug abuse education and
prevention programs, or for other law enforcement purposes; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City of
Palatka, Florida, that the Palatka Police Department is hereby authorized to expend Law
Enforcement Trust Funds in an amount not to exceed $3,200 for the purchase of educational
material for community events.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida this
26" day of February, 2015.

CITY OF PALATKA

By: Its MAYOR

ATTEST:
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Select Year: 2011 Go

The 2011 Florida Stalutes
Title XLV

Chapter 932 View Entire
CRIMIMAL PROCEDURE AND PROVISIONS SUPPLEMENTAL TO CRIMINAL Chapter

CORRECTIONS PROCEDURE LAW
932.7055 Disposition of liens and (orfeited property.

{1}  Whon o seizing agency oblains a final judgment granting fotfeiture of real property or personl property, it may
elect to:

{a) Retdin the property for the agency’s use;

{b) Sell the property at public auction ar by sealed bid to the highest bidder, axcept for real property which should be
sold In a commerciaily reasonable manner after appraisal by listing on the market; or

{¢} Salvage, trade, or transfer the property to any public or nonprofit organization.

{2) Houvsithstanding subsection (1), a seizing agency most destroy any image and the medium an which the image is
recorded, including, but not limited (o, a photograph, video tape, diskette, compact disc, or fixed disk made in violation of
s, 810. 145 when the image and the medium on wiich it is recorded is no longer needed for an official putpose, The agency
miay not sell of retaw any image.

{3} M the farfeited property is subject to a lien preserved by the court as provided in s, 932.703(6)(b). the agency shall:

{a) Sell the property with the procecds being used towards satistaction of any liens; or

(b} Have the lien satisfied prior to taking any action authorized by subsection {1).

t4}  The proceeds from the sale of {orfeited property shall be disbursed in the fotlowing priority:

(a} Payment of the balance due on any Hen preserved by the court in the forfeiture proceedings.

i) Payment of the cost incurred by the seizing agency in connection vath the storage, maintenance, security, and
forteiture of such property.

tc)  Payment of court ¢osts incurred in the forfeiture proceeding.

‘tdy  Hotwithstanding any other provision of this subsection, and for the 20112012 {iscal year only. the funds in a
special faw enforcement tiust fund established by the governing body of a municipatity may be expended to reimburse the
general fund of the municipality for moneys advanced from the general fund to the special law enforcement trust fund
before Octaber 1, 2001, This paragraph expires July 1, 2012,

{5)ta) I the seizing agency is a county or municipal agency, the remaining proceeds shall be deposited in a spectal lavs
enforcement trust fund established by the board of county commissioners or the governing body of the municipabty, Such
proceeds and interest carned therelrom shall be used for schiool resource officer, crime prevention, safe newghborhood.
drug abuse education and prevention programs, or for other law enforcement purposes, which include defraying the cost of
protracted or complex investigations, providing additional equipment or expertise. purchasing automated external
defibrtlaters for use in law enforcement vebicles, and providing matching funds to obtain federal grants. The procecds and
interest may not be used to sneet normal operating expenses of the law enforcement agency.

ib) These funds may be expended upon request by the sheniff to the board of county commissioners or by the chief of
police Lo the governing body of the municipality, accampanied by a waitten certification that the request complies with the
provisions of ths subsection, and enly upon appropriation to the sheriff's office or police department by the board of
county conunissioners or the governing body of the municipality,

{c) Anagency or erganization, other than the seizing agency, that wishes to receve such funds shall apply to the shentff

e degstite dbus/Stnnesfindex el App_maede=Display _Statite&Search _String=& URL=IO-0 . 0l 16201
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ar chief of police for an appropriation and its application shalt be accompanied by a written certification that the moneys
vall be used for an authonzed purpose. Such requests for expenditures shall include a statement describing anticipated
recurring costs for the ogency for subsequent fiscal years. An agency or organization that receives money pursuant to this
subsection shali provide an accounting for such maneys and shall furnish the same reparts as an agency of the caunty or
municipality that recewes pubtic funds, Such funds may be expended in accordance with the following procedures:

1. Such funds may be used only for school resource officer, crime prevention, safe neighborhood, drug abuse
education, or drug prevention programs or such other taw enforcement purposes as the board of county conunissioners or
goverping body of the municipality deems appropriate.

2. Such funds shall not be a source of revenue to meet normal operating needs of the taw enfarcement agency.

1. After July 1, 1992, and during every fiscal year thereafter, any tocal taw enforcement agency that acquires at teast
$15,000 pursuant ta the Florida Contraband Forfeiture Act within a fiscal year must expend or donate no less than 15
percent of such praceeds for the suppart or operation of any drug treatment, drug abuse education, drug prevention, crime
prevention, safe neighborhoad, or school 1esource officer programis). The local taw enfarcerent agency has the discretion
to determine wehich progeam(s) vall receive the designated proceeds.

Hotwathstanding the drug abuse education, drug treatment, drug prevention, crime prevention, safe neighborhood. or
school resource officer minimum expenditures or donations, the sheriff and the board of county commissioners or the chief
of palice and the governing bady of the municipality may agrec to expend or donate such funds over a pariod of years if the
expenditure or donation of such minimum amount in any given fiscal year would exceed the needs of the county or
municipality for such programis), Hothing in this section preciudes the expenditure or donation of forfeiture proceeds in
excess of the minimum amounts established herein.

{6} I the seizing anency is a state agency, alt remaining proceeds shall be deposited into the Goneral Revenue Fund,
However, if the seizing agency 15

{a) The Department of Law Enforcement, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisions of the Florida Contraband
Farfeiture Act shatl be deposited into the Forleiture and investigative Support Trust Fund as provided in 5. 943,362 or into
Lhe department’s Federal Law Enforcement Trust Fund as provided in s. 943,365, as applicable.

(b} The Department of Environmental Protection, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisions of the Flonda
Contrabang Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the tnternal linprovement Trust Fund.

(¢} The Division of AMicoholic Beverages and Tobacco, the procecds accrued pursuant to the Florida Contraband
Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the Alcoholic Deverage and Tobacco Trust Fund or into the department’s Federal Law
Enforcement Trust Fund as provided in 5. 561.027, a5 applicabie.

id) The Department of Highway Safety and ttotor Vehicles, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the Flonda Contraband
Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles Law Enforcement Tryst Fund as
provided in 5. 932.705(1)(a) or into the department’s Federat Law Enforcement Trust Fund as provided in 5. 932.705(1 1b),
as applicable.

{e) The Fish and wWildiife Conservation Commission, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisans of the Floruda
Contraband Facfeiture Act shall be deposited into the State Game Trust Fund as provided in 5. 379.338, 179.139, and
17%.1195 or into the Marine Resources Conservation Trust Fund as provided in s, 379.337.

{f) A state attorney’s office acting within its judicial circuit, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisions of the
Florida Contraband Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the State Attorney’s Forfelture and Investigative Support Trust
Fund 1o be used for e investigation of crime and prosecution of criminals within the judicial circuit.

() A school board cecurity agency cmploying law enforcement of ficers, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the
provisions of the Florida Contraband Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the school Board Law Enfarcement Trust Fund.

th)  One of the State University System police departments acting within the jurischction of its emptoymng state
umversity, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisions of the Florida Contraband Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into
that state tmiversity’s special law enforcement trust fund,

wpetiswa e state Lus/Statutes/isdex el App_modue=1 display_Stutute&eScarch_String=& URL=0MK-00_ - 01/16/20]
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(i} The Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provisions of the
Flarida Contraband Forfeiture Act shatl be deposited into the Agricultural Law Enforcement Trust Fund or into the
deportment’s Federal Law Enfarcement Trust Fund as provided in s. 570.205, as applicable.

(i} The Deparument of filitary Affairs, the proceeds accrucd from federal forfeiture shanng pursuant to 21 1.5.C. ss.
8B1(e)(11A) and (3), 1BU.5.C, 5. 981(e)(2], and 19 D.S.C. 3. 16162 shall be deposited into the Armary Board Trust Fund and
used for purposes authorized by such federal provisions based on the department’s budgetary authority or into the
department’s Federal Law Enforcement Trust Fund as provided in 5, 250,175, as applicable.

{ki The Department of Transportation, the proceeds accrued pursuant to the provistons of the Florida Contraband
Forfeiture Act shall be depesited into the State Transportation Trust Fund to be used for purpases of drun interdiction or
into the department’s Federal Law Enforcement Trust Fund as provided in s, 339,082, as applicable,

{ty The Kedicaid Fraud Control Unit of the Department of Legal Affairs, the progeeds accrued pursuant to the provisions
of the Flonda Contraband Forfeiture Act shall be depuosited into the Departiment of Legal Affairs Grants and Donations Trust
Fund to be used for investigation and protecution of Medicaid fraud, abuse, neglect, and other retated cases by the
Medicaid Fraud Controt Unit,

{m) The Division of State Fire Marshat in the Department of Financial Services, the proceeds accrued undear the Florida
Cantraband Forfeiture Act shall be deposited into the Insurance Regulatory Trust Fund to be used for the purposes of arson
suppression, arson mvestigation, and the funding of antt-arson rewards.

in)  The Division of nsurance Fraud of the Department of Financial Services, the proceeds accrued gursuant to the
provisions of the Florida Contraband Forfeiture Act shalt be deposited into the Insurance Regulatory Trust Fund as provided
in 5. $26.9893 or into the Department of Financial Services’ Federal Law Enforcement Trust Fund as provided ins. 17.43, as
applicable.

{7) ¥ more than one law enforcement agency {5 acting substantially to effect the forfeiture, the court having

jurisdiction over the forfeiture proceedings shalt, upon motion, equitably distribute all proceeds and other property among
the seizing agencios.

(B) Upon the sale of any molor vehicle, vessel, aircraft, ceal praperty, or other property requiring o titte, the
apptopriate agency shall issue a title certificate to the purchaser, Upon the request of any law enfarcement agency which
elects to retain titled property after forfeiture, the appropriate state agency shall issue a title certificate fer such property
1o said 1ow enfarcement asency,

(9)  Heither the law enforcement agency nor the entity having budgetary control over the law eaforcement agency shall
anticipate future forfeitures or proceeds therefrom in the adoption and approval of the budget for the law eaforcement
agency,

History, -3, 7. ¢l B2-54; 5. 2, ch, 92260 o, 21, ch, 4205, 5. A7%, ch, 913562 %, 9, ch, 99-26%: 4. 72, ¢h. 26-0215 4. 0, ch. 946018 5. 2. ch. 93
387: 5. 3, ch, 98:389; 5. 4, <l 78-3%0; 4, 5. ch. 98-3905 5. 2, ¢b. 98:392; 5. 2, ch. 58-393: 5. 2, ¢h, 98-3941 5. 61, ch. 93245 5. 1, ch, 2000 147, 1.
26, 79, ¢h. 2002-402; <. 1923, ¢h. 2003-2617 5. 37, ch, 2003-399! 3. 3, ch. 2004-39; 5. 18, ch. 2004-234; 5. 16, ch, 2004-3.14; 5, 23, ch, 2005 3: = 19,

ch, 2005715 <. 2, ch, 2005-10%: 5. 9, ch. 2005.117; 3. 11, ¢h, 2006-26; 5. 70, ch, 2006:-176: 5. 24, ch. 2006-30%: 5. 7, ch, 200714 5, 10, ch. 200773,
. 10, iy, 2008:153: 5. 207, ch, 2008-247; 5. 7, ch, 2009-827 5. B, ch, 2010:15]; 5, 18, ch, 201147,

THote. Secticn 18, ch. 2011-47, amended paragraph (43} “P]n order ta implement Specific Appragetations 1192 and 1198 of the 20112012
General Appropriations Act.”

Copyright 2 19952012 The Flonda Legistature « Privagy Statemint - Conlact 1
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-12 declaring one seized motorcycle to be surplus property and directing the
City Manager to dispose of said surplus property in accordance with City administrative procedures

SUMMARY:

On October 29, 2014 the Street Crimes Unit seized a 2006 Yamaha Virago 250 cc motorcycle pursuant to
Florida Statutes 932.701-707 as a result of a felony drug investigation. The VIN number of the motorcycle
is JYAVGO4E46A001738.

This vehicle registration has been transferred to the City of Palatka and the vehicle can now be declared surplus
property and disposed by sale at auction.

As this vehicle was acquired as a direct result of a drug investigation, all proceeds have to be deposited into the
Special Police Trust Fund.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt the resolution declaring one seized motorcycle to be surplus property and directing the City
Manager to dispose of said surplus property in accordance with City administrative procedures and
depositing the proceeds into the Special Police Trust Fund pursuant to Florida Statutes 932.701-707.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

1 Resolution Cover Memo
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Police Griffith, James Approved 21172015 - 8:15 AM
City Cletk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2/16/2015- 337 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 21172015 - 8 06 AM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 211712015 - 9.06 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 211712015 - 9.07 AM



RESOLUTION NO. 2015—

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
DECLARING CERTAIN PROPERTY TO BE SURPLUS;
DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO DISPOSE OF
SURPLUS PROPERTY IN ACCORDANCE WITH CITY
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES AND DEPOSITING THE
PROCEEDS INTO THE SPECIAL POLICE TRUST FUND
PURSUANT TO FLORIDA STATUTE 932.701-707.

WHEREAS, Florida Statute 274.05 provides government units with the
authority to classify as surplus any of its property that has not been otherwise
lawfully disposed of, that is obsolete, or the continued use of which is
uneconomical or inefficient, or which serves no useful function, and to dispose of
said property through sale or donation; and

WHEREAS, The City of Palatka (the City) acquired the vehicle as a result of a felony
drug investigation and now owns the property described as follows:

(1) 2006 Yamaha Virago 250cc Motorcycle VIN # JYAVG04E46A001738
WHEREAS, this property serves no useful function to the City; and

WHEREAS, City Staff has recommended that the property be deemed surplus and all
proceeds deposited into the Special Police Trust Fund pursuant to Florida Statute 932.701-707;
and

WHEREAS, the City Commission has determined that it is in the best interest of the City
to declare the property described herein to be surplus property for disposal in accordance with
administrative procedures.

NOW, THEREFORE, Be it resclved by the City Commission of the City of Palatka,
Florida, as follows:

Section 1: The above recitals are true and correct, and are incorporated herein by reference;

Section 2: The property described herein is declared to be surplus property to be disposed of
in accordance with administrative procedures;

Section 3: The City Manager is hereby authorized to present the surplus property in a
manner consistent with administrative procedures, to have all proceeds deposited
into the Special Police Trust Fund, and to amend the City’s inventory
accordingly.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 26" day of February, 2015, by the City Commission of
the City of Palatka, Florida,
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-13 authorizing the execution of a three-year contract in the amount of
$10,881 for the purchase of code enforcement reporting software program from Comcate and mobile
reporting equipment from SHI, utilizing funds from Code Enforcement Fines and Fees.

SUMMARY:

The City of Palatka Code Enforcement Division has been utilizing the ADG Code Enforcement Reporting
Program module for the past several years. This is an add-on module to the financial software program
utilized by the City of Palatka. It has been noted that this code enforcement reporting module does not
make the code enforcement process any more efficient. It is a time consuming and inadequate process for
documentation and reporting of code enforcement cases. For the most part, it makes the process more
difficult and does not provide reporting that is useful for tracking and analysis purposes. The code
enforcement process is already hampered by low staffing, one full time code officer assisted by several
police officers to work cases. It is of the utmost importance that the reporting program be helpful to the
process.

After some analysis, we found that the program for code enforcement reporting should be as user friendly
as possible (ease of use), with the ability to upload attachments such as photos and forms. The program
should have a mobile application to access reports that can be used in the field in addition to office based
use. The program should have GIS capabilities. The program should have built in reporting capabilities
that provide useful data for analysis and should be easily customized to the City’s needs.

Research was conducted into numerous software programs for use with the code enforcement function.
This research was conducted by Code Enforcement Officer Laura Jones with the assistance of other code
enforcement practitioners.

The following is a brief synopsis of the findings software programs currently used by code enforcement
officials in the State of Florida as well as other areas of the United States:

« ADG - Currently being utilized by The City of Palatka. This program is a financial program with a
Code Enforcement module that seems to be an afterthought. Not user friendly, is time intensive and
has sub-standard reporting. No tracking capability for re-inspections. Does not have ability to
populate forms or up-load photos. No GIS. No mobile application. Actual cost unknown.

o Accela — Has very slow and complicated implementation process. Found nobody to recommend.
Very poorly reviewed. Cost is comparatively expensive. Five (5) users minimum, licensing $11,000
annually, initial cost unknown, Data migration cost was estimated at $50,000.00.

« AMANDA - Found to be widely used by larger municipalities throughout the United States. No
response from actual vendors. Unable to gather additional specific information about this program
such as price or specifics of operation.

o Beehive — Comes highly recommended from 3 different municipalities. Web-based, mobile
capability, GIS, any amount of users. Does not look user friendly. Can only find reviews from
municipalities in Nebraska where this program is based. Only 7 months on the national market. Cost
is $5,000-$10, 000 for initial set-up depending on size, $5,000 to $7,000 annually.



+ Comcate — Web- based, customized to suit user, less than | month implementation process, mobile
application, up-loads photos, advanced GIS capabilities. Good reviews from other agents, good
customer service. The only drawback would be that data migration from the old program would not
be cost effective. It will require some manual transfer. The program is moderately priced at
$5,000.00 initial implementation with $1,500.00 to $2,000.00 yearly service fees depending on the
number of users.

Comcate submitted a proposal to the City of Palatka detailing the implementation process and cost for the
program over a three year period. The cost to implement and contract for a three year period was listed at
$10,881.00. The on-going cost would be approximately $2,756.00 a year after the third year which
includes 2 manager level user licenses, one manager level read only license, software enhancements and
maintenance.

It is recommended the City of Palatka contract Comcate to implement a new code enforcement reporting
program. This package best fits the department’s needs and is the most cost efficient choice at this time. [t
is recommended that funds available from the Code Enforcement Fines and Fees fund be utilized to make
the initial purchase and contract for the initial three (3) year term. The yearly licensing, upgrades and
maintenance cost should be placed in the Code Enforcement budget after the third year.

1n addition to the purchase of the Comcate Program, it is recommended that mobile reporting equipment be
purchased to assist the Code Enforcement Officer in the form of a computer tablet, a docking station and
other equipment to enable them to work both in the field and in the office. The cost of this equipment is
estimated to be $1,574.00.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt the resolution authorizing the purchase of a code enforcement reporting software program
from Comcate and mobile reporting equipment from SVI to enable the Code Enforcement Officer to
work both in the field and in the office; and authorizing execution of the contract agreement.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

O  Resolution Resolution

8 Comcate Proposal Cover Memao

k] Quote for Mobile Reporting Equipment Cover Memo
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Police Griffith, James Approved 21312015 - 11:33 AM
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2M6/2015 - 2 37 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 21712015 - 807 AM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 211712015 - 910 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 201712015 -12:39 PM



RESOLUTION No. 15 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE OF CODE
ENFORCEMENT REPORTING SOFTWARE PROGRAM
FROM COMCATE AND MOBILE REPORTING
EQUIPMENT FROM SHI, UTILIZING FUNDS FROM
CODE ENFORCEMENT FINES AND FEES IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $12,500; AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION OF A THREE-YEAR CONTRACT WITH
COMCATE FOR SAID SERVICES AND SOFTWARE.

WHEREAS, the City of Palatka Code Enforcement Division has been utilizing the ADG
Code Enforcement Reporting Program module and has found this program to be inadequate in
documenting and reporting code cases; and.

WHEREAS, research was conducted into numerous software programs by Code
Enforcement Officer Laura Jones; and

WHEREAS, upon review and comparison of the software programs currently used by
code enforcement officials across the country it has been determined that the proposal provided
by Comcate would best suit the needs of the City; and

WHEREAS, the Palatka City Commission deems it reasonable to award the contract to
Comcate for Code Enforcement Programming Software and to purchase associated mobile
reporting equipment from SHI according per its quote for said equipment, both of which are
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference.

NOW, THEREFORE, Be it resolved by the City Commission of the City of Palatka,
Florida, as follows:

l. That the City Commission hereby awards the contract for the purchase of Code
Enforcement Programming Software and Service to Comcate and authorizes the
purchase of mobile reporting equipment from SRI in a combined amount not to
exceed $12,500, and authorizes the expenditure of said funds from Code Enforcement
Fines and Fees for said purchase;

2. That the City Manager, Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute and
attest a three-year contract agreement with Comcate for the purchase and
maintenance of Code Enforcement Programming Software under the terms and
conditions referenced herein.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida this
26" day of February, 2015,
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Experienced and Accomplished:

» Hundreds of successful program
implementations across the US

. Experienced team with proven
expertise in code enforcement

COMCA'"E and permitting programs and
implementations
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Citizens Through Technology other associations when working
with Comcate
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The City of Palatka’s staff has expressed the
following project goals:

COMCATE

ang Commumities and
Citizens Through Tectmology

s Project Goals

8 Fmpewer Cihizens & Staff
S0 @ Ircrease Engagement

@ Smartphones, Tablets
and Laptops

Implement a case management solution that is more
user-friendly, less cumbersome and less time

consuming. )
0 save Time and Monay
Boost staff productivity by reducing data entry time

required for each code enforcement case.

Increase the total volume of cases closedby (SRS
minimizing the average life of a case.

Expedite the process of adding violation photos to each .-
code enforcement case file. i

Enhance reporting capabilities to help staff report code
enforcement activities and data to management.

Integrate with GIS data so that property-atiribules such = QP
as owner info and CDBG eligibility are populated A
automatically when creating cases in the field {rather
than having to return to the office).

Track fees associated with code violations so that
management can generate reports detailing anticipated
revenues.

Manage case loads including follow ups in an
organized manner so things don't fall through the
cracks.

" comcate.com




o : COMCAT
d Project Deliverables et

Citizens Through Technolagy

et 2

1. Code Enforcement Manager: Enable mobile field access by implementing our
web-based solution for code enforcement case management. Includes CEM for
one user.

2. GIS Enterprise: Enables integration with GIS server data to automatically
populate property attributes such as ownership info., CDBG eligibility, and more.
GIS Enterprise also allows users to create map views of case locations with the
ability to filter cases by priority, case status and other criteria.

3. Fee Tracking Manager: Automatically populate fees associated with code
violations and run revenue reports geared at capturing anticipated revenues.

comcate.com
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Ewpowanng Commurstius and
Citizans Through Tectnolagy

: lementation Cycle & Timing COMCATE

* 2-months target implementation timing

* Collaborative effort between client team and
Comcate implementation manager

* Configuration based on client workflow and
processes

* Comcate brings expertise from hundreds of other
client implementations

| camcate.com
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¥

odules (z'lﬂ?r";;:;m"n L nual License Fee ;E:::g::;:’ 4 ‘otal Year Two ‘otal Year Three
Code Enforcement Manage 150 2,500 4,000f 2,625 2,75
Fee Tracke 350 450 BOO| 473 49
GIS Enterpri. 1,35 1,850 3,200 1,943 2,04
Incentiv {1,000} {1.200) {z.200) (1,260) (1,323)
Total $2.200] $3,600) $5.800] $3,780 $3.96
Note: the year two and thres increase is based on
a COLA adjustment not to exceed 5%.
Three Year Total
Total (Year One-Three) § 13,549
Incentive for three years  § {1,355}
Incentive for signing in
January Incantive $ (1,355)
Net Invastment $ 10,881

Included with your investment:

* Incentive for signing three year agreement and for signing in January.

»  Two full edit Code Enforcement Manager licenses (based on one full-time and one part-time user).
* One read-only Code Enforcement Manager license

« Unlimited use GIS Enterprise Edition

+ Unlimited use of Fee Tracking Manager

* Unlimited customer support

» Software enhancements and maintenance

* Full implementation support including project management, training and configurations.

| comeate.com’
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ent Summary - Details \9) COMCATE

o ¥ Ctizens Through Teehnology

The year-one investment in Comcate’s software is comprised of two
components:

« The one-time Implementation Fee which includes initial configurations,
customizations and web-based training

» An Annual License Fee which includes on-going support, upgrades and
hosting. Starting in the second year, the Annual License Fee will be
adjusted by a COLA increase not to exceed 5% per year.

{ comcate.com




The altached quote was crealed on hitps ihAwvww shi com by Chris.

..__::3__.

Pricing Proposal
Cluotation #: 9156308
Dascription: codes
Created On: Feb-03-2015
ValidUntil:  Feb-28-2015

City of Palatka (42032)
Chris

Phone: 386-328-0115

Fax:

Emal  ccheatham@patatka-l gov

All Prices are in US Dollar{US0)
Product

1 Microsoft Surface Ethernet adapter - Network adapter - SuperSpeed USB 3.0 -
Gigabit Ethernet - for Surface Pro, .,
Microsoft - Parté: 3U7-00001

Qty  Your Price

1

$31 00

Total

$31.00

2 Microsoft Surface Pro 3 - Tablet - no keyboard - Core i5 4300U / 1.9 GHz - Windows
8.1 Pro - 8 GB RAM - 256 GB SSD.
Microsoft - Part#- QG2-00001

1

$1.234 24

$1,204 24

3 Micrasoft Swiace Pro Type Cover - Keyboard - English - North American layoul -
black - for Surface Pro 3
Microsoft - Part#: RF2-00001
Mote: PubSec - Statelocal Florida

$98.23

9823

4 Microsoft - Docking station - GigE - for Surface Pro 3
Microsofl - Part#: 3QM-00001

1

515400

$154,00

5 Micrasofl Surface Mini DisplayPorl HD AV Adapter - Video / audio adapter -
DisptayPort / HDMI - for Surface Pro, Pra 2
Microsoft - Part#: Q7X-00018
Nata: PubSec - SlataLocal Fiorida

"

1

532.38

3iz18

G Microsofl Wireless Daskiop B00 for Business - keyboard and mouse set
Microzoft - Part#; 55H-00001

Additlonal Comments

$2500

Total

£25.00

$1,574.85

Retrieve your quote:

hittps M shi cop/QuotasiQuolteinio aspx

The Praducts offered under this proposal are subject to the SHI Penim Folcy, unlass there is an ex isting agreamen! behveen

SHt and the Cusicrner
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-14 designating the City Manager as the City's Economic Development
Official and City Clerk as the keeper/holder of certain proprietary information as authorized by 288.075,
Florida Statutes

SUMMARY:
This item was tabled at the special called February 5, 2015 City Commission meeting.

The City is actively and vigorously pursing economic development opportunities to develop and redevelop
the City's riverfront, downtown and the City's commercial corridors. At times, interested prospects require
confidentiality for proprietary business practices, plans or financial pro formas and information. Under
Chapter 288.075, Florida Statutes, under certain circumstances, authorizes the non-disclosure of certain
information which a governmental entity would otherwise be required to disclose in accord with the State
of Florida Public Record Law.

It is in the best interest of the City to designate an official to act as the Economic Development Official for
the City in order to allow the City to avail itself of the provisions of Chapter 288.075, F.S., as well as
designate a keeper/holder of records that are exempt from public records disclosure per FS 288.075.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt a resolution designating the City Manager as the City's Economic Development Official and

City Clerk as the keeper/holder of certain proprietary information as authorized by 288.075, Florida
Statutes

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

b  Resolution Resolution

0O  Memo from Don Holmes Cover Memo

O Florida Statute 288.075 - Confidentiality of Records Exhibit
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 21812015 - 6:07 PM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2M19/2015- 11:21 AM



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-11-___

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA
DESIGNATING THE CITY MANAGER AS THE CITY’S
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OFFICIAL PURSUANT TO
FLA. STATUTE CH. 288.075, AND FURTHER
DESIGNATING THE CITY CLERK AS THE
KEEPER/HOLDER OF CERTAIN PROPRIETARY
CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION WHICH IS
EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER THE PUBLIC
RECORDS LAW AND FLA. STATUTE CH 288.075

WHEREAS, the City of Palatka, Putnam County Chamber of Commerce (the Chamber)
and the University of North Florida Small Business Development Center (SBDC) all share the
common mission and goal to attract and retain quality small business and industry to the City and
County to promote a high quality of life; and

WHEREAS, the City, Chamber and SBDC have an excellent working relationship and
compliment each other’s strengths in promoting economic development in Palatka and Putnam
County; and

WHEREAS, the City of Palatka is actively and vigorously pursing economic development
opportunities to develop and redevelop the City’s Riverfront, Downtown and City’s Commercial
Corridors; and

WHEREAS, interested prospects at times request and require confidentiality for
proprietary business practices, plans or financial pro formas and information; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 288.075, Florida Statutes, under certain circumstances, authorizes the
non-disclosure of certain information which a governmental entity would otherwise be required to
disclose in accord with the State of “Florida Public Record Law”; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City to designate a City official to act as the
Economic Development Official for the City in order to allow the City to avail itself of the
provisions of Chapter 288.075, Florida Statutes.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City of
Palatka, Florida that the City Manager is hereby designated as the City’s Economic Development
Official as that term is defined by Chapter 288.075, Florida Statutes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk is designated as the keeper/holder of
that information which the City receives but which is deemed by the City Manager to exempt from

disclosure under exemptions found within the Florida Public Records Law and Chapter 288.075
F.S.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida at a
regular meeting on this 26" day of February, 2015.

CITY OF PALATKA



January 25, 2015
MEMO

TO: CITY MANAGER
FROM: DON HOLMES

RE: PROPRIETY OF CiTY’S SIGNING “MUTUAL NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT”

ISSUE: Propriety of City’s signing “Mutual Non-Disclosure Agreement” with Scott Lagasse and Palatka
Boathouse Marina, LLC, under which the City would be prohibited from disclosing “certain information
with respect to {Lagasse/Boathouse) or their affiliates” , to include but not be limited to “ all analyses,
compilations, studies or other documents or records prepared by {Lagasse/Boathouse) to the extent
such analyses, compilations, studies, pro forma documents, business plans, documents or records
contain, otherwise reflect, or are generated from such information”. The agreement is in the context of
the on-going negotiations between the City and Lagasse/Boathouse pertaining to certain business
ventures in the vicinity of the “City Dock”. The prohibition would extend to information provided
“before or after the date of the (non-disclosure) agreement”. The term of the agreement is three years.
The agreement appears to assert that the City is authorized to enter into the agreement and perform
same in spite of Chapter 119 Florida Statutes (public record law) in as much as the city is “An Economic
Development Agency as that term is defined in Section 288.075 Florida Statutes , in that the City of

Palatka established a Community Redevelopment Area and Agency to oversee redevelopment in the
Dawntown Palatka Area”.

Opinion: | am not of the opinion that the City could tegally perform or honor the terms of the Nan-
Disclosure Agreement as it is written. My reasoning is as follows:

1. While itis true that Ch 288.075 Fl. Stat. specifically authorizes an “Economic Development
Agency” to maintain the confidentiality of certain information of an entity desiring to locate,
relocate, expand..., its business activities within the State, the statute specifically defines
“Economic Development Agency” (288.075{1){(a). A “Community Redevelopment Agency” is not
listed within the Statute as an agency which qualifies as an “Economic Development Agency”. in
fact, it has been “determined” otherwise. In an opinion of the Florida Attorney General, (AGO
95-52, dated August 28, 1995), the Office of the Attorney General after considering the exact
issue raised by the “Lagasse Non-Disclosure Agreement” , stated

i. “A community redevelopment agency created pursuant to section 163.356
Florida Statutes, is a public agency that may not be considered an economic
development agency as defined in section 288.075(1), Florida Statutes, and,
therefore, may not assert the public records exemption allowed for such an
agency.” (emphasis added)

While 1 understand that the AG opinion cited above is now almost twenty years old, my research does
not reveal that it has been contradicted, and | find no later opinion or case to the contrary.

2. The “Lagasse Non-Disclosure Agreement” is purportedly for a term of three years. The statute
limits the duration of the “non-disclosure” to a term of “12 months after the date an economic
development agency receives a request for confidentiality or until the information is otherwise
disclosed, whichever occurs first” (288.075{2)(a)1., which can be extended for an “additional 12



months upon written request” (288.075(2)(a)2.}. The difference between the proposed
agreement and the statute is obvious,

As always, it is possible that Lagasse’s attorney is aware of some case, opinion, or provision that | have
not found in my brief review of this matter, Rather than me spending a large amount of time in
attempting to find an exception to the “rule” cited above, | would welcome input from Lagasse's
attorney regarding same. | am always willing to be “educated”.

However, there may be another way to accomplish what is desired. Please note that within the
definition of “Economic development Agency” as established by 288.075, is this provision: “The public

economic development agency of a county or municipality, or, if the county or municipality does not
have a public economic development agency, the county or municipal officers assigned the duty to

promote the general business interests or industrial interests of the state or that municipality or county.
“_(288.075(1)(a)4. Quite frankly, | do not know if the City has “designated” an “economic development
agency”, or, if we have authorized anyone to act in that capacity on the City’s behalf. If not, then itis
possible that we could explore an official “assignment” of you/Jonathan or someone else to this task

and , PERHAPS, in so doing explore the possibility of availing the protection of 288.075 in limited
circumstances.

Respectfuily Submitted,

Donald E. Holmes



Statutes & Constitution :View Statutes : Online Sunshine Page 1 of 3

Select Year:

The 2014 Florida Statutes

Title XiX Chapter 288 View Entire
PUBLIC COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT AND CAPITAL Chapter
BUSINESS IMPROVEMENTS

288.075 Confidentiality of records. -

(1} DEFINITIONS. ~As used in this section, the term:

(a) "Economic development agency” means:

1. The Departiment of Economic Opportunity;

2. Any industrial development autherity created in accordance with part Il of chapter 159 ar by
special law;

3. Space Florida created in part Il of chapter 331;

4. The public economic development agency of a county or municipality or, if the county or
municipality does not have a public economic development agency, the county or municipal officers or
employees assigned the duty to promote the general business interests or industrial interests of that
county or municipality or the responsibilities related thereto;

3. Any research and development authority created in accordance with part V of chapter 159; or

6. Any private agency, person, partnership, corporation, or business entity when authorized by the
state, a municipality, or a county to promote the general business interests or industrial interests of the
state or that municipality or county.

(b) *“Proprietary confidential business information” means information that is owned or controlled by
the corporation, partnership, or person requesting confidentiality under this section; that is intended to
be and is treated by the corporation, partnership, or person as private in that the disclosure of the
information would cause harm to the business operations of the corporation, partnership, or person;
that has not been disclosed unless disclosed pursuant to a statutory provision, an order of a court or
administrative body, or a private agreement providing that the information may be released to the
public; and that is information concerning:

1. Business plans.

2. Internal auditing controls and reports of internal auditars.

3. Reports of external auditors for privately held companies.

(c) “"Trade secret” has the same sneaning as in 5. 688.002.

(2) PLANS, INTENTIONS, AND INTERESTS. —

(@an. If a private corporation, partnership, or person requests in writing before an economic
incentive agreement is signed that an economic development agency maintain the confidentiality of
Information concerning plans, intentions, or interests of such private corporation, partnership, or persan
to locate, relocate, or expand any of its business activities in this state, the information is confidential
and exempt from s. 119.07(1) and s. 24(a), Art. | of the State Constitution for 12 manths after the date
an economic development agency receives a request for confidentiality or until the information is
otherwise disclosed, whichever accurs first.
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2. An economic development agency may extend the period of confidentiality specified in
subparagraph 1. for up to an additional 12 months upon written request from the private corporation,
partnership, or person who originally requested confidentiality under this section and upon a finding by
the economic development agency that such private corporation, partnership, or person is still actively
considering locating, relocating, or expanding its business activities in this state. Such a request for an
extension in the period of confidentiality must be received prior to the expiration of any confidentiality
originalty provided under subparagraph 1.

If a final project order for a signed economic development agreement is issued, then the information
will remain confidential and exempt for 180 days after the final project order is issued, until a date
specified in the final project order, or until the information is otherwise disclosed, whichever occurs
first. However, such period of confidentiality may not extend beyand the period of confidentiality
established in subparagraph 1. or subparagraph 2.

{b} A public officer or employee may not enter into a hinding agreement with any corporation,
partnership, or person who has requested confidentiality of information under this subsection until 90
days after the information is made public unless;

1. The public officer or employee is acting in an official capacity;

2. The agreement does not accrue to the personal benefit of such pubtic officer or employee; and

3. In the professional judgment of the officer or employee, the agreement is necessary to effectuate
an econosmic development project.

(3) TRADE SECRETS.—Trade secrets held by an economic development agency are canfidential and
exempt from s. 119.07(1) and s. 24(a), Art. | of the State Constitution.

(4) PROPRIETARY CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION. -Proprietary confidential business
information held by an economic development agency is confidential and exempt from s. 119.07(1) and
5. 24(a), Art. | of the State Constitution, until such information is otherwise publicty available or is no
longer treated by the proprietor as proprietary confidential business information.

(3) IDENTIFICATION, ACCOUNT, AND REGISTRATION NUMBERS. —A federal employer identification
number, reemployment assistance account number, or Florida sales tax registration number held by an
economic development agency is confidential and exempt from s. 119.07{1} and 5. 24({a), Art. ) of the
State Constitution,

(6) ECONOMIC INCENTIVE PROGRAMS,

l{a) The following information held by an economic development agency pursuant to the
administration of an economic incentive program for qualified businesses is confidential and exempt
from s. 119.07(1) and s. 24{a), Art. | of the State Constitution for a period not to exceed the duration of
the incentive agreement, inctuding an agreement authorizing a tax refund or tax credit, or upon
termination of the incentive agreement:

1. The percentage of the business’s sales occurring outside this state and, for businesses applying
under s. 288.1045, the percentage of the business’s gross receipts derived from Department of Defense
contracts during the 5 years immediately preceding the date the business’s application is submitted.

2. Anindividual employee’s personal identifying information that is held as evidence of the
achievement or nonachievement of the wage requirements of the tax refund, tax credit, or incentive
agreement programs or of the job creation requirements of such programs.

3. The amount of:

a. Taxes on sales, use, and ather transactions pafd pursuant to chapter 212;

b. Corporate income taxes paid pursuant to chapter 220;
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c. Intangible personal property taxes paid pursuant to chapter 199;
d. Insurance premium taxes paid pursuant to chapter 624;
e, Excise taxes paid on documents pursuant to chapter 201;
Ad valorem taxes paid, as defined in s. 220.03(t}; or
g. State communications services taxes paid pursuant to chapter 202.

However, an economic development agency may disclose in the annual incentives report required under
5. 288.907 the aggregate amount of each tax identified in this subparagraph and paid by all businesses
participating in each economic incentive program.

{(b)1. The following information held by an economic development agency relating to a specific
business participating in an economic incentive prograsm is no longer confidential or exempt 180 days
after a final project order for an econamic incentive agreement is issued, until a date specified in the
final project order, or if the information is otherwise disclosed, whichever occurs first:

a. The name of the qualified business.

b. The total number of jobs the business committed to create or retain.

c. The total number of jobs created or retained by the business.

d. Notwithstanding s. 213.053(2), the amount of tax refunds, tax credits, or incentives awarded to,
claimed by, or, if applicable, refunded to the state by the business.

e. The anticipated totat annual wages of employees the business committed to hire or retain,

2. For a business applying for certification under s. 288.1045 which is based on obtaining a new
Department of Defense contract, the total number of jobs expected and the amount of tax refunds
claimed may not be released until the new Department of Defense contract is awarded.

{7) PENALTIES.-Any person who is an employee of an ecanomic development agency who violates
the provisions of this section commits a misdemeanor of the second degree, punishable as provided in s.
775.082 or s. 775.083.

History.-s. 1, ch. 77-75; s. 1, ch. 79-395; s. 3, ch. 83-47; s. 1, ch. 86-152; s. 1, ch. 86-180; s. 1, ch. 86-218; 5. 1, ch. B9-
217: 5. 104, ch. 90-360; 5. 245, ch. 91-224; s, 220, ch, 95-148; s. 1, ch, 95-378; s. 1, ch, 96-353; 5. 135, ch. 96-40¢6; s. 14, ch.
99-256; 5. 1, ch, 2001-141; 5. 5, ch. 2002-183; s. 27, ch. 2003-286; 5. 55, ch. 2006-60; s. ¥, ch. 2006-157; s. 1, ch, 2007-203;

5. 23, ch. 2011-76; s. 148, ch. 2011-142; s. 1, ch. 2012-28; 5. 55, ch, 2012-30.

'Note, - Section 35, ch, 2011-76, pravides that:

“{1) The executive director of the Department of Revenue is authorized, and all conditfons are deemed met, to adopt
emergency rules under ss, 120.534(1) and 120.54(4), Florida Statutes, for the purpose of implementing this act.

“{2) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, such emergency rules shall remain in effect for & months after the date

adopted and may be renewed during the pendency of procedures to adopt permanent rules addressing the subject of the
emergency rules,”

Copyright © 1995-2015 The Florida Legislature - Privacy Statement » Contact Us
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

Adopt Resolution No. 2015-11-15 authorizing the issuance of Special Events Permit No. 15-14 for the 69th
annual Florida Azalea Festival, setting forth provisions of the permit, authorizing the closure of certain streets to
vehicular traffic during Festival events, waiving application deadline, allowing for sale and consumption of
alcoholic beverages, granting permission to exceed allowable noise levels, and setting advance and other permit
fees.

SUMMARY:
Downtown Palatka Inc. has made application for a Class A Special Events Permit for the 96th Annual Florida
Azalea Festival scheduled for March 7th & 8th, 2015.
The 2015 permit include the following provisions:
i. Grant waiver of Class A Special Event Application Deadline (at least 60 days prior to event).
2. Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels on March 7, 2015 from 10 a.m. until 5 p.m. and on
March 8, 2015 from 1 p.m. until 5 p.m.
3. Grant permission to sell and consume alcoholic beverages throughout the duration of event.
4. Approve street closures as noted on application (Memorial Parkway, 100 block of S. 2nd Street, St.
Johns Avenue from Memorial Parkway to 6th Street).

Other terms and conditions are as listed on the Resolution which follows this summary.

The estimated festival permit fee is $4,405 ($600 Class A fee ($300/day for two days); $1,978 for police
security; $736 for fire personnel services; $368 for public works personnel; $225 for green roll-out garbage
containers; $138 for electrical personnel)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt the resolution authorizing the issuance of Special Events Permit No. 15-14 for the 69th Annual
Florida Azalea Festival; setting forth terms and conditions of the permit including the closure of certain
streets to vehicular traffic during Festival events, application deadline waiver, setting advance and other
other permit fees.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

(] Resolution Resolution

O  Application Attachment

D  Event Site Plan Backup Malerial
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Special Evenls Crowe, Thad Approved 21132015 - 5.05 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Belsy Approved 2/16/2015- 3,52 PM
Cily Manager Czymbar, Michael Approved 21712015 - 8.09 AM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 2/17/2015 - 8:59 AM

City Clerk Driggers. Belsy Approved 271215 - 1241 PM



RESOLUTION NO. 2015 - 11~ _

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
GRANTING A SPECIAL EVENTS PERMIT TO DOWNTOWN
PALATKA, INC. FOR THE 2015 FLORIDA AZALEA FESTIVAL;
SETTING FORTH THE PROVISIONS OF THE PERMIT;
ALLOWING FOR THE CLOSURE OF CERTAIN STREETS TO
VEHICULAR TRAFFIC DURING FESTIVAL EVENTS;
ALLOWING FOR SALE & CONSUMPTION OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES; GRANTING APPLICATION DEADLINE WAIVER;
GRANTING PERMISSION TO EXCEED ALLOWABLE NOISE
LEVELS; AND SETTING ADVANCE AND OTHER PERMIT FEES

WHEREAS, The Florida Azalea Festival, a time-honored event and Florida's oldest
documented festival, is held annually in Downtown Palatka during the first weekend in March;
and

WHEREAS, Downtown Palatka, Inc. has made application to the City of Palatka for a
special events permit for the 2015 Florida Azalea Festival and refated events; and

WHEREAS, The City Special Events Committee has met with festival organizers and all
partics have reached an agreement as to the provisions of the issuance of the Special Events
Permit; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission finds that the approval and issuance of the Special
Events Permit as stipulated and described herein is in the best interest of the event organizers, the
City of Palatka and its citizens.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1: That Special Events Permit No. 15-14 for the 2015 Florida Azalea Festival is
hereby granted to Downtown Palatka, Inc. with the following provisions and stipulations:

a. Class “‘A’ Permit for Riverfront/Festival Ares  March 7 & 8, 2015; 8:00 am, - 5:00 p.m.

b, Permission granted to exceed allowable noise levels, on March 7, 2015, 10:00 am - 5:00 pm and
March 8, 2015, 1:00 p.m. — 5:00 p.m. (no amplified sound prior to 1:00 p.m. on Sunday)

¢. Permission to serve and consume atcohol on the following public rights-of-way. St. Johns Ave,
between 3° St. and 5 St. and N, 4™ St between St, Johns Ave, and Reid St

d. Road Closures: 100 block of S. 2™ Street, St Johns Avenue form Memorial Parkway to 6” Street
to be closed during festival hours to parking and vehicular traffic beginning Friday, 3/6/15
through Sunday, 3/8/15.

¢. Grant Permission to use City Hall parking fot for Handicapped Parking on Saturday and Sunday

F Close Main Street from st Street to 11th Street to vehicular traffic on Saturday, 3/7/15 from
10:00 a.m. — 11:30 a.m. for Azalca Festival Parade

g. Set Festival Permit fee — per staff recommendation, $1,978 for police security fecs {86 hours @
$23.00/hr}: $600.00 for Festival Permit Fee {$300/day for two days); $736 for fire personnel
services {two fire personnel @ $23/hour @@ 32 hours); $225 for garbage containers {15 garbage
containers (@ $15/ea}; $386 for sanitation personnel {two sanitation personnel @ $23/hour for 16
hours); $138 for electrical personnel {$23/hour for six hours}). Applicant pays actual landfill
lipping fees. Applicant ogrees to pay City of Palatka for the actual FP&L charges for use of their
electrical boxes.

Section 2: That the total Advance Permit Fee shall be 54,045,

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida, this
26th day of February, 2015,

CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA

By:

Its Mayor
ATTEST:




APPLICATION # | 5- /4 Hoole Maale Festiat

{tircle one below)
CLASS A PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to event
CLASS B PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to evenl

CLASS C PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 30 days prior to event JAN 30 2015
i4
{
CITY OF PALATKA ks s
APPLICATION FOR USE OF PARKS, RECREATIONAL AREAS):
RIVERFRONT PARK AND OTIIER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS
1. NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT/ORGANIZER
o __ NPT~ _FHAerd Azalea  [fosbol
Vi l"/c/‘ i
h. CONIAC] PERSON 35 o Z)L/aii{ / Kq fﬁi_c_ TELEPHONE 3 §-4& L]
R FANY _ 329-F842. .
2 NARME AND ARDRESS OF PIRSON. CORPORA TION QR ASSOCIATION SPONSORING THLE ACTIVITS .
O EFEFERENT TROM ABONI
a. CONIACI PERSON B ILLEPHONE
by FAN
éflll -, .
3. DESCRIPLION AND OR NAMI OF PROPOSLD ACTIVITY . /e mde AZ..-q fee f~eshysL
4.
5. DATE & HOURS OF DISIREDUSE: - gf,;.‘,!e.[ - Seten. /S5t~ f-& /L{U“l ‘(,,[ /0 -5
Qe - TRA J'M’;:
6. PORJIONITOR WIHCH PERAMISSION 18 DLSIRI D (City Doch. \mphitheater, Gaseho, ete.) Mmeah o 5
C Meshy mumppcls Parl; _Rad §H ic-qmldg,'_& Johag - Mendmiel 1o
;]
7. ROAD (1 OSLRES: Same  qy ab it Jee han G
8. R1QUI ST FOR NOISE VARIANCI (Dates and limes): yﬂS“ dlumg[ AN hOLLf_S
b, REQUISTIOR ALCOHOL VARIANC (lutes, linend ovationy: e X €5 48£L ﬂ.#j_ﬂjle[/ Ny it P}W
10. ESTIMA L OF ANTICIPATID ATTI-NDANCL A5,09 -
1. NUMBER AND TYPL OF AUXILIARY VEHICLES/ FQUIPMENT
12. ARTICLE 1V SPECIAL EVENT ORDINANCI:: FEES
#. CLASS A: e SI00.06- 1001 10 04800 in aitendance per day
b, CIASS I SEOLOG per day Up to LOUE persuns per day
C. CLASS O o SSO per duy () iied impact s trdlic. parking cie g |ents soch s Weddings, ©ishing
toumimients with less than 40 boats. e, N
d. Any private entity businesstes) who are holding @ function on privaie property that nnpacts neighboring
businesses/residents within the City limits and, impacts City services will be assessed a fee amount accordingly .
-5 Ta
13. OTHER COSTS = Fees will be determined ol the pre-assessment meeting with the organizers and the ¢ ity Department
Heads.
1. Arrngements for pohee services are REQUIRLD for lishing wurmaments with 70 boats or more. Fishing Toumnaments and

&= CEUVEﬂ

other lirge evemt organizers are required 1o amange for ausilis vehicle triler parking per accompany ing guidelines.

Revised: 228713 e |
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IMPORTANT INFORMATION

THIS FORM 15 INTLNDLD FOR RESERVATION PURPOSES ONLY AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE PERMISSION FOR
USES DISALLOWED UNDER PALATKA'S MUNICIPAL CODE  PERMISSION GRANTED FOR USE OF PUBLIC
PROPERTY COVERS MUNICIPAL PARK AREAS AND OTHER ARLEAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS. IT DOES NOT
INCLUDE PERMISSION TO CLOSE PUBLIC STREETS OR HINDER PRIVATE PROPERTY. Organizers are required to
coniact the City of Poloika Building & Zoning Deparimenl office a1 386-320-010) [or pre-planning  purposes.
ORGANIZERS/APPLICANTS WILL BE NOTIFIED WITHIN 30 DAYS QF ANY COMMENTS THEY MAY HAVE
PERTAINING TO THIS EVENT'S ANTICIPATED IMPACT WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS.

Acceptance af your application should in no way be construed as finaf approval or conflemation of your request.

Sew. 50-145. Any person or organization granted penmission shall be bound by o)) pork/city rules and
regulations and ali applicable ordinances as fully as though the same were insened in this document, except for
such rules und regulations as may be waived by such document or the City Conunission,

Sec. 30146, I'e person or persons 1o whom permission lor use of ity property is issued shall be linble for any loss,
damage or infury susigined by any person whatsoever by reason of the negligence ol the persin or persons 1t whom such
permission shall have been issued. Event linbility insurance. wnning the Ciry of Patatks as an additional insured. is
required prior to public events,  Event Hability insurince naming the City of Palatkst as an addhiennd insured is also
required il s privale event is tnking place that will impaet the City and the wse ol City Servicus,

The applicent{s} agreas Io hold harmless and indemnily (he City of Palatka, its officare, agents and employees againsi any losg,
damage or expense ( Incluging all cosis and reasonabls allomey's lees ) suffered by the Cily of Palatka lor

1.} Any braach of the lerms of the permut o any Inaccuracy In or braach of any represanialion, warranly or covenani made by the
applicani{s) 1o the City of Palatke as an inducement 1o the granting of the pamnit

4.) Any claims, suits, achans, damages or cause o! aclions for any persanel injury, Joss ol Wfe or damages to personal or real properly
sustained by reason o, result of, or by presence ol Ihe applicant(s) on public property by spplicant’s agenis, employees, invilae
andior any olher parsons,

ARTICLE V NOISE CONTROL Sec. J0-101 = 30-109:  Permission for use uf city properly does nol grand nn
sutomatic exemplion to exceed maxinun allowahle noise levels, Complainis of adverse ¢iTeels upon the commmrily or
surroundiog neighborhood muy resull in revoking permission for use o City property for tis activity,

Hh CERTIFICATION: 1 BAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH
THE CITY OF PALATKA HAS GRANTED PERMISSION FOR USE OF THE AREA DEFINED ON PAGE
ONE OF THIS APPLICATION FOR THE PURPOSE STATED RHEREIN, AND AGREE TO BE BOUND BY

SAME,
2-/57-)4 /PQML

DATE SIGNATURE OF AIPLICANT

ROVED:

SP[}E'ML EVENTS COORDINATOR DATE

il g0

- DATE

CHIEL" OF POY

RETURNTO:
THAD CROWE
SPECIAL EVINTS COORDINATIOR

SN, 2 St

Palmka, Fl. 32177

(FOR ADDIT ONA L IN-ORMATION PLEASE CALL CHE BUILDING & ZONING QFFICH AT IK6-22%0103 )

Revised: 27281112 Mg 2



CITY OF PALATKA
PLANNING MEETING
PRE-EVENT ASSESSMENT LIST

To be completed by Special Events Coordinator:

Meeting Date: 3 Zé/{ﬁ,ﬁ ~_Special Events Coordinator; Zrz Mfz f Q ﬂ_ldzL

M : Event Classificalion:
Site Sketeh Provided Class A
0 Tentative Schedule of Events Class B @
Class C

To be completed by applicant with typewriter or print {egibly in dark ink.

Nune of Special Event/ Production: £ (fﬁ ﬂrmur. L /:/On d= /1 L<le, /L;\!ﬁ?"*ﬂ

Type of Event: f St v-

Type of Event Activitieg iconceﬂs;:strcct dances, races, contests, competitions, regattas(arts/crafts displays, still
mation picture praduction, etc. ~ altach separate listing if necessary)
0‘:’1- (Pl "-: [ h'; ’q'.. \AL-

Location of Event: I‘]&a fom ﬂq [« TH=
Requested dates and time of exvents (not including set-up and break down):

Date Day Begin End
FventDay | J - &~ Y4 Fade g S amiMm AM/PM
Event Day 2 3 -1y 6&1'&«4‘1 3 @_{PM 5 AMIPM
Event Day 3 3.—&- {4 Sw:}«b( [O_fypm S gy

Cvent Day 4 ) AM/PM AM/PM

Set-up for event will begin on (Date) _j-'c\ L:I Meare N éﬁ- at (lime) \j’:'()‘jﬂ )

Break down will be completed by (Date) n”l‘%LL:} Y hirch ? al (time) \f."Cb,U N

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 3



Event Sponsor/Organization

Name of Promoter: _ Tax Exempt No.:

Fee Worksheet (70 be completed by Speciul Events Coordinator)

*Class A” Event “*Class B” Event “Class C” Event

Daily Fees (see fee schedule) Daily Fees $100.00/day Daily Fees $50/dny

Security Fees /et 323/ Officer Security Fees ‘@ $23hr/Ollicer Seeurity Fees @ $23/hr Officer
Green Contginer Fees «r $15 container Greeo Container Fees i $15 container Green Container Feedd 1 5/'container
Refundable Deposit $500.00 Public Works Fmployees e $14.00 he

{no charee doring normal working houwrs)

Special Events Permit Fecs b jw_ Perday X & Days k3 f ﬂw

Law Enforcement (City) 9
Police Olficer(s) $23.00 Perhour X  Officers X 3' QHOHI‘S = ’ J_q'i =

Fire Personnel $23.00 Perhowr X 39‘24 ___Hours $ z,ﬁw

Building Inspector $2300 PerhourX  Hours $ o

Public Warks Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)

Public Works Personnel i Personnel 92 # X 1 f ﬁ Hours @ $23/hour $ awﬁ

Eicctrician Services (only-no charge doring regular working hours)
Electrician Personnel $23.00 Perhour X ___w __Hours $ l 8_?

Sanitation Equipment Fee

# Green Roll-Oul Containers I f 5 X $13.00 Per Container % 0? ! 5

Additional Charges (List)

L2 I - T ]

TOTAL SPECIAL EVENT FEES {Spansor/Promoler) 5 41_055

Revised: 2/28/13 P 4




To be completed and submitted by applicant prior to meeting with city stuff.
City staff will amend checklist as necessary,

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Name: 5 a7 0(nu+\[

Telephone: 2 f,'_c‘.-—rt-! &2\ Fax: Cellular:

Address: £ st Thae Hor, [ latia . A 3219

Name: /é < TA 1 6/‘ g ﬂ&‘

Telephone: | ' © Fax: Cellular: 3287507
Address: -

Other Contacts/ Key Holders:

Name;

Telephone: Fax; Cellular:

Name:

Telephone: Fax: Cellular:

O Estimated Peak Number ol Participants (each day of event): Duy | /S &b
Day2 /& 000 Day 3 Day 4 Day §

0 Type of special effects to include pyrotechaics, explosives, discharging weapons, hazardous materials

and/or incendiary devices 10 be used: A A

a Number and proposed location of fire protection services: @ Ird o S = Jdhany

0 Inspection(s)- Date and time rc_qneslcd: &Lf-w&?,, ﬂ’]rm_l, 7 @'ddﬁ/ﬂ

O Electrician Services- Date and time requested: M

0O Emergency medical services: Ambulance Lucalions(s){nolc on site map)y Jed & ST Johag

Number of EMS Personnel required:

a Number and proposed location for portable (oifetsCTnole location on site map

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 5




e

Carnival location (if anyX{note location on site mapy™y (Tl=nh 7 ¢ - {fer Moy

Number of sanitation roll-out containers required A A

Location of parking/transportation services, if any: M A

Type Transport Vehicles (Van, Buses, etc.) A /A

Location of security and emergency vehicle parking on site: Gl ~ $F Tehny

() Public street barricades/street closures/detoubs: {note Jocations on site map)~
——"

0 Temporary Parking, directional Signage needed: AN

a Main emergency vehicle access to sife (location-also note on site map):
4__”

a Locution of proposed temporury structures, fences, grandstands, bandstands, judges stands,
Bleachers, hospitality tents, booths, eE. Snote on site map): :

a Number and proposed location of vendors, coneessians and/or Sponsor/Promoier(s) stands

(note on site map) ca Fh c,'g

a Number and location of static/mobile displays (noic on site map): _ £/ M
¢

a Lacation of event staff management (headquarters): Ol Gy Clogiw et

Stall Uniform ldentification: Afamc_ ;qg J
7
Main sound system location: ,/(j f t
Number and location of special activities (Jaunching areas, animal attractions, amusements
Car shows, parade routes, compelition courses, etc.): All on Meg
f

Revised; 2/28/13 Page 6



a Number and location of temporary signs/banners: DN mian.
i

a Number and location of promotional visual elfects:
Waltereraft: — Sgil ‘1 gaty
Aircraft:

Types & Location of On-Site Advertising (banners, balloons. posters, flyers, air structures, signs, cie.):
Mt
0 Date(s) and times of setup/ breakdown: f Y\ Gy dy é-
;71\ e ‘?

) Numc‘(ﬁ and Type of Musical Bands to Perfosm (dutes & times of perlormance): A,'( F he (pe
[STad %! Ct{ /

a Nuise Abatement Requirements: ~ NO -

a Adjoining Propertics Impacted (Notification needed?): Viee — Mabeey, ot ér_ Genal- o
{

O Location, Dutes and Times for Alcohol Ordinance Open Container Waiver: _S (XA a:H’&thd

Jike plan)
a Alcohol Sale Requirements (Temporary license, commercial cstablishment license, etc):
P—
0 Handicapped Accessibility: VoS — Gty Hett joq:‘f\ Ko Lot
/ = o7

Items Outstanding:

Quistanding Fees: $
Site Plan Sketch

501(C) (3) Certificute of Lyxemption

Revised: 2/28/13 Pape 7



Nonprofit Articles of Incorporation, Charter and Mission Statement  —©# '7[“" -

Consent Letter {(event property): property owners on which Special Event location is held
(if not held on city property)

Fire resistive rating certificates (tents, fabrics. elc.)
Schedule Fire, Building/Electrical Inspections
Schedule Pre/Post Sanitation Inspections

Example of Special Event vendor permits provided — y.m- =

G o o a

Special vent Certilicate of Insurance- City as “Additional Insured™
(if carnival, aircraft or watercrali rides are planned, need certificates from those vendors)
List Certificates required, J’-u’c-’-l.g 6-;_12«_ Luenl

F)
ry

Alcohwl Liability Certificate of Insurance- City as “Additional Insured”

Required Permits (federal, state, locnl):
|

Alcohol License (copy)

Q O 0 o o g

PRE-PLANNING MEETING

Name of Special Event: . . Dawe

Persons Attending Planning Meeting:

Name Representing Position Phone #

Revised: 2/28/13 Pape 8
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

Grant Permission to exceed allowable noise levels and waive Application Deadline for Special Event
Permit No. 15-15, City of Palatka Azalea Festival Mayor's Reception on March 6, 2015 from 6:00 p.m.
until 8:00 p.m. at the Bronson-Mulhoiland House - City of Palatka, Applicant

SUMMARY:

This is a request for permission to exceed allowable noise levels set by Chapter 30, Article IV of the
Palatka Municipal Code. The City of Palatka has applied for a Special Events Permit to host the Mayor's
Reception at the Bronson-Mulholland House, on Friday March 6, 2015. The event begins at 6:00 p.m. and
ends at 8:00 p.m. This variance allows for amplified sound outside the building. This request also
includes a waiver of the application deadline for the Class B Special Events Applications (60 days prior to
event)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels and grant waiver of Class B Special Events
deadline for Special Events Permit No. 15-15, Azalea Festival Mayor's Reception, Friday, March 6,
2015 from 6:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type

Special Events Pemmit No. 15-15 City of Palatka "2015 Azalea Mayor's

Reception" Cover Memo
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Special Events Crowe, Thad Approved 2113/2015-416 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2116/2015 - 3.05 PM
City Manager Czymbaor, Michael Approved 211712015 - 8:09 AM
Finance Reynalds. Matt Approved 2(17/2015 - 9.00 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2117/2015 - 12.42 PM



APPLICATION# | D -|5 - _—

{circle one below) i
CLASS A PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to event b4

CLASS B PERMIT - Filing Dendline: 60 days prior {o event ; FEB G9 2015
CLASS C PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 30 days prior to event

]

B

CITY OF PALATKA
APPLICATION FOR USE OF PARKS, RECREATIONAL AREAS,
RIVERFRONT PARK AND OTIIER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS

. NAME AND %DDRESS OF APl’aCANT 0RG9N|ZER
a ' %_y ’ é—/

i
b. CONTACT PCRSON 6%/ Y/ /4] TELEPHONEM 6?96?
O N 2nd - méyim 80t0-327. o1 =

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON, CORPORATION OR ASSOCIATION SPONSORING THL ACTIVITY.

[

IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE
a. CONTACT PERSON TCILEPHONE
b. FAX &

i
3. DESCRIPTION AND/OR NAME OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY 0/ 3 ﬂﬁ@ﬂ. Aﬂ}@ 15
4 DATE & DOURS OF DESIRED USE: MC/I & =4 é;  OfV1- f

5 PORTION FOR wmcu/j)'-g’wss:oms DESIBED (Cit %m, Ephilhrmur. YA

6. ROAD CLOSURES: V4 /62 _
7. REQUEST FOR NOISE VARIANCE(Dates and Times): %r 3’& //5(2 é' & /ew/\_

8. REQUEST FOR ALCOHOL VARIANCE(Dates, imes. Location) ﬂ /ﬂ‘_

9. ESTIMATE OF ANTICIPATED ATTENDANCE £ 97D

10. NUMBER AND TYPE OF AUXILIARY VEHICLES CQUIPMENT )9/] W”

1. ARTICLE IV SPECIAL EVENT ORDINANCE: FEES

a. CLASS A: S300.00- 1,001 10 38,000 in attendance per day
b.  CLASS 8: S104.00 per doy Up 10 1,000 persons per day
€. CLASNSC 550.00 per duy (Limited impoct on tofTi parking cte } | vents such as Weddings, | ishing

tourmaments with fess tan 40 boots, | 1
d. Any privale entity/business(es) who are holding o funclion on private properly that impacts neiphboring

businessesfresidents within the City timits and, impacts Cily services will be assessed o fee amaunt accordingly.
Sales Tax

Applications will not be processed and events dates cannot be secured without accompanying application fee,

12. OTHER COSTS: Fees will be determined ot the pre-assessment meeling wilh the organizers and the City Depariment
Heads.

13. Arrangements for police services are REQUIRED for fishing toumaments with 70 boats or more. Fishing Tournamenis and
other large event organizers are required to arrange for auxilinry vehicte/tirmiler paskiny per accompanying guidelines.

Revised: 10/16/14 Paue |



hily INFORMATION

FHIS FORM (S INTCNDED FOR RESERVATION PURPOSES ONLY AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE PPCRMISSION FOR
USES DISALLOWED UNDER PALATKA'S MUNICIPAL CODE  PERMISSION GRANTED FOR USE OF PUBLIC
PROPERTY COVERS MMUNICIPAL PARK ARFAS AND OTHER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS. |l DOES NOT
INCLUDE PERMISSION TO CLOSE P BLIC STRI'ETS OR HiNDER PRIVATE PROPERTY. Orgnnizers nre required 1o
contact the Cny of Polstkn Bullding & Zoning Depanment office of 386-329-0103 for pre-planning purposcs
ORGANIZERS APPLICANTS WILL BE NOTIFIED WITHIN 30 DAYS QF ANY COMMENTS THEY MAY TIAVE
PERTAINING TO THIS EVENT'S ANTICIPATED IMPACT WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS.

Acceptance of your application should In na way ba construed as final approval er confirmation of your request.

Sec. 50-145. Any person or organization granted permission shall be bound by all park/city rules and
regulations and all applicabie ordinances as fully as though the same were inserted in this document, except far
such rules and regulations as may be waoived by such document or the City Commission.

Sec. 50-146. The person or persons to whom permission for use of cily property is issued shall be lishle for any loss,
damage or injury sustained by any person whalsoever by reason of the negligence of the persen or persons to whom such
permission shall have been issued, Event linbility insurance, aoming the City of Palalka as an additional insured, is
required prior 1o public events. Event liability insurance naming the City of Palatka as an additional insured is aiso
required if a private cvent 1s tnking place thot will impact the City ond the usz ol City Services

The applicani{s) agraes lo hold hannless and indemmify the City of Palatka s officers agents and employeas agawnat any ‘oas
damage or expansa ( including all cosls and reasonable atio'ney s Tews ) suliered by tha Cily of Palatks for

1) Any breach of the lerms of the patmil of any naccuracy n er braach al any representalion waman'y or co.enarlmazeby tha
applicant(n) o tha City of Palatia as an inducament to the granting of tha permit

2) Anyclaims sulls, ackons damagas of cause of aclions for any personal injury loss ol lifs or damages lo personal or real property
sustamed by reason ol, resuitof or by presance of the applicant's) an public proparty by applicant s agenls empoyees, inviee
andior any other persons

ARTICLE V NOISE CONTROL. Sec. 30-101 - 30-109: Permlssion for use of cily praperty does not prant an
automatic exemption 10 exceed maximum aliowable noise levels, Complaints of adverse elfects upon the community or
surrounding ncighborhood may result in revoking permission (or use of City property for this activity.

10. CERTIFICATION: 1 HAVE READ ANT UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICEH
THE CITY OF PALATKA HAS GRANTED PERMISSION FOR USE OF THE AREA DEFINED ON PAGE
ONE OF THIS APPLICATION FOR THE PURPOSE STATED REREIN, AND AGREE TO BE BOUND BY
SAME.

D% %S s“lanm%ﬁmgqg 4L {9' 2 '
PER 2

RETURN TO:
THAD CROWE

Tl (o — 2 m[fr
SPERTAL EVENTS COORDINATOR DAT
SPECIAL EVENTS COORDINATOR

205 N. 2™ Street

ég._// b7 11 I
CUIEF OF POLICE // DATE
Palatka, FL 32177

{(FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PLEASE CALL THE BUILDING & ZONING OFFICE AT 386-329-0103 )
Revised: 10/16/14 Page2



PRE-EVENT ASSESSMENT LIST

Q@ CITY OF PALATKA
L @ZK@%@ PLANNING MEETING

To he completed by Special Events Coordinator:

Mecting Date: /[/ 15 Special Events Coordinator: %ad HWQ

Event Classification:

G/ Site Sketch Provided Class A O

a Tentative Schedule of Cvents Class B EB/
Class C O

Tao be completed by applicant with typewriter or print legibly in dark ink.

Name of Special Eveat! Production: 0%/ -5 jmf.x ?ﬂﬁﬁ_ﬁ@é—'
Type of Event: F,‘Q_’&{

Type of Cvent Activities (concerts, street dances, races. contests, competitions, regattas, aris/crafis displays, still

moliongicture productlon etc. - atypch separate listipg i, necessary)
M@Q— !%:fmaj Lier M
Zaézuq,_
Locution of Cvent: mv Méj@g{ &IJ‘L

Requested dates and time of’ events (nol including sct-up and break down):

Daic Begin CEnd
Event Day i ﬁ/& /[ g MJ/ Q_,L’O AN@ f .20 A'@
Evenl Day 2 AM/PM AM/PM
Event Day 3 AM/PM AMPM
Lvent Day 4 AM/PM AM/PM
Set-up for event will begin on (Date) @/5 1/[ j’/ at (time)

Break down will be completed by (Date) % /ég / /5 at (time) W—/

Revised: 10716714 Page 3



Event Sponsor/Organization é/}"[{(_/ Q‘( ﬂ Q_ﬂ_/@fé&

Name of Promoter: Tax Exempl No.:

Fee Worksheet (fo be completed by Special Events Coordinator)

“Class A" Cvent “Closs B" Event “Class C” Event

Dally Fees {see lee schedule) Daily Fees £100.00 day Oaily Fees $50/day

Sccurity Fees @ 323w/ Officer Security Fees ‘@ $23hr Oficer Sccurily Fees @ $23 hr/Officer
Green Container Fees (@ $15 container Green Container Fees .« $15'container Green Comainer Fee@$ ) S/'comainer
Reflundable Deposit $500.00 Public Works Employees « §14.00/hy

{no charge during normal werking hours)

Special Events Permit Fees b I_OO Per day X ‘ Days b , OO
Law Enforcement (City)
Pulice OfMicer(s) $23.00 PerhourX Officers X Hours 5
Fire Personnel $23.00 Perhour X Hours b
Building Inspecior $£23.00 Perhour X Iours k)

Public Works Services {only-no charge during regular working hours)
Public Works Personncl # Personnel X Hours a $23/hour
Electrician Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)
Electrician Personnel $23.00 Perhour X Hours I
Sanitation Equipment Fec

# Green Roll-Out Containers X $15.00 Per Comainer 3

Additional Charges (List)

# 8 on e

TOTAL SPECIAL EVENT FEES (Spensor/Promotey) 3 l QO

Revised: 10/16/14 Page 4




To be completed and submitted by applicant prior to mecting with city staff,
City staff will amend chechlist as necessary.

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Name:
Telephone:

Address: ‘ég

W Cellular: 400 ﬂm
Name:

Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
Address:

Other Contacts/ Key Holders:

Name:

Telephone: Fax: Cceliular:

Name:

Telephone: Fax: Cellular:

o Estimated Peak Number of Participants (each day of event): Day | 15“0
Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 35

0 Type of special effecis 1o include pyrotechnics, explosives, discharging weapons, hazardous materials

andfor incendiary devices to be uscd:

o Number und proposed location of firc protection services: ‘-’31“33"46;

O Inspection(s)- Date and time requested: _&g LM 4

[ Electrician Services- Date and time requested:
() Emergency medical services: Ambulance L07i0ns(s) {nole on site mup)

Number of EMS Personnel required: A irﬁ

(m] Number and praposed location for portable toilets: (note location on site map)

_ Al

Revised: 10/16/14 Page 5



& Comival location (if any} {notc location on site map) __ A [

Number of sanitation roll-out containers required r 4 Jﬁ; dfcmf Q1 Iide_
() Location of parking/transportation services, if any: A St

Type Transport Vehicles (Van, Buses, cic.) 1 '1_':_/'_2

Location of security and emergency vehicle parking on site: A ég___
O Public strect barricades/street closures/dciours: (note locations on site map) _ﬂ/a__
0 Temporary Parking, directional Signage needed: UYWL
0 Main emergency vehicle access ta site (location-also note on site map): Mm

o Location of proposed temporary structures, fences, prandstands, bandstands, judics slands,

Bleachers, hospitality jents, booths, etc.: (nole on site map): pogiobe e Ll
A troud (@b

O Number and proposed location, of vendors, concessions and’or Sponsor/ Promoter(s) stands
{note on site map) ﬂk_

Q Number and lacation of static/mobile displays (note on site map): A/Q _

O Location of event staff management (hendguariers): (74 : Hfg,_[(

a Staff Unifarm Identification: A_/Ci
Main sound system localion: ﬁfmm__ HQI_QA_Q_ m[{é\:

Number and location of special activities (launching arcas, animal attractions, amusements
Car shows, parade routes. competition courses, etc.):

Revised: [D/16/14 Pace &



Number and IoZuon of tempograry su,ns ‘banners: /A &'Vﬂ%_ 'I-buqu._

Number and location of promotional visua) effects: /N j e

Watercraft:

afa_
Aircralt: _l{!., bo

Types & Location of On-Site Advertising (banners, balloons, posters, Myers, air structures, signs, ete.):

Dalte(s) and times % setup/ bz:akdgwn: ~e+ _{,m TArg f_f 3 /E\'_
Name(s) ;gd Type of Musical ds ta Perform ﬂ ales & times ui‘ puf’ormnncc)
0isd potedppins Lol = T8 plis—

Noise Abatement Requirements; ,ﬂék ;‘{S’ _&r f IM—

Adjoining Properties Impacted (Notification necded?)

Location, Dates and Times for ?lcohnl Ordipance Open Container Wyiver:
Ala Qleohe | aexes pospilind b cvdugice

el

Alcohal Sale Rcrnrgm (Temporary license, commercial establishment license. clc):

Handicapped Accessibility: [_Qm_ﬁ U _b‘% £33 E

Items Outstunding:

Outstanding Fees: §
Site Plan Skeich

501(C) (3) Centificate of Exemplion

Revised: 10/16/14 Page 7



NOTES

e o ___("_044__4 .{-éf:'i%_) 17X,
Loyt

¥ el

3

13

-

Revised: 10/16/14







CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels and waive 60-day application deadline for Special
Events Permit No. 15-04 - Just for Jesus Ministries Battle of the Bands, March 14, 2014 from 9:00 a.m. -
12:00 noon at the Riverfront Park (live entertainment) - Just for Jesus Ministries/ Wayne Mustered,
Applicant

SUMMARY:

Mr. Mustered has made application for the March 15, 2015 Battle of the Bands Musical Corps event.
Although Class B specia! events can be approved by the Special Events Coordinator, this application
includes a request to exceed allowable noise levels for live entertainment which requires Commission
approval.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve special request items for permission to exceed allowable noise levels at the Riverfront Park
for Special Events Permit No. 15-04, Just For Jesus Battle of the Bands, Saturday, March 14,2014
from 9:00 am to 12:00 noon - Wayne Mustered, Applicant.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
Special Events Permit No. 15-05 - Just for Jesus Ministries "Batle of

. the Bands Musical Corp" LSRRl
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Special Events Crowe Thad Approved 2/13/2015- 413 PM
City Clerk Driggers Betsy Approved 2M6/2015 - 259 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 2M17/2015 - 8.09 AM
Finance Reynolds, Malt Approved 21712015 - B:58 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 211712015 - 9:16 AM



appLICATION # 1§42 [15-04

{circle one below)

CLASS A PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to cvent
CLASS B PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to event
CLASS C PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 30 days prior to event

CITY OF PALATKA
APPLICATION FOR USE OF PARKS, RECREATIONAL A

RIVERFRONT PARK AND OTHER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS

ECEIVE]

JAN 20 2065 |
R,N’Sed{' J

[ .
P

. NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT/ORGANIZER 1
o Just Fre Jesvs [Tom. shries BY:
b. CONTACT PERSON I/I/aymz_ﬁ_ug/ erey TELEPHONE JS 2~ Z/J" SYS 7
c. FAX # _7,'/ st o s esvs [ & /a(.od. cart

2. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON. CORPORATION OR ASSOCIATION SPONSORING THE ACTIVITY.
iF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE

a. CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE
b. S : FAX # . —
3. DESCRIPTION AND/OR NAME OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY gﬁﬁ% aﬂ &.’VZ{J /%,/cx/ 670

5. DATE & HOURS OF DESIRED USE: _ MM?)J&/_AQE 4 Q.é&/;ﬁ’ﬂ”

6. PORTION FOR WHICH PERMISSION IS DESIRED (City Dock, Amphitheater, Gazebo, cic.)

Roaph Thtetre ¢ clock Fawee.

7. ROAD CLOSURES: /‘?
8. REQUEST FOR NOISE VARIANCE(Dates and Times): _/_V lé{[h 4305 Y ill ‘fo{/ﬂ 77

9. REQUEST FOR ALCOHOL VARIANCE(Dates. Times,Lucation): /Vﬂ

10. ESTIMATE OF ANTICIPATED ATTENDANCE 300 - L00

11. NUMBER AND TYPE OF AUXILIARY VEHICLES/EQUIPMENT New ¢

12. ARTICLE IV SPECIAL EVENT ORDINANCE: FEES

a. CLASSA. " $300.00- 1,001 to 80,000 in attendance per duy
b. CLASSSH .4 $100.00 per day Up to 1,000 persons per day
C. CLASSC. $50.00 per duy (Limited impuacl on traffic, parking etc.) Evems such as Weddings. Fishing

tournaments with less than 40 boats, Eic.

d. Any private entity/business(es) who are holding a function on private property that impacis neighboring
businesscs/residents within the City limits and, impacts City services will be assessed a fee amount accordingly. (71
Sales Tax|

13. OTHER COSTS : Fees will be determined at the pre-assessment meeting with the organizers and the Cny Department
Heads.

14. Arrangemenis for police services are REQUIRED f{or fishing tournaments with 7¢ boais or more. Fishing Tournaments and
other farge event organizers are required Lo arrange for auxiliary vehicle/irailer parking per accompanying guidelines.

Revised: 2/28/13 Page |



IMPORTANT INFORMATION

THIS FORM [5 INTENDED FOR RESERVATION PURPOSES ONLY AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE PERMISSION FOR
USES DISALLOWED UNDER PALATKA'S MUNICIPAL CODE. PERMISSION GRANTED FOR USE OF PUBLIC
PROPERTY COVERS MUNICIPAL PARK AREAS AND OTHER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS. IT DOES NOT
INCLUDE PERMISSION TO CLOSE PUBLIC STREETS OR HINDER PRIVATE PROPERTY. Organizers are required tn
contact the Ciuy of Polotha Buildng & Zoning Deponiment office at 386-329-0103 for pre-planping  purposes.
ORGANIZERS/APPLICANTS WILL BE NOTIiFIED WITHIN 30 DAYS OF ANY COMMENTS THEY MAY HAVE
PERTAINING TO THIS EVENT'S ANTICIPATED IMPACT WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS.

Acceptance of your application should in no way be construed as final approval or confirmation of your request.

Sec. 50-145. Any person or organization granted permission shall be bound by all park/city rules and
regulations and all applicable ordinances as fully as though the same were inserted in this document, except for
such rules and regulations as may be waived by such document or the City Commission.

Sec. 50-146. The person or persons to whom permission for use of city property is issued shall be liable for any loss,
damage or injury sustained by any person whatsoever by reason of the negligence of the person or persons to whom such
permission shall have been issued, Event liability insurance, naming the City of Palatka as an additional insured, is
required prior to public events. Event liability insurance naming the City of Palatka as an additionu§ insured is also
required if a private event is taking place that will impact the City and the use of City Services.

Tha appiicant(s) agrees to hold harmiess and indemnily the Clty of Palalka, ils cfficers, agents and employsas against any loss,
damage or expanse { Including all costs and reasanabla ettornay's (ees ) sufiered by the Cily of Palatka for:

1.} Any breach of the larms of the permit or any inaccuracy In or braach of any repressntation, warranly or covanant made by the
applicant(s) to the Clly of Palatka as an inducement ta the granting of tha permit,

2)) Any claims, suits, aclions, damagas or cause of actlons for any parsonal injury, loss of life ar damages o personal or real properly
suslainad by reason of, result of, or by presanca ol the applicant(s) on public property by applicant’s agents, emplayaes, invilee
and/ar any other persons.

ARTICLE V NOISE CONTROL Sec. 30-101 -~ 30-109: Permission for use of city property does not grant an
automatic exemption to exceed maximum allowable noise levels. Complaints of adverse effects upon the community or
surrounding neighborhood may result in revoking permission for use of City property for this activity.

10. CERTIFICATION: 1 HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH
THE CITY OF PALATKA HAS GRANTED PERMISSION FOR USE OF THE AREA DEFINED ON PAGE

ONE OF THIS APPLICATION FOR THE PURPOSE STATED HEREIN, AND AGREE TO BE BOUND BY
SAME,

o |
qé TE/ //5/ v ?{c—"b//f.m/z{g VL %—

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT
OVED:
2/ 12 / iy
SPER{AL EVENTS COORDINATOR DATE

<L DSt p10,5
RETURN TO. / CHIEF OF P% DATE

THAD CROWE

SPECIAL EVENTS COORDINATOR
205 N. 2" Street

Palatka, FL. 32177

(FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PLEASE CALL THE BUILDING & ZONING OFFICE AT 386-329.0103 )
Revised: 2/28/13 Page 2



CITY OF PALATKA
)/ it4 { PLANNING MEETING
NS E PRE-EVENT ASSESSMENT LIST

To be completed by IS[;c'aI Events Coordinator:

0? " 5 Special Events Coordinator: %M) &MJ«Z

Meeting Date: ;

Event Classification:

] Site Sketch Provided Class A 0
1 Tentative Schedule of Events Class B (7(
Class C 0

To be completed by applicant with typewriter or print legibly in dark ink.

Name of Special Event/ Production: Jost Foe Jesvs [ivistzs Lot tle o Bandds
Type of Event: _/V/u Jic [0/"\70 efrtion

Type of Event Activities (concerts, street dances, races, contests, competitions, regattas, arts/crafts displays, still
motion picture production, etc. — attach separate listing if necessary)

Musie o=

Location of Event: fefum 74"01\-.!' A’f\;ﬂ/{lﬂéﬁh A/ 6/00( 73«4/ | V(2

Requested dates and time of events (not including set-up and break down):

Dale Day Begin End
Event Day 1 03 - .5—0\/ 7 "/ ﬂ (@PM ‘{é"ﬂd AM@-) naov
Event Day 2 AM/PM AM/PM
Event Day 3 AM/PM AM/PM
Event Day 4 AM/PM AM/PM

Set-up for event will begin on (Date) ﬂg ) /’“/__[5 at (time) S;M
Break down will be completed by (Date) ﬂﬁ / “7[ {5 at (time) __ 2. /7 /7

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 3



Event Sponsor/Organization r/_ UJ/‘ /ﬁf l/f:)l/ 3 -/ZNUIJSM ¢J

Name of Promoter: @aﬁ %J/V‘(/( Tax Exempt No.: _5_5 - 80[&{35{112;':5
Fee Worksheet (fo be completed by Special Events Coordinator)

“Class A” Event “Class B” Event “Class C” Event

Daily Fees (see fee schedule) Daily Fees $100.00/day Duily Fees $50/day

Sccurity Fees @ $23%he/Officer Security Fees @ $23/hr/OfMicer Securily Fees @ $23/hr/Oflicer
Green Container Fees @ $15/container Green Container Fees @ S13/container Green Container Fee@' $15/container
Refundable Deposit $500.00 Public Works Employees @ 314 00/hr

{na charge during normal working hours)

Special Events Permit Fees 3 ‘ OQ Per day X l Days ) IQO

Law Enforcement (City)

Police Officer(s) $23.00 Perhouwr X Officers X _Hours $ NA
Fire Personnel $23.00 PerhourX Hours 3 (VA
Building Inspector 2 $23.00 PerhourX Hours $_NA

Public Works Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)

Public Waorks Personnel # Personnel X Hours @ $23/hour

Electrician Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)
Electrician Personnel $23.00 Perhour X Hours $
Sanitation Equipment Fee

# Green Roll-Out Containers X $15.00 Per Container S

Additional Charges (List)

4 8B B2 VA

TOTAL SPECIAL EVENT FEES (Sponsor/Promoter) ‘5_1_00

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 4




To be completed and submitted by applicant prior to meeting with city staff.
City staff will amend checklist as necessary.

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Name: UWrne [/l stesed

Telephone: 2rzl2ls - sYs7 Fax: Cellular:
Address: __ S5 2 Cpu—;f) oA 213 [(Telewe £L

Name:
Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
Address:

Other Contacts/ Key Holders:

Name:
Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
Name: ... . SR = =
Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
JC0 -oo
iJ Estimated Peak Number of Participants (each day of event): Day 1 5 JQ/_?&:L_
Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 5
0 Type of special effects to include pyrotechnics, explosives, discharging weapons, hazardous materials

and/or incendiary devices to be used:

() Number and proposed location of fire protection services: V.7 .

7 Inspection(s)- Date and lime requested: AN 1"6!\}' 5 A Fooad \Viendok s

a Electrician Services- Date and time requested: A4

a Emergency medical services: Ambulance Locations(s) (note on site map): /W

Number of EMS Personnel required: V4 /4'

) Number and proposed location for portable toilets: (note location on site map) .

R -

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 5



Carnival location (if any) (note location on site map) /‘/ /4

Number of sanitation roll-out containers required ﬂf A R
Location of parking/transportation services, if any: /V A

Type Transport Vehicles (Van, Buses, etc.) __ /V /11

Location of security and emergency vehicle parking on site: Mé’ 5 AR
Public street barricades/street closures/detours: (note locations on site map) _ N4

Temporary Parking, directional Signage needed: f_‘lo"_& _—

Main emergency vehicle access 1o site (location-also note on site map): Vv é_l

Location of proposed temporary structures, fences, grandstands, bandstandf..,judges stands,
Bleachers, hospitality tents, booths, eic.: (note on site map): Z

Number and proposed location of vendors, concessions and/or Sponsor/Promoter(s) stands
(note on site map) ___

Number and location of static/mobile displays (note on site map): 4

Staff Uniform ldentification: /V ’4

Main sound system location: Sarie. A S/_/-ﬁ

Number and location of special activities (launching areas, animal attractions, amusements
Car shows, parade routes, competition courses, efc.): ___M_

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 6



a Number and location of temporary signs/banners: NA

o Number and location of promotional visual effects: ﬂ/q‘ - . —
Watercraft: NA- -
Aircraft: VA e SO,

Types & Location of On-Site Advertising (banners, balloons, posters, flyers, air structures, signs, etc.):

O Date(s) and times of setup/ breakdown: 25 - H =i 5__ R

a Name(s) and Type of Musical Bands to Perform (dates & times of performance):
g _Fhe Vo f/; 2 _olhees

a Noise Abatement Requirements: __ WMR/ANCE N l : D 5 (:"(lln - /ﬂnaﬁu

a Adjoining Properties Impacted (Notification needed?): NV 4

O Location, Dates and Times for Alcohol Ordinance Open Container Waiver: /14 'f‘_______ §

a Alcohol Sale -(R&gui[emems (Temporary license, commercial establishment license, etc):

0 Handicapped Accessibility: /

Items Qutstanding:

a Outstanding Fees: $
o Site Plan Sketch

O 501(C) (3) Certificate of Exemption

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 7
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FLO CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT:
Allow sales and consumption of alcoholic beverages at the Palatka Municipal Golf Course during The

Azalea Golf Tournaments on Sunday, March 15th and Sunday, March 22nd from 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

SUMMARY:

This is a request to allow the sale and consumption of alcoholic beverages during the regular Azalea Golf
Tournament on the morning of March 15 and the Senior Azalea Golf Tournament on the morning of March
22. These are Sunday mornings, and Palatka's Municipal Code Section 10-4 prohibits the sale of alcoholic
beverages before 1:00 p.m. on Sundays. Tournament play begins at 7:00 a.m. and continues until after 1:00
p-m.

This is a customary request. This action does not amend the Code. Permission for Sunday morning sales
and service at the Golf Club can be granted on a case-by-case basis.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the request to allow the sale and consumption of alcoholic beverages at the Palatka
Municipal Golf Course during the Regular Azalea Tournament on Sunday, March 15 from 7:00 a.m.
to 1:00 p.m., and during the Senior Azalea Golf tournament on Sunday, March 22, from 7:00 a.m. to
1:00 p.m.

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

City Clerk Driggers, Belsy Approved 2/16/2015- 1:45 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Belsy Approved 2/16/2015 - 1,46 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 2011712015 - B.04 AM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 2M17/2015 - 910 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2/17/2015 - 917 AM
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DA CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT:

PLANNING BOARD VACANCY - Interview applicants for Planning Board:

1. Allegra Kitchens

2. John Vogt

SUMMARY:

There is one opening on the Palatka Planning Board. If there are more than one applicant for a Board
opening, it is the Commission's policy to interview applicants at a public meeting. Following interviews, an
appointment is made at the following meeting.

John Vogt and Allegra Kitchens have submitted applications for the Palatka Planning Board. Both live
inside the city limits. All positions on this board are "at-large" positions; none are tied to vocations and
there are no qualifications listed. The Code does state that city residency is not a requirement for
membership on this board; however in the Past if a non-resident is appointed, that resident owns or is a
principal at a business located inside the city limits.

Both applications are attached.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Interview applicants for Palatka Planning Board (one vacancy). Make an appointment at this
meeting or the March 12th meeting.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
D  Application - Allegra Kitchens Discussion
0  Application - John Vogt Discussion
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2/19/2015 - 11:29 AM

City Clark Driggers, Betsy Approved 2/19/2015 - 11:30 AM



VERNON MYERS
MAYOR - COMMISSIONER

MICHAEL J. CZYMECR
CITY MANAGER

MARY LAWSON BROWN BETSY JORDAN DRIGGERS

VICE MAYOR - COMMISSIONER CITY CLERK

MATTHEW D. REYNOLDS

A'E(':’ﬁ?s?oﬂ;c“"s FINANCE DIRECTOR

GARY S, GETCHELL

PHIL LEARY CHIEF OF POLICE
CCMMISSIONGH

MICHAEL LAMBERT
CHEF FIRE OEPT

DONALD E. HOLMES
CITY ATTORNEY

JAMES NORWOOD, JR.
COMMISSIONER

Ragular mawting 2nd and 4th Thursdsys esch month at 8:00 p.m.

CITY OF PALATKA ADVISORY BOARD APPLICATION

I wish to apply for appointment to the P hnin I Board.
| understand that, if appointed, | will serve in a volunteer capacity on this advisory board,

QPPlalc:ANT Af ! ¢ q n’\ /( ILC/AM'J — (Mq;tbzat least 18 yrs. oldg
esige : ;L
(911 Adn:riss} o3 S IL AL ﬂ«Lu‘lJA Y Eax: TLM- Y AT ll ¥

Business Name 111 Phone:i___A//A
& Address /"/ )A it Fax: /l///l

{City Residents or business/property owners will be given preference when board member residency is not
specified by statute or city ordinance)

Preferred Mailing Address: o227 S | 9}5 ST. /)ﬂl. ’Ajy' \CJ 32477

E-mail; 1<;T o]'\chspwﬁgboll soitk st Daytime Phone: 3&6- 32-5- 3I5€

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (include occupation - attach additional sheet if necessary)
‘56, NzArd ek Pu"'l'mw.. Co- pl’apu‘ﬁ Aﬂnfﬁ Ser¢ O‘N:'—*
T4vena N[l (edetr Evdorce powt Board
My A corac; ¢t & [l
"("‘" \ ot (A'IT M;ﬂfa Boﬂm p’Mt MH- 03’0’-"4“- Cﬂ‘"”"r{’”
‘3-11-,;“ Lty Palale  Comvif Oaa Gy o
OTHER COMMENTS OR INFOFIMATION
Flotids fed Cilats Afseciat /:cem C.»wﬁm) 1619~ Opegorct
NVl over Bot T ave 4P de X (WLl Tax Bonid O rectorr
"TLu{uw!L roudulye A Paledle, Wigtoy *-K_DQJUJE#‘I i 1k ﬂfﬂd"l"

AGREEMENT: by filing this document, | agree and understand that this document becomes a part
of the official records of the City of Palatka, and 1 hereby certify that all the information contained
herein is true, to the best of my knowledge. | also understand that, if appointed, the State of Florida
may require me to file a financial disclosure with the Putnam Co. Supervisor of Elections within
thirty (30) days of my appointment, and each year thereafter, covering my term of appointment.

e 11)1Y) 14

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE
Applicants will be interviewed by the Palatka City Commission during regular public meetings.

201 N. 2ND STREET » PALATKA, FLORIDA 32177
PHONE: (386) 329-0100 www.palatka-fl.gov FAX: (386) 329-0106



TERAILL L. HiLL

MICHAEL J. CZYMBOR
MAYOR - COMMISSIONER

CITY MANAGER

BETSY JORDAN DRIGGERS
CITY CLERK

MARY LAWSON BROWN
VICE MAYDR - COMMISSIONER

MATTHEW D. REYNOLDS

AUFUS J, BOROM FINANCE DIRECTOR

COMMISSIONER
JAMES A. GRIFFITH
WNTERIM CHIEF GF POUCE

MICHAEL LAMBERT
CHIEF FIRE DEPT

JUSTIN R, CAMPBELL
COMMISSIONER

JAMES NDRWOOD, JR.
COMMISSIONER

DONALD E. HOLMES
CITY ATTORNEY
Raguter meeting 2nd and 4t Thursdays each month at 6:00 p.m.,

CITY OF PALATKA ADVISORY BOARD APPLICATION

| wish to apply for appointment to the _ DAV IVG- " Bva D Board.
| understand that, if appointed, | will serve in a volunteer capacity on this advisory board.

APPLICANT:__ . /oy Z:&T (Must be at least 18 yrs. old)
Residence Phone:

(911 Address} 2z Sourn &7V Fax: ]

Business Name Phone: 93 2-%20¢,

& Address <7 .sps Lpsed Hucwmonr Fax:

(City Residents or business/property owners will be given preference when board member residency Is nat
specified by statute or city ordinance)

Preferred Mailing Address:

E-mail: V_‘gmﬁz €2 Lels Sioen Daytime Phone: 3vc.- 937~ Fz/¢

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS (include occupation - attach additional sheet if necessary)

e / 2 s : rv,  Mevgr 3 S v A
Mot vt Aap Spozu MsrotiC chsrieES ég o TR | D25 STrBVe  ingedsad
THX r(bdm A4 ﬂamé‘g ﬂé ;225:;05:5 L Dy ArtdS d)ﬂ BeoZ - Zwk‘xm;-

] S . J A

A
Vs o B

OTHER COMMENTS OR INFORMATION:
z@* SeflvaT C;"i— A { ZSU.S/ WP E S e AN /'Z;ﬂs’

AGREEMENT: by filing this document, | agree and understand that this document becomes a part
of the official records of the City of Palatka, and 1 hereby certify that all the information contained
herein Is true, to the best of my knowledge. | also understand that, if appointed, the State of Florida
may require me to file a financial disclosure with the Putnam Co. Supervisor of Elections within
thirty (30) days }ointment, and each year thereafter, covering my term of appointment.

> /IS

SlGNATU?ME_'EEPLlCANT DATE
Applicant§ will be interviewed by the Palatka City Commission during regular public meelings.

201 N. 2ND STREET « PALATKA, FLORIDA 32177
PHONE: {(386) 329-0100 www.palatka-fl.gov FAX: (386) 329-0106
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CITY of Jg

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

REQUEST FOR COMMUNITY WATER FLUORIDATION - Eric Jump, DO, Pediatrician; Johnny
Johnson, Jr., DMD, MS, Co-Chair, Fluoridation Action Team, Oral Health Florida; and Steve Chapman,
DDS, Orthodontist

SUMMARY:

This is a request to resume fluoridation of city water. Dr. Johns and Dr. Jump have provided literature and
attachments concerning their request. A Power Point presentation will be given by Dr. Johnson; copies of
documents submitted on behalf of Dr. Johnson and Dr. Jump are attached.

A rebuttal presentation will be provided by Jan Pettit, 418 Emmett Street, Palatka. Her literature is attached
and will be accompanied by a Power Point Presentation.

The City of Palatka ceased injecting sodium fluoride into its water system in 2011. A copy of that Agenda
Item, Ordinance, and Memorandums from the Water Superintendent (Melvin Register) follow this
Summary

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion and staff direction on Request

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

B] Request for Cammunity Water Flouridation Presentalion

8] Dr. Johnson's PowerPoint Presentation Presentation

e} Dr. Johnson's Presentation - 4 parls Backup Material

0  Official's Guide to Science Backup Material

O Flouridation ctaims Backup Material

0O AAP Letter Backup Material

0 Jan Petlil's Rebuttal Presentation Discussion

D  Ordinance No. 11-06 adopted 14 April 2011 Exhibit

O History Backup Material
REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Driggers. Betsy Approved 1/26/2015 - 3:54 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 172612015 - 3:54 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michagl Approved 1/26/2015 - 427 PM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 1/29/2015 - 309 PM

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 1/29/2015 - 316 PM



'B._etsy Drig_gers -

e — S
From: ejump@kidscarepediatricspa.com
Sent: Friday, January 23, 2015 §:42 PM
To: Betsy Driggers
Subject: Fluoridation, call for community support-01-16-2015.doc
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Betsy, This is an introductory letter for a request to be scheduled on the city commissioners agenda to
address the topic of Community Water Fluoridation. Thanks, Eric Jump

Hello Putnam County healthcare praviders, educators, gdvernmem officials, Iegislatbrs, pareﬁt._s and all who
value the health of our children.

This is a call to rally support to reinstate Community Water Fluoridation (CWF). Please read the enclosed letter
to our county and city commissioners detailing recent history and events of water fluoridation in our
community. Also, review the attached infographic and a fact sheet.

On January 13, 2015 our Putnam County Commissioners added us, a panel of dentists, physicians and health
care folks, to their agenda for the next Putnam County commission meeting on January 27 at 9 AM at the
County Commission building, 2509 Crill Avenue, Ste 200. Our goal is to present a clear picture of community
water fluoridation and to answer all concerns and questions. Dr. Johnny Johnsen, DMD, Co-chair of Oral
Health Florida’s Fluoridation Action Team, will be representing us as well as the Florida Dental Association
and their 7,000 members.

We welcome and encourage your support for this community wide endeavor. Attending the meeting would be a
valuable show of support. If unable to attend, you also may show your suppart by writing E-mails to our
County Commissioners whose E-mail addresses are provided below. As a community wide effort, your input is
much needed and valued. Please speak up for the children of our community in this proven effective, safe and
cost effective means of preventing dental caries.

Sadly, a very small group of people nationwide will be working diligently, by E-mail and by recruiting local
supporters, to convince our County Commissieners that CWF is bad. They will try to convince them that it
causes 1 wide variely of health illnesses, especially for our children, in an atlempt to scare them to not vote 10
start/restart CWF. The opposition’s claims are baseless, and no respected scientific group in the world backs a
single one of them. And...every one of their claims is false!

CWF is endorsed by the American Academy of Pediatrics (44P), American Dental Association (ADA), the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), World Health Organization (WHO), and the Mayo Clinic
just to name a few supporters.

Please do not let this handful of people deprive our community, both adults and children, of this most important
natural mineral that knocks out 25% of cavities simply by drinking the water. I need you, our “silent majority”,
10 step up with me to let our County Commissioners know that you support them and CWF for us all. Do it for
our children, please.

Warmest regards,

Eric Jump, D.O.



Pediatrician Putnmam County Florida County Commissioners:

Nancy S. Harris Chip Laibl Larry Harvey
harris(@putnam-fl.com chip.laibl@putnam-fl.com  lary.barvey@@putnam-fl.com
Kar] Flapg E. Walton Pellicer, 1I
Karl.Fla utnam-fl.com  walt.pellicerf@putnam-fl.com
Dental Cavity Prevention November 17. 2014

Community Water Fluoridation

Terrill Hill, Palatka City Mayor
Karl Flagg, County Commissioner

For many years the city water in Palatka, East Palatka and Crescent City was fluoridated to aid in the prevention
of dental caries. Water fluoridation is considered one of the top ten public health initiatives that have brought
our country forward in enjoying better health and thus stimulating our economy and bettering our lives. In 2011,
the Palatka City Commission at the instigation of two of the commissioners passed an ordinance to no longer
supplement the water with Fluoride. No dentist or physician in the community was contacted for a
medical/dental opinion. As a result, medical and dental providers were unaware; not even the health department
knew of this change for years.

Since 2011 the numbers of cavities in our Putnam county citizens has increased in addition to a dramatic
increase in serious cavities requiring hospitalization and surgery due to extension of infection into the head and
neck. All in our county are at risk for increased cavities, but it is the poor and underserved children of the
community who are hit the hardest. The cost of adding Fluoride to community water is insignificant in
comparison to the dental and medical costs of treating cavities. Individual prescriptions for Fluaride are also
comparatively expensive. In addition, there is poor compliance by busy parents. We can decrease our
medical/denta] health cost by preventative measures such as community water fluoridation. More importantly,
the pain and suffering, the loss of work and school time are a blight that is preventable.

We are requesting your aid in addressing this sad situation of basic public health measures in Putnam County.
If possible we physicians and dentists would appreciate meeting with the county commission and Palatka
Mayor’s office to further delineate our concerns and come up with some strategies to remedy the inadequate
preventative measures for Putnam county oral health.

Best regards,

Eric M. Jump, D.O.
Kids’ Care Pediatrics
Palatks, FL
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What We Know about ﬁ"m‘,’ﬁ"’ :‘:
Community Water Fluoridation o ;;re:j:n

Fluoride is & mineral that exists naturally in water supplies but usuafly at o level dnt ks tao fow
to protect teeth from crvities This s why mos Flodda communities add Auoride to thelr water
syszems. The dity of Jaciconville does notadd flucride because its water contains enough natural
fuseride. Fluoridation Is hacked by 70 years of research and experience in Amerta

Water fuoridatlon redures moth deaay by opproximately 25% over 2 [ifetime—sand hoth
childven and adults benefit. Research thows that flueridated water works in two ways. [t woria
when swalimyed because the fuaride enters the bloodstream and gats incorporated Into
developing teeth. It werks tnpicilly because tace levets of fuoride enter the mouth and ace
incorporated in suliva and plaque that make frequent contact with teeth enamel.

Finartde toothpaste olone does not provide maxbmum protection. The Centers for Disease
Contrel and Prevention {COC) renarts: “Bven today, with ather avaliahie sources of fusride. studies
shaw that wates fluoridation reduees toodh decay by abaut 25 percent aver o persan 't lifetime.” One
study mmaared children’s tooth decay ratesin fuorldated and non-fluoridated twwns. Ahhough
the vast majority of idds brushed regularty with flunride Wothpasie, those in the fluoridated lown
had o decay rate that wars 15%; lower than the rate In the non fucridated communites.

. Fluaridatino's beaefits are reinforred by recent smdies. A spedal paned of independent US.

health experts reviewed more than 150 stdics about fiuoride and tssued its finding In 2013 that
there s "strong cvidence” of water luoridation's effcctivensss, Roughly 30 of these studies had
been published since 2000, A 2013 study conclusied that fuoridation “is still the optimal method®
far prapie i receive fuoride’s crvity-preventing benefits

The safety of water luaridation hat been confinned by solid researcii The Natlenal Research
Coundit has Lssued 5 reports on Auoride oy Auaridstion, tacluding three since 1997, None of these
reports has tdentifled heahh concerns about the levelof fuorde used In water flucridation. Stadles
dreukatrd by anth Aueride groups typlcally tested Ruaride Jevels in China or other countriesthat
were: far higher than those used here in the 5, The Toxkonlogy Excelience for Risk Assessment, an
Independent research organization, explaing that “medical sclentists have agreed that small
eoncentrations of Nuaride have health benefits that vastly exceed any hypothetical health risk”

Antt-Nueride groups dirculate marny dalms that are false, unpraven or misicading. PolldFact,
an independent fact-checking service, has investigated three olcal arguments used by oppanente
Each of these clalms was shown to be false ar deceptive. The leading anth-Nuoride groun has posted
*studies” on Its wehsite from a man who co-wrote abpok flsely claiming that HIV does norcause
AIDS. This group has formed an alifance with an anti-vaadnation group.

Fiuoridation is part of an American traditien of fortifying foods and beverages to protedt
tuman health. Gther cxmples Indude adding Vimmin 0 va milk, adding [nding m salt, and adding
()i acid o breads and cereals Water supplies beiong 10 the community, not to any individual.
That's why llusridation is something we do as a comanunity.

America has made significant progress In redudng tooth decay. Florida commumities
without flupridation undermine that progress Research shows that children with poor dental
heatth are nearly theee Umes more likely to miss schoe) dayz Adulis with unheahthy or missing
tecth are &t a disadvantaze when Interviewing for good jobs. A romenunicy that Lacks fueridation is
undecnining Le health and success of (s redldents.

For tnere informotien, v ynILRAN Torth org /flionidacion




Gommun'ity.*-Water Fluoridation
byithetNumbers

Mudlions of Ainencans do ot [mve pocess (o liuoidaied vwalernitheir
eommunmliesleating o highag rates ol tooih!decay and grezten tosls o
EDRYCrS! FLantalicn can reduce Statest expendillres [of erigigency. 0ani
careiMedicaie i and other, nubhc health sernces.
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Number of Americans sarved by Number of Americans treated at
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public water systems that do not haspital emergency reoms in 2009
prowde fluoridated dnnlang water lor preveniable dental problems

Estimated rmta by which communiy Amourit of money communilies
water fluordation reduces looth save {or every doflar mvested in
decay throughout a person's liletime?® waler fluordation?
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Litetime cost of treating one Amourt of money saved
decayed molas® annually per ctdd by the Texas
Medald program as a direct

rasull of watar fluoridation®




FLUORIDATION:

WHAT THE SCIENCE SAYS

FEBRUARY 26, 2015
PALATKA CITY COMMISSION
PUTNAM COUNTY, FL
CITY COMMISSION MEETING

Used with permission of Jay Kumar, DDS, MPH
Updated data and additional literature, Johnny Johnson, Jr., DMD; MS




Disclosures

Speaking at request of Dr. Eric Jump, Pediatrician, Palatka, and Ms. Mary Garcia,
Administrator/Health Officer, FL. DOH Putnam County

Speaking as Representative of Florida Dental Association & its 7,000 member

dentists

Speaking as Co-Chair of Fluoridation Action Team, Oral Health Florida
Speaking as a private practice pediatric dentist

Speaking because | fervently want everyone to have healthy teeth and bodies

| do this for the children and adults that live in pain and suffer every day of their lives

because of preventable dental disease. We are all God's children.



Why Are We Here Today to Talk About Water Fluoridation?

Palatka City Commission

Tersill Hill

Mayor/Commissioner L e

Vice Mayor/Commissioner

Justin Campbell Rufus Borom James Norwood, Jr.
Commissioner Commissioner Commissioner



Birth of CWF January 26, 1945

Toasting 70t
Anniversary of
Community Water
Fluoridation on Sunday
with my daughters with
refreshing and
fluoridated water




Why Do Cavities Matter?

Infection

Extreme pain

Difficulty in chewing
Poor weight gain
Difficulty concentrating

Missed school hours

Predictor of cavities in
later life

Costly treatment

Life Threatening/Death Severe Dental Infection-Life Threatening



HOW CAN WE HELP HER?

o

Severe Dental Infections can and are
Life Threatening!!



CAVITIES:WHAT’S THE PROBLEM? WHY??

- In a perfect world, everyone would:

Receive regular dental checkups
Eat only nutritious and well balanced diets
Have excellent oral hygiene practices

Appropriately use topical fluoride products daily, i.e. toothpaste, mouth
rinses, varnishes

Have dental sealants placed on all of their molars

Have a 2 parent household where parents are actively involved in every
aspect of their children’s daily activities, including eating, oral self care,
school, friends, and they have a harmonious family relationship

Live happily ever after

- Sadly, this isn’t a perfect world!




Community Water Fluoridation Helps

. CDC: One of 10 great public health achievements of the
20th century '

. Over 210 million U.S. residents are served by CWF daily

., Reduces cavities for both children and adults by at
least 25% above and beyond those already being
prevented by fluoridated toothpaste, rinses, varnish,etc

. Helps Americans keep their teeth longer into adulthood
more that ever before

Saves millions of dollars in treatment costs and
eliminates pain and suffering.

In Palatka in 2012, over $400,000 was spent on Hospital
ER Dental visits for preventable dental problems.
Patients received antibiotics, pain pills, but no
treatment. 461 adults and children, >$867/person



FLUORIDATION: Magic Bullet

R e T L B e o R i B L e

+ What Does Credible Science Say?
- Is There Debate About the Safety?
- |Is There Debate About the Effectiveness?

= |Is There Debate About the Savings in Cost and Human
Suffering it Provides?



THE SCIENCE IS CRYSTAL CLEAR!!!

Fluoridation is Safe, Effective, and Provides Huge Cost Savings
& Reduces Human Pain and Suffering
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The Weight of Science

No widely respected
medical and health
organizations_opposes
fluoridation
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Y World Health
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Public Health Achievement

“Fluoridation is the single most important
commitment a community can make to the oral
health of its children and to future generations.”

Dr. C. Everett Koop
Surgeon General (1982-1989)

“Fluoridation is the single most effective public health
measure to prevent tooth decay and improve oral
health over a lifetime, for both children and adulits.”
David Satcher, MD, PhD

Surgeon General (1998-2002)

“With the development of fluoridated drinking water and
dental sealants, Americans are less likely to experience
tooth loss and gingivitis by middle age ... Community
water fluoridation continues to be a vital, cost-effective
method of preventing dental [cavities].”

Dr. Regina Benjamin,

U.S. Surgeon General (2009-2013)

12



Is Water Fluoridation Still Necessary?

J.V. Kumar. Adv Dent Res 20:8-12, July, 2008

Community Guide Changes in caries at the tooth level (deft/DMFT)
Effect of starting or continuing
CWF -29.1% (-110.5%, 66.8%)
Effect of stopping CWF 17.9% (-42.2%, 31.7%)

Changes in caries at the tooth level (deft/DMFT)
Effect of starting or continuing CWF  -50.7% (-68.8%, -22.3%)
Effect of stopping CWF 59.90%
Additional Systematic Review - Effectiveness in Adults
Griffin et al (2007) Preventive Fraction 27.2% (19.4, 34.3)



DEBATES ON SCIENCE

FACTS:
Debates on the science of any topic takes place in expert panels that have
been set up to critically evaluate the literature, never in public forums

1. Community Preventive Services Taskforce: Systematic Reviews
Blue Ribbon Panel Established by Congress

s Purpose is to scientifically evaluate the literature
y Provide recommendations to communities

.. National Research Council’s: Systematic Reviews
«“Scjentific Review of EPA Standards on Fluoride in Drinking Water, 2006”

3 % years of debate
Recommendations and findings



Community Preventive Services Taskforce
]

Recommendations reaffirmed 2013:

1. Community Water Fluoridation is RECOMMENDED based on
STRONG EVIDENCE of effectiveness in reducing cavities across
populations.

2. Evidence shows the prevalence of cavities is substantially lower in
communities with community water fluoridation (CWF)

3. There is NO EVIDENCE that CWF results in severe fluorosis.



Department of Health and Human Services

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

aple

I

W

Community Water Fluoridation

Normal Questinable

Community Preventive
Services Task Force
finds no evidence of
severe fluorosis with
CWF

Mild

| DT i ! bogele = 4

Accurate Photos of Enamel Fluorosis

January 13,2003

16
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National Research Council

THE NATIONAL ACADEMIES

Advisers 1o the Nation on Science, Engineering, and Medicine

Report issued in March 2006
Focused on naturally occurring high levels of fluoride in drinking

water

Reviewed studies:

Effects of Fluoride on Teeth

Musculoskeletal Effects

Reproductive and Developmental Effects
Neurotoxicity and Neurobehavioral Effects
Effects on the Endocrine System

Effects on the Gastrointestinal, Renal, Hepatic,
and Immune Systems

Genotoxicity and Carcinogenicity
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States with high levels of
fluoride naturally occurring:
Colorado 11.2 mg/L
Oklahoma 12.0 mg/L

New Mexico 13.0 mg/L

Idaho 15.9 mg/L

Virginia 6.3 mg/L

Texas 8.8 mg/L

S. Carolina 5.9 mg/L

| = =



EPA DRINKING WATER STANDARDS for
NATURAL LEVELS of FLUORIDE

7 MCLG: The maximum contaminant level goal (MCLG) is a
health goal set at a concentration which no adverse health
effects are expected to occur and the margins of safety are
judged “adequate”.

MCL: The maximum contaminant goal is the “enforceable”
standard that is set as close to the MCLG as possible
1 The MCLG and MCL for fluoride is the same, 4mg/L (4ppm)

l'SMCL A secondary maximum contaminant level has been for)
fluoride of 2mg/L to protect the teeth for aesthetic or
cosmetic effects J



National Research Council Report — Fluoride in

king Water (2006)
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The Committee considered three toxicity end points for which there were
sufficient relevant data for assessing the adequacy of the MCLG (4 mg/L)
for fluoride to protect public health:

+ 1. severe enamel fluorosis
+ 2. skeletal fluorosis, and
=+ 3. bone fractures. (NRC Report, page 346)

" NRC Panel concluded that the only effect from fluoride that
naturally occurs in water below 4mg/L (ppm) is dental fluorosis.

. At 2mg/L (ppm), severe enamel fluorosis is virtually zero
. NO OTHER HEALTH EFFECTS WERE NOTED!

Statement by John Doull, Chairman, NRC Committee:
4 do not believe there is any valid scientific reason for fearing adverse health

conditions from the consumption of water fluoridated at the optimal level.”
(Source: email to Pew Charitable Trusts, March 22, 2013)




Community Water Fluoridation

Normal Quenable

2006 NRC Review
finds no evidence
of severe flucrosis
below 2mg/L
(ppm) fluoride in
water

Mild

Accurate Photos of Enamel Fluorosis

Ity ww ede povillungdtion/satesddenta) rogesishim Smuary 13, 2003
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Which sets of teeth have mild fluorosis? “i
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WHICH WOULD BE YOUR CHOICE???

Tooth Decay Or Mild Dental Fluorosis




The Science is Crystal Clear

1. Since the science is crystal clear, why do a
handful of people oppose it?

2. Let's Evaluate Claims made by those

opposed to community water fluoridation
(CWF):

“ Antifluoridationists”



o Not needed, doesn’t work, small effect , there are
alternatives

o Lower IQ in children

o Increases lead uptake
o Cancer

o Down Syndrome

o Allergies

o AIDS

o Alzheimer’s disease

o Reproductive problems

o Effects on the renal, gastrointestinal, and immune
systems



Claim: Fluoridation causes serious health
problems such as cancer

- National Cancer Institute, National Research Council (NRC),
FDA, California EPA OEHHA Committee, CDC

o No convincing evidence of causal link between
fluoridation/fluoride and carncer

o “No persuasive evidence” that CWF poses harmful
health effects

At least 100 million Americans have been drinking fluoridated
water for decades without developing health issues.

- In India and China alone — over 200 million people are

exposed to very high levels of fluoride where skeletal fluorosis
is common but not osteosarcoma (Bone Cancer)




Osteosarcoma: 15 year Harvard
~ Research Study Fluoridation and Cancer

o]

. Bassin, Elyse, et al, 2006
“Age specific Exposure in drinking water and osteosarcoma”

Our exploratory analysis found an association between fluoride
exposure in drinking water during childhood and the incidence of
osteosarcoma among males but not consistently among females.
Further research is required to confirm or refute this
observation”

. Kim, F.M, et al, 2011: Final Report of 15 year Harvard Research
“An Assessment of Bone Fluoride and Osteosarcoma”

“This study did not demonstrate an association between
fluoride levels in bone and Osteosarcoma (Bone Cancer)”



25 year Cancer Study in Great Britain REAFFIRMS NO
LINK Between Fluoride in Water and Cancer

QR P 2 S 3 L b s i M 5 N T S A R R e

“Is fluoride a risk factor for bone cancer? Small area analysis of
Osteosarcoma and Ewing sarcoma diagnosed among 0-49-year-olds
in Great Britain, 1980-2005”, int J Epidemiol., 2014 Jan 14, Biakely et al

. The study analysed 2566 Osteosarcoma and 1650 Ewing sarcoma cases.

CONCLUSIONS:

“The findings from this study provide no evidence that higher levels of
fluoride (whether natural or artificial) in drinking water in GB lead to greater
risk of either osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma.”



Claim: Fluoridation chemicals are different from
naturally occurring fluoride

CDC:
Fluoride Additives Are Not Different From Natural Fluoride

Some consumers have questioned whether fluoride from natural groundwater
sources, such as calcium fluoride, is better than fluorides added "artificially,” such
as FSA or sodium fluoride. Two recent scientific studies, listed below,
demonstrate that the same fluoride ion is present in naturally occurring fluoride
or in fluoride drinking water additives and that no intermediates or other products
were observed at pH levels as low as 3.5. In addition, the metabolism of fluoride
does not differ depending on the chemical compound used or whether the
fluoride is present naturally or added to the water supply.

Finney WF, Wilson E, Callender A, Morris MD, Beck LW,
.Environ Sci Technol 2006; 40:8:2572.
G.M. Whitford, F.C. Sampaio, C.S. Pinto, A.G. Maria, V.E.S, Cardoso, M.A.R. Buzalaf.
.. Archives of Oral Biology, 53 (2008} 1037-1041.



Claim: “no double-blind studies ever done”

20 ]
Fact:

OPopulation-based studies are used routinely to assess
observational findings.

ONo Double-blind studies have ever been done on:
*Tobacco
*Alcohol
«STD's
» Population-based studies were used to see their effects on our bodies

QPopulation-based studies are used to evaluate fluoride’s safety and
effectiveness

QONo Double-blind studies needed to be conducted to connect the
dots between tobacco and lung disease/cancer, Alcohol and its
health effects, or the damages from STD's



Claim: “The ADA warns parents not to add fluoridated
water to infant formula because of its harmful effects”

FACT:
This has NEVER been accurate!!!

ADA recommendations:

. Continued use of liquid or powdered concentrate infant formulas
reconstituted with optimally fluoridated drinking water while being
cognizant of the potential risk for mild enamel fluorosis

. Use ready-to-feed formula or liquid or powdered concentrate
formula reconstituted with water that is either fluoride-free or has
low concentrations of fluoride when the potential risk for mild

enamel fluorosis may be a concern for parents



Claim: “Just look at Warning Label on
back of a tube of toothpaste!!!”

of children under 6 ysars of age |t more than used tor
!qﬂ{{’ﬂ{nix.:!-?:{l‘.P!.E!.-:l:'..u.ncdn nat mardiral haln nr !nntar'.f a Ponison Control Center

—

right away. Ask a dantist before usa if you have < bleeding or redness lasting more than 2
weeks = pain, swelling, pus, loose teeth, or more spacing between teeth
These may be signs of periodontitis, a serious form of gum disease.

3ren b years of age and alder. Bri Jfily, preferanry e
each meal or at least twice a day, or as directed by a dentist or a physician. « Children
under 12 years: Instruct in good brushing and rinsing habits {to minimiza swallowing).

PR an SN P PN =k £

“To this day, according to the American Association of Poison Control Centers,
there have not been any deaths or serious adverse reactions from ingestion of

fluoride toothpastes” <Clifford W. Whall, Jr., PhD
Director of Acceptance Program
ADA Council on Scientific Affairs
April 2, 2012

*Responsible Parenting
«Same labeling on vitamins, Tylenol-required by FDA




FACT: No one has ever died

. It would take a 20kg child (~4 year old) ingesting 2 full tubes of Adult sized
toothpaste at one setting to reach a lethal dose of fluoride

- The sudsing agent and abrasive components of toothpaste would cause
anyone ingesting excess toothpaste to throw up.



Claim: Fluoridation causes a decrease in IQ

FACT: Low quality studies of I1Q effect from high
fluoride communities in China

“In our appraisals we found that the study design and methods used by many of
the researchers had serious limitations. The lack of a thorough consideration of
confounding as a source of bias means that, from these studies alone, it is
uncertain how far fluoride is responsible for any impairment in intellectual
development seen.”

Bazian. “Independent critical appraisal of selected studies reporting an association between fluoride in drinking water
and 1Q. A report for South Central Strategic Health Authority. February 2009.”

In other words, NO 1Q changes have been shown to be attributable to
naturally occurring fluoride levels in water based on their review and
reviews of other credible scientific organizations internationally. These
claims are made based on the Harvard Meta-analysis by Choi &
Grandjean




|Q and Harvard’s Meta-analysis (NOT A PRIMARY RESEARCH

PROJECT):

“Harvard University scientists say that Wichita voters shouldn’t depend on
a research study they compiled to decide whether to put fluoride in the
cily’s drinking water to fight tooth decay.

While the studies the Harvard team reviewed did indicate that very high
levels of fluoride could be linked to lower Qs among schoolchildren, the
data is not particularly applicable here because it came from foreign
sources where fluoride levels are multiple times higher than they are in
American tap water.”

Wichita Eagle: Anna Choi and Philippe Grandjean in email to Wichita Eagle



Appetitive-based learning in rats: Lack of effect of chronic exposure to fluoride

Gary M. Whitford **, Jennifer L. Whitford ®, Stephen H. Hobbs ®
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ABSTRACT

Backgrcund: Chronic ingestion of optimally fluotidated water (ca. 1.0 mg/L) has not been assocated with any
adverse health efferts. Possible elfects on the nervous system, hewever, have received little attenition, One
study with rats given high doses of fluoride reported subtle behdvioral changes. The authors suggested that
the ability of humans to leam might be reduced and recommended further study with humtans and rats, The
present study was done to provide data with which to assess this suggestion.
Methods: Weanling. female rats {(n = 32} were provided with water containing graded doses of fluordde (0,
29 57 115 mz/kg body weight/day] for cizht months. While under restricted food access they were tested
for their ability to feam an operant resporse for food and to adjust their responding under schedules of
reinforcement reguiring high rates of responding {5 days} and then low rates of responding (10 days). Bone,
plasma and seven regions of brain were analyzed for tluonide.
Results: There were no significant ditferences among the groups in leaming ar performance of the operant
tatks. Tiesue fuoride concentrations were directiy related to the levels of exposure, In the 11.5 myfkg/day
group the bone. plasma and brain concentrations werne 89, 305 and 221 times higher, respectively, than those
in the control group. The Jverage brain-to-plasma fluoride concentration ratios in each of the seven brain
setions fell within a narrow range and did not exceed Q40 There was no consistent evidence for the
preferential uptake of fluoride by any given brain section.
Conclusion: Chran: ingestion of tluonde at levels up to 230 times more than that expenenced by humans
whase main source of fluende is luondated water had no significant effect on appetitive-based leaming.
¢ 2009 Elsevier Inc. All nghts reserved.

J. Neurotoxicology and Teratology. 2009.

Conclusion: Chronic ingestion of fluoride at levels up to 230
times more than that experienced by humans whose main
source of fluoride is fluoridated water had no significant
effect on appetitive-based learning.




Claim: "Fluoridated water contains 250 x more
fluoride than mother's milk.”

e T e e e Dt )
FACTS:

o There are no known adverse health effects for
infants. Milder form of dental fluorosis is the only risk.

- Vitamin D is added to milk because mother's milk facks
sufficient amounts. The National Academy of Sciences
and the American Academy of Pediatrics recommends
?{}tamin D per day beginning during the first 2 months of
ife.



Claim: “We should discontinue fluoridation because 41%
of children in the US have dental fluorosis.”

FACTS:
97% of adolescents ages 12-15 have fluorosis of the very mild to mild types.

A study by Lido and Kumar suggested that molars with fluorosis were more
resistant to cavities than those without fluorosis

The association between enamel fluorosis
and dental caries in U.S. schoolchildren

Hiroko lida, DDS, MPH; Jayanth V. Kumar, DDS, MPH



Claim: Most countries in Western Europe

don’t fluoridate, so why do we? |

=

- The U.K., Spain, and Ireland have fluoridated water

In some parts of western Europe, large number of water
systems make community water fluoridation (CWF)

logistically challenging, so they practice salt or milk
fluoridation instead

. Nearly the same number of people are using salt and
milk fluoridation as CWF

- 405 million people in 60 countries drink fluoridated water



Claim: “The National Kidney Foundation
w:thdrew lts support of water fluondat:on
FACT: "The NKF has no posmon on ﬂuorldatlon
of water. "

1 Dietary advice for patients with CKD should primarily focus on
established recommendations for sodium, potassium, calcium,
phosphorus, energy/calorie, protein, fat, and carbohydrate intake.
Fluoride intake is a secondary concern.

. There is no consistent evidence that the retention of fluoride in
people with these stages of CKD (stages 4 & 5) who consume
optimally fluoridated drinking water resulls in any negative health
consequences.

http://www kidney.org/



Claim: “Fluoride works primarily topically, not
systemically”
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FACT: Studies show fluoride works via both topical
and systemic effects. There is a pre-eruptive cavity
preventive effect and continuous exposure to small
amounts of fluoride is the best for remineralization of
tooth enamel (benefits both adults and children).

“The findings indicated that pre-eruption exposure was required for a
caries-preventive effect and that exposure after eruption alone did
not lower caries levels significantly. However, the maximum caries-
preventive effects of fluoridated water were achieved by high pre- and
posteruption exposure.”

Singh KA, Spencer AJ, Amfield JM. Relative Effects of Pre- and Posteruption Water Fluoride on
Caries Experience of Permanent First Molars. J Public Health Dent. 2003;63(1):11 - 19.




Claim: Fluoride is an additive, equivalent to

forcing people to take medicine

FACTS:

. U.S. courts have rejected the idea that fluoride is a medication and
should not be allowed in water supply

Fluoridation: the adjustment of natural (background) water fiuoride
levels to bring to optimum. Palatka’s City water has a background
(natural) level of 0.23ppm (mg/L) fluoride. It needs to be adjusted
upwards just a smidge to 0.7 ppm for maximum benefit in reducing
cavities.

Fortification is a common practice - Folic acid, Vitamin D, lodine
etc.



Claim: Cannot manage fluoride intake

. There is no need to control water intake. Fluoride from dental
products, primarily swallowed toothpaste by young children, needs
to be used appropriately as they are a major contributor to fluorosis,
even in areas without fluoridation.

. There is a history of over 70 years of safety record of fluoridation in
the United States.

NRC Report showed that severe fluorosis near zero below 2mg/L
(2ppm)

EPA’s analysis provides that the proposed recommendation of 0.7
mg/L of F- will protect against any potential adverse health effects.



Claim: “FSA (hydrofluorosilicic acid) is not acceptable
because it adds dangerous impurities like arsenic and
__lead to water supply.”

'FACT:

1. To ensure the public's safety, all additives used at a water
treatment facility must meet strict quality standards.

2. American Water Works Association (AWWA) and the
NSF/ANSI (National Sanitation Foundation/American
National Standards Institute) measure levels of impurities.

3. The average concentration of arsenic and lead from all
samples of water fluoridated with FSA, tested by NSF
International from 2000 to 2006 was /ess than 0.1 ppb (parts
per billion). EPA allowable is 10.0ppb



Claim: There are better ways to deliver
fluoride
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FACT: There are no better, more effective means to deliver
fluoride to a population than CWF. It is considered the
“Gold Standard” of fluoride delivery

CWF benefits all, regardless of age SES, race, education,
dental insurance coverage and access to dental care

Even with fluoridated toothpaste, areas with CWF show
lower rates of tooth decay of 25% or more

The National Preventive Dentistry Demonstration Program
found community water fluoridation (CWF) to be the most
effective in terms of cost and outcomes

Strong support from economic analysis



Claim: “Communities are putting an end to
fluoridation..”

a5t ]

FACTS:

= The percent of the U.S. population on community water systems
increased from 69.2% in 2006 to 74.6% in 2012 (5.4%).

1 In 2012, 210.7 million people in the U.S. population on
community water systems had access to fluoridated water.

. In Florida, over 13.3 million (~77%) people receive optimally
fluoridated water.
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Summary
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Water fluoridation:

Is Safe, Effective, and the most Cost Effective means to reach everyone
with the cavity fighting benefits of CWF

benefits all members of the community, regardless of age, race, SES,
access to dental care

offers a great return on its investment: For every $1 invested in
fluoridation, $38 in dental treatment costs/person/year are avoided

is recommended by the Task Force on Community Preventive Services
and all major health organizations; CDC, AAP, ADA, AMA......

“Fluoridation is the single most important commitment a community can
make to the oral health of its children and to future generations.”

Surgeon General C. Everett Koop



The Weight of Science

No widely respected
medical and health

organizations_opposes

fluoridation
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WHICH WOULD BE YOUR CHOICE???
Tooth Decay Or Mild Dental Fluorosis




Community Water Fluoridation

QUESTIONS?

Johnny Johnson, Jr., D.M.D., M.S.

Pediatric Dentist

Diplomate, American Board of Pediatric Dentistry
drjohnnyjohnson@gmail.com



February 16, 2015

To:  Mayor Terrill Hill
Vice Mayor Mary Lawson-Brown
Commissioner James Norwood, Jr.
Commissioner Rufus Borom
Commissioner Justin Campbell

From: Johnny Johnson, Jr., DMD, MS

RE: Palatka City Commission Meeting February 26, 2015
Agenda Item: Community Water Fluoridation

Dear Mayor Hill, Vice Mayor Lawson-Brown, Commissioner Norwood, Comunissioner Borom,
and Commissicner Campbell,

I would like to introduce myself. My name is Johnny Johnson. 1 am a retired (disabled) private
practice Pediatric Dentist from Pinellas County, FL. 1have been asked by my friend, Dr. Eric
Jump, Pediatrician from Palatka, to help him in his communitywide efforts to get the water
systems fluoridated. Dr, Jump knows firsthand the great benefits that Community Water
Fluoridation (CWF) has made in Palatka, and the devastation that ceasing it there has led to as
evidenced by the huge increases in badly decayed teeth in both children and adults.

Like Dr. Jump, I too have witnessed this communicable and contagious dental disease that
occurs in all communities. As a University of Florida, College of Dentistry graduate in 1983, 1
had the privilege of treating several adults and children from Palatka. Patients would travel to
the clinics at UF and presented in severe dental pain which prevented them from going to work
and/or school. They were seeking out pain relief, as well as having their dignity restored, by
regaining their smiles so that they could look presentable when they applied for jobs or went to
school. Some of the children we saw had to have most or all of their teeth removed at a very
young age from the destruction caused by cavities. Some had to have this work done in the
operating room at Shands because of the extensive nature of their work.

I recali 2 particular adults, a husband and wife who were 35 years old, who came to me from
Palatka. Their teeth were in hopeless condition due to the ravages of dental cavities. We had to
remove all of the husband’s teeth and make him full dentures. For his wife, we could save 6-8
lower teeth and had to construct for her a full upper denture, and a partial on the lower. I was in
shock to see the differences that existed between patients from fluoridated communities and
those who did not bave CWF. I couldn’t understand why everyone didn’t have access to CWF. |
was moved by these experiences and knew that we had to work together to prevent these types of
tragedies from endlessly repeating themselves.

My invelvement in CWF began on October 4, 2011, when four out of seven Pinellas County
Commissioners voted to cease CWF to over 700,000 of our residents. I was enraged and in
disbelief that credible science and our respected organizations like the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP), American Dental



Association (ADA), World Health Orpanization (WHO), and Institute of Medicine (IOM), could
all be called into question by these 4 commissioners. [ accepted the request by our local, stale,
and national dental organizations to lead the effort to return CWF to our county. Like my pastor
had told me when 1 had my career-ending bicycle accident in 2002, “The Good Lord didn’t push
you off of your bicycle. Open your eyes to opportunities that he will place before you.” 1knew
the pain and suffering that our families would begin to endure by ceasing CWF. [ knew that this
was an opportunity that my pastor had been speaking about. Thank the Lord, with a lot of effort,
15 months later CWF was restarted in Pinellas County!!

1 am extremely excited to be able to speak with you all regarding your consideration of resuming
CWF for the city of Palatka. The over 3,000 published and credible studies and research papers
over the past 70 years of CWF in the U.S. have overwhelmingly shown that:
). CWE is Safe for everyone to drink. There are no known adverse health effects from
optimally flucridated community water.
2. Itis Effective. By simply drinking fluoridated water daily, at least 25% of cavities of
adults and children are avoided over their lifetimes.
3. Itis Cost Effective. For every $1 that is spent on CWF, $38 in dental treatment costs are
saved/person/year, each and every year.

Almost every major national and international credible scientific group or organization supports
community water fluoridation. CWF is endorsed by the WHO, ADA, AAP, CDC, and the Mayo
Clinic, just to name a few. No credible scientific organization in the world opposes CWF.

Over the next couple of days I will send you information which supports the safety and
effectiveness of CWF. This information will address the credible science, reductions in cavities
for adults and children of all socio-economic levels, and the impact that it has on those who need
dental care the most but who are least likely to have the funds or access to receive any dental
care at all, our indigent families.

I will conclude my informational emails with you by addressing the claims made against
optimally fluoridated water (CWF) by those that oppose it. There is a smail group of people
nationally and internationaily who spread half-baked truths, unfounded claims of health ills, and
many other statements about CWF which are completely false. Their claims are not backed by a
single credible scientific body in the world. While based on their beliefs, opinions, and cherry-
picked tidbits of information from credible scientific literature, their claims are baseless and
misleading about CWF.

I promise not to inundate you with volumes of material to review. My desire, along with that of
Dr. Jump and your local community, is to help you cipher through the credible scientific
information that is out there on CWF, as well as the mountain of misinformation that those who
oppose it disseminate via the internet. As elected officials, you look to credible authorities to
provide you with information on which to base your decisions for the health and well-being of
your residents. You would ro more look to the internet to find out what unqualified people think
about installing a traffic light at a children's school crosswalk, or how to design a bridge, than
you would to find out the information you want about CWF. You look to your staff to provide
you with this credible and sound information.



| stand ready to offer my help to you for any information and/or questions that you may have at
any time. [ would also like to meet with you in your office before the meeting on Thursday to
discuss CWF with you individually. Please let me know if you have the time. | am traveling

from Pinellas County, but can definitely stay to talk with you. 1 would welcome this one-on-one
time with you.

My presence at your meeting will be as a private practice pediatric dentist, as the representative
of the Florida Dental Association and its over 7,000 members statewide, and as the Co-Chair of
the Fluoridation Action Team of Oral Health Florida. 1look forward to speaking with you all
next week.

Respectfully Yours,
Johnny

Johnny Johnson, Jr., DMD, MS

Pediatric Dentist

Diplomate American Board of Pediatric Dentistry

Co-Chair, Fluoridation Action Team, Oral Health Florida

Florida Dental Association representative to Putman County and Palatka
e: 727-409-1770

e: drichnnyjohnson@gmail.com



Water Fluoridation Benefits

VS.

Claims Made by Those Opposed
to Water Fluoridation

Palatka City Commission Meeting
Agenda Item on Fluoridation
February 26, 2015

Prepared by:

Johnny Johnson, Jr., DMD, MS
Pediatric Dentist
Diplomate, American Board of Pediatric Dentistry
Palm Harbor (Pinellas County), FL
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CURRENT ANTI-FLUORIDATION TACTICS:

"Current anti-fluoridation tactics have focused on additives used to fluoridate water supplies.
There is no credible evidence to support the notion that the additives are unsafe. In the past,
tactics have focused on studies that purported to show that fluoridation was linked to cancer and
myriad other health problems.*® However, such assertions were based on improper science, and
numerous subsequent studies found no association between fluoridation and cancer.’

Water Fluoridation and the Environment: Current Perspective in the United States, Pollick,
Howard F., It J Occup Environ Health, 2004;10:343-350

hip:#/www.cde.gov/fluoridation/pd/pollick. pdf

Additional References:

When public action undermines public health: A critical examination of antifluoridationist
literature, Armfield, Jason M., Aust New Zealand Health Policy 2007; 4: 25
htp://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pme/articles/PMC2222595/

The Anti-Fluoridationist Threat to Public Health, Dades, J. E., Easley, M.W., Institute for Science in
Medicine, White Paper, April 2012

hip:/fwww.scienceinmedicine.ore/policy/papers/ AntiFluoridationist.pdf




While we can be pleased with what has already been accomplished, it is clear that there is much
yet to be done. Policymakers, community leaders, private industry, health professionals, the
media, and the public should affirm that oral health is essential to general health and well being
and take action to make ourselves, our families, and our communities healthier. I join previous
Surgeons General in acknowledging the continuing public health role for community water
fluoridation in enhancing the oral healih of all Americans.”

-- Surgeon General Richard H. Carmona, Statement on Community Water Fluoridation, July 28,
2004. Assaciation of State and Territorial Dental Directors

“The Association of State and Territorial Dental Directors (ASTDD) fully supports and
endorses community water fluoridation (maintaining optimal fluoride levels between 0.7 and 1.2
parts per million) in all public water systems throughout the United States.”

--Community Water Fluoridation Policy Statement. Association of State and Territorial Dental
Directors {ASTDD}) Adopted: April 18, 2009.

American Association of Public Health Dentistry (AAPHD)
“...BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH
DENTISTRY:
1. Reaffirms its support for the continuation and expansion of community water fluoridation;
and
2.Encourages its members and constituents to be well informed about and to continue to
support optimal fluoridation, and to help develop national and regional coalitions in
support of fluoridation; and
3.Commends communities and states that are providing access to optimal levels of fluoride
in the drinking water and encourages them to continue to fluoridate and to monitor the
process, and participate in national moniloring activities;...”
--Adopted by the Assembly of AAPHD members, October 16, 1992, ] Pub Health Dent
1993;53(1):59-60.

American Public Health Association (APHA)
#, .. Therefore be it resolved that APHA—

* Reiterates its strong endorsement and recommendation for the fluoridation of all community
water systems as a safe and effective public health measure for the prevention of tooth decay:..."”

-APHA Policy Statement: Community Water Fluoridation in the United States (Policy Number
20087) Adopted 10/28/08

National Institute of Dental & Craniofacial Research (NIDCR)

“The National Institute of Dental and Craniofacial Research continues to support water
fluoridation as a safe and effective method of preventing tooth decay in people of all ages.
Community water fluoridation is a public health effort that benefits millions of Americans. For
more than half a century, water fluoridation has helped improve the quality of life in the U.S.
through reduced pain and suffering related to tooth decay, reduced tooth loss, reduced time lost
from school and work, and less money spent on dental care.”

-NIDCR: Statement on Water Fluoridation, June 2000.




Fluoridation is Recognized by more than 100 Organizations:

The American Dental Association (ADA) as well as the U.S. Public Health Service, the
American Medical Association, the World Health Organization and more than 125 national and
international organizations recognize the public health benefits of water fluoridation.

National and International Organizations That Recognize the Public Health
Benefits of Community Water Fluoridation for Preventing Dental Decay

Academy of Dentistry International

Academy of General Dentistry

Academy for Sports Dentistry

Alzheimer's Association

America's Health Insurance Plans

American Academy of Family Physicians

American Academy of Nurse Practitioners

American Academy of Oral and Maxillofacial Pathology
American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons
American Academy of Pediatrics

American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry

American Academy of Periodontalogy

American Academy of Physician Assistants

American Association for Community Dental Programs
American Association for Dental Research

American Association for Health Education

American Association for the Advancement of Science
American Association of Endodontists

American Association of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgeons
American Association of Orthodontists

American Association of Public Health Dentistry
American Association of Women Dentists

American Cancer Saciety

American College of Dentists

American College of Physicians—American Society of Internal Medicine
American College of Preventive Medicine

American College of Prosthodontists

American Council on Science and Health

American Dental Assistants Association

American Dental Association

American Dental Education Association

American Dental Hygienists” Association

American Dietetic Association

American Federation of Labor and Congress

of Industrial Organizations

American Hospital Association

American Legislative Exchange Councit



Nationa! Counci) Against Health Fraud

National Dental Assistants Association

National Dental Association

National Dental Hygienists’ Association

National Down Syndrome Congress

National Down Syndrome Sociely

National Foundation of Dentistry for the Handicapped
National Head Start Association

National Health Law Program

National Healthy Mothers, Healthy Babies Coalition
Oral Health America

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

Society for Public Health Education

Society of American Indian Dentists

Special Care Dentistry

Academy of Dentistry for Persons with Disabilities
American Association of Hospital Dentists

American Society for Geriatric Dentistry

The Children’s Health Fund

The Dental Health Foundation (of California)

U.S. Department of Defense

U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs

U.S. Public Health Service

Health Resources and Services Administration (HRSA)
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
National Institute of Dental and Craniofacial Research (NIDCR)
World Federation of Orthodontists

World Health Organization

ADA Fluoridation Facts Compendium.

hup:/fada.ore/405 | .aspx
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COMMUNITY PREVENTIVE SERVICES TASKFORCE

1. What is the Community Preventive Services Task Force's purpose?

The Community Preventive Services Task Force (Task Force) was established in 1996 by
the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services to identify population health
interventions that are scientifically proven to save lives, increase lifespan, and improve
quality of life. The Task Force produces recommendations (and identifies evidence gaps)
to help inform the decision making of federal, state, and local health departments, other
government agencies, communities, healthcare providers, employers, schools and
research organizations.

2. Community Preventive Services Task Force Members:

a. The Community Preventive Services Task Force (Task Force) is an independent,

nonfederal, unpaid panel of public health and prevention experts that provides
evidence-based findings and recommendations about community preventive
services, programs, and policies to improve health. Its members represent a broad
range of research, practice, and policy expertise in community preventive
services, public health, health promotion, and disease prevention.

b. The fifieen Task Force members are appointed by the Director of the Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Task Force members serve five year
terms, with possible extensions to maintain a full scope of expertise, complete
specific work, and ensure consistency of Task Force recommendations.

3. Task Force Findings:
The Community Preventive Services Task Force Recommends:

i
ii.

iii,

Community water fluoridation based on strong evidence of effectiveness in
reducing dental cavities across populations.

Evidence shows the prevalence of cavities is subsrantially lower in communities
with CWF.

In addition, there is no evidence that CWF results in severe dental fluorosis.
http://www.thecommunityguide.org/oral/fluoridation.html
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Health Organization and more than 125 national and international organizations
recognize the public health benefits of water fluoridation,
ADA Fluoridation Facts Compendium. Available at hitp://ada.org/4031.aspx

9. Availability of fluoridation continues to grow. In the United States as of 2012, 74.6

10.

percent of the population on public water systems receive fluoridated public water, or a
total of over 210 million people.* This is an increase of aver 14% from 2000. The
Healthy People 2020 goal is for 79.6 percent of the population on public water sysiems to
have access to fluoridated water.**

*CDC Reference Statistics on Water Fluoridation Status,
htp://www.cde.gov/fluoridation/statistics/20 1 2stats.htm
*+Healthy People 2020,

http://www.healthypcople.gov/2020/topics-objectives/topic/oral-health/objectives

Endorsed by the American Dental Association. One of the most widely respected
sources for information regarding flucridation and fluoride is the American Dental
Association. Learn more on the ADA’s website at ADA .org/fluoride.
http://www.ada.org/405 1. aspx
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*Conclusion: This study’s tindings suggest that molars with {luorosis are more resistant to
caries than ure molars without fluorosis.” lida. Hiroko, Kumar, Jayanth V., The Journal of the
American Dental Association, July 2009 vol. 140 na. 7. 855-862
htip://jada.ada.orefarticle/S0002-8 1 77( | 416447 1 -8/abstract

3. Severe fluorosis, as seen above and on the next page, is virtually 0% when fluoride in water,

added or naturally occurring, is below 2.0ppm. See page 114 of the document “Fluoride in
Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of the EPA Standards”

“The prevalence of severe enamet fluorosis is close to zero in communities at all water fluoride
concentrations below 2.0 mg/L."”

Savarg

ek

Severe Fluorosis is virtually non-

I \-u.-:.-:. p e |
~CE===] | existent in the United States
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Antifluoridationists’ Claim that 60% of 12-15 year olds are afflicted
with fluorosis:

Antifuoridationists claim that the Centers for Disease Control reports that 60% of 12-15 year-
olds are ufflicted with fluaride overdose symptoms — dental fluorosis, white spotted, yellow,
brown and/or pitted tecth. Yet, tooth decay crises are occurring in all fluoridated cilies, states and
countrics,

hllps://prol'|le.lhcguurdiun.comluserlidl 1370893

This is a complete misrepresentation of the data:

The data that this information is actuaily “pulled” from is the CDC NCHS Data Brief. The link
can be found below. It is a report that looked at flucrosis in fluoridated and non-fluoridated
communities.

To clarify the true facts of this data, the following accurate interpretation of the data is:

A. 40.7%, NOT 60%, of adolescents aged 12-15 had dental fluorosis.

B. More than 96% had were either unaffected, or had questionable, very mild, or mild
fluorosis.

C. In people having fluorosis of the very mild or mild types, the appearance of the white
flecks or streaks are typically only noticeable by dental professionals after the teeth have
been thoroughly dried.

D. Less than 1% of all subjects of this study ranging in age from 6-49 years old had the
severe form of fluorosis.

I}lamul e ﬂ:stb:_m!: .
S 3 4 il 1 Only the severe
type of fluorosis
l l I &.——#—J k —
: : L : tscotment into the
kg S Hoderaie —_— - thousands of
| s e 1 PI‘ s {?“ b dollars for
4 ‘. cosmetic changes.
Q‘ A _é i This type of
| LY 9 fluorcsis is rare in

the U.S.

Along this same exaggerated set of claims, antiffuoridationist’s claim that dentists make
money by repairing the damage done by severe fluorosis by performing cosmetic dental
procedures. Given the fact that only severe dental fluorosis would require the extensive dental
care that they claim, and understanding the fact that Severe Dental Fluorosis is virtually non-
existent in the U.S. as it only occurs when the concentration of fluoride in the water exceeds
2.0ppm, the falseness of this claim is immediately obvious.

hup://www.cde.govinchs/data/databricfs/db53 him
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Kip Duchon, National Fluoridation Engineer, CDC, 11-26-12
1. Antifiuoridationists’ Claim: Fluorosilicates are not natural.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: This is a fascinating argument to me
for fluoride is the 13th most abundant element in the earth's crust and is overwhelmingly
in the form of either fluorosilicate or calcium fluoride. It is in the calcium fluoride form
when it water deposited in geologicat formations, and it is in fluoresilicate form when it
is in the crystalline structure of the rock. When you consider that geologists estimate that
most rocks in the earth's crust are igneous (estimates as high as over 90%), fluorosilicates
would likely dominate the natural occurrence. Remember that by definition granites are
minimum 20% silica content, so there is some portion of silica in association with
fluoride.

2. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluorosilicates have never been tested for safety in humans.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Experts in inorganic aquatic chemistry
at the US Environmental Protection Agency have studied ionic speciation of
fluorosilicates and have concluded that at the pH and fluoride concentration of potable
water, fluorosilicates would completely dissolved to fluoride and silica. Researchers at
the Universily of Michigan attempted to verify those theoretical predictions of ionic
speciation and were unable to detect any residual fluorosilicates at pH over 4.8, and
considering that drinking water are adjusted to minimize potential corrosion of metat
pipes to pH over 7, and typically over 8, persistence of fluorosilicales cannot occur.

3. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluorosilicates have never been tested for safely in humans.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: When you consider that fluorosilicates
do not exist at the pH in drinking water, it impossible to measure the health effects since
you cannot measure the health effects of something that cannot be consumed by people.

4. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluoride products have contamination including Arsenic.

CDC Response to Antfifluoridationists’ Claim: In the CDC Fact Sheet there is a link
the NSF website and a Fact Sheet published by NSF on the actual measured level of
impurities. All water additives have some level of impurities since reagent grade
products are never necessary for water processing, but Standard 60 specifies allowable
tevels of impurities based on EPA criteria. What is remarkable is that NSF conducts
regular verification testing of fluoride products for the Standard 60 certification and has
never measured any fluoride products that exceed the allowable impurity levels with
respect to EPA allowable levels. The majority of product testing does not even measure
detectable levels of Arsenic.

Additional References:

Water Fluoridation and the Environment: Current Perspective in the United States
Pollick, Howard F., Int J Occup Environ Health, 2004, 10:343-350
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Claim: Manufacturers will not state that Hydrofluorosilicic Acid
(HFS) is safe for human consumption:

The following is an email that [ received from Chris Fleming of the Dumont Chemicals
Company. The question [ posed was whether their product is safe for human consumption.

This question stems from the frequent claim by those who oppose water fluoridation that
hydrofluorosilicic acid is unsafe for human consumption. This question is a twist on reality as
no one in their right minds would consume a concentrated product of any sort. The question is
intended to frighten the public into thinking that HES isn't approved for consumption, when in
fact it is what it becomes in water: Hydrogen ions, Fluoride ions, water, and silica (sand)

Chris Fleming <chrisf @ dumontchemicals.com> Fri, Feb 21, 2014 at 9:06 AM
To: "Dr. Johnny Johnson" <drichnnyjohnson @ gmail.com>
Dr. Johnson,

As for your question if our Fluoride is safe to drink. Dumont's HFS 23000 Fluaride is certified by
Underwriting Laboratories (UL) to be NSF/ANSI 60 and AWWA approved for drinking water. That
means [t is safe to put in drinking water and if it is safe to put in drinking water then it would be safe
to drink.

Dumont also has other products that have this same certification from UL that are used all across
the State of Florida. These other products are Sodium Hydroxide 25% (SH 2500) and (50% SH
5000), all of our ClearFlow Corrosion Inhibitor products and Ammonium Sulfate 40% (AS4000). |
have attached our list to this email.

| hope that this information is helpful to you. If you have any questions please let me know,

Thanks,

Chris Fleming | Technical Support Administrator

381 South Central Avenue | Oviedo, FL 32765

Mobile: 407.923.3101 | Office: 800.330.1369| Fax: 800.524.9315
Chrisf@dumontchemicals.com | http://www.dumontchemicals.com

From: Dr. Johnny Johnson [malito:drjohnnyjochnson@gmail.com])
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 6:03 AM

23



HARVARD STUDY: IQ

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: The Harvard “Study” proves that community water
fluoridation (CWF) can lead to IQ decreases in our children

A Harvard Research team led by Anna Choi and Philippe Grandjean performed a Meta-analysis
on studies done primarily in China on natural levels of fluoride in the water and any possible
relationship to the children's IQ. 27 studies were reviewed, 25 of which were done in China. The
HIGH fluoride group was exposed to water 10x the concentration of that in the US. The
CONTROL groups were exposed to water up to 0.8ppm.

The studies themselves were af poor quality, and had serious methodological flaws.

Confounders known to cause 1Q deficits, like Arsenic, were not always measured in those
studies. Additionally, some studies were skewed by the fluoride in the air that was released by
coal burned that contained a high content of fluoride. Additionally, Chinese families drink Black
brick tea which is very high in fluoride content.

“Developmental Fluoride Neurotoxicity: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.”
hup://ehp.nichs.nih.cov/1104912/

The Choi et al paper acknowledges the reporting and methodological deficiencies of many of the
studies reviewed. Furthermore, two of the authors of the Choi review — Choi and Grandjean —
issued a post-publication press statement in which they said: “These results do not atlow us to
make any judgment regarding possible levels of risk at levels of exposure typical for water
fluoridation in the U.S.”

“While the studies the Harvard team reviewed did indicaie that very high levels of fluoride could
be linked to lower IQs among schoolchildren, the data is not particularly applicable here because
it came from foreign sources where fluoride levels are multiple times higher than they are in
American tap water.”

“Harvard Scientists: Data on fluoride, IQ, not applicable in U.S." The Wichita Eagle, Don Lefler, Sept.
11, 2012

Several credible scientific groups have analyzed the data that Choi and Grandjean have
published. Given that the Meta-analysis was performed on poorly designed Chinese studies, and
that severe flaws existed within the methodologies of these studies, the results actually confirm
that fluoride [evels that the children ingested in their Control Group, ~0.8ppm, had normal 1Q’s.
This is in the range of fluoridation of community water in the U.S. and other countries. In fact,
the optimal feve) of fluoride in China is 0.5ppm because of the heat, lack of widespread climate
control, and the extensive work that occurs by workers outside.
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KIDNEY DISEASE & FLUORIDATION:

Antifluoridationists claim: CWF causes harm to people with kidney disease

FACT: No credible scientific literature supports this claim

Fluoride Intake and Chronic Kidney Disease
New information on fluoride intake and chronic kidney disease is available from the National

Kidney Foundation and Kidney Health Australia.

National Kidney Foundatien

On its newly revised Fluoride Web page, NKF notes, “The benefits of water and dental products
containing fluoride is the prevention of tooth decay and dental cavities in people of all ages.” In
discussing potential health risks NKF states, “The risk is likely greatest in areas with naturally
high water fluoride levels." Due to the limited available research on the topic, NKF has not
issued specific recommendations regarding fluoride intake and kidney disease and currently has
no afficial position on the optimal fluoridation of water. NKF recommends that “Dietary advice
for patients with CKD should primarily focus on established recommendations for sodium,
potassium, calciuvm, phosphorus, energy/calorie, protein, fat, and carbohydrate intake. Fluoride
intake is a secondary concern.”

http://www.kidney.org/atoz/content/fluoride.cfm

Kidney Health Australia
In a position statement issued in March 2007, Kidney Health Australia concluded:

1. There is no evidence that consumption of optimally fluoridated drinking water increases
the risk of developing CKD, although only limited studies addressing this issue are
available; and

2. There is no evidence that the consumption of optimally fluoridated drinking water poses
any risks for people with CKD, although only limited studies addressing this issue are
available.

For more information:_hetp://www.ada.orp/4383.a5px
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Fluoride in Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of EPA's

Standards, Committee on Fluoride in Drinking Water, National
Research Council, 2006

The opposition to fluoridated water will often cite the periodic review of the EPA’s Standards on

fluoride contaminant level in drinking water to portend that they apply to optimally fluoridated
walter.

This is completely incorrect.

This Scientific Review was done to review the standards that the EPA sets for maximum
contaminant levels in drinking water. This review is completed on a regular interval,

The scope of this study WAS NOT to be a study on optimally fluoridated water. This is stated
clearly on pp 20-21, starting with the last paragraph on page 20:

“The committee is aware that some readers expect this report to make a determination about
whether public drinking-water supplies should be fluoridated. That expectation goes beyond the
committee’s charge. As noted above, the MCLG and SMCL are guidelines for areas where
fluoride concentrations are naturally high.”

hutp://www.nap.edu/openbook.php?record _id=1157i &page=20

The 2006 NRC Report, "Fluoride in Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of EPA's
Standards”, was conducted to review the EPA's standards for fluoride concentrations found
NATURALLY occurring in water supplies. Specifically, naturally occurring in water ABOVE
4ppm fluoride content, not the concentration of optimally fluoridated water.

htp://www.nap.edu/catalog/1 1571 .huml

This group’s charge was to look at the EPA's recommendations and evaluate the levels of
fluoride that the EPA considered to be the maximum concentration allowed for teeth to remain
healthy.

The NRC Report's conclusions did not raise serious health concems for community water
fluoridation levels that are considered optimal for dental health. In other words, community
water fluoridation at the previous recommendations of 0.7-1.2ppm, and new recommendation of
0.7ppm, did not reveal any health concerns in their conclusions. At levels which exceeded 4ppm,
health concerns were discussed and direction of future areas of studies encouraged.

“The committee did not evaluate the risks or benefits of the lower fluoride concentrations (0.7 to 1.2
mg/L) used in water fluoridation. Therefore, the committee’s concluslons regarding the potential for
adverse effects from fluoride at 2 to 4 mg/L in drinking water do not apply at the lower water fluoride
levels commonly experienced by most U.S, citizens.”
hitp://dels.nas.edu/resources/static-assets/materials-based-on-reporis/repors-in-

brief/fluoride brief final.pdf
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3. The latest study findings from Great Britain (2014) are the results from a 25 year study
which evaluated Muoride in drinking water, It once again reaffirmed that fluoride in

waler, either naturally high levels or at levels added through fluoridation, does not lead to
greater risk of osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma:

"CONCLUSIONS: The findings from this study provide no evidence that higher levels of

fluoride (whether natural or artificial) in drinking water in GB lead to greater risk of
either osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma.”

“Is fluoride a risk factor for bone cancer? Small area analysis of osteosarcoma and Ewing

sarcoma diagnosed among 0-49-year-olds in Great Britain, 1980-2005" Blakey, K, et al.,
Int J Epidemiol. 2014 Jan 14

hup://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24425828
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Allergy Claims made against fluoride in water at 1.0ppm

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: Some people are allergic to the fluoride in CWF
No credible scientific evidence exists to support allergic reactions to fluoride in CWF.

1."There is no evidence of any deleterious effect on specific immunity following fluoridation
nor any confirmed reports of allergic reactions.”
Challombe, 51, Conumunity Dent Health. 1996 Sep; 13 Suppl 2:69-71
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nibh.cov/pubmed/8897755

2.*As a result of this review, the members of the Executive Committee of the American
Academy of Allergy have adopted unanimously the following statement:

"There is no evidence of allergy or intolerance to fluorides as used in the fluoridation of
community water supplies.”
American Academy of Allergy, Asthma, and Immunaology: pdf available upon request

3. From the “Ask the Expert” section of the American Academy of Allergy, Asthma, and
Immunology, an expert replied to a question on allergic reaction to CWF:
“My own opinion is reflected in the first paragraph with the “short answer"” of the
American Dental Association's thoughts in this regard. That is basically that there is a
Jack of credible evidence to incriminate fluoride in the water as causing adverse
events.” (2012)
hitp://www.asai.org/usk-the-ex pert/Reactions-10-fluoride.aspx
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CARDIOVASCULAR CLAIMS:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: Fluoride has been shown to cause cardiovascular
disease.

They reference the study listed below to “prove” that fluoride is causing “hardening of the
arteries™.

This is o complete FABRICATION. This study was done to delermine if active plagues could
be identified by means of a sugar uptake with attached Fluoride (**F) in these active plagues.
The "®F(fluoride) was along for the ride to be uble to let the researchers find out which plagues
were actively taking up more sugar than the others. The PET/CT scans would allow them to do
this by tracking the "*F.

The conclusion section is where one word, fluoride, was used instead of "*F fluoride, as was used
in the rest of the study. The antifluoridationists seized upon this opportunity to lay claim that
atherosclerosis was due to fluoride,

“Conclusion: sodium ['*F}fluoride PET/CT might be useful in the evaluation of the
atherosclerotic process in major arteries, including coronary arteries. An increased fluoride
uptake in coronary arteries may be associated with an increased cardiovascular risk.”

“Association of vascular fluoride uptake with vascular calcification and coronary artery disease”,
L.i, Yuxin, et al Nuclear Medicine Communications:

January 2012 - Volume 33 - [ssue | - p 14-20

hitp://journals. lww.com/nuclearmedicinecomny/ Abstract/2012/0 1000/Association_of vascular ]

uoride uptake with.3.aspx
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FLUORIDATION IS ON DECLINE

Antifluoridationists’ Claim: the CDC reports that 225 less communities adjusted
[or lluoride between 2006 and 2008. About 100 US and Canadian communities
rejected fluoridation since 2008.

The inference here is that flucridation is going away. Absolutely FALSE

This is a skewing of the data to confuse the reader. There are many factors that have gone into
communities discontinuing fluoridation, among which are costs to simmall communities in a down
economy, the community has appropriate levels of [luoridation naturally under the new HHS
proposed recommendations of 0.7ppm, and antifluoridationists on the governing bodies.

However, these claims give the appearunce that fluoridation is decreasing in the United States.
Nothing could be further from the truth.

Fucts: Total Population US population % on CWS with
served by fluoridated water fluoridated water
2006 299,398,484 184,028,038 69.2%
2008 304,059,724 195,545,109 72.4%
2010 308,745,538 204,283,554 73.9%
2012 313,914,040 210,655,401 74.6%

As can be seen by the above illustration, even with some communities dropping out of the ranks
of communities fluoridating their water, again for a variely of reasons, the net result is that the
total number of the population as well as the percent of the population on fluoridated water
systems continues to increase,
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TOOTHPASTE:

Antifluoridationists’ Claim: The warning on the back of the tube of 1oothpaste states “Keep
out of reach of children. If more than used for brushing is accidentally swallowed, et medical
help or contact a Poison Control Center right away”. This statement is an indictment of fluoride
as being a toxic hazardous chemical poison.

The facts accurately quoted by the antifluoridationists stopped within the quotation marks.
Everything else is conjecture and science fiction.

Facts:
No one has ever died in the United States from accidental swallowing of toothpastie. No one.

Theoretically, if a child of 40 pounds were to get their hands on 2 adult sized tubes of fluoridated
toothpaste and eat both of them, then they could ingest a lethal dose of fluoride. HOWEVER,
the soapy foamy product in toothpaste, along with the abrasive component, would cause them to
throw up before they could ever get enough down to cause more than a gastric upset.

The back of the tube further states that Supervision is needed. What parent would allow a young
child to have 2 full tubes of adult sized toothpasie available to them without paying any attention
to what they were doing? Probably the same parents whose kids are ending up at the ER's now
having swallowed these new packets of dishwasher detergent that are gushy and look so pretty.
I’m certain ene look at that container would have a similar warning on it: Watch your kids.

References:

PolitiFact examined the claims that anti-fluoride activists often make about fluoride
toothpaste/waming label and found their assertions were mostly false:
http://www.politifact.com/wisconsin/statements/20 1 2/jul/09/jim-bohl/milwaukee-alderman-says-
fluoride-toothpaste-poison/

Calculating lethal dose of fluoride in toothpaste: Origin of Toothpaste Warmning Label: Email
from Clifford W. Whall, Jr, PhD, Director, Acceptance Program
Council on Scientific Affairs, whallc@ada.org

ADA: Fluoride Levels in OTC Products
htep:/www.nda.org/EPUBS/science/20 1 2/may/puge.shiml
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Antifluoridationists’ Claim that Fluoride is a Unapproved Drug by
FDA

“While the FDA technically hasn't had companies submit clinical trials info on fluoride
supplements, it's because they have been around a long time, have been in general use for a fong
time, and have been accepted as efficacious for a long time—before FDA set up their clinical
trials requirements for Rx drugs. Aspirin has never been approved by FDA, but it’s widely used
by hundreds of millions of people for several indications.

Since the FDA regulates all prescription drugs, even though they might not have gone through
the modem-day clinical trials, they will require the drug companies to immediately pull them
from the market if they are shown to be unsafe or if they weren't efficacious relative to the
claims made by the companies.”
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FDA Regulatory Authority and Water Fluoridation:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: The FDA, not the EPA, should be Regulating Water
Additives

The safety of the water supply falls under the regulation of the EPA, not the FDA.

Per CDC:
"FDA Regulatory Criteria for Fluoride'

"The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) does not regulate additives to community
drinking water, because its regulatory reach concemns the safety and efficacy of food, drugs, or
cosmetic-related products.”
http://www.cdc.cov/fluoridation/factsheets/engincering/wfadditives itmi#ta3
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dL (natural fluoride and no Muoride), and 2.14 pg/dL (unknown/mixed status). In multiple linear
and logistic regression, there was a statistical interaction between water fluoridation method and
year in which dwelling of residence was built. Controlling for covariates, water fluoridation
method was significant only in the models that included dwellings built before 1946 and
dwellings of unknown age. Across stratum-specific models for dwellings of known age, neither
hydrofluosilicic acid nor sodium silicofluoride were associated with higher geometric mean
BLCs or prevalence values.

Given these findings, our analyses, while not definitive, do not support concerns that
silicofluorides in community water systems cause higher BLCs in chiidren. Current evidence

does not provide a basis for changing water fluoridation practices, which have a clear public
health benefit."
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United Kingdom

Water fluoridation schemes in England cover most of the West Midlands region, as well as parts
of the East Midlands, Humberside, Cumbria, Cheshire, Bedfordshire and the North East.

Major cities and towns in England that are supplied with fluoridated water include Birmingham,
Coventry, Solihull, Dudley, West Bromwich, Wednesbury, Oldbury, Tipton, Walsall,
Wolverhampton, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Rugby, Bromsgrove, Redditch, Lichfield,
Tamworth, Cannock, Burton on Trent, Bedford, Crewe, Mansfield, Worksop, Lincoln,
Scunthorpe, Workington, Newcastle upon Tyne and Gateshead.

Natural fluoridation

Around 4 million EU citizens are supplied with naturally fluoridated water at the optimum level
for dental health in Austria, Cyprus, Denmark, Finlund, France, Ireland, Malta, Sweden and the
UK.

Decisions on fluoridation up to individual EU Member States

Within the European Union it is up to individual Member States to decide whether or not to
introduce water fluoridation. No EU country has ‘banned’ fluoridation. However, some
countries have not enacted the necessary enabling legislation; some have relatively low levels of
dental caries, making Auoridation a potentially less cost-effective proposition; and some have
opted instead for fluoridation of domestic salt and salt used in catering. Political upheavals and
economic problems in the former Eastern bloc during the early 1990s resulted in fluoridation
schemes stopping in the former German Democratic Republic, Soviet Union and
Czechoslovakia.

The extent of salt fluoridation

EU countries where fluoridated salt is available include France, Germany, Austria, the Czech
Republic and Holland. Switzerland, a non-EU member, has widely adopted salt fluoridation —
one of the reasons why the Swiss city of Basle, which used to fluoridate its water, decided a few
years ago to switch to the alternative mode of fluoride defivery used in the rest of the country.
Clearly, to minimise the risk of fluorosis, it is not desirable to run water fluoridation and saft
fluoridation programmes in parallel.

European Platform for Oral Health cites water fluoridation as an
example of good practice

At the European level there is a collaborative forum entitled the Platform for Better Oral Health
in Europe. With the support of 2 number of members of the European Parliament, the Platform
brings together health professionals, academics and other experts from many countries to
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Reductions in Cavities in Adults:

I. "Cavity reductions continue 1o occur into adulthood from access to fluoridated water. The
reduction in caries previously demonstrated in children has extended to adults. The impact is a
decline in the need for restorative dentistry.”

"Trends in caries among adults 18 to 45 years old", Brown LJ, Wall TP, Lazar V., J Am Dent Assoc.
2002 Jul; 133(7):827-34.
hup:/www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/ 12148675

2. “It was once thought that fluoridated drinking water only benefited children who consumed it
from birth," explained Slade, who is John W. Stamm Distinguished Professor and director of the
oral epidemiology Ph.D. program at UNC. "Now we show that fluoridated water reduces

tooth decay in adults, even if they start drinking it after childhood. In public health terms, it
means that more people benefit from water fluoridation than previously thought.”

*Effects of Fluoridited Drinking Water on Dental Caries in Australian Adults”

G.D. Slade, A.E. Sanders, L. Do, K. Roberis-Thomson and A.J. Spencer, J DENT RES published online 1
March 2013

http://jdr.sngepub.com/content/92/4/376

3. "To date, no systematic reviews have found fluoride to be effective in preventing dental caries
in adults. The objective of this meta-analysis was to examine the effectiveness of self- and
professionally applied fluoride and water fluoridation amang adults.

The prevented fraction (reduction in cavities) for water fluoridation was 27% (95%CI: 1 9%-
34%). These findings suggest that fluoride prevents caries among adults of all ages.”

"Effectiveness of Fluoride in Preventing Caries in Adults"
S.0. Griffin, E. Regnier.P.M. Griffin, and V. Huntley, J Dent Res 86(5):410-415, 2007
hitp://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/] 7452559
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FLUORIDATION:
WHAT THE SCIENCE SAYS

FEBRUARY 26, 2015
PALATKA CITY COMMISSION
PUTNAM COUNTY, FL
CITY COMMISSION MEETING

Used with permission of Jay Kumar, DDS, MPH
'Updated data and additional literature, Johnny. Jehnson, Jr., DMD, MS |
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Why Are We Here Today to Talk About Water Fluoridation?

Terrilt Hill

Mayor/Commissioner Mary Lawson-Brown

Vice Mayor/Commissioner

Justin Campbell Rufus Borom James Norwood, Jr.
Commissioner Commissioner Commissioner



Why Do Cavities Matter?

Infection

Extreme pain

Difficulty in chewing
Poor weight gain
Difficulty concentrating

Missed school hours

Predictor of cavities in
later life

Costly treatment

Life Threatening/Death Severe Dental Infection-Life Threatening



CAVITIES:WHAT’S THE PROBLEM? WHY??

o In a perfect world, everyone would:

Receive regular dental checkups
Eat only nutritious and well balanced diets
Have excellent oral hygiene practices

» Appropriately use topical fluoride products daily, i.e. toothpaste, mouth
rinses, varnishes

Have dental sealants placed on all of their molars

Have a 2 parent household where parents are actively involved in every
aspect of their children’s daily activities, including eating, oral self care,
school, friends, and they have a harmonious family relationship

Live happily ever after

0 Sadl;_/, this isn’t a perfect world!




FLUORIDATION: Magic Bullet

+ What Does Credible Science Say?
+ |s There Debate About the Safety?

+ s There Debate About the Effectiveness?

+ |s There Debate About the Savings in Cost and Human

Suffering it Provides?
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The Weight of Science

No widely respected
medical and health
organizations_opposes
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Is Water Fluoridation Still Necessary?

L1 | 3 S

J.V. Kumar. Adv Dent Res 20:8-12, July, 2008

ICommunity Guide |Changes in caries at the tooth level (deft/DMFT)

Effect of starting or continuing
CWF -29.1% (-110.5%, 66.8%)

Effect of stopping CWF _17.9% (-42.2%, 31.7%)

IChanges in caries at the tooth level (deft/DMFT)

Effect of starting or continuing CWF |-50.7% (-68.8%, -22.3%)

Effect of siopping CWF 59.90%
Additional Systematic Review - Effectiveness in Adults

Griffin et al (2007) |Preventive Fraction 27.2% (19.4, 34.3)




Community Preventive Services Taskforce

L 15 I'I_-

Recommendations reaffirmed 2013:

1. Community Water Fluoridation is RECOMMENDED based on
STRONG EVIDENCE of effectiveness in reducing cavities across
populations.

2. Evidence shows the prevalence of cavities is substantially lower in
communities with community water fluoridation (CWF)

3. Thereis NO EVIDENCE that CWF results in severe fluorosis.
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Report issued in March 2006 EhEERESELToED e

Focused on naturally occurring high levels of fluoride in drinking
water

Reviewed studies: States with high levels of
Effects of Fluoride on Teeth fluoride naturally occurring:
Musculoskeletal Effects Colorado 11.2 mg/L
Reproductive and Developmental Effects Oklahoma 12.0 mg/L
Neurotoxicity and Neurobehavioral Effects New Mexico 13.0 mg/L
Effects on the Endocrine System ldaho 15.9 mg/L

Eifects on the Gastrointestinal, Renal, Hepatic,  Virginia 6.3 mg/L

and Immune Systems Texas 8.8 mg/L

Genotoxicity and Carcinogenicity S. Carolina 5.9 mg/L
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National Research Council Report — Fluoride in
Drinking Water (2006)

4 i

5 The Committee considered three toxicity end points for which there were
sufficient relevant data for assessing the adequacy of the MCLG (4 mg/L)
for fluoride to protect public health:

+ 1. severe enamel fluorosis
« 2. skeletal fluorosis, and
+ 3. bone fractures. (NRC Report, page 346)

o NRC Panel concluded that the only effect from fluoride that
naturally occurs in water below 4mg/L (ppm) is dental fluorosis.

o At 2mg/L (ppm), severe enamel fluorosis is virtually zero
o NO OTHER HEALTH EFFECTS WERE NOTED!

Statement by John Doull, Chairman, NRC Committee:
“l do not believe there is any valid scientific reason for fearing adverse health

conditions from the consumption of water fluoridated at the optimal level.”
(Source: email to Pew Chatritable Trusts, March 22, 2013)
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The Science is Crystal Clear

.28 ]

1. Since the science is crystal clear, why do a
handful of people oppose it?

2. Let's Evaluate Claims made by those
opposed to community water tluoridation
(CWF):

“Antifluoridationists”



Claim

- Fluoridation causes serious health

problems such as cancer

26 ||

o National Cancer Institute, National Research Council (NRC),
FDA, California EPA OEHHA Committee, CDC

o No convincing evidence of causal link between
fluoridation/fluoride and cancer

n “No persuasive evidence” that CWF poses harmful
health effects

o At least 100 million Americans have been drinking fluoridated
water for decades without developing health issues.

o In India and China alone — over 200 million people are
exposed to very high levels of fluoride where skeletal fluorosis

is common but not osteosarcoma (Bone Cancer)
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25 year Cancer Study in Great Britain REAFFIRMS NO
LINK Between Fluoride in Water and Cancer

o “Is fluoride a risk factor for bone cancer? Small area analysis of
Osteosarcoma and Ewing sarcoma diagnosed among 0-49-year-olds
in Great Britain, 1980-2005", Int J Epidemiol., 2014 Jan 14, Blakely et al

o The study analysed 2566 Osteosarcoma and 1650 Ewing sarcoma cases.

o CONCLUSIONS:

“The findings from this study provide no evidence that higher levels of
fluoride (whether natural or artificial) in drinking water in GB lead to greater
risk of either osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma.”



Claim: “no double-blind studies ever done”

29 ||

Fact:

QPopulation-based studies are used routinely to assess
observational findings.

QONo Double-biind studies have ever been done on:
eTobacco
*Alcohol
STD’s
> Population-based studies were used to see their effects on our bodies

QPopulation-based studies are used to evaluate fluoride’s safety and
effectiveness

ONo Double-blind studies needed to be conducted to connect the
dots between tobacco and lung disease/cancer, Alcohol and its
health effects, or the damages from STD’s



Claim: “Just look at Warning Label on
back of a tube of toothpaste!!!”

-----

L 2 Pnlson Control Center

ngnr away Ask = dentist betomusa it you hava . bleeding or redness lasting more than 2

weeks * pain, swelling, pus, loose teeth, or more spacing between teeth

These may be sians of enodont:tnsasenous form of gum disease.

hiaren 6 ya  Of age ang 1 v, 0
eac.h meal or at least twice a day, or as dlrectad by a dentist or a phys:c!an Children
\mder 12 years: Instruct in good brushing and rinsing habits (to minimize swallawfna)

Py -, g gy

“To this day, according to the American Association of Poison Control Centers,
there have not been any deaths or serious adverse reactions from ingestion of

fluoride toothpastes” -Clifford W. Whall, Jr., PhD
Direcior of Acceptance Program

ADA Council on Scientific Affairs
April 2, 2012

*Responsible Parenting

eSame labeling on vitamins, Tylenol-required by FDA



Claim: Fluoridation causes a decrease in IQ

L8 L

FACT: Low quality studies of 1Q effect from high
fluoride communities in China

“In our appraisals we found that the study design and methods used by many of
the researchers had serious limitations. The lack of a thorough consideration of
confounding as a source of bias means that, from these studies alone, it is
uncertain how far fluoride is responsible for any impairment in intellectual
development seen.”

Bazian. “Independent critical appraisal of selected studies reporting an association between fluoride in drinking water
and 1Q. A report for South Central Strategic Health Authority. February 2009."

In other words, NO 1Q changes have been shown to be attributable to
naturally occurring fluoride levels in water based on their review and

reviews of other credible scientific organizations internationally. These
claims are made based on the Harvard Meta-analysis by Choi &

Grandjean
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in rats: Lack of effect of chronic exposure to fluoride
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Fluonde
Loarmng
Biran

Keywaoros.

J. Neurotoxicology and Teratology. 2009.

B cky oud: Chronic nigesuon of aptinally Nuoridated water (ca. 1.0 mg L} has not been assoaated with any
adverse healih @ifects. Pousibie elfecs on the nervous sysleny however, have recewved fittle attention. One
study with rats given bigh doses of tlvorule reported subtle befaviaral changes. The authors suggested that
the ability of hunwiis to jeam nught be reduced and recommended further study wah humans and rats, The
present study was done 1o provide data with which o assess this suggestion.

Methods. Weanhing, lemale rats (o= 32} were provided with waier tontainng graded doses of fluorkie (D,
29, 5,7, 115 g, kg body weightyday ) fur eight munths, While under resticted food access they veere tesied
for thurr anlity to leam 4n operant fesponse for food and 10 adjust thair responding vader schedules of
renforcement requinng high rates of responding (5 days) and then low rates of responding [ 10 days). Bone
plasma and seven regions of brun wiere analyzed for fluonde.

Results, There were na significant differences among the groups in leamhg or perfornuance of the vperant
Lasks. Tissue Ruorde concentrations were direclly related to the levels af expusure. la the 11.5 my/ kg 'day
group the bane. plasma and bram concentrations were 84,305 and 221 tmes hugher, respecuvely. than those
in the control group. The average bran-lo-plisima Huonde concenration ratios in each af the seven brain
sections fell within a narow tange and did not cxceed 240, There was no consistent evidence for the
preferential uptake of fluonde by any given brain section

Conclusion. Chromie mgestion of fluonde at levels up 1o 230 times more than that expenenced by humans
whose main saurce of uande 15 lluondated water had no sigmficant effect on appetitive-based leamang.
0 2009 Elsevier Inc. All nghts reserved.

Conclusion: Chronic ingestion of fluoride at levels up to 230
times more than that experienced by humans whose main
source of fluoride is fluoridated water had no significant
effect on appetitive-based learning.




Claim: “We should discontinue fluoridation because 41 %
of children in the US have dental fluorosis.”

CIERN

L

FACTS:
97% of adolescents ages 12-15 have fluorosis of the very mild to mild types.

A study by Lido and Kumar suggested that molars with fluorosis were more
resistant to cavities than those without fluorosis

t'.; Y e
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The association between enamel fluorosis
and dental caries in U.S. schoolchildren

Hircko lida, DDS, MPH; Jayanth V. Kumar, DDS, MPH



Claim: “The National Kidney Foundation
withdrew its support of water fluoridati_qp”

L3 ||

FACT: "The NKF has no position on fluoridation
of water. "

o Dietary advice for patients with CKD should primarily focus on
established recommendations for sodium, potassium, calcium,
phosphorus, energy/calorie, protein, fat, and carbohydrate intake.
Fluoride intake is a secondary concern.

o There is no consistent evidence that the retention of fluoride in
people with these stages of CKD (stages 4 & 5) who consume
optimally fluoridated drinking water results in any negative health
conseguences.

http://www.kidney.org/



Claim: Fluoride is an additive, equivalent to
forcing people to take medicine

41 ||

L

FACTS:

o U.S. courts have rejected the idea that fluoride is a medication and
should not be allowed in water supply

o Fluoridation: the adjustment of natural (background) water fluoride
levels to bring to optimum. Palatka’s City water has a background
(natural) level of 0.23ppm (mg/L) fluoride. It needs to be adjusted
upwards just a smidge to 0.7 ppm for maximum benefit in reducing
cavities.

o Fortification is a common practice - Folic acid, Vitamin D, lodine
etc.
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Claim: “FSA (hydrofluorosilicic acid) is not acceptable
because it adds dangerous impurities like arsenic and
lead to water supply.”

{ e ;
FACT:

1. To ensure the public's safety, all additives used at a water
treatment facility must meet strict quality standards.

2. American Water Works Association (AWWA) and the
NSF/ANSI (National Sanitation Foundation/American
National Standards Institute) measure levels of impurities.

3. The avera?e concentration of arsenic and lead from all
samples of water fluoridated with FSA, tested by NSF
International from 2000 to 2006 was less than 0.1 ppb (parts
per billion). EPA allowable is 10.0ppb



Claim: “Communities are putting an end to
Huoridation..”

FACTS:

o The percent of the U.S. population on community water systems
increased from 69.2% in 2006 to 74.6% in 2012 (5.4%).

o In 2012, 210.7 million people in the U.S. population on
community water systems had access to fluoridated water.

o In Florida, over 13.3 million (~77%) people receive optimally
fluoridated water.



The Weight of Science

No widely respected
medical and health

organizations_opposes

fluoridation

E.A.P.D
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Community Water Fluoridation

L9l |
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QUESTIONS?

Johnny Johnson, Jr., D.M.D., M.S.
Pediatric Dentist
Diplomate, American Board of Pediatric Dentistry
drjohnnyjohnson@gmail.com
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EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT USE BY RESIDENTS FOR PREVENTABLE CONDITIONS:2 2011 & 2012

Emergency Department Dental Visits &
Charges
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-
Visils by Payor & Age
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2011
Medicald/Managed
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Sell-Pay/Uninsured
Medlcare/Managed
All Other

W12
Medlicald Managed
Commaerdial
Self-Pay/Uninsured
Medlczre/Managed
Al Other
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Ambulatory Care Sensitive oral health conditions (ACS) are those considered largely
avaidable with adequate prevention and primary care. The use of hospital emergency
departments ~ amang the most expensive farm of madical care - for the treatment of
ACS conditions may Indicate lack of access to primary dental care. Amang the reasons
Floridians do not recelve regular preventive care Include lack of dental coverage for
adult Medicaid patients, lack of private-practice dentists willing to accept Medicaid's low
payment rates, lack of county health department resources, lack of affordable dental
Insurance or Inability to meat high co-pays, and lack of awareness of the Impartance of
dental health to overall health,

Floridlans absorb the cost of Medicaid and uninsured ER dental visits In several ways
including higher health Insurance premiums and healthcare costs, increased tan dollars
needed 1o fund the state Medicald program, increased local tax dollars to support local
public hospitals, and lost productivity.

Charges by

Payor &

70 192011 3,930 615,143 w4223 53,242 15,384
19 0 Medicakd/Managed 63886 320853 113067 13223

§ 1 Commercal 5,175 22,880 18,502 7,110 650
19 0 Sel-Pay/Uninsured 14219 204,661 99000 15358
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2012
Charges Vishs  Charges

415352 433
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78,909 81
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54,085 &4
5804 a2
30418 ]
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Charges for Young Children for Preventable Conditions
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Policy Indicators

Indicotors to consider in shaping policies to increose the overall health of Floridians
while decreasing costs to the state’s heoithcare system:

High numbers of Medicaid patients visiting the ER for ACS dental problems
suggest a lack of access to dentists or orol heolthicare clinfcs accepting
Meadicaid far both preventotive care and for treatment.

ER visits during the requlor work day and traditional business hours, combined
with ACS diagnoses, suggest visits being mode to the ER in lieu of a clinic or
dental office.

Rotes of odult taoth decay are higher in ofder aduits yet patients cged 20 to 34
years comprise the lorgest segment of ER visits, suggesting that lack of denial
insuronce or an inobility to meet high co-poys is driving such visits.

1 Source: Emergency Roam Database, Flarida Agency on Hesith Care Admintstration

* ambutatory care sensitive dental conditions, e, "preventable condition,” are based on the ICD-9 {international Classification of Diseases, 9th Edition)
codes from the pubished work of D, John Biltngs bittp.//wagner.ayu. edu/Ties/admissions/acs_todes.pdf),

Flarida Public Health Institute
1553) 533 7509/ info@ilph org
www.{lphl.org
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
A STATE OFFICIAL'S GUIDE TO SCIENCE-BASED DECISION-MAKING

Policymakers are bombarded by information in today’s ever-connected, fast-paced world. Advances in
communication platforms, like social media, and information technology have brought a sea change in the
public’s ability to access data at unimaginable depths and speeds. This interconnectedness can also pose
challenges for state officials trying to solve already difficult issues by adding another layer of complexity to
the public policymaking process. As information becomes more available and immediate, policymakers often
must make decisions without the technical background necessary to fully vet all the considerations involved.

The Council of State Governments developed A State Official’'s Guide to Science-based Decision-making
to provide strategic guidance that can cut through the jargon and spin that can accompany technical issues.
The guide includes recommendations and helpful tools for policymakers, regardless of background, to
confidently assess the assumptions, conclusions and results found in state public hearing witness testimony
and scientific studies.

“The aim of the guide is not to suggest what to think; rather, the impetus
is to provide a roadmap of how to approach an issue so state thought
leaders can make the most informed decision possible.”

Assessing the Expert

Nearly all public meetings or hearings on technical issues will feature expert witness testimony or studies
of some kind. State officials must be able to distinguish advocacy from expertise and recognize when witness
statements or testimony ventures into areas of personal opinion, anecdote or conjecture. Advocacy has an
important place in the public policymaking process, but its primary goal is to influence or promote a cause
rather than provide unbiased information.

Questions to Ask and Warning Signs:
- What educational background or training does the expert have?
- What types of work has the expert done in the field?
- Does the source of the research have anything to gain by the study’s outcome? Are there conflicts of interest
either financially or professionally?
- Is the expert or the expert’s employer concerned about implications of a policy/decision?
- Be on guard for an observer’s blas or potential vested interest.

Assessing the Methods

Data can be derived from many sources, including case studies, observational studies, controlled studies
and risk assessments. This process analyzes how the data collection was performed or how informaticn
was gathered, which underpins a study or set of results. Many studies make calculated assumptions and can
involve intricate variables, How those variables are controlled can have a tremendous impact on the final
results, which can form the basis of an economic impact analysis, policy decision or regulatory action, etc.

Questions to Ask and Warning Signs:
« Who gathered this information?
- What specific data or studies form the basis of the researcher’s scientific conclusions?
-« Have the data or studies been evaluated by other scientists? How extensive was the review?
- Have important variables been overlooked or ignored?
- Is the sample size used in the study truly representative?
- What specific hypotheses or questions did the researchers set out to test? Were steps taken to control
other effects?
- Watch for studies that lack accepted standards or credible references.



Assessing the Results

Once data are produced, a policymaker must then be able to make sense of its outcome and relevancy. One
common mistake is a confusion of correlation, which is an apparent connection between variables when they
frequently occur together, with causation, in essence, a statement of cause begetting an effect. Further, a gen-
eral understanding of the statistical significance of the results in a study is paramount. Statistical significance
is a technique that calculates the probability that an effect observed in a research study is occurring because
of chance.

{Questions to Ask and Warning Signs:
- What are the underlying systematic uncertainties? What degree of uncertainty surrounds the results?
. Were conclusions based on personal stories/anecdotal evidence?
- Do the results demonstrate causality, rather than correlation?
- Are the results statistically significant?
. Are statistics adequately explained? If not, ask for a practical explanation.
- To whom or for what do the results apply? Can they be extrapolated to the general population?
- Do the conclusions logically follow from the scientific results?
- Be on guard for conclusions making statements of absolute certainty.

Integrating the Knowledge

This segment focuses on critically assessing and formulating the disparate data points and facts learned or
gleaned from testimony, study methodologies and results to help inform the actual decision-making process.
This segment will address the role of risk assessments in integrating knowledge and helping policymakers in
their decision-making.

Questions to Ask:

. Have the study results been published? If yes, was it in a journal that requires peer review prior to
publication? Have any scientific peer review panels considered the study results?

. Is there a consensus about the key findings of the studies? What are the areas of agreement/disagreement?

. Do other scientists share the researcher's views? Who doesn’t and why?

- Have the results been repeated, confirmed or supported by other studies?

. What are your views on the practical applications of this scientific knowledge/decision?

- |s the timeliness of study relevant to today's issues?

- What are the consequences/implications of action or inaction, including risks? Is there a balanced approach?
Why or why not?

Conclusion

Science informs just one part, albeit a critically important one, of the policymaking process; it is not a
policy itself. Sometimes there simply is no clear-cut answer science can provide to determine consensus.
Policymakers must be able to distinguish advocacy from expertise, understand how scientific data were gath-
ered, be willing to assess the process to gather the data and recognize the relevancy of the data 10 present-day
wopics. After policymakers learn and assess data and facts, they must then utilize risk assessment Lo make
decisions. Ultimately, the choices made in resolving complex technical issues reside in a leader’s ability to
ask straightforward questions about the data and distinguish facts from advocacy—no easy task in today’s
hypercharged political environment. This guide strives to help make that process less daunting and facilitate
better outcomes that could be applied across a host of policy discussions.



INTRODUCTION

State officials face tremendous challenges and opportunities when making policy decisions in the Internet
age. Officials and their constituents have instant access to huge amounts of information and scieatific
knowledge. This nearly inexhaustible wealth of information can provide state officials with valuable
resources for making informed decisions. On any given issue, they can review reams of data, read numer-
ous studies and consu!t an endless parade of experts. A greater understanding of health, environmental,
economic and social issues empowers state officials to enhance their constituents’ quality of life as never
before. Consider this: according to Peter Diamandis and Steven Kotler's book Abundance, a Masai warrior
in sub-Saharan Africa has access to more computing power through a smartphone than was available to the
president of the United States in 1997,

This flood of information, however, further complicates addressing policy issues. Inundated with scien-
tific studies, expert opinions and attention-grabbing headlines, policymakers may have more information
than they possibly can assimilate. But that quantity of information is compounded by uncertain utility—
just because the information exists does not mean it is accurate or relevant. Policymakers also should keep
in mind that science does not always have the answers to policy questions,

Distinguishing quality information from the bad and useful information from the irrelevant has never
been more challenging than with the rise of Internet publishing and its effects on the policy process. After
all, state officials cannot dismiss the immense contributions of science to public policy. At the same time,
they must be wary of misallocating public resources based on misleading scientific claims. Officials need to
know how to recognize credible and pertinent scientific studies, which questions to ask of scientific experts
and how to inteprate scientific information into their policy decisions. Therefore, The Council of State
Governments has developed A State Official’s Guide to Science-based Decision-making as a high-level
reference tool to assist in separating the wheat from the chaff.

Science-based Decision-making—Its Intent

Uncertainty is an inherent part of science-based decision-making, and state officials should be prepared
to look past the attention-grabbing headline and dig deeper to question claims or studies that do not
document potential variables. The goal of this document is to help improve that decision-making process
by removing clutier and offering a path toward clarity.

State officials do not have the capability (o sort scientific research presented to them into two bins la-
beled “Useful in Decision-making” and “Junk: Discard.” Instead, science comes in varying levels of quality
and usefulness.

“The scientific community views research as more credible when it clearly
states the problem being tested, follows established procedures for
collecting and analyzing data, and is reviewed by other scientists.”

The scientific community views research as more credibte when it clearly states the problem being tested,
follows established procedures for collecting and analyzing data, and is reviewed by other scientists. Studies that
deviate from one or more of these criteria, however, may provide state officials with useful information, such as
identifying potential risks to public or environmental health that should be monitored as they develop. Before
dismissing such claims or studies, state officials should review them with closer scrutiny.

Scicnce cannot explain our world with 100 percent certainty. Basic mathematic principles uphold fundamen-
tal pillars of quantitative natural sciences like chemistry and physics. But no scientific study can guarantee that
it accounted for all factors at work, nor can its results, based on a limited sample, be generalized to an entire
population in all cases. Accepted beliefs are discarded when new evidence is collected through additional stud-
jes and with improved research tools. Persistence is as necessary and valuable today as it was when Copernicus
startled the medieval world by theorizing the Earth was not the center of the universe. Credible scientists and
organizations are careful to explain sources of uncertainty in their findings, studics and testimony.

Contested Science

Everyone agrees public policy should be based on the best available scientific and technical information.
But it is not uncommon for experts and others to have different interpretations of facts, These differences
seem to emerge for one or more of the following reasons.



Lack of Information

Although the amount of data and information has grown in rccent decades, along with access 1o such
information, it is rare to face a policy problem where the information lights the way to an obvious solution.
Often parties do not have the information they need because there is not enough dala; there's 100 much data to
absorb: the data that do exist are outdated; access to certain data may be restricted; the data are inconclusive or
isn’t relevant to the decision at hand; existing studies have different objectives, assumptions, or methods of data
collection and analysis; and data exist but has not been analyzed sufficiently to provide useful information.

Lack of Agreement

Decision-makers, experts and advocates also may disagree on what information is needed to inform a
particular decision. Participants in the policy process may define the problem and objectives differently,
which thereby leads them to different conclusions about what information is needed. They also may disagree
on procedures for assessing data and how 1o interpret data.

Lack of Incentives

The process of formulating and implementing public policy is characterized by an adversarial environment
that often pits science against politics and one interest group against another, Advocales seek to prevail
rather than to resolve their differences effectively. Each side seeks to gain an advantage by exploiting existing
scientific and technical uncertainty. Incomplete understanding is used to delay decisions opposed by one
group or individual. Scientists with different interpretations of the same data are pitted against each other,
thereby canceling out what they have to say. The use of science in an adversarial way undermines trust in
science, experts and the decision-making process.

Lack of Capacity

In some situations, some stakeholders have access to the data and others do not, either because the in-
formation is confidential or because parties have unequal scientific and technical resources, It is also not
uncommon for some stakeholders to have more expertise and a better understanding of the data than others.
Finally, different participants are likely o have different tolerances for risk and uncertainty.

Lack of Communication

Disputes over scientific and technical information also may emerge because of a lack of communication
and understanding among experts, decision-makers and advocates, This lack of communication is fostered
when issues of interest to scientists are not those of most interest to decision-makers and stakeholders; the
decision-making process is on a shorter timetable than is the science; scientists’ values influence the questions
they are asking; or the participants have unrealistic expectations of the experts, science and ability to predict
the future.

Media Hyperbole or Oversimplification

Bad news sells, and some members of the media may highlight minimal disagreements or cite antagonists
that make the issue look out of proportion. In addition, many writers do not have a technical background and
may Jose important details or nuance when summarizing a story or gathering information on a debate. State
policymakers must look beyond the headline of a news story before drawing conclusions.
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THE SCIENTIFIC METHOD

Quality science can be described as research conducted by trained individuals using documented methodologies
that lead to verifiable results and conclusions. The scientific method, as illustrated on Page 9, is the conventional
model of a research process that meets these criteria. Though not all scientific studies follow each step in this
model, the scientific method is a convenient benchmark for state officials to use when evaluating scientific
studies. The principles of the scientific method can essentially be broken into four aspects:

» Conjecture - a logical guess made without specific data or evidence;

» Hypothesis - a question that is informed by logical principles, previously gathered evidence and can be tested
using adequate sample sizes or controlled experiments, using valid research methods, and applying appropri-
ate statistical analysis to the data;

» Theory - the best available explanation of a phenomenon, given the compilation of tested hypotheses, obser-
vations and facts; and

» Law - a proven assertion or theory that is always true under certain conditions.

The scientific community develops theories from the accumulation of research findings, Commonly accepted
theories can change as scientific knowledge evolves, demonstrating the inherent uncertainty of science. Because
other variables could be tested and more subjects or research trials could be studied, no experiment can pro-
duce results that are 100 percent certain. Science is inherently dynamic. Scientific theories can on occasion be-
come scientific laws, but the process for doing so is quite difficult and can take decades. Scientific laws are most
often found in the natural sciences like chemistry and physics which involve mathematic equations. However,
it's important to remember that scientific questioning led a technical assistant in the Swiss Patent Office named
Albert Einstein to question Newton’s laws of mechanics when he developed his General Theory of Relativity.

“Quality science can be described as research conducted by trained
individuals using documented methodologies that lead to verifiable
results and conclusions.”

SCIENTIFIC METHOD

Conjecture
A logical guess made
without specific data

or evidence. Hypothesis

A question that is
informed by logical
principles, previously
gathered evidence and
can be tested using
adequate sample
sizes or controlled
experiments, using
valid research
methods, and applying
appropriate statistical
analysis to the data.

A proven assertion or

theory that is always
true under certain
conditions.

The best available
explanation of a
phengmenan, given
the compilation of
tested hypotheses,
observations and facts.




METHOD DESCRIPTION ADVANTAGES DISADVANTAGES COMMON APPLICATIONS

Case studies Anin-depth analysis, often Pravides extensive knowledge | Cannot be certain the example | Background information;
through observation, of one or | of particular cases; can help is representative of the entire hypothesis formulation;
several individual examples in in prablem recognition and population. identification of emerging
hopes of generalizing the results | hypothesis formulation, prablems,
to a larger population.

Clinical trials A carefuily designed Altows researchers to ensure the | Treatrnent may have Medical studies of
investigation of the effects of safety of medical treatments unexpected side effects on pharmaceutical or surgical
a drug, medical treatment or before they are made accessible | test patients; control subjects efficacy (often asscciated
device on 3 group of human to the general public, may be denied a beneficial with the Food and Drug
subjects as cases and controls. treatment. Adrninistration)

Epidemiological An attempt to measure the Suggests a relationship Cannot establish cause and Health reports; establishing

studies frequency and severity of between two factors or events; | effect. possible risks or factors o target
disease in populations, identify | best at identifying powerful for prevention programs.
harmful enviranmental effects, | associations but may produce
and establish the safety and contradictory results with
effectiveness of drugs, surgery | weaker relationships.
and other forms of medical
treatment.

Field or An experiment conducted in Relies on observation of May be difficult to replicate; Environmental impact research;

observational study | a natural setting, often when real-life situations, rather thana | does not permit the level of behavioral studies.
investigating cause-and-effect laboratory construct. control or confidence of a
relationships that cannot be laboratory-based experiment;
brought inte a controlled difficult to establish causation.
setting. Sometimes used in
combination with scientific
computer modeling, *

Laboratory The study of a proposed cause- | Controlled experimental setting | Laboratory setting may be too Elzboration on observations that

experimentation and-effect relationship in a maximizes accuracy of cause- artificial to produce realistic have been made in people; test
highly controlled setting. Often | and-effect findings. results, making generalizations | for possible hazards or benefits
involves the use of a treatment fiom the Andings difficult. of substances or ciscumstances.
group and control group”

Meta-analysis A statistical analysis of multiple | May be more efficient than Does not provide original Evaluating the statistical
studies of recentresearchona | setting up and conducting an research on an issug; pooling strength of the conclusions from
particular topic of phenomenon. | experiment; provides thorough | data from multiple studies 2 collection of scientific studies.
Provides a means to increase assessment of prior research, conducted by different
the statistical power of small researchers with different
numbers of observations by subjects may not be valid,
pooling data from two or more
studies.

Surveys A method of collecting Allows for direct response from | Sampling may not be Social scientific research, such
information directly from human subjects. representative of the population | as cultural issues and marketing
people, usually in the form of under study; responses relyon | studies; health studies.

a questionnaire of interview, recall and truthfulness, either
analyzing the responses, and of which factors may lessen the
inferring how the findings relate accuracy of survey responses.
to a larger group of individuals.

Scientific A simulated representation Used to understand what has A model cannot prove a Climate and weather;

{computer) of a real-world pracess based caused various changes, to theory, only demonstrate environmental impacts; anima

modeling on an assembly of knowledge test different contro! strategies | the implications of what is behavior.
gained from a wide array of and to develop predictions; already known about a process;
observations. Models are tested | enables researches to answer limited by what is currently
under varied conditions in arder | the question "What if...?" known about causal variables;

1o assess their reliability. or to examine the possible unknowns must be fixed by
consequences of certain actions | assumptions or left out of
before harm is caused, model,

*Source: fnterpreting Communication Research, Carl N, Botan, Lawrence R, Frey, Paul G. Friedman and Gary L. Kreps. Englewood Cliffs, 1992,
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As a general guide, the scientific method outlines recognizable characteristics of quality studies: a credible
source, sound methodology, careful statements of association or causality, clear measures of confidence, some
degree of peer review or evaluation by fellow practioners, and the publication in a scientific journal where
findings can be evaluated by outside sources to determine veracity. State officials can refer to these character-
istics when looking for warning signs that a study may be faulty, which should lead them to question the study
more critically.

The Scientific Method Applied

Note to reader: Starting below and throughout the Guide to Science-based Decision-making, a fictional character
named Mr. Greenthumb will be used as an illustrative exampie of the technical concepts discussed.

An example of the scientific method at work might begin with a plant shop owner noticing that his plants
are less healthy than those of a nearby store owner who talks to her plants each day. To figure out why the
other nursery's plants are larger than his own, Mr. Greenthumb proposes the hypothesis: “Talking to your
plants for 15 minutes a day will cause them to grow faster.”

Mr. Greenthumb then develops a methodology to test this hypothesis. He gathers an experimental group of
30 plants of the same type and same height. He plans to treat 15 plants in Room A—the treatment group—to
daily conversation and to avoid any speech while tending to the 15 plants in Room B—the control group. The
control group will test whether a single variable—daily conversation—is responsible for an observed effect—
increased plant growth. To conclude that any variation in height between the groups of plants is the result of
conversation, Mr. Greenthumb must keep all other variables—such as sunlight, temperature and watering
amounis—the same in both rooms.

Mr. Greenthumb then performs the experiment and collects data. For one month, he talks animatedly to
each of the plants in Room A for 15 minutes each day, and he remains silent while in Room B. Before, during
and after this experiment, he measures and records the height of alt 30 plants.

Once the experiment is complete, Mr. Greenthumb's data analysis and interpretation of the plant measure-
ments show what happened during the month of disparate treatments. Suppose the data analysis shows the
plants in Room A grew faster than those in Room B. He uses statistical analysis to determine if the variation
in growth between the two groups falls within the normal range for these plants. Because the growth rate is

greater than would be expected in the typical plant
population, Mr. Greenthumb concludes the results
support his original hypothesis—talking to the plants
did increase their growth rate.

In light of these findings, Mr. Greenthumb sends a
report of the study to a scientific journal. Before pub-
lishing the report, the journal editors send it to sev-
eral botanists to conduct a peer review of the study’s
methodology and conclusions. They scrutinize the
study for consistent, logical arguments and for rea-
sonable findings based on the data presented. Based
on the peer review, the editors may recommend Mr.
Greenthumb collect more data or revise the report.
Once the editors are convinced Mr. Greenthumb’s
study is sound, the journal publishes the report to
be reviewed by the scientific community. This may
lead to replication or extension of Mr. Greenthumb’s
research as other scientists try to confirm his results
or to expand them in new testable hypotheses.

Common Research Techniques

Scientists can use several common research tech-
niques during the experimentation phase. Research-
ers tend to rely on the methods that best suit their
subject area. For instance, medical researchers favor
clinical trials to determine the effectiveness and
possible side effects of new medications. While these
studies are not the best for evaluating causation,
environmental scientists {requently use field or
observational studies to evaluate subjects or events in

Seven Signs of Bogus Science

Dr. Rabiert L. Park is a professor of physics at the Univer-
sity of Maryland at College Park and the former director
of public information for the American Physical Society.
He developed seven waring signs the public should
cansider as indicators of scientific claims that are out of
Bounds of ratianal scientific discourse.
1. The discoverer pitches the claim directly to the media.
2. The discoverer says a powerful establishment is
trying to suppress his or her work,
3. The seientific effect involved is always at thevery
limit of detection:
4. Evidence for a discovery is aneccotal.
5. The discoverer says a belief is credible
because it bas endured for centuries.
6. The discaverer has worked in isofation.
7. The discaverer must propose new laws of natura to
explain an observation.

Saurce: The Chronicte of Higher Education. Jan. 31, 2003. htp.//ekronle com/
articlesThe-Seven-Warning-Signs-of/ 13674
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nature. And social scientists typically collect data through case studies or surveys.

State officials should be familiar with the varicty of research techniques to recognize if a particular study
uses an approach appropriate to the subject matter, if the researcher performs the technique correctly, and
if the study’s conclusions logically follow from that technique. The chart on Page 10 highlights a few of the
most common research techniques, lists their advantages and disadvantages as tools of scientific study, and
describes some of their most common applications.

Research can be categorized into two types—basic and applied. Basic research involves theoretical or
experimental investigalion to advance scientific knowledge without an immediate practical application as
a direct objective. Colleges and universities typically perform basic research with government funding.
Applied research uses knowledge gained through theoretical or experimental investigation to make things
or creale situations that will serve a practical purpose. Typically, private companies or nonprofit organiza-
tions that are trying to solve a particular problem perform applied research. State officials can turn to basic

Few recent examples in public health provide a more campeliing example of the impats bogus science can liave than the debunked
ctaim that some components used in vaccines ean lead to increased rates of autism in yaung chitdren. Autism spectrum disordlers occur
in an estimated 1 in 68 children in the U.5. based on a 2014 survey by the Centers for Disease Controt and Prevention. [n the mid to late
195905, increased rates of autism diagnoses in children feq! researchiers ta suggest a relationship to a yet undeterminet causal link. Some
suggested a common preservative called thimerosat faund fn many vaccines contributed to the uptick in rates of autism.

The well-respected British medical journal Lancet in 1998 published a prominent study by Br. Ardrew Wakefield. The study claimed
that cambining a shat for the measles, mumps and rubella—known as MMR—into one vaccine taused weakening in the immune
and digestive systems of children and lad ta increased occurrences of autism. His study claimed a dozen “Rreviously normal” children
developed gastraintestinal problems and developmental disarders, including autism. Wakefield's study coacluded, “in most cases, gnset
of symptoms was after measies, mumps, and rubefla immunization. Further investigatiens are needed to examine this syndrome and its
passible relation to this vaccine.”

The Wakefield paper set off a public health scare in the United Kingdom and in the U.S., with parents worried the immunizations given
to their children at young ages would potentially cause developmental issues assaciated with autism. Fhe Wakefield study had one majar
flaw—it wasn't true. Critics painted out the information was incomplete and was based on a small set of cases with no controls, finked
three comman conditigns and relied on parentai recalt and their suppositions. tnvestigative Journalist Brian Deer found that Wakefield ;
altered numercus parts of the children’s medical history to hetp carroborate his findings of a new syrdrome. Deer also reported that
Wakefield had a conflict af interest in a lawsuit against manufacturers of the MMR vaccine. Furtiier, a thorough scientific review by the S
National Acarfemy of Seiences Institute of Medicine concluded, “the evidence favors rejection of a causal refaticnship between thimero-
sal-tontaining vatcines and autism.”

The damage by Wakefield's sensational claims would reverberate for years. The journal Lancet finally retracted the paper.in 2010, but
vaccine immunization levels for measles declined in the linited Kingdom and 1.S.. Measles outbreaks there and in the LIS, have been

reportet, years after thie conditicn was officialiy teclared "eliminated” by both countries. Measles is extremely contagicus, ¢ lead to
deafness and pneumania and causes more than 100,000 deaths annually; it usually is only found in the developing werld. But many
children born in the UK. and the U.5.in the late 1590s and early 20005 were never vaccinated because of autism fears and philosophicat
reasans. A July 2013 story in The Wall Street Jaurnal sums up this cautionary tale:

“When the telltale rash appeared behind Aleshia Jenkins’ ears, her grandmother knew exactly what caused it: a decision she'd made 15
years earfier.

“Ms, Jeziking was an infant in 1998, when this region of southwest Wales was a hotbed of resistance to a vaccine for measles, mimps and
ruballa. Many here refsed the vacdne for their children after a British doctor, Andrew Wakefield, suggested it might cause autism and a
ocal newspaper heavily covered the fears. Resistance continued even after the autism fink was disproved.

“The hilt has now come due,

“A measles cutbreak infected 1,219 people in southwest Wales between Novernber 2012 and early July, compared with 105 cases in afl af
Walesin 2011.

*Ona of the infected was Ms. Jenkins, whose grandmaother; her guardian, hadn't vacanated fer as a young child. | was afraid of the
autism, says the grandmother, Margaret Mugford, 63 years old. ‘It was in alt the papers and ag TV

Sources:

The (BCs Autisim and Developmental Disabilities Monitoring {ADDM) Netwark http:ifvnsvecac.govincbddd cutsm/addmhtm!

“Wakefield's article linking MMR vacaine and autism was (raudulent” BMY, 13n, 6, 201 1. http:/fenww bimf.comZcantent/342/brmy 7432

mminization Sofely Review: Vittines end Autism. The Institute of Medicine, May 14, 2004. hitp:/ v fom.edu/Regorts/ 2004 immunization-Safery-Review-Var-
cines-ang-Autism.aspx

=~ Fifteen Years After Autism Fanic, a Plague of Measles Erupls” Jeanne Whialen and Betsy McKay, The Walf Street Journal. July 19, 2013 http.#onkiae. visi.com/nesws/artcies?
SBI000142412768732330000457855545386 1252798
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research to identify potential policy problems—such as global climate change—and to applied research for
possible solutions to problems.

Assessing the Expert

Nullius in verba, the motto of one of the world’s oldest scientific associations—the Royal Society—means
literally, “take no one’s word for it.” Policymakers constantly hear from experts and organizations who
advocate a position on a bill, regulation or study. It is important to understand the abilities and perspective
of the individual(s) performing or presenting research or testimony in a hearing. To be considered a credible
source, the researcher should be qualified, either through formal training or work experience, to design and
conduct the study and to draw reasonable conclusions from it. The researcher should be well acquainted with
the subject area and the body of technical information pertaining to it; a substantial and relevant publication
record usvally indicates that expertise. Although academic or professional credentials are not necessary or
adequate to ensure thorough scientific conduct, the majority of qualified researchers in highly specialized
fields today have earned postgraduate degrees.

If a wildlife expert is speaking on the economic ramifications or implications of a decision, that person
has expertise, but only in his or her field of study. The individual may have opinions and strongly held beliefs
backed up with some pertinent facts, but that person has now strayed out of a scientific realm and into the
advocacy realm. Advocacy is integraily important to the democratic process and is a key externality that in-
fluences public policy. Advocacy, however, is not science and science is not advocacy. The data resulting from
a study or hypothesis do not change with the party in power, nor should it be tailored—omitting key facts or
advancing weak causal relationships—in order to fit a specific agenda.

Vested interest is another factor state officials should consider when gauging the credibility of a source of
scientific information. Individuals who stand to benefit—either financiaily, politically or socially—from a par-
ticular outcome may express a bias in interpreting scientific findings. Because scientists also have an interest
in maintaining their reputation in the scientific and policy communities, they have an incentive to provide
reasonable conclusions that can stand up to the scrutiny of ather scientists and parties affected by the policy
decision. To understand the perspective of the source, state officials can question the researcher’s personal or
professional reasons for asking a specific scientific question.

“An important distinction must be made: Not all studies by industry and
advocacy organizations should be dismissed simply because they come
from a certain source.”

The issues of qualifications and perspective often arise during expert testimony to legislative committees.
The objective of this critical thinking strategy is to encourage policymakers to consider and vnderstand the
perspective of witnesses and the potential variables at play. This is why the ability to evaluate the quality of
the data and whether the study design was appropriate for your questions and decisions is so important. State
officials may determine a researcher’s credentials and interests in the policy decision at hand by watching for
warnings signs and asking pertinent questions of expert witnesses as outlined below.

WARNING SIGN:
Observer Bias and Vested Interest
The source’s record of objectivity is important in determining a study’s soundness. Even unconsciously,
predispositions can shape interpretation of study results. In addition 1o questioning experts about their biases,
state officials can be more confident of a study’s objectivity if the scientific community has reviewed it.
Example: Suppose Mr. Greenthumb (from the earlier example) is promoting plants from his shop for being
of a superior quality because he talks to them on a daily basis. The conclusions he drew from his experiment
may have been biased as a result of his efforts to prove his claim and sell more plants.

WARNING SIGN:
The Presenter Released Findings Directly to the Media

‘Typically, the common practice among scientists is to delay release of a study’s findings to the public until it
has gone through the peer review process (more is available in the “Integrating the Knowledge" section of this
guide). For example, the New England Journal of Medicine's editorial policy abides by the so-called “Inglefin-
ger Rule,” which delays a media release in order to conduct peer review and provide more time to review studies
that may have minor mistakes that could be misinterpreted by the media due to their complex nature. There is,
however, a robust debate over public access and media embargos by those secking a right to know.

Example: Mr. Greenthumb decides, for either economic or personal reasons, to promote his findings that his
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experiment of talking to plants really does increase their growth rates through a press release picked up by the
local newspaper, rather than submitting his study to a journal where trained botanists could analyze his methods
and conclusions.

Questions to Ask about the Expert;
- What educational background or training does the expert have?
- What types of work has the expert done in the field?
- Does the source of the research have anything tec gain by the study’s outcome? Are there conflicts of Interest
either financially or professionally?
- Is the expert or the expert's employer concerned about implications of a policy/decision?

Assessing the Methods

Credible scientific conclusions are based on well-established research practices. The principles of the scien-
tific method provide key indicators of a sound process. For example, the study should describe the methodolo-
gy used in the experiment in a manner that enables others to repeat the test—and verily the results.

All studies and modeling work contain some type of built-in assumptions. Those assumptions are not
always causes for concern. Assumptions are justifiable by performing tests of the hypothesis in conjunction
with experimental tests that can be verified scparately. State officials should ask about underlying assump-
tions made in a study to ascertain the need for its inclusion and whether scenarios or variables considered can
withstand scrutiny in real world applications. For example, a study warning about the dangers of the very rare
cases of caffeine overdoses should include information about the ingestion levels that would warrant public
action and concern. To reach fatal levels of caffeine toxicity in the blood, which is 5 to 10 grams depending
on weight and health factors, a person would have to consume roughly 42, eight-ounce cups of coffee at one
sitting.

Standards of reference also are important when deciphering the conclusions of a scientific study. When a
researcher reports the population of an endangered species has tripled during the past five years, knowing
the original population contained five individuals rather than 500 changes the context of these findings. [f
a survey shows 80 percent of its respondents favored the return of gallows to public courtyards, it would be
helpful to know the polisters enly surveyed corrections employees.

WARNING SIGN:
Important Variables That are Overlooked or Ignored

A variable is something that changes, or a factor that may influence the outcome of an experiment. When
trying to prove one thing is related to another, researchers may overlook certain variables that may shape
the outcome. For instance, a generalization that “hungry dogs are more dangerous” ignores such important
factors as the breed of the dog or the way it has been trained. Officials should question whether the study was
controlled for other likely variables.

Example: It's possible that Rooms A and B in Mr. Greenthumb's plant experiment did not provide identical
environments for the plants. Perhaps the shop owner ignored the fact that a humidifier was located in Room
A, providing more moisture for those plants, which led to their faster growth rates.

WARNING 5IGN:
Inadequate Sample Size and Biased Sample Coltection

Studies based on an inadequate or biased sample may produce misleading conclusions. If a scientific study
examines too few subjects, its results cannot be generalized to an entire population. The size of test samples
varies according to such factors as the size of the overall population of interest. For example, a study of a rela-
tively rare form of cancer (e.g., pancreatic cancer) can be based on a much smaller sample size than a common
cancer (e.g., lung cancer). To increase the likelihood the sample accurately represents diversity in the entire
population, researchers should select their samples randomly. State officials should ask how the sample was
selected and if it compares in size 10 those of similar studies. They may need to request further explanation if
the sample composition seems biased or the sample size seems small. They also should question studies that
do not state the number of subjects studied or experiments repeated.

Example: Mr. Greenthumb only tested his hypothesis on 30 plants of his total inventory of 2,000 plants. He
may not be able to conclude reasonably that his results apply to all 2,000 of his plants based on the relatively
small sample size.



WARNING SIGN:
Lack of Helpful Standards of Reference

Percentages that are reported without good standards of reference or baseline data can be misleading.
Officials should ask what the outcomes would be for the normal or expected case if such guidelines were not
included. A clear understanding of how different the study’s outcomes were from those normally expected
can help officials interpret the findings accurately.

Example: Mr. Greenthumb's plants measured 4 inches at the beginning of the experiment. But if the type of
plant grows faster at a more mature phase, say 8 inches tall, he must take that into account. I he doesn't, he
should conclude there is little confidence his experiment produced significant findings because the fact that
the plant’s growth rate changes as it matures was not documented within the experiment.

Questions to Ask about the Methods:
- Who gathered this information?
- What specific data or studies form the basis of the researcher’s scientific conclusions?
- Have the data or studies been evaluated by other scientists? How extensive was the review?
- Have important variables been overlooked or ignored?
- Is the sample size used in the study truly representative?
- What specific hypotheses or questions did the researchers set out to test? Were steps taken to control
other effects?

Assessing the Results

Clear data analysis should explain the relationship between the results and the original hypothesis. If a study
does not include such analysis, state officials should ask questions to determine why particular steps were omitted.

A scientific study should indicate the type of relationship between variables it demonstrates either correlation
or causation. Correlation, also known as association, is an apparent connection between two variables, assumed
when they frequently occur together. For example, the observation that people ofien wear hats when they also
are wearing gloves does not mean that wearing gloves causes people Lo wear hats. The wearing of both hats and
gloves are related to another factor—cold weather. Causation is a statement of cause and effect, which means
changes in one variable directly cause a particular change in another variable, Stalements of causality often take
the form of *if, then” statements. For instance, if you touch a hot stove, then you will burn your hand.

CORRELATION: Observation that people often wear hats when also wearing gloves...

T

does not mean wearing gloves causes people to wear hats.
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“Although scientists disagree on the procedure for proving causation,
most agree the ability to show ‘A causes B’ is one of the most powerful
statements scientists can make.”

Studies that use true experiments, which control the presence of the independent variable {the hot burner)
to determine its impact on the dependent variable (the hand) seek Lo establish causal relationships, Other
studies only try to identify a correlation between variables. For example, epidemiological research, which
studies the incidence of disease in humans to control heaith problems, often identifies situations in which
variables such as poor eating habits and disease tend to occur together. State officials should make sure the
study’s conclusions agree with the degree of association the research was designed to identify.

To determine if the observed results of a study are likely be true, scientists employ a technique called
statistical significance that measures the relationship between two variables to determine if the results are
likely to occur or did so by happenstance. This mathematical measure determines if an observed difference is
occurring by chance through an expressed value. The smaller the value, the less likely the results are occur-
ring by chance and more likely the results are accurate.

Although it is tempting to skip over such technical details, policymakers should pay attention to the
statistical terms that illustrate the degree of certainty associated with scientific findings. These slatements
indicate the degree of confidence with which scientists can present their conclusions. Statistical measures
of confidence —standard deviation, standard error or confidence intervals—indicate the degree of certainty
in the study's results. For instance, confidence intervals define the range within which results must fall in
order to support the hypothesis. In some cases, state officials may be comfortable basing policy decisions
on less stringent confidence measures than those required by the scientific community. Further, a careful
consideration of abbreviations, acronyms and terms is critical when considering the proportionality of a
study's findings. For example, the difference in a common measure of toxicity in the environment—parts per
million vs. parts per billion—is enormous. One part per million of a substance in water would be equal to one
teaspoon per 1,000 gallons, while one part per billion of a substance in water would be the equivalent of one
teaspoon per 1 million gallons.

The effects of harmful and toxic substances ta the environment and public health are refated to the amaunt of exposure or dose. Some
chemicals can cause toxicity even at very small levels, but it is criticatly important to understand how thase doses are described and relate
1o one another compared to the substances we are exposed to every day. Mast interactions we have with chemicals are notin a pure form;
usually, it’s through the air we breathe, the food we eat and the water we use.

The overall amaunt of a toxin in a given substance is refersed to as its concentration. To determine a chemical’s cancentration for a lake,
for example, a scientist takes a small water sample that can be cempared in a relative term with the lake's total velume. Those are usually
expressed as parts per milfion, ar pprm, parts per billion, or ppb, and parts per trillion, o ppt. Below is an anaogous chart showing what
these amaunts would demonstrate in time, morey, distance and weight.

S Y ppm ki, [ BT ALAVRREN ppb K SRS | 1ppt

1 teaspean per 1 billion gallons of water
11nch of 657.6 trips around the equator
e 0

Source: “What is the Significance af 2 Part Per Million?” Frederick M. Fishel and Mark Massler, University of Horida Institute of Foad and Agricultural Stiences
{1013). hetp:tfedss. ifes vl edu/pil s




WARNING SIGN:
Correlation Confused with Cause and Effect

Even if two events occur together, one may not be the actual cause of the other. Both may be refated to
another factor that is the true cause. If a study or expert does not clearly establish an intended cause-and-
effect relationship, officials should ask questions 1o determine if the evidence has confused corrclation with
causation.

Example: A study finds the number of drowning deaths in the U.S. increases with amount of domestic
ice cream sales. The author suggests the consumption of ice cream causes drowning and recommends con-
sumption be curtailed. In this case, the author did not account for seasonal and temperature changes where
consumers buy more ice cream in warmer weather, which also happens to correspond with vacation season
and more trips to the beach or pool. Another useful example illustrating the confusion of correlation with
causation would be a report issued by a group tracking the rates of autism diagnoses and increased sales af
organic food. Both have increased substantially from the late 1990s through 2011, almost on the same exact
linear curve, yet the information is completely coincidental and insignificant.

WARNING SIGN:
Conclusions Based on Personal Stories or Anecdotal Evidence

People often draw incorrect conclusions from personal stories, especially when they are presented in a fa-
miliar or appealing way. Although many public speaking courses emphasize the importance of personalizing
a speech or debate 1o make it more convincing, personal stories or testimonials cannot be applied universally.
Officials should be sure they draw conclusions from well-designed scientific studies, rather than from anec-
dotal information.

Example: Suppose Mr. Greenthumb was particularly fond of a large plant he enjoyed talking to, and he
strongly believed the plant responded to his voice by growing. His marketing claim then would be based on
anecdotal evidence, with no scientific proof to support his assertions.

WARNING SIGN:
Statements of Certainty

Though based on the best evidence available at the time, scientific statements cannot be 100 percent
certain. Thus, conscientious scientific communicators rarely use absolute terms such as atways, only or never,
Instead, they explain the study’s limitations—such as which unmeasured variables may have influenced the
results—and communicate the degree of certainty in their findings—statisticai measures of confidence. When
considering whether results are meaningful, state officials can examine and seek clarification on such mea-
sures to discern the level of statistical significance.

Example: Suppose a sign outside Mr. Greenthumb's store proclaims, “The Fastest-Growing Plants in the
Business—They Thrive on Conversation!” The absolute term, fastest, should serve as a signal for the need to
question and examine his evidence.

Questions to Ask about the Results:
- Has the research been reviewed by other scientists and interested parties? How extensively?
- What are the underlying systematic uncertainties?
- Were conclusions based on personal stories/anecdotal evidence?
. Do the results demonstrate causality rather than correlation? Are the results statistically significant?
- Are statistics adequately explained? If not, ask for a practical explanation.
- What degree of uncertainty surrounds the results?
. To whom or for what do the results apply? Can they be extrapolated to the general population?
. Do the conclusions logically follow from the scientific results?
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INTEGRATING THE KNOWLEDGE

Once a policymaker has gathered technical information and questioned experts, the final step in the deci-
sion-making process is integrating individual pieces of knowledge into a coherent plan of action. Helpful ways
1o refine that process include a robust peer review process, the utilization of risk assessments and the concept
of adaptive management.

Peer Review

According to the Environmental Protection Agency's Peer Review Handbook, “Peer review is a document-
ed critical review of a specific Agency’s scientific and/or technical work product. Peer review is conducted
by qualified individuals (or organizations) who are independent of those who performed the work, and who
are collectively equivalent in technical expertise (i.e., peers) to those who performed the original work, Peer
review is conducted 1o ensure that activities are technically supportable, competently performed, properly
documented, and consistent with established quality criteria.”

During this process, other scientists assess such qualities as the relevance, accuracy and reliability of the
study. Peer review typically is required for accepting publishable articles, awarding grants and approving
tenure. Although it is not always perfect and cannot guarantee fraud or error will be uncovered, peer review
is traditionally the best mechanism many scientific journals and funding agencies have to avoid publishing or
financing poor quality research,

Publication of scientific findings often follows peer review and is an integral component of research, as
it further distributes the findings to those in the scientific community, enabling them to assess, correct and
develop the research results. Once a study is published, further response is likely, and state officials can use
this as additional evidence.

Traditiona! review periods for publication in scientific journals may be up to two years or longer, depending
on the prestige of the journal and competition levels within the discipline. Online publishing has greatly
accelerated these timelines to allow for greater access by the scientific community, which then can analyze
findings. When studies are released without peer review to a news-hungry press, researchers may have to re-
tract their findings if other scientists find fault with their study. The consequences of scientifically unsupport-
ed decisions creates lasting misperceptions—as the earlier case study of the autism/vaccine illustrated—chat
may be difficult to reverse.

Several practical limitations on peer review and publication may explain why some sound studies do not
meet these standards. For instance, proprietary research data, such as studies conducted by and for federal
regulatory agencies or by private companies, are unavailable to the general public for peer review. Such stud-
ies are usually undertaken by industry, in some cases for the government, and held as confidential business
information. Additionally, Internet publishing presents a relatively new dilemma for adequate peer review.
Some scientific journals are beginning to publish articles almost instantaneously, with continual review
following publication.

Risk

Risk is an inherent part of everyday life; it can be defined as the potential for harm for humans or the things
they value, Scientists have developed a process for dealing with uncertainties to quantify the risk and poten-
tial damage or harm to public health, the environment, consumer products, infectious diseases, and on and
on. This process is conducted through a risk assessment that characterizes and measures the magnitude and
nature of potential threats.

Publications and Typical Peer Review

Prafessional journals: usially peer-reviewed; ane ta threa years te publication; contain technical jargon.
Conference proceedings: usually no peer review; six to eight manths to publication; contain technical jargan.
Textbooks: neer review level varies; average one year to publication; may contain defined techinical jargon.

Newspapers and popular magazines: typically no peer review by sdentific community; days to weeks for publication; seldom contain
tecdinical jargon.

Cansensus confererce or scientific review panels: convenad 1 address spedific tagics and reach conclusions abaut the state of the science;
one to two years with various cutlets for pubilication:

Source: "ling Scientific Input in Paficy and Dedsien Maling.” Paul ¥, Adams and Anne B. Hzirston, Oregen State Uriversity, August 1995.




"T'he concept of risk assessments has been around for many years and is used in a variety of applications
with distinct fields of specialization by professionals. The first formal attempt to characlerize risk assessments
was undertaken by the National Academy of Sciences and the National Research Council in 1983 with the
publication of its first Redbook. In 1994, the National Academy of Sciences further refined its original intent
of charactering risk assessments by defining it as:

*... The integration of information from the first three steps of the risk assessment process, as defined in the

1983 NAS ‘Redbook,’ to develop a qualitative estimate of the likelihood that any of the hazards associated

with the agent of concern will be realized in exposed people. This is the step in which risk assessment resulis

are expressed. Risk characterization should also include a full discussion of the uncertainties associated with the
estimates of risk.”

Risk assessment conducted by the Environmental Protection Agency for both environmental and public health
concerns are conducted in basically the same five-step process.

» Step I—Planning and scoping. Who/what/where is at risk? What are the hazards of concern? Where do they
come from? How does exposure occur? What populations are impacted? What are the health effects? What
duration of exposure will cause a harmful effect? What are the lifetime effects from exposure?

» Step 2—Hazard identification examines whether a stressor has the potential to cause harm to humans and/or
ecological systems, and if so, under what circumstances.

» Step 3—Dose response assessmenl examines the numerical relationship between exposure and effects.

» Step 4—Exposure assessment examines what is known about the {requency, timing and levels of contact with a
stressor.

» Step 5—Risk characterization examines how well the data support conclusions about the nature and extent of
the risk from exposure to environmental stressors,

State officials must understand the distinction between a risk assessment, which caleulates the hazard
and its consequences, and risk management, which is a process that decides if and how a hazard should be
addressed. The risk management process inherently involves policy decisions and external forces, such as
public input, to ultimately determine acceptable risk levels. Part of that challenge for policymakers is artic-
ulating the potential risks to the environment and public health. Scientists and technical professionals often
perceive risk differently than the average person who likely is unfamiliar with conflicting interpretations of
data, jargon-laced language, and the absence of absolute answers that often accompany risk assessmenis and
studies. Stale officials can help in this process by focusing their communication efforts in three main areas: what
is known, what is not known and what can be done to address concerns.

One potential direction that could tie the disparate areas of risk assessment, risk management and risk com-
munication together is a set of guiding principles first developed in 1995 by a federal interagency working group

1. Issue identification: identify the health, enviranmental, secial, ecanomic, cultural, legal, political and other issues that will be
tonsidered in 2eveloping the management strategy.

2. Goal-setting: estatlish heaith or ecalogical geals that broadly incorporate issues and concerns raised during the issue identificatian
process.

3. Management options development: devise a range of possible risk managerent strategies that consider the issues and concems
identified in the first step.

4. Data compilation and analysis: identify, collect and analyze relevant data an the sclentific, technical, aconemic, sodial, cultural, legal
and political aspects of the ootions.

5. Option selection: decide on 8 preferred management strateqgy, scaled to the risk under consideration and based as analytical review
of tha data and input from those involved,

5, Dacision implementation: initfate hazard control/remediation and/or expasure reduction activities designed te implement the
preferred management strateqy.

7. Tracking and evaliration; col'ect and analyze monitoring and assessment information and compare against baseline data and target
outcomes develaped during previovs steps.

Source:"A Multi-Stakehokler Framework for Ecoiogical Risk Management: Summary.” R, Bachmar. SETAC Techical Workshap, Sadiety of Envircnmental Toxicolagy and
Chemistry, 1998.
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led by the Office of Management and Budget and the Office of Science and Technology Policy. The agencies
reaffirmed those basic principles in 2007 to guide policymakers in assessing, managing and communicating
policies to address eavironmental, health and safety risks. Risk analysis was just one very important tool that
needed to “retain sufficient flexibility to incorperate scientific advances.” The principles are as follows:

Risk Assessments

» Agencies should employ the best reasonably obtainable scientific information to assess risks to health, safety
and the environment.

» Characterizations of risks and of changes in the nature or magnitude of risks should be both qualitative
and quantitative, as well as consistent with available data. The characterizations should be broad enough to
inform the range of policies to reduce risks.

» Judgments used in developing a risk assessment—such as assumptions, defaults and uncertainties —should
be stated explicitly. The rationale for these judgments and their influence on the risk assessment should be
articulated.

» Risk assessments should encompass all appropriate hazards. {n addition to considering the full population
at risk, the assessment should direct attention to subpopulations that may be particularly susceptible to such
risks andfor may be more highly exposed.

» Peer review of risk assessments can ensure the highest professional standards are maintained. Therefore,
agencies should develop policies to maximize its use.

» Agencies should strive to adopt consistent approaches to evaluating the risks posed by hazardous agents or
events,

Joint Fact Finding: A Case Study

The Bay Delta sits at the juncture of the Sacramento and San Jaaguin rivers at the mouth of San Francisca Bay. It represents the
larqest estuary on the West Coast of North and South America. The delta supparts a variety of plants, migratory tirds, endangered fish
species and many other animals. It also supplies water for agricuiture, the high-tech industry and 22 millian California residents.

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program, a unique ccllaboration among 25 state and federal agencies, was treated in 1995 via a
negotiated agreement among state and federal governments and various stakeholders. It was charged with identifying options
ta impreve agricultural water use efficiency wihile restoring the ecosystem, particularly in the face of chronic droughts. Initial at=
tempts 10 agdress this complex set of issues were unsuccessful, in large part because of disagreement over scientific and technical
information. Facing a critical deadline in 1998, CALFED hired an impartial public policy mediator to help design and facilitate a
more effective process. .

The mediator convened the [ndegendent Review Fanel on Agricultural Water Conservation. [tincluded five nationally recognized
scientists with expertise in conservation, hydralagy, hydraulics and aquatic ecalogy. The panet also included technical advisers aligned
with various siakehatder groups. Before assembiing the panel, the mediator worked closely with stakehalders, decision-makers and
experts through one-on-one conversaticns, meetings with like-minded interests and a ope-day public scoping meeting, to identify
what was known, what was not known and what informatian was needed to make an informed decision.

The expert panel convened for two and a half days at the end of 1998. The deliberations sugceeded in identifying and narrowing
the areas of scientific uncertainty and disagreement and producing new infarmation that explained causal refationships relevant to
managing the resource, The pane! generated 4 revised approach to water canservation that relied on incentives and objectives rather
than best management practices. The panel alsq identified areas in need of further data collection and analysis.

The mediator drafted 3 single-text document summarizing the panel’s findings with input from all panelists. The regort became a
squrce for onqoing deliberatfans and was ceitical in formulating CALFED's Water Use Efficiency Program, which was accepled by a wide
range of stakehalders and policymakers.

This case demonstrates severat key components of joint fact-finding. Facilitated by an impartial inediatar, the process resulted in
the copraduction of palicy-relevant, technical information accepted by a range of stakehlders—an outcame many believed would
be impassible after the failure of initial attempts to address agricultura! water use. Stakeholder involvement during the scoping and
selection process, transparency of the panel’s deliberations and preduction of asingle text of recommendations alf cantrinuted to the
salience and credibility of the panel’s findings. .

Source:Sustainabie Water and Environimental Management in the Clifarnia Bay-Delta” National Research Countil. The National Acadermies Press, 2012.




Risk Management

» [n making significant risk management decisions, agencies should analyze the distribution of the risks and
the benefits and costs—direct and indirect, quantifiable and nonquantifiable —associated with the selection or
implementation of risk management stratepies.

» In choosing among alternative approaches to reducing risk, agencies should seek to offer the greatest net
improvement in total societal welfare, accounting for a broad range of relevant social and economic consider-
ations, such as equity, quality of life, individual preferences, and the magnitude and distribution of benefits and
costs—direct and indirect, quantifiable and nonquantifiable.

Risk Communication

» Risk communication should involve the open, two-way exchange of information between professionals,
including policymakers, experts in relevant disciplines and the public.

» Risk management goals should be stated clearly, and risk assessments and risk management decisions should
be communicated accurately and objectively in a meaningful manner.

» To maximize public understanding, explain the basis for significant assumptions, data, models and inferences
used or relied upon in the assessment or decision; describe the sources, extent and magnitude of significant
uncertainties associated with the assessment or decision; make appropriate risk comparisons, taking into
account, public attitudes with respect to voluntary versus involuntary risk; and provide timely, public access to
relevant supporting documents and a reasonable opportunity for public comment.

Adaptive Management

Adaptive management is another important strategy to make informed choices and resolve disputes over sci-
entific and technical information, According to Kai Lee, one of the founders of this strategy, adaptive manage-
ment is a process of making public decisions using the best information, monitoring the results, learning from
experience and adapting future policy prescriptions appropriately. It is based on the premise that uncertainty is
a given—social, economic and environmental values change, landscapes evolve and unanticipated consequences
accur. This does not mean decisions should be postponed until more complete information is available. It
means policymakers should learn by doing and should create an expectation of learning from experience as the
decision-making process unfolds,

Principles to Resolve Science-intensive Disputes

The following four principles have praved to improve public Let science be science, and don't cenfuse it with policy—Sci-
detisions charatterized by contasted sclence. ence is needed to inform palicy, but the choice of what mforma-
tian ta collect and why is almost always shaped to some degree
by sameane’s values and priorities. [n each case, it is critical ta
clarify wha set the underlying assumptiens and whether pali-
cyrmakers and stakahalders helped shaged the questicns being
researched. Too aften, leaders fook ta scientific information that
was gathiered for ather reasans. Too often, alsa, we 2ok to science
for answers it doesn't have; science cannot teil policymakers what
tradeaffs to make or how much risk to accept. Though theres no
requirement {or scientific certainty, palicymakers should be wary

of setting policy before the science is clear enougi to inform
Focus on decision-relevant information—The problems that sound policy decisions.

confront politymakers damor for good informatian: But irs some
{ases, different advocates may be shauting so loudly about their
own data that they can't hear each ather, Once the partitipants
have agreed an the questions, they also need to discuss and agree
on what information is needed to answer those questions, With
that as a faundation, people often are better able to review ex-
isting information, determine what they agree on and facus any
further data callection or analysis on filling agreed-upen gaps.

Clarify the questians jointly before gathering more data—
Too often, we find ourselves in disputes where data exists but
people still feel their questians aren't being answerad. One prob-
lem may be that peogle are not yet clear about what questions
thiey care about:The keyis to gather experts, decision-makers asd
stakeholders and have them determine jointty which questions
are part of the scope of the discussion. Bacause different peaple
may see the questions differently, this often means seeking an-
swers tp questions of importance to each individual in the graup.

Leam together— Decision-makers and advocates should view
the policymaking process as ane of inquity—clatify quastions,
ask what informaticn is needed, identify what informatian exists
and what is needed, create a process for data collection and
analysis, decide who will conduzt the studtes, and [earn frgm the
results. This process of callaborative inquiry does not reed to be
burdensome, but it does need ta be intentioral. 1t may require
3s fittle as a few meetings or workshops or it could require the
investment in a jeint technical warking croup.

Sources:

*A Dalogue, Mot a Diatribe: Effective {nteqration of Scierice and Policy Through Joint Fact Finding” Herman A. Kail, et al. £nvironment, 2007, p. 29.

*Building Trust: When Knowdedge from Here Meets Knawledge From Away.’ Peter 5. Adler and Juliana . Birkholf, The National Palicy Eonsensus Center. frp./Aviw.
policyconsensus.arg/publicationsieparts/dors/BuitdingIrust pof
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WARNING SIGN:

Peer review and publication are helpful tools for verifying scientific findings. Once a study has survived the
serutiny of peers in the scientific field, nonscientists can be more confident of its soundness. Since publication
leads to further peer review, it is often more difficult to assess the technical quality of findings that are so recent
they have not been published. State officials should ask for documentation of peer review or for the published
study. If neither is available, offigials can question the expert to determine if there are satisfactory reasons, such
as protecting proprictary information, the scientific community has not reviewed the study.

Example: Mr. Greenthumb's findings have not been reviewed or tested by any other botanists for accuracy
of his methods or conclusions. 1f the warning signs outlined indeed applied to his study, the scientific commu-
nity should have questioned Mr. Greenthumb's study, perhaps opposing its publication. Without peer review
and publication, a nonscientist must judge Mr. Greenthumb’s claims without the expertise of the scientific
community.

Questions to Ask about Integrating the Knowiedge:

- Have the study resuits been published? If yes, was it in a journal that requires peer review prior to
publication? Have any scientific peer review panels considerad the study results?

- Is there a consensus about the key findings of the studies? What are the areas of agreement/disagreement?

- Do other scientists share the researcher's views? Who doesn’t and why?

- Have the results been repeated, confirmed or supported by other studies?

- What are your views on the practical applications of this scientific knowledge/decision?

- Is the timeliness of the study relevant to today’s issues?

- What are the consequences/implications of action or inaction, including risks? Is there a balanced approach?
Why or why not?

Adaptive Management

Althaugh its raots extend into many disciptines, adaptive management’s broad features are based on research cenducted by ecological
scientists in the early and mid-1970s. The concept gained greater cuzrency in U.S. federal water and science agencies during the 1990s.
Current federal law mandates the Flerida Everglades restoration project be managed under an adaptive management rubric, the fed-
eral science and management pragram for the Colorado River belaw Glen Canyan Dam is framed by adaptive management priaciples,
and the 11.5. Army Corps of Engineers is promoting the concept as a guiding principle in managing the Missouri River dam and reservoir
system:

Adaptive management is interdisciplinary, has astreng theoretital component and represents a departure from traditional management
approaches i many ways. The adaptive management paradigm views management actions as flexible and amenabie to adiustments,
emphasizes careful monitoring of econemic and envirgnmernital outcomes of management actions. it also seeks to engage stakeholders in a
collaborative feaming-while-doing process. dther differences are:

Traditional Management
Seek precise prediction
Build prediction from detailed understanding
Promote scientific cansensus
Minimize tonflict among actors
Emphasize short-term objectives
Presume certainty in seeking best action
Seek productive equilibrivm
Public pravidas input in pre-project discreet events
Public interest is perceived as aggregate

Soutce: (ompass and Gyrascope: Integrating Sclence and Palitics for the Environment. Kaa N. Lee, lsland Press, 1993, pp. 243.




Conclusion

Science informs just one part, albeit a critically important one, of the policymaking process; it is not a
policy itself. Sometimes there simply is no clear-cut answer scieace can provide to determine consensus. One
tool utilized by practitioners in the energy and natural resource policy arena is joint fact finding, where an
agency or group of agencies will act as a convener and final decision-maker. Its mission, however, is to engage
stakeholders and nongovernmental participants in a formal discourse meant to resolve issues using quality
and verifiable science. Ultimately, the choices made in resolving complex technical issues reside in a leader’s
ability o collaborate, dialogue and engage —no easy task in today’s hypercharged political environment. This
guide is intended to help make that process less daunting and facilitate better outcomes that could be applied
across a host of policy discussions.

Risk Management Model

T T +“— Problem Formulation and Scoping “—

the risk assessor and
the risk manager
(Ptanning)
Risk Assessment Data Gathering

Hazard Dose Response Verification

Identification Assessment Monitoring
Discussion between
the risk assessor and
the risk manager

{Resuits) Exposure Assessment

" e

Risk Management

Risk Communication

Sources:

*A Multi-Stakehalder Framewonk for Ecological Risk Management: Summary.” R. Bachman. SETAC Techaical Workshap, Society of Envirenmental Toxicology and
Chemistry, 1998.

U S, Fviramental Pratection Agency Risk (haracrerization Hondbook. December 2000, p. 5-7 http:r/www.eoa.qov/spe/pdfs/mhandbk pal
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GLOSSARY

Alpha Level A level set to determine significance in research experiments. The set alpha level
represenis the probability (in 100) that the results could be due to chance. Most alpha levels range
between 0.05 and 0.10 (5 percent to 10 percent). When a significant result is achieved at the 0.05 alpha
level, there is a 5 percent chance that results were due to a chance occurrence and were not due to the
experimental effect. See also statistical significance.

Baseline A preliminary measurement of behavior, health or mechanisms before experimental
manipulation.

Bias An inclination that inappropriately influences a researcher’s judgment. Also, a systematic error
introduced into sampling or testing by selecting or encouraging one outcome or answer over others.

Carcinogen A substance or agent that produces or incites cancer.
Cohort A group of individuals having a common statistical factor in 2 demographic study.

Confidence Interval An estimated range of values that is likely to include an unknown population
parameter, with the estimated range being calculated from a given set of sample data. For example,
if a survey has a margin of error of plus or minus 4 percent at the 95 percent leve! of confidence, then
in 95 out of 100 samples like the one used in the survey, the results obtained should be no more than
4 percentage points above or below the figure that would be obtained by interviewing the entire
population being sampled. The width of the confidence interval gives some idea about how uncertain
the researcher is about the unknown parameter. Confidence intervals are typically set at 95 percent (a
10 percent range), but they could be set at wider or smaller widths, such as 90 percent or 99.9 percent.
See also margin of error, parameter.

Conjecture Inference from defective or presumptive evidence.

Cost-benefit Analysis A formal quantitative procedure comparing costs and benefits of a proposed
project or act under a sel of pre-established rules. To maximize absolute return given limited resources,
benefits-costs is the appropriate form.

Data Numbers or measurements that are collected as a result of observations or experiments.
Deduction Formulation of particular conclusions from general or universal premises,

Dose-response A correlation between a quantified exposure (dose) and the proportion of a population
that demonstrates a specific effect (response).

Ecolegical Impact The total effect of an environmental change, natural or man-made, on the
community of living things.

Ecological Significance When a change that is detected or projected in the ecological system or its
individual components of concern is a change of importance to the structure, function or health of the
system and the change exceeds the context of natural variability.

Extrapolation In risk assessment, this process entails assuming a biologic fact based on observable
responses and developing a mathematical model to describe the fact. The model may then be used to
extrapolate to response levels that cannot be directly observed.

Falsification In research terms, refers to changing or misrepresenting dala or experiments or
credentials.

Geographic Information System {GIS) A computer based system for the capture, storage, retrieval,
manipulation, analysis and display of geographic information. The number and type of applications
and analyses that can be performed by a GIS are as large and diverse as the available geographic data
sets,

induction Reasoning from specific observations and experiments to more general hypotheses and
theories.

In Vitro Laboratory experiments on cells or tissue samples,
In Vive Laboratory experiments on small living animal subjects.

Latency Period The period of time from exposure 10 an agent to the onset of a health effect.



Longitudinal Studies A long-term study that repeatedly samples the same study group over an
extensive period of time, with some lasting several generations. Most often conducted to measure long-
term effects or to detect changes those researchers believe take time to manifest.

Lowest Observable Effect Level {LOEL) The smallest dose that causes any detectable effect; one of the
threshold levels of exposure when measuring the effects of non-carcinogens.

Margin of Error A measurement of the accuracy of the results of a survey. For example, a margin of
error of plus or minus 3.5 percent (+/- 3%) means that there is a 95 percent chance that the responses
of the target population as a whole would fall somewhere between 3.5 percent more or 3.5 percent less
than the responses of the sample (a 7 percent spread).

Mean The sum of scores or values of a variable divided by their number.

No-Observed-Adverse-Effect Level (NOAEL) The dose at or below which no harmful effects are
detected; one of the threshold levels of exposure when measuring the effects of non-carcinogens.

No-Observed-Effect Leved (NOEL} The dose at or below which no biological effects of any type are
detected; one of the threshold levels of exposure when measuring the effects of non-carcinogens,

Normal Distribution Maps the range of results or scores along a “normal” or average continuum; most
often associated with IQ scores in conjunction with the standard deviation. See also standard deviation.

Null Hypothesis The expectation in every study that is tested against. The null hypothesis typically
states that the independent variable will have no discernible effect on the dependent variable when
compared to chance.

Parameter A value summarizing a measurable characteristic of a population. The population’s mean is
a commonly used parameter. See also mean.

Population A complete set of individuals, objects or measurements having some common observable
characteristic {e.g., all babies born in a given year). A population may include a theoretical set of
potential observations (e.g., all babies regardless of when they were born or will be born).

Population at Risk A limited population that may be unique for a specific dose-response relationship.

Random Sample A subset of a population selected in such a way that each member of the population
has an equal opportunity to be selected. The goal is that the sample accurately reflect all the
characteristics of the population from which it was drawn so that inferences about that population can
be made from the sample.

Replication Practice by which studies are substantiated by being repeated in other laboratories. A
fail-safe method that adds credibility to a study if supporting daia are found or refutes the study if its
results are not supported.

Social Science The study of human affairs at the level of the intact organism. Fields of social science
include psychology, scciology and political science.

Standard Deviation The average deviation from a given mean, indicating how closely various samples
come to the mean. See also mean,

Standard Error An estimate of the standard deviation of sample means, based on the data from one or
more random samples. The smaller the standard error for a particular data set, the more precise the
estimates will become, which means that increasing the sample size is one way to increase the precision
of statistical decisions.

Statistical Significance A finding (e.g., the observed difference between the means of two random
samples) is described as statistically significant when it can be demonstrated that the probability of
obtaining such a dilference by chance alone is relatively low. Common significance levels are (.05 and
0.01. See also alpha level.

True Experiment A study in which the independent variable is under the control of the experimenter.

Valid Mcasurement of whether a scientific study is well grounded and justifiable. Valid studies measure
and reach conclusions on the variables studied.

Variable A characteristic or phenomenon that may take on different values.
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BENEFITS of Optimally Fluoridated Water:

Optimally fluoridated water (fluoridated) is:
1.Safe: It causes no adverse health effects in anyone at optimal levels.

2.Effective: It provides 25% or greater cavity reductions over a person’s lifetime simply by
drinking the water. It requires no change in a person’s behavior to impart its benefits.

3.Cost Saving: it’s cheap and cost effective. For every $1 spent on water fluoridation, $38
in dental treatment costs are avoided.

4.Most important of all, fluoridated water reduces not only the number of cavities that a
person will get, but also the severity of those cavities. Along with this reduction in
number and severity of cores less pain and suffering that those cavities cause.

5.1t is legal. No court of last resort in the U.S. has ever found fluoridation to be unlawful.

Most recent court decision dismissed:

Foli v. Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
hup:/Quidiaw.org/caselaw/loli-v-metropolitan-water-district-southern-

Charges were:

. Mass medication using an Unapproved Drug, hydofluorosilicic
acid, via the water system to deliver it

. Violation of Constitutional Rights and Private Rights

. Violation of Informed Consent

. Violation of Safe Water Drinking Act

Abstract:

Plaintiffs brought a claim challenging the addition of HFSA to the water
supply under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the California Business & Professions
Code for declaratory and injunctive relief. The court held that § 1983 and
the California Business & Professions Code cannot be used as a means to
enforce the Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, noting that the FDCA does not
provide for a private right of action. The Plaintiffs alleged the claims of
unlawful business practice, unfair business competition, and fraudulent
business practice under the California Business & Professions Code.
Specifically, the court noted that the Plaintiff cannot pursue their FDCA



claim by "recasting the action as one for unfair competition.” The court
dismissed the complaint without prejudice.

CURRENT ANTI-FLUORIDATION TACTICS:

"Current anti-fluoridation tactics have focused on additives used to fluoridate water supplies.
There is no credible evidence to support the notion that the additives are unsafe. In the past,
tactics have focused on studies that purported to show that fluoridation was Jinked to cancer and
myriad other health problems.*® However, such assertions were based on improper science, and
numerous subsequent studies found no association between fluoridation and cancer.>®’

Water Fluoridation and the Environment: Current Perspective in the United States, Pollick,
Howard F., Int J Occup Environ Health, 2004;10:343-350
http://www.cde gov/fluoridation/pdf/pollick.pdt

Additional References:

When public action undermines public health: A critical examination of antifluoridationist
literature, Armfield, Jason M., Aust New Zealand Health Policy 2007; 4: 25
http://www.nebi.nlm.nih.cov/pme/articles/PMC2222595/

The Anti-Fluoridationist Threat to Public Health, Dodes, J. E., Easley, M.W., Institute for Science in
Medicine, White Paper, April 2012
http://www.scienceinmedicine.org/policy/papers/AntiFluoridationist.pdf




Statements From Ten Leading Health Authorities Regarding
Community Water Fluoridation:

American Dental Association (ADA)

“The Association endorses community water fluoridation as a safe, beneficial and cost-effective
public health measure for preventing dental caries. This support has been the Association’s
policy since 1950.”

--ADA Operational Policies and Recommendations Regarding Community Water Fluoridation
(Trans.1997:673).

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

“During the 20™ century, the health and life expectancy of persons residing in the United States
improved dramatically. To highlight these advances, MMWR will profile 10 public health
achievements in a series of reports published through December 1999 (Fluoridation of drinking
water was chosen as one of these achievements and profiled in the October 22, 1999 MMWR).
Fluoridation safely and inexpensively benefits both children and adults by effectively preventing
tooth decay, regardless of socioeconomic status or access to care. Fluoridation has played an
important role in the reductions in tooth decay (40%-70% in children) and of tooth loss in adults
(40%-60%).”

--CDC, Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report. “Ten Great Public Health Achievements-
United States 1900-1999” April 1999.

American Medical Association (AMA)

“The AMA recognizes the important public health benefits of drinking properly fluoridated
water and encourages its member physicians and medical societies to work with local and state
health departments, dental societies, and concerned citizens to assure the optimal fluoridation of
community drinking water supplies.”

--AMA Letter to the American Dental Association, March 10, 1995.

American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP)

“Water fluoridation is a community-based intervention that optimizes the level of fluoride in
drinking water, resulting in preeruptive and posteruptive protection of the teeth. Water
fluoridation is a cost-effective means of preventing dental caries, with the lifetime cost per
person equaling less than the cost of | dental restoration. In short, fluoridated water is the
cheapest and most effective way to deliver anticaries benefits to communities.”

--AAP Policy Statement Preventive Oral Health Intervention for Pediatricians. Pediatrics
2008;122:1387-1394

U.S. Surgeon General

“A significant advantage of water fluoridation is that all residents of a community can enjoy its
protective benefit — at home, work, school or play — simply by drinking fluoridated water or
beverages and foods prepared with it....Water fluoridation is a powerful strategy in our efforts to
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eliminate differences in health among people and is consistent with my emphasis on the
importance of prevention...Fluoridation is the single most effective public health measure to
prevent tooth decay and improve oral health over a lifetime, for both children and adults.

While we can be pleased with what has already been accomplished, it is clear that there is much
yet to be done. Policymakers, community leaders, private industry, health professionals, the
media, and the public should affirm that oral health is essential to general health and well being
and take action to make ourselves, our families, and our communities healthier. I join previous
Surgeons General in acknowledging the continuing public health role for community water
fluoridation in enhancing the oral health of all Americans.”

-- Surgeon General Richard H. Carmona, Statement on Community Water Fluoridation, July 28,
2004. Association of State and Territorial Dental Directors

“The Association of State and Territorial Dental Directors (ASTDD) fully supports and

endorses community water fluoridation {maintaining optimal fluoride levels between 0.7 and 1.2
parts per million) in all public water systems throughout the United States.”

--Community Water Fluoridation Policy Statement. Association of State and Territorial Dental
Directors (ASTDD) Adopted: Apri! 18, 2009.

American Association of Public Health Dentistry (AAPHD)
“ BEIT RESOLVED THAT THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH

DENTISTRY:

I.Reaffirms its support for the continuation and expansion of community water fluoridation;
and

2.Encourages its members and constituents to be well informed about and to continue to
support optimal fluoridation, and to help develop national and regional coalitions in
support of fluoridation; and

3.Commends communities and states that are providing access to optimal levels of fluoride
in the drinking water and encourages them to continue to fluoridate and to monitor the
process, and participate in national monitoring activities;...”
--Adopted by the Assembly of AAPHD members, October 16, 1992. J Pub Health Dent
1993;53(1):59-60.

American Public Health Association (APHA)

“...Therefore be it resolved that APHA—

» Reiterates its strong endorsement and recommendation for the fluoridation of all community
water systems as a safe and effective public health measure for the prevention of tooth decay;...”
--APHA Policy Statement: Community Water Fluoridation in the United States (Policy Number
20087) Adopted 10/28/08

National Institute of Dental & Craniofacial Research (NIDCR)

“The National Institute of Dental and Craniofacial Research continues to support water
fluoridation as a safe and effective method of preventing tooth decay in people of all ages.
Community water fluoridation is a public health effort that benefits millions of Americans. For
more than half a century, water fluoridation has helped improve the quality of life in the U.S.
through reduced pain and suffering related to tooth decay, reduced tooth loss, reduced time lost
from school and work, and less money spent on dental care.”



--NIDCR: Statement on Water Fluoridation, June 2000.

World Health Organization (WHQO)

“Most recently, efforts have been made to summarize the extensive database (on fluorides)
through systematic reviews. Such reviews conclude that water fluoridation and use of fluoride
toothpastes and mouthrinses significantly reduce the prevalence of dental caries....Water
fluoridation, where technically feasible and culturally acceptable, has substantial advantages in
public health...”

--WHO Effective use of fluorides for the prevention of dental caries in the 21 century; the
WHO approach.” Community Dentistry and Oral Epidemiology 2004;32:319-21

International Association of Dental Research (IADR)

“The International Association for Dental Research (IADR), considering that dental caries (tooth
decay) ranks among the most prevalent chronic diseases worldwide; and recognizing that the
consequences of tooth decay include pain, suffering, infection, tooth loss, and the subsequent
need for costly restorative treatment; and taking into account that over 50 years of research have
clearly demonstrated its efficacy and safety; and noting that numerous national and international
health-related organizations endorse fluoridation of water supplies; fully endorses and strongly
recommends the practice of water fluoridation for improving the oral health of nations.”

--IADR Policy Statement Fluoridation of Water Supplies (Adopted 1979, Updated 1999).

http:/fwww.ada.org/~/media/ADA/Advocacy/Files/fluoridation statement ten authorities.ashx




Fluoridation is Recognized by more than 100 Organizations:

The American Dental Association (ADA) as well as the U.S. Public Health Service, the
American Medical Association, the World Health Organization and more than 125 national and
international organizations recognize the public health benefits of water fluoridation.

National and International Organizations That Recognize the Public Health
Benefits of Community Water Fluoridation for Preventing Dental Decay

Academy of Dentistry International

Academy of General Dentistry

Academy for Sports Dentistry

Alzheimer’s Association

America’s Health Insurance Plans

American Academy of Family Physicians

American Academy of Nurse Practitioners

American Academy of Oral and Maxillofacial Pathology
American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons
American Academy of Pediatrics

American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry

American Academy of Periodontology

American Academy of Physician Assistants

American Association for Community Dental Programs
American Association for Dental Research

American Association for Health Education

American Association for the Advancement of Science
American Association of Endodontists

American Association of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgeons
American Association of Orthodontists

American Association of Public Health Dentistry
American Association of Women Dentists

American Cancer Society

American College of Dentists

American College of Physicians-~American Society of Internal Medicine
American College of Preventive Medicine

American College of Prosthodontists

American Council on Science and Health

American Dental Assistants Association

American Dental Association

American Dental Education Association

American Dental Hygienists’ Association

American Dietetic Association

American Federation of Labor and Congress

of Industrial Organizations



American Hospital Association

American Legislative Exchange Council

American Medical Association

American Nurses Association

American Osteopathic Association

American Pharmacists Association

American Public Health Association

American Schoocl Health Association

American Society for Clinical Nutrition

American Society for Nutritional Sciences
American Student Dental Association

American Water Works Association

Association for Academic Health Centers
Association of American Medical Colleges
Association of Clinicians for the Underserved
Association of Maternal and Child Health Programs
Association of State and Territorial Dental Directors
Association of State and Territorial Health Officials
Association of State and Territorial Public Health
Nutrition Directors

British Fluoridation Society

Canadian Dental Association

Canadian Dental Hygienists Association

Canadian Medical Association

Canadian Nurses Association

Canadian Paediatric Society

Canadian Public Health Association

Child Welfare League of America

Children’s Dental Health Project

Chocolate Manufacturers Association

Consumer Federation of America

Council of State and Territorial Epidemiologists
Delta Dental Plans Association

FDI World Dental Federation

Federation of American Hospitals

Hispanic Dental Association

Indian Dental Association (U.S.A.)

Institute of Medicine

International Association for Dental Research
International Association for Orthodontics
International College of Dentists

March of Dimes Birth Defects Foundation

National Association of Community Health Centers
National Association of County and City Health Officials
National Association of Dental Assistants

National Association of Local Boards of Health
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National Association of Social Workers

National Confectioners Association

National Council Against Health Fraud

National Dental Assistants Association

National Dental Association

National Dental Hygienists’ Association

National Down Syndrome Congress

National Down Syndrome Society

National Foundation of Dentistry for the Handicapped
National Head Start Association

National Health Law Program

National Healthy Mothers, Healthy Babies Coalition
Oral Health America

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

Society for Public Health Education

Society of American Indian Dentists

Special Care Dentistry

Academy of Dentistry for Persons with Disabilities
American Association of Hospital Dentists

American Society for Geriatric Dentistry

The Children’s Health Fund

The Dental Health Foundation (of California)

U.S. Department of Defense

U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs

U.S. Public Health Service

Health Resources and Services Administration (HRSA)
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
National Institute of Dental and Craniofacial Research (NIDCR)
World Federation of Orthodontists

World Health Organization

ADA Fluoridation Facts Compendium.

http://ada.ore/405 1 .aspx
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ADA FLUORIDATION FACTS:

One of the most widely respected sources for information regarding fluoridation and fluoride is
the American Dental Association. A copy of this valuable resource has been distributed to each
of you, The 3 main additions to this resource that is being included in the soon to be released
update will be:

e Fluoride Will Not Be Added to the List of Known Carcinogens California Proposition 65
Ruling

e Community Water Fluoridation and 1Q, September 2011

¢ New Recommendations for Optimally Fluoridated Water to be set at 0.7ppm

http://www.ada.org/~/media/ADA/Member%20Center/Flles/fluoridation facts.ashx
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COMMUNITY PREVENTIVE SERVICES TASKFORCE

1. What is the Community Preventive Services Task Force's purpose?

The Community Preventive Services Task Force (Task Force) was established in 1996 by

the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services to identify population health
interventions that are scientifically proven to save lives, increase lifespan, and improve
quality of life. The Task Force produces recommendations (and identifies evidence gaps)
to help inform the decision making of federal, state, and local health departments, other
government agencies, communities, healthcare providers, employers, schools and
research organizations.

2. Community Preventive Services Task Force Members:

a. The Community Preventive Services Task Force (Task Force) is an independent,

nonfederal, unpaid panel of public health and prevention experts that provides
evidence-based findings and recommendations about community preventive
services, programs, and policies to improve health. Its members represent a broad
range of research, practice, and policy expertise in community preventive
services, public health, health promotion, and disease prevention.

The fifteen Task Force members are appointed by the Director of the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Task Force members serve five year
terms, with possible extensions to maintain a full scope of expertise, complete
specific work, and ensure consistency of Task Force recommendations.

3. Task Force Findings:
The Community Preventive Services Task Force Recommends:

i.

Community water fluoridation based on strong evidence of effectiveness in
reducing dental cavities across populations.

Evidence shows the prevalence of cavities is substantially lower in communities
with CWF.

In addition, there is no evidence that CWF results in severe dental fluorosis.
http://www.thecommunityguide.org/oral fluoridation.html
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10 Reasons to Fluoridate Public Water

1.Single most effective public health measure to prevent tooth decay. The Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has proclaimed community water fluoridation one
of 10 great public health achievements of the 20th century.
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. “Ten Great Public Health Achievements -
United States, 1990-1999.” MMWR 1999;48(12):241-3.

2.Natural. Fluoride is already present in all water sources, even the oceans. Water
fluoridation is simply the adjustment of fluoride that occurs naturally in water to a
recommended level for preventing tooth decay.
(INSERT LOCAL INFORMATION ON BACKGROUND LEVELS HERE)
3.Similar to fortifying other foods and beverages. Water that has been fluoridated is
similar to fortifying salt with iodine, milk with vitamin D, orange juice with calcium and
bread with folic acid.

4,Prevents dental disease. It is the most efficient way to prevent one of the most common
childhood diseases — dental decay. An estimated 51 million school hours are lost each
year due to dental-related illness.
Gift. H.C. “Oral Health Outcomes Research: Challenges and Opportunities.” in Slade,
G.D., ed., Measuring Oral Health and Quality of Life. Chapel Hill, NC: Department of
Dental Ecology, University of North Carolina 1997;25-46.

5.Protects all ages against eavities. Studies show that community water fluoridation
prevents at least 25 percent of tooth decay in children and adults, even in an era with
widespread availability of fluoride from other sources, such as fluoride toothpaste.
*Griffin S.0., et al. “Effectiveness of Fluoride in Preventing Caries in Adults.” J Dent
Res 2007;86(5):410-415.
** Task Force on Community Preventive Services. “Promoting Oral Health:
Interventions for Preventing Dental Caries, Oral and Pharyngeal Cancers, and Sports-
related Craniofacial Injuries: A Report on Recommendations of the Task Force on
Community Preventive Services.” MMWR 001;50(RR21):1-13. View information at
thecommunityguide.org/oral/Auoridation.html and
cde.pov/immwr/preview/mmwrhtm}/rr3021al .htm

6. Safe and effective. For more than 70 years, the best available scientific evidence
consistently indicates that community water fluoridation is safe and effective.

7.Saves money. The average lifetime cost per person to fluoridate a water supply is less than
the cost of one dental filling. For most cities, every $1 invested in water fluoridation
saves $38 in dental treatment costs.
Griffin S.0., Jones, K., Tomar, S.L. “An Economic Evaluation of Community Water
Fluoridation.” J Public Health Dent 2001;61(2):78-86.
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8.Recognized by more than 100 organizations The American Dental Association (ADA)

as well as the U.S. Public Health Service, the American Medical Association, the World
Health Organization and more than 125 national and international organizations
recognize the public health benefits of water fluoridation.

ADA Fluoridation Facts Compendium. Available at http://ada.ore/405 1 .aspx

9. Availability of fluoridation continues to grow. In the United States as of 2012, 74.6

10.

percent of the population on public water systems receive fluoridated public water, or a
total of over 210 million people.* This is an increase of over 14% from 2000. The
Healthy People 2020 goal is for 79.6 percent of the population on public water systems to
have access to fluoridated water.**

*CDC Reference Statistics on Water Fluoridation Status,
http://www.cde.gov/fluoridation/statistics/20 | 2stats.hitm

**Healthy People 2020,
htwp/fwww healthvpeople.pov/202Qtopics-objectives/topic/oral-health/objectives

Endorsed by the American Dental Association. One of the most widely respected
sources for information regarding fluoridation and fluoride is the American Dental
Association. Learn more on the ADA’s website at ADA . org/fluoride.
http://www.adn.org/40351.aspx
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Fluorosis:
Dental

Dental fluorosis is cosmetic change in the surface enamel of the tooth. It appears most
commonly as faint white streaks or spots that are typically only visible to the dental team once
the teeth have been air dried in the dental chair. Dental fluorosis does not affect the function of
the teeth. In fact, teeth that appear whiter in appearance have been shown to improve the quality
of life of those with it, as whiter appearing teeth is a desirable trait in our society. Additionally,
study results have suggested that teeth with very mild to mild fluorosis are more cavity resistant.

Dental fluorosis is seen in both fluoridated and non-fluoridated communities. The fluorosis is
present primarily because of infants and children swallowing fluoridated toothpaste up to the age
of 8 years old while their permanent teeth are developing. There is a slight increase in fluorosis
in communities which fluoridate,

This is an extremely important point to understand. Even WITHOUT water fluoridation,
fluorosis can be seen because of its presence in our diets, but primarily because of toothpaste
being swallowed by children under 8 years old.

Several points are important to understand about fluorosis in the US:

1. Fluorosis that is visible in this country is almost entirely of the type "very mild" or "mild".
This type of fluorosis is visible to dental professionals when the teeth have been thoroughly air
dried. It is essentially not visible to the casual observer. See the pictures of all types of fluorosis
at the following CDC website:

Questionable

A—-—-_-J

Modarate

!L’b s

http:/fwww .cde.gov/fluoridation/safetvidental fluorosis.htin

2. Fluorosis does not degrade the health of a tooth. In fact, studies have shown that teeth with
fluorosis are more resistant to cavities:
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“Conclusion: This study’s findings suggest that molars with fluorosis are more resistant to
caries than are molars without fluorosis.” lida, Hiroko, Kumar. Jayanth V., The Journal of the
American Dental Association, July 2009 vol. 140 no. 7, 855-862
http://iada.ada.ore/article/S0002-8 1 77(14)6447 | -8/abstract

3. Severe fluorosis, as seen above and on the next page, is virtually 0% when fluoride in water,
added or naturally occurring, is below 2.0ppm. See page 114 of the document “Fluoride in
Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of the EPA Standards”

“The prevalence of severe enamel fluorosis is close to zero in communities at all water fluoride
concentrations below 2.0 mg/L.”

Severe Fluorosis is virtually non-
existent in the United States

httn://www.nap.edu/openbook.php?record id=11571&pauge=114
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Skeletal Fluorosis in United States

"Crippling skeletal fluorosis continues to be extremely rare in the United States (only 5 cases
have been confirmed during the last 35 years), even though for many generations there have been
communities with drinking water fluoride concentrations in excess of those that have resulted in
the condition in other countries."

Reference:

Fluoride in Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of EPA's Standards, Committee on Fluoride in
Drinking Water, National Research Council

ISBN: 0-309-65796-2, 530 pages, 6 x 9, (2006)

This PDF is available from the National Academies Press at:
http://www.nap.edu/catalog/1 1371 .html
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Antifluoridationists’ Claim that 60% of 12-15 vear olds are afflicted
with fluorosis:

Antiflucridationists claim that the Centers for Disease Control reports that 60% of 12-15 year-
olds are afflicted with fluoride overdose symptoms — dental fluorosis. white spotted, yellow.
brown and/or pitted teeth. Yet, tooth decay crises are occurring in all fluoridated cities, states and
countries.

hitps://profile.theguardian.com/user/id/| 370893

This is a complete misrepresentation of the data:
The data that this information is actually “pulled” from is the CDC NCHS Data Brief. The link

can be found below. It is a report that looked at fluorosis in fluoridated and non-fluoridated
communities.

To clarify the true facts of this data, the following accurate interpretation of the data is:

A. 40.7%, NOT 60%, of adolescents aged 12-15 had dental fluorosis.

B. More than 96% had were either unaffected, or had questionable, very mild, or mild
fluorosis.

C. In people having fluorosis of the very mild or mild types, the appearance of the white
flecks or streaks are typically only noticeable by dental professionals after the teeth have
been thoroughly dried.

D. Less than 1% of all subjects of this study ranging in age from 6-49 years old had the
severe form of fluorosis.

Cuyestionabla

Only the severe
type of fluorosis
would need
treatment into the
thousands of
dollars for
cosmetic changes.
This type of
fluorosis is rare in
the U.S.

Along this same exaggerated set of claims, antifluoridationist’s claim that dentists make
money by repairing the damage done by severe fluorosis by performing cosmetic dental
procedures. Given the fact that only severe dental fluorosis would require the extensive dental
care that they claim, and understanding the fact that Severe Dental Fluorosis is virtually non-
existent in the U.S. as it only occurs when the concentration of fluoride in the water exceeds
2.0ppm, the falseness of this claim is immediately obvious.

http://www.cdc.cov/nchs/data/databriefs/db33.htm
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Fluoridation Additives Used in Fluoridation of Water

Antifluoridationist’s make a variety of claims against the most common AWWA approved
fluoridation additives. Claims that they aren’t “natural”, contain harmful impurities, or that

they’ve never been tested for safety in humans are just a few of their charges.

FACTS:

Hydrofluorosilicic Acid (FSA or HFS) use as the source for fluoridating water:

There is absolutely NO question regarding the safety or purity of this product according to the
CDC. Two excerpts followed by the link to the CDC website on this topic follow:

1.*Since the early 1950s, FSA has been the chief additive used for water fluoridation in the

United States. The favorable cost and high purity of FSA make it a popular source.”

2.*Consumers sometimes raise concerns about arsenic in drinking water and the fact that

fluoride additives may contain some arsenic. The EPA allowable criterion for arsenic
consumption in drinking water is 10 parts per billion. NSF quality testing has found that
most fluoride additive samples do not have detectable levels of arsenic. For those samples
that do test positive, the arsenic level that an average consumer would experience over an
entire year of drinking water at a maximum dosage of 1.2 mg/L fluoride would only be
about 1.2% of the EPA allowable amount.”

Reference:
Engineering: Water Fluoridation Additives Fact Sheet

On this page:

+ ® 2 @ 9 © @& » 0o @

Types of Fluoride Additives

Sources of Fluoride Additives

Regulatory Scope on Additives

EPA Regulatory Criteria for Fluoride Additives

AWWA Standards

NSF/ANSI Standards for Drinking Water Additives
Measured Levels of Impurities

FDA Regulatory Criteria for Fluoride

United States Pharmacopeia (USP) Grade Fluoride Products
Fluoride Additives Are Not Different From Natural Fluoride

hitp://www.cde.sov/luoridation/factsheets/ensineering/w fadditives. hum

The following Information is from an email to me from Kip Duchon, National Fluoridation
Engineer, when [ asked him to address specific claims made by the opposition to fluoridation:
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Kip Duchon, National Fluoridation Engineer, CDC, 11-26-12
1. Antifluoridationists' Claim: Fluorosilicates are not natural.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: This is a fascinating argument to me
for fluoride is the 13th most abundant element in the earth’s crust and is overwhelmingly
in the form of either fluorosilicate or calcium fluoride. It is in the calcium fluoride form
when it water deposited in geological formations, and it is in fluorosilicate form when it
is in the crystalline structure of the rock. When you consider that geologists estimate that
most rocks in the earth’s crust are igneous (estimates as high as over 90%), fluorosilicates
would likely dominate the natural occurrence. Remember that by definition granites are
minimum 20% silica content, so there is some portion of silica in association with
fluoride.

2. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluorosilicates have never been tested for safety in humans.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Experts in inorganic aquatic chemistry
at the US Environmental Protection Agency have studied ionic speciation of
fluorosilicates and have concluded that at the pH and fluoride concentration of potable
water, fluorosilicates would completely dissolved to flucride and silica. Researchers at
the University of Michigan attempted to verify those theoretical predictions of ionic
speciation and were unable to detect any residual fluorosilicates at pH over 4.8, and
considering that drinking water are adjusted to minimize potential corrosion of metal
pipes to pH over 7, and typically over 8, persistence of fluorosilicates cannot occur.

3. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluorosilicates have never been tested for safety in humans.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: When you consider that fluorosilicates
do not exist at the pH in drinking water, it impossible to measure the health effects since
you cannot measure the health effects of something that cannot be consumed by people.

4. Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Fluoride products have contamination including Arsenic.

CDC Response to Antifluoridationists’ Claim: In the CDC Fact Sheet there is a link
the NSF website and a Fact Sheet published by NSF on the actual measured level of
impurities. All water additives have some level of impurities since reagent grade
products are never necessary for water processing, but Standard 60 specifies allowable
levels of impurities based on EPA criteria. What is remarkable is that NSF conducts
regular verification testing of fluoride products for the Standard 60 certification and has
never measured any fluoride products that exceed the allowable impurity levels with
respect to EPA allowable levels. The majority of product testing does not even measure
detectable levels of Arsenic.

Additional References:

Water Fluoridation and the Environment: Current Perspective in the United States
Pollick, Howard F., Int J Occup Environ Health, 2004,10:343-350
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“Fate of Fluorosilicate Drinking Water Additives”, Urbansky, Edward T., Chem. Rev. 2002, 102,
2837-2854

“Can Fluoridation Affect Lead(1l) in Potable Water? Hexafluorosilicate and Fluoride Equilibria
in Aqueous Solution”, Urbansky, Edward T., and Schock, Michael R., Intern. J. Environ.Studies, 2000,
Vol. 57, pp. 597-637

“The Manufacture of the Fluoride Chemicals”: Reeves, Thomas G., P.E., September 2000,
National Fluoridation Engineer, Program Services Branch, Division of Oral Health, National
Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention
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Claim: Manufacturers will not state that Hydrofluorosilicic Acid
(HFS)_is safe for human consumption:

The following is an email that I received from Chris Fleming of the Dumont Chemicals
Company. The question I posed was whether their product is safe for human consumption.

This question stems from the frequent claim by those who oppose water fluoridation that
hydrofluorosilicic acid is unsafe for human consumption. This question is a twist on reality as
no one in their right minds would consume a concentrated product of any sort. The question is
intended to frighten the public into thinking that HFS isn't approved for consumption, when in
fact it is what it becomes in water: Hydrogen ions, Fluoride ions, water, and silica (sand)

Chris Fleming <chrisf@dumontchemicals.com> Fri, Feb 21, 2014 at 9:06 AM
To: "Dr. Johnny Johnson" <drjohnnyjohnson@gmail.com>
Dr. Johnson,

As for your question if our Fluoride is safe to drink. Dumont's HFS 23000 Fluoride is certified by
Underwriting Laboratories (UL) to be NSF/ANSI 60 and AWWA approved for drinking water. That
means it is safe to put in drinking water and if it is safe to putin drinking water then it would be safe
to drink.

Dumont also has other products that have this same certification from UL that are used all across
the State of Florida. These other products are Sodium Hydroxide 25% (SH 2500) and (50% SH
5000}, all of our ClearFlow Corrosion Inhibitor products and Ammonium Sulfate 40% (AS4000). |
have attached our list to this email.

| hope that this information is helpfu! to you. If you have any questions please let me know.

Thanks,

Chris Fleming | Technical Support Administrator

381 South Central Avenue | Oviedo, FL 32765

Mabile: 407.923.3101 | Office: 800.330.1369] Fax: 800.524.9315
Chrisf@dumontchemicals.com | http://www.dumontchemicals.com

From: Dr. Johnny Johnson [mailto:drichnnyjohnson@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2014 6:03 AM
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Antifluoridationists’ Claim: Pharmaceutical Grade Fluoride

should be used instead the additives currently approved for
use.

United States Pharmacopeia (USP) Grade Fluoride Products

Some have suggested that pharmaceutical grade fluoride additives should be used for water
fluoridation. Pharmaceutical grading standards used in formulating prescription drugs are not
appropriate for water fluoridation additives. If applied, those standards could actually exceed the
amount of impurities allowed by AWWA and NSF/ANST in drinking water.

The U.S. Pharmacopeia-National Formulary (USP-NF) publishes monographs on tests and
acceptance criteria for substances and ingredients by manufacturers for pharmaceuticals. The
USP 29 NF-24 monograph on sodium fluoride provides no independent monitoring or quality
assurance testing. The USP does not include acceptance criteria for fluorosilicic acid or sodium
fluorosilicate. As a result, the manufacturer is responsible for quality assurance and reporting.

The USP does not provide specific protection levels for individual contaminants, but establishes
a relative maximum exposure level for a group of related contaminants. Some potential
impurities have no restrictions by the USP, including arsenic, some heavy metals regulated by
the U.S. EPA, and radionuclides.

Given the volumes of chemicals used in water fluoridation, a pharmaceutical grade of sodium
fluoride for fluoridation could potentiaily contain much higher levels of arsenic, radionuclides,
and regulated heavy metals than an NSF/ANSI Standard 60-certified product. The USP does not
provide specific protection levels for individual contaminants, but tries to establish a relative
maximum exposure level of a group of related contaminants. The USP does not include
acceptance criteria for fluorosilicic acid or sodium fluorosilicate.

[n addition, AWW A-grade sodium fluoride is preferred over USP-grade sodium fluoride for use
in water treatment facilities because the granular AWWA product is less likely to result in
exposure to fluoride dust by water plant operators than the more powder-like USP-grade sodium
fluoride.

http://www.cdc.gov/flugridation/factsheets/engineering/wfadditives.htm
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HARVARD STUDY: 1Q

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: The Harvard “Study” proves that community water

fluoridation (CWF) can lead to IQ decreases in our children

A Harvard Research team led by Anna Choi and Philippe Grandjean performed a Meta-analysis
on studies done primarily in China on natural levels of fluoride in the water and any possible
relationship to the children’s 1Q. 27 studies were reviewed, 25 of which were done in China. The
HIGH fluoride group was exposed to water 10x the concentration of that in the US, The
CONTROL groups were exposed to water up to 0.8ppm.

The studies themselves were of poor quality, and had serious methodological flaws.

Confounders known to cause [Q deficits, like Arsenic, were not always measured in those
studies. Additionally, some studies were skewed by the fluoride in the air that was released by
coal burned that contained a high content of fluoride. Additionally, Chinese families drink Black
brick tea which is very high in fluoride content.

“Developmental Fluoride Neurotoxicity: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.”
http://ehp.nichs.nih.gov/1104912/

The Choi et al paper acknowledges the reporting and methodological deficiencies of many of the
studies reviewed. Furthermore, two of the authors of the Choi review — Choi and Grandjean -
issued a post-publication press statement in which they said: “These results do not allow us to
make any judgment regarding possible levels of risk at levels of exposure typical for water
fluoridation in the U.S.”

“While the studies the Harvard team reviewed did indicate that very high levels of fluoride could
be linked to lower 1Qs among schoolchildren, the data is not particularly applicable here because
it came from foreign sources where fluoride levels are multiple times higher than they are in
American tap water.”

“Harvard Scientists: Data on fluoride, 1Q, not applicabie in U.S.” The Wichita Eagle, Don Lefler, Sept.
11, 2012

Several credible scientific groups have analyzed the data that Choi and Grandjean have
published. Given that the Meta-analysis was performed on poorly designed Chinese studies, and
that severe flaws existed within the methodologies of these studies, the results actually confirm
that fluoride levels that the children ingested in their Contro! Group, ~0.8ppm, had normal 1Q’s.
This is in the range of fluoridation of community water in the U.S. and other countries. In fact,
the optimal level of fluoride in China is 0.5ppm because of the heat, lack of widespread climate
control, and the extensive work that occurs by workers outside.
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Additionally, the use of this Harvard Meta-analysis by antifluoridationists not only led to Choi
and Grandjean distancing themselves from them, it also led to the Deans of the Harvard Medical
School, Harvard School of Public Health, and the Harvard Schoo! of Dentistry to write a letter of
continued support of CWF:

“As Deans of Harvard Medical School, Harvard School of Dental Medicine and the Harvard
School of Public Health, we continue to support community water fluoridation as an effective
and safe public health measure for people of all ages.

Numerous reputable studies over the years have consistently demonstrated that community water
fluoridation is safe, effective, and practical. Fluoridation has made an enormous impact on
improving the oral health of the American people.

Our country is fortunate to have over 204 million Americans living in fluoridated communities
and having access to the health and economic benefits of this vital public health measure.”
hitp://www.ilikemyvteeth.ore/wp-content/uploads/20 1 3/05/I larvard-Med-Dental-School-Deans-

March-2013.pdf
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KIDNEY DISEASE & FLUORIDATION:

Antifluoridationists claim: CWF causes harm to people with kidney disease

FACT: No credible scientific literature supports this claim

Fluoride Intake and Chronic Kidney Disease
New information on fluoride intake and chronic kidney disease is available from the National

Kidney Foundation and Kidney Health Australia.

National Kidney Foundation
On its newly revised Fluoride Web page, NKF notes, “The benefits of water and dental products

containing fluoride is the prevention of tooth decay and dental cavities in people of all ages.” In
discussing potential health risks NKF states, “The risk is likely greatest in areas with naturally
high water fluoride levels.” Due to the limited available research on the topic, NKF has not
issued specific recommendations regarding fluoride intake and kidney disease and currently has
no official position on the optimal fluoridation of water. NKF recommends that “Dietary advice
for patients with CKD should primarily focus on established recommendations for sodium,
potassium, calcium, phosphorus, energy/calorie, protein, fat, and carbohydrate intake. Fluoride
intake is a secondary concern.”

http://www.kidney.org/atoz/content/fluoride.cfm

Kidney Health Australia
In a position statement issued in March 2007, Kidney Health Australia concluded:

I. There is no evidence that consumption of optimally fluoridated drinking water increases
the risk of developing CKD, although only limited studies addressing this issue are
available; and

2. There is no evidence that the consumption of optimally fluoridated drinking water poses
any risks for people with CKD, although only limited studies addressing this issue are
available.

http://www.kidney.org.au//LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=405)1fzbk70%3d &tabid=6358mid=1590

For more information: http://www.ada.ore/4383 .aspx
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DIABETES & FLUORIDATION:

Antifluoridationist’s claim that the “National Institute of Diabetes has stated that diabetics and
other consumers of large quantities of water should drink bottled water.”

This is incorrect per the latest information from the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive
and Kidney Diseases (NIDDK).

Any dental or medical professional understands the importance of optimal health and prevention
for our patients with diabetes. Their ability to fight infection is compromised, as is their
exaggerated response to an infection. It is therefore paramount that these patients receive the
optimal benefits of prevention that is available to them.

In a booklet dated February 2012, entitled “Prevent Diabetes Problems: Keep your mouth
healthy”, the topic of fluorides, both topical and systemic, are discussed.

This booklet, specifically on page 12, specifically states:
“Drink water that contains added fluoride or ask your dentist about using a fluoride mouthrinse
to prevent tooth decay.”

hitp://diabetes.niddk.nih.pov/dm/pubs/complications _teeth/

Further, many people are unclear about the fluoride content of bottled water. The opposition
to fluoridation claims that fluoride is removed from bottled water, or that it doesn’t contain it.
This is also incorrect.

The fluoride content of bottled water can vary from none to almost twice the level of optimally
fluoridated water. This depends solely on where it’s produced. The FDA does not require that
this information be put on the labe! of this food product. As such, the opposition’s claim that
diabetics should drink bottled water is further founded in incorrect information.

Information on Bottied Water Quality Reports can be found here:
http://www.bottledwater.org/health/fluoride
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Fluoride in Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of EPA's
Standards, Committee on Fluoride in Drinking Water, National
Research Council, 2006

The opposition to fluoridated water will often cite the periodic review of the EPA’s Standards on
fluoride contaminant level in drinking water to portend that they apply to optimally fluoridated
water.

This is completely incorrect.

This Scientific Review was done to review the standards that the EPA sets for maximum
contaminant levels in drinking water. This review is completed on a regular interval.

The scope of this study WAS NOT to be a study on optimally fluoridated water. This is stated
clearly on pp 20-21, starting with the last paragraph on page 20:

“The committee is aware that some readers expect this report to make a determination about
whether public drinking-water supplies should be fluoridated. That expectation goes beyond the
committee’s charge. As noted above, the MCLG and SMCL are guidelines for areas where
fluoride concentrations are naturally high.”
http://www.nap.cdu/openbook.php?record_id=11571&page=20

The 2006 NRC Report, "Fluoride in Drinking Water: A Scientific Review of EPA's
Standards", was conducted to review the EPA's standards for fluoride concentrations found
NATURALLY occurring in water supplies. Specifically, naturally occurring in water ABOVE
4ppm fluoride content, not the concentration of optimally fluoridated water.
hitp://www.nap.eduw/catalog/1 1571 .html

This group’s charge was to look at the EPA's recommendations and evaluate the levels of
fluoride that the EPA considered to be the maximum concentration allowed for teeth to remain
healthy.

The NRC Report's conclusions did not raise serious health concerns for community water
fluoridation levels that are considered optimal for dental health. In other words, community
water fluoridation at the previous recommendations of 0.7-1.2ppm, and new recommendation of
0.7ppm, did not reveal any health concerns in their conclusions. At levels which exceeded 4ppm,
health concerns were discussed and direction of future areas of studies encouraged.

“The committee did not evaluate the risks or benefits of the lower fluoride concentrations (0.7 to 1.2
mg/L} used in water fluoridation. Therefore, the committee’s conclusions regarding the potential for
adverse effects from fluoride at 2 to 4 mg/L in drinking water do not apply at the lower water fluoride
levels commonly experienced by most U.S. citizens.”
http://dels.nas.cdu/resources/static-nssets/materials-based-on-reports/reports-in-
brief/flucride_brief final.pdf
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CANCER CLAIMS:

The opposition to fluoridation likes to claim that optimally fluoridated water causes
osteosarcorna, based on the research by Bassin and others. Her results were based on a subset of
patients from a 15 year ongoing research project at Harvard University. Her results were
published in 2006 for her doctoral dissertation work. The full study results were completed and
published in 2011. The conclusions of the full study did not support her partial study findings.

In addition, other studies which have looked at fluoride in the water, whether naturally occurring
or through community water fluoridation, have not shown any association between fluoride and
osteosarcoma.

I.

*Age-specific fluoride exposure in drinking water and osteosarcoma”
(United States), Bassin, Elise B., et al, Cancer Causes Control (2006} 1 7:421—428
http://www.nebi.nlm.nih.cov/pubmed/) 6596294

Bassin reported some age specific relationships between fluoride and osteosarcoma.
However, the authors themselves raised a flag of caution in their final paragraph with the
note that they are aware of additional findings from other incident cases that appear not to
replicate the findings from the cases presented in their paper.

Bassin’s study research article was based on a subset of patients in a 15 year ongoing
study of fluoride and osteosarcoma being conducted at Harvard. When the study was
completed, her results were not confirmed by the final results of the complete set of data.

Conclusions of completed study:

“No significant association between bone fluoride levels and osteosarcoma risk was
detected in our case-control study, based on controls with other tumor diagnoses.”
Kim, F.M., et al, J Dent Res. 2011 October; 90(10): 1171-1176
htip://www.nebi.nlm.nih.cov/pmc/articles/PMC317301 1/

“Recently, researchers examined the possible relationship between fluoride exposure and
osteosarcoma in a new way: they measured fluoride concentration in samples of normal
bone that were adjacent to a person’s tumor. Because fluoride naturally accumulates in
bone, this method provides a more accurate measure of cumulative fluoride exposure
than relying on the memory of study participants or municipal water treatment records.
The analysis showed no difference in bone fluoride levels between people with
osteosarcoma and people in a control group who had other malignant bone tumors (7).”

National Cancer Institute, at the National Institutes of Health, Fluoridated Water, Fact
Sheet, Feb 02,2012
http://www.cancer.eov/cancertopics/factsheet/Risk/fluoridated-water
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3. The latest study findings from Great Britain (2014) are the results from a 25 year study
which evaluated fluoride in drinking water. It once again reaffirmed that fluoride in
water, either naturally high levels or at levels added through fluoridation, dees not lead to
greater risk of osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma:

"CONCLUSIONS: The findings from this study provide no evidence that higher levels of
fluoride (whether natural or artificial) in drinking water in GB lead to greater risk of
either osteosarcoma or Ewing sarcoma.”

"[s fluoride a risk factor for bone cancer? Small area analysis of osteosarcoma and Ewing
sarcoma diagnosed among 0-49-year-olds in Great Britain, 1980-2005" Blakey, K, et al.,
Int J Epidemiol. 2014 Jan 14

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24425828
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THYROID CLAIMS:

The opposition to water fluoridation states that fluoride causes Thyroid Issues. This claim has
not been borne out by credible scientific research or reviews.

In a review by the British Fluoridation Society (2006), they concluded that:

The available medical and scientific evidence suggests an absence of an association between
water fluoridation and thyroid disorders.

Many major reviews of the relevant scientific literature around the world support this conclusion.
Of particular importance are:

¢ An exhaustive review conducted in 1976 by an expert scientific committee of the
Royal College of Physicians of England;

s A systematic review in 2000 by the NHS Centre for Reviews and Dissemination
at the University of York; and,

e A 2002 review by an international group of experts for the International
Programme on Chemical Safety (IPCS), under the joint sponsorship of the World
Health Organisation (WHO), the United Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP), and the International Labour Organisation (ILO).

None has found any credible evidence of an association between water fluoridation and any
disorder of the thyroid.

http://www. bisweb.ore/facts/sof etfects/statementofflo.htm

Note:
An additional reference can be provided from communication between Dr. Janet Silverstein at
the University of Florida, Department of Pediatric Endocrinology, which further states no causal

relationship between CWF and Thyroid problems. Dr. Silverstein is one of the top Pediatric
Endocrinologists in the U.S.
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Allergy Claims made against fluoride in water at 1.0ppm

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: Some people are allergic to the fluoride in CWF
No credible scientific evidence exists to support allergic reactions to fluoride in CWF.

1."There is no evidence of any deleterious effect on specific immunity following fluoridation
nor any confirmed reports of allergic reactions."
Challombe, S8J, Community Dent Health. 1996 Sep; 13 Suppi 2:69-71
hitp://www ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8897755

2.“As a result of this review, the members of the Executive Committee of the American
Academy of Allergy have adopted unanimously the following statement:

"There is no evidence of allergy or intolerance to fluorides as used in the fluoridation of
community water supplies.”
American Academy of Allergy, Asthma, and Imnunology: pdf available upon request

3. From the “Ask the Expert” section of the American Academy of Allergy, Asthma, and
Immunology, an expert replied to a question on allergic reaction to CWF:
“My own opinion is reflected in the first paragraph with the "short answer" of the
American Dental Association's thoughts in this regard. That is basically that there is a
lack of credible evidence to incriminate fluoride in the water as causing adverse
events.” (2012)
http://www.aaaai.orp/ask-the-expert/Reactions-to-fluoride.aspx
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PINEAL GLAND CLAIMS:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: A host of ills caused by the fluoride accumulation
in the Pineal Gland.

There is no medical or scientific credibility to any of their claims.

Part of the aging process is that the pineal gland accumulates calcium as we age. Just as we don't
bounce as well as we did when we were teenagers, we lose our flexibility as we age, and playing
a game of touch football might be a near-death experience for some, this is part of aging.

Fluoride, being a reactive halide, is attracted to calcium and goes along for the ride. The fact that

fluoride is present with the calcium in the pineal gland has nothing to do with a loss of dreaming
capacity or spiritual awareness.
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CARDIOVASCULAR CLAIMS:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: Fluoride has been shown to cause cardiovascular
disease.

They reference the study listed below to “prove™ that fluoride is causing “hardening of the
arteries”.

This is a complete FABRICATION. This study was done to determine if active plaques couid
be identified by means of a sugar uptake with attached Fluoride ("*F) in these active plaques.
The "*F(fluoride) was along for the ride to be able to let the researchers find out which plaques
were actively taking up more sugar than the others. The PET/CT scans would allow them to do
this by tracking the '°F.

The conclusion section is where one word, fluoride, was used instead of BE Auoride, as was used
in the rest of the study. The antifluoridationists seized upon this opportunity to lay claim that
atherosclerosis was due to fluoride.

“Conclusion; sodium ['*F]fluoride PET/CT might be useful in the evaluation of the
atherosclerotic process in major arteries, including coronary arteries. An increased fluoride
uptake in coronary arteries may be associated with an increased cardiovascular risk.”

“Association of vascular fluoride uptake with vascular calcification and coronary artery disease”,
Li, Yuxin, et al Nuclear Medicine Comrunications:

January 2012 - Volume 33 - Issue | - p 14-20
http://journals.lww.com/nuclearmedicinecomm/Abstract/2012/01000/Association_of vascular_f]
voride_uptake with.3.aspx
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Topical and Systemic Effects of Fluorides:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: The benefits are only from topical exposure to the flucride, and
that NO benefit is gained by swallowing (systemic) it.

FACTS:
This is incorrect.

The following citations provide current evidence that systemic benefits of fluoridation remain
important in decay prevention:

Abstract: Clinical trials, animal studies, and in vitro tests demonstrate effectiveness of exposure
to topical (posteruptive) fluoride in caries prevention and reduction of enamel dissolution.
However, careful analyses of human epidemiologic data on caries increments, following
communal water fluoridation, show unquestionably that fluoride has an important preemptive
effect on caries in permanent teeth, particularly on pit and fissure surfaces. These preemptive or
systemic benefits also apply to the use of fluoride supplements or fluoridated salt when used
continuously during the period of tooth formation. The role of systemic fluoride in caries
prevention is neither “minimal” nor “of borderline significance.” On the contrary, it is a major
factor in preventing pit and fissure caries, the most common site of tooth decay. Maximal caries-
preventive effects of water fluoridation are achieved by exposure to optimal fluoride levels both
pre- and posteruptively.

Systemic Benefits of Fluoride and Fluoridation, Newbrun, Journal of Public Health Dentistry,
Volume 64, Issue Supplement s1, pages 35-39, September 2004

Additional References:

Evidence-Based Clinical Recommendations on the Prescription of Dietary Fluoride Supplements
for Caries Prevention, Rozier, Gary R., et al, JADA December 2010 vol. 141 no. 12 1480-1489

http//iada.ada.org/content/141/12/1480.fuli

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Recommendations for using fluoride to prevent and
control dental caries in the United States. MMWR Recomui Rep 2001;50(RR-14):1-42.
http://www.cde.cov/immwr/preview/mmwrhtml/re3014a | .htm
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FLUORIDATION IS ON DECLINE

Antifluoridationists’ Claim: the CDC reports that 225 less communities adjusted
for fluoride between 2006 and 2008. About 100 US and Canadian communities
rejected fluoridation since 2008.

The inference here is that fluoridation is going away. Absolutely FALSE
This is a skewing of the data to confuse the reader. There are many factors that have gone into

communities discontinuing fluoridation, among which are costs to small communities in a down
economy, the community has appropriate levels of fluoridation naturally under the new HHS
proposed recommendations of 0.7ppm, and antifluoridationists on the governing bodies.

However, these claims give the appearance that fluoridation is decreasing in the United States.
Nothing could be further from the truth.

Facts: Total Population US population % on CWS with
served by fluoridated water fluoridated water
2006 299,398,484 184,028,038 69.2%
2008 304,059,724 195,545,109 72.4%
2010 308,745,538 204,283,554 73.9%
2012 313,914,040 210,655,401 74.6%

As can be seen by the above illustration, even with some communities dropping out of the ranks
of communities fluoridating their water, again for a variety of reasons, the net result is that the
total number of the population as well as the percent of the population on fluoridated water
systems continues to increase.
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INFANT FORMULA:

Anitfluoridationists’ Claim: Infant Formulas are not to be mixed with fluoridated
water per the CDC and ADA.

This is completely FALSE/!
Q&A from the CDC Website:

Can I use optimally fluoridated tap water to mix infant formula?

Yes, you can use fluoridated water for preparing infant formula. However, if your child is
exclusively consuming infant formula reconstituted with fluoridated water, there may be an
increased chance for mild dental fluorosis. To lessen this chance, parents can use low-fluoride
bottled water some of the time to mix infant formula; these bottled waters are labeled as de-
ionized, purified, demineralized, or distilled.
htip://www.cde.oov/fluoridation/safety/infant_formula.htm

The recommendations have never been to avoid, or not use, fluoridated water to reconstitute
infant formulas. They have always been, and continue to be, to discuss the use fluoridated water
to reconstitute infant formula with your dentist or physician. The fact remains that even in the
absence of the availability to discuss this with dentists or physicians for some folks, very mild
and mild fluorosis are the predominant forms of fluorosis in the U.S.

Additional Resources:

“The fluoride content of infant formulas available in 1985
Pediatric Dentistry, March 1987, Vol. 9, No. 1, Johnson, J, Bawden, J.W.,
http://www.aapd.org/assets/ 1/25/)ohnson-09-01.pdf

“Evidence-Based Clinical Recommendations Regarding Fluoride Intake from Reconstituted
Infant Formula and Enamel Fluorosis: A Report of the American Dental Association Council on
Scientific Affairs”, Berg, Joel, et al, JADA 2011; 142(1): 79-87

(see box 2)

http://jada.ada.ore/content/142/1/79.full.pdf’
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TOOTHPASTE:

Antifluoridationists’ Claim: The warning on the back of the tube of toothpaste states “Keep
out of reach of children. If more than used for brushing is accidentally swallowed, get medical
help or contact a Poison Control Center right away”. This statement is an indictment of fluoride
as being a toxic hazardous chemical poison.

The facts accurately quoted by the antifluoridationists stopped within the quotation marks.
Everything else is conjecture and science fiction.

Facts:
No one has ever died in the United States from accidental swallowing of toothpaste. No one.

Theoretically, if a child of 40 pounds were to get their hands on 2 adult sized tubes of fluoridated
toothpaste and eat both of them, then they could ingest a lethal dose of fluoride. HOWEVER,
the soapy foamy product in toothpaste, along with the abrasive component, would cause them to
throw up before they could ever get enough down to cause more than a gastric upset.

The back of the tube further states that Supervision is needed. What parent would allow a young
child to have 2 full tubes of adult sized toothpaste available to them without paying any attention
to what they were doing? Probably the same parents whose kids are ending up at the ER's now
having swallowed these new packets of dishwasher detergent that are gushy and look so pretty.
[’m certain one look at that container would have a similar warning on it: Watch your kids.

References:

PolitiFact examined the claims that anti-fluoride activists often make about fluoride
toothpaste/warning label and found their assertions were mostly false:
hitp://www.politifact.com/wisconsin/statements/201 2/jul/09/jim-bohl/milwaukee-alderman-says-
fluoride-toothpaste-poison/

Calculating lethal dose of fluoride in toothpaste: Origin of Toothpaste Warning Label: Email
from Clifford W. Whall, Jr, PhD, Director, Acceptance Program
Council on Scientific Affairs, whallc@ada.org

ADA: Fluoride Levels in OTC Products
http://www.ada.org/EPUBS/science/2012/may/page.shtiml
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Legal/Mass Medication/Civil Rights Violation:

Antifluoridationists often use the threat of lawsuits to intimidate the public and politicians into
believing that the policy that they’re setting is unlawful,

FACT:

No court of last resort has ever found fluoridation to be unlawful. The most recent case was in
California in April, 2012. The court dismissed the charges against the plaintiff, the Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California:
http://ia601202.us.archive.org/Y/items/gov.uscourts.casd. 36002 0/gov.uscourts.casd. 360020,13.0,
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Antifluoridationists’ Claim that Fluoride is a Unapproved Drug by
FDA

“While the FDA technically hasn’t had companies submit clinical trials info on fluoride
supplements, it's because they have been around a long time, have been in general use for a long
time, and have been accepted as efficacious for a long time—before FDA set up their clinical
trials requirements for Rx drugs. Aspirin has never been approved by FDA, but it’s widely used
by hundreds of millions of people for several indications.

Since the FDA regulates all prescription drugs, even though they might not have gone through
the modern-day clinical trials, they will require the drug companies to immediately pull them
from the market if they are shown to be unsafe or if they weren’t efficacious relative to the
claims made by the companies.”
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Anti-fluoridationist’s Claim:
Fluoridation Opposition is Scientific, Respectable & Growing

The antifluoridationists’ state that more than 4,038 professionals (including 331 dentists
and 518 MD’s) urge that fluoridation be stopped citing scientific evidence that ingesting
fluoride is ineffective at reducing tooth decay and has serious health risks.
hitp://www.fluoridealert.org/professionals-statement. aspx

This statement is misleading to the reader. The number of people stated sounds large,
but in fact are only a fraction of the healthcare professionals in the United States:

The total number of licensed dentists in the US as of 2009 statistics was 186,084,

The total number of licensed physicians in the US as of 2010 statistics was 954,000

The sum total of this is that out of 1,140,084 licensed physicians and dentists in the US, 849
are quoted as some of the professionals opposed to fluoridation.

The number opposed is 0.074% of the total physicians and dentists in the US. It’s difficult to
ever get 100% of any group to agree on anything.
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FDA Regulatory Authority and Water Fluoridation:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: The FDA, not the EPA, should be Regulating Water
Additives

The safety of the water supply falls under the regulation of the EPA, not the FDA.

Per CDC:
"FDA Regulatory Criteria for Fluoride'

"The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) does not regulate additives to community
drinking water, because its regulatory reach concerns the safety and efficacy of food, drugs, or
cosmetic-related products.”

http:/www.ede.sov/fluoridation/factsheets ‘'engineerine/wiadditives.him#a3
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LEAD LEVELS ARE ELEVATED IN CHILDREN:

Antifluoridationist’s Claim: Children drinking fluoridated water have elevated
blood levels of Lead.

These claims are not substantiated in credibly conducted scientific research.

Resources:

. "CAN FLUORIDATION AFFECT LEAD (II) IN POTABLE WATER?

HEXAFLUOROSILICATE AND FLUORIDE EQUILIBRIA IN AQUEOUS SOLUTION"
Edward T. Urbansky and Michael R. Schock, Intern. J. Environ. Studies, 2000, Vol. 57. pp. 597-637

CONCLUSION:

Recent reports on the possible effects of water fluoridating agents, such as hexafluorosilicic acid,
sodium hexafluorosilicate, and sodium fluoride are inconsistent with accepted scientific
knowledge, and the authors fail to identify or account for these inconsistencies. Many of the
chemical assumptions are scientifically unjustified, and alternate explanations (such as multiple
routes of Pb" exposure) have not been satisfactorily addressed. At present, there is no evidence
to suggest that the common practice of fluoridating drinking water has any untoward health
impacts via effects on lead (II) when done properly under established guidelines so as to
maintain total water quality. Our conclusion supports both EPA and PHS/CDC policies on water
fluoridation.

2. "Blood Lead Concentrations in Children and Method of Water Fluoridation, United

States, 1988-1994", Macek M, Matte T, Sinks T, Malvitz D. Environmental Health Perspectives 2006;
114:130-134.
hitp:/iwww.ncbi.nlm.nih.sov/pme/articles/PMC 1332668/

Summarized Abstract;

"Some have hypothesized that community water containing sodium silicofluoride and
hydrofluosilicic acid may increase blood lead concentrations (BLCs) in children by leaching of
lead from water conduits and increasing absorption of lead from water. This analysis aimed to
evaluate the relationship between method of water fluoridation and BLCs in children. BLC data
was used (n = 9,477) from the Third National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (1988~
1994) for children aged 1-16 years and merged with water fluoridation data from the 1992
Fluoridation Census. The main outcome measure was geometric mean BLC, Covariates included
age, sex, race/ethnicity, poverty status, urban dwelling status, and length of time living in
residence.

Geometric mean BLCs for each water fluoridation method were 2.40 pg/dL (sodium
silicofluoride), 2.34 pg/dL (hydrofluosilicic acid), 1.78 pg/dL (sodium fluoride), 2.24 pg/
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dL (natural fluoride and no fluoride), and 2.14 pg/dL (unknown/mixed status). [n multiple linear
and logistic regression, there was a statistical interaction between water fluoridation method and
year in which dwelling of residence was built. Controlling for covariates, water fluoridation
method was significant only in the models that included dwellings built before 1946 and
dwellings of unknown age. Across stratum-specific models for dwellings of known age, neither
hydrofluosilicic acid nor sodium silicofluoride were associated with higher geometric mean
BLCs or prevalence values.

Given these findings, our analyses, while not definitive, do not support concerns that
silicofluorides in community water systems cause higher BLCs in children. Current evidence

does not provide a basis for changing water fluoridation practices, which have a clear public
health benefit."
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97% of Europe Does Not Fluoridate their Water
Antifluoridationist’s Claim: 97% of Europe doesn’t fluoridate-Illegal

Follows is a communication which I received this month from my colleagues at the
British Fluoridation Society. In my communication, I asked for a detailed
explanation of the claim that those opposed to water fluoridation state. As you will
see, there are various reasons that water fluoridation is or is not in place. None of
them have anything to do with legal claims as made by the opposition to water
fluoridation. It is not illegal to fluoridate the water in Europe.

Here is their official reply:

British Fluoridation Society Briefing
Fluoridation in Europe:

EU countries with existing water fluoridation schemes

There are three European Union countries with water fluoridation schemes currently in
operation:

* Spain (serving 4.25 million people);

* the Irish Republic (serving 3.25 million people); and
* the UK (serving 6 million people).

In total, therefore, EU-wide coverage of water fluoridation extends to around 13.5 million people
— equivalent to the combined municipal populations of Los Angeles, Chicago, Houston, Phoenix,
Philadelphia and San Antonio.

Spain

Spanish cities benefiting from fluoridation range from Seville and Cordoba in the south

(Andalusia) to Bilbao and San Sebastian in the north (Basque Country) and Girona in the north
east (Catalonia).

Ireland

In the Irish Republic, all public water supplies are fluoridated, including those in Dublin, Cork,
Galway and Limerick.
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United Kingdom

Water fluoridation schemes in England cover most of the West Midlands region, as well as parts
of the East Midlands, Humberside, Cumbria, Cheshire, Bedfordshire and the North East.

Major cities and towns in England that are supplied with fluoridated water include Birmingham,
Coventry, Solihull, Dudley, West Bromwich, Wednesbury, Oldbury, Tipton, Walsall,
Wolverhampton, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Rugby, Bromsgrove, Redditch, Lichfield,
Tamworth, Cannock, Burton on Trent, Bedford, Crewe, Mansfield, Worksop, Lincoln,
Scunthorpe, Workington, Newcastle upon Tyne and Gateshead.

Natural fluoridation

Around 4 million EU citizens are supplied with naturally fluoridated water at the optimum level
for dental health in Austria, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Ireland, Malta, Sweden and the
UK.

Decisions on fluoridation up to individual EU Member States

Within the European Union it is up to individual Member States to decide whether or not to
introduce water fluoridation. No EU country has ‘banned’ fluoridation. However, some
countries have not enacted the necessary enabling legislation; some have relatively low levels of
dental caries, making fluoridation a potentially less cost-effective proposition; and some have
opted instead for fluoridation of domestic salt and salt used in catering. Political upheavals and
economic problems in the former Eastern bloc during the early 1990s resuited in fluoridation
schemes stopping in the former German Democratic Republic, Soviet Union and
Czechoslovakia.

The extent of salt fluoridation

EU countries where fluoridated salt is available include France, Germany, Austria, the Czech
Republic and Holland. Switzerland, a non-EU member, has widely adopted salt fluoridation —
one of the reasons why the Swiss city of Basle, which used to fluoridate its water, decided a few
years ago to switch to the alternative mode of fluoride delivery used in the rest of the country.
Clearly, to minimise the risk of fluorosis, it is not desirable to run water fluoridation and salt
fluoridation programmes in parallel,

European Platform for Oral Health cites water fluoridation as an
example of good practice

At the European level there is a collaborative forum entitled the Platform for Better Oral Health
in Europe. With the support of a number of members of the European Parliament, the Platform
brings together health professionals, academics and other experts from many countries to

47



exchange information and ideas and make recommendations to governments and health agencies
across Europe.

In 2012 the Platform published a major report entitled The State of Oral Health in Europe which
concluded that water fluoridation represents an example of “good practice” in oral health
promotion and that it is “safe, cost-effective and has a demonstrable long-term benefit to
population dental health.”

Describing the impact of water fluoridation, the report states: “The best available evidence
suggests that fluoridation of drinking water reduces the prevalence of caries, both in terms of the
proportion of children who are caries-free and by the mean change in decayed, missing and filled
teeth (DMFT).”

The report also points to the ability of water fluoridation to reduce oral health inequalities
between children from different social backgrounds. It states: “There is also evidence to suggest
that water fiuoridation reduces the severity of caries (as measured by DMFT) across social
groups and between geographical locations (McDonagh et al, 2000). Water fluoridation is
consequently one of the few interventions that directly reduces disparities in dental decay
between high and low socio-economic status groups (Burt 2002, Neidell et al, 2010).”

January 2015
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Reductions in Cavities in Adults:

I. "Cavity reductions continue to occur into adulthood from access to fluoridated water. The
reduction in caries previously demonstrated in children has extended to adults. The impact is a
decline in the need for restorative dentistry."

"Trends in caries among adults 18 to 45 years old", Brown LJ, Wall TP, Lazar V., J Am Dent Assoc.
2002 Jul;133(7):827-34.
hitp://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.cov/pubmed/1 2148675

2. “It was once thought that fluoridated drinking water only benefited children who consumed it
from birth," explained Slade, who is John W. Stamm Distinguished Professor and director of the
oral epidemiology Ph.D. program at UNC. "Now we show that fluoridated water reduces

tooth decay in adults, even if they start drinking it after childhood. In public health terms, it
means that more people benefit from water fluoridation than previously thought."”

"Effects of Fluoridated Drinking Water on Dental Caries in Australian Adults”

G.D. Slade, A.E. Sanders, L. Do, K. Roberts-Thomson and A.J. Spencer, J DENT RES published online 1
March 2013

http://idr.sasepub.com/content/92/4/376

3. "To date, no systematic reviews have found fluoride to be effective in preventing dental caries
in adults. The objective of this meta-analysis was to examine the effectiveness of self- and
professionally applied fluoride and water fluoridation among adulls.

The prevented fraction (reduction in cavities) for water fluoridation was 27% (93%CI: 19%-
34%). These findings suggest that fluoride prevents caries among adults of all ages."

"Effectiveness of Fluoride in Preventing Caries in Adults"
8.0. Griffin, E. Regnier,P.M. Griffin, and V. Huntley, J Dent Res 86(3):410-415, 2007
http://www.nebi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/ 17432559
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ABOUT THE AUTHOR:

[ advocate for the health and protection of children’s rights everywhere, especially in the area of
fluoridation challenges.

I have been involved in fluoridation challenges in numerous communities throughout Florida and the
United States. When the authorities that oversee fluoridation decisions are presented with the credible,
scientific, peer reviewed and published data which supports the safety, effectiveness, and cost savings of
optimally fluoridated water, they make the prudent decision to start, continue, or resume fluoridation for
their communities. They understand that the science which overwhelmingly supports fluoridation is
crystal clear. Failure to provide community water flucridation results in irreparable harm to their
families, both children and adults. Moreover, spending a communities time and efforts to review a Public
Health Policy that continues to be supported by ongoing research is not only a waste of time for local
communities, it is a waste of valuable resources which could best be spent on solving local issues.

When community leaders are faced with challenges to any medical, dental, or public health measure, they
turn to the experts which have studied these issues and render their recommendations based on the best
available research. They no more depend those without credible expertise who email them, or voice
opposition to, the construction design of a nuclear power plant, bridge, hospital, road when faced with
these decisions to make. They do not put out to referendum any of these issues to ask the public to decide
if our credible experts are to be trusted. And why would they? To do so only passes the buck back to
residents to be the fall guy if an issue has the potential to be unpopular. This is not how our government
in the United States was set up. Failure of our officials 10 lead and make the tough decisions is the
difference between an organized society and one in chaos, We chose {0 live in an organized society
where all can be heard, but decisions are reached by our elected officials for the benefit of the greater
good. Public Health Policy is made for the protection of an entire community. It cannot be tailored to the
desires or opinions of the few who may oppose it.

You are the elected officials that were elected to make these informed decisions for your constituents.
Make the prudent, scientifically valid, and credibly researched decision by voting to proceed with
fluoridation of Putnam County's water. | urge you to continue to rely on the experts that we all trust, and
to put this issue to rest here and now. Your residents all depend on your leadership for their health, well-
being, and safety. Your children and adults, especially those most in need and living in poverty, deserve
to receive the health benefits of fluoridation.

Finally, make no mistake. The folks speaking against fluoridation are here to make a national statement.
They desperately want to have a community, no matter how large or small, fall prey to their tactics. They
will use their "win" to build perceived credibility in their science-fiction claims and momentum in other
communities. They did it in my home county of Pinellas and were successful in having it cut off to
700,000 residents. We fought for a year to have it returned and were successful, only after 2 incumbent
county commissioners were replaced by the voters. Please do not allow these folks to create a similar
"win" in Putnam County by having you vote to block your startup of community water fluoridation. After
all, who really wins when the health of your community is jeopardized by a few who oppose fluoridation?
No one. Including those that oppose it.

Johnny Johnson, Ir., D.M.D., M.S.

Pediatric Dentist

Diplomate, American Board of Pediatric Dentist
Palm Harbor, Pinellas County, Florida
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American Academy of Pediatrics
DEDICATED TO THE HEALTH OF ALL CHILDREN~

February 19, 2015

Betsy Driggers, City Clerk
City of Palatka

201 N, 2nd St.

Palatka, FL 32177

Dear Ms, Driggers,

The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) is a professional organization of 60,000 primary care
pediatricians, pediatric medical sub-specialists, and pediatric surgical sub-specialists dedicated to
the health, safety, and well-being of infants, children, adolescents, and young adults. The AAP
echoes the recommendations of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and the
American Dental Association (ADA) in stating that community water fluoridation is safe, effective,
and protective of unnecessary dental disease, a costly and painful condition.

The AAP is particularly concerned with the high rates of early childhood caries (tooth decay) in the
United States and the detrimental effects this disease can have on children. Dental caries, although
largely preventable, is the most commeon chronic childhood disease, 5 times more common than
asthma. Dental caries can lead to severe health problems, including serious infection, debilitating
pain, dietary and speech problems, and in rare cases, even death. Therefore, the AAP supports
community water fluoridation as a way to help protect children’s teeth. Several AAP policies and
guidelines speak to the benefit of community water fluoridation. For example:

- Regular and frequent exposure to small amounts of fluoride is the best way to protect the
teeth against caries. This exposure can be readily accomplished through drinking water that
has been optimally fluoridated and brushing with fiuoride toothpaste twice daily. '

- The delivery of fluoride includes community-based, professionally applied, and self-
administered modalities. Water fluoridation is a community-based intervention that
optimizes the level of fluoride in drinking water, resulting in preeruptive and posteruptive
protection of the teeth. Water fluoridation is a cost-effective means of preventing dental
caries, with the lifetime cost per person equaling less than the cost of 1 dental restoration.
In short, fluoridated water is the cheapest and most effective way to deliver anticaries
benefits to communities.’

- Water fluoridation is seen as effective and inexpensive, does not require daily adherence,
and promotes equity, because it benefits everyone regardless of socioeconomic status.?

The AAP continues its mission to ensure the health and well-being of all children, and, to this end,
supports local and state efforts to ensure children have access to safe, optimally fluoridated water.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide this statement. If you require more information, please
email the AAP at oralhealthifaap.ore,

Sincerely,

/chm QJM, mb, F AP

Sandra G. Hassink, MD, FAAP
President

SGH/1b

* Bright Futures Guidelines for the Health Supervision of Infants, Children, and Adolescents, 3¢ Edition. 2008.
! Preventive Oral Health Intervention for Pediatricians. Pediasrics. 2008,122:1387-13%4
3 Early Childhood Caries in Indigenous Communities. Pediatrics. 2011,127( 6) 1190-1198



Fluoridation Presentation February 26, 2015

Janet Pettit

Introduction
Good evening.

My name is Janet Pettit, | live at 418 Emmett St., Palatka.

I'm a Floridian by birth as were both my parents. My father was born here in Palatka
and |'ve returned to my home state to settie in Palatka having bought back my father's
old family home.

I'm a former teacher, a mother , grandmother and former Peace Corps Volunteer in
Liberia West Africa. |{ove children and want the best for all children as | believe the
proponents of fluoridation also do but we disagree profoundly and I'm here to present
my reasons for opposing fluoridation.

| should like to start by saying that in teaching mostly teenagers in Liberia | never saw a
child with a filling or missing teeth. They had no fluoride and flucride is unnecessary to
have perfect teeth, as these children showed with their white, perfect teeth..

Presentation

What Dr. Johnson and | agree on is that tooth decay is rampant in our cities and towns
and something needs to be done to stop the suffering. If | thought fluoridation would
help stop tooth decay | would be fighting on his side. It's not safe to drink fluoride and it
does not stop tooth decay. The FDA admits that the government has no studies that
show fluorides are safe to drink nor that they stop tooth decay.

I want to explain to you one of my most compelling reasons to oppose it.
This is my grandson, Max Pettit. He's now 11.  (show picture)

He was born with a serious genetic disease called von Recklinhaus’ disease or
neurofibromatosis type 1. As he matures, small disfiguring, benign tumors may appear
all over his body. They can be minor or major, painful or not, perhaps becoming
cancerous or growing on his spine or in his eyes or anywhere. They could be hardly
noticed or terribly disfiguring. Here’s a sufferer. (show picture of NF1)

When Max was born the internet stated at the time that the incidence of this disease
was 1 in 300,000 births. A few years later it quoted the incidence as 1 in 20,000 births
and as this paper is being written the incidence is stated on the internet as 1 in 3,000 -
4,000 births. Perhaps this is a mistake in estimation but a doctor we have spoken to
said that the ratio seemed to be decreasing. 1 think this is significant because several
other pertinent diseases are also increasing among children: diabetes, hypothyroidism,



allergies and bone problems such as Osgood/Schlatters and osteosarcoma. These
diseases are associated with fluoride poisoning.

When Max's baby teeth erupted they were black with dental fluorosis and by age 6 they
were crumbling and my son and his wife borrowed $8,000 to have them all temporarily
capped. [ncidentally, another of my 7 grandchildren, Joe, also a first born, like Max,
also had his teeth erupt stained dark with dental fluorosis. Fortunately, now as an adult
Joe's permanent teeth erupted unaffected but Max’s permanent teeth are also erupting
with some permanent staining. Like his fluorosis was this von Recklinhaus’ disease
also caused by fluoride? I'll tell you why | believe it was and tell you why this must not
happen to some other child in Palatka or anywhere.

This genetic disease is unknown on either side of the family., it was an apparent random
mutation. New internet information says that why these characteristic tumors occur is
unknown. Mutations that result keep the genes from making normal proteins that
contra! cell production. Without the normal function of these proteins, cells multiply out
of control and form tumors on the nerve ends, according to the information supplied on
the internat.

Fluorine is the elementai form of fiuoride and because it is the most reactive element in
the periodic table, it can form varying strengths of chemical attachment with almost
every other element. It forms particularly strong bonds with calcium and hydrogen.

All proteins are like a string of beads and held in position by hydrogen bonding. Our
DNA , that determines our makeup, is a protein and If a fluorine ion happens by it can
glom on to one of the hydrogen bonding atoms and break the DNA molecule. This can
result in perhaps cancer or a mutation like Max's. (show graphic DNA break)

A British study showed that Down Syndrome is 30% higher in fluoridated areas
compared with non fluoridated areas. This disease almost always occurs in mothers
over 35 due, it's thought, to older eggs but now young mothers are giving birth to Down
Syndrome victims. This indicates a different cause and fluoride is a good prospect
because of its ability to disrupt DNA.

Fluoridation. Is It Safe??

The fluoride compound used for fluoridation in over 90 % of fluoridated water is a compound
combined with silicone, the element computer chips are made of. It's called hydrofluorosilicic
acid. Itis rated “Extremely Toxic”. Sodium fluoride often used in toothpaste is rated “Very Toxic”
while the common form found in nature is calcium or magnesium fluaride and raled, “Moderately
Toxic".

It's been stated that all fluorides work the same so if one has been studied then it applies to the
others. Not sol Fluoride's toxicity is determined by how readily it dissociates The mare it
ionizes, the more toxic it is. The silicofluorides , the most popular fluoridation compound, does
not dissociate completely and the chemical increases the absorption of lead. A Georgia study of



violent crime comparing fluoridated and non fluoridated counties found fluoridated counties have
2 1/2 times more violent crime and cocaine use.

Sarin, the nerve gas used in war, gets its toxicity from flucride. It could be lawfully used in
fluoridation. Sifurylfluoride was used in tenting and gassing a house for termites. It was so toxic
that it's been replaced but could technically be used for fluoridation.

Here's a letier from the FDA that admits they have no studies on record, as mandated for all
medications that proves the fluoridation chemical, hydrofluorosilicic acid is both safe and
effective. They also lack any study that the pills and other fluoridation medications once given
to children were ever proven safe and eifective.

Fluoride has been called “the protected medicine.” It defies the rule of pharmacology that
medications should be individually prescribed and consumers must give their consent to ingest
them. It defies federal law that mandates every medication must be proven safe and effective.

Fluoridation proponents claim that you can't say that fluorides haven't been tested since they've
been in use for 70 years. Dr. Phillip Sutton, prominent fluoride researcher in Australia examined
all the research claimed by proponents of fluoridation to prove it was safe and effective. His
study was entitied, The Greatest Fraud. He found no study on flucridation 1o be scientifically
valid

The Cancer and Other Health Issue Connections

Dr. Dean Burke, PhD, the Chief Chemist Emeritus, the National Cancer Institute
stated that more than 50,000 Americans are dying of cancer each year caused
by fluoridation of water. He stated: “In point of fact, fluoride causes more human
cancer death, and causes it faster, than any other chemical.”

Dr. Burke and the biochemist, Dr. John Yiamouyiannis, PhD. Decided to do an
epidemiology study to see if there was evidence that cancer increases after
fluoridation begins. {show chart) They selected 20 cities with similar cancer
rates between 1940 and 1950, before fluoridation began. This is their result

After fluoridation the fluoridated cities began to diverge from the non fluoridated
ones which began to level off. The data were obtained from government records.

Opponents

Professor Dr. Albert Schatz, PhD. Nobel Prize winner for discovering the
antibiotic,streptomycin ,stated that “:Fluoridation is the greatest fraud that has
ever been perpetrated because it has been perpetrated on more people than any
other fraud.”



Fourteen other Nobel Prize winners in medicine and chemistry have expressed
opposition to fluoridation. The Pasteur Institute in France recommended against
fluoridation as did the Nabel Institute in Norway. Europe is 98% fluoridation free.

Does Fluoridation work? NO!

The NIH designed a study that examined 39,000 children in 84 different
communities that were either fluoridated, partly fluoridated or non fluoridated.

Although it cost taxpayers millions of dollars they refused to publish the
results.they didn't show what they thought they would show....

Dr. John Yiamouyiannis, PhD. (biochemist) using the freedom of information act,
requested a copy of the study which showed no difference in tooth decay among
the 3 areas.

(show study chart)

A 1997study at the University of Arizona showed that (quote) “the more fluoride
a child drinks, the mare cavities appear in the teeth.”

Virtually every large city in the U.S. is fluoridated but the tooth decay is at
epidemic levels in the inner cities. The same situation is occurring on Native
American reservations, all of which are fluoridated.

Dr. John Colghoun, DDS, PhD. head of the fluoridation committee in New
Zealand, found the study most touted as proof of fluoridation’s effectiveness was
fraudulent and the NZ city with the best dental results was the least fluoridated.
He defied his superior by printing the result and was fired. {show chart)

The American Chemical Society Journal did a review of fiuoridation studies and
found that the directors of studies that found fluoridation did not reduce tooth
decay were forbidden to publish their results in the U.S.

In British Columbia, Canada only 11% of this province fluoridates their water as
opposed to 40 to 70% in other Canadian provinces, yet British Columbia has the
lowest rate of tooth decay in Canada.

Family economic levels are a better predictor of dental health than the level of
fluoridation ingestion.



Fluoridation doesn’t work! li causes tooth damage without benefit in stopping
tooth decay. When it was started, it was the only source of fluoride. Now all
processed foods, all soft drinks, juices, most beers and wines are significant
sources of fluoride. Fresh produce is laced with fluoridated pesticide which
require warm water and soap to remove. Consuming a bowl of cereal, a Coke
and glass of orange juice exceeds the daily so-called “optimal” amount of
fluoride.

Fluoride corrodes and cities have removed it because of the damage to water
pipes. It removes lead solder from old house plumbing and dissolves copper
pipes, It facilitates the absorption of lead from old house paint It is an

unnecessary expense for cities and is dangerous for workers at water plants.

The time for fluoridation is long past ...if it ever existed.

There is a very effective way to virtually stop tooth decay which Finland is using
They have reduced school children’s tooth decay by 90% with xylitol gum and
mints. Xyiitol is a natural sweetener that stops tooth decay and even repairs
cavities . | mix it with plain yogurt for tooth brushing, use the mints after meals
and apply it to decayed areas for a couple weeks to repair them. It worksl

if Fluoridation Doesn’t Work, Why Do We Continue 1t?
There are 2 answers:

1) The mining companies that produce this EPA rated, "Extremely Hazardous
Waste” have no practical place to store or dump it. It's not allowed to be
dumped into any body of water, even the ocean and it is difficult to store
because it will carrode through metal, plastic and glass and it would cost
about $8,000/ruck load to dispose of it in a prepared dump site compared to
earning about $300 to sell the same amount to gullible cities. Selling it turns
red ink into black financially. They depend on cities tricked into buying their
sludge. They have convinced the ADA and the AMA that it works.
Perhaps,like the Coca Cola Company, they financially support these
organizations; pay dentists to promote fluoridation??

2) According to the ADA Journal, there are more dentists and they make more
money in flucridated areas than in non fluoridated ones.

Follow the money!!



If we really want to help suffering children let's find a way to provide our children
with a safe, cheap, effective tooth decay preventative that really works: xylitol



This instrument prepared by

Betsy J Dri%Fcrs

201 North 2'

Street

Palatka, F1. 32177

ORDINANCE NO. 11 - 06
Entitled

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
REPEALING AND RESCINDING ORDINANCE Neo. 62-6,
WHICH REQUIRED AND DIRECTED THE CITY WATER
DEPARTMENT TO INJECT SODIUM FLOURIDE INTO THE
CITY WATER SYSTEM; PROVIDING FOR THE
RENUMBERING OF CHAPTER 86, ARTICLE 1
ACCORDINGLY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida, is authorized by
Chapter 166, Florida Statutes, to adopt ordinances and resolutions necessary for the exercise
of its powers to protect the health, safety, and general welfare of its citizens and to prescribe
fines and penalties for the violations of ordinances in accordance with law, and

WHEREAS, on July 12, 1962, the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida,
passed and adopted Ordinance No. 62-6 adding section a to the Municipal Code requiring
and directing the Water Treaiment Plant to inject Sodium Fluoride into the City water
system at such times and in such amounts as the State of Florida may approve and direct;
and

WHEREAS, the City of Palatka began injecting sodium fuoride into the City water
system in accordance with Ordinance No. 62-6 and has continued 1o do so at a cost of
approximately $12,000.00 per year for maintenance and operation of the System; and

WHEREAS, based upon recent studies it has been shown that the cost of flueridating
the water supply outweighs the potential benefits; and

WHEREAS, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has recently recommended
utilities that fluoridate their drinking water decrease the level of fluoridation from 1.0 parts
per million gallons of water (ppm) to .08 ppm; and

WHEREAS, the City’s source water has a natural fiuoride content of approximately .02
ppm, which is already one quarter of the EPA recommended dosage, and other sources of
fluoride such as toothpaste, processed foods and beverages are available to the public; and

WHEREAS, the State of Florida does not require the fluoridation of drinking water.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. That Ordinance No. 62-6, adopted by the City of Palatka City Commission
on July 12, 1962, requiring and directing the Palatka Water Treatment Plant
to inject Sodium Fluoride into the City Water System, is hereby rescinded,
repealed and revoked in its entirety, along with all authorizations empowered
by its adoption and enactment.

Section 1.  That Section 86-37 of the Palatka Municipal Code, entitled Fluoridation of
Water Supply, be hereby deleted in its entirety, and all subsequent sections



Section 111,

Section 1V.

Section V.

Section VI.

of Chapter 86, Aricle 11, Division 1 be renumbered accordingly to
accommodate the removal of this section, i necessary.

That all ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict therewith are hereby
repealed to the extent of such conflick,

That if any section or portion of a section or subsection of this ordinance
proves to be invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional, it shall not be held to
invalidate or impair the validity, force, or effect of any other section or
portion of a section, subsection, or part of this erdinance.

That this ordinance shall take effect upon its passage as provided by law.

A copy of this Ordinance shall be furnished to the Municipal Code
Corporation for insertion in the Code of Ordinances for the City of
Palatka, Florida.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka on second
reading this 14™ day of April, 2011.

ATTEST:

CITY OF PALATKA

By:

Its MAYOR

CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CORRECTNESS:

City Attorney



320 North Moody Rd,
Palatka, FL 32177
Tel. (386) 329-0144
Fax (386) 3290106

City of Palathka

R. C. Willis Water Plant

To:  Mike Czymbor, City Manager
From: Melvin Register, Water Plant Superintendent
Date: January 6, 2015

RE: Water Fluoridation

In July 1962, The City passed an amendment to Ordinance No. 62-6 adding section 25-17 requiring and
directing the Water Plant to inject Sodium Fluoride into the City Water System, The Ordinance was updated in
1981 and 1986. The wording of the ordinance stated that the water department of the city shall, in accordance
with the plans and specifications as prepared by the city’s engineers, copies of which are on file in the office of
the city clerk, instail fluoride equipment and shall inject sodium fluoride into the water system of the city at such
times and in such amounts and on such basis as the state may, from time 10 time, approve and direct.

Water Plant personnel begen fluoridation of the City water supply and continued umiil the fluoridation
equipment failed. It is unknown exactly when the process was stopped. The City’s water supply remained
without fluoride until 1997 when the City received a grant from the Florida Department of Health to install new
equipment and fund operation of the system for two years. Afier that the City assumed the cost, approximately
$12,000.00 per year, of maintaining and operating the fluoride system,

More recently, there have been questions as to the health benefit provided by Drinking Water Fivoridation and
its overall health effects. There have been studies that show children under the age of ten (10) receive the most
benefit from fluoridation and that benefit decreases with age. There have also been studies that show
fluoridation may contribute to the loss of calcium in the bones and cause the mottling of the teeth over time. The
U.S. EPA recently recommended that utilities that fluoridate their drinking water decrease the level of
fluoridation from 1.0 ppm to 0.8 ppm.

The level of fluoridation is determined by the average daily temperature in the area of the treatment facility. This
is because fluoride is cumulative in the body. The theory is that people in warmer areas will drink more water,
therefore you don’t need to fluoridate at a higher level for people to get the appropriate fluoride dosage.
Conversely, water in cooler areas would need to be dosed at a higher level because people drink less water in
cooler climates.

The source water that the City uses has a natural flucride content of approximately 0.15 to 0.2 ppm, which is

already one quarter of the recommended dosage. There are other sources of fluoride as well (i.e. toothpaste,
processed foods and beverages).

Over the years, we received numerous irquiries about fluoridation and the effects that it can have on the body.
People expressed concern over the necessity for fluoridation, whether the benefits outweigh the risks, and
especially for more elderly consumers, about the effects it is having on their health. Also, there was public
concem over whether it was the right of the government to require the addition of chemicals to the water supply
that are not necessary for water treatment. Many see it as medication without consent.




n light of these concerns and in view of the fact that the State of Florida does not require the fluoridation of
drinking water, the City Commission vated to adopted a new ordinance which repealed the original Fluoridation

Ordinance,

There are orgenizations that promote water fluoridation and government agencies that provide funding as [
described earlier. Since the City hes already benefitted from this program, 1 don't know if we would qualify for
any further funding.
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320 North Moody Rd.
Palatkn, FL 32177
Tel. (386) 3290144
Fax (386) 320-0106

City of Palatka
R C. Willis Water Plant
To:  Betsy Driggers, City Clerk
From: Melvin Register, Water Plant Superintendent
Date: February 28,2011

RE: Water Fluoridation Ordinance

In July 1962, The City passed an amendment to Ordinance No. 62-6 adding section 25-17 requiring and
directing the Water Plant to inject Sodium Fluoride into the City Water System. The Ordinance was updated in
1981 and 1986. It is currently written as Chapter 86 Article II Division | Section 86-370f the Municipal Code of
the City of Palatka. The wording of the ordinance states that the water department of the city shall, in
accordance with the plans and specifications as prepared by the city’s engineers, copies of which are on file in
the office of the city clerk, install fluoride equipment and shall inject sodium fluoride into the water system of
the city at such times and in such amounts and on such basis as the state may, from time to time, approve and
direct.

Water Plant personnel began fluoridation of the City water supply and continued until the fluoridation
equipment failed. It is unknown exactly when the process was stopped. The City’s water supply remained
without fluoride until 1997 when the City received a grant from the Florida Department of Health to install new
equipment and fund operation of the system for two years. After that the City assumed the cost, approximately
$12,000.00 per year, of maintaining and operating the fluoride system.

More recently, there have been questions as 1o the health benefit provided by Drinking Water Fluoridation and
its overall health effects. There have been studies that show children under the age of ten (10) receive the most
benefit from fluoridation and that benefit decreases with age. There have also been studies that show
fluoridation may contribute 1o the loss of calcium in the bones and cause the mottling of the teeth over time. The
U.S. EPA recently recommended that utilities that fluoridate their drinking water decrease the level of
fluoridation from 1.0 ppm to 0.8 ppm.

The level of fluoridation is determined by the average daily femperature in the area of the treatment facility. This
is because fluoride is cumulative in the body. The theory is that people in warmer areas will drink more water,
therefore you don’t need to fluoridate at a higher level for people to get the appropriate fluoride dosage.
Conversely, water in cooler areas would need to be dosed at a higher level because people drink less water in
cooler climates.

Over the last several years, [ have received numerous inquiries about fluoridation and the effects that it can have

on the body. People have expressed concern over the necessity for fluoridation, whether the benefits outweigh
the risks, and especially for more elderly consumers, about the effects it is having on their health,
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The source water that the City uses has a natural flucride content of approximately 0.2 ppm, which is already
one quarter of the recommended dosage. There are other saurces of fluoride as well (i.e. toothpaste, processed
foods and beverages). Because of this, § believe that the City should seriously reconsider the addition of fluoride
to the drinking water.

In light of these concems and in view of the fact that the State of Florida does not require the fluoridation of

drinking water, [ would like 1o propose that the City Commission adopt an ordinance that would repeal the
current ordinance which requires the Water Treatment Plant to fluoridate the drinking water.

CUses\bdriggers\appData\LocalMicrosoltWindows\Temporary Intemet Faes\Content OutiookdL21803G\Fuoride Orinanca Memo.doc




VERNCN MYERS
MAYOR COMIHSSIONER

ELWIN C, "WO0ODY" BOYNTON, JA.

PHONE: (386) 329-0100

CITY MANAGER
MARY LAWSON BROWN BETSY JORDAN DRIGGERS
V'CE MATCR « COMMISS ONER CITY CLEAK
MATTHEW D. HEYNOLDS
ALLEGRA KITCHENS FNMANCE DIRECTOR
COMMISSIONER
GARY 5. GETCHELL
PHIL LEARY CHIEF OF POLICE
COMMISSIONER
MICHAEL LAMBERT
JAMES NORWOOD, JR. LA
COMMISEIONER DONALD E. HOLMES
CITY ATTORNEY
Raguler meating 2nd and 4th Thursdays esch month at 6:00 p.m.
Ben Piliz April 19, 2011
Florida D.E.P.

Potable Water Section
7825 Baymeadows Way, Suite B200
Jacksonville, FL 32256

RE: Water Fluaridation
Dear Ben,

Please find enclosed a copy of City of Palatka Ordinance No. 11-06 which rescinds and repeals a previous ordinance
requiring the Palatka Water Treatment System to add fluoride to its public water supply. Although it has been some
time since we have actually added fluoride, this ordinance serves as notice that the City of Palatka will no longer be
participating in the Florida Department of Health Public Heaith Dental Program. Consequently we will no longes
file Monthly Operating Reports to the Department of Health,

If you have comments or questions, please contact me at (386) 329-0144 or by email mregister@palatka-fi.zov .
Best regards, W
Melvin L. Register Jr,

Superintendent
R.C. Willis Water Plant

cc: Sean Isagc, Florida DOH
David Flowers, Putnam County Health Dept.

201 N. 2ND STREET » PALATKA, FLORIDA 32177
www,palatka-fl.gov

FAX: (386) 329-0106






CITY of

FLORIDA CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

RESOLUTION authorizing the issuance of Special Events Permit No. 15-10 for the 2015 Blue Crab
Festival; setting forth provisions of the permit, granting permission to serve/consume alcohol on public
right-of-way, exceed allowable noise levels, authorizing the closure of certain streets to vehicular traffic
during the Festival events, and setting permit fees - Adopt.

SUMMARY:

Blue Crab Festival, Inc. has made application for a Class A Special Events Permit for the 2015 Blue Crab
Festival scheduled for May 22 - 25, 2015. The Special Events Committee has met with the Organizers. The
resolution setting forth the parameters of the Permit and estimated fees follows this Summary Page.

Also attached is 2 memorandum from Charles Rudd, Main Street Manager, concerning Blue Crab Festival
Permit Fee Options and a proposed Cooperative Agreement between City of Palatka and Blue Crab Festival
Committee, for discussion and action prior to the adoption of the Resolution.

The 2015 permit includes the following provisions:

I. Grant permission to serve and consume alcohol on the public rights-of-way including Memorial
Parkway; St. Johns Avenue from Riverfront Park to 5th Street; N. & S. 2nd Street from Reid Street to
Short Laurel Street; N. & S. 3rd Street from Reid Street to Oak Street; N. & S. 4th Street from Reid
Street to Oak Street; N. & S. 5th Street from Reid Street to Oak Street; 6th Street from Reid Street to
Oak Street and including all of the Riverfront Park. The time frames will coincide with the time
frames for exceeding allowable noise levels. Applicant to provide clear signage and barriers for
alcoholic beverages consumption area.

2. Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels on Friday, May 22, 2015 from 5:00 p.m. until
12:00 a.m. (midnight); Saturday, May 23, 2015 from 10:00 a.m. until 12:00 a.m. {midnight); Sunday
May 24, 2015 from 1:00 p.m. until 12:00 a.m. (midnight); and Monday, May 25, 2015 from 10:00
a.m. until 5:00 p.m,

3. Grant permission to close streets for parking and vehicular traffic: St. Johns Avenue from Memorial
Parkway to 6th Street; N, & S 3rd, 4th, 5th, and 6th, Streets from Oak Street to Reid Street; N. & S.
2nd Street between Reid Street and Short Laurel Street; and all of Memorial Parkway during festival
hours.

4. Authorize the closure of the Riverfront Park boat ramp from 5:00 p.m. 5/22/15 through 5:00 p.m.
5/25/15.

Estimated Festival Permit fee: $13,152 ($7,199 for police security fees; $ 1,200 for Festival Permit fee (Class A
special events permit of $300 for four days); $ 675 for garbage containers; $ 1,794 for fire personnel; $ 184 for
building inspector; $ 996 for electrical personnel; and $ 1,104 for public works personnel. Applicant agrees to pay
actual Landfill Tipping Fees. Applicant agrees to pay City of Palatka for actual FP&L electrical charges,

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Discuss and take action on the proposed fee options in connection with the proposed Cooperative
Agreement with Blue Crab, and Adopt the resolution authorizing the issuance of Special Events
Permit No. 15-10 for the 2015 Blue Crab Festival; setting forth terms and conditions of the Permit
and setting forth preliminary fees.



RESOLUTION NO. 201511 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA,
GRANTING A SPECIAL EVENTS PERMIT TO THE BLUE CRAB
FESTIVAL, INC. FOR THE 2015 BLUE CRAB FESTIVAL;
SETTING THE PROVISIONS OF THE PERMIT; ALLOWING
THE CLOSURE OF CERTAIN STREETS TO VEHICULAR
TRAFFIC DURING FESTIVAL EVENTS; AND SETTING PERMIT
FEES

WHEREAS, The Biue Crab Festival is an established event held in Downtown Palatka
annually during Memorial Day Weekend; and

WHEREAS, The Blue Crab Festival Inc., has made application to the City of Palatka for
a special events permit for the 2015 Blue Crab Festival,

WHEREAS, The City of Palatka Staff have met with Festival organizers and all parties
have reached an agreement as to the provisions of the Special Events Permit; and

WHEREAS, the Palatka City Commission finds that the approval of the Special Events
Permit, as stipulated and described herein, is in the best interest of the cvent organizers, the City
of Palatka and its citizens; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section I: That Special Events Permit No. 15-10 for the 2015 Blue Crab Festival is
hereby granted to Blue Crab Festival, Inc. with the following provisions and stipulations:

a. Grant permission to exceed allowable noise levels on dates & times:

May 22 5:00 pm. 1o 12:00 a.m. {midnight}
May 23 10.00 a.m. 10 12:00 a.m. (midnight)
May 24 1:00 p.m. to 12:00 a.m. (midnight)
May 25 10:00 am. to 5:00 p.m.

h. Grant permission to serve and consume alcohol on the public rights-of-way inciuding
Memorial Parkway; St Johns Avenue from Riverfront Park to 5 Street; N. & S. 2™ Streets
from Reid Street to Short Lauret Street; N. & 8. 3™ Streets from Reid Street to Oak Street; N,
& S. 4™ Streets from Reid Street to Oak Street; N. & S. 5” Streets from Reid Street to Oak
Street; and including all of the Riverfront Park. The timeframes will coincide with the
timeframes for cxceeding allowable noise levels. Applicant to provide clear signage and
barriers for beverage consumption area.

c¢. Grant permission to close for parkinE and vehicular traffic St. Johns Avenue from Memorial
Parkway 1o 8th Street; N. & S. 3%, 4", 5 and 6" Streets from Oak Street to Reid Street;, N. &
S. 2% Street between Reid Street and Short Laurel; and all of Memorial Parkway during
festival hours.

il. Autherize closure of Riverfront Park boat ramp from 5:00 pm. 5/22/15 thru 5.00 p.m.
5125115,

e. Estimated Festival Permit fee: $13,152 (87,199 for police security fees; $1,200 for Festival
Permit Fee (Class A special events permit of $300 for four days), 3675 for garbage
containers, $1794 for fire personnel; $184 for building inspector; $996 for electrical
personnel; $1,104 for public works personnel; Applicant pays actual landfill tipping fees.
Applicant agrees o pay City of Palatka for the actual FP&L clectrical charges.

Section 3: That the total advance and estimated Permit Fees for 2015 shall be
$13.152.00

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida, this
26" day of February, 2015.

CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA

By:

Its Mayor



REVITALIZATION-IT'S OUR NATURE

TO: Mayor Hill and Palatka City Commission

FROM: Charles Rudd, Main Street Manager

DATE: 2/19/2015

RE: Blue Crab Festival Special Event Application and Agreement

This will be the 27" year of the Blue Crab Festival. The City has supported the event as a silent
partner for many years. This has included not only in-kind donations totaling thousands of
dollars each year in labor, rent and equipment, but also directly paying festival bills in 2009 and
2010 of aver $80,000 to keep the festival afloat. Afier the 2013 festival, the festival organization
found itself with a little over $1,000 in the bank and $6,000 in unpaid bills. 2014 saw a change
in leadership and approach to planning the event. For the first time, the event was managed with
full partnership, participation and transparency with the City staff. The City Manager was aware
of and was afforded a vote on all budgetary matters as well as all decisions on the planning,
setup and execution of the event. The result was that the debts were paid off and a profit of
nearly $30,000 was realized. Subsequently, the festival leadership announced that the festival
had achieved what it had set out to do (revitalization of the downtown) and that they were
moving the festival to the fairgrounds in East Palatka. This brought to light the need for an
agreement to secure this important event on our riverfront as well as to establish some measures
of transparency and participation to ensure the stability of the City’s investment. Palatka Main
Street began to make preparations fo produce a replacement festival on the riverfront but the
Blue Crab Festival leadership changed its mind about moving and decided to remain on the
downtown riverfront. The festival is resuming its previous approach 1o running the event.
Consequently, I have proposed a partnership agreement with Blue Crab Festival, Inc., based on
the 2014 model of running the event. As part of this agreement, a City representative will have
full access to the budget, contracts, agreements, and participation in the decision making of
running of the event. The City will, in tumn, continue to donate the cost of the use of the inmate
crews (approx.. $3,052, depending on the number of hours), the use of the storage yard behind
Building and Zoning during the weekend of the event ($250, nothing comparable found, so based
on 3 days at storage cost of $4/sq. ft./yr.), the rent for the private warehouse space on public
property behind Building and Zoning (at $4 per sq. ft. per yr. = $3,456), 2 dedicated
dumpsters/garbage trucks (market rate of $440 delivery and pickup [tipping fees are waived by
the county]), and the water department 60kw/100amp generator (market rate of $525 rental and
$800 delivery and pick up), all of which totals approximately $8,523. The applicant has the
option to not sign the agreement and partner with the City and pay full fees. Without the City as
a partner, the full fees would then be $21,675.



Option 1: Maintain past practices: Festival pays personnel costs; City donates additional
services, rent and equipment; City has no agreement with festival and no oversight of investment
or assurances the festival will continue or stay on the riverfront. The City still receives a full
financial report at the end of the event as stipulated in the special event ordinance,

Option 2: Festival signs partnership agreement with the City to formalize the relationship and
provide the City with assurances of good stewardship of its investment and that the community
will have a Blue Crab Festival on the riverfront each Memorial Day. Festival gets assurances
that it will continue to receive donated services, rent and equipment from the City and that it will
be the organization to produce the event on the riverfront.

Option 3: Festival does not sign the agreement and pays full fees like any other applicant. City
provides those services and personnel paid for by the festival and nothing more. City has no
agreement with festival and no assurances the festival will continue or stay on the riverfront.

The City still receives a full financial report at the end of the event as stipulated in the special
event ordinance.



FESTIVAL PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this __ day of , 2015, by and
between the, City of Palatka, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address is
201 N. 2™ Street, Palatka, FL 32177 (hereinafter referred to as “Palatka”), and Blue Crab
Festival, Inc., P. O. Box 1351, Palatks, FL 32178 (hereinafier referred to as “Blue Crab”),
defines the festival partnership relationship between the two as follows:

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Palatka is committed to a comprehensive approach to revitalizing and
promoting its riverfront and historic downtown and has expended significant resources to that
end;

WHEREAS, this approach includes festivals and Palatka has expended considerable
tesources on supporting and maintaining a Blue Crab Festival on the riverfront of downtown
Palatka on Memorial Day weekend since 1989;

WHEREAS, Palatka desires to see the festival continue on the downtown riverfront and
to have certain assurances that it will be produced on the riverfront each year, for years to come;

WHEREAS, Palatka desires have a voice in the planning and execution of the festival
and a guarantee of its production on the riverfront cach year;

WHEREAS, it is the desire of Blue Crab Festival, Inc., to have certain assurances that it
can produce the event and will have the support of the City of Palatka and to understand the role
of the local government in the festival organization;

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants herein
contained, the parties agree as follows:

Section 1. City of Palatka

Palatka shall provide the permits and variances necessary to conduct the Blue Crab
Festival on Memorial Day weekend ali in compliance with current codes:

a) Blue Crab shall apply for a Special Events Permit by the end of Septernber,
each year. Palatka’s Special Evenis Committee shall review the application
for compliance and convene to review any modifications with Blue Crab by
the end of October. The application shall be placed on the City Commission
Agenda for the first regular Commission meeting in November.

b) Blue Crab shall apply for a Noise Variance and an Alcohol Variance with
their Special Events Permit application. The Special Events Committee shall
review these variances, discuss necessary modifications with Blue Crab and
then forward them with the Special Events Application to the City
Commission in November. Nothing within this agreement shall be deemed
or interpreted so as to obligate Palatka to approve any permit or variance that



is not in compliance with applicable City Codes, Ordinances, or State
Statutes.

c) Palatka shall provide support and assistance from the City Manager’s Office,
Public Works, Parks and Facilities, Police, Fire and any other depariments
deemed necessary to support the festival.

i) Palatka shall assess charges to Blue Crab for all Police Services, Fire
Services, and Public Works and for costs charged to Palatka by other
entities. The Fees charged to Blue Crab will be approximately one -
half the actual total cost incurred by Palatka

ii) Palatka will not assess charges to Blue Crab for other services provided by
Palatka, such as manpower, inmate crews, consultations and
equipment that are considered “in-house.” Palatka shall account for
and value the services which will be provided at no cost to Blue Crab
and these services shall be considered Palatka's contribution fo the
festival.

d) Palatka shall provide storage space, free of charge, to Blue Crab for the
storage of the stage and ather equipment for the festival, provided the total
area of space required does not exceed 900 sq. fi.

¢) Palatka shall provide, free of charge, the use of the Planning and Zoning back
lot during the festival weekend for staging and storing equipment, golf carts,
etc.

f) Palatka shall provide, free of charge, storage space at the City lot for the Blue
Crab Security Building trailer.

Section 2. Blue Crab Festival, Inc.

Blue Crab shall afford Palatka a voice and representation in the planning and
implementation of decisions regarding the festival.

a) Blue Crab shall provide a seat for the City Manager or his designee on the
Board of Directors and on the Blue Crab Commiittee and shall include the City
representative in the meetings of the Board and Committee.

b) Blue Crab shall establish a non-voting Liaison position on the Board of
Directors for a member of the City Commission to ensure open
communication between the festival planners and the City Commission.

¢) Blue Crab shall provide the City representative ongoing access to financial
data.

d) Blue Crab shall provide reports to Palatka in a timely fashion concemning the
financial aspects of the festival, such as monthly income and expenses, bid
results, contracts, and final budget results. The objective is full disclosure of
the financial condition of the festival throughout the planning and
implementation of the festival.

¢) Blue Crab agrees and commits to conduct the Blue Crab Festival on the
riverfront and St. Johns Avenue in downtown Palatka.

=3



Section 3. Term

a)

The term of this Agreement shail be for eighteen (18) months, bepginning
January 1, 2015, and ending June 30, 2016. It may be renewed for successive
terms of twenty four (24) months thereafter. Palatka and Blue Crab shall enter
into negotiations and discussions for the purpose of renewing this agreement
not later than June 1 of the year when the agreement is scheduled to expire. If
Blue Crab and Palatka cannot come to an agreement for the renewal of this
agreement by the end of June of each year when the agreement is scheduled to
expire, then, at such time as the agreement expires in accord with its
scheduled expiration date, each party shall be relieved of any future obligation
to the other concerning future festivals and Palatka will be free to pursue other
entities to produce the annual event which is commonly known as the “Blue
Crab Festival”.

Section 4. Termination

2)

Notwithstanding anything contained elsewhere herein, Palatka may terminate
this agreement for declared breach of contract or other just cause. “Breach of
contract” shall be defined so as to include, but not be limited to: Blue Crab
failing to include Palatka in the decision making, planning or implementation
of the festival (ex. Consistently excluding City representative in Board or
planning meetings); Blue Crab withholding from Palatka financial information
or reports; Blue Crab conducting tangible activities consistent with an
apparent plan to move the festival or an apparent plan to discontinue it (ex.
Booking the fairgrounds or other venue; publishing vendor applications,
contracts, agreements which reference a new site or changing the website to
reference a new site). Palatka shall provide written notification of the alleged
breach to Blue Crab and provide Blue Crab with the opportunity to discuss the
alleged breach and resolve the issue. [f there is no resolution after 45 30 days
from the date of said writlen notification, Palatka may terminate the
agreement. If the agreement is terminated, then Palatka shall assess charges to
Blue Crab for space provided, services rendered, and debt incurred from the
effeetive-date-of this-agreement conclusion of the previous Blue Crab Festival
weekend through the date of termination, Palatka shall then be free to pursue
other means to produce the event.

Section 5. Attorney's Fees

a)

Should enforcement of the rights, responsibilities, and duties of the parties as
set forth in the within agreement result in litigation between the parties, or in
the event of litigation arising from this agreement, including appellate
proceedings, if any, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover all court
costs, including a reasonable attomey's fees from the losing party.
Jurisdiction and venue for all such proceedings shall be established within
Putnam County, Florida.



Section 6. General Provisions

a) The text herein shall constitute the entire agreement between the parties, and
shall supersede any and all prior agreements or understandings between the
parties.

b) This Agreement shall become effective commencing on the 1* day of January,
2015, or when the last of the parties has signed same, whichever is later.

If any provision, or any portion thereof, contained in this Festival Partnership Agreement
is held unconstitutional, invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this Agreement, or portion
thereof, shall be deemed severable, shall not be affected and shall remain in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Palatka has caused this Agreement to be signed and
executed on its bebalf by its City Manager and Blue Crab has signed and executed this
Agreement, both in duplicate, on the day and year first written,

THE PARTIES HAVE SET FORTH THEIR SIGNATURES BELOW AS
EVIDENCE OF THEIR INTENT TO BE BOUND BY THIS AGREEMENT. EACH OF
THE SIGNORS HEREBY REPRESENTS THAT HE/SHE IS AUTHORIZED TO BIND
THE ENTITY ON WHOSE BEHALF HE/SHE IS SIGNING.

Witnesses: Palatka

By: Michael J. Czymbor
City Manager of Palatka

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PUTNAM

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day before me, an officer duly qualified to take
acknowledgments, personally appeared Michael Czymbor, who is ___ personally known to me or
___ who has produced drivers license as identification, and who, executed the foregoing instrument
and acknowledged before me the execution of same.

WITNESS my hand and official seal at Palatka, County of Putnam and State of Florida this
____dayof , 2015.

SEAL




Notary Public
My Commission Expires:

Witnesses:

Blue Crab Festival, Inc.

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PUTNAM

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day before me, an officer duly qualified to take
acknowledgments, personally appeared , who is ___ personally known to me or
___ who has produced drivers license as identification, and who, executed the foregoing instrument
and acknowledged before me the execution of same.

WITNESS my hand and official seal at Palatka, County of Putnam and State of Florida this
___dayof ,2015.

SEAL

Notary Public
My Commission Expires:

un



FESTIVAL PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this __ day of , 2015, by and
between the, City of Palatka, a political subdivision of the State of Florida, whose address is
201 N. 2™ Street, Palatka, FL. 32177 (hereinafter referred to as “Palatka”), and Blue Crab
Feetival. Tne. P O Rax 1351 Palatkn FI. 312178 rhersinafier referred to a< “Rlue Crah™)



Betsy Driggers

From: Jonathan Griffith

Sent: Thursday, February 19, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Betsy Driggers

Subject: Blue Crab Tent

Attachments: Blue Crab Tent Layout.pdf

Betsy:

See attached the layout that shows the Jayout for the entertainment tent averlapping with the pavilion. To facilitate this
year’s festival and future festival's the pavilion needs to be relocated ta another area on the park. The cost is minimal
{approx. $2,000) and can be done within the existing Riverfront Project budget.

Jonathan C. Griffith

City of Palatka

201 North Second Street
Palatka, FL 32177

Phone: 386.916.3163 ext 325
www.palatka-fl.gov
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APPLICATION #[2-/C

(circle one below)

CLASS A PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to event
CLASS B PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 60 days prior to event
CLASS C PERMIT - Filing Deadline: 30 days prior to event

CITY OF PALATKA
APPLICATION FOR USE OF PARKS, RECREATIONAL AREAS,

RIVERFRONT PARK AND OTHER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS
I. NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT/ORGANIZER

»  Blue Cob Feetiual Toc.
b. CONTACT PERSON_&{)EE \]M\'\f\ TELEPHONE,S__%Ef .2‘)@'“3-7

m&@m&nfmm - I

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON, CORPORATION OR ASSOCIATION SPONSORING THE ACTIVITY.

(]

IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE
a. CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE
b. FAX #

3. DESCRIPTION AND/OR NAME OF PROPOSED ACTIVITY ;0\ wal

4. DATE &HOURS OF DESIRED USENE 1,2 e Dam, 41, S m—am,

S\u\.5;ﬂ OO~ VD0, \‘“Ot\-sl 2S00 - ~
5. PORT[ON FORW lCH PERM[SSION IS DESI {City Dock, Amphi\lhtialcr G%zebo elc.)
(o)

6. ROAD CLOSURES: 1S, Wm.& N, :Qréé’\ SJr Sove e TS
7. REQUEST FOR NOISE VARIANCE(Dates and 'r mcsﬁ,@ im 2o, [;;3 lDom_D@mTﬁun 5/&} )pn, I

2/25 \Dary
8. REQUEST FOR ALCOHOL VARIANCE(Dutcs Times Locnlmn)%_ 253 1Dgim -{Som
-k, B Qs' 10a
9. ESTIMATE OF ANTICIPATED ENDAN tog,oeh

10. NUMBER AND TYPE OF AUXILIARY VEHICLES/EQUIPMENT

Il. ARTICLE iV SPECIAL EVENT ORDINANCE: FEES

a. CLASS A: _)Q__ $300.00- 1,001 to 80,000 in attendance per day

b. CLASSB: $100.00 per day Up to 1,000 persons per day

C. CLASSC: $50.00 per day (Limiled impact on traffic, parking etc.) Evems such as Weddings. Fishing
tournaments with less than 40 boats. Eic.

d. Any private entity/business(es) who are holding a function on private property that impacts neighboring
businesses/residents within the City limits and, impacts City services will be assessed a fee amount accordingly. (7%
Sales Tax|

Applications will not be processed and events dates cannot be secured without accompanying application fee.

12. OTHER COSTS: Fees will be determined at the pre-assessment meeting with the organizers and the City Department
Heads.

13. Arrangements for police services are REQUIRED for fishing tournaments with 70 boats or more. Fishing Tournaments and
other large event organizers are required to arrange for auxiliary vehicleArailer parking per accompanying guidelines.

Revised: 10/16/14 Page 1



IMPORTANT INFORMATION

THIS FORM IS INTENDED FOR RESERVATION PURPOSES ONLY AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE PERMISSION FOR
USES DISALLOWED UNDER PALATKA'S MUNICIPAL CODE. PERMISSION GRANTED FOR USE OF PUBLIC
PROPERTY COVERS MUNICIPAL PARK AREAS AND OTHER AREAS WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS. IT DOES NOT
INCLUDE PERMISSION TO CLOSE PUBLIC STREETS OR HINDER PRIVATE PROPERTY. Organizers are required
contact the Cily of Palatke Building & Zoning Department office at 386-329-0103 for pre-planning purposes.
ORGANIZERS/APPLICANTS WILL BE NOTIFIED WITHIN 30 DAYS OF ANY COMMENTS THEY MAY HAVE
PERTAINING TQ THIS EVENT’S ANTICIPATED IMPACT WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS.

Acceptance of your application should in no way be canstrued as final approval or confirmation of your request.

Sec. 50-145. Any person or organization granted permission shall be bound by all park/city rules and
regulations and all applicable ordinances as fully as though the same were inserted in this document, except for
such rules and regulations as may be waived by such document or the City Commission.

Sec. 50-146. The person or persons to whom permission for use of city property is issued shall be liable for any loss,
damage or injury sustained by any person whatsoever by reason of the negligence of the person or persons to whom such
permission shall have been issued. Event liability insurance, naming the City of Palatka as an additional insured, is
required prior to public events. Event liability insurance naming the City of Palatka as an additiona! insured is also
required if a private event is taking place that will impact the City and the use of City Services.

The applicani(s) agrees lo hald harmless and indemnify the City of Palatka, ils officers, agenls and employees againsl any loss,
damage or expense { including all costs and reasonable atiorney’s fees ) suliered by the City of Palatka lor:

1.) Any braach of the tarms of the permit or any inaccuracy in or braach of any rapreseniation, warranty of covenant made by the
applicant{s) 1a the City of Palatka as an inducement to the granting of the permit,

2.) Any claims, suils, actions, damages or cause ol actlons lor any personal injury, loss of lite or damages ‘o personal or real property
sustainad by reasan of, resull of, or by presence of the applicant(s) on public property by applicant's agents, emplayees, invites
and/or any other persons.

ARTICLE V NOISE CONTROL Sec. 30-101 - 30-109: Permission for use of city property does not grant an
automatic exemption to exceed maximum allowable noise levels. Complaints of adverse effects upon the community or
surrounding neighborhood may result in revoking permission for use of City property for this activity.

10. CERTIFICATION: I HAVE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE ABOVE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH

THE CITY OF PALATKA HAS GRANTED PERMISSION FOR USE OF THE AREA DEFINED ON PAGE
ONE OF THIS APPLICATION FOR THE PURPOSE STATED HEREIN, AND AGREE TO BE BOUND BY

- — U@K—f
o

DATE SIGNATURE OF APPLICA
o
PPROVED:
3 Z (& 2/c]15
SPECIAL EVENTS COORDINATOR DATE
1 y-20)5
CHIEF OF P }zé T DATE
RETURN TO:
THAD CROWE

SPECIAL EVENTS COORDINATOR

205 N. 2™ Street

Palatka, FL. 32177

(FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PLEASE CALL THE BUILDING & ZONING OFFICE AT 386-329-0103.)
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CITY OF PALATKA
PLANNING MEETING
PRE-EVENT ASSESSMENT LIST

To be completed by Special Events Coordinator:

Mecting Date: / Z20”5 _Special Events Coordinator: M &Wd@

E/ Event Classification: [{
Site Sketch Provided Class A
a Tentative Schedule of Events Class B O

Class C O

To be completed by applicant with typewriter or print legibly in dark ink.

Name of Special Event/ Production: Bhﬂe ( (o Ye&"’ \ \J&.\
Type of Event: Y@,‘};\\ A (zl

Type of Event Activities (concerts, street dances, races, contests, competitions, regattas, arts/crafts displays, still
motion picture production, etc. - attach separate listing if necessary)

Yo beatts ( omenece) \lenalprs, %Qd \f&idti?.?‘____ S

% e Entectaoment _Plechol Saks, (ol Kides, FiewpfRs, Fajade
ehele. Dieplays, K R TR T

Location of Event:X0iyertrom, Nemoiie) D h af\’)

ongroreree o el i S Sl 225k ol Ranp

Requested dates and time of events (not mcludmg set -up and break down):

Date Day Begin

Event Day 1 5|20\j5 _Vr'\da}( 59m AMPY) _X_Q_@/

Event Day 2 5\25\\15 . \D @PM Q@PM
Event Day 3 5\;\ }152 _i\m \D @PM \2 @@m
Event Day 4 nggh&_ N LQ_@PM _i__m@

Set-up for event will begin on (Date) ND_DQ__. at (time) ?) QRp

Break down will be completed by (Dalc) 2 al(time) L QPQ)_

Revised: 2/28/13 Pape 3



Event Sponsor/Organization _BXLL{_“_ CE QY E,S )"niﬂl _‘S:H » A

Name of Promoter: %\\,Lf C,\ (l,\j ?&4’ \ A J  Tax Exempt No.:

Fee Worksheet (to be completed by Special Events Coordinator)

*Class A” Event “Class B” Event “Class C” Event

Daily Fees (see fee schedule) Daily Fecs $100.00/day Daily Fees $50/day

Security Fees @ $23/hr/Officer Security Fees @ $23/hr/Officer Security Fees @ $23/lu/Officer
Green Conteiner Fees @ S15/container Green Container Fees (@ $15/container Green Comtainer Fee@$815/container
Refundable Depasit $500.00 Public Works Employees @ $14.00/hr

(no charge during normal working hours)

Special Events Permit Fees 5 ‘lﬂﬁ Per day X : i Days § l & 00

Law Enforcement (City)

Police Officer(s) $23.00 PerhourX  Officers Xil_g_l-lours 5 _’-u ‘I?
Fire Personnel $23.00 PerhourX '7 Hours 3 ] } 'Mf[
Building Inspector $23.00 PerhourX ) Hours $ }_ fff_
Public Works Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)
Public Works Personnel # Personnel 02) X Hours @ $23/hour § L_’ M
Electrician Services (only-no charge during regular working hours)
Electrician Personnel $23.00 PerhowX  Hours S___"*qu
Sanitation Equipment Fee

# Green Roll-Out Conlainers 45 X $15.00 Per Container 5 (ﬂ 75

Additional Charges (List)

B B s B

TOTAL SPECIAL EVENT FEES (Sponsor/Promoter) $ I 3,[59)
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To be completed and submirted by applicant prior to meeting with city staff.
City staff will amend checklist as necessary.

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Name: Q\PDEQ \)O»ua\'\f\

Telephone: w Fax: Cellular: 3Cp -5 4lo -1 1 27

Address: ©.0. Box 1351 Yalera FL 200

Name:
Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
Address:

Other Contacts/ Key Holders:

Name: _M_\ij}_mmﬁﬁon

Telephone: Fax: Cellular: 350-04 3 . LIDH[__
Name:
Telephone: Fax: Cellular:
a Estimated Peak Number of Participants (each day of event): Day 1 I Dob
Day 2 &0, 000D Day3 5D 0D  Day4 30,000 Day 5

a Type of special effects to include pyrotechnics, explosives, discharging weapons hazardous materials
and/or incendiary devices to be used: Elf[g W 0f 'KPE B 5,93 I a;n ag‘e .5 2

0 Number and proposed location of fire protection services: { pypef  0F .ﬂ'-jbbus - Q‘n'd - 2‘]‘]~ g;_-:}'

a Inspection(s)- Date and time requested: Y45, Sl \ Lk LS @ g
0 Electrician Services- Date and time requested:
O Emergency medical services: Ambulance Locations(s) (note on site map):

Number of EMS Personnel required:

0 Number and proposed lecation for portable toilets: (note location on site map) 3[0 LU '}S

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 5



Carnival location (if any) {note location on site map) ﬁ\'{?a b}l (1, er ‘l’Dlu:?I’ 4’ b' DcK

Number of sanitation roll-out containers required (Y, + 1, 15

roll euwc
Location of parking/transportation services, if any:

Type Transport Vehicles (Van, Buses, etc.) N IH

Location of security and emergency vehicle parking on site: ( Dpel ﬁ ;ﬁ - mh& ﬁ Q ,

a Public strect barricades/strect closures/detours: (note locations on site map)

a Temporary Parking, directional Signage needed:

a Main emergency vehicle access to site (location-also note on site map): QQA =‘ ,21 . £F om ggi J .

a Location of proposed temporary structures, fences, grandstands, bandstands, judges stands,
Bleachers, hospitality tents, booths, etc.: (note on site map):

O Number and proposed location of vendors, concgssions and/or Sponsor/Promoter(s) stands
(note on site map) [ REYOL, 200 Venoits

] Number and location of static/mobile displays (note on site map):
() Loc&cm of event staff management (headquarters): N o ’ ian
wieh O 8 <y,

Staff Uniform ldentification: gé“&lﬂl +-‘5kﬂjj w.:}L “c ZLU_H' M D%@( \)Dl umle.e_z[ ;’Q&

Main sound system location: En*er\'ci\nn\ens\' Yersy \D\’l \Jtﬂ:\' O

Number and location of special activitics (launching areas, animal attractions, amusements
Car shows, parade routes, competition courses, efc.):

Revised: 2/28/13 Page 6



0 Number and location of temporary signs/banners:

0 Number and location of promotional visual effects: A ! ﬁ'

‘Watt‘-rcrai"t:\dm‘l1 stmia:\'e:; wah Safe\«'l %c -?\reu.-»o(‘@-s

Aircraft:

Types & Location of On-Site Advertising (banners, balloons, posters, flyers, air structures, signs, cte.):

0 Date(s) and times of setup/ breakdown:élg‘hﬁ &Qp_\ éd‘ 2, 5"@“5 !ng be&ﬁd@)

) Name(s) and Type of Musical Bands to Perform (dates & times of performance):

(3  Noise Abatement Requirements: MM ael

a Adjoining Properties Impacted (Notification needed?):\,J 5

0 b::agon, Dates and Times for Alcohol Ordinance Open Container Waiver: E; [Tl j&m')ﬂ] d‘)\ Etom
10 Yo Rory (R, X . Sobhes Som eponicd 4o SIS Feom S

0 Alcohol Sale Requirements (Temporary license, commercial establishment license, etc):

m Handicapped Accessibility: \j €5

1tems Qutstanding:
a Outstanding Fees: §

m Site Plan Sketch

(] 501(C) (3) Certificate of Exemption
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CiTY

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

RESOLUTION accepting a proposal for trade-in of current fleet of fifty-four (54} golf carts and purchase of fifty-
four (54) new E-Z-GO golf carts and authorizing the execution of all documents associated with a fifty-four (54)
month lease Agreement with PNC Equipment Financing to effectuate the transaction - Adopt.

SUMMARY:

This agenda item was tabled at the previous City Commission meeting on February 12, 2015.
Commissioner Borom requested that a cost analysis be done to compare the cost of maintaining the current
carts once the lease has expired and the City has purchased them outright versus the cost of the proposed
lease cost of 54 new carts.

City staff requested that this information be prepared by the golf course management firm, Bobby Weed
Golf Design and presented to the City Commission at the next meeting on February 26, 2015. Attached is a
memorandum from Bobby Weed Golf Design addressing some of the issues of purchasing and maintaining
the current fleet of carts versus leasing a new fleet of carts.

Also attached is the original proposal presented at the last City Commission meeting which outlines terms
and conditions for the purchase and financing of 54 new EZ-GO golf carts to replace the current fleet of
carts at the Golf Course. The current golf cart lease expires in June, 2015. The proposed cost of the new
carts and equipment were derived from the National Intergovernmental Purchasing Alliance's master
agreement, which was a publicly bid contract for the purchase of golf carts that was executed by the City of
Tucson, Arizona and E-Z-GO, a division of Textron, Inc. This comes at the recommendation of Golf
Course Management and City Staff. This is a budgeted item.

The lease financing will be through PNC Equipment Financing at a rate of 3.25%. The annual payments
for this lease will be $2,823 less than the budgeted amount for lease payments in FY2014-2015.

This Resolution also includes authorization for the Mayor, City Manager and city staff to execute and attest all the
necessary paperwork to complete the transaction. A copy of the proposed lease agreement has been included as well.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Staff recommends adoption of this resolution which accepts the proposal from E-Z-GO for the
purchase of new golf carts via lease financing with PNC Equipment Financing and authorizes the
Mayor, City Manager and city staff to execute and attest all necessary related documents.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
D Resolution Resolution
0 Proposal Attachment
0  Additional Memo from BWGD Backup Materiat
0O Memo from BWGD Backup Material
O  Car Comparison from BWGD Backup Material
(N Lease Agreement Backup Material



RESOLUTION Ne. 2015-11-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA; AUTHORIZING A LEASE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN E-Z-GO AND PALATKA GOLF CLUB; AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE AND ATTEST A
LEASE-PURCHASE AGREEMENT WITH PNCEF, LLC, DBA PNC
EQUIPMENT FINANCE IN THE AMOUNT OF $223,953.66 TO
FINANCE THE LEASE OF FIFTY-FOUR (54) 2015 EZGO TXT 48 V
ELECTRIC GOLF CARTS; AND OTHER ACTION IN CONNECTION
WITH THE DELIVERY OF SUCH AGREEMENT; AND PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka, Florida (the "City") has
authorized the renewal of a lease between Palatka Golf Club and EZGo Division of Textron, Inc.
for fifty-four golf carts; and

WHEREAS, the City has determined to finance the lease of said golf carts through PNC
Equipment Finance, as agent for EZGO, in the amount of $223,953.66 over a term of fifty-four
(54) months.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE
CITY OF PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. EZGO LEASE AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED: That a lease agreement
between EZGO and the Palatka Golf Club is hereby authorized to be renewed and executed in a
manner consistent with Florida law;

Section 2. PNC EQUIPMENT FINANCE AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED: That Lease
Number 188014000 between PNC Equipment Finance and the City of Palatka in the amount of
$223,953.66 is hereby awarded as per the Terms of Agreement, Resolution and Certificate of
Incumbency attached hereto as Exhibit A;

Section 3. DELIVERY OF NOTE AUTHORIZED. The Mayor and the City Clerk, on
behalf of the City, are hereby authorized and directed to execute the Lease when prepared and
deliver the same to PNC Equipment Finance. The Mayor, City Clerk, attorney for the City, and
City Manager are each designated agents of the City in connection With the issuance and delivery
of the Lease and Financing Agreements, and are authorized and empowered, collectively or
individually, to take all action and steps to execute and deliver any and all instruments, documents
or contracts, including but not limited to the Lease Agreement and Resolution and Certificate of
Incumbency, on behalf of the City which are necessary or desirable in connection with the
execution and delivery of the Lease and which are not inconsistent with the terms and provisions
of this resolution.

Section 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its
adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 26™" day of February, 2015.



. PREPARED FOR:

Palatka GC

CUSHMAN'

LET'S WORK™




12-5-14

Chris Monti

Palatka GC

1715 Mosley Ave
Paltka, FLORIDA 32077

Dear Monti,

E-Z-GO® is honored to prepare this exclusive proposal for Palatka GC and its members. Since 1954, E-Z-GO has
pioneered the golf car industry with its innovative, reliable and durable vehicles. E-Z-GO is committed to providing
its customers with vehicle solutions that exceed expectations and perform to the demands of their facilities.

E-Z-GO and Cushman® vehicles are manufactured in our globally recognized, award-winning facility in Augusta,
GA. Whether you choose the TXT® or RXV® golf car, you can expect proven reliability and the industry's latest
innovations, Cushman utility and hospitality vehicles are available in electric, gas and diesel models, and are
purpose-built to tackle all of your operation’s maintenance and hospitality needs.

But the E-Z-GO advantage goes beyond our products. When you choose E-Z-GO, you gain access to a level of
service and support unsurpassed in the industry, through the largest fleet of factory direct service technicians, our
strong network of factory-owned branch locations and authorized distributors.

E-Z-GOQ is dedicated to advancing the game of golf and the industry that is the engine behind it. We are a
Platinum Corporate Advantage partner of the Club Managers Association of America, a silver partner with the Golf
Course Superintendent Association of America, and provide support to numerous regional and local association
chapters and events throughout the world of golf.

Our reputation for quality, performance and customer service has made us fortunate to enjoy the company of
some of the most famous facilities in golf, from Pebble Beach Resorts, Spyglass Hill Golf Course, and Pinehurst
Resort.

As you review the enclosed materials, please do not hesitate to contact me with additional questions. | look
forward to hearing from you soon, and to serving you at Palatka GC.

With sincere appreciation,

Eric Keister

Sr. Sales Rep

T: (904) 254-4178 - F: (706) 772-6227
ekeister@textron.com

EZGEO

CUSHMAN

A Textron Company



Pricing 12-5-14
Palatka GC

QTyY MODEL YEAR TERMS PRICE EXTENDED PRICE
54 TXT 48V PDS 2015 1 thru 12 $62.90 $3,396.60
54 TXT 48V PDS 2015 13 thru 24 $63.90 $3,450.60
54 TXT 48V PDS 2015 25 thru 36 $64.90 $3,504.60
54 TXT 48V PDS 2015 37 thru 48 $65.90 $3,558.60
54 TXT 48V PDS 2015 49 thru 54 $66.90 $3,612.60
INCLUDED ACCESSORIES
Color: Champagne/lvory SG Chargers 1 Sand Bucket per car Message Holder
1 Casual Tow Bar 1 Parts Package Sun Canopy Top Windshield Fold-Down
Custom Logo # Decal

Any change to the accessory list must be obtained in writing at least 45 days prior to production date,

TRADE INFORMATION
MANUFACTURER QTty MODEL YEAR TRADE AMOUNT
E-Z-GO 54 TXT PDS 2011 $1,600.00

PURCHASE PROGRAM DETAILS

Trade value per car: $1,600.00 Total trade value: $86,400.00
Trade amount used to net down lease payment or Trade value returmed as cash:

purchase price: $12,107.00

SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS

E-Z-GO at ils discration reserves the right to offer an early Aeet roll option. Palatka GC must enter into a new lease or purchase agreement with E-Z-GO and the
existing lease must be current and in good standing,

Trade amount applied to new vehicles is the difference between their current wholesale value ($1,600 per car) and what is
owed on the lease. EZGO is applying all of this back to the new fleet to amive at the net payments listed above.

Based on the NIPA contract, EZGO will provide a rebate of $9,126 to the City of Palatka to be used toward any products or
services we have.

EZGO will agree to terminate the current lease and retumn these vehicles. The balloon on this lease is the same as the current
lease $1,050 per car. Lease based on current PNC municipal lease rate of 3.25%.

NOTE: Pricas quoted above are those currently in effect and are guaranteed subject to acceptance within 45 days of the date of this proposal. Applicable state
taxes, local taxes, and insurance are not included, Lease rates may change if altemate financing is required. Payment schedule(s) does not include any finance,
documentation, or initiation fees that may be included with the first payment. Al leass cars and trades must be in running condition and a fleet inspaction will be
performed prior to pick up. [tis the club's responsibility to either repair damages noted or pay for the repairs to be completed. All electric cars must have a working
charger. All pricing and trade values are contingent upon management approval,

Palatka GC E-Z-GO Division of Textron Inc.
Accepted by: Accepted by:

Title: Title:

Date: Date:

EZE0] CuSHMAN



MODEL YEAR 2015

Limited Warranty Terms and Conditions - RXV and TXT Fleet Vehicles

The E-Z-GO Dlvision of Textran inc. {“Company”) provides that any new Model Year 2015 E-Z-GO RXV Fleet and TXT Fleet gasoline or electric vehicle (the
“Vehicles”) and/or battery charger purchased from E-Z-GO, an E-2-GO afiiliate, or an authorized E-Z-GO dealer or distributor, or leased from a leasing company
approved by E-Z-GO, shall be free from defects in materlal or workmanship under normal use and service {the “Limited Warranty”). This Limited Warranty with
respect only to parts and labor is extended to the Original Retall Purchaser or the Original Retall Lessee {“Purchaser”) for defects reported to E-Z-GO no later than
the following warranty periods for the Vehicle parts and components set forth below (the “Warranty Period"):

Part or Component Warranty Period
FRAME LIFETIME
SUSPENSION - Steering Gearbox, steering column, shocks and leaf springs 4 years
MAJOR ELECTRONICS — Electric motor, solid state speed controller and battery charger 4 years
DEEP CYCLE BATTERY — TXT ELECTRIC MODELS:
e Standard Battery Earller of 4 years or 23,500 amp hours*®
e Standard Battery with optional water fill system Earlier of 4 years or 25,000 amp hours*
DEEP CYCLE BATTERY — RXV ELECTRIC MODELS: Earlier of 4 years or 25,000 amp hours*®
PEDAL GROUP - Pedal assemblies, brake assemblies, brake cables and motor brake 4 years
SEATS - Seat bottom, seat back and hip restraints 4 years
CANOPY SYSTEM - Canopy and canopy struts 4 years
POWERTRAIN — Gasoline engine, gasoline and electric axle, starter generator, alr intake and exhaust 3 years
system
BODY GROUP — Front and rear cowls, side panels and instrument panel 3 years
OTHER ELECTRICAL COMPONENTS - Solencid, limit switches, voltage regulator, F&R switch, charger cord 3years
and charger receptacle
ALL REMAINING COMPONENTS - All optlons and accessories supplied by E-Z-GO, and all components not 2 years
specified elsewhere
* Added electrical components not part of original Vehicle drive system equipment thot consume equol to or more thon .4 omps sholl reduce the amp hour
battery warranty by fifteen percent {15%). Added elecirical companents not part of original Vehicle drive system equipment that consume less than .4
amps shall reduce the amp hour battery warranty by ten percent {10%). See reverse for other battery warranty limitations, conditions and exceptions.

The Warranty Perlod for 2ll parts and components of the Vehicle other than Deep Cycle Batterias shall commence on the date of delivery to the
Purchaser’s location or the date on which the Vehicle is placed In Purchaser-requested storage. The Warranty Period for Deep Cycle Batteries
shall commence on the earllest of the date: {a) of Vehicle delivery to the Purchaser’s location, {b) on which the Vehicle Is placed in Purchaser-
requested storage or {c) that Is one {1) year from the date of sale or lease of the Vehicle by E-Z-GO to an authorized E-2-GO dealer or
distributor. Parts repaired or replaced under this Limited Warranty are warranted for the remainder of the length of the Warranty Perlod. This
Limited Warranty applies only to the Purchaser and not to any subsequent purchaser or lessee without the prior written approval of the
Customer Care / Warranty Department.

EXCLUSIONS: Specifically EXCLUDED from this Limited Warranty are:

routine maintenance items, normal wear and tear, cosmetic deterloration or electrical components damaged as a result of fluctuations in
electric current;

damage te or deterioration of a Vehicle, part or battery charger resulting from inadequate maintenance, neglect, abuse, accident or
collision;

damage resulting from installation or use of parts or accessories not approved by Company, including but not limited to subsequent
failures of the Vehicle, other parts or the battery charger due to the installation and/cr use of parts and accessories not approved by
Company;

warranty repairs made by other than a Company branch or an authorized and gualified Dealer designee. Warranty repairs by other than a
Company branch or an authorized and qualifled Dealer or designee shall vold the Limited Warranty;

damage or loss resulting from acts of natura, vandalism, theft, war or other events over which Company has no control;

any and all expenses incurred in transporting the Vehicle to and from the Company or an authorized and qualified Dealer, distributor or
designee for warranty service or in performing field warranty service; and

any and all expenses, fees or duties incurred relative to Inbound freight, importation, or customs.

THIS LIMITED WARRANTY MAY BE VOIDED OR LIMITED AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF E-Z-GO IF THE VEHICLE AND/OR BATTERY CHARGER:

shows indications that routine maintenance was not performed per the Owner’s Manual, including but not limited to rotation of fleet, proper tire
Inflation, lack of charglng, inadequate battery watering, use of contaminated water, loose battery hold downs, corroded battery cables and loose
battery terminals;

tacks an adequate number of operating battery chargers, uses unapproved battery chargers or uses extension cords with battery chargers;

Is fueled with unleaded gasoline containing more than 10% ethanol, EB5 ethanol fuel or other non-recommended fuels, contaminated gasoline or
other non-recommended lubricants;

shows indicatlons that the speed governor was adjusted or modified to permit the Vehicle to operate beyond E-Z-GO speclfications;

shows indications it has been altered or modifled in any way from E-Z-GO specifications, induding but not limited to alterations to the speed braking
systern, electrical system, passenger capacity or seating;

has non-Company approved electrical accessorles or electrical energy consuming devices installed on a gasoline powered Vehicle without Installation
of a heavy duty 12V battery; or

is equipped with non-standard tires not approved by Company,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CALL 1-B00-774-3946, GO TO WWW.EZGO.COM, OR WRITE TQ E-Z-GO DIVISION OF TEXTRON INC,, ATTENTION: E-Z-GO

CUSTOMER CARE / WARRANTY DEPARTMENT, 1451 MARVIN GRIFFIN ROAD, AUGUSTA, GEORGIA 30906 USA.
E-Z-GO P/N 623505G15



MODEL YEAR 2015

USE OF NON-APPROVED E-2-GOD PARTS AND ACCESSORIES: THIS LIMITED WARRANTY 1S VOID WITH RESPECT TO ANY PROPERTY DAMAGE OR ADDITIONAL
ENERGY CONSUMPTION ARISING FROM OR RELATED TO PARTS OR ACCESSORIES NOT MANUFACTURED OR AUTHORIZED BY E-Z-GO, OR WHICH WERE NOT
INSTALLED BY E-2-GO, ITS DEALERS OR DISTRIBUTORS, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TGO GPS SYSTEMS, COOLING AND HEATING SYSTEMS, COMMUNICATION
SYSTEMS, INFORMATION SYSTEMS, OR OTHER FORMS OF ENERGY CONSUMING DEVICES WIRED DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY TO THE VEHICLE BATTERIES.

REMEDY: Purchaser's sole and exclusive remedy under this Limited Warranty in the event of a defect In material or workmanship In the Vehicle, any part or
component, or battery charger during the applicable Warranty Period is that £-Z-GO will, at its sole option, repair or replace any defective parts. If E-Z-GO alects
to repair or replace a defective part, E-2-GO may at its discretion provide a factory reconditioned part or new component from an alternate supplier. All
replaced parts become the sole property of €-Z-GO. This exclusive remedy will not be deemed to have failed of its essential purpose so long as E-Z-GO has made
reasonable efforts to repair or replace the defective parts.

DISCLAIMER: THIS LIMITED WARRANTY 5 THE SOLE AND EXCLUSIVE WARRANTY PROVIDED FOR THE VEHICLES AND BATTERY CHARGER AND I5 MADE IN
LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPUED, INCLUBING BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR
A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, ALL SUCH OTHER WARRANTIES BEING EXPLICITLY DISCLAIMED.

LIABILITY LIMITATIONS: (N NO CASE SHALL E-Z-GO BE LIABLE FOR INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL, SPECIAL, PUNITIVE OR CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES, INCLUDING BUT
NOT LIMITED TC DEATH, PERSONAL INJURY OR PROPERTY DAMAGE ARISING FROM QR RELATED TO ANY ALLEGED FAILURE IN A VEHICLE OR BATTERY CHARGER,
OR ANY DAMAGE OR LOSS TO THE PURCHASER OR ANY THIRD PARTY FOR LOST TIME, INCONVENIENCE OR ANY ECONOMIC LOSS, WHETHER OR NOT E-Z-GO
WAS APPRISED OF THE FORSEEABILITY GOF SUCH DAMAGES OR LOSSES. THE RIGHT OF PURCHASER TO RECOVER DAMAGES WITHIN THE UMITATIONS SET
FORTH IN THIS SECTION IS PURCHASER'S EXCLUSIVE ALTERNATIVE REMEDY IF THE UMITED REMEDY OF REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT OF THE VEHICLE FAILS OF ITS
ESSENTIAL PURPOSE. THE PARTIES AGREE THAT THIS ALTERNATIVE REMEDY WILL BE ENFORCEABLE EVEN IF THE LIMITED REMEDY OF REPAIR OR
REPLACEMENT FAILS OF ITS ESSENTIAL PURPOSE. ANY LEGAL CLAIM OR ACTION ARISING THAT ALLEGES BREACH OF WARRANTY MUST BE BROUGHT WITHIN
THREE (3) MONTHS FROM THE DATE THE WARRANTY CLAIM ARISES.  THIS LIMITED WARRANTY GIVES YOU SPECIFIC LEGAL RIGHTS AND YOU MAY HAVE
OTHER RIGHTS WHICH VARY FROM STATE TO STATE. SOME STATES DO NOT ALLOW THE EXCLUSION OF INCIDENTAL DAMAGES OR LIMITATIONS ON HOW
LONG AN IMPLIED WARRANTY MAY LAST, SO THE ABOVE EXCLUSIONS AND LIMITATIONS MAY NOT APPLY TO YOU

WARNING: ANY MODIFICATION OR CHANGE TC THE VEHICLE OR BATTERY CHARGER WHICH ALTERS THE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OR STASILITY OF THE
VEHICLE, INCREASES THE VEHICLE'S SPEED, OR ALTERS THE OUTPUT OF THE BATTERY CHARGER BEYOND FACTORY SPECIFICATIONS, CAN RESULT IN
PROPERTY DAMAGE, PERSONAL INJURY OR DEATH. DO NOT MAKE ANY SUCH MODIFICATIONS OR CHANGES. SUCH MODIFICATIONS OR CHANGES WILL
VOID THE LIMITED WARRANTY. E-Z-GO DISCLAIMS RESPONSIBILITY FOR ANY SUCH MODIFICATIONS, CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS WHICH WOULD
ADVERSELY IMPACT THE SAFE OPERATION OF THE VEHICLE OR BATTERY CHARGER.

DEEP CYCLE BATTERY WARRANTY LIMITATIONS, CONDITIONS AND EXCEPTIONS:

. The amp hour Warranty Period for electric Vehicle batteries is as recorded by the Vehicle’s contraller.

s Tobe eligible for this limited battery warranty, the warranty must be activated within forty-five {45} days of delivery of the Vehicle at the followlng
web site - http://ezgo.smartmanualbiz, Failure to do so will void the battery warranty. A Purchaser who is unable to log onto the web site should
call or write the E-Z-GO Customer Care fWarranty Department using the contact information below or Purchaser's local dealer or distributor within
forty-five (45) days of delivery of the Vehicle.

. Claims for battery warranty replacement require specific testing, as specified by the €-Z-GO Customer Care / Warranty Department. E-Z-GO, or an
authorized E-2-GO dealer or distributor, should be contacted to obtain a copy of the required tests, which must be performed and corrected for
temperature, based upon BCI [Battery Counclt International} recommendations.

. NON-FACTORY INSTALLED PARTS OR ACCESSORIES INSTALLED DIRECTLY TO LESS THAN THE COMPLETE VEHICLE BATTERY PACK WILL VOID THE
WARRANTY FOR THE ENTIRE BATTERY PACK.

. ALL NON-FACTORY INSTALLED ACCESSORIES REQUIRE THE INSTALLATION AND USE OF AN E-Z-GO APPROVED DC TO DC CONVERTER THAT USES
ENERGY FROM ALL BATTERIES.

«  Electric Vehicle storage facilities must provide the following:

ample electrical power to charge all Vehicles and allow the charger to shut off automatically;

battery chargers must each have an independent dedicated 15 amp circuit;

each battery charger must be connected to Its circuit with at minimum a NEMA 15-5R three-pin receptacle;

five (5) air exchanges per hour tn the charging facllity;

tf the facility utilizes an electrical energy management system, the timer must be set to have avallable fourteen {14} hours of electricity; and
one {1) functional charger for each Vehicle in the fleet with a proper electrical supply as specified above.

OTHER E-Z-GO RIGHTS:

s  E-2-GOmay perform serni-annual vehicle inspections (directly or through assigned E-Z-GO reprasentatives) through the term of any fleet lease.

. E-Z-GO may improve, modify or change the design of any £-Z-GO vehicle, part or battery charger without being responsible to modify previously
manufactured vehicles, parts or battery chargers.

s  E-Z-GO may audit and inspect the Purchaser’s facility, maintenance records and its Vehicles by E-2-GO representatives prior to approving a warranty
claim and may contract with a third party to evaluate the Purchaser’s storage facilities, fuel storage tanks and/or batteries.

L] THE WARRANTY FOR ALL VEHICLES IN A FLEET SHALL BE VOIDED IF DATA SUBMITTED FOR AN INDIVIDUAL VEHICLE WARRANTY CLAIM CONTAINS
FALSE OR MISLEADING INFORMATION.

AUTHORITY: No E-Z-GO employee, dealer, distributor or representative, or any other person, has any authority to bind E-Z-GO beyond the terms of this Limited
Warranty without the express written approval of the E-Z-GO Customer Care / Warranty Department.

EMISSIONS CONTROL WARRANTY: The Vehicle may also be subject to an emissions contro! warranty, as required by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
and California Alr Resources Board, which is provided separately with the Vehicle.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CALL 1-800-774-3946, GO TO WWW.EZGO.COM, OR WRITE TO E-Z-GO DIVISION OF TEXTRON INC,, ATTENTION: E-Z-GO
CUSTOMER CARE / WARRANTY DEPARTMENT, 1451 MARVIN GRIFFIN ROAD, AUGUSTA, GEORGIA 30906 USA.

E-Z-GO P/N 623505G15
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- E-Z-GO TXT

Trusted performance is just the beginning. The TXT delivers lpads of smart new features to increase convenience
and comfort for your golters, from larger seats and micreased dash storage to a USB port for GPS, range linders
and smart phones. The redesigned TXT offers more than a new look; it brings a new standard for your golfers,
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BWGD-MANAGEMENT, INC.

To: Crry COMMISSIONERS

FROM: BWGD-MANAGEMENT, INC,
REGARDING: CART LEASE FOR GOLF COURSE
DATE: FEBRUARY 17, 2015

In an effort to provide more detail related to the proposed new cart lease needed at
Palatka Golf Club, we are offering the below information in order to answer some of the
basic questions:

Why does the golf course need a new cart lease?

In June of 2015, the existing 54 month E-Z-GO cart lease will expire and we will either
enter into a new lease, or pay a $1,750 per cart balloon payment to own the carts
outright.

At four years old, the current carts are beginning to show typical signs of age, wear and
tear. Batteries no longer hold a sufficient charge, brakes and steering have become less
responsive and the overall appearance and condition of the fleet is deteriorating.

Do we really need 54 carts?

Palatka Golf Club utilizes a fleet of 54 cars. This is a reduction from a more typical fleet
size of 72-80, which is typical of most golf course operations. Additionally, staff
determined that some of the current equipment package for each cart was not
necessary for a renewal, generating further savings. A reduced fleet and economical
equipment package allows PGC to minimize monthly cart lease costs, but generates
more wear and tear on each cart and requires the carts remain in reliable service.




During our busiest months, we must ‘turn’ a certain percentage of carts, sending them
out for a 2 rounds each day without recharging. To date, we have been very successful
implementing this strategy, as we reduce the maximum speed of the carts, rotate
batteries and take other proactive steps. Historically, we have spent less than $2,000
per year on cart maintenance.

Can we buy the carts that we have?

The current fleet does include a buy-out provision (a balloon payment of $1,750 per
cart, due at the end of the lease). However, owning carts is not the typical strategy for a
Florida golf operation. E-Z-GO estimates that 80% of its Florida fleet is on a lease term of
5 years or less, with most fleet rollovers occurring within 36-42 months. This turnover is
due to the usable lifespan of the cart and the impact that quality carts have on the
customer experience.

While the evidence is anecdotal, carts seem to be manufactured around this rollover
term. Carts are not ‘built to last’ like a piece of maintenance equipment. Problems often
appear at the year 4 mark, much like we are experiencing. The ability of the batteries to
hold a charge diminishes as the carts age, and they must be replaced at a cost of nearly
$750 per cart. In addition, many of the carts experience the normal decline of
functionality related to aging— poor brakes and unresponsive steering being the main
concerns. These are items that cannot be addressed by preventative maintenance and
they brings with them additional costs and the increased liability that comes with an
older cart that may not be turning or stopping as quickly. New cart warranties expire
after 4 years, meaning the entirety of the increased maintenance burden is now on the
City.

Carts are also key part of the customer experience {and our highest revenue line item
after green fees, accounting for 16% of overall revenue). New carts get customers
energized and are a factor when patrons determine where to play. Older carts reflect on
the overall perception of the facility and can be a deterrent to repeat play. Like many
operators, we view carts as a disposable part of the operation and a critical item for a
good customer experience. Accordingly, we believe that committing to an ever-
revolving fleet is the strategy that best fits our situation, minimizing monthly costs while
keeping customers excited.
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OK, so even if the current carts aren’t worth owning, couldn’t we simply buy a new
fleet outright?

First, the monthly cost to finance an outright purchase of a new cart fleet would be
significantly higher than a lease payment. To make an ownership strategy work in the
face of this higher payment, the City wouid have to (1) own the carts for longer than the
financing term (presumably 4-5 years) and/or (2) seli its owned carts back into the
marketplace at a value greater than the trade-in value a leased cart might received from
a manufacturer.

The maintenance dynamic of owning carts versus leasing them is much more intensive
and not one golf course staff is equipped to handle. The standard for a leased cart to
secure full trade-in value (the cart must have the ability to self-propel onto the truck) is
very well established and is much lower than the reliable condition a prospective buyer
of used carts would demand.

We spent only $1,267 last year in cart maintenance thanks to proactive steps to reduce
the operating speed of the carts, rotating batteries, etc. However, we likely would be
much more proactive — at a cost to the City - in our efforts to keep the entire fleet up to
grade if the carts were expected to be sold to a third party. This is especially true as the
fleet hit the aforementioned 4-year mark, when steering rods, brakes, and other
components would need to be replaced. Again, after 4 years nothing on the cart would
be under warranty.

At present, our cart personnel can handle the normal, routine preventative
maintenance of leased carts (filling batteries with water, checking tire pressure, etc.).
Maintenance of 54 owned carts will be more complex and require use of our mechanic
and mechanic’s area at the shop, especially as the carts age. Carts will have to be towed
to the maintenance facility and back, a very labor and coordination intensive task. Qur
mechanic already handles ‘double-duty’ by maintaining the fleet of turf equipment and
helping out with mowing, etc. He works full time and is on-site every other weekend. He
cannot assume the burden of 54 additional carts. We would have to engage additional
staff.

Even if the maintenance hurdles are overcome, the ability of the City to resell owned
carts back into the market at sufficient value comes against heavy competition. Cart
manufacturers have fully staffed used divisions that are responsible for buying and
reselling the 80% of cart fleets that come off-lease. It seems to us that the ability of a
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single municipality to compete successfully in this arena and secure a price higher than
the trade-in offered by a manufacturer at the end of lease term would be a difficult
endeavor. Conversely, when rolling over a lease, there is a ready end user (the
manufacturers) providing a buy-out value that is immediately obtainable.

Is the City getting a good deal on the proposed lease terms?

There are a number of recent municipal cart leases in Florida to compare to. Bear in
mind that every situation has variables that impact pricing. These variables include:

Fleet size (and resulting volume discounts)
Purchase price

Trade-in value of existing fleet

Buy-out cost of an existing fleet
Specification of the cart & its equipment
Lease term

Lease interest rate

NOwEwNR

E-Z-GO proposed a total leased value of $3,968 per cart, with a net trade value of $1,376
per cart and as finance rate of 3.25%. The total leased value incorporates the value of a
more than $9,000 rebate that can be used for parts that we currently purchase.

These metrics compare as follows:

1. The proposed leased value compares favorably with other municipalities
despite being the smallest fleet with reduced volume discounts.

2. The trade-in value is the highest compared to other municipalities.

3. The finance rate is the lowest compared to other municipalities.

4. A monthly cart lease payment is a budgeted cost in the current FY2015
budget (53,654 per month, or $67.66 per cart per month). The average
lease payment over the life of the proposed lease is $3,477.50 or $64.40
per cart per month. This value is under budget, less than the current
lease and is the lowest payment per cart compared to other
municipalities.
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BWGD Management believes that the proposed new cart lease is an essential item for
the continued operation of the golf course. The proposed terms represent very good
value relative to what other cities are paying. BWGD and City staff have worked
diligently to negotiate a favorable deal for the City of Palatka, one that will excite and
energize patrons at the golf course and help maintain our positive momentum.
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BWGD-MANAGEMENT, INC.

MEMO

ToO: MIKE CzyMBOR, CIiTY MANAGER
MATT REYNOLDS, FINANCE DIRECTOR
FROM: BWGD-MANAGEMENT, INC,
Boeey WEED
CHRIS MONTI
REGARDING: E-Z-GO CART LEASE
DATE: JANUARY 8, 2014

Core Findings

1.

The total value represented by the E-Z-GO proposal is very consistent
with what is being paid by other municipalities in the marketplace and is
favorable in several metrics. The favorability of the proposal is especially
true considering the small fleet size at Palatka, which limits access to fleet
volume discounts.

The average monthly payment proposed, per cart, is $66.50 per cart,
which is below the current FY2015 budget for the cart lease ($67.26 per
cart).

There is some goodwill value with E-Z-GO. The current carts have
performed, service is reliable and we have a good relationship with Eric
Keister, their sales representative.

We do not endorse a conversion from electric to gas.

We believe that owning the carts outright is not a good fit for our
situation. There will be higher monthly costs on the front end and higher
risk in securing sufficient value when re-selling the carts or trading them
in.




Background

In June of 2015, the existing E-Z-GO cart lease will expire. At four years old, the carts are
beginning to show typical signs of age, wear and tear. Batteries no longer hold a
sufficient charge, brakes and steering have become less responsive.

Palatka Golf Club utilizes a fleet of only 54 cars, a reduction from a more typical fleet
size of 72-80. This value-engineering step allows PGC to minimize monthly cart lease
costs, but requires the carts remain in reliable service. During our busiest months, we
must ‘turn’ a certain percentage of carts, sending them out for a 2 rounds each day
without recharging. We have also supplemented the fleet with additional, temporary
carts at a cost of $1,750 per year.

The current fleet has been on property for 48 months. 80% of E-Z-GO’s cart leases
rollover in a 36-42 month time period. The ability of the batteries to hold a charge
diminishes as the carts age. In addition, many carts experience the normal decline of
functionality related to aging— poor brakes and unresponsive steering being the main
concerns. Given our reduced fleet size and expanding play, managing these issues is
critical as the same number of rounds are distributed over fewer carts. From the
beginning of the lease, we have reduced the maximum speed each cart can achieve and
have rotated parts and batteries as required.

These strategies are no longer effective enough. Currently, there are 13 carts out of
reliable service due to need for battery replacement. While these carts meet the
standard to turn them in for full trade-in value, they aren’t able to service rounds.

Carts are a key part of the customer experience (and our highest revenue line item after
green fees, accounting for 16% of overall revenue). Currently, we are turning away
rounds and leaving customers dissatisfied, but battery replacement at $100 ea with 6
batteries per cart cannot be justified with such a short life until the end of the lease.

Entering our heaviest play season, BWGD believed that renewing the lease early would
enhance the customer experience and improve these cart management issues. As the
City of Palatka was part of the National IPA program, we communicated directly with E-
Z-GO directly, in order to understand the terms of delivering new carts expeditiously
through the NIPA master agreement instead of the longer time horizon of the RFP
process.
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Following receipt of this proposal, we received feedback from the City that this memo
will address, specifically:

1. How does the E-Z-GO proposal compare with what other municipalities
are paying for their cart leases?

2. Should the City consider Gas vs. Electric carts and is there a cost
difference in procurement, operation and maintenance?

3. Should the City consider purchasing the carts outright vs. a lease with a
large balloon payment?

NIPA Pricing vs. marketplace

The marketplace for cart leases is very developed. EZ-GO, Club Car and Yamaha are the
main vendors, competing in nearly every marketplace. They each have good familiarity
with each other and pricing exists within a fairly narrow range.

There are a number of existing municipal cart leases and purchase agreements in
Florida. Every situation has variables specific to it and that impact how vendors price
each line item. For example, vendors might move money into or out of certain line items
to position their proposals differently. These variables include:

Fleet size (and resulting volume discounts)
Purchase price

Trade-in value of existing fleet

Buy-out cost of an existing fleet (if a lease)
Specification of the cart & its equipment
Lease term

Lease interest rate

S O i

E-Z-GO proposed a beginning total lease value to the City of $4,361 per cart with a
trade-in value for each cart in the current fleet of $1,600. Of this trade-in value, $224
will be transferred to reduce the purchase price, and the remaining $1,376 will be used
to buy-out the existing lease. This results in a new purchase price of $4,137 per cart and
$1,376 in trade-value per cart.

In addition, there is a $9,126 NIPA rebate for parts and equipment that is part of the
proposal. We can use this rebate toward cart repair items and temporary cart rental
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costs that we already incur. These totaled just under $3,000 in FY2014. At this rate of
expenditure we will utilize the full value of the rebate within the lease term.

Applying the rebate value per cart results in an additional $169 toward each cart.
Consequently, the total leased value/purchase price to the City of Palatka is net of
$3,968 per cart, with a net trade value of $1,376 per cart. E-Z-GO proposes a municipal
finance rate of 3.95% through PNC and the average monthly payment per cart over the
life of the lease is $66.50.

Attached is a spreadsheet that compares this pricing with other municipalities in the
market place.

Gas vs. Electric

We do not endorse a conversion from electric carts to gas carts. Based on our specific
situation, we don’'t see a positive benefit to the cost of ownership or the customer
experience, Specifically:

1. Gas carts are generally utilized by facilities with severe topography that
require the power of gas, or those without the infrastructure to charge
carts indoor. Very few facilities make a conscious choice to select gas
carts without having a practical requirement to do so.

2. Electric carts are quieter with less noise, no smell and are seen as a
‘greener’ option. Electric carts are perceived as a better experience by
golfers and have a smoother ride. Over 80% of EZ-GO's carts fleets in
operation in Florida are electric.

3. Electric carts are typically less expensive to purchase and operate. EZ-
GO's NIPA pricing for gas carts is $200 per cart more than electric. Cost of
operation for gas is more volatile, tracking fuel prices vs. the greater
stability of electrical costs. When gas falls below $2/gallon, the operating
cost of gas becomes lower that of electric.

4. Gas carts are more expensive to maintain, requiring regular oil changes
and oil/air/fuel filter changes at roughly $40 per cart per occurrence.
Further, the infrastructure at Palatka does not facilitate easy
maintenance of gas carts. Consider:

40of6



a. PGC's cart personnel can handle the normal, routine preventative
maintenance of electric carts (filling with water). Gas cart
maintenance will require use of our mechanic and mechanic’s
area at the shop. Carts will have to be towed to the maintenance
facility and back, a very labor and coordination intensive task.

b. There will be sunk costs incurred by the City related to the
existing chargers and electrical components that will no longer be
used,

c. A large gas tank will need to be placed and serviced near the cart
barn, with obvious ramifications to customer ‘first-impression’
and theft potential with fuel near the road.

d. Indoor storage ventilation/fire code issues related to the storage
of gas carts in the existing cart barn are not known.

Lease vs. Own

The monthly cost to purchase the cart fleet would be significantly higher than the
current lease payment. We view carts as a somewhat disposable part of the operation
and a critical item for a good customer experience. Accordingly, we believe an ever-
revolving fleet that keeps monthly costs to the lowest level will keep customers excited
and energized and is the strategy that best fits our situation.

To make an ownership strategy work, the City would have to sell its owned carts back
into the marketplace at a price point greater than the expected trade-in value to a
manufacturer. All three manufacturers have used cart divisions that are responsible for
reselling fleets coming off-lease at profit. It seems to us that the ability of a single
municipality to compete successfully in this arena and secure a price higher than the
trade-in offered by the manufacturer would be a difficult endeavor.

£Z-GO estimates that 80% of its Florida fleet is on a lease term of 5 years or less, with
most rollovers occurring within 36-42 months. While the evidence is anecdotal, carts
seem to be manufactured around this rollover term. Carts are not ‘built to last’ like a
piece of maintenance equipment. Problems often appear at the year 4 mark, much like
we are experiencing. Part of a successful ownership strategy would likely involve holding
the carts for longer than 4 years in order to recoup the cost of purchasing them, which
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brings with it the higher maintenance costs and greater liability from failing
components.

The maintenance dynamic of owning carts versus leasing them is much more intensive.
The condition standard to secure trade-in value {cart must have the ability to self-propel
onto the truck) is very well established and much lower than the usable, reliable
condition a prospective buyer would demand. We spent only $1,267 last year in cart
maintenance thanks to proactive steps to reduce the operating speed of the carts,
rotating batteries, etc. However, we likely would be much more proactive — at a cost - in
our efforts to keep the entire fleet up to grade if the carts were not being turned in on a
certain timeline under a certain standard.
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EQUIPMENT FINANCE

January 29, 2015

Lease Number 188014000

City of Palatka
210 North Second Street
Palatka, FL 32177

Enclosed are he necessary documents needed to complete your lease transaction. Please review, sign and return the following:

L 4

lL.ease —Purchase Agreement - Please have the Authorized Signor execute the documents and provide their titte

Opinion of Counset - Please have your attormey sign and provide the name of the law firm, if applicable

Cerlificate of Acceptance - At the point of delivery, fill out this form and return the original to us. We will be unable to disburse funds until we
recalve this signed form.

Schedule of Payments — Please sign and provide the title of the signor.

Resalulion-Certificate of Incumbency- List your Authorized Representative(s) and their tille(s) in the body of the Resolution. Have the Authorized
Representatives provide their names, title and signatures(s) on the lines which appear under the Authorized Representative Signature Section near the
botlom of the Resolution. Finally, have the Secretary or appropriate Trustee attest to the information of the Authorized Representative(s) by signing and
printing his/her name, title and date on the last signature line provided. The person who validates the signature should not sign the Lease
Agreement. The Resolution must reflect the fitle(s) of the individual(s) who have authorization to sign the documents.

Insurance Request Form — Fill in your insurer’s information and sign. Please contact your insurer, prior to delivery, to obtain a certificate of insurance.
Please enclose the certificate with the signed documentation or have the insurer fax the certificate directly to me.

IRS Form 8038-G — Please sign, date and include the litle of the signor
Copy of Vendor Invoices - Vendor should send invoices directly to PNC with “Ship To" and “Bill To" in Lessee’s name.
Sales Tax Exemption Cerlificate — Please return a copy with the documenits.

Minutes of Governing Body (approving the purchase & finance of equipment) - Please return a copy with the documents.

Please return the documents to PNC Equipment Finance, LLC, Attn: Beth Sandusky 995 Dalton Avenue, Cincinnafi, OM 45203 in the postage paid envelope

enclosed.

PNG Equipment Finance, LLC, In its sole discretion, reserves the right to adjust the payment factors In the enclosed documentation to reflect any
changes In market conditions up to the date of funding.

Our goal is to ensure that you receive the lowest payment available. Therefore, it is important that the documents are completed and retumed by February 28,

201s.

If you have any questions please contact Courtney Goodman at 513-455-2633.

Sincerely,

Beth Sandusky
Documentation Specialist
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Lease-Purchase Agreement Dated as of January 29, 2015
Lease Number 188014000
Lessor: PNC Equipment Finance, LLC

995 Dalton Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45203

Lessee: LESSEE FULL LEGAL NAME FEDERAL TAX ID

City of Palatka 596000401
210 North Second Street
Palatka, FL. 32177

Equipment See attached Certificate of Acceptance for Equipment Description
Description

Rent Lease Term is for 54 months, with Rent payments due [X] monthly;[] quarterly; [Jsemi-annual; Tannually;
Payment each in the amount set forth in the attached Schedule of Payments.
Schedule

Lessee shall pay Rent payments exclusively from legally available funds in U.S. currency to Lessor in the amounts and on the
dates set forth herein, without notice or demand.

1.

2.

5.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

LEASE. Subject to the terms of this Lease, Lessce ngrees to lease from Lessor the equipment (the “Equipment™) described in the attached Certificate of
Acceptance when Lessor accepts this Lease. Lessee agrees to be bound by all the terms of this Lease.

DELIVERY AND ACCEPTANCE OF EQUIPMENT., Acceptance of the Equipment occurs upon delivery. When Lessee receives the Equipment,
Lessee agrees to inspect it and to verify by telephone or in writing such information as Lessor may require. Delivery and installation costs are Lessee's
responsibility. If Lessec signed a purchase contract for the Equipment, by signing this Lease Lessee assigns its rights, but none of its obligations under the
purchase contract, to Lessor,

RENT. Lessee agrees lo pay Lessor Rent (plus applicable taxes) in the amount and frequency stated above. If Lessee’s Rent payments are due in
Advance, Lessee's first Rent payment is due on the date Lessee accepts the Equipment under the Lease, Lessor will advise Lessee as to (o) the due date of
each Rent payment, and (b) the address to which Lessee must send payments. Rent is due whether or not Lessee receives an invoice from Lessor. Lessee
will pay Lessor any required advance rent when Lessee signs this Lease. Lessee authorizes Lessor to change the Rent by not more than 15% due to
changes in the Equipment configuration, which may occur prior to Lessor's aceeptance of this Lease. Restrictive endorsements on checks Lessee sends to
Lessor will not reduce Lessee’s obligations to Lessor. Unless a proper excmption certificate is provided, applicable sales and use taxes will be added to
the Rent.

NON-APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS. Lessee intends to remit all Rent and other payments to Lessor for the full Lease Term if funds are legally
available. In the event Lessee is not granted on appropriation of funds at any time during the Lease Term for the Equipment subject to this Lease and
operating funds are not otherwise available to Lessee 1o pay the Rent and other payments due and to become due under this Lease, and there is no other
legal procedure or available funds by or with which payment can be made 1o Lessor, and the non-appropriation did not result from an act or omission by
Lessee, Lessee shall have the right to return the Equipment in accordance with Section 16 of the Lease and terminate this Lease on the last day of ihe
fiscal period for which appropriations were received without penalty or expense to Lessee, except as the portion of Rent for which funds shall have been
appropriaied and budgeted. At least 30 days prior to the end of Lessee’s fiscal year, Lessee's chief executive officer (or legal counsel) shall certify in
writing that (a) funds have not been appropriated for the upcoming fiscal period, (b) such non-appropriation did not result from any act or failure to act by
Lessee, and (c) Lessee has exhausted all funds legally available for the payment of Rent.

UNCONDITIONAL OBLIGATION. LESSEE AGREES THAT IT IS UNCONDITIONALLY OBLIGATED TO PAY ALL RENT AND ANY
OTHER AMOUNTS DUE UNDER THIS LEASE IN ALL FISCAL YEARS IN WHICH FUNDS HAVE BEEN APPROPRIATED NO
MATTER WHAT HAPPENS, EVEN IF THE EQUIPMENT IS DAMAGED OR DESTROYED, IF IT IS DEFECTIVE OR IF LESSEE HAS
TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT LOSS OF ITS USE. LESSEE IS NOT ENTITLED TO ANY REDUCTION OR SET-OFF AGAINST RENT
OR OTHER AMOUNTS DUE UNDER THIS LEASE FOR ANY REASON WHATSOEVER.

DISCLAIMER OF WARRANTIES. THE EQUIPMENT IS BEING LEASED TO LESSEE IN “AS-IS" CONDITION. LESSEE AGREES
THAT LESSOR HAS NOT MANUFACTURED THE EQUIPMENT AND THAT LESSEE HAS SELECTED THE EQUIPMENT BASED
UPON LESSEE'S OWN JUDGMENT. LESSEE HAS NOT RELIED ON ANY STATEMENTS LESSOR OR ITS EMPLOYEES HAVE
MADE. LESSOR HAS NOT MADE AND DOES NOT MAKE ANY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES
WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING WITHOUT LEIMITATION, THE EQUIPMENT'S MERCHANTABILITY, FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE, SUITABILITY, DESIGN, CONDITION, DURABILITY, OPERATION, QUALITY OF MATERIALS OR WORKMANSHIP, OR
COMPLIANCE WITH SPECIFICATIONS OR APPLICABLE LAW. Lessee is aware of the name of the Equipment manufacturer nnd will contact
the manufacturer for a description of their warranty rights. If the manufacturer has provided Lessor with a watranty, Lessor assigns its rights to such
warranty to Lessee and Lessee may enforce ali warranty rights directly against the manufacturer of the Equipment. Lessce agrees to setile any dispute
regarding performance of the Equipment direcily with the manufacturer of the Equipment.

TITLE AND SECURITY INTEREST. Unless otherwise required by the laws of the state where Lessee is located, Lessee shall have title to the
Equipment immediately upon delivery and shall be deemed to be the owner of the Equipment as long as Lessee is not in default under this Lease. In the
event of a defaul, title to the Equipment shall revert to Lessor free and clear of any rights or interest Lessee may have in the Equipment.  Lessor shall not
have z security interest in any of the Equipment under the Uniform Commercinl Code of the State of Florida. Nothing in the Lease shall be interpreted or
construed as granting Lessor a security interest in or other lien er encumbrance on any Equipment. Notwithstanding anything 1o the contrary in the Lease,
Lessor waives and releases any right that it may have at law or in cquity to specific or compulsory performance of any agreement of Lessee to return the
Equipment to Lessor, to transfer legal or beneficial title 1o the Equipment to Lessor or to repossess or foreclose on any Equipment.
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12.

13.

[ER

15.

16.

17.

USE, MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR. Lessee will not move the Equipment from the Equipment Location without Lessor’s advance written consent.
Lessee will give Lessor reasonable access to the Equipment Location so that Lessor can check the Equipment’s existence, condition and proper
maintenance. Lessee will use the Equipment in the manner for which it was intended, as required by all applicable manuals and instructions, and keep it
eligible for any manufacturer’s centification and/or standard full service maintenance contract. At Lessee’s own cost and expense, they will keep the
Equipment in good repair, condition and working order, ordinary wear and tear excepted. Lessee will not make any permanent alterations fo the
Equipment.

TAXES. Lessec agrees to pay Lessor, when invoiced, all taxes (including any sales, use and personal property taxes), fines, interest and penalties relating
to this Lease and the Equipment (excluding taxes based on Lessor’s net income). Lessee agrees to file any required personal property tax returns and, if’
Lessor asks, Lessce will provide Lessor with proof of payment. Lessor does not have 1o conlest any tax assessments.

INDEMNITY. Lessor is not responsible for any injuries, damages, penalties, claims or losses, inducing legal expenses, incurred by Lessee or any other
person caused by the transportation, instatlation, manufacture, selection, purchase, lease, ownership, possession, modification, maintenance, condition,
operation, use, return or disposition of the Equipment. To the extent permitted by law, Lessee agrees to reimburse Lessor for and defend Lessor against
any claims for such losses, damages, penalties, claims, injuries, or expenses. This indemnity continues even after this Lease has expired, for acts or
omissions which occurred during the Lease Term.

IDENTIFICATION. Lessee authorizes Lessor to insert or correct missing information on this Lease, including Lessee’s official name, serial numbers
and any other information describing the Equipment. Lessor will send Lessee copies of such changes. Lessee will attach to the Equipment any name
plates or stickers Lessor provides,

LOSS OR DAMAGE. Lessee is responsible for any loss of the Equipment from any cause at all, whether or not insured, from the time the Equipment is
shipped to Lessee until it is returned to Lessor. If any item of Equipment is lost, stolen or damaged, Lessee will promptly notify Lessor of such event.
Then, at Lessor’s option, Lessee will either (a) repair the Equipment so that it is in good condition and working order, eligible for any manufacturer’s
certification, or (b) pay Lessor an amount equal to the Net Book Value (as defined in Section 14) of the lost, stolen or damaged Equipment. If Lessee has
satisfied their obligations under this Section 11, Lessor will forward to Lessee any insurance proceeds which Lessor receives for lost, damaged, or
destroyed Equipment. [f Lessee is in default, Lessor will apply any insurance proceeds Lessor receives to reduce Lessee’s obligations under Section 14 of
this Lease.

INSURANCE. Lessee agrees to (a) keep the Equipment fully insured against foss, naming Lessor as loss payee, and (b) obtain a general public liability
insurance policy covering both personal injury and property damage in amounts not less than Lessor may tell Lessce, naming Lessor as additional insured,
until Lessee has met all their obligations under this Lease. Lessor is under no duty to tell Lessee if Lessee’s insurance coverage is adequate. The policies
shall state that Lessor is to be notified of any proposed cancellation at least 30 days prior to the date set for cancellation. Upon Lessor’s request, Lessee
agrecs to provide Lessor with certificates or other evidence of insurance acceptable to Lessor. If Lessee does not provide Lessor with evidence of proper
insurance within ten days of Lessor’s request or Lessor receives notice of policy cancellation, Lessor may (but Lessor is not obligated to) obtain insurance
on Lessor’s interest in the Equipment at Lesses’s expense. Lessee will pay all insurance premiums and related charges.,

DEFAULT. Lessee will be in defoult under this Lease if any of the following happens: (a) Lessor does not receive any Rent or other payment due under
this Lease within ten days after its due date, (b) Lessee fails to perform or observe any other promise or obligation in this Lease and does not correct the
default within ten days after Lessor sends Lessee written notice of default, (c) any representation, warranty or statement Lessee has made in this Lease
shall prove to have been false or misleading in any material respect, (d) any insurance carrier cancels or threatens to cancel any inserance on the
Equipment, {e) the Equipment or any part of it is abused, ilegally used, misused, lost, destroyed, or damaged beyond repair, (f) a petition is filed by or
against Lessee under any bankruptcy or insolvency laws, or {g) Lessee defaults on any other agreement between it and Lessor {or Lessor’s aiTiliates).
REMEDIES. Upon the occurrence of a default, Lessor may, in its sole discretion, do any or all of the following: (a) provide written notice to Lessce of
default, {b) as liquidated damages for loss of a bargain and not as o penalty, declare due and payable, the present value of (i) any and all amounts which
may be then due and payable by Lessec to Lessor under this Lease, plus (ii) all Rent payments reraining through the end of the then current fiscal year,
discounted at the higher of 3% or the lowest rate allowed by law (collectively, the “Net Book Value™) and (c) require Lessee to immediately return the
Equipment 1o Lessor. Lessor has the right to require Lessee to make the Equipment available to Lessor for repossession during reasonable business hours
or Lessor may repossess the Equipment, so long as Lessor does not breach the peace in doing se, or Lessor may use legal process in compliance with
applicable law pursuant to court order to have the Equipment repossessed. Lessee will not make any claims against Lessor or the Equipment for trespass,
damage or any other reason. 1T Lessor takes possession of the Equipment Lessor may (a) sell or lease the Equipment at public or private sale or lease,
and/or (b) exercise such other rights as may be allowed by applicable law. Although Lessee agrees that Lessor has no obligation to sell the Equipment, if
Lessor does sell the Equipment, Lessor will reduce the Net Book Value by the amounts Lessor receives. Lessee will immediately pay Lessor the
remaining Net Book Value. Lessce agrees (») that Lessor only needs to give ten days advance notice of any sale and no notice of advertising, (b) to pay
all of the costs Lessor incurs to enforee Lessor’s rights against Lessee, including attorey’s fees, and {¢) that Lessor will retain all of Lessor’s rights
against Lessee even if Lessor does not choose to enforce them at the time of Lessee™s default.

LESSEE'S OPTION AT END OF LEASE. Provided Lessee is not in default, upon expiration of the Lease Term Lessee shall purchase all but not less

than all of the Equipment for $56,700.00 (plus all sales and other applicable taxes).

RETURN OF EQUIPMENT. If (a) defoult occurs, or (b) a non-appropriation of funds occurs in accordance with Section 3, Lessee will immediately
return the Equipment to any location(s} in the continental United States and aboard any carriers(s) Lessor may designate. The Equipment must be
properly packed for shipment in accordance with the manuficiurer’s recommendations or specifications, freight prepaid and insured, maintained in
accordance with Section 7, and in “Average Saleable Condition.” “Average Saleable Condition™ means that all of the Equipment is immediately available
for use by a third party buyer, user or lessee, other than Lessee named in this Lease, without the need for any repair or refurbishment. All Equipment must
be free of markings. Lessee will pay Lessor for any missing or defective parts or accessories. Lessee will continue to pay Rent until the Equipment is
received and accepted by Lessor.

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES. Lessee hereby represents and warrants to Lessor that as of the date of this Lease, and throughout the
Lease Term: (a) Lessee is the entity indicated in this Lease; (b) Lessee is a State or a fully constituted political subdivision or agency of the State in which
Lessee is located; (c) Lessee is duly organized and existing under the Constitution and laws of the State in which Lessce is located; (d) Lessee is
authorized to enter into and camry out Lessee’s obligations under this Lease, any documents relative to the acquisition of the Equipment and any other
documents required to be delivered in connection with this Lease (collectively, the *Documents™); {(¢) the Documenis have been duly authorized, executed
and delivered by Lessee in accordance with all applicable laws, rules, ordinances, and regulations, the Documents are valid, legal, binding agreements,
enforceable in accordance with their terms and the person(s) signing the Documents have the authority to do so, are acting with the full authorization of
Lessee’s governing body, and hold the offices indicated below their signature, each of which is genuine; () the Equipment is essentinl to the immediate
performance of a governmental or proprictary function by Lessee within the scope of Lessee’s authoerity and shall be used during the Lease Term only by
Lessee and only to perform such function; (g) Lessce intends to use the Equipment for the entire Lease Term and shall 1ake all necessary action to include
in Lessee’s annual budget any funds required to fulfill their obligations for each fiseal year during the Leasc Term; (h) Lessee has complied fully with ail
applicable law govemning open meetings, public bidding and appropriations required in connection with this Lease and the acquisition of the Equipment;
(i) Lessee’s obligations to remit Rent under this Lease constitutes a current expense and not a debt under applicable state low and no provision of this
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Lease constitutes a pledge of Lessee’s tax or general revenues, and any provision which is so constructed by a court of' competent jurisdiction is void from
the inception of this lease; (j) all payments due and to become due during Lessee’s current fiscal yeur are within the fiscal budget of such year, and are
included within an unrestricted and unencumbered appropriation currently available for the lease/purchase of the Equipment; (k) Lessee shall not do er
cause to be done any act which shall cause, or by omission of any nct allow the interest portion of any Rent payment to become includible in Lessor’s
gross income for Federal income taxation purposes under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, (the “Code™); (1) Lessee shall maintain a
complete und accurate record of all assignments of this Lease in the form sufTicient to comply with the book entry requirements of Scction 149%(a) of the
Code ond the regulations prescribed there under from time to time; (m) Lessee shall comply with the information reporting requirements of Section 149(c)
of the Code; such compliance shall include, but not be limited to, the execution of IRS Form 8038-G or 8038-GC; and (n) all financial information Lessee
has provided fo Lessor is true and accurate and provides a good representation of Lessee’s financial condition,

Lessor acknowledges that (a} no Lease will be a general obligation of Lessee, (b} no Lease will be payable from a pledge of ad valorem
taxes, and (c) no Lease shall constitute a pledge of either the full faith and credit of Lessee or the taxing power of Lessee.

LESSEE’S PROMISES, In addition to the other provisions of this Lease, Lessee agrees that during the term of this Lease (a) Lessee will prompily
notify Lessor in writing if’ it moves Lessee’s principal office or it changes its name or legal siructure, (b) Lessee will provide to Lessor such financial
information as may reasonably request from time to time, and (c) Lessee will take any action Lessor reasonably requests to protect Lessor’s rights in the
Equipment and to meet Lessee’s obligations under this Lease.

ASSIGNMENT. LESSEE WILL NOT SELL, TRANSFER, ASSIGN, PLEDGE, SUB-LEASE OR PART WITH POSSESSION OF THE
EQUIPMENT OR FILE OR PERMIT A LIEN TO BE FILED AGAINST THE EQUIPMENT,. Lessee will not atiach any of the Equipment 1o any
real estate. Upon Lessor’s reasonable request and at Lessee's cost, Lessee will obtain from each person having an interest in the real estale where the
Equipment is located a waiver ofany rights they may have in the Equipment.

ASSIGNMENT BY LESSOR. This Lease, and the rights of Lessor hercunder and in and 1o the Equipment, may be assigned and reassigned in whole or
in part to one or more assignees by Lessor or its assigns at any time without the necessity of obtaining the consent of Lessee: provided, however, no such
assignment or reassignment shall be effective unless and until Lessec shall have been given written notice of assignment disclosing the name and address
of the assignee or its agent authorized to receive payments and otherwise service this Lease on its behalf. Upon receipt of notice of assignment, Lessee
agrees to record the same in records maintained for such purpose, and further, to make all payments as designated in the assignment, notwithstanding any
claim, defense, sctoff or counterclaim whatsoever (whether arising from a breach of this Lease or otherwise) that Lessee may from time to time have
against Lessor or Lessor’s assigns. Lessee agrees lo excecute all documents, including acknowledgments of assignment, which may reascnably be
requested by Lessor or its assigns to protect their interests in the Equipment and in this Lense.

COLLECTION EXPENSES, OVERDUE PAYMENT, TERMINATION. Lessee agrees that ELessor can, but does not have to, take on Lessee’s behalfl
any action which Lessee fails to take as required by this Lease, and Lessor’s expenses will be in addition to that of the Rent which Lessee owes Lessor. If
Lessor receives any payment from Lessee after the due date, Lessee shall pay Lessor on demand as a late charge five percent (5%) of such overdue
amount, limited, however, to the maximum amount allowed by law. Upon 30 days’ prior written notice by Lessee to Lessor, and so [ong as there is no
Event of Default then cxisting, Lessee shall have the option to purchase all, but not less than all, of the Equipment covered by the Lease on any Rent
Payment due date by paying to Lessor all Rent Payments then due (including accrued interest, if any) plus the Termination Value amount set forth on the
Payment Schedule 10 the applicable Lease for such date. Upon satisfaction by Lessee of such purchase conditions, Lessor shall release its Lien on such
Equipment and Lessee shall retain its title to such Equipment “AS-1S, WHERE-IS,” without representation or warranty by Lessor, express or implied,
except for a representation that such Equipment is free and clear of any Liens created by Lessor.

AGREED LEASE RATE FACTOR, Lessee understands that the Equipment may be purchased for cash (the “Equipment Cost™) or it may be leased.
By signing this Lease, Lessee acknowledges that is has chosen to lease the Equipment from Lessor for the Lease Term and that Lessee has agreed to pay
Rent. Each payment of Rent includes a principal amount based on the Equipment Cost and o lease charge rate, I it is determined that Lessce’s payments
under this Lease result in an interest payment higher than zllowed by applicable law, then any excess interest collected will be applied to the repayment of
principal and interest will be charged at the highest rate allowed by law. In no event will Lessor charge or receive or will Lessee pay any amounts in
excess of the legal amount.

MISCELLANEQUS. This Lease contains the entire agreement and supersedes any conflicting provision of any equipment purchase order or any other
agreement. TIME 1S OF THE ESSENCE IN THIS LEASE. If a court finds any provision of Lease to be unenforceable, the remaining terms of this
Lease shall remain in effect. THIS LEASE IS A “FINANCE LEASE”™ AS DEFINED IN ARTICLE 2A OF THE UNIFORM COMMERCIAL
CODE. Lessee authorizes Lessor (or Lessor’s agent) lo (a) obtain credit reponts, (b) make such other credit inquires as Lessor may deem necessary, and
(c) furnish payment history information to credit reporting agencies. To the extent permitted by law, Lessor may charge Lessee a fee of $250.00 to cover
Lessor’s documentation and investigation costs.

NOTICES. All of Lessee’s written notices to Lessor must be sent by certified mail or recognized overnight delivery service, postage prepaid, to Lessor at
Lessor’s address stated in this Leose, or by facsimile transmission to Lessor’s facsimile telephone number, with oral confirmation of receipt. All of
Lessor’s notices to Lessee may be sent first class mail, postage prepaid, to Lessee’s address stated in this Lease. At any time afier this Lease is signed,
Lessee or Lessor may change an address or facsimile telephone number by giving notice to the other of the change.

ANTI-MONEY LAUNDERING/INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMPLIANCE. Lessee represents and warrants to Lessor, as of the date of this Lease,
the date of cach advance of proceeds under the Lease, the date of any renewal, extension or modification of this Lease, and at all times until the Lease has
been terminated and all amounts thereunder have been indefeasibly paid in full, that: (a) no Covered Entity (i) is a Sanctioned Person: or (ii) does
business in or with, or derives any of its operating income [rom investments in or transactions with, any Sanctioned Country or Sanctioned Person in
violation of any law, regulation, order or directive enforced by any Compliance Authority; (b) the proceeds of the Lease will not be used to fund any
unlawful activity; (c) the funds used to repay the Lease are not derived from any unlawful activity; and (d) cach Covered Entity is in compliance with, and
no Covered Entity engages in any dealings or transactions prohibited by, any laws of the United States.

As used herein:  “Compliance Authority” means each and all of the {a) U.S. Treasury Department/Office of Foreign Assets Control, (b) U.S. Treasury
Department/Financial Crimes Enforcement Network, (c) U.S, State Department/Directorate of Defense Trade Controls, (d) U.S. Commerce
Department/Bureau of Industry and Security, (e) U.S. Internal Revenue Service, {f) U.S. Justice Department, and (g) U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission; “Covered Entity” means Lessce, its affiliates and subsidiaries and direct and indirect owners; “Sanctioned Country” means a country
subject to o sanctions program maintained by any Compliance Authority: and “Sanctioned Person” means any individual person, group, regime, entity or
thing listed or otherwise recognized as o specially designated, prohibited, sanctioned or debarred person or entity, ot subject to any limitations or
prohibitions (including but rot limited to the blocking of property or rejection of transactions), under any order or directive of any Compliance Authority
or olhetwise subjeet to, or specially designated under, any sanctions program maintained by any Compliance Authority.

USA PATRIOT ACT NOTICE. To help the government fight the funding of terrorism and money laundering activities, Federal law requires all
financial institutions 1o obtain, verify and record information that identifies each lessee that opens an account. What this means: when the Lessee opens an
account, Lessor will ask for the business name, business address, taxpayer identifying number and other information that will allow the Lessor to identify



Lessee, such as organizational documents, For some businesses and organizations, Lessor may also need to usk for identifying information and
documentation relating to certain individuals associated with the business or organization.

28. WAIVERS. LESSOR AND LESSEE EACH AGREE TO WAIVE, AND TO TAKE ALL REQUIRED STEPS TO WAIVE, ALL RIGHTS TO A
JURY TRIAL. To the extent Lessee is permitted by applicable law, Lessee waives all rights and remedics conferred upon a lessee by Articke 2A
(Sections 508-522) of the Uniform Commercial Code including but not limited to Lessee's rights to; () cancel or repudiate this Lease; (b) reject or
revoke acceptance of the Equipment; (¢) recover damages from Lessor for any breach of warranty or for any other reason; (d) grant o security interest in
any Equipment in Lessee’s possession. To the extent Lessee is permitted by applicable law, Lessee waoives any rights Lessee now or later may have under
any statute or otherwise which requires Lessor to sell or otherwise use any Equipment to reduce Lessor's damages, which requires Lessor to provide
Lessee with notice of default, intent to accelerate amounts becoming due or acceleration of amounts becoming due, or which may otherwise limit or
modify any of Lessor’s rights or remedies. ANY ACTION LESSEE TAKES AGAINST LESSOR FOR ANY DEFAULT, INCLUDING BREACH
OF WARRANTY OR INDEMNITY, MUST BE STARTED WITHIN ONE (1) YEAR AFTER THE EVENT, WHICH CAUSED IT. Lessor will
not be liable for specific performance of this Lease or for any losses, damages, delay or failure to deliver Equipment.

29. SMALL ISSUER STATEMENT. Lessee hereby centifies to Lessor and its assigns that: n) Lessee designates the Lease as a “Qualified Tax-Exempt
Obligation™ for the purposes of Section 265(b)(3) of the Code; b) Lessee will own and operate the Equipment in the performance of its public purposes;
and the Equipment will not be subject to the use or control of any other entity; ¢) Lessee will not designate more than Ten Million Dollars ($10,000,000)
of tax-exempt obligations during the current calendar year as “Qualified Tax-Exempt Obligation”, Lessee reasonably expects to issue no more than Ten
Million Dollars ($10,000,000) of tax-exempt obligations during the current calendar year; and d) For purposes of Paragroph 3 herein above, the amount of
tax-exempt obligations stated as either issued or designated as “Qualified Tax-Exempt Obligations™ includes tax-exempt obligations issued by all
subordinate entities of Lessee, as provided in Section 265 (b) (3) (E) of the Code.

36, IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT PHONE CALLS. By providing telephone number(s) to Lessor, now or at any later time, Lessee nuthorizes
Lesser and its affilintes and designees 10 contact Lessee regarding Lessee account(s) with Lessor or its affiliotes, whether such accounts are Lessee
individual accounts or business nccounts for which Lessee is a contact, at such numbers using any means, including but not limited to placing calls using
an asutomated dialing system 1o cell, VolIP or other wireless phone number, or leaving prerecorded messages or sending text messages, even if charges may
be incurred for the calls or text messages. Lessee consenis that any phone call with Lessor may be monitored or recorded by Lessor.

IMPORTANT: READ BEFORE SIGNING., THE TERMS OF THIS LEASE SHOULD BE READ CAREFULLY BECAUSE ONLY THOSE
TERMS IN WRITING ARE ENFORCEABLE. TERMS OR ORAL PROMISES WHICH ARE NOT CONTAINED IN THIS WRITTEN
AGREEMENT MAY NOT BE LEGALLY ENFORCED. THE TERMS OF THIS LEASE MAY ONLY BE CHANGED BY ANOTHER WRITTEN
AGREEMENT BETWEEN LESSEE AND LESSOR. LESSEE AGREES TO COMPLY WITH THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS
LEASE., LESSEE AGREES THAT THE EQUIPMENT WILL BE USED FOR BUSINESS PURPOSES ONLY AND NOT FOR PERSONAL,
FAMILY OR HOUSEHOLD PURPOSES.

LESSEE CERTIFIES THAT ALL THE INFORMATION GIVEN IN THIS LEASE AND LESSEE'S APPLICATION WAS CORRECT AND
COMPLETE WHEN THIS LEASE WAS SIGNED. THIS LEASE IS NOT BINDING UPON LESSOR OR EFFECTIVE UNLESS AND UNTIL
LESSOR EXECUTES THIS LEASE. THIS LEASE WILL BE GOVERNED BY THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF THE LESSEE.

City of Palatka PNC Eguipment Finance LLC
("Lessee™) {“Lessor")

X X

Authonzed Signature Authorized Signature

Printl Narme Pnnt Name

Title: Tilla:

Dale

210 North Second Street g?,?cﬁ;';‘:i" 3,‘_’,3;15203

Palatka, FL 32177

OPINION OF COUNSEL

[ have acted as counsel to the above-referenced Lessee (the “Lessee™) with respect to this Lease-Purchase Agreement by and between the
Lessee and Lessor (the “Lease™), and in this capacity have reviewed the original or duplicate originals of the Lease and such other documents
as [ have deemed relevant. Based upon the foregoing, 1 am of the opinion that: (A) Lessee is a state or a fully constituted political subdivision
or agency of a state within the meaning of Section 103 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended; (B) the execution, delivery and
performance of the Lease by Lessee has been duly authorized by all necessary action on the part of Lessee; (C) the Lease constitutes a legal,
valid and binding obligation of Lessee enforceable in accordance with its terms, except as limited by laws of general application affecting the
enforcement of creditors’ rights, and does not constitute a debt of Lessee which is prohibited by state law; (D} the authorization, approval and
execution of the Lease and all other proceedings of Lessee related to the transactions contemplated thereby have been performed in accordance
with all open-meeting laws, public bidding laws, and all other applicable state laws. The undersigned certifies that (s)he is an attorney duly
authorized to practice law in the State of Florida.

The foregeing opinions are limited to the laws of such State and federal laws of the United States.

Attorney of Lessee
By:

Print Name:
Law firm:
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

Lease Number 188014000

Quantity Description Serial No.
54 (54) 2015 E-Z-GO TXT48v Electric Goif Cars
Together with all attachments, tooling, accessories,
appurtenances and additions thereto

[ or see attached Equipment Schedule

Lessee, through its authorized representative, hereby certifies to Lessor that:

1.

w19

The Equipment has been delivered to the location where it will be used, which is the Equipment Location given in the Lease-Purchase
Agreement (“Lease™);

All of the Equipment has been inspected and is (a) complete, (b) properly installed, (c) functioning, and (d) in good working order;
Lessee accepts the Equipment for all purposes under the Lease as of . 20__ (the “Acceptance Date™), which is the
date on which the Equipment was delivered and installed;
The Equipment is of a size, design, capacity and manufacture acceptable to Lessee and suitable for Lessee’s purposes; and

Lessee is not in default under the Lease, no Non-Appropriation of Funds (as described in the Lease) has occurred, and all of Lessee’s
statements and promises set forth in the Lease are true and correct.

Lessor is hereby authorized to insert serial numbers on the Lease.

THIS CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE IS SIGNED THIS DAY OF , 20

City of Palatka

{“Lessee”)

X

Authonzed Signature

Print Name

Titte:

Dale

210 North Second Street
Palatka, FL 32177



SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

Lease Number 188014000

E8

Attached to and made a part of that certain Lease-Purchase Agreement dated as of January 29, 2015 by and between
PNC Equipment Finance, LLC, as Lessor, and City of Palatka , as Lessee.

Rent payments are payable as follows:

Payment Rent Interest Principal Termination
Number Payment Date Payment | Component | Component Amount*
1 $3,396.60 $606.54 $2,790.06 $227,798.51
2 $3,396.60 $598.98 $2,797.62 $224,916.96
3 $3,396.60 5591.41 $2,805.19 $222,027.61
4 $3,396.60 $583.81 $2,812.79 $219,130.94
5 $3,396.60 $576.19 $2,820.41 $216,225.42
6 $3,396.60 $568.55 $2,828.05 $213,312.53
7 $3,396.60 $560.89 $2,835.71 $210,391.74
8 $3,396.60 $553.21 $2,843.39 $207,463.05
9 $3,396.60 $545.51 | $2,851.09 | $204,526.43
10 53,396.60 $537.79 $2,858.81 $201,581.86
11 $3,396.60 $530.05 $2,866.55 $198,629.31
12 $3,396.60 $522.29 $2,874.31 $195,668.77
13 $3,450.60 $514.50 $2,936.10 $192,644.59
14 $3,450.60 $506.55 $2,944.05 $189,612.22
15 $3,450.60 $498.58 $2,952.02 $186,571.64
16 $3,450.60 $4590.58 $2,960.02 $183,522.81
17 $3,450.60 $482.56 $2,968.04 $180,465.73
18 $3,450.60 5474.53 $2,976.07 $177,400.38
19 $3,450.60 $466.46 $2,984.14 $174,326.72
20 $3,450.60 $458.38 $2,592.22 $171,244.73
21 $3,450.60 $450.28 $3,000.32 $168,154.40
22 $3,450.60 $442.15 $3,008.45 $165,055.70
23 $3,450.60 $434.01 $3,016.59 $161,948.61
24 $3,450.60 $425.84 $3,024.76 $158,833.11
25 $3,504.60 $417.64 53,086.96 $155,653.54
26 $3,504.60 $409.28 $3,095.32 $152,465.36
27 $3,504.60 $400.90 53,103.70 $149,268.55
28 $3,504.60 $392.49 $3,112.11 $146,063.07
29 $3,504.60 $384.07 $3,120.53 $142,848.93
30 $3,504.60 $375.61 | $3,128.99 | $139,626.07
31 $3,504.60 $367.14 $3,137.46 $136,394.48
32 $3,504.60 $358.64 $3,145.96 $133,154.15
33 $3,504.60 $350.12 $3,154.48 $129,905.03
34 $3,504.60 $341.58 $3,163.02 $126,647.12
35 53,504.60 5333.01 $3,171.53 $123,380.38
36 $3,504.60 $324.42 $3,180.18 $120,104.80
37 $3,558.60 $315.81 $3,242.79 $116,764.72




38 $3,558.60 $307.03 | 53,25157 | 511341561
39 $3,558.60 $298.22 | $3,260.38 | $110,057.42
40 $3,558.60 $289.39 | $3,269.21 | $106,690.13
41 $3,558.60 $280.54 | 53,278.06 | $103,313.73
42 $3,558.60 $271.66 | $3,286.94 599,928.18
43 $3,558.60 $262.76 | $3,295.84 $96,533.46
44 $3,558.60 $253.83 | $3,304.77 $93,129.55
45 $3,558.60 $244.88 |  $3,313.72 $89,716.42
46 $3,558.60 $235.90 | 53,322.70 $86,294.04
47 $3,558.60 $226.91 | $3,331.69 $82,862.40
48 $3,558.60 $217.88 | $3,340.72 $79,421.46
49 $3,612.60 $208.83 | $3,403.77 $75,915.57
S0 $3,612.60 $199.62 | $3,412.08 $72,400.20
51 $3,612.60 $190.37 | $3,422.23 %68,875.31
52 53,612.60 $181.10 | $3,431.50 $65,340.86
53 $3,612.60 5171.81 | $3,440.79 $61,796.85
54 $3,612,60 $162.49 | $3,450.11 $58,243.23
55 $56,700.00 $153.17 | $56,546.83 50.00

*As provided in Section 21 of the Lease-Purchase Agreement.

City of Palatka PNC Equipment Finance, LLC
(“Lessee”) (“Lessor”)
X By:
Authonzed Signature
Title
Prinl Name
Title: 995 Dalton Ave.

Cincinnati OH 45203
210 North Second Street
Palatka, FL 32177
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RESOLUTION AND CERTIFICATE OF INCUMBENCY
Lease Number 188014000

Lessee: City of Palatka
Amount $223,953.66

WHEREAS, Lessee, a body politic and corporate duly organized and existing as a political subdivision, municipal corporation or similar public entity of the State or
Commonwealth (the State”) is autharized by the laws of the State to purchase, acquire and lease certain equipment and other property for the benefit of the
Lessee and its inhabitants and to enter into contracts with respect thereto; and

WHEREAS, pursuant te applicable law, the governing body of the Lessee (*Governing Body") is authorized to acquire, dispose of and encumber real and personal
property, including, without limitation, rights and inlerest in property. leases and easements necessary to the functions or operations of the Lessee.

WHEREAS, the Governing Body hereby finds and determines lhat the execution of one or more Lease-Purchase Agreements or lease schedules ("Leases”) in the
principal amount not exceeding the amount stated above for the purpose of acquiring the property (“Equipment”) to be described in the Leases is appropriate and
necessary o the functions and operations of the Lessee.

WHEREAS, PNC Equipment Finance, LLC {“Lessor”) shall act as Lessor under said Leases.
NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Ordained by the Governing Body of the Lessee:

Section 1. Either one of the OR {each an “Authorized Representative”) acting on behalf of the Lessee,
is hereby authorized to negotiate, enter into, execuie, and deliver one or more Leases in substantially the form set forth in the document presently before the
Goverming Body, which document is available for public inspection at the office of the Lessee. Each Authorized Representative acting on behalf of the Lessee is
hereby authorized to negotiale, enter into, execule, and deliver such other documents relating to the Lease as the Authorized Representative deems necessary
and appropriate. All other related contraclts and agreements necessary and incidental to the Leases are hereby authorized.

Section 2. By a written instrument signed by any Authorized Representative, said Authorized Representalive may designate specifically identified officers or
employees of the Lessee to execute and deliver agreements and documents relating to the Leases on behalf of the Lessee.

Section 3. The aggregate original principal amount of the Leases shall not exceed the amount stated above and shall baar interest as set forth in the Leases and
the Leases shall contain such oplions to purchase by the Lessee as set forith therein.

Seclion 4. The Lessee's obligalions under the Leases shall be subject to annual appropriation or renewal by the Governing Body as set forth in each Lease and
the Lessee’s obligations under the Leases shall not constitute general obligations of the Lessee or indebledness under the Constitution or laws of the State.

Seclion 5. As lo each Lease, ihe Lessee reasonably anticipales to issue not more than $10,000,000 of tax-exempt obligations (other than “private activity bonds™
which are not “qualified 501(c)(3) bonds”) during the fiscal year in which each such Lease is issued and hereby designates each Lease as a qualified tax-exempt
obligation for purposes of Secfion 265(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended.

Section 6. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption and approval.
SIGNATURES AND TITLES OF AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES : AUTHORIZED LEASE SIGNORS ONLY

Name Title Signalure
Name Title Signature
ADOPTED AND APPROVED on this ,20__.

Section 7. |, the undersigned Secretary/Clerk identified below, does hereby certify that | am Ihe duly elected or appointed and acting Secretary/Clerk of the above
Lessee, a political subdiviston duly organized and existing under the laws of the State where Lessee is located, that | have the title staled below, and thal, as of the
date hereof, the individuals named below are the duly elected or appointed officers of the Lessee holding the offices set forth opposite their respeclive names.

The undersigned Secretary/Clerk of the above-named Lessee hereby cerlifies and aftests that the undersigned has access to the official records of the Governing
Body of the Lessee, that the foregoing resolutions were duly adopted by sald Governing Body of the Lessee at a meeling of said Governing Body and that such
resolutions have not been amended or altered and are in full force and effect on the date stated below.

LESSEE: City of Palatka

[SEAL]

Signature of Secretary/Clerk of Lessee

Print Name:
Official Title:
Date:
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Please Retain for Future Reference

Page No. 1
@ PN( : INVOICE #188014000
() Customer #1153351
EQUIPMENT FINANCE
Cincinnati, Ohio 45203 « Telephone (513) 421-9191
INVOICE DATE DUE DATE
112812015 30 days after
. acceptance
Bill To: Remit To:
City of Palatka PNC Equipment Finance, LLC
210 North Second Street Attn: Lease Sertvicing/Set-Up Processing
Palatka, FL 32177 995 Dalton Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45203
INVOICE

Lease No. 188014000
Initial Charges:
Monthly Rent - 1% Month $3,396.60
Sales Tax ~ Please provide exemption certificate Tax Exempt

PAY THIS AMOUNT $3,396.60




2 PNC

EQUIPMENT FINANCE o

REQUEST FOR INSL'RANCE
January 29, 2015
City of Palatka
210 North Second Street
Palatka, FL 32177

RE: Lease #188014000 (“Lease Agreement™)

Please complete this form and return it to PNC Equipment Finance, LLC along with a copy of your Certificate of Insurance and Insurance Binder, naming PNC
Equipment Finance, LLC as lender loss payee and additional insured, as evidence that you have obtained the necessary insurance as required by your Lease

Agreement.

As part of the Lease Agreement, you have agreed to keep in effect an “All Risk (or broad form of)” extended coverage property insurance policy covering the
equipment for its full replacement value. You are also required to carry o comprehensive general liability insurance policy or other similar form of third party
liability coverage with combined single limits of $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in aggregate limits. The property insurance policy shall name PNC
Equipment Finance, LLC and its successors and/or assigns (ISAOA) as sole Lender Loss Payee and the general liability insurance policy shall name PNC
Equipment Finance, LLC and its successors and/or assigns (ISAOA) as an Additional Insured. In addition, such policies shall have a provision stating that the

policy cannot be changed or cancelled without 30 days prior written notice to PNC Equipment Finance, LLC.

If you fail to obtain insurance or provide evidence thereof to us, you agree that we may, but shall not be obligated to, obtain such insurance on your behalf and
charge you for all costs and expenses associated therewith, Without limiting the forgoing, you specifically agree that if we obtain insurance on your behalf,
you will be required to pay a monthly insurnnce charge. The monthly insurance charge will include reimbursement for premiums advanced to the insurer,
finance charges {which will typically be at a rate higher than the rate used 1o determine your equipment rental amount), billing and tracking fees, administrative
expenses and other related fees. We shall receive a portion of the insurance charges, which may include a profit from such finance, billing, tracking,

administrative and other churges.

Please provide the pertinent policy information below in addition to sending PNC Equipment Finance, LLC, copies of the appropriate insurance documents

requested above. Thank you for your assistance in this matter,

PLEASE COMPLETE ALL OF THE INFORMATION BELOW.

INSURANCE AGENT INFORMATION:

Name: Insurance Carricr:

Address: Policy Number;

Effective Date:

Expiration Date:

Phone Number:

Fax Number:

Lessee: City of Palatka Please return this form to:
Print Name: PNC Equipment Finance, LLC
Signature: 995 Dalton Avenue

Title: Cincinnati, OH 45203

Date: Attn:

Or by Fax:
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B PNC

EQUIPMENT FINANCE

AMENDMENT

This Amendment (“Amendment”), dated and effective as of the 29" day of January,
2015 supplements and is made a part of Lease #188014000 (“Lease”) between City of
Palatka (“Lessee”) and PNC Equipment Finance, LLC (“Lessor”).

In consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein and other valuable
consideration received, and with the intent to be legally bound, the parties agree as follows:

Section 12: Insurance: So long as the end of term in Section 15 is a purchase upon
termination, or a Dollar Out, the following terms: “and (b) obtain a general pubiic liability
insurance policy covering both personal injury and property damage in amounts not less than
Lessor may tell Lessee, naming Lessor as additional insured,” of this section are hereby
deleted from the lease.

All other terms and conditions of the Lease shall remain unchanged and in full force and
effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be executed as
of the date above written.

City of Palatka PNC Equipment Finance, LLC
Authorized Signoture Authorized Signature
Printed Name Printed Name

Title Title






DA

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - Planning Board Recommendation to Allow Changing (Electronic) Signs in C-2 &
PBG-1 Zoning Districts - Administrative request by Building & Zoning Dept. -- 2nd Reading, Adopt

SUMMARY:

This is the second reading (for adoption) of an ordinance to allow changing/electronic signs in the C-2
(Intensive Commercial) and PBG-1 (Public Buildings and Grounds) zoning districts. The City Commission
previously approved a zoning code text change that defined parameters for such sign types, of which there
are around a dozen existing around the City which were mistakenly permitted prior to 2011, The approval
intended for a follow-up measure allowing these signs in intensive commercial and public zoning districts.

This ordinance was passed on first readng on 2/12/15.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt on second reading an ordinance allowing changing (electronic) signs in the C-2 and PBG-1
zoning districts.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

O  Ordinance Ordinance

O  Ordinacne - Clean Copy Ordinance

D Staff Report Backup Material

O Planning Board draft minutes excerpt Backup Material
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Cily Cterk Driggers, Betsy Approved 216/2015 - 1:40 PM
City Clerk Driggers. Betsy Approved 2/116/2015- 240 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 21712015 - 8 04 AM
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 21772015 - 9.10 AM

City Clerk Driggers, Belsy Approved 21772015 - 9.17 AM



This instrument prepared by:
Thad Crowe, RICP

201 Morth 2™ Street
Palatka, Florida 32177

ORDINANCE NO. 15 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA, ALOWING CHANGING
SIGNS IN THE c-2 {INTENSIVE
COMMERCIAL) AND PBG-1 (PUBLIC
BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS) ZONING
DISTRICTS; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, application has been made by the Building and Zoning
Department for certain amendments to the Zoning Code of the City
of Palatka, Florida, and

WHEREAS, all the necessary procedural steps have been
accomplished, including a public hearing before the Planning Board
of the City of Palatka on December 2, 2014, and two public
hearings before the City Commission of the City of Palatka on
February 12, 2015, and February 26, 2015: and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka has
determined that said amendment should be adopted.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. The following Zoning Code Secticns shall be amended as
follows.

ZONING CODE ARTICLE V. -

Sec. 94-149. - C-2 intensive commercial district

{a) through (f) - no change

(g) Permitted signs. Wall signs, awning signs, bracket signs,
banner signs, pole signs, temporary signs, directional signs,
ground signs, marguee signs, changing signs, and projecting
signs.

Sec. 94-153. - PBG-1 public buildings and grounds district
{a} through (d} - no change

{e} Permitted signs. Directional signs, ground signs, changing
signs, and wall signs.

Section 2. To the extent of any conflict between the terms of
this ordinance and the terms of any ordinance
previously passed or adopted, the terms of this
ordinance shall supersede and prevail.

Section 3. A copy of this Ordinance shall be furnished to the
Municipal Code Corporaticn for insertion in the Code
of Ordinances for the City of Palatka, Florida.

Section 4. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately
upon its final passage by the City Commission.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of
Palatka on this 26'" day of February, 2015.



This instrument prepared by:
Thad Crowe, AICP

201 Horth 2™ Street
Palatka, Flerida 32177

ORDINBNCE NO. 15 -

AN ORDINANCE OF ©THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA, ALLOWING
CHANGING (ELECTRONIC) SIGNS IN THE
c-2 (INTENSIVE COMMERCIAL) AND
FBEG-1 {PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND
GROUNDS) ZONING DISTRICTS;
FROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, application has been made by the Building and Zoning
Department for certain amendments to the Zoning Code of the City
of Palatka, Florida, and

WHEREAS, all the necessary procedural steps have heen
accomplished, including a public hearing before the Planning Board
of the City of Palatka on December 2, 2014, and two public
hearings before the City Commission of the City of Palatka on
February 12, 2015, and February 26, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka has
determined that said amendment should be adopted.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. The following Zoning Code Sections shall be amended as
follows.

ZONING CODE ARTICLE V. -

Sec. 94-149., - C-2 intensive commercial district

{(a) through {(f) - no change

(g) Permitted signs. Wall signs, awning signs, bracket signs,
banner signs, pole signs, temporary signs, directional signs,
ground signs, marquee signs, changing signs, and projecting
signs.

Sec. 94-153. - PBG-l1 public buildings and grounds district
(a} through (d) - no change

(e} Permitted signs. Directional signs, ground signs, changing
signs, and wall signs.

Secticn 2. To the extent of any conflict between the terms of
this ordinance and the terms o¢f any ordinance
previously passed or adopted, the terms of this
ordinance shall supersede and prevail.

Section 3. A copy of this Ordinance shall be furnished to the
Municipal Code Corporation for insertion in the Code
of Ordinances for the City of Palatka, Florida.

Section 4. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately
upon its final passage by the City Commissicn.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of
Falatka on this 26" day of February, 2015.



Case 14-35
Request to Amend Zoning Code

(Allow changing signs in C-2 — Intensive Commercial zoning district)
Applicant: Building & Zoning Dept.

STAFF REPORT

DATE: November 24, 2014
TO: Planning Board Members

FROM: Thad Crowe, AICP
Planning Director

APPLICATION REQUEST

A request to amend the Zoning Code to allow changing signs in the C-2 (intensive commercial) zoning district.

APPLICATION BACKGROUND

Zoning Code Sec. 94-149(g) allows the following types of signs in the C-2 zoning district: wall signs, awning
signs, bracket signs, banner signs, pole signs, temporary signs, directional signs, ground signs, marquee signs,
and projecting signs. However within the C-2 zoning district there are multiple existing changing (electronic)
signs that were allowed in error in the past despite not being allowed by code. Additionally, the City
Commission directed staff in the past to proceed with amending the code to allow such signs in the C-2 district
after making a code change to allow for public service messages (prompted by the County’s Emergency
Operations Center’s changing sign).

PROJECT ANALYSIS

In 2012, the City Commission with the recommended approval of the Board amended the Sign Code to include

changing signs, defined below.
Changing sign means a sign such as an electronically or electrically controlled public service time,
temperature and date sign, message center or reader board, where different copy changes are shown
on the same lamp bank. Changing signs are allowed as permitted in_chapter 62 and_chapter 94, and
shall not exceed 36 square feet in size. Changing signs shall display a message for at least eight
seconds. Changing sign light emanation shall not exceed 0.3 footcandles measured from a preset
distance that shall be determined by the following formula: Measurement distance = the square root of
the following: the area of sign square feet multiplied by 100. Changing signs shall automatically adjust
the sign's brightness in direct correlation with ambient light conditions and no scrolling, flashing, or
other movement shall be allowed other than change of image. Changing signs not meeting the
standards above that were properly permitted prior to February 9, 2012 shall be considered to be legal
nonconforming signs and shall be subject to the standards set forth in section 62-95.

These standards were derived with the intention of limiting brightness and driver distraction in general,
and to limit potential negative impacts that could be associated with large electronic signs, limited in this
case to 36 square feet. The next step as directed by the policy makers was to ailow such signs in specific
zoning districts, namely the C-2 (intensive commercial) and PBG-1 (public buildings and grounds). Staff
itself was distracted by other pressing issues and now wishes to proceed with this change.



Case 14-35
Request to Amend Zoning Code
(Allow changing signs in C-2 — Intensive Commercial zoning district)

Per Section 94-38(f)(2) of the Zoning Code, the Planning Board must study and consider proposed zoning text
amendments in relation to the following criteria (if applicable), shown in underlined text (staff response
follows each criterion).

The planning board shall consider and study:

a. The need and justification for the change.
Staff comments: this housekeeping measure allows a sign type currently denied to businesses in the C-2

district but previously granted to other businesses, therefore providing an unfair advantage. The operational
standards referenced above provide reasonable limitations on such signs to reduce driver distraction and
aesthetic impacts.

b. The _relationship_of the proposed amendment to the purposes and objectives of the city's
comprehensive planning program and_to_the comprehensive plan, with appropriate consideration as to
whether the proposed change will further the purposes of this chapter and other city ordinances, regulations
and actions designed to implement the comprehensive plan.
Staff comments: The policy below directs the City to monitor signage regulations and, in this case, determine
if changing technology compels the City to allow new sign types such as electronic/changing signs. Staff
believes that the standards for changing signs provides a reasonable balance for this sign type — allowing it,
while somewhat restricting it.
(Future Land Use Element) Policy A.1.1.5 91-5.006(3)(c)1 Upon Plan adoption, the City Building
Official shall review the City Zoning Code to ensure that current signage regulations preserve the
character of the City. Where, through citizen participation, it is determined that current signage
regulations regarding location, size, height, motion, etc., should be revised, changes to the
current regulation shall, be discussed in public hearing and proposed changes considered for
adoption by the City Commission. By June 2008, the City shall review the land development
regulations to ensure that signage maintains the character of the City and does not adversely
impact adjoining properties, public rights-of-way, and the St. Johns River.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of Case 14-35 revising Zoning Code Section 94-149 (C-2 intensive commercial
zoning district) as follows.

{a) through (f) - no change

(g) Permitted signs. Wall signs, awning signs, bracket signs, banner signs, pole signs, temporary signs,
directional signs, ground signs, marquee signs, changing signs, and projecting signs.

Staff also recommends revising Zoning Code Section 94-153 {public buildings and grounds zoning district) as
follows.

{a) through (d) — no change

(e) Permitted signs. Directional signs, ground signs, changing signs, and wall signs.




CITY OF PALATKA
PLANNING BOARD DRAFT MINUTES
December 2, 2014

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Daniel Shefficld at 4:00 pm. Other members present:
Earl Wallace, George DeLoach, Charles Douglas, Ir., Anthony Harwell, Charles Douglas, Jr., Anthony
Harwell and Joseph Petrucci (arrived during Case 14-30). Members absent: Joe Pickens. Also present:
Planning Director Thad Crowe, Recording Secretary Pam Sprouse and City Attomey Don Holmes.

Motion was made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Harwell to approve the minutes with minor
correction {adding Mr. Pickens os presemt) for the November 4, 2014 mecting. All present voted
affirmative, motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Shefficld rcad the appeal procedures and requested that members divulge any ex-parte
communications before each case,

NEW BUSINESS:

Mr. Douglas and Mr. Harwell recused themselves from voting on case 14-31, however both remained
present.

Case 14-31: Board confirmation of nonconforming characteristics of use for parking spaces.
Location: 111 8. State Rd. 19
Applicant:  SR!9 LLC, David and Jill Miles

Mr. Crowe explained that this request for confirmation of siaff"s interpretation of nonconforming
characteristics of use for a parking lot is nsseciated with the conditional use approval that was granied
last month for a mobile medical unit. One of the requirements of the approval was that the parking
spaces would be made 10 conform to the current code requirements. He said that most of the spaces are
nine-by-eighteen feet with a few smaller compact size parking spaces along the front of the building
facing State Rd. 19. Parking lots are considered to be a characteristic of use, therefore, Staff is making
the determination that the parking lot spaces are a grandfathered characteristic of use, and that code
compliance for the narrow arca up front is not required. Mr. Crowe said that Stail docs not have the
ability to change a Board decision and is requesting that the Board reconsider and confirm Staff’s
interpretation that the nine-by-eighteen spaces would be considered a nonconforming characteristic of
use, and therefore be allowed 1o remain . He added that this however would not apply to the existing
seven-and-one-half foot by fificen foot spaces on the site; those would be required to be re-stripped to at
least match the existing spaces,

Motion made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Wallace to accept Staff’s interpretation as
presented. All present voted affirmative, motion carried unanimously.
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14-35 Administrative request to allow electronic (changing) signs in C-2 (Intensive Commerciai)
zoning districts (Zoning Code Sec. 94-149).

Mr. Crowe explained that this is a housekeeping measure intended to accomplish two things: one; to
define electronic changing signs and two; to allow those existing “grandfathered” signs that have been
permitted in error in the past. The City Commission directed staff to proceed with amending the code to
allow such signs in the C-2 and PBG-1 districts. Operational standards now in placc will provide
reasonable limitations on such signs to reduce driver distraction and aesthetic impacts. The standards
proposed for changing signs provides a reasonable balance for this sign type — ailowing it while
somewhat restricting it. Staff believes this type of sign is most appropriate in the intensive commercial
district and the public district, and recommends approval,

Mr. Wallace asked why these signs are even allowed, as he thought they were considered to be a traffic
hazard, Mr. Crowe replied that although he did initially not support allowing them, the sign code was
amended in 2012 to allow them. He said that the prevailing opinion of Planning Board and the City
Commission was that changing signs were a technological advancement in the sign industry and that
they should be allowed.

Mr. Harwell asked what the maximum size for these types, how the size is regulated and how is the
brightness determined. Mr. Crowe stated that the brightness limit is an industry zoning standard, and the
maximum size for this sign type is 36 square feet (a cumulative quantity), and signs are regulated by the
Building and Zoning Dept. If it is determined that the signs are in violation of the operational standards,
the owner will be advised to correct such violation.

Motion made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Dougtas to approve the requested amendment as
submitted. Mr. Harwell asked if this allowance included mobile electronic signs and would electronic
signs be allowed as temporary signs. Mr. Crowe advised the mobile signs are not allowed which
includes those on trailers and that the only temporary signs currently allowed are banners. The motion
was approved by 5 yeas and opposed by Mr. Wallace, who stated that just because other jurisdictions
allow such signs does not mean that Palatka has to allow them.

Case 14-36:  Administrative request to clarify the Comprehensive Plan cap of 18 residential units per
acre in the R-3 zoning district (Zoning Code Sec. 94-145).

Mr. Crowe explained that this request is to amend Zoning Code Sec. 94-145(f)(3) to enforce the current
Comprehensive Plan density cap of 18 units per acre (UPA) within the Zoning Code, specifically in the
R-3 (multiple-family residential) zoning district, striking the R-3 maximum density of 31 units per acre.
The 31-UPA standard predates the adopted Comprehensive Plan 18-UPA. He added that the
Comprehensive Plan “trumps” the Code and that this request is to help avoid misteading those who
consult the Code but not the Plan, leading them to belicve that the higher density is allowed. He
recommended approval of this housekeeping measure to provide consistency with the Comprehensive
Plan density cap and reduce potential confusion with the conflicting standards.

Board discussion centered on the Comprehensive Plan allowance (or a localized higher density for

downtown zoning districts. This was achieved by a downtown-wide UPA calculation versus a per-parcel
UPA calculation.
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Motion made by Mr. Petrucci and seconded by Mr. DeLoach to approve the request as presented by
StafT. All present voted affirmative, motion carried.

Case 14-37:  Administrative request 10 amend Zoning Code Sec. 94-261(1) to reduce parking space
width to nine-by-eighteen feet for non-public parking including display, fleet, and
restricted parking areas.

Mr. Crowe advised that staiT has previously submitted similer code revisions that the Board had not
approved. However the City has historically allowed variances for smaller parking spaces. In one case
the Family Dollar at Crill Ave. and Palm Ave. was allowed a variance for over 50% of required parking,
and on the basis of an overturned appeal of the Zoning Board of Appeals decision at the City
Commission level, the Hampton Inn was granted a variance of parking space size to the smaller spaces
as well. He noted that vehicles are trending smaller and also that reduced parking space size allows for
more green space and a project cost reduction. He added that there many smaller parking spaces out
there already, cither installed before or after the code requirement of 10-by-18 feet. He added that staft
is responding 1o a legitimate development constraint and that the proposed amendment is only for gated,
fleet and restricted parking lots. It would not apply to any required “public” parking, He introduced
Mike Brown, a Senior Planner for Putnam County, present to give the County’s perspective on this
concept.

Mike Brown, P.O. 1486 Palatka Fl, Planning Manager for Putnam County, said that the County has an
interest in this request as they are expanding the jail site. He added that this would allow for same
flexibility on the restricted parking and allows them to save on impervious surface and save trees as
well, two important goals.

Mr. DeLoach commented that for non-public parking a nine-by-eighteen foot parking space should be
sufficient.

Officer Rick Ryan of the Putnam County Sherriff”s Office commented that in regards to this particular
parking lot, this will be employec parking. He added that as is stands currently, a lot of their stafl must
park in the public parking lot as they are limited on space. The additional parking lot will free up some
parking for the general public parking.

Janathan GrifTith, Project Manages/Grants Administrator for the City of Palatka, stated that Putnam
County zoning allows nine-by-eighteen foot spaces. He added that Staff has been before the Board a
number of times trying to change the required sized of parking spaces to minimize the size of parking
lots. He encouraged the Board to remove *non-public™ parking from proposed amendment request.

Mr. Douglas agreed with Mr. Griffith and asked why the proposed amendment specifies non-public
parking only. Mr. Crowe explained that since this request has been turned down by this Board multiple
times in the past Staff"s approach was 1o find a middle ground approach. Mr. Douglas stated that this
concept is currently warking in the County now, and it is not only important for the Sherriff’s
department, but for existing business in the City and potential fiture developments to be able to provide
as many parking spaces as possible for their customers and clients. He commended City StafT for doing
a great job trying to altract businesses and suggested that the Board pass the amendment but strike out
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all the exception language, allowing nine-by-cighteen feet spaces period. Mr. Holmes stated that would
be a problem as that is not what was advertised.

Motion made by Mr. Deloach and seconded by Mr. Petrucei to approve the amendment as
recommended by Staff. All present voted affirmative, motion carried.

Mr. Douglas asked that staff bring this item back to the Board for consideration for the allowance of
nine-by-eighteen foot space across the board.

Other Business: Approval of the 2015 meeting date schedule.

- Formatted: Tab stops: 139.5 pt, Left
January 6, 2015 July 7, 2015
February 3, 2015 August 4, 2015
March 3, 2015 September 1, 2015
April 7, 2015 October 6, 2015
May 5, 2015 November 3, 2015
June 2, 2015 December 1, 2015

Maotion made by Mr. Petrucei and seconded by Mr. Harwell to approve the schedule as presented. All
present voted affirmative, motion carried.

With no further business the meeting adjourned at 5:04 pm.
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - Planning Board Recommendation to Cap Residential Density in R-3 (Residential,
Multi-Family) - Administrative request by Building & Zoning Dept. - 2nd Reading, Adopt.

SUMMARY:

This is the second reading of an ordinance to echo the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Element
Residential density cap of 18 units per acre, which "trumps" the state R-3 density of 31 units per acre. Itis
a "housekeeping" measure.

This ordinance was passed on first reading on February 12, 2015.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt on second reading an ordinance capping density in the R-3 district at 18 units per acre.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type

D Ordinance Ordinance

0 Ordinance (clean copy) Ordinance

0 Staff Repori Backup Material

0o Ptanning Board Minutes (draft excerpt) Backup Material
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 216/2015- 1:48 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Appraved 2116/2015- 2:40 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 2/17/2015 - 8:05 AM
Finance Reynalds. Matt Approved 21712015 - 913 AM

Cily Clerk Priggers, Belsy Approved 2N712015-9.17 AM



This inatrument prepared by:
Thad Crowe, AICE

201 Horth 2™ Streer
Palatka., Florida 32177

ORDINANCE NO. 15 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA, CHANGING MAXIMUM
DENSITY FROM 31 TO 18 UNITS PER
ACRE IN THE R-3 (MULTIPLE-FAMILY)
ZONING DISTRCT, AS CAPPED IN THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, application has been made by the Building and Zoning
Department for certain amendments to the Zoning Code of the City
of Palatka, Florida, and

WHEREAS, all the necessary procedural steps have been
accomplished, including a public hearing before the Planning Board
of the City of Palatka on December 2, 2014, and two public
hearings before the City Commission of the City of Palatka on
February 12, 2015, and February 26, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka has
determined that said amendment should be adopted.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Section 1. The following Zoning Code Sections shall be amended as
follows.
Sac. 94-145. - Definitions and rules of construction
{a} threough (e): no changes
(£} Development standards. Development standards for the R-
3 district are as follows:
(1) For single-ramily dwellings and patio houses: Same as
for the R-1 district.
(2} For two-family dwellings, cluster housing and
toewnhouses: Same as for the R-2 district.
(3} For all other permitted or permissible uses:
a. Maximum density: 238 18.0 dwelling units per
acre.
b, Minimum lot area: 7,500 sguare feet.
¢. Minimum lot width: 100 feet.
d. Maximum impervious surface coverage for
structures:

1. Fifty-five percent of parcel, with an
additional cne parcent reduction of
impervious surface for each foot of structure
height exceeding 35 rfeet.

e, Maximum structure height: 60 feet.
£. Mipnimum yards:

1. Front: 25 feet or one-half the height of the
structure, whichever is greater.

2. 5ide: Ten feet plus two fest for each three
feet of structure height over 35 feet.

3. Rear: 15 feet or one foot for each foot of
height of the structure, whichever is
graater.

Section 2. To the extent of any conflict between the terms of



Section 3.

Saction 4.

this ordinance and the terms of any ordinance
previously passed or adopted, the terms of this
ordinance shall supersede and prevail.

A copy of this Ordinance shall be furnished to the
Municipal Code Corporaticn for insertion in the Code
of Ordinances for the City of Palatka, Florida.

This ©Ordinance shall become effective immediately
upon its final passage by the City Commission.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of
Palatka on this 26™ day of February, 2015.

ATTEST:

CITY OF PALATKA

BY:

Its MAYOR

City Clerk

L%



This instrument prepared by:
Thad Crowe, ARICP

201 North 2™ Streat
Palatka, Florida 32177

ORDINANCE NO. 15 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA, CHANGING MAXIMUM
DENSITY FROM 31 TO 18 UNITS PER
ACRE IN THE R-3 (MULTIPLE-FAMILY})
ZONING DISTRCT, AS CAFPPED IN THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, application has been made by the Building and Zoning
Department for certain amendments to the Zoning Code of the City
of Palatka, Florida, and

WHEREAS, all the necessary procedural steps have been
accomplished, including a public hearing before the Planning Board
of the City of Palatka on December 2, 2014, and two public
hearings before the City Commission of the City of Palatka on
February 12, 2015, and February 26, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Palatka has
determined that said amendment should be adopted.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
PALATKA, FLORIDA:

Saction 1. The following Zoning Code Sections shall be amended as
follows.
Sec., 94-145. - Definitions and rules of construction
{2) through (e): no changes
(f} Development standards. Development standards for the R-
3 district are as rfellows:
(1) For single-family dwellings and patio houses: Same as
for the R-1 district.
(2) For two-family dwellings, cluster housing and
townhouses: Same as for the R-2 district.
(3) For all other permitted or permissible uses:
a. Maximum density: 18.0 dwelling units per acre.

b. Minimum lot area: 7,500 sgquare feet.
c. Minimum lot width: 100 feet.
d. Maximum impervious surface coverage for

structures:

1. Fifty-five percent of parcel, with an
additiconal one percent reduction of
impervious surface for each foot of structure
height exceeding 35 feet.

e. Maximum structure height: 60 feet.
£, Minimum yards:

1. Front: 25 feet or cne-half the height of the
structure, whichever is greater.

2. Side: Ten feet plus two feet for each three
feet of structure height over 35 reet.

3. Rear: 15 feet or ane foot for 2ach foot of
height of the structure, whichever is
greater.

Section 2. To the extent of any conflict between the terms of
this ordinance and the terms of any ordinance



Saction 3.

Section 4.

previcusly passed or adopted, the terms of this
ordinance shall supersede and prevail.

A copy of this Ordinance shall be furnished to the
Municipal Code Corporation for insertion in the Code
of Ordinances for the City of Palatka, Florida.

This Ordinance shall become effective immediately
upon its final passage by the City Commission.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of
Palatka on this 26™ day of February, 2015.

ATTEST:

CITY OF PALATKA

BY:

Its MAYOR

City Clerk



Case 14-36

Request to Amend Zoning Code

(Repeat the Comprehensive Plan cap of 18 residential units per acre in the R-3 zoning district)
Applicant: Building & Zoning Dept.

STAFF REPORT

DATE: November 24, 2014
TO: Planning Board Members

FROM: Thad Crowe, AICP
Planning Director

APPLICATION REQUEST
A request to amend the Zoning Code to repeat current Comprehensive Plan density cap of 18 units per acre in

the R-3 {multiple-family residential) zoning district, striking the 31-units per acre standard found in R-3.

APPLICATION BACKGROUND

Zoning Code Sec. 94-145(f)(3) states a maximum density of 31 units per acre. This standard predates the
adopted Comprehensive Plan, which set the 18-unit per acre cap for all residential zoning districts. The Plan
“trumps” the Code. This is a housekeeping request to avoid misleading those who consult the Code but not
the Plan and thus may assume the higher density is allowed.

PROJECT ANALYSIS

Per Section 94-38(f)(2) of the Zoning Code, the Planning Board must study and consider proposed zoning text
amendments in relation to the following criteria {if applicable), shown in underlined text (staff response
follows each criterion).

The planning board shall consider and study:

a. _The need and justification for the change.
Staff comments: this housekeeping measure provides consistency with the Comprehensive Plan density cap

and reduces potential confusion with the conflicting standards.

b. The relationship_of the proposed amendment to the purposes and objectives of the city's
comprehensive planning program and to the comprehensive plan, with appropriate consideration as to
whether the proposed change will further the purposes of this chapter and other city ordinances, regulations
and actions designed to implement the comprehensive plan.

Staff comments: Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Element Policy A.1.9.3.A.1, referencing high-density
residential areas, sets the 18-unit per acre standard, which makes the higher Zoning Code density irrelevant.

STAFF RECOMMENDATICN
Staff recommends approval of Case 14-36 revising Zoning Code Section 94-261(f)(3)a. as follows.
a. Maximum density: 356 18 dwelling units per acre.




CITY OF PALATKA
PLANNING BOARD DRAFT MINUTES
December 2, 2014

The mecting was called to order by Chairman Daniel Shefficld at 4:00 pm. Other members present:
Earl Wallace, George Del.oach, Charles Douglas, Jr., Anthony Harwell, Charles Douglas, Jr., Anthony
Harwell and Joseph Petrucci (arrived during Case 14-30). Members absent: Joc Pickens. Alse present:
Planning Director Thad Crowe, Recording Secretary Pam Sprouse and City Attorney Don Holmes.

Motion was made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Harwell to approve the minutes with minor
cotrection (adding Mr. Pickens as present) for the November 4, 2014 meeting. All present voted
affirmative, motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Shefficld read the appeal procedures and requested that members divulge any ex-parte
communications before each case.

NEW BUSINESS:

Mr. Douglas and Mr. Hanwell recused themselves from voting on case 14-31, however both remained
present.

Case 14-31:  Board confirmation of nonconforming characteristics of use for parking spaces.
Location: 111 S. State Rd. 19
Applicant:  SRI19 LLC, David and Jill Miles

Mr. Crowe explained that this request for confirmation of staff"s interpretation of nonconforming
characteristics of use for a parking lot is associated with the conditional use approval that was granted
last month for a mobile medical unit. One of the requirements of the approval was that the parking
spaces would be made to conform to the current code requirements. He said that most of the spaces are
nine-by-cighteen feet with a few smaller compact size parking spaces along the [ront of the building
facing State Rd. 19. Parking tots are considered to be a characteristic of use, therefore, Staff is making
the determination that the parking lot spaces are a grandfathered characteristic of use, and that code
compliance for the narrow area up front is not required. Mr. Crowe said that StaiT does not have the
ability to change a Board decision and is requesting that the Board reconsider and confirm StafT’s
interpretation that the nine-by-cighteen spaces would be considered a nonconforming characteristic of
use, and therefore be allowed to remain . He added that this however would not apply to the existing
seven-and-one-half foot by fifteen foot spaces on the site; those would be required to be re-stripped to at
least match the existing spaces.

Motion made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Wallace to accept Staff’s interpretation as
presented. Ail present voted affirmative, motion carried unanimously.

14-35 Adminisirative request to allow electronic (changing) signs in C-2 (Intensive Commercial)
zoning districts {(Zoning Code Sec. 94-149).
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Mr. Crowe explained that this is a housekeeping measure intended to accomplish two things: one: to
define electronic changing signs and two; to allow those existing “grandfathered” signs that have been
permitted in error in the past. The City Commission directed staff to proceed with amending the code to
aliow such signs in the C-2 and PBG-1 districts. Operational standards now in place will provide
reasonable limitations on such sigas to reduce driver distraction and aesthetic impacts. The standards
proposed for changing signs provides a reasonable balance for this sign type — allowing it while
somewhat restricting it. Staff believes this type of sign is most appropriate in the intensive commercial
district and the public district, and recommends approval.

Mr. Wallace asked why these signs are even allowed, as he thought they were considered to be a waffic
hazard. Mr. Crowe replied that although he did initially not support allowing them, the sign code was
amended in 2012 to allow them. He said that the prevailing opinion of Planning Board and the City
Commission was that changing signs were a technological advancement in the sign industry and that
they should be allowed.

Mr. Harwell asked what the maximum size for these types, how the size is regulated and how is the
brightness determined. Mr, Crowe stated that the brightness limit is an industry zoning standard, and the
maximum size for this sign type is 36 square feet (a cumulative quantity), and signs are regulated by the
Building and Zoning Dept. If it is determined that the signs are in violation of the operational standards,
the owner will be advised to correct such violation,

Motion made by Mr, DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Douglas to approve the requested amendment as
submitted. Mr. Harwell asked if this allowance included mabile electronic signs and would clectronic
signs be allowed as temporary signs. Mr. Crowe advised the mobile signs are not allowed which
includes those on trailers and that the only temporary signs currently allowed are banners. The motion
was approved by 5 yeas and opposed by Mr. Wallace, who stated that just because other jurisdictions
allow such signs does not mean that Palatka has to aliow them.

Case 14-36; Administrative request to clarify the Comprehensive Plan cap of 18 residential units per
acre in the R-3 zoning district (Zoning Code Sec. 34-145).

Mr. Crowe explained that this request is to amend Zoning Code Sec, 94-145(f)(3) to enforce the current
Comprehensive Plan density cap of 18 units per acre (UPA) within the Zoning Code, specifically in the
R-3 (multiple-family residential) zoning district, striking the R-3 maximum density of 31 units per acre.
The 31-UPA standard predates the adopted Comprehensive Plan 18-UPA. He added that the
Comprehensive Plan “trumps” the Code and that this request is to help avoid misleading those who
consult the Code but not the Plan, leading them io believe that the higher density is atlowed. He
recommended approval of this housekeeping measure to provide consistency with the Comprehensive
Plan density cap and reduce potential confusion with the conflicting standards.

Board discussion centered on the Comprehensive Plan allowance for a localized higher density for
downtown zoning districts. This was achieved by a downtown-wide UPA calculation versus a per-parcel
UPA calculation.

Metion made by Mr. Petrucci and seconded by Mr. DeLoach to approve the request as presented by
Staff, All present voted effimrmative, motion carried.
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Case 14-37:  Administrative request to amend Zoning Code Sec. 94-261(f) to reduce parking space
width to nine-by-eighteen feet for non-public parking including display, flcet, and
restricted parking areas.

Mr. Crowe advised that staff has previously submitted similar code revisions that the Board had not
approved. However the City has historically ailowed variances for smaller parking spaces. In one case
the Family Dollar at Crill Ave. and Palm Ave. was allowed a varfance for over 50% of required parking,
and on the basis of an overturned appeal of the Zening Board of Appeals decision at the City
Commission level, the Hampton Inn was granted a variance of parking space size to the smaller spaces
as well. He noted that vehicles are trending smaller and also that reduced parking space size allows for
more green space and a project cost reduction. He added that there many smaller parking spaces out
there already, either installed before or afier the code requirement of 10-by-18 feet. He added that staff
is responding to a legitimate development constraint and that the proposed amendment is only for gated,
fleet and restricted parking lots. It would not apply to any required *“public” parking. He introduced
Mike Brown, a Senior Planner for Putham County, present to give the County’s perspective on this
concept.

Mike Brown, P.O. 1486 Palatka Fl, Planning Manager for Putnam County, said that the County has an
interest in this request as they are expanding the jail site. He added that this would allow for some
Nexibility on the restricted parking and allows them to save on impervious surface and save trees as
well, two important goals.

Mr. DeLoach commented that for non-public parking a nine-by-cighteen foot parking space should be
sufficient.

Officer Rick Ryan of the Putnam County Sherrifl’s Office commented that in regards to this particular
parking lot, this will be employee parking. He added that as is stands currently, a lot of their staff must
park in the public parking lot as they are limited on space. The additional parking lot will free up some
parking for the general public parking.

Jonathan GrifTith, Project Manager/Grants Administrator for the City of Palatka, stated that Putnam
County zoning allows nine-by-eighteen foot spaces. He added that Staff has been before the Board a
number of times trying to change the required sized of parking spaces to minimize the size of parking
lots. He encouraged the Board to remove “non-public” parking from proposed amendment request.

Mr. Douglas agreed with Mr. Griffith and asked why the proposed amendment specifics non-public
parking only. Mr. Crowe explained that since this request has been tumed down by this Board multiple
times in the past Staff’s approach was to find 2 middle ground approach. Mr. Douglas stated that this
concepl is currently working in the County now, and it is not only important for the Sherifl’s
department, but for existing business in the City and potentiat future developments to be able to provide
as many parking spaces as possible for their customers and clients. He commended City Staf¥ for doing
a greal job trying to attract businesses and suggested that the Board pass the amendment but strike out
all the exception language, allowing nine-by-eighteen feet spaces period. Mr. Holmes stated that would
be a problem as that is not what was advertised.
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Motion made by Mr, Del.oach and seconded by Mr. Petrucei to approve the amendment as
recommended by Staff. All present voted affirmative, motion carried.

Mr. Douglas asked that stafT bring this item back to the Board for consideration for the allowance of
ning-by-cighteen foot space across the board.

Other Business: Approval of the 2015 meeting date schedule.

1 Formatted: Tab stops: 139.5 pt, Left
Sanuary 6, 2015 July 7, 2015
February 3, 2015 August 4, 2015
March 3, 2015 September 1, 2015
April 7, 2015 October 6, 2015
May 5, 2015 November 3, 2015
June 2, 2015 December 1, 2015

Motion made by Mr. Petrucci and seconded by Mr. Harwell to approve the schedule as presented. Al
present voted affirmative, motion carried.

With no further business the meeting adjourned at 5:04 pm.
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

SUBJECT:

a. Riverfront Development Projects Status Update - City Manager

SUMMARY:

Attached is a report summarizing current riverfront development projects

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

For information only. No action requested.

REVIEWERS:

Department Reviewer Action Date

City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 2/16/2015 - 1:35 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Belsy Approved 211672015 - 1:35 PM
City Manager Czymbor, Michael Approved 21712015 - 8.08 AM

Finance Reynolds. Matt Approved 211712015 - 9:10 AM



City of Palatka, Florida
Riverfront Project Status Report

Project Public/Private|Project Cost| Projected Activity Activities
Completion Period
Date
Southern Riverfront Improvements Public $1,500,000 June 2015 Construction|Boat ramp expansion, infrastructure and
Phase lll - Boat Ramps, Parking and parking improvements completed. FPL to install
Infrastructure Improvements, 20 transformer in March. Awaiting shop drawings
New Floating Slips for docks with expected delivery March 1,
2015. Project completion May 2015.
Southern Riverfront Improvements Public $750,000 Fall 2015 Initial Passero and Associates selected as the #1
Phase IV - Road Improvements to respondent and negotiating a work order for
Short Laurel, Second and Memorial consideration at the March 12th City
Commission meeting, CDBG Environmental
Review period through June, construction to
commence summer 2015.
Southern Riverfront Improvements | Public/Private | $1,500,000 | Winter 2016 Initial
Phase V - new building to house Preliminary sketches done on proposed
public restrooms, water taxis office, building, City selected Palatka Boathouse
transient boaters area, ship store Marina, LLC as operator, completing
restaurant and fuel negotiations with PBM on Agreement, DEO
Loan/Grant applied for which equals
$1,049,000
Water Taxis Public $750,000 3/1/2015 Initial Negotiating a change order for the construction

of docks at the other stops. Boat #1 is 90%
complete, Boat #2 substantially complete with
engines being installed first of March. Boats
being completed by March 2015.




City of Palatka, Florida
Riverfront Project Status Report

Project Public/Private | Project Cost|Projected Activity Activities

Completion Period

Date
Palatka Hampton Inn, SHP Private $4,000,000 Fall 2015 Initial Building permit issued August 2014, site
Hospitality, LLC, St. Augustine, utilities installed, second floor block set and
Florida third floor slabs being installed.
Riverfront Square Development, Private $3,000,000 Spring 2016 Initial Demolition permit issued July 2014, developer
Riverfront Square Development, has hired 15 local employees and it utilizing
LLC, Palatka, Florida local subcontractors.
St. Johns River Center Public/Private | $1,200,000 6/1/2015 Construction

Roof slabs have been set and waterproofing is
scheduled for the last week of February. The
exhibit designers and contractors conducted a
walk through inspection to confirm power and
data locations on February 25th.




CITY of
® .

FLORIDA CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT:

b. Enterprise Funds - Discussion of charts showing the current fiscal year and five (5) previous years
worth of revenues and expenditures for the City's Enterprise Funds.

SUMMARY:

At the previous City Commission meeting on February 12, 2015, the City Commission requested
charts showing the revenues and expenditures of the City's Enterprise Funds, which are the
Airport, Utility, Golf Course and Sanitation Funds.

Attached are charts showing the revenues and expenditures of the current fiscal year to date
(October through January) as well as the previous five (5) years of revenues and expenditures
through the same time period in each of those fiscal years.

| included a line graph on the Utility Fund Revenues chart to show the actual percentage of
increase or decrease in revenues from fiscal year to fiscal year. It was difficult to show a
percentage change in rates from year to year due to the complete restructuring of rates beginning
in FY2013. Prior to that, rates for either water or sewer had been adjusted independently and
were not a flat percentage of both residential and commercial base rates and usage rates. In
FY2014, the rates were adjusted by a flat 10% across the board, however this translated into a
8.45% increase in rates for the first four months of the fiscal year. The rates for FY2014 were
unchanged from FY2013 and the net effect is a 4.42% decrease in revenues from the prior year
over the same time period.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
No action requested.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
O  Enterprise Funds Revenue and Expenditure Charts Backup Material
REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Finance Reynolds, Matt Approved 211812015 - 2,07 PM
City Clerk Driggers, Betsy Approved 218/2015- 317 PM

City Manager Czymbaor, Michael Approved 2/18/2015 - 6.09 PM



Airport Fund Revenues Through January
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Airport Fund Expenditures Through January
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Golf Course Fund Expenditures Through January
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Sanitation Fund Expenditures Through January
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CITY of [/ ~
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LORID CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM

E
SUBJECT:
c. Vision Plan & Department Head Workshop
SUMMARY:

Discussion regarding City of Palatka Vision Plan and Department Head Workshops
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
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