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June 9, 1995

Live Oak, Florida


11:00 A.M.


The Suwannee County Board of County Commissioners met in a recessed meeting on the above date and the following commissioners were present:  Chairman Laure B.  Roberson, Jr., Ivie Fowler, Douglas M. Udell, J. D. Grinstead and Eddy Hillhouse.  Also present were C. Dean Lewis, County Attorney, and Jean M. Fieler, Deputy Clerk.


Chairman Roberson called the meeting back to order and introduced Lester Baxter on behalf of T. Jerry Sikes, Public Works Director.  Regarding the purchase of property for a proposed collection site for the county, Mr. Baxter conveyed a counter-offer from Wendell Hill for 4.75 acres at $4,500 per acre.


C. Dean Lewis, County Attorney counseled that the Commissioners should stick to the appraised value unless they can justify the increased payment for the property.  In this instance the property is less than five acres and an eminent domain action would be much more expensive than the price being asked by Mr. Hill.


Chairman Roberson brought up the question of possible restrictions on the property and the limitations that would be placed on the use of the property.  Mr. Lewis pointed out that the option agreement does not obligate the Commissioners to purchase the property should restrictions arise, and in addition, the purchase is subject to the decision of the Zoning Board.


Upon a motion by Commissioner Udell and second by Commissioner Fowler, the Board unanimously agreed to enter into an option agreement with Wendell Hill for the purchase of 4.75 acres at $4,500 per acre to be used as a solid waste collection center, subject to restrictions and Zoning Board approval.


John Morgan Crapps presented the Board with a written application accompanied by required signatures of 25% percent of Suwannee County’s registered voters in support of placing on the ballot the wet/dry special election.  Mr. Lewis advised that the Board must adopt a Resolution and an Order for Election must be entered.  He further confirmed that pursuant to Section 567.01, Florida Statutes in order to call an election a written application asking for determination must be submitted to the Board together with one-fourth of the signatures of electors of the county.  The Board then must call an election within 60 days of receipt of the application and after giving 30 days notice of the election.


Marjorie Carmichael, Supervisor of Elections advised that her office could be ready for the election by Tuesday, August 8, 1995.  Ms. Carmichael added that a local option election must be a separate-called election.


Commissioner Udell asked if the electors of the county would be able to vote in this election by absentee ballot.  Ms. Carmichael informed him that they would.  She continued that this election will be conducted in the same manner as a primary or general election.  Further, there will be two questions on the ballot:  1)  For sale of alcoholic beverages, liquors, wines, and beers or against; and 2)  By package and drink or by package only. 


Chairman Roberson tabled this item pending arrival of the proposed Resolution and Order for Election.


Next item on the agenda was to award the bid for group health insurance for the county.  Chairman Roberson read aloud a facsimile dated June 7, 1995 from Charles Metzkes, Northeast Region Sales Manager of Blue Cross/Blue Shield of Florida, Inc.  The letter states that AvMed’s bid response is non-responsive because it fails to include coverage for retirees as required by Section 112.0801, Florida Statutes and formally requests that the Suwannee County Board of County Commissioners disqualify Av-Med’s response to bid #95-03 for health insurance and life insurance.


Chairman Roberson asked Mr. Lewis to express his opinion in this matter.  Mr. Lewis read Section 112.0801, Florida Statutes as follows:  “Retirees and their eligible dependents shall be offered the same health and hospitalization insurance coverage as is offered to active employees at a premium cost of no more than the premium cost applicable to active employees.”.  He explained that he cannot answer whether or not AvMed’s bid was non-responsive because he has not reviewed it.  He did state that coverage for retirees should be included in the bid response.  


Wayne W. Edwards of AvMed-Sante Fe pointed out that the bid specifications did not request coverage for retirees, however, AvMed went by the census and included the retirees when they calculated their premium.  Mr. Lewis reminded the Board that the Statute clearly states that insurance coverage shall be offered to retirees. 


Brian D. Earley, Executive Director of AvMed for North Florida directed the Board’s attention to item #4 of the requirement sheet of the bid specifications as follows:  “Bids must meet all applicable State and Federal guidelines.”  AvMed, he explained, is certified by the State of Florida and the Federal Government.  He further referenced the proposer’s warranty, wherein he certifies as the signing person that all specifications had been met, the rates quoted reflect those specifications and will be in effect until the contract expires or is terminated in accordance with the contract provisions.  He further agreed in the warranty to incorporate the responses to the proposal into the contract for services if AvMed is awarded the contract.  He stressed that the intent of AvMed was to cover the retirees.  A census of 167 employees was provided to AvMed and AvMed’s underwriting sheet dated May 4, 1995 reflects 167 people.  Further, AvMed’s letter of June 2, 1995 to Luanne Mixon indicates they would be offering benefits to covered members who retire.  He stressed that it was an oversight on AvMed’s part to omit coverage for retirees.  Mr. Earley further brought to the Board’s attention that Blue Cross/Blue Shield indicated in their proposal that 60% of the dependents must participate and they indeed are not, which apparently is an oversight on behalf of Blue Cross/Blue Shield.


Mr. Earley concluded by respectfully submitting that AvMed did meet the specifications of the bid process.


Chairman Roberson pointed out that AvMed did not include retirees in their bid response and as a result were not in compliance with State and Federal guidelines.  Mr. Earley responded that the omission was a typographical error and the intent in the underwriting process was to include retirees.  Just as it was Blue Cross/Blue Shield’s intent to cover dependents even though participation does not meet the 60% requirement.


Mr. Lewis interjected that at the last meeting Mr. Sikes presented two bids for waste tire shredding and the Board had to reject one of those bids because it was not responsive to the bid request.  He cautioned that one or both of these bids for insurance coverage may not be responsive to the request for bids, and if a bid is not responsive to the request for bids it should not be considered.  Depending on whether one or both of the insurance bids are not responsive, the Board has the option to either reject both bids and re-advertise or reject the one bid if it is indeed not responsive.  He stressed that he does not know if these bids are responsive or not, he is simply conveying the law.


Referencing the fact that the bid request did not specifically require coverage for retirees, Patricia A. Woodard of AvMed pointed out that they could not respond to a question that they were never asked.  Mr. Lewis maintained that the law requires it.


Mr. Earley established that he is aware of the law regarding coverage for retirees and took full responsibility for his error.


Edward L. Allen, County Coordinator commented that while the bid requirements did not specify retirees, the census clearly indicates that some of the covered employees are retired and that some of them are on Cobra.  


Chairman Roberson questioned Mr. Earley whether he was asked after the bids were opened if AvMed would cover retirees.  Mr. Earley answered that yes, AvMed was asked if they would cover retirees and AvMed responded by letter dated June 2, 1995.  Chairman Roberson then asked Mr. Earley if he was asked if AvMed would provide Cobra at that time and Mr. Earley responded that he was also asked that question.  Chairman Roberson explained you cannot negotiate on a bid once that sealed bid is submitted and opened.  Mr. Earley responded that AvMed did not negotiate on the bidding with one exception.  A member of the insurance committee asked AvMed if they would consider a multi-year contract.  Mr. Earley answered the committee member that he would, however, had to go back to the underwriter for a specific figure, which he formally presented to Mr. Allen.  He stressed that he did not re-negotiate the rate.


Lastly, Mr. Earley submitted a document dated April 17, 1995 which substantiates AvMed’s intent to cover retirees.  The document gives the demographics of the group and outlines whether or not AvMed will cover retirees.  Further reflected is a matrix by age and sex for all the people in the group for a total of 167.


Mr. Lewis repeated that the response to request for bids should be considered and not the intent or negotiations after the bids are submitted.  In addition, any supplemental documentation submitted after the bids should not be considered.


Mr. Edwards pointed out again that what is being discussed in this matter is a typographical error that was corrected during the insurance committee meeting.  It was always AvMed’s intent to cover retirees because State law requires that.


Chairman Roberson directed a question at Mr. Earley:  Will retirees be covered at the same premium?  Mr. Earley explained that the retirees that stay in Florida would be covered at the same premium.  As for retirees out of the State of Florida, AvMed has arrangements to insure them, but cannot quote a premium.


Parks Johnson of Blue Cross/Blue Shield of Florida, Inc. approached the podium and expressed his regret that things have come to this point.  He urged the Board to think back to the last meeting where AvMed could not specifically answer questions regarding coverage for retirees out of the State of Florida.  He reminded the Board that the Statute states specifically that retirees shall be offered the same health and hospitalization insurance coverage as the active employees at the same premium applicable to the active employees.  


Commissioner Fowler asked for clarification as to how the current coverage pays a retiree out of State.  Mr. Johnson stated that Blue Cross/Blue Shield offers the same coverage to retirees that is offered to active employees with the exception that the percentage is different.  Commissioner Fowler asked for further clarification on the percentage rate, which was indicated to be 30% to 40%.


Mr. Allen pointed out that the proposal clearly indicates that Blue Cross/Blue Shield assumes all employees live in the State of Florida.  Dan Galligan of Blue Cross/Blue Shield of Florida, Inc. explained that retirees will be covered at the same rate regardless of where the retired employee resides.  The rate would be incorporated into the renewal action over subsequent years.  Mr. Allen needed clarification as to whether or not the rate would be effected by the fact that an employee resides out of State and Mr. Galligan replied that it would.


Mr. Edwards asserted that the facts in this matter are as follows:  AvMed’s coverage is $47,000 less than Blue Cross/Blue Shield, the insurance committee voted six to one in favor of AvMed, and the employees voted in favor of AvMed.  Blue Cross/Blue Shield has been aware that AvMed’s bid response inadvertently omitted coverage for retirees since the bid opening and waited until now to bring it up.


Commissioner Hillhouse reiterated that the situation regarding AvMed’s coverage of retirees was addressed at the meeting of the insurance committee and cleared up.


Commissioner Udell responded to some comments made by Debbie Scott from the audience.  He acknowledged that he is not in favor of tossing out the bids at this time because has not seen the bid specifications.  He agreed that at the last meeting he did have concerns regarding AvMed, however, after reviewing their literature he now has none.


Ms. Scott asked for the results of the vote taken of county employees regarding insurance coverage.  Chairman Roberson responded that out of 132 employees that voted, 70 voted for AvMed and 62 voted for Blue Cross/Blue Shield.  He pointed out that 27 of those employees that voted did not attend the meeting nor listen to the presentation.  Mr. Edwards countered that people know what they want and those that did not attend the meeting voted by absentee.


Bob Brown from the audience urged the Board members to think of the $47,000 savings to the taxpayers.


Charlie Whitworth stressed that Mr. Lewis has cautioned the Board that they are out of order if they continue to negotiate.  He suggested that they either award or reject the bid and move on.


Harry Gray spoke for the citizens that could not attend the meeting, or the silent majority, when he suggested that the Commissioners consider the taxpayers.


Russ Davis advised the Board that he is a customer of AvMed.  He pointed out that he can waive the network and use his own doctors and still save money on the premiums alone.


Chairman Roberson stated that unfortunately, the bid submitted by AvMed does not meet the bid specifications.  He added that he cannot overthrow the Statutes.  Commissioner Udell suggested that if the Board tosses out AvMed’s bid than they should toss out both bids because he cannot say for sure that either bid meets the specifications.  Commissioner Hillhouse agreed that some questions needed to be answered by Blue Cross/Blue Shield regarding the requirement of 60% participation of family coverage, especially if AvMed is required to answer questions regarding coverage of retirees.  Mr. Johnson explained that they will not know how to answer those questions until after the enrollment.  


Commissioner Fowler felt compelled to speak as a member of the insurance committee at this point.  He stated that a presentation was made by both carriers at the meeting of the insurance committee.  During the meeting AvMed handed out a brochure that indicated retirees were not covered.  Commissioner Fowler brought it to the attention of Mr. Allen, who brought it to the attention of AvMed.  AvMed contacted their people who wrote a letter back advising that retirees are indeed covered, the omission was a typographical error, and the premium would stay the same.  At that time, the insurance committee decided to proceed and voted six to one in favor of AvMed.  He voiced his opinion that AvMed’s bid is in compliance with State and Federal guidelines and meets the specifications set forth in the bid requirements.  He concluded by stating that he cannot turn down a $46,000 savings to the taxpayers and Commissioner Hillhouse agreed.  


A motion was made by Commissioner Hillhouse and seconded by Commissioner Udell to award the bid for health insurance coverage to AvMed-Sante Fe. Before the vote was taken the Commissioners felt inclined to further discuss this matter. Commissioner Grinstead interjected that they cannot ignore that the county employees voted for AvMed.  Commissioner Udell stated that his scrutinizing of AvMed at the last meeting was his way of informing the public.  The only way to get answers, he explained, is to ask questions.  Accordingly, he announced that he too would go with AvMed.


Chairman Roberson stated that Mr. Lewis gave his opinion in this matter and the Chairman will not go against that.  He added that Blue Cross/Blue Shield has the right to sue the county if the Board goes with AvMed because the Board would be knowingly and willingly violating the law.  Commissioner Udell asserted that he has a great deal of respect for Mr. Lewis’s opinion.  However, in light of the fact that 167 people were considered for coverage in AvMed’s documents and the omission of coverage for retirees was a typographical error, he fails to see why the bid should be thrown out.


Mr. Lewis pointed out that if each company was non-responsive to one item each, then it is a negotiable item and the Board would be justified in going forward, if that is the Board’s finding.  The Board would need to make some finding regarding the question of a responsive bid in each case.  If the Board does not make a finding and it is shown later that Blue Cross/Blue Shield was totally responsive and AvMed was not, then there might be a problem from a legal standpoint.  


Mr. Allen reminded the Board that there are still some unresolved issues from the insurance committee meeting.  First of all, clarification is needed on the claims experience issue.  There were also some questions regarding minimum participation, notification of rate increases at the end of the contract, and the possibility of a multi-year contract.  Commissioner Hillhouse advised Mr. Allen that the Board has a letter from AvMed clarifying each one of those issues.


Chairman Roberson asked Mr. Lewis if it would be possible to take a vote before determining if the bids were in compliance.  Mr. Lewis stated that it would be possible but that would not be his preference.  He would prefer that the Board withdraw the current motion, make a finding, and then vote.  He cautioned the Board that they are in receipt of a letter of protest from Blue Cross/Blue Shield.

Commissioner Udell made a motion to amend the current motion that on one point each, neither the bid of AvMed nor Blue Cross/Blue Shield was in full compliance with the bid specifications.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Fowler and carried unanimously.


Chairman Roberson called for a vote on the motion on the floor, as amended.  Motion carried in a four to one vote with Chairman Roberson opposed.


Mr. Galligan thanked the Commissioners for six years of work together and assured them that Blue Cross/Blue Shield is not leaving with any animosity or regrets.  He did hope that Mr. Allen will be able to get the requested information from AvMed, especially the claims experience, because the Board would need that in order to obtain coverage under Blue Cross/Blue Shield in the future.

Mr. Johnson congratulated AvMed and stated that although he does not agree with the decision of the County Commissioners, he respects it and will remain their friend.  He thanked Luanne Mixon, Ed Allen, and the insurance committee for their hard work during the bid process.  From a personal standpoint he does not know if the Board is in compliance or not and what Blue Cross/Blue Shield decides to do will be up to them.  He, however, will not file a protest.


Harry Gray encouraged continued competitiveness in order to save the taxpayers money.  He is in favor of supporting local businesses, however, we must continue to be competitive.


Chairman Roberson announced that the Board was ready to address the wet/dry issue.  Mr. Lewis read the Resolution and Order for Election aloud.


Commissioner Udell made a motion to adopt a Resolution and Order for Election on the wet/dry issue in Suwannee County, Florida; said election to be held on August 8, 1995.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Grinstead and carried unanimously.


Mary Cundiff, Jail Administrator for the Suwannee County Sheriff’s Department came before the Board with a recommendation for the grant known as the Edward Byrne Memorial State and Local Assistance Program, which is for drug control and system improvement.  The total grant is $90,979 which is $46,906 plus a 25% match.  Ms. Cundiff explained that the Sheriff’s Department would like to develop a program that would provide low cost intervention for youth, ages ten to seventeen, particularly those who are at risk of juvenile crime, truancy and /or school suspension.


Commissioner Udell was under the impression from a previous meeting that some of these funds would be used for crime prevention on Walker Street.  While he was in favor of Ms. Cundiff’s proposal, he would also like to see additional law enforcement on Walker Street.


Ms. Cundiff stated that she is not on the patrol division, however, it was her understanding that additional patrol and undercover officers have been placed on Walker Street.


Sam Skierski offered that Tom Warren has indicated to him that on some weekends there is a shortage of deputies and the Sheriff’s Department is not able to send anyone into that area.  Ms. Cundiff stressed that this grant is for Suwannee County and feels that focusing on the youth would be best for the county.  In response to Commissioner Hillhouse’s inquiry, Ms. Cundiff explained that the 25% match would come out of the law enforcement trust fund, which comes from drug activity, confiscated vehicles and the like.  


Upon a motion by Commissioner Udell and second by Commissioner Grinstead, the Board unanimously approved the recommendation for the grant monies as presented by Mary Cundiff, Jail Administrator in a letter from the Suwannee County Sheriff’s Department dated June 9, 1995.  The grant is known as the Edward Byrne Memorial State and Local Assistance Program and totals $90,979 which is $46,906 plus a 25% match.


Next item on the agenda was consideration of awarding a bid for group life insurance coverage for county employees.  Chairman Roberson read the bid submitted by Guaranteed Mutual Life Insurance Company as follows:  

Guaranteed Mutual Life Insurance Company, $15,000 life insurance coverage at $4.20 per employee per month together with accidental death and $15,000 dismemberment insurance coverage at .60( per month per employee with a monthly premium of $4.80 per employee and total annual premium of $9,357.12

Guaranteed Mutual Life Insurance Company also offers additional optional life insurance of $15,000 with a premium for the additional insurance as follows: life insurance of $12,000 for $4.20 per month, per employee and accidental death and dismemberment of $15,000 for .06( per month, per employee.


Chairman Roberson explained that Guaranteed Mutual Life Insurance Company submitted the lowest bid, and Mr. Allen presented the bids as follows:

Florida Combined Life Insurance Company submitted .48( per thousand for life and .04( per thousand for accidental death and dismemberment;

EBP Health Plan submitted $6.75 per month for life and .45( per thousand for accidental death and dismemberment;

Signa submitted .44( per thousand and .04( per thousand for add accidental death and dismemberment; and

Guaranteed Mutual submitted .28( per thousand for life and .04( per thousand for accidental death and dismemberment.


Upon a motion by Commissioner Fowler and second by Commissioner Hillhouse, the Board unanimously agreed to accept the bid of $9,357.12 per year for life insurance coverage for county employees as submitted by Guaranteed Mutual Life Insurance Company.

Mr. Lewis referenced a contract in 1985 with Suwannee County Hospital which provided that the deed to the property imposed restrictions on the future use of the hospital to a non-profit community health care facility that would provide care to indigents on a non-discriminatory basis and such.  It further provided that the Board would be agreeable to lifting the restrictions on the old hospital if they would place them on the new hospital.  Mr. Lewis informed the Board that he is in receipt of the proposed restrictions to be imposed on the new hospital and the request that the Board release the restrictions on the old hospital.  In accordance with the Board’s mandate, he formally requested authorization to review the documents and proceed to insure that the restrictions are continued on the new facility.  Chairman Roberson gave Mr. Lewis authorization to proceed.


Next Mr. Lewis advised that the bond attorney approved at the last meeting, Thomas B. Slade, III has retired.  Mr. Slade recommended Jean Mangu of the same firm, Foley & Lardner out of Jacksonville, as bond council for the county.  Mr. Lewis reminded the Board that the county has worked with her in the past on the landfill issue.


Commissioner Fowler asked about Ms. Mangu’s fee.  Mr. Lewis responded that Ms. Mangu indicated that she does not anticipate her fee will exceed $15,000, however, she cannot pinpoint an exact fee at this time.


Upon a motion by Commissioner Fowler and second by Commissioner Udell, the Board unanimously authorized C. Dean Lewis, County Attorney to negotiate with Jean Mangu of Foley & Lardner for her services as bond council for the County of Suwannee.


Mr. Lewis then brought the Board up to date on the eminent domain case of Suwannee County vs. Benton, et al. regarding 4.1 acres of land for the landfill.  He reported that the case is scheduled for trial for Tuesday, June 13, 1995, and in addition, the county has received an offer to settle.  He reminded the Board that the county is obligated by the constitution and by Statute to not only pay a reasonable price for the land and damages to the remainder, but also their appraisers, their attorneys, their engineers and other costs as well.  In a condemnation case by the City of Live Oak involving one acre, a jury came back with $8,000 for the acre, however, the attorney’s fees were $36,000.  In this particular case, the latest offer is $2,500 for the appraisers’ fees, $1,000 for the engineers’ fees, attorneys’ fees of $12,500, actual value of the land of $8,091, and damage to the remainder of $13,161.28.  Mr. Lewis explained that they are entitled to recover these damages, although not necessarily in these amounts.  The total offer to settle in this matter is $37,252.28.  Mr. Lewis explained that the attorneys’ fees in the settlement offer will cover the attorneys’ fees in another lawsuit that the defendants must file in order to determine the heirs and the percentage to which each heir is entitled.  Mr. Lewis recommended that the Board accept the settlement offer.


Upon a motion by Commissioner Udell and second by Commissioner Grinstead, the Board unanimously agreed to accept the settlement offer in Suwannee County vs. Benton, et al. in the amount of $37,252.28.  (See Case Number 92-472-CA)


W. Randy Henderson, Clerk of Circuit Court addressed the Board regarding a Resolution for the utilization of the per capita formula for library funding.  He noted that the Board called for a correction in the last minutes to reflect the Resolution but explained that the Resolution was never adopted at that Board meeting.  For the record Clerk Henderson stated that the minutes are correct as they stand and that no motion was made to adopt a Resolution.  He offered to allow the Commissioners to listen to the tape of the meeting if they needed clarification, and stressed that he cannot add anything to a meeting that was not said at the meeting; nor can he take anything away.  He suggested that the Board pass a motion adopting the Resolution.


Commissioner Fowler asserted that they did pass a Resolution at that meeting.  He heard it at the meeting and on the radio.  Chairman Roberson pointed out that all five Commissioners signed the Resolution.  Commissioner Fowler then added that the Deputy Clerk called over to the Commissioners’ office and advised that she listened to the tape and there was a Resolution.  Jean M. Fieler, Deputy Clerk explained that she was first contacted by Elaine Robinson, Administrative Assistant to the Board of County Commissioners, who asked for clarification on that particular Resolution.  Ms. Fieler advised Ms. Robinson that she would need to listen to the tape.  After listening to the tape Ms. Fieler then conveyed to Ms. Robinson what was on the tape:  Commissioner Udell stated something to the effect that he thought the Commissioners should adopt a Resolution utilizing the per capita formula for the library funding.  Commissioner Fowler encouraged him to go ahead and make a motion, at which point Commissioner Udell motioned that the Board adopt the per capita formula for the library funding.  Commissioner Udell did not specify in his motion that the Board adopt a Resolution, and that is where the question came in.  


Clerk Henderson reiterated that the minutes must reflect what was said at the Board meeting.  He encouraged the Board members to take care to be more specific with their motions.  He also informed them that his Deputy Clerk has been instructed not to write anything into the motions, and to even stop a meeting if necessary, to get clarification on a motion.


Commissioner Udell offered that he does not see how he can be misunderstood.  Clerk Henderson acknowledged that it is probably understood what Commissioner Udell intended to have happen, but the Clerk is obligated to document what actually does happen.


Mr. Lewis suggested that it would be proper for the Clerk to note in the minutes that the Resolution was adopted by implication since it was signed unanimously by all members of the Board at that time.  Even though there was no formal motion, it was in fact adopted by the Board’s signatures on that document.


Clerk Henderson concluded that everyone has a job to do, and his is to keep accurate minutes of the Board meetings.


Upon a motion by Commissioner Udell and second by Commissioner Fowler, the Board unanimously agreed to adopt the Resolution previously signed by all five members of the Board regarding the per capita system for distribution of the library funding.  (See Resolution No. 95-31)


Wendell Hill approached the podium and thanked T. Jerry Sikes, Public Works Director and C. Dean Lewis, County Attorney for doing their job at the last meeting.  He stated that he was present at this Board meeting to defend himself as a result of the last meeting.  He voiced concern that the comments made at the last meeting were on the radio but his defense to those comments is not.  He did not like the implication that the only reason he was a member of the Zoning Board was to collect a big paycheck so that he could buy a piece of land and sell it to the county at a big profit.  He stated that after the collection site was purchased in Wellborn approximately two years ago Mr. Hill offered to sell the county two acres of land for $2,500 per acre but the location was not right.  He felt confident that Mr. Sikes would back up that fact.  He also pointed out that the Board approved the purchase of one acre fourteen miles out of Live Oak for $4,000.  He named another instance where the county purchased property fifteen miles out of Live Oak for $4,400 per acre for a total of $22,000.  He stated that his property is only two miles out of Live Oak and did not understand why the Board felt it was not worth $5,000 per acre.  He took offense at the comments by the Board and stated that he would have been present at the meeting to defend himself if he had known that he was going to be “tried” by the Board.  For the record, he concluded, if the Board had not made a fool out of him at the last Board meeting, he would have agreed to the purchase price of $4,000 per acre.


Commissioner Fowler stated that he merely informed the Board that he had received several telephone calls from people who were concerned.  Mr. Hill countered that he too received phone calls from taxpayers, some of whom were present at that Board meeting or heard the meeting on the radio, to apologize for the ignorance displayed at the meeting.


Commissioner Udell motioned to adjourned the meeting.  Said motion was seconded by Commissioner Grinstead and there being no further business, Chairman Roberson adjourned the meeting accordingly.
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