Forward Fernandina 
Just asked for a public record to confirm his 15 million figure for Forward Fernandina is not correct.  The resolution was for 6 million and 2 ish million was borrowed. And approved 8-11-2011, borrowed two million.  Resolution 2011-11-8 can easily be looked up i Sarah mentioned 15 m at the commission Here is the documentation.  15 million if far off!!!!  We borrowed 2 ish M. Commissioner Sara Pelican also mentioned $15 million at a commission meeting

Downtown Lights
Another thing to focus on is that the lights don't twinkle!  Just for your information and not for publication -   They were taken down because trees needed to be trimmed.  We were doing our best to reduce expenses and thought up lighting might do just that.  It was a 3-2 vote. I was the swing vote and it was my biggest regret.  Once the up lighting was placed I freaked out.  Sent Michael an email to say downtown looked like a tomb.  Now we have double the lights, which are less expensive to operate as far as electric costs, but more expensive as far as maintenance.  

Airport Litigation
Blamming our commission for that is ridiculous.  When we came in the case was in mediation with a court appointed mediator.   It was too late to do anything.  For three years there was nothing our commission could do because of decisions made by a commission 4 -6 years prior to enter into a lawsuit.  Blame former commissioners.  I"ll try to get their names.
The charge is also ridiculous.  Steve forgot a city manager who was lead the F2 efforts was fired, Eric and I were replaced election.  He he wants to point a finger he should blame the commissioners who came on board.  The commission could have acted quickly to use part of the borrowed funds to fund the animal shelter.  Instead they chose to return money and make current taxpayers pay almost 1/2 million for an animal shelter instead of using  borrowed funds at 2.47% over 10 - 15 years and let other people moving to the community pay for the shelter.  Some of us will be dead before the useful life of the shelter is over.  The  current taxpayers got screwed!
Raised Taxes & Fees
How Steve can say this is beyond me!  He forgot "his" commissioners approved the highest tax and fee increase in the City's history and weakened reserves (Charlie's campaign spin was they are spending our reserves.  That was when we had healthy reserves for situations such as the "great recession.")
Also note that this commission has not gone out of their way to reduce the fee schedule.  They may have with a few items.

Balancing the Budget
That one is a hoot!  Florida laws require that all municipalities bring forth a balanced budget.  Decades of commissioners have balanced the budget!  He is really digging for positive things this commission has done!
Main Beach Boardwalk
Giving them credit for that is a hoot!  Monies for the main beach board walk has been in the budget for years.  The hold up was the Department of Environmental protection.  Our commission was trying to work with the DEP to get the boardwalk closer to the ocean or perhaps place a new one where the old one was.  
The fact of the matter is government takes time, and to give them credit for spearheading this effort, or the library is ridiculous!
The fact of the matter is they have done very little.  When they are asked what have they done, it will be nothing.  Even people who want to bring good development to our historic downtown don't want to work with these idiots!
McGill Litigation
He complains about the McGill litigation.  This impact fee case pales in comparison to McGill.  And to think we have the three stooges making decisions on that case is frightening.  
Okay, hope you have enough stuff.
Remember, just use your own words and don't credit anyone else with the info.

Can't wait to read it.  Hope to get info on the correct amount of F2.  Again, I think 15 million is not correct.
Municipal Golf Course
Dave:  Do not let anyone know that this came from someone who served on the advisory board that helped bring Casper to the FBGC.  Just take what you want from this.  Do no name an informed source.  You just be the informed source.

In the light of a nice new day,  I have a couple of clarifying comments to add.
 ..The fee paid to Casper is $84K, not $86K.
 ..The RFP is no longer on the city's website. What is listed is the Casper proposal in response to the RFP.  Listed badly on the website. However, the RFP itself (10-100) is readily available at City Hall.
 .. Both the RFP and the Casper proposal are made part of the Contract ( management agreement) by reference. This is clearly stated in the contract. The requirements in the RFP are extensive, and are the backbone of the requirements.  Would ALL the requirements be enforced in detail ? No, but they are all there, and available.  (Might be nice if someone were to go through the  "requirements"  and stuff them down the throats of Nicklas, Pelican, Corbett, Parnell, and anybody else who chooses to make careless, injurious, and inaccurate charges --and lies.

"Lucrative contracts to Billy Casper Golf ?  No way. They receive $86K per year for managing the FBGC---and only that amount. No more.   There continues to be confusion( much of it self-imposed confusion) about the Casper contract. Vice-Mayor Pelican continues to show her lack of knowledge on the subject, even after stating recently in a Commission meeting that she had made a thorough review of the contract. I imagine that few people in the City understand what a management contract really is .  Nor have even scanned the relevant documents. Simply,  in this case,all monies received or spent come from the City's coffers. It is not a bunch of task orders nor end-item deliverables, upon which performance fees are based.   A simple concept, straight-forward, and easy to administer by the City.


 The Golf Course Evaluation Committee which reviewed all options for how we should manage the golf course complex in the future included in the RFP as one option leasing the course. No company would bid on that option because of the debt burden they would have to assume. So much for that mis-conception. 

Performance requirements ?  I recommend that anyone concerned by this ridiculous charge go ask the city for a copy. They have three relevant documents.  The RFP contained a long list of performance requirements.  And the Casper proposal. Also, the management agreement ( contract). All of these documents are part of Casper's obligation for performance, and this is clearly stated in the contract. Read those documents and it is obvious that the requirements are there.  In my opinion, the City has not enforced those requirements.   Why? The City Manager has chosen not to. He had the tools.   In fact, the Golf Course Advisory Board ( remember them ?) was in the process of providing the oversight necessary, until the current City Manager cut them out of any meaningful involvement.    So, place the problem, if there is one, at his feet. Is he familiar with the contract requirements ?  Has he read them ?
