


Charter Change Committee
Minutes
July 21, 2014

Committee Members Present: Councilors Rachel Siegel, Kurt Wright
	Absent: Norm Blais  

Others Present:  Michael Green, April Burbank, Glenn Russell

Staff Support:  Eileen Blackwood, City Attorney (CA)
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Chair Siegel called the meeting to order at 5:40 p.m. 

1. Agenda.  Approval of Agenda—moved by Wright; second by Siegel.  Unanimous.

2. Minutes.  Approval of Minutes of May 5, 2014 —moved by Wright; second by Siegel.  Unanimous.

3. Public Forum.  Michael Green, former school board member, commented on the issue of the city council’s approving the school budget.

4. Discussion of possible charter change concerning school budget approval. 

Councilors Wright and Siegel expressed concern that no school board members were present, but were informed there is a school board meeting tonight as well.  

Wright noted that at one point in the past when the school board had to get approval, a really bad proposal was kept off the public ballot because the city council did not approve.  Wright felt the council didn’t micromanage, but the process did allow them to look at whether the overall budget was too large.  

Wright asked if their issues are with Act 60/68 or ways to explore how to do this?  CA Blackwood noted that based on our recent conversations with the Agency around the separation of finances, the Agency takes the position that Act 60 requires the separation of municipal and school control.  Wright asked, definitively, is this something we could consider?  Is this not realistic to overcome?  CA Blackwood noted that we could probably write a charter change that created an exception to Act 60, but she has not done specific research or looked at specific language. 

Wright asked if we could invite someone from the State to testify before this Committee?  If so, who would it be?  CA Blackwood noted she could speak with Bill Talbott from the Agency.

 Green noted that there’s already a fallback amount in the charter.

Wright asked, Could we also invite the Mayor or someone from the Mayor’s office to discuss some ideas they had for us to consider?

Siegel is not particularly in favor of this idea of requiring council approval, so she would need to hear a compelling argument to revert to something that has been changed.  She agrees that the first step is determining the legal basis.

Wright said there’s no surprise the school board would not want this, and the council also did not want to have to vote to support the school budget or not.

Councilor Hartnett is going to put written comments in, but verbally he told Siegel that he hopes the council can approve the school budget, he wants more communication, and he wants the school board to present the budget in Nov.

Wright said he was disappointed that no one from the school board let them know that no one would be attending the meeting.  Siegel spoke to the Chair, and it was in the Free Press.  Siegel reported the Joint Cost Control Committee has not yet met so could not comment.  Siegel asked Blackwood to reach out to the AOE to see if there is someone who can meet with the Committee, and she will then contact them for availability.  

5. Other business—None

6. The meeting was adjourned at 6:02 p.m.
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