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>> Mayor Reed:   This is Rules and Open Government committee meeting for February 1st, 2012. Changes to the 

agenda, we have a request to drop item H-3, whatever that was. That was the SB 659, too late. Redevelopment 

has been dissolved as of midnight last night, I guess. Don't need to talk about that. Item H-4A, that's just a change 

in the memorandum we can deal with that when we get there. Any other changes to the agenda order? Okay. We 

will start with the review of the council meeting on February 7th. Anything on page 1? We'll come back to the 

question of whether or not we will actually have a council meeting in the afternoon. Let everybody know that 

there's not much left on this agenda. Page 2 or 3. Staff tells me item 2.8 could be deferred to 2-14, application of 

strategic growth council for sustainable communities grant. And then on page 4, marijuana business tax, we have 

already deferred it to 2-14 and the streamlining real estate process needs to be deferred probably to 2-28.  

 

>> Ed Shikada:   That's correct, Mr. Mayor.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Leaving not a lot on this agenda.  

 

>> Could be deferred or should?  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Could be deferred because that was -- we don't have a lot on the agenda, we have a couple of 

requests for additions and excused absence requests and actions proposed maintenance district 24, Alameda. So 

is there anything of these things that we have to do or should do on the seventh and if so could we do them at the 

end of the closed session and just do it instead of coming back at 1 colon 30?  

 

>> Dennis Hawkins:   Maintenance district 24 is time sensitive. If we could find a way to accommodate that on the 

7th that would be advisable.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Does it have to be done add 1:30 or could it be noticed as soon as the council comes to it at 

9:00?  
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>> City Attorney Doyle:   Well the rules resolution as so states 1:30 a standard for regular meeting. We could all 

of always notice a special meeting at 9:00 to take it along with labor update so that's something we could do.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay.  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   If the goal is to hear it in the morning because there's nothing else, we will find a way to 

hear it. If nothing else we could notice it as to be heard after 9 o'clock labor update.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Is there anything else, annual flag raising item?  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   No, we're okay.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Wait a week. Ceremonial items, lunar new year proclamation, American heart month 

proclamation for the whole modify February.  

 

>> We don't need a memo.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Lunar new year is going to go on for a long time, whole year.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Mayor, I would make a suggestion to council to regular council meeting, defer 2.8 

and hear the added item on the maintenance district but to have it as the city attorney's mentioned to be heard at 

9:00 and therefore we'd finish all the things time-sensitive would be the option I'd offer.  

 

>> I'd second that.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   So we'd probably done, in case anybody's listening, probably be done by 12:30 or even earlier, 

depending on how long the closed session goes. Yes.  
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>> Ed Shikada:   If it wouldn't hurt, we would recommend hearing 2.8, just as a part of that action that happens in 

the morning.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   I would be fine with that.  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   So essentially it's the consent calendar and labor update.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Two items on the consent calendar.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   We would postpone ceremonials I take it just to other council meetings.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Yeah, I think we could defer those for a week.  It would still be timely I think. That would be, we 

would notice everything so they could be heard in the morning, however the lawyer and the clerk want to work it 

out and then we won't come back at 1:30 and there's no evening meeting. I might note that there is another 

council get-together that same week which is the 9th, state of the city convocation, so actually added a meeting, 

commitment, obligation, whatever you want to call it, to the council calendar. So it's not that we won't be working 

that week. Anything else in the way of additions, or anything? So get it clear in terms of what we need to do? Is 

there a motion?  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Motion.  

 

>> Yep.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   And a second, all in favor, aye, none opposed, that's what we'll do. Then let's look at the 

February 14th agenda. Anything on page 1? We will continue to try to adjust the start of the closed session, but 

it's really guesswork as to how much we'll have. And as you know sometimes when we have a labor discussion it 

takes a while.  
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>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Mayor, did you want to automatically place the ceremonials from the 7th to the 

14th?  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Yes, we should just to bump them a week.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   Probably have to check on the availability of everybody.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   If the councilmember wants to cancel or defer they can let us know.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Otherwise they can go on the 14th, because there's not much else on in the way of 

ceremonial. Anything else on page 2 or 3? Page 4 or 5? Or page 6? I have nothing in writing for additions or 

changes. Is there anything else that has come up?  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   I'll make a motion to approve with the amendments with moving over the 

ceremonials and anything else that got deferred from the 7th and also add a sunshine waiver from the 7th that we 

missed or did you guess?  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   Boy, good ears.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   Second that Pierluigi?  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Yes, sir.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   Okay.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Maybe staff has got this where it is. On the 13th of February, we're having our council-senior 

staff priority-setting discussion and one of the things we will discuss on the 13th are the ordinances and the top 10 

list or whatever it's going to be but we're not going to vote on the 13th. We will vote on the 14th. So is that --  
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>> Dennis Hawkins:   Item 3.8, Mr. Mayor.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Three point -- okay that's the way it is.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Mr. Mayor, have you thought about how our systematic voting process will occur 

this year?   I would always prefer the ability to have a ranking of the items. Those would just be my suggestions, 

so that people could -- you know, you could pick three but you could also pick which is your most important.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   I had thought about that and I talked to staff about that yesterday and I think we are likely to be 

picking nine. And so it's a little harder to do the ranking, but I'm not sure --  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   9 out of 40?  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   9 out of 25. I think is the way it is stacking up right now.  

 

>> Dennis Hawkins:   That's correct.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Although I think there's a laid addition that may come in that we'll consider next week to add to 

the list. So it was only three, yeah, rank ranking is easy but 9 out of that might be more difficult. But staff is 

working on a way to handle it. But we will not be voting on the 13th. Is the way --  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   The way survey monkey would do it, we would be done. That's my two cents.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   There's some tradition to the rigmarole. City Attorney do you have something to add to that?  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   No, I would say that we are expecting to bring the smoking ordinance on the 14th, so I 

think we will be able to take one off the list.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Anyway we'll keep trying to figure how we're going to do that. I appreciate the comment and 

understand that. Anything else on that meeting? Back to the 13th though. We will -- there will be a discussion, 

presentation, we ask our questions on the 13th but we aren't going to vote until the 14th. Public comments will be 

on the 14th. Last time we had quite a lot of people who wanted to speak on it. Anything else on the 14th 

agenda? We have agendized several things with regard to the marijuana ordinance. And I just want staff to be 

prepared to talk about the enforcement issue, what can we do with the resource we have and if the council wants 

to do more, then it will be a budget matter to be taken up next couple of months. But I think staff will be prepared 

to talk about that, because I'm sure we'll be on the councilmembers mind if we're talking about 

enforcement. Anything else on this agenda? Is there a motion? I think there was a motion already. Haven't 

changed that, all in favor, opposed none opposed, that's approved. No Redevelopment Agency agenda 

items. We'd probably have to change our agenda listings, so Redevelopment Agency successor agency agenda 

items, which we have none now. So we'll probably just change this in some way. I've been trying to come up with 

a good acronym on this, so maybe we'll have an acronym contest at our first meeting. So I'm actually leaning 

towards SARA. Not because of this Sara, but the successor agency Redevelopment Agency, S-A-R-A.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   There are a lot of interesting acronyms that are four letters that start with S that we 

might be able to work into our feelings about the state.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   So we'll leave that for further discussion at a later date. But we'll have to change our agenda 

language. Upcoming study sessions to consider, we have a budget planning study session for Monday, February 

13th on item C-1 which I just talked about. Any comments or questions on this? Coming up real quick.  

 

>> No just a motion to approve and since Madison won't be there, can I vote for her?  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Second. On the first part.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Okay, on the motion. All in favor? Opposed? None opposed. Legislative update Betsy Shotwell 

is here to talk about the state.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   Thank you, mayor, members of the committee, Betsy Shotwell, Director of Intergovernmental 

Relations. As you may have heard, yesterday the controller announced to the legislature that without their action, 

come March 1st, the state will be $3 billion in the hole. Hoping for an opportunity to do some borrowing and delay 

of payments to get them to the magic date of April 17th which we all know is I guess the day our income taxes 

returns are due. The alternative would be of course like in the past issue IOUs or delay tax refunds which of 

course is extremely unpopular, especially in today's economy and especially in election year so I imagine we 

would see some activity in that area. Again it just points to the up and down cyclical nature of the state and 

collection of revenues. Legislatively, yesterday was the last day for two-year bills to get out of their house of 

origin. A legislation that the council just recently supported, AB 1148 by Brownlee having to do with the campaign 

disclosures to PACs did not get the necessary two-thirds vote to amend the act the fair public utility practice act it 

you need two-thirds because it was an initiative, so they needed two votes. The matter is not going away at the 

state or federal level, as you know very, very contentious. With regard to redevelopment already mentioned, 

legislation to extend did not go forward. The other piece of legislation SB 654 by senator Steinberg which clarified 

that existing low and moderate income housing fund balances will transfer to successor housing agents of the 

dissolved redevelopment agencies. That did pass, 34-1. It became a majority vote. So it would not go into effect 

immediately. But all this is in play. Clearly, right where we are now, getting through yesterday, midnight, the focus 

will be on fixing what we can fix, and fixing it as soon as possible. We'll be working at that end. With the issues for 

clarification in the legislation that passed last year and was upheld by the Supreme Court.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   I thought the bulk of the money that was just laying around to quote governor Schwarzenegger 

was in the housing fund category, the 20% funds around the state. Because lots of agencies denied spent their 

housing funds.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   1.3 billion.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   So the governor is going to let that go? I'd be surprised. I know that was Steinberg's bill but 

that's got to be a large fund that they are counting on to be transferred to somebody.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   It remains to be seen what the governor's position will be on this, and to your point if that gets 

to the governor.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   On that bill, it is a bill not to change the forward-going tax increment part of what the state has 

done to us but to change what happens to the cash on hand in the housing fund.  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   That's correct. And we're told it has no effect on us because we have no cash on hand 

that isn't encumbered.  

 

>> Mayor Reed: Yes, okay. I don't see how that's ever going to get past the governor based on what he said 

about the money and the sort of continuing difficult financial condition of the state's not getting any better.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Mr. Mayor, I was personally shocked it was 34-1, I think Councilmember Constant 

heard me on the dais when I saw the vote as I was looking on the Internet. But I mean here you have the 

controller talking about being short $3 billion and then the senate passes a bill that will put another $1.3 billion to 

make it more short, or even a further separation. So you know, I'm -- I'm -- I hope the governor vetoes it.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Well it's got to get through the assembly next.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   Stay tuned.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   So it was 34-1.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   Correct.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   But that was for the stripped down version.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   Just the --  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Because they couldn't get the two-thirds they needed because there were things that others 

wanted to do that it didn't do.  

 

>> Betsy Shotwell:   Correct.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay. Reading tea leaves is what they do trying to figure out what's going on there. And nothing 

on the federal update. So meeting schedules, we've talked about. Public record, anything from the public record 

the committee wants to pull to discuss? I have one request to speak, David Wall. Two requests to speak.  

 

>> Good afternoon. Stick with item number E. I'd like to read the title of this. Week 4. City Manager has yet to 

publicly thank City Attorney for bail-out on the environmental innovation center. City Manager is not here, I 

suppose and can only hope that this is a period of solitude for discernment and reflection to come up with the 

intestinal fortitude to thank the City Attorney for all that extra legal work that had to be done. Burdensome and 

oppressive to the work plan of the attorney. If not, an embarrassment to have to, you know, in the circles the 

attorney walks was saying, yes, our City Manager screwed up and lost $440,000 and I have to save the 

program. Which he did. Now, also on this letter, let me quote from my new hero and I would like to see this, Mr. 

Mayor, like a banner in this room. "performance is relatively simple to measure. And performance is what 

counts." This is from my hero Lou Wolff. And I'd like to see it in here because performance is what the city needs 

to go. Councilmember Oliverio has been the only councilmember to champion this, rightfully so, another one of 

his great leadership activities. But we still, another week has gone by, and we haven't had the City Manager thank 

the City Attorney publicly for bailing her out. I think this is getting out of hand. I think that we should also 

incorporate it into the boilerplate language of all city council agendas, where to thank somebody is okay. And it's 

expected. So we'll come back next week and thank you.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Okay, Martha O'Connell.  

 

>> Well, that's a great segue, David, thank you, performance matters, whatever his quote was, that's correct. Item 

C, the letter on boards and commissions. The youth commission is staffed at $91,199 a year, plus administrative 

costs.  This isn't in the letter, I'm adding, which is probably about another $1500. The senior commission costs 

$44,320. If you add those two commissions together, you get $135,419 a year. If you times that figure by 20 

because I added two commissions, you have 40, let's take the two and times it by 20, you get $2,710,388 a year 

for boards and commissions. And that doesn't include the Mac and the ARC which has an attorney sitting there 

the whole time throughout the meeting. In January the MCDC cost us all $12,000 because a meeting that that had 

to be specially noticed, they couldn't hold, because they didn't have a forum. So what do they do, they come back 

to you guys and ask you to set up a subcommittee in which the majority would only be two so they won't continue 

to cost us $12,000 every time they miss a meeting. So as a citizen I support reasonable consolidation of 

commission to save money all over this country discerns are telling government at all levels to trim 

expenses. We're in a fiscal crisis. I agree with the mayor, who said couple of weeks ago, if you guys go out and 

ask for a sales tax, the people are going to feel like they're being tricked, quote unquote, if you ask for an increase 

without trimming he's right. Consolidate commissions where reasonable in order to trim expenses. $2 million is a 

lot of money.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Councilmember Oliverio.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   City Clerk, Dennis Hawkins do you think those are fair points brought up by the 

speaker on the cost of commissions?  

 

>> Dennis Hawkins:   As part of my report on the consolidation, elimination of commissions I'm trying to gather 

more updated information about commission cost. And so that will be part of my report on February 29th, when I 

come back to the committee. But I want to get a much better handle on what commissions actually cost.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Thank you.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Anything on the public record for the committee?  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Motion to note and file.  

 

>> Ed Shikada:   Mr. Mayor, if I might comment, go back to Mr. Wall's comments, in a somewhat oblique 

comment about sports analysis, in the interest of avoiding repetitive stress injuries that we might be incurring at 

this point, I would like on behalf of the administration to thank the City Attorney for the work they do with this 

organization and in particular with the administration every day.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   So noted. Put that in the record. Anybody wants to refer to it. On the motion, all in 

favor? Opposed, none opposed. Mr. Wall you had a card that I got confused with your public record comment 

card. Did you want to speak on the -- I don't know what the MTC is.  

 

>> Just briefly.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay.  

 

>> The new market tax credit, it's on page 38 of the Patton Boggs report. And I just referenced it for your basic 

perusal. Because in February, this month, is whether Congress is going to reenact the program or to let it lie, the 

way it is, and I thought you would want to be made aware of that about. So that was the purpose of --  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay, staff correct me but I believe that the money that we got out of the new market tax credit 

was from previously appropriated funds. And if Congress never appropriates more money that we were applying 

or whoever was running that was under previous appropriations.  

 

>> Ed Shikada:   That's correct. Mr. Mayor, your memory is absolutely correct. In fact the limited commodity was 

the reason we needed to act in a very short time frame.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Okay. I do remember having deadlines that we had to meet in order to qualify. All right, boards 

commissions and committees. We need to approve the reappointment of Mike Graves.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Motion to approve.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   Second.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   As the landlord representative, mobile home advisory commission. We have a motion to do so 

and a memo from Vice Mayor Nguyen. Martha O'Connell wants to speak on that.  

 

>> I'm speaking as president of Homeowners Organized to Maintain Equity which represents folks who live in 

mobile home parks. Mike Graves is against rent control and I'm for rent control and I'm for his appointment. He is 

fair and honest and he runs a good meeting. He's also been either a city council or county, I don't know which one 

it is, but I can assure you that he would never have let happen what happened last week at the HCDC committee 

in violation of state law, the -- the tape was turned off. I have it at my home. After they lambasted consolidation, 

one of the commissioners, an outgoing commissioners, asked the tape be turned off so she could make some 

comments. And the very high official in housing was there. The tape was turned off. One of our senior 

commissioners were there. There was at least a five or ten minute discussion where every one of those 

commissioners spoke with the tape turned off. That is outrageous. I've -- Dennis is checking into it through the 

City Attorney. So if Mr. Graves was running the meeting, and there was a proposal to consolidate the MAC with 

the HCD, I promise you that would have never happened.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay. On the motion to re--  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   I have a question. City Clerk that seems fairly serious to be doing that, meetings are 

supposed to be recorded and stopping it -- or City Attorney.  
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>> Dennis Hawkins:   It's something that I've consulted with the city attorney's office and we will be following up.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Okay and will that be like we follow up --  

 

>> City Attorney Doyle:   The Brown Act does not require that you tape but clearly within the spirit of our sunshine 

you don't turn the tape off in situations. The fact is the comments were made in a public setting. What may be 

serious is it's off agenda and people are having a discussion about it. We need to look more at it but there are 

some concerns and we'll get back to the committee with an info.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Thanks.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Okay on the motion all in favor, opposed, none opposed, that's approved. We have a request 

from Councilmember Pyle to approve the delegation to Sacramento, to meet with state legislators which as she 

has done, led before with a couple of other councilmembers. Any comments on that? Councilmember Constant.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   I'm just -- I'm not opposed to this at all. I just have a question. Does something like 

this really need approval? I know I go up and talk to people all the time and do different things.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   This is more or less a city-sanctioned delegation. It is not just a councilmember going to meet 

with people. You certainly don't need approval to go talk to members of the legislature. But there's some staff 

organization. I think we may have a van or something where we try to get everybody in.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:  Motion to approve.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   It is a little more than we usually do, because I'm certainly in Sacramento on a regular basis, as 

are others. So on the motion, all in favor, opposed, none opposed, that is approved. Item H-3 the SB 659 is 

dropped, moot point. I have a request, a couple of memos to consider item 4 and item 6 together for some point --
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>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Motion to approve both.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Motion is to approve both. Item 4A which was originally agendized for Councilmember Liccardo 

to the capital corridor joint powers authority was just a request we got from VTA that turned out not to be 

necessary.  And it is in fact Liccardo and Campos to the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority's Downtown 

East Valley Policy Advisory Board, a longer name, that needs to be done, and that's item 6. So we have a motion 

on both of these, all in favor, opposed, none opposed, those are approved.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant: Thank goodness they're not appointing me.  

 

>> Mayor Reed: Those are approved. Mr. Wall.  

 

>> I support all but one of these appointments. I want the appointment of the acting director of environmental 

services department person never to appear on any commission representing this city. That department is such a 

mess, that the mere fact that this person remains on the payroll is an atrocity all unto itself. And so I would think 

that you would, with this department hinging on the audit upstairs, that you wouldn't want to burden any more 

extraneous activities with this administrator until they get their respective house in order. And so with that, the 

other recommendations to the VTA I would only hope that they would find a way to reinstate the ecopass through 

intergovernment cooperation. But this is ESD appointment I would like to see that nixed. Thank you.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   All right. We'll move to the next item which is actions regarding the municipal code on medical 

marijuana. To get on the agenda for the 14th.  

 

>> Councilmember Constant:   Motion to approve.  

 

>> Councilmember Oliverio:   Second.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Motion to approve the recommendations. I have a request to speak, Matt Lucero.  

 

>> Good afternoon, mayor and councilmembers. Sir, I absolutely support and applaud your efforts to date given 

all the uncertainty of federal and state law. It's definitely the thing to do.  What I wanted to about today was just 

one point, and that's the enforcement action. You said the priorities rightfully are two, the folks who don't pay 

taxes and the folks who are in wrong zones. On folks who don't pay taxes as you saw in that report you made 

public recently, over half the clubs that you guys know about are not paying any tax or at least are severely 

delinquent. A lot of these folks aren't filing any returns. I know that a failing to file tax is considered a nuisance and 

I suggest you guys just really focus your efforts to close down those clubs, channel demand in the right folks, the 

folks who are paying taxes. I suspect you're losing at least a million dollars a month in tax revenues bit not doing 

that. Second and find opinion sir is with respect to the zoning. I know the hippies out there got enough signatures 

to turn oppose there you guys had it clear. Like take it law, 600 feet from schools, and 150 feet from 

residence. I'm hoping that you guys in the full council can support those enforcement efforts and really get the city 

cleaned up. That's not just a sense of fairness for the clubs that are doing it right. What it is going to do is maintain 

the quality of life and the safety of the public and it's going to maximize the revenue opportunity for you 

guys. Thank you, sir.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Mr. Anthony just came in the door, I'm guessing you might want to speak on the items we're 

putting on the council agenda regarding medical marijuana on February 14th.  

 

>> It seems that on behalf of CCPC the referendum sponsoring committee that that's a fair approach at this time, 

to kind of wait and see what's happening with the California Supreme Court, with the state legislature, probably 

not much. But there is a statewide initiative in the works. We'll get you a memo on that. I think the enforcement 

issues were also all of the CCPC members are fully tax compliant. It's difficult for me to encourage people to keep 

paying a 7% gross receipts tax when they look at the finance report and they look that apparently more than half 

the collectives out there are not paying that tax. If you have to pay the tax it seems there should be some 

consequences if you don't pay it. And if there's some reason you don't have to pay the tax that would be good to 

know, too. So presumably there will be some enforcement from those lines from the city attorney's office which 
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authored the tax and I think those that would be paying the tax would be very, very gratified to see that. It's been a 

pleasure going through these issues with the mayor and some of the councilmembers and staff. I think we still 

have some work to do but for now, this wait and see and do some enforcement approach seems very reasonable 

on as I say, we'll get you a memo on that, and thank you again for all your work on this issue.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   That concludes all the public comment on this item. We have a motion to add them to the 

agenda for the 14th. All in favor, opposed, none opposed, that's approved. Next would be open forum, I think. Did 

I miss anything? I'm okay. Open forum Martha O'Connell, David Wall.  

 

>> Speaking as a citizen. I wish to alert this Rules Committee to the inappropriate and troubling involvement of 

city staff to oppose consolidation of commissions. On January 27th commissioner Hader of the Senior 

Commission made some statements in one of Dennis's public hearings. Less than two hours later a city staff 

member sent out a city e-mail using his city title critical of the commissioner's statement. Councilperson Constant 

has those e-mails as well as the city attorney's office and HR. During a commission meeting commissioner hader 

made a statement about consolidation which staff apparently did not agree, and she said, quote, she was looked 

at like she was the enemy. Unquote. Staff needs to stay out of this highly controversial issue unless they want to 

take a few hours of vacation and come down and speak as citizens. On January 30th, at 2:06:08 p.m. a former 

commissioner released an e-mail expressing concern with my speaking as a citizens supporting consolidation. I 

was not copied on that e-mail, nor did she come to the meeting that night to share her concern. She stated, 

"Martha O'Connell testified at a public meeting last Friday in support of consolidation of boards and commissions 

to avoid additional taxes. Although she identified herself as speaking as a private citizen she also take ited that 

she's a member of the senior citizens commission. Since it is common knowledge that she is chair of the 

commission that could mislead interested persons to think that she is actually relaying the -- don't count that 

position of the senior commission." Hogwash. As you know, every time I come up here I always, always clearly 

identify myself as either a citizen, a commissioner or the president of home. Per council policy, 36, not to mention 

the U.S. constitution, copies of the tapes of Dennis's meetings which I have will reveal that nearly 100% of the 

speakers first identified their commission status, and then took a position. I however don't seem to have the same 

right. I suggest that the reason for this concern may be the content of my speech.  
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>> Mayor Reed:   Sorry, your time is up. It's not about content, it's about time. Sorry. Mr. Wall.  

 

>> I write a lot of letters. Lot of them. In one category, thank you letters. I've been told one, two employees 97 got 

their thank you letters even though they're public record and my methodology of distributing them is fairly 

analytical:  To office of employee relations, City Manager, to the requisite council district, and to the department 

head. So I would like the administration to make inquiries about this, doesn't have to be public just inquiries to find 

out. As a citizen who wants to thank good city employees and their letters don't get to them, that is not 

acceptable. The other thing I'd like to see Mr. Mayor is that you put some pressure on the state folks or the county 

folks with the use of prisoners, to start picking up garbage around the city. It's just out of control. For example, 

CalTrans has a homeless habitat, a vagrant habitat right underneath 280 freeway, as 87 dumps on southbound 

87 and the on ramp to 280. These people are crossing the freeways to go into the shanty town that is underneath 

this overpass. I'd like that cleared out as soon as possible. With these new contracts coming up let's say for 

example downtown business association, I would like to see their contracts put forth at Rules to see what their 

business plans are like. I think the downtown business association has a good idea, several good ideas. And I'd 

like it to be fleshed out to where we could improve them. On illegal drug use that requires the police and fire 

department to respond to a suppressed person, this person in my opinion has no expectation of privacy. So if it 

comes back their blood work and it shows that they're on illegal drugs and they took it they voluntarily took it, I 

think the city should go after them civilly to recoup police and fire costs to deal with that person on a civil position, 

thank you.  

 

>> Mayor Reed:   Time is up. Open forum is concluded, our meeting is done, we're adjourned. 


