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   >> This is Mark.  Is anyone there?

   >> Hey, Mark.  It's Tracy.

   >> Hey, Mark.  It's Aaron.

   >> Hey, Mark, it's Steve.

   >> All right.  Happy holidays to you all.

   >> You too.

   >> Yeah, you too. 

   >> Okay.  Tracy, I'd like to say thank you for sending out the minutes so I could look over them for the monitoring report.

   >> Oh, you're welcome. 

   >> It's like reading a novel. 

(Laughter).

   >> Yeah, there's a lot there.

   >> Okay. 

   >> Hey, Mark, on that document that went out this morning on the different objectives and the recommendation points.

   >> Yeah.

   >> Those recommendation ‑‑ the recommendations are summarized for each meeting at the beginning of each of those sections, and then it's just the supporting CART afterwards that details the recommendations that are summarized at the ‑‑ at the head of each meeting date.

   >> Well, thank you.  That's saves me a lot of time.  Because I was sitting this, thinking.

   >> Yeah.

   >> Oh, my god, don't tell me I got to go through all of this all over again.

   >> Nope no.  I read through them this morning around 4:00 and started going through and highlighting the CART.  It's all summarized at the beginning of each meeting heading.  That's just the supporting detail.  So, you don't have to read through all the CART stuff.

   >> Okay.  Good.  I was ‑‑ yeah.  I thought we summarized it from the beginning and said oh, my gosh.

   >> Yeah.

   >> Anyway, set some time aside.  But we do ‑‑ we did get out updated monitoring report, correct?

   >> Yeah.  The last one that went out is the most recent one.  I'm adding in the BSBP information right after this meeting, and then that will go out to the entire committee right after this meeting.

   >> Perfect, perfect.  That was only thing I had a question about.

   >> Yeah.

   >> Okay. 

   >> Yvonne has joined. 

   >> Hi, Yvonne.

   >> Hey, guys. 

   >> Hi, Will.

   >> Afternoon, Will. 

   >> Morning, Mark.

   >> Good afternoon, Mark.

   >> It just turned afternoon.

(Laughter).

   >> Still feels like morning.

   >> Yeah.

   >> I am 12:02 by my calculations.  Hello, and welcome to the December 4th business meeting agenda.  Looks like ‑‑

   >> Aaron we're having a little bit of a hard time hearing you. 

   >> I'm sorry.  Is that any better?

   >> Much better.

   >> Yes.

   >> Okay.  Hello and welcome to the business meeting for consumer reports 2019.  It looks to be a short meeting today, hopefully.  If anyone would like to announce accommodation requests, they can do so now. 

Okay.  Tracy, would you call the roll for quorum. 

   >> Sorry.  I was on mute.  Sorry.  Aaron Andres.

   >> Present.

   >> Glen Ashlock.  Gabriela Burman.  Alex Darr.  Yvonne Fleener.

   >> Here.

   >> Will Harrison.

   >> Here.

   >> Teresa Metzmaker.

   >> Here.

   >> Mark Pierce.

   >> Here.

   >> Mairead Warner.  You have a quorum. 

   >> Thank you.

   >> Tracy?

   >> Yes.

   >> This is Vendella.  I just joined.  I don't know if you called my name or not.

   >> I did not but thank you for joining.

   >> Tracy, this is Lisa from the BSBPP.  I also joined.

   >> Hi, Lisa.

   >> Hi. 

   >> Are there any other people on the phone that didn't introduce themselves?  I'm sorry.

   >> Yes.  This is Bill Addison from MRS.

   >> Okay.  Hello and welcome, all.  Did everyone have a chance to look over the agenda?

   >> Yes. 

   >> I know there are some changes that want to be made.  Steve?  Would you like to add the ‑‑

   >> We do have committee membership as Item number 2, so I think we should be all set.

   >> Okay.  All right.  Good.  All right.  So, is there a motion to approve the agenda as it is? 

   >> This is Mark.  I motion to approve the agenda as sent. 

   >> Is there a second?

   >> Second. 

   >> Any discussion? 

   >> Who was it that seconded?

   >> I believe it was Will.

   >> Yes. 

   >> Thank you. 

   >> Tracy?  Would you call the roll?
   >> Aaron Andres.

   >> Yes.

   >> Glen Ashlock.  Gabriela Burman.  Alex Darr.  Yvonne Fleener. 

   >> Tracy, can you hear me?

   >> I can now.

   >> Okay.  I have a new phone, so still figuring it out.  Um, yes.

   >> Will Harrison. 

   >> Yes.

   >> Teresa Metzmaker.

   >> Yes.

   >> Mark Pierce.

   >> Yes.

   >> Mairead Warner.  Motion carries. 

   >> Okay.  At this time, I'm going to open the floor for public comment.  If any members of the public should be called on by the chair, you'll be given five minutes as an individual and five minutes as a group.  During this time, you should ‑‑ members of the public are asked to refrain from engaging in dialogue other than the agenda with the council members, and now I'm going to open the floor if anyone would like to give public comment.

Okay.  I'm going to close the public comment.  All right?  Moving on to approving the FY2020 SPIL amendment.  Recommending that the chair sign this bill amendment is the recommended action on behalf of the SILC.  Would anyone like to make their motion or discuss or anything of the sort? 

   >> This is Yvonne.  I move that we approve the 2020 substantial amendment and authorize the SILC chair to sign the amendment.

   >> Thank you.

   >> This ‑‑ oh ‑‑

   >> Is there a second?  Go ahead, Mark.  I'm sorry.

   >> This is Mark.  I will second that. 

   >> Okay.  Is there any discussion?

Tracy, could you call the roll.

   >> Aaron Andres.

   >> Yes.

   >> Glen Ashlock.  Gabriela Burman.  Alex Darr.  Yvonne Fleener.

   >> Yes.

   >> Will Harrison. 

   >> Yes.

   >> Teresa Metzmaker.

   >> Yes.

   >> Mark Pierce.

   >> Yes.

   >> Mairead Warner.  

Motion carried.

   >> Thank you.  Commission ‑‑ our committee membership is number 2.  As most of you know, Steve and I had a discussion with ACL on the 26th of November, and it was just them checking up and addressing some concerns the public raised and I don't know, Steve, if you want to chime in, but we were basically instructed to ‑‑ or it was suggested that we remove all non‑governor‑appointed individuals from our committees, and just ‑‑ and just take it on ‑‑ take on the duties with the council, at least until we can get the bylaws corrected.  So, I would like to, I guess, make the motion that we remove Joe Harcz and ‑‑ oh, I can't think of his name.

   >> Luke Zelley.

   >> Luke Zelley ‑‑ thank you, Steve ‑‑ from the SPIL monitoring committee.  Is there a second or any discussion on that?

   >> This is Mark, Aaron.  I was looking at ‑‑ is that the e‑mail you sent out on Monday from you and Steve?

   >> Yes. 

   >> The recommendations from ACL?

   >> Steve sent out a letter on my behalf explaining what we discussed in the meeting on the 26th, because I was out of power.  If that's what you're referring to, yes.  That is the letter I'm referring to.

   >> Oh, the conversation itself.  Okay. 

   >> Yes.

   >> This is Yvonne.  I'll second it just so we can continue discussion.

   >> Okay.

   >> Yeah.  This is Steve.

   >> Oh, sorry.

   >> Oh, go ahead, Lisa.

   >> I just had a quick question.  This is from Lisa from the BSBPP.  When you refer to removing all governor‑elected individuals, would that include the DSUs as well or DSEs, in your case.  Sorry.

   >> It would be non‑governor appointed folks that are on the committees at this point until we can get our bylaws revised.  It was a very productive call with ACL.  We were on the call about an hour with Karina Styles, who is the new director of ACL, Regina, who is our program director for SILC, and David Wixom.  Based on a conversation the three had at the April Conference, they requested a call to discuss lingering issues regarding what is essentially the repair of SILC's relationship with the network.  There have been lingering issues that have caused the CILs to not engage in the writing process, and that is a big issue, being that in the federal regulations, they are our primary partner in this process.  Aaron and I agreed we would do ‑‑ the council should do what it needs to repair those relationships and make sure they're our primary partner.

Some of the first steps would be going back to basics and having our council and our committees populated with folks that are governor appointed.  This doesn't involve the ex officios, because we're working on that issue still as we go through to get our executive order revised with the governor's office.  The ex officios will be appointed.  They are called out in the current executive order, so it's not to exclude that.  It's truly people that haven't been ‑‑ that technically aren't part of the council right now.

So, while we are revising our bylaws, that was their advice to us was to take that action as soon as possible.

   >> Okay.  No.  That makes sense.  I just wanted to clarify.  I'm not advocating for anything.  I just wanted to know.

   >> Certainly.  Certainly.

   >> Yeah.  So, this is Mark, Steve.  What is our timeline on getting them bylaws corrected or revised?

   >> We are going to get an executive committee meeting together here in the next week to two weeks.  I sent out a copy of the bylaws from two other SILCs that have a nonprofit corporation arrangement in their design that we can ‑‑ that the ‑‑ the executive committee should have started reviewing already sew so we can start modifying our bylaws.  We can also get ‑‑ we're going to get an assist from Paula at ILRU on top of it.  Once we are able to get our first meeting together and then start editing our current bylaws based on some model bylaws that have been sent out.  I would like to have the bylaws done no later than January.  That would be my goal.

   >> This is Mark again.  So that would be in time for our SPIL meeting to get them voted on.  I mean our SILC meeting.

   >> Yes.

   >> Okay.

   >> We have a SILC meeting, I believe end of February in order to receive and accept the financial audit and then authorize the auditor to submit our 990 to the IRS.

   >> And I'm sorry.  One more question, Steve.  How does this affect us moving forward with our SPIL as solved?  Does it affect it in any way?

   >> It does not.

   >> Okay.

   >> This is Theresa.  I went to talk, and I hung up on accident, so I'm sorry.

(Laughter).

   >> I'm back on the phone.  I think it's really sad that the complaint was even made all the way to ACL and you all had to have a meeting about repairing relationships with them.  Luke talked about how Michigan's always been at the forefront of including people with disabilities.  And so, while he had not heard of people with disabilities being on our committees in that way, he thought it was great.

Then I know Mark is on this meeting.  I just ‑‑ I don't know how many CILs have said our relationship with them is broken or if there is just one specific person that is leading that charge.  So, I think it's just ridiculous that we're talking about removing someone that our bylaws say can be on a committee.  We voted another CIL director onto the committee.  I think it's a really sad conversation, and I don't agree with removing people.

   >> Yeah.  This is Steve.  ACL was very clear to us in their advice.  I mean, I didn't take it this way, but essentially the one‑hour conversation we had with them was a scolding that we received.

   >> Uh‑huh.

   >> And that was their very strong advice to us at this point until the bylaws can be revised.

   >> I guess I just question why there was a scolding.  What was the message being said to them that they decided they had to call you two and have this conversation?  Where did that message come from?  Did they specifically tell you where the message came from?  And who gave that message?

   >> This is Aaron ‑‑

   >> This is Steve again.  They were met by a number of CIL leaders at the April Conference.  I don't know how many were in the delegation, but it was more than one.  I would imagine ‑‑ I don't know the number.  We didn't get names.  But it was a lot more than just one.  It was presented as a unified front for the network.

   >> Well, I feel like that united front should say their names and say what their issue is specifically.

   >> Well, the ‑‑ I think that the ‑‑ this is Steve again.  The issues were laid out to us in the letter that came from the CILs three or four weeks ago from the directors under Sara Grivetti's signature laying out their concerns with the SPIL writing team development process.

   >> Well, they had several concerns, and a lot of them, I did not think had much merit, and we didn't respond to that letter.

   >> Correct.

   >> We never responded, correct?

   >> We did not.  And that will be another meeting that will be set up here in the very near future as a meeting between SILC leadership and the CIL leadership issues that were posed in that letter.

   >> Well, I'm very sorry that the ACL had to call and have that conversation, but I ‑‑ we were also ‑‑ like for me personally, I was appointed by the governor to make sure people with disabilities voices were heard.  I don't ‑‑ I'm not okay with saying I'm just going to ignore certain people, or I'll ignore people with disabilities or take them off of committees even though the bylaws say they can be on committees like that.  It just doesn't sit right with me.  I'm just ‑‑

   >> The ‑‑

   >> This is Steve again.  The one thing ACL did point out is we are consumer‑controlled council with a majority of people with disabilities who are not state or CIL employees and that we do offer opportunities at all our meetings ‑‑ business meetings, committee meetings, and during public hearings for direct consumer input into everything SILC does.

They did make it very clear to us that if they thought SILC was doing anything wrong in terms of operations or regulations that we'd hear from them directly.  They also offered their support with the appointments process that has been stalled to get on a phone call with myself and the governor's office and the appointments office and the Attorney General's office to offer their insights into the federal regulations and compliance for SILC and the importance of needing to make sure we stay in compliance in terms of our composition and our regulatory duties.

   >> This is Mark.  So, you did speak with the Attorney General's office already?

   >> Not yet.

   >> Okay.  That's on the forefront in the next few weeks?

   >> That is going to happen this week.

   >> Okay. 

   >> I'm looking for the contact over there. 

   >> If I'm understanding ‑‑ this is Mark again.  If I'm understanding correctly, because of the way our bylaws are set up, nothing can move forward as to membership on these committees until bylaws are revised, and that won't be until January, correct?  Not January ‑‑

   >> ACL advised us to have governor‑appointed people populating our committees as soon as possible regardless of what our current bylaws say now and implored us to expedite the bylaw revision process simultaneously.

   >> Okay.

   >> Which also means that the next time we were going to talk about is the ‑‑ we were going to put the consumer applications on hold, too, until we could review our bylaws as ACL suggested that we do.  Going to be discussion, but ‑‑

   >> Even the applications, we have that.  That's on hold, too.

   >> Well, no.  If it's going to be ‑‑ I was going to discuss that after we get done with this particular motion.  But yes.  It would make sense that they would want us to change our bylaws before adding anyone back up to any committee other than our partners and council members themselves. 

   >> This is Yvonne.  I ‑‑ this is a struggle for me, because I completely understand where Teresa's coming from, and I don't ‑‑ I agree with her that if the SPIL as a group is raising concerns that we should talk to them directly and ‑‑ or maybe should have had a meeting.  They could have invited Aaron Steve to the meeting they were having so they could have got both perspectives.  That would have been nice.

At the same time, I have found that some of the things that are really important for us to work through have been really challenging to work through, and some of that has to do with people who aren't appointed to the council.  So, I guess I hope that when we have our bylaws discussion, we can talk about that and about what it could look like.  But for now, I think we do what our federal funders want us to do, at least in the interim.  But I definitely understand Teresa's frustration Don't want to be put in a situation where, as a council, if the SPILs don't like what we're doing, they talk to the feds and the feds call us.  So, I get that.

It seems to be to me what we do now is my opinion.

   >> Steve, this is Will.  I have a question.  You know, a lot of us were appointed after this ‑‑ my concern, my question, and I agree with both Teresa and Yvonne.  If the CIL has issue with what's going on, why do they not come to meetings?  It seems like that would be a great way to have ideas thrown out, because coming into this after this conversation's already been started, and a lot of this was, I guess I'm just a little confused as to how do we move forward with doing what we need to do as a government board, but also, you know, like Teresa said, it could be those with disabilities ‑‑ I see the point on wanting to move forward.  I guess I'm a little confused as to if the CILs have a lot of issues with what's going on, why is it that they aren't in regular attendance at the meetings or conversations we're having today?

   >> Will, this is Steve.  I think their absence kind of speaks to the current status of the relationship, and it's going to take action on our part to begin repairing that and these are the first steps toward that in addition to getting that CIL SILC leadership meeting schedules as soon as possible to talk through some of these things and really reinforcing that the CILs are our primary partner in this process and in the development of the SPIL.  It's essentially the objects that the CILs are going to achieve in addition to what our statewide partners are going to be doing.  So, I take their concerns very, very seriously, and I hope the council would, too.  Without them, we cannot perform our regulatory functions.

   >> And this is Yvonne again.  This is just me speaking.  I don't know if this is true or not, but I wonder ‑‑ I know when I first joined the SILC, somebody was going to come present and there was a flurry of e‑mails saying that that was a, I think, by a couple of the people who attend our meetings regularly, saying that that ‑‑ basically making a bunch of allegations against that CIL director, then that CIL director didn't want to come.  Perhaps they don't want to be here because they get attacked when they do attend, so they just don't.  I think that's a possibility and maybe why we're at where we're at right now.

   >> This is Lisa.  I guess my comment was along the leadership of yours Yvonne, in that we did receive a letter from them.  Whether or not we agreed with the content of that letter, because I ‑‑ I'm not really judging that.  We could have a conversation about it if we wanted to.  But we acknowledge it.  Sounds like we did not respond to that.  So, I guess, you know, I think even if we didn't agree with it that that's fine and we absolutely can say that but if they reached out and they didn't respond, it sounds like that escalated it to another level.

   >> They also were supposed to have a meeting with myself and Steve and that never got established or set up either, and it was kind of just, like, here, here blowing in the wind trying to figure out how to create a statewide plan.

   >> Right.  It sounds like it was a perfect storm.

   >> I guess I'm ready to vote unless there's ‑‑ is there more discussion?

   >> This is Theresa.  The CILs are our main partner.  They're also supposed to have a mission with people with disabilities with voices at the forefront of everything they do.  Our next thing of vote is who we can have a person with a disability on our CIL writing team.  It's ridiculous CIL wouldn't want people at the table with disability.  I don't think the applicants for the CIL writing team are even people they're concerned about.  So, I just ‑‑ I don't know.  I think this is an extremely sad conversation.  I'm sorry the CILs did it.  On the letter written to us with concerns, from Sarah, who is not a director of CIL.  So, I guess I keep saying I just ‑‑ I can't believe we're talking about whether we want people with disabilities as part of our committees or not and the CILs don't want them to be.

   >> Essentially, they are part of the committees through public comment.  So, in fact, we do have them.  They're just not voting members on the actual committees, and one ‑‑

   >> When we advocate ‑‑ sorry.  I didn't mean to interrupt you.

   >> One of the ways to improve our relationship with our number 1 partner is to do this action and repair some of the unintended damage that happened with our number 1 partner.

   >> So if we were to work with an organization that said they were putting together a plan for people with disabilities and they said that they got their input through public comment and some forum and said they didn't need those people on their writing team or on their planning team because they got their input from public comment, we'd be all upset.  I know I as a disabilities rights organization, no, that's not actual inclusion of people with disabilities in your plan.  To say you got public comments is not full inclusion.  I question that, too.  I don't think that that's full inclusion.  I don't think that that is nothing about us without us mantra of the disability community.  I mean I know we're ready to vote.  So that's fine.

   >> And this is Steve.  Just to clarify.  What we're talking about is having ‑‑ we're talking about having our committees populated by governor‑appointed folks.  It's not about specific people.  It's really about having non‑governor appointed people on official bodies of the SILC.

   >> If I may ‑‑ I may be wrong, but I think everyone on the writing team except for myself identifies as a person with a disability.  So just because you work for a CIL or you are appointed by the governor doesn't mean you're not representative of that population.  Do you agree, Teresa or no?

   >> I don't identify as a consumer of CIL services, no.

   >> Well, yeah, but that's a different ‑‑ yeah.  I guess that's what that voice was going to be on the application, right?  CIL?

   >> Yep.

   >> Person that receives ‑‑ is there an interest?

   >> Yes. 

   >> I think by the nature of this ‑‑ the makeup of this committee, of this council.  Not committee.  You know, there are disability voices heard and that represent.  It's why we were appointed, and that's what we bring to the table as council members. 

Is there any further discussion?  Do I need to make the motion or pronounce what the motion on the floor is?  Does everybody understand?

   >> I'd like to hear the official motion, please. 

   >> The official motion is to remove all non‑governor‑appointed persons, not including our MRS or BSBP or any of those people but just members of the public from our committees.

   >> Which committee?

   >> Saying, that right? 

   >> Yeah.  Glen, is that you?

   >> Yes.  Sorry.

   >> This is Steve.  The motion is to remove non‑governor‑appointed persons from SILC committees based on the advisement of ACL and the phone call Aaron and I had with them on November 26th until we can get our bylaws revised.

   >> Thank you. 

   >> You're welcome. 

   >> Tracy.  Could you call the roll? 

   >> Aaron Andres.

   >> Yes.

   >> Glen Ashlock.

   >> Yes.

   >> Gabriela Burman.  Alex Darr.  Yvonne Fleener.

   >> Yes.

   >> Will Harrison. 

   >> Yes.

   >> Teresa Metzmaker.

   >> No. 

   >> Mark Pierce.  Mark, are you there?  He's still on the line.  Mark, can you answer?

   >> I'm (inaudible) but can you hear me?

   >> Try that again.

   >> Can you hear me?

   >> Now I can.

   >> Oh, I been trying to speak for, like, 15 minutes.

   >> Oh.

   >> And nobody ‑‑ I could never get through.  I had a lot of comments to make. 

   >> Oh.

   >> Since I am a CIL director.  I'm here at the vote.  I don't know what happened, but I was trying to get in.  I could never get through.

   >> Can we suspend the vote and hear Mark's comments?  Is there a way to do that officially?

   >> This is Steve.  I think so.  Technological difficulties, I don't see why you can't.

   >> Okay.

   >> Do we need a motion or ‑‑ to suspend the vote?

   >> I'm okay with moving my vote.  I just want to speak on behalf of directors and history that's transpired.  The thing is, is that the voices for CIL ‑‑ I don't want any of you to think a CIL does not listen to the voice of people with disabilities and with people who have significant disabilities.  And I also believe that this ‑‑ there was a lot of things that were muddled over a lot of time before we got to this point where we're saying a non‑council point of government council member can be on a committee.  So, I wanted to say that, because that was not the intent of any of this.  I think there was a couple voices that were way louder than others, and it came off as though ‑‑ as just one person saying that, but in no way is any of my comrades at CIL that coming from ACL telling us what to do as far as how it attributes to consumers.  There's something we would probably be on board with.  It's just considering the situation we've been dealing with here concerning our committees and SILC that brought it to this point.  

I would say, yes, I vote to move government ‑‑ if you're not a government‑appointed member of the council from the committee until bylaws are rectified to handle that.  I think we need to make sure we get the bylaws done real quick.  It should be done in the spirit in which we've been trying to create a voice for everyone on our council.  That's all I have to say. 

   >> Okay.  Motion carried. 

   >> Thank you.

   >> How will ‑‑ this is Yvonne.  How will people be notified?  Because we have a meeting tomorrow.

   >> Yvonne, this is Steve.  I can go ahead and send an e‑mail out to both Jill and Luke to let them know.

   >> Okay.  All right.

   >> Go ahead, Mark.

   >> This is Mark.  So, moving forward, on our writing team, do we have a plan for that?

   >> Mark, this is Steve.  We do have a SPIL committee meeting tomorrow where we're going to lay out the dates for the writing team and then we'll be doing the monitoring tomorrow also.  Currently, the writing team is made up of yourself, Alex Gossage, Luke Zelley, Aaron Mairead, and Yvonne.  And based on the action today, during tomorrow's committee meeting, we will probably ‑‑ there will probably be a motion on the floor to suspend further action on the consumer applications for membership on the writing team. 

   >> Okay.  I know ‑‑ Steve, do you want to talk about ‑‑

   >> Yeah.  There was ‑‑ going back to our guidebook for SILC chairpersons, when it talks about, on page 75, the identifying the team that will develop the SPIL, it states the SILC chair and CIL directors in the state are required.  That is in the federal regulations.  Prior to my coming on to the council in my current role, there had been a team established and Diane Fleser, the executive director of the Muskegon CIL had expressed a strong desire to be part of the writing team.  When the council voted on the writing team, I believe, back in September, Diane was excluded from that.  I've received communications since then regarding Diane's desire to still be on the writing team.  Diane brings a great depth of knowledge in terms of research outcomes and measurements.  Her master's degree surrounded it.  She's a CIL director, and she has still expressed a strong desire to be on the writing team, so I offer that to the council for your consideration today.

   >> Well, this is Mark.  I do know originally, she was on the writing team until we came up with another way of doing it.  So, you want to go back to the actual setup.  Does that require for us to bring her back on?  Is that what you're saying?

   >> Yeah.  It would be N. if that was the desire that council, it would be a motion today to add Diane to the current writing team that's currently made up of six members.  Three CIL directors and two CIL council people.  Diane would be a seventh addition to the writing team.

   >> This is Teresa.  That isn't something that should be discussed during the SPIL meeting?  To talk about the makeup of that committee, whether consumers are on it or not.

   >> The SPIL committee makes recommendations and not decisions. 

   >> It ‑‑ the SPIL writing teams actually approved during a general council meeting by the full council.  That is what this body is today.

   >> Yes, we're the full council, but the CIL monitoring committee hasn't made a regs.  They haven't even talked about what the makeup of that will be considering what ACL says don't they need to meet tomorrow and have that conversation to make a recommendation to the full council?  It seems it's jumping forward over a whole conversation the SPIL monitoring committee may have to just have the council approve or not approve this person.  Where the other people were approved during that committee.  Were recommended during that committee.

   >> Right.

   >> And this is Steve again.  Going back to the conversation we had with ACL.  I understand how our bylaws are currently written and then I read the regulations to the council that SPIL directors are required in the regulations.  So, because we are taking action to remove non‑governor‑appointed people from our committees currently which is not consistent with our current bylaws which we'll be revising, this is another one of those things that was strongly recommended or advised by ACL for us to get our house in order.

   >> It was highly recommended we put this person on the committee or ‑‑ because we already had writing directors on the SPIL committee.

   >> I wanted to bring this to the council because the request was still there.  This is the only lingering request from the SPIL director to be a member of the SPIL writing team.

   >> Right.  I'm saying that should be talked about during the SPIL monitoring committee and the recommendation should then go to the full board.

   >> I think that's how we've done it thus far, Steve.  This is Yvonne.  And I don't ‑‑ my only concern is how will the full council will we have to have a special meeting, then, to ‑‑ if we ‑‑ once our SPIL committee meets tomorrow and decides based on the new information what we'll do and what our recommendations are, would we be able to have the council meet again to add additional members?  We would have to have another council meeting.

   >> Right.

   >> Again, we are in the 11th hour of writing this bill so time is of the essence.

   >> Right.

   >> So, I offer it.

   >> This is Mark.  We've already taken Luke off the writing team because, I guess, I'm trying to follow here.  I know that Diane ‑‑

   >> Mark, this is Steve.  We got to be clear.

The SPIL committee is a standing committee of the council.  The writing team is an ad hoc team to write the SPIL, so Luke remains on the writing team.  But he's no longer on the SPIL committee.  He was voted onto the SPIL committee at the last council meeting in November along with Teresa.

   >> I just wanted ‑‑ thank you.  Because I was wondering with that.

   >> You're welcome. 

   >> I think it's more work, but I think Teresa's right.  To do it the way we've been doing it, our subcommittee or committee should meet tomorrow, and we should call another teleconference.  There may be additional recommendations that come out tomorrow in addition to this and so why not just do it all together?

   >> Can everybody ‑‑ this is Aaron Andres.  Can everybody meet for another meeting?  And when can we get that established because we need to get it established as soon as possible.

   >> Could we do it Friday, like I don't know, first thing in the morning or ‑‑

   >> This is Steve.  Yes, yes, we could.  Whatever would work for the majority of the council members.  We can have Tracy set it up and get the notice put out.

   >> Okay.

   >> By Friday.

   >> This is Lisa.  I had just a quick question for clarification.  Just wondering.  Is it possible to reorganize the motion to indicate that the SPIL committee will consider the recommendation of a CIL director and the council will support that?  Then you could ‑‑ basically, you would be agreeing to support the choice of the SPIL committee with the CIL director?

   >> These ‑‑ I like the way.

   >> Understanding the committee may decide not to do that, right?

   >> That is correct.  They may choose a different director, but Diane would get a response one way or the other.

   >> Yeah.

   >> And I don't know Diane, so I have no ‑‑ I have no horse in this ‑‑ I'm not advocating one way.  I'm advocating for more ‑‑ a better way to help move this forward.

   >> Yeah.  I think it makes more sense.  It's a little strange to put the cart before the horse but I understand time‑wise why we want to do that.

   >> It is strange.

(Laughter).

   >> Getting the quorum two days in a week is a tough call.

   >> Right.  As ‑‑ since I chair the SPIL committee, I'll make this motion.  Help me if I get the wording wrong but I move that as a council we support the addition of Diane Fleser, is that right?  To the SPIL writing team if approved by the SPIL committee.

   >> Does that get it done?

   >> What you said.

   >> So, the motion is to, as a council, approve the addition of Diane Fessler to the SPIL writing team if ‑‑

   >> Fleser.  If approved by the SPIL committee or recommended by the SPIL committee I don't know.

   >> Lisa:  That sounds right.  Then you have to acknowledge that if your SPIL committee decide that's she is not the correct person for whatever that reason is then you may have to come back to the table.

   >> Okay.

   >> Aaron:  Is there support?

   >> No support.  Okay. 

   >> This is Mark.  I would support the motion the way you have it because I would support that.

   >> Aaron:  Okay.  Any more discussion?  Tracy, could you call the roll.

   >> Aaron Andres.

   >> Yes.

   >> Glen Ashlock, yes.  Gabriela Burman.  Alex Darr.  Yvonne Fleener.

   >> Yes.

   >> Will Harrison.

   >> Yes.

   >> Teresa Metzmaker.

   >> No.

   >> Mark Pierce.

   >> Yes. 

   >> Mairead Warner.  Motion carries. 

   >> Aaron:  All right.  Thank you.  And that takes care of number 2.  So, we can move to another public comment.  

At this time, I'm going to open back up the floor to public comment saying the same statement applies to people five minutes as an individual, five minutes as a group, please refrain from engaging in unnecessary dialog.  Is there anyone that wishes to give public comment?  Hearing none I will close the public comment and are there any other announcements that anyone would like to have?  Hearing none, I will adjourn this meeting.  Thank you.

   >> Thank you.

   >> Steve:  Thanks everyone, good-bye.  

[ Meeting concludes 12:57 p.m.]
* * *
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