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Charter Review Committee 

Minutes 
February 17, 2017 

City Hall, 90 West Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 

(audio tape and closed caption record available in the City Clerk’s office) 
 
Committee Members in Attendance:  
Stefanie L. Coe, Chair 
Jennette B. Bradley 
John C. Rosenberger 
Lourdes Barroso de Padilla   
Keary McCarthy 
 
Frederick Mills, Pastor Lawes and Frieda Gilyard were absent 
 
Welcome and Opening Remarks 

Committee Chair Stefanie Coe opened the meeting at 2:09 p.m. and thanked everyone for attending 
and stated that a quorum was present.   
 
Approval of the Minutes  
 
Chair Coe asked for a motion to approve the Minutes of the February 9, 2017 meeting, as submitted.   
 
Mr. Rosenberger pointed out several instances where the word “appointment became apportionment” 
and indicated he had submitted those notes to the committee secretary.  Mr. Rosenberger moved to 
approve minutes with those corrections, McCarthy seconded.  All in favor, no one opposed. Motion 
carried and Minutes were approved.  
 
Chair Coe moved to reconsider the motion to approve the minutes, McCarthy seconded.  All voted in 
favor, no one opposed.  Motion carried.   
 
Chair Coe added that on page 2, 2nd paragraph from the bottom of the draft minutes there is a 
reference that she moved “to support the draft language of items one and two with the amendment 
language. Mr. Rosenberger seconded. All in favor, no one opposed” and the vote was actually 5-1 
with Mr. Mills voting no on two separate motions related to that section of the language.  
  
Coe moved to amend the minutes to reflect those votes and approve with those corrections.  
Rosenberger seconded.  All in favor, no one opposed. Motion carried and Minutes were approved 
with corrections.  
 
*Secretary’s note:  It was later discovered that “apportionment” was used correctly within the draft 
minutes and committee members approved the final minutes via email with only the correction to the 
two votes mentioned above* 
 
Summary of Public Comments received to date 
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Mr. Johnson (Director of Legislative Affairs, City Council) reported that one public comment was 
received since the last meeting and it will be shared with members electronically. (and posted to the 
website)  

Committee Discussion 
 
Chair Coe stated that since this is the final meeting, additional public comments will not be accepted 
(February 14th was the final date to accept public comments to be included in the report).  She 
directed conversation to the discussion of the draft language and commented that it is not the 
intention to go back through a number of recommendations that were already approved unless there 
is a motion to reconsider specific recommendations.  Today the conversation will be about the 
language surrounding the recommendations.   
 
Ms. Bradley indicated that she wanted the document to reflect that the recommendations will provide 
transparency, accountability, and responsiveness to address the needs of our growing city.  
 
Ms. Barroso de Padilla commented that the multiple references to previous proposals that have 
repeatedly failed were unnecessary.  
 
Chair Coe added that she struggled with the use of the word "most" in the sentence talking about 
advocating for a hybrid council structure and also the term “hybrid” and that it should be explained 
clearly for anyone that won’t know what hybrid means.  
 
Mr. Clark (Chief Policy Advisor, Mayor Ginther’s office) stated that the prior attempts to amend the 
charter, whether citizen-initiated or council study with one exception, all have the attributes where 
some members were elected at-large and others were elected by districts. That was the intent of 
using the word "most."  And if it gets at what is being discussed, define hybrid system as some at 
large and some by districts. 
 
Mr. McCarthy added that he didn’t have any specific comments to the text but wanted to take a 
moment to share that he thinks this recommendation is valuable because one of the things that stood 
out throughout the hearings was the idea that there was uncertainty from residents about which 
council member to contact when an issue arose.  He likes this proposal because this approach 
creates regional representation that folks were discussing, but you don't create regional friction and 
turf wars, which is one of the concerns that he shared often occurs with moving to a traditional district 
format. He felt this is a unique and creative approach that provides greater clarity about who residents 
can speak to when issues arise, creates opportunity for better lines of communication between city 
hall and the various parts of the city that addressed the committee.  He also stated that he thinks it 
does so in a way that doesn't create tension between council members who are elected solely by a 
particular district, which is one byproduct of some district forms of governance.  He feels it goes a 
long way to listening and hearing the concerns that were heard throughout this process and still 
maintains the integrity of the city-wide at-large voting process.   
 
Mr. Rosenberger questioned the use of “tremendous compromise” in the opening paragraph and his 
second concern was that it will be perceived that the committee recommends a change from the 
current system to a new system.  He would prefer it indicate that the committee believes we have an 
alternative that warrants serious consideration by people who think it is great the way it is and by 
people who think we need change. He reiterated that the committee is not recommending a change 
from the present to this alternative.  
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Chair Coe stated that she generally agreed to strike the sentence about tremendous compromise and 
edit it to add reference to transparency, accountability and responsiveness to address the needs of 
our growing city.  Discussion followed regarding the use of the word "most" following Mr. Clark’s 
explanation.   
 
Mr. Rosenberger re-stated that he did not want to see an article that says the committee 
recommended a change from the current structure to an alternative structure and that rather, the 
committee has offered up something that warrants consideration. Chair Coe didn’t disagree but also 
didn’t want to modify the recommendation of a district system where the parties are elected by all 
citizens with extensive community input on what that looks like and how and when that becomes the 
process. 
 
Mr. Rosenberger pointed out that later on it says recommend Columbus city voters explore an 
amendment to follow structural changes as an alternative. Discussion followed regarding comfort 
level with how “recommend” is used.  He suggested that the opening paragraph state that in fact we 
believe the recommendations warrant serious consideration which stops short of urging a change.  
 
Chair Coe read aloud “The committee hopes that both those who favor the current structure and favor 
changes will seriously consider these recommendations.”  She moved to support the language under 
the newly revised heading "introduction" as edited, and that will flow down through the first three 
paragraphs before the already-approved recommendation which now has the heading 
"recommendation."  McCarthy seconded.  All voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried.   
 
Chair Coe directed members to council vacancies and appointments, section 5 and recommended 
that a "recommendations" section be added as was just done.  
 
Mr. McCarthy reiterated that the changes being recommended for serious consideration do have to 
address what is a perception, but not withstanding changes to the political process which are outside 
the scope of the city.   The reason he said he was comfortable with this change is because it is in 
addition to the changes being recommended before and after it, which is a comprehensive approach 
to ensuring that there is better representation and better process for filling the appointments.  He had 
no changes, was satisfied with the way the language is and said and he appreciated the opportunity 
to chime in.  
 
Mr. Rosenberger said he was largely satisfied with the content as he felt it is the right thing to do, but 
expressed concern in the second paragraph where it refers to “given the work of council, and there 
could be multiple vacancies.”  He recommended that the language instead say "given the potential 
that the vacancy could continue for as much as over two years and that potentially there could be 
multiple vacancies."  
 
Ms. Bradley asked staff about special elections and elimination primaries and Mr. Clark responded.  
Council typically has twice the number of seats that are up for that particular election, which means 
instead of an elimination primary it is nomination by petition, essentially.  He stated he couldn’t think 
of a situation where a special election triggered a primary in the City of Columbus.  
 
Chair Coe read aloud “leaving the seat unfilled did not appear to be a viable option given that 
potentially the vacancy could continue for as much as two years and that multiple vacancies may 
occur at the same time.”   She moved to support the modified language as read relative to council 
vacancies and appointments. She also referred to three paragraphs that end before 
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"recommendations," which now have added that word as a heading.  Rosenberger seconded. All 
voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried.  
 
Chair Coe directed members to Council employment status. Hearing no comments, she  
moved that the committee accept council employment status section 6, introductory paragraph and 
add the word "recommendation" above the specific recommendations, to be consistent.  McCarthy 
seconded.  All voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried.  
 
Chair Coe directed members to the last section regarding supporting area commissions. She 
suggested the word "recommendation" be added prior to the recommendation.  
 
Ms. Bradley added that as a follow up to comments from the last meeting, she would like to propose 
language that “the committee recognizes the special role civic associations play in the City of 
Columbus and encourages council to continue outreach and community engagement with these 
organizations.”   
 
Mr. McCarthy added that he thinks this is an important recommendation and he is excited to see how 
this develops once the commission is formed and what recommendations come out of the area 
commission discussion.  Creating these area districts that are still at-large and creating better, more 
consistent, more supported council area commissions where you have broader coverage and 
consistent support will go a long way to strengthen the voice of citizens in all parts of the city.  He 
stated he was anxious to see what Council does with this as it is an area that needs strengthening 
and he hopes that the city will also put some resources behind the area commissions.  
 
Chair Coe read aloud the final sentence "the committee recognizes the special role civic associations 
play in the City of Columbus and encourages council to continue outreach and community 
engagement with these organizations."  Also, added the word “recommendations” before the specific 
recommendations.  Chair Coe moved support of these amendments, Barroso de Padilla seconded.  
All voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried.  
 
Chair Coe directed members back to the history and background on the charter review committee 
and the history of the charter amendments relative to structure.  Ms. Barroso de Padilla questioned 
the outlines and responsibilities.   
 
Mr. Rosenberger questioned several different places within the language and felt that the report of the 
committee should read as though it is judicious.  He felt the references to issues that failed to qualify 
for the ballot should all be struck as those were procedural matters, not decisions on the merits.   
Chair Coe stated that references to the issue failing to qualify for the ballot is a fact. She understood 
that procedurally they may not have qualified, but it is still a process in which there was an attempt to 
do so.  She understood it could be viewed as a negative to say they failed to qualify, but she felt it 
shows that a group of citizens did think this was an issue that needed to be considered each of those 
times.  She felt like since the committee is recommending consideration of change we need to see 
the whole history of the sort of attempts made to talk about this issue that go back a number of years.  
Discussion followed about keeping facts listed as facts and that the Clerk’s records are the official city 
records and the committee doesn’t want to conflict with any of that.   
 
Mr. McCarthy asked about keeping the second to last sentence but striking the second sentence.  
Chair Coe agreed that the language re: the amendment was rejected by electors of Columbus on 
August 2nd with a specific vote and was comfortable striking "this was the widest margin."  She also 
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stated that she would like to keep the explanation on the third page about the issue failing to qualify 
for the ballot.  
 
Ms. Bradley agreed on the last section going through the history because she recalled with Mr. Curtin 
presented history previously, it was good information that many didn’t know.  She stated she was 
looking at this document that other people will be reading that may think August was the first time this 
was ever presented to the citizens, and this shows a good history. Mr. Rosenberger stated he would 
yield to the majority on this matter.  
 
Chair Coe summarized that we are deleting “has served the citizens of Columbus very well”. We are 
deleting "this was the widest margin of loss for a charter amendment in the city's history” and leaving 
the remainder unchanged. Also, correcting Mr. Mill's title/former employer.  She moved to support the 
language for pages 2 and 3 starting with background on the charter review committee as outlined.  
McCarthy seconded.   All voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried.  
 
Chair Coe asked Mr. Johnson to summarize the documents that will be included with the final report.   
Mr. Johnson replied that there are 167 pages, separated out by meeting. It contains the reports so 
certain things that need to be explained can be done so more in depth under each meeting. All of the 
meeting materials will be contained therein.  Additionally, an appendix of all public comments would 
be included, a 280-page document and he believed 73 total public comments that were received from 
approximately 31 individual commenters.  
 
Mr. Rosenberger asked about the first page, the transmittal letter and stated that the committee had 
reached an understanding at the last meeting that the letter would urge Council to implement the 
things they could by ordinance without waiting on the charter change process. He stated that was an 
important thought and he wanted to refresh everybody's memory that it was to be embedded in the 
transmittal letter.  Chair Coe replied that they would need to add that and she also wanted to add 
something about area commissions.  Mr. Rosenberger added that we could, through council action, 
implement the spirit of things that are suggested. 
 
Chair Coe agreed and asked if each member will receive a copy of the report electronically.  Mr. 
Johnson stated that staff would share this electronically in PDF and it will be posted on the city 
website for review by council members, committee members, and the public. 
 
Ms. Barroso de Padilla asked about when it will be presented to Council.   Chair Coe replied that  
there had been discussion about public meetings once Council received the report, but didn’t think 
any details have been confirmed.  
 
Mr. McCarthy thanked staff for their hard work and to the citizens who attended the meetings, made 
comments, and participated in the process. He indicated that he hoped the committee’s efforts reflect 
those comments. He said he suspects not everybody on Council and not everybody in the community 
will be 100% in love with the outcome but typically when both sides have a level of discomfort that 
means you really did something right. He also thanked the Chair for helping them navigate through 
this process.  
 
 

Adjournment 

Hearing no further questions or concerns, Chair Coe asked for a motion to adjourn.  
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Bradley moved, Rosenberger seconded.  All voted in favor, none opposed.  Motion carried and 
meeting was adjourned.  

 


