
                                                                                                  
 

CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
 
 A meeting of the Charter Review Commission was held on Wednesday, March 
10, 2010 in the Employees’ Lounge, City Hall, Cranston, Rhode Island. 
 
 The meeting was called to order at 7:00 P.M. by the Chair. 
 
 Present:  Michael Mulcahy, Chair; Frank Mattiucci; Steven Carrera; Alfred 
Notarianni; Simeone Parente; Ronald D’Agostino; Holly Scripsack and Nathan Canaan. 
 
 Absent:  Randall Jackvony, Vice-Chair; John DeGenova and Francis Donahue. 
 
 Also Present:  Councilman Anthony J. Lupino. 
 
 
MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING: 
 
 On motion by Mr. Carrera, seconded by Mr. Mattiucci, it was voted to approve 
the minutes of the last meeting.  Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
 Chair introduced Robert Strom, Director of Finance, to address Mr. Jackvony’s 
proposals regarding Section 7.05 “Investment Commission Board”, referring to Mr. 
Jackvony’s handout of proposed changes dated 1/27/2010. 
 
 Mr. Strom explained the process in place now regarding investments.  He stated 
that the City Treasurer oversees the investments portfolio the City has.  Most of our 
investments are short-term investments.  The Investment Commission meets quarterly 
primarily for the investments of the City’s pension system.  He stated who the members 
of the Commission are.  Day to day operations are decisions made by the Treasurer and 
himself on investments on a very short-term basis with the best rates they can bet from 
local banks.  This money is invested for two to three days.  The board, in his opinion, 
should be excluded from the short-term investments because it makes it very difficult to 
get the members to meet within a day or two’s notice.  He suggested deleting the 
“Investment Commission Board” in the sentence prior to the proposed amendment by 
Mr. Jackvony, instead.   
 
 Mr. Mattiucci asked Mr. Strom if he could site an example where this has been a 
hindrance to the City doing business.  Mr. Strom stated that he believes the City, for 
years, has not been following the Charter regarding this.  This Administration is trying to 
address this issue by a Charter amendment. 
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 Mr. Carrera asked who appoints the three public members.  Mr. Strom stated, 
the Mayor.  Mr. Carrera stated that the Finance Committee Chair serves on this 
Commission.  He asked Mr. Strom if anyone has asked the Finance Committee Chair his 
opinion regarding this amendment.  Mr. Strom stated that he does not know. 
 
 Mr. Notarianni questioned if this Commission could add a flexibility in this 
amendment because eventually the people in the pension system will die off and then 
what would the Investment Commission do.  Mr. Strom stated that maybe the amendment 
could state long-term investments that the board would approve. 
 
 Chair addressed Section 7.05(b), last sentence, and asked Mr. Strom how this 
impacts on this proposed amendment.  Mr. Strom stated that “unencumbered and un-
appropriated funds” would be effected by that statement.  That last sentence should be 
deleted. 
 
 Chair asked how this Committee feels on voting on this proposed amendment.  
Mr. Carrera stated that he would like to wait until Mr. Jackvony is present and he would 
like to speak to the Finance Committee Chair regarding this. 
 
 Mr. Strom addressed the Financial Audit and stated that, by law, the City has six 
months to generate an independent audit and requires 90 days of data to come into the 
City for the City to present a financial statement.  This is consistent with other cities and 
towns.  He stated that the proposed amendment from 180 days to 90 days for the Audit to 
be filed with the City Clerk, is not practical.  It takes at least 90 days to provide the 
working information to the outside auditors and it takes them two to three months to do 
the Audit. 
 
 Chair stated that since there are no objections, Mr. Jackvony’s proposed 
amendment to Section 7.05 will be continued to the next meeting, at the request of Mr. 
Carrera and the ethics proposal from Mr. Jackvony will also be continued. 
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The meeting convened with Mr. Carrera’s recommended changes. 
 
• Section 3.07 -   

Chair addressed State Statute 42-46-6 and stated that the Charter, as it reads, is a 
little more stringent then what the State Statute requires.   

 
Mr. Carrera withdrew his proposed amendment to this Section. 
 
 
Chair suggested increasing the 24-hour notice to 48-hour notice to be consistent 

with State Statute.  
 
On motion by Mr. Carrera, seconded by Mr. Mattiucci, it was voted to amend 

“24-hour notice” to “48-hour notice”.  Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 

• Section 3.23  -   
Mr. Carrera stated that his proposed amendment is number 1-5 should follow  

3.23(3) and number 1 will be (f), 2 will be (g), 3 will be (h), 4 will be (i), and 5 will be (j) 
and (f) would follow (k). 

 
Chair indicated that number 5 in the handout presented by Mr. Carrera would not  

be necessary and the present (f) would be come (j). 
 
On motion by Mr. Notarianni, seconded by Mr. Mattiucci, it was voted to approve  

number 1, which becomes (f).  Motion passed unanimously. 
  

On motion by Mr. Notarianni, seconded by Mr. Mattiucci, it was voted to approve  
number 2, which becomes (g).  Motion passed unanimously. 
 
 Discussion took place on proposed amendment number 3 in the handout and Mr. 
Parente asked what the purpose of this amendment is.  Chair questioned whether the 
phrase “Statewide General Election” is intended to limit voter initiative proposals to once 
every four years.  Mr. Parente questioned why we are trying to restrict people to only 
Statewide general elections.   
 
 Mr. Notarianni stated that he believes Mr. Carrera’s reason is more people show 
up at general Statewide elections, but he agrees with Mr. Parente.  If people want to go 
out and vote, they will go vote in a Statewide election or a special election.  If there is an 
election, it is the voter’s responsibility to show up. 
 
 Chair asked questioned special elections are scheduled.   
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 Albert Benetti, a member of the public, appeared to speak and stated that this 
Commission should really look at the history of this City.  Limits of terms for the Mayor 
were proposed by Democratic Council back in the 1990’s and a lot of people came out to 
vote. 
 
 Chair noted that Section 3.23(c) already specifies that voter initiative proposals 
not adopted by the City Council be placed on the ballot at the next general election. 
 
 Mr. Carrera apologized and stated that since this issue is addressed in Section 
3.23(c), he will withdraw this proposal. 
 
 

Discussion took place on item 4 of Mr. Carrera’s handout regarding design 
standards for identification badges for volunteer circulators. 
 
 Chair asked if there are any design standards from the Secretary of State.  Mr. 
Carrera stated that he does not believe so.  Chair stated that he does not believe we have 
authority to compel the Secretary of State to come up with design standards.  He believes 
that the General Assembly has authority to come up with design standards.  Chair asked 
that this proposal be continued and Mr. Carrera will research whether design standards 
exist. 
 
 Mr. Notarianni stated that he does not feel too strongly about this amendment.  
He would like a vote taken and not waste time on this. 
 
 Chair asked how many members are in favor of this proposed amendment.  The 
following indicated that they were in favor:  Mr. Mulcahy, Mr. D’Agostino, Ms. 
Scripsack, Mr. Carrera and Mr. Mattiucci.  The following indicated they were opposed to 
this amendment:  Mr. Parente, Mr. Notarianni and Mr. Canaan. 
 
 Mr. Notarianni stated that he feels we should not request people to identify what 
their purpose is for obtaining signatures.   
 
 Mr. Canaan stated that he does not feel we should restrict people to be at least 18 
years of age.  He questioned, are we not trying to teach children the process of elections? 
 
 Mr. Carrera will research whether there are design standards and this proposal is 
continued to the next meeting. 
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• Section 5.07  -   

Mr. Canaan asked who would replace the Council President on the Council.  Mr. 
Carrera stated that that position would be vacant for that time period understanding that it 
would be an even amount of members on the Council. 

 
 Chair indicated to the current Charter, which states in line 8, that the Council 

President serve as Mayor. 
 
 Mr. Carrera stated that in the following sentence, it states that the Council 

President will remain President and member of the Council. 
 
 Chair stated that his feeling is to leave this section as it reads now. 
 
 Mr. Mattiucci suggested amending the amendment to “while serving as Mayor, 

the Council President cannot exercise his vote as council member”.   
 
 Mr. Benetti stated that the election laws should be checked first, because you 

would be telling a number of people in a particular Ward that they will not have 
representation in their Ward for a time period. 

 
 Councilman Lupino stated that you need to have a four-year term for Mayor first 

before this amendment is passed. 
 

Chair stated that every Ward has a representative from the Council and the 
Charter addresses that issue.  He recommended leaving this section as is.  The 
Commission members agreed.  Mr. Carrera withdrew this proposed amendment. 

 
  
 Chair stated that he would like to finish all proposals on the table at the next 

meeting.  The Committee needs to have a final report to the Council for them to have it 
placed on the ballot in November. 

 
 Councilman Lupino stressed that we will be limited to what can go on that ballot 

because if there is a lot, they will be shot down.  He strongly suggested the Committee 
consider having a “A” and a “B” list. 

 
 Councilman Lupino suggested that the Committee look at extension or change 

of fiscal year.  Chair stated that this is part of Mr. Carrera’s proposal to be taken up at the 
next meeting.  
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 Chair stated that his goal is to finish the Committee’s work at the next meeting 
and send final report to the City Council. 
 
 Chair asked the Clerk to notice the members of the Committee that the next 
meeting may go longer so the Committee can finish their work. 
 
 
Sections 6.02, 6.03, 6.04, 6.08, 6.09 
 
 Mr. Notarianni asked Councilman Lupino’s opinion from the Council’s point of 
view on these Sections.  Councilman Lupino stated that he has suggested this in the past, 
but he had questioned the cost of changing the fiscal year.  He is in favor of this because 
we don’t know what the State is going to give us so you are budgeting for money that the 
City may not receive.   
 
 Chair questioned Section 6.11 and whether moving the fiscal year back two 
months would mean that tax bills would go out for December 15, in the middle of the 
holiday season.   
 
 Mr. Notarianni suggested having the City Council and Mayor address changing 
the fiscal year and let the Council and Mayor structure it. 
 
 On motion by Mr. Notarianni, seconded by Mr. Mattiucci, it was voted to ask the 
City Council to change the fiscal year as they see appropriate.  Motion passed 
unanimously. 
 
 
• Section 7.02  -   

Mr. Carrera stated that his proposal would follow the first sentence in the 
current Charter.   

 
Mr. Notarianni stated that he feels it this amendment is burdensome. 
 
Mr. Carrera withdrew this proposal. 

 
 
• Section 7.07(e)  -   

Chair asked if anyone could give example where it has been a problem at 15%.  
Mr. Carrera stated that he does not think there has been a problem in the City, but he 
knows it has been a problem at the State level. 

 
Mr. Carrera withdrew this proposal. 
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• Section8.012  -   
Chair stated that what he sees with this proposal is the Mayor’s hands would be 

tied.  He would be prevented from hiring a Solicitor on a part-time basis.  He is not sure 
what the purpose is of this proposal.  He does not think this is a good idea. 

 
On motion by Mr. Notarianni, seconded by Mr. Parente, it was voted to approve 

this proposed amendment.  Motion failed on a vote of 1-8.  The following being recorded 
as voting “aye”:  Mr. Carrera -1.  The following being recorded as voting “nay”:  Mr. 
Mulcahy, Mr. Mattiucci, Mr. Notarianni, Mr. Parente, Mr. D’Agostino, Ms. Scripsack 
and Mr. Canaan -8. 
  
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:10 P.M. 
 
 
 
 
     Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
     Rosalba Zanni 
     Assistant City Clerk/Clerk of Committees  
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