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Leamard recalled that the Mayor had an ARC meeting followed by a Regional Transportation
Roundtable ( RTR) meeting, and Sturbaum had a list of conflicts for the night. Leamard said

everyone understood. She continued that a few days went by, and she and Strickland were so

bothered that Haddix and Sturbaum could not attend the September 1 meeting, that Strickland

called her on a Sunday afternoon, suggesting they look for another date. Since Haddix' s

schedule was iron- clad, Leamard sent an e- mail to Sturbaum noting Strickland' s efforts and

concerns that Haddix and Sturbaum could not attend and asking to reschedule the meeting.
Leamard read several portions of the e- mail to Sturbaum, asking him to try to come by the

meeting for at least an hour if possible. Leamard continued that Sturbaum responded there were

just too many things going on that day. His e- mail said " to just roll with the meeting and we can

catch up on Thursday. I will call Todd tomorrow and explain." Learnard said that was the

reassurance she and Strickland had needed, as they both had angst over Haddix and Sturbaum

not attending the meeting. Leamard said that she still called the City Attorney and asked him

what she should do. She said Meeker would not advise her on what to do, but told her someone

had to make a decision, and she decided to meet.

Leamard continued that Haddix might have misunderstood her intention to have him there, and

he had alleged that he tried to reschedule the meeting. Leamard said she did not know anything
about Haddix trying to reschedule the meeting. To the best of her knowledge, she had not

refused anyone' s overtures. She read from Haddix' s e- mail- I have a meeting followed by RTR

issues. Leamard said she understood, but needed clarification. As far as she knew, no one else

tried to reschedule that meeting and she had not gotten in anyone' s way trying to do so. Haddix

said he never said that. Leamard said his online blog had indicated that had happened. Haddix

said the discussion was not appropriate to the dais, but since it had been brought up, he said that

the meeting could have been rescheduled. There was a distinction between saying something
could be rescheduled and someone interfering with a meeting being rescheduled. He had spoken
with Strickland, Mark Hollums, and other DAPC members. There was a lot of sentiment in a lot

of different directions, and it was not appropriate to get into how everyone felt. Haddix said it

was a good issue to leave where it was. Leamard agreed, reading from Haddix' s blog on The

Citizen website on September 3 - Did we try to get the meeting rescheduled? Yes. The other

three Council Members decided to proceed without us after both individually notified them we

could not attend.

Leamard said it had been an emotional time, and she needed to let it go. However, she had

worked very hard to put it together, and the clarification was important. Haddix said he and

Sturbaum both had reason to bailout of the meeting. The other three had a decision to make

whether or not to proceed with the meeting. Leamard said she was the one who made the

decision to proceed. Haddix said they decided to proceed and that was all he had said.

Leamard referred to a letter in The Citizen on September 7 written by Haddix - As for the

demand DAPC come to council project by project for funding, I do not believe that is legal. This

is legally a question that must be answeredfor liability and other reasons. The answer is being
sought from the state. Learnard said she had no issue with that whatsoever. If answers were

being sought from the state, they should get common ground on what department from the state

was answering the question, possibly holding a conference call with the City Attorney and the




