The Public Officials Compensation Commission

October 30, 2008

10:00 A.M. 

Oregon Dept. of Forestry

Members Present:

Scott Dawson – Not present




Jan Dean

Verne Duncan

Barbara Fredericks

John L. Hemann

Doris A. Johnson

Anna Mehrer – Via teleconference
Stephen L. Munkers – Via teleconference
MardiLyn Saathoff – Via teleconference
Richard Scherer

Paul Swadener



Staff Present:


Sue Wilson





Andi Goehring
	POCC806081
	
	

	File Minutes:
	Speaker:
	Comments:
	

	0:00
	Chair Johnson
	Calls meeting to order & reads thank you letter from Senator Peter Courtney.  Asks when we might meet next – July 2010?  Maybe meet once next summer to collect current data & stay abreast of things.
	

	
	Wilson 
	States can meet prior to July 2010 if so choose.
	

	
	Swadner
	Requests schedule of everyone’s term.  Wilson says will send it out.
	

	
	Duncan & Saathoff
	Concur about meeting next summer.
	

	
	Saathoff
	Says could discuss what happened in the Legislative Session for 2009.  Could get updated data from presenters from previous meetings.  Also discuss suggestions on implementation.
	

	
	Duncan
	Recommends we pull together a sub-committee to do some preliminary planning prior to 1st Commission meeting next summer.  Swadner agrees.  
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Suggests she can continue to Chair Commission until next Chair is elected.  
	

	
	Hemann
	Asks if anyone is designated to monitor Commission recommendations through Governor’s budget & legislative process?  Thinks Commission could benefit from critiques or suggestions on how we might have done this differently or better. 
	

	
	Wilson
	Explains DAS HRSD will monitor anything Commission related and report findings.
	

	
	Duncan
	Wants to be notified of hearings so he can attend; several other Commissioners agree.
	

	
	Wilson
	Stated someone from Commission might be called to testify about the process & presentation.
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	States she will not be around in January and might not be able to testify and asks who else might be willing to testify.  Mr. Hemann, Mr. Sherer, Mrs. Saathoff, Mrs. Fredricks all volunteer.  Thanks all Commissioners for their hard work during this process.  Thanks Marty and Barbara and Paul for working with Sue as the sub-committee.
	

	
	Dean
	Thanks Chair Johnson for her great leadership.
	

	
	Duncan
	Thanks the staff for their support also.
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Asks if there is a motion to accept report?
	

	
	Saathoff
	Comments this has been one of the most effective committees she has ever worked on in a government process.
	

	
	Swadner
	Makes motion to make the recommendations final.
	

	
	Hemann & Duncan
	Seconds motion; motion carries.
	

	
	Wilson
	Discusses report, advised minor corrections to punctuation and some wording.  States the numbers are the same tentative numbers from earlier in the fall.  
	

	
	Duncan
	Advised it was good the Commission took into account the state of the economy.  Thinks it is important it is mentioned in the report.
	

	
	Fredericks
	Advised Wilson of spelling error; Wilson will correct prior to making report final.
	

	
	Wilson
	Discusses the appendix and advises the Judicial Branch Salary history chart is missing.  Advised she will get a copy of it and add it to appendix.
	

	
	Saathoff
	Asks if appendix will be available in electronic version.
	

	
	Wilson 
	Advises it will be and will send it to her.
	

	
	Sherer
	Asks about budget limitations, says we would need to know what the budget is prior to making recommendations.  How does budget limitation wording come into play in the report not knowing what the budget will be?  Suggests they call it something else.  
	

	
	Saathoff
	Advises the budget limitations are just a list of criteria the statute says we need to consider & therefore must be stated in the report.  
	

	
	Fredericks
	Advised George Naughton came to a meeting to explain the budget process & where the money comes from and where it goes in Oregon’s budget process.  Mr. Naughton said the Commission’s recommendations would be a rounding error.
	

	
	Saathoff
	Advises there were discussions with several elected officials if it was general fund money or other money, etc. There were some sub-types of categories discussed inherent in our discussions that had us dealing with impacts to the budget.
	

	
	Duncan
	Ways & Means Committee gets quarterly reports during session from a state economist regarding the budget.  We don’t know what the forecast will be when Legislature discusses this.  Can we say possible budget constraints?
	

	
	Saathoff
	Advises we have to consider budget limitations in the course of making our recommendation, but we don’t have to have one to come to a recommendation. 
	

	
	Duncan
	Has a comment about page 10, the 2nd to last paragraph, the last line about NCSL’s assessment that Oregon’s Legislators spend 2/3 of their time on legislative work.  Sounds to me like we are giving people more pay than what the non-farm pay median group is getting.  Does that mean we are not considering what people are making in our area?
	

	
	Saathoff
	Advises we decided that up above there are the 4 bullets of what peer group do we look at.  Looking at Oregon’s median wage, we decided we weren’t going to use those criteria.  Each of those paragraphs are reflective of…we didn’t use this criteria and this is what it meant. 
	

	
	Fredericks
	We came up with $25 thousand - the white states were the ones similar to Oregon and we came up with the same figure.  So our conclusion was we would follow through with the same methodology we had used rather than bump it down to a salary increase that would have been only about a thousand dollars more than what Legislators are now earning.
	

	
	Saathoff
	If we had gone with the non-farm jobs, we would have recommended less than what we did.
	

	
	Dean
	With the County Commissioner salaries we make a statement saying we determined it was not a good comparator.  
	

	
	Wilson
	Asks if want to add a sentence stating why the Commission didn’t use the median wage?
	

	
	Saathoff
	We need a statement saying the duties of a County Commissioner were not comparable.  Says it was too low of a recommendation based on what the Legislator’s job is.  Says it was too broad of a comparative.  Oregon’s median wage is not a comparative group because it is way too broad.
	

	
	Wilson
	The statement will be “Commission determined the non-farmed jobs are too broad to reflect the duties.”
	

	
	Hemann
	Says the comparison is a better way to approach it.
	

	
	Swadner
	Asks if we are making a change on the final note?
	

	
	Wilson
	Says she added “and possible budget constraints which will be addressed by the Legislative Assembly.”
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Appendix B…there is an * after Rhode Island, what does it mean?
	

	
	Wilson
	Says it is a footnote & she will probably remove it.
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Asks if there are any other comments or questions regarding the report?  Then calls for a vote to accept the report with the changes we just discussed.
	

	
	Sherer & Swadner
	Seconds motion
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Asks for vote-motion carries as approved
	

	
	Hemann
	Says need to vote on amendments 1st.
	

	
	Swadner
	Makes motion to vote on amendments
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Motion carries as approved then asks if there is a motion to accept the report with amendments?
	

	
	Swadner
	Seconds motion
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Calls for vote and motion passes.  Report is finalized as amended.
	

	
	Hemann
	Suggests we write a critique on what we did this time.  What was good and what was bad.  Suggests this gets added to the agenda for next summer’s meeting.
	

	
	Wilson
	Suggests we send out a note/questionnaire asking Commissioners for feedback to give to the next Commission.
	

	
	Chair Johnson
	Agrees it is a good idea and adjourns the meeting.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


