
The Illusion of Transparency 
Updates 9/12&14/2024 

9/12/2024 - Several times during my 16 years on Council I tried to get the Council to allow the City Manager, to manage 
the City staff without Council interference in the hiring, firing, and day-to-day direction of department heads, or 
their staff. Beyond approving  personnel policy, budgets, and other non-individual-specific actions, the individually 
focussed personnel responsibility of M&C would be the hiring/firing of the City Manager, and acting a as quasi-judicial body, 
for resolution of a minuscule number of personnel appeals allowed to be brought to M&C under City personnel policy. This 
avoided past incidents where two Council members could threaten a department head that if he/she did not cooperate, they 
only needed one more vote on Council to fire them. 

Early this year (2024), the new Council made it clear that they intended to go back to M&C hiring and firing Department 
Heads. In the first meeting of the year, they fired the City Manger who had been hired with the understanding that he 
would have day-to-day personnel management responsibility, without M&C interference.  

From what I have observed (from afar) in the conduct of Council meetings, the current Interim City Manager does not 
seem inclined to offer comment that might suggest a different direction from what the 4 councilpersons appear to want to 
follow. Note that in a separate posting on this site, I have listed the departure of (at least) 15 department heads 
or other key members of staff who since have been fired, resigned, or allowed to resign (in lieu of being fired) - 
(note, the resignation option was given to the City Manager one meeting after he had been publicly fired)!  

I am writing this in advance of the two Special Called Meetings (SCM) for tomorrow (Friday, 9/13/2024). At the 2nd 
meeting, I believe it is likely that the 4 Council Persons will announce a permanent City Manger (unless they are 
influenced by these comments, or your comments at the 1st SCM (AKA “Town Hall Meeting”)). Only 30 minutes 
have been allowed to receive in-person comments from the public, which time can be easily eaten up by any of the 
4 Councilpersons. Its inconceivable that would be enough time for the candidates to be questioned by the public, even if 
that was allowed. My understanding is that possibly two candidates were interviewed via Zoom at the last Council meeting. 
As I recall, the last City Manger (Stanley Hawthorne) was selected in a process where we (M&C) first interviewed them via 
Zoom and then brought in the finalists for an in-person interview with M&C. They were also given a tour of the City and 
met some of the department heads (who could also provide some feedback on their experience with the candidates). 
Perhaps that is what is going to happen again, this time, at a later date, before final selection… But my “gut feel” tells me 
this just might be a “check-the-box” appearance of transparency. 

9/14/2024 - As I predicted, about half of the minuscule 30 minutes of the “Town Hall Meeting” were eaten up by non-citizen 
speakers. Watch on the City YouTube page (Note that after the apparent conclusion of comments, the comments 
session was re-opened, after display of the City logo, for one last speaker.).  

No appointment decision was announced at the conclusion of the SCM Executive Session. Perhaps this was prompted by one 
citizen’s comment during the Town Hall, that this was a violation of the Georgia Open Meetings Act… Watch On YouTube.  

Click and see all pages.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_KVRutbjUP8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FqqWQj1Kcwg


The Illusion of Transparency 
8/4/2024 

Since the beginning of the year 2024, I have been observing Council meetings as an outsider - from a high level. I have 
browsed the agendas and watched a few streamed portions of the meetings noting the lengthy, often chaotic, procedural 
housekeeping dialogue - at the same time also noting the often limited substantive discussion of the actual agenda items at 
hand. I have been dismayed by the impact of last minute items being added to the agenda at meetings (see “Aids For 
Citizens To Follow Legislative Actions”), some without forewarning/information going to at least some of the Governing 
Body, and then being processed with little or no objection from the four council persons, while the Mayor was muzzled from 
objecting or directing. And all the time, this process was touted as being transparent (presumably meaning transparent to 
the citizens who were attempting to make sense of it). 
  
It has been 7 weeks since the last (June 17th) council meeting. I had hoped that this period of respite would allow Interim 
City Manager and the new Council to take a breath, renew, get organized, and live up to their claim of transparency. I 
decided to look at some of the agenda items in the packet to see how understandable (transparent) they were. I was 
disappointed… 

Comments on just a Few Selected 8/5/2024 Regular Meeting Packet Items (By Agenda Item #) 

4.A Workshop Session minutes dated June 7, 2024 - After 7 weeks, why don’t we have the minutes from the other 
June Workshop, and the two Regular Council meetings, ready for review and approval? 
8.B Senior Homestead Exemption.  This is a hugely important item, where are the details? E.g., is this leading to 
proposing that a couple earning $140,000 should get a senior City tax exemption? 
8.H $50K Contract with Favor House to Manage Food Distribution - This is what we set up Ignite to do, and what it 
has been doing very well. Is this in addition to, or in lieu of, Ignite? 
8.J  Finding Executive Search Firms for Recruitment of Department Directors for the City - This appears to be 
paying a contractor to find search firms (also contractors) to find Department Heads. I would hope that we would simply 
first consider the services of the search firms we have previously used. Do they not want to work with us? Presumably the 
total of $60K obligated so far, went for other services as well. 
8.BB Ward 2 Community Resource Center - Why would Council approve the the first phase of a project without any cost 
data, and no idea of what future phases, and their costs, would be? 
8.CC Raise the Number of Multi-Family Units, below which inspections are not required, from 5 to 11 - The City 
has had a serious problem maintaining the quality of apartments that ARE subject to inspection, why would cutting back on 
inspections be desirable? The documentation in the packet does not give a rationale. 
8.DD International Travel for Councilman Carn - Where is the detail? In the past, International Travel that he and I 
have taken has been paid for by the County. Who is paying for this? If the City, how much and why? Transparency would be 
good.
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