
Hi Rosemarie –  
 
Here are the formal responses to your questions from last night. Thank you for getting them to me in 
written format so I did not have to copy them all down myself. I am cc’ing the Council, Sally, as well as 
the City Clerk so she can post these on the website in accordance with our policy. 
 

1. Why was Sally Daggett at the workshop? She was scheduled to be present for the Edgewood 
Rd re-acceptance request and Ch 14 Licensing amendments that she and the City Clerk had 
worked on. 
 

2. What was the legal issue that warranted her attendance? The two items noted above. 
 

3. Who authorized her attendance? The Mayor and I meet on the agenda the week before a 
meeting and try to determine which items may need legal counsel’s guidance should questions 
arise. There are also items that get placed on the agenda from time-to-time that Sally has been 
tasked with working on and so she will also show up for those items. 
 

4. Why was she on the dais when there was NOTHING on the agendas requiring her legal 
assistance? There were items that required her assistance. If you look at the agenda packet for 
the 9/11/18 workshop, you will note that in the position papers we reference that Sally will be 
available for questions. For example, on the Edgewood Road issue, the last paragraph of my 
position paper states in part, “Attorney Daggett and Community Planner Steve Puleo will be 
present to answer questions.” These were all part of the workshop before Councilor Rose 
submitted his workshop request form. 
 

5. Was she PAID for her time? Not yet, but she will be once we receive the invoice from JBGH for 
their September services (which we receive a month in arrears, i.e. October). 
 

6. If yes, how much and why? Unsure of amount, have not yet received the invoice. 
 

7. Why did Daggett submit a rebuttal to Councilor Rose’s workshop request? Where was this 
practice established? When I gave Counselor Daggett the courtesy “heads up” that this item 
would be appearing on the workshop agenda, she request the opportunity to have a response 
posted along with the accusation since it would be on our website and in the public domain for 
perpetuity. I did not find this to be an unreasonable request so I likely was the one who 
established this practice of allowing a staff member to post something in conjunction with an 
item posted by a Councilor. It is important to note that when there is an item on the agenda for 
Council consideration, individual Councilors are also allowed to post their own items even 
though they are not part of the proposal on the floor. Note Councilor Rose’s materials that we 
posted as part of the 9/4/18 agenda regarding his “third way” proposal when Council was 
considering the repeal/or sending to referendum of the STR ordinance. This is also not expressly 
allowed (or prohibited for that matter) by Council’s rules and so it seemed reasonable and 
consistent with previous times we have allowed a Councilor to post something in conjunction 
with the official position paper and materials for an agenda item. I believe next time Council 
reviews its standing rules. Council should explicitly address this issue as to whether there should 
be any restrictions on what staff and/or Councilors are allowed to post. 
 

https://www.southportland.org/our-city/city-council/09-11-18-council-workshop/
https://www.southportland.org/our-city/city-council/09-11-18-council-workshop/
https://www.southportland.org/our-city/city-council/09-04-18-council-meeting/


8. Who authorized this rebuttal? No one had to authorize Corporation Counsel to write a 
rebuttal  per se but I as City Manager agreed to have it posted next to Councilor Rose’s 
workshop proposal upon her request, just as I allowed Councilor Rose’s workshop proposal to 
be considered on 9/11/18 even though the request was not timely per Council’s own rules. I felt 
that because I canceled the 9/25 workshop at which he likely would have brought this item up, 
that it was reasonable to use the powers granted to the Mayor and I under Council Rules to 
place this on the agenda for consideration. In effect, Councilor Rose had no way of knowing the 
9/25 meeting would be canceled until after the deadline to submit materials for consideration 
and so I felt it would be unreasonable to make him wait until the last workshop in October – 
over a month and a half away – for it to be considered. 
 

9. If she was paid, will her firm refund the money since she cannot charge for her own defense 
and her firm can’t charge for a marketing letter in Sally’s defense? As noted in my response to 
question #5 above, we have not yet paid JBGH for any charges they incurred in September. If we 
are charged for the items you mention, we will further look into the legality of billing for these 
charges and deal with it at that time as appropriate. 

 
Thank you, 
Scott 


