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Hi all - 

Couple of requests for this interval between meeƟngs. First, in the DEQ email that was provided to
city council as proof that DEQ had assigned City Council legal authority, all the context of the email is
missing. Council should have access to the enƟre email chain as a public document (which it is.) I
request that this enƟre email chain be shared with city council as soon as possible. As I hope I made
clear last night, DEQ does not have the authority to establish the legal authority for a bond so the
enƟre context of this email is essenƟal. DEQ is helping Bellevue prepare for funding and both state
and federal funding laws require that legal authority be validated, but DEQ absolutely does not have
the power to determine that - only the requirement to validate it - and the City's claims that DEQ has
given them that authority raises issues for the AƩorney General.

The DEQ email provided does NOT support the mayor's claims last night that DEQ granted the City
total legal authority and it can simply write a leƩer without City Council knowledge or approval. So
we need to see the DEQ documentaƟon that supports the City's/Mayor's statements on that. And we
should see the enƟre email, not just the selected parts.

Second, thank you to Diane for requesƟng bond counsel be solicited. But we need a wriƩen legal
opinion from bond counsel, not an informal dialogue. The need is for bond counsel to submit their
legal opinions in wriƟng and for city council to have that legal opinion well in advance of the next
meeƟng for review. Since bond counsel has already reviewed this situaƟon and given a determinaƟon
to Merrick - and why Merrick would be the ones speaking to our bond counsel, I don't know - it
should be very inexpensive for them to put that legal opinion on paper. With their opinion already
established, shared and used as points of fact in discussions last night, it is less expensive than having
them come to the meeƟng - and far more valuable both for the opportunity for council to review the
findings and as documentaƟon that the City has properly followed the law. A failure to support and
document the City's legal posiƟon is unacceptable.

AƩached is the part of the email from Ms. Faretra that was distributed and cited last night as the
predicate for establishing the City as the legal authority for the bond. It doesn't not grant legal
authority to the City as claimed last night. And it is unclear if it grants legal authority to the City
Council - we need to see the enƟre email because, in truth, we don't know the definiƟon of "such
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plans." The City Council and residents need to see the basis for the mayor's claims that the DEQ
granted the City unilateral power, without even the need for City Council, to approve the bond
changes and confirm that last night's documentaƟon establishes that DEQ has given the City Council
legal authority.

This project is hugely flawed but it doesn't mean it isn't valuable or needed. It does mean that it
needs to be cleaned up and that starts with facts, process, transparency and proper leadership.

And for Tammy, who wants to believe without quesƟon - enjoy: hƩps://www.poliƟco.com/news/
magazine/2023/05/12/dixon-illinois-city-fraud-betrayal-00075869

Let's do our jobs.

Thank you,

Suzanne
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