
 

 

 

FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

AUGUST 14th, 2018 

Chairman Larry Sorapuru  

Vice-Chairman Tom Malik  

              

 

Members: Larry Sorapuru, Jr., Kurt Becnel, Julia Remondet, Lennix Madere, 

Marvin Perrilloux, Larry Snyder, Michael Wright, Thomas Malik, Jaclyn Hotard  

                 

PRESENT: Kurt Becnel, Larry Snyder, Thomas Malik, Larry Sorapuru, Julia 

Remondet, Lennix Madere, Jaclyn Hotard, Marvin Perrilloux, Michael Wright 

 

ABSENT: None 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “I would like to amend the agenda tonight for 

Ordinance 17-16 for discussion tonight, could we add this to the agenda? I 

have a motion to amend the agenda for Ordinance 17-16. It is on the 

professional service contracts.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “So move.”  

 

Councilman Snyder stated, “I second.” 

 

Councilwoman Hotard stated, “I would like some clarity on what exactly the 

motion is.” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “We are adding this item to the agenda.” 

 

Councilwoman Hotard asked, “When you say this, what do you mean?” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “We don’t have it. I received an email. Everyone 

should have received an email on an item that was supposed to be on the agenda 

today on professional contracts.” 

 

Councilwoman Hotard asked, “Can you read it out loud so that public is aware 

of what is going on?” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru asked, “Mr. Green can you come and give us some direction 

on this ordinance?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr., Legal Counsel, stated, “There are two separate things. I am 

not exactly sure what you want to do. Do you want to have a discussion about 

the ordinance or the contract that… 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “The ordinance and the contract that are supposed 

to be tied to West Bank Safety Complex.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Well there are two separate things. There was an 

ordinance passed last year but then there was a recent contract… 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “The contract and the attorney that is involved in 

the legal part of that contract.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. asked, “So you want to put the contract on the agenda?” 

 



 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “Yes that is tied to that ordinance.” 

 

Councilwoman Hotard asked, “Is the purpose of placing the contract on the 

agenda to approve or deny or discuss the contract?” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “To discuss the ordinance that supports that 

contract.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Okay if you want to discuss the ordinance that 

supports that contract I would advise you actually to put discussion of the 

ordinance on your agenda. If that is what it is that you want to do.” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “Okay I want to have a discussion on the ordinance 

and the contract.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “I don’t know where we are. Can I ask a question? 

Because we actually received an email and we requested that we have a meeting. 

I think there was a request if we wanted to put it on and because we had new 

people that were familiar with it we requested a meeting. So, is that the same 

thing that you are talking about?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I didn’t get a request for a meeting.” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “The email that I got said that there was an item 

that was supposed to be… 

 

Natalie Robottom interrupted stating, “From? From? Who did you get this email 

from?” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “From legal, Mrs. Schmill, that an item was 

supposed to be placed on the agenda and it was refused to be placed on the 

agenda.” 

 

Natalie Robottom asked, “It was refused?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “That was my question. I sent an email today about 

the agenda item… 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “I think Mrs. LaVerne sent an email in response to 

Mrs. Schmill’s when she asked about putting it on the agenda and she requested 

a meeting to discuss it. Did that come from you Jackie?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes it did, the DA’s office, we weren’t included on 

that email. So that was the purpose of the email that I sent.” 

 

LaVerne Toombs, CAO, stated, “If I may, the email was directed to myself and I 

forwarded an email to Ms. Landeche informing her of the fact that as the 

parish president referenced we have a new CFO, I understand the previous CFO 

was involved in those discussions and because he is not familiar we wanted to 

have a meeting and I believe that Ms. Landeche did respond to my email ‘Thank 

you’, now what she did with that email or if she forwarded it on I am not 

clear.” 

 

Councilman Sorapuru asked, “So can we put this on the agenda for the next 

meeting?” 

 



 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “You are the council however you want to handle it.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I am going to withdraw my motion. We need to get 

all of this straight and put it on the next agenda so that we know what is 

going on. Right now, I think we are rushing it.” 

 

Councilman Perrilloux stated, “I don’t even know what we are talking about.”  

 

Councilman Snyder stated, “I withdraw my second.” 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT – AGENDA ITEMS ONLY (2 minutes per citizen) 

 

There was no public comment at this time. 

 

BID OPENING REPORT/AWARDS   
 

Jean Stewart – Bid Opening – Construction of the Lucy Levee Trail Project Phase I 

 

Jean Stewart stated, “Today we opened bids for construction of the Lucy Levee 

Trail Project Phase I. There were four bidders La Contracting Enterprise, LLC in 

the amount of $358,165.00, Durr Heavy Construction, LLC in the amount of 

$409,299.00, Barriere Construction Co., LLC in the amount of $274,145.00 and 

Pipeline Construction & Maintenance, Inc. in the amount of $487,317.97. The 

administration requests that we take these bids under advisement.” 

 

MOTION: Councilman Perrilloux moved and Councilman Snyder seconded the motion to 

take the bids for the construction of the Lucy Levee Trail Project Phase I under 

advisement. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

LaVerne Toombs/Myra Alexis-Valentine – Authorization to execute a renewal with 

Pivotal Engineering, LLC for Inspection services for the CDBG Isaac Housing 

Program – Correction to announcement of votes and minutes. The incorrect 

announcement of the vote was announcing that the motion to TABLE failed. The 

correct announcement should have been that the motion to TABLE passed. The votes 

were 4 yeas, 3 absent, 1 abstaining and 1 against with the majority of the 

council present voting to TABLE. 

 

LaVerne Toombs stated, “This item was mistakenly announced as without action when 

it was actually tabled. The Corporate Resolution was provided the day after the 

last meeting and is attached to the agreement in the Council booklet.  The 

agreement is legally sufficient to continue providing inspection services and 

Administration recommends approval.” 

 

Councilman Snyder stated, “I make a motion for approval.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet asked, “I am just curious as to why we are voting on 

something that we voted on already?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “We sent an email to Jackie advising her how to correct 

the voting errors or announcement of voting errors from the previous meeting. So, 

she informed me that there were three specific items that the items actually 

passed but there were called as failed. So, preparing for tonight’s meeting we 

suggested that Jackie place the specific item on the agenda, she was to indicate 

what the incorrect announcement was and what the correct announcement should have 

been and why.” 

 



 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “We don’t need to vote on that.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes you need to vote on that because the minutes have 

to be corrected.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “The minutes have been corrected before they are 

being presented for approval on the consent agenda tonight. The video was right. 

She repeated it incorrectly. Her words were different from what happened.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “If you voted for something and it failed but it 

actually passed and so because this one passed whatever that motion was goes into 

effect.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “Yes, so we don’t need to vote on it. We don’t vote 

twice on the same contract.” 

 

Natalie Robottom asked, “I think what we were thinking was that there was going 

to be a correction to the minutes and as long as this council adopted the minutes 

as corrected it stood. There was a concern about whether our item as written 

could be placed back on the agenda in the same, with the same verbiage because 

you thought it was no action but in actuality the item was tabled. So, should 

they be removing this item from the table? The first one was tabled. The second 

one actually passed but the first one and the third one were tabled. So, should 

the action be to remove the item from the table then approve it?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “So what I would suggest would be to approve this change 

or correction and now we are back to square one and now the item is properly back 

on the agenda. Then you can make your motion to table.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “It is already tabled.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “It is already tabled is what you all are saying. I am 

just saying that I think you all should correct that but if you all are fine with 

it that is fine. If we are going to agree that it is tabled make a motion to take 

it off the table if you want to consider it.” 

 

LaVerne Toombs/Myra Alexis-Valentine – (Tabled 07-24-18) Authorization to 

execute a renewal with Pivotal Engineering, LLC for Inspection services for 

the CDBG Isaac Housing Program 

 
MOTION: Councilman Snyder moved and Councilman Perrilloux seconded the motion to 

remove the item authorization to execute a renewal with Pivotal Engineering, LLC 

for Inspection services for the CDBG Isaac Housing Program from the TABLE. The 

motion passed unanimously. 

 

Councilman Perrilloux asked, “So now we can make a motion for approval?” 

 

MOTION: Councilman Perrilloux moved and Councilman Malik seconded the motion to 

grant administration authorization to execute a renewal with Pivotal 

Engineering, LLC for Inspection services for the CDBG Isaac Housing Program. The 

motion passed unanimously. 

 

Alexandra Carter – Authorization to enter into an agreement with The University 

of New Orleans (UNO) for a graduate student to provide Professional Planning and 

Coastal Management Services – Correction to announcement of votes and minutes. 

The incorrect announcement of the vote was announcing that the motion to APPROVE 



 

 

failed. The correct announcement should have been that the motion to APPROVE 

passed. The votes were 4 yeas, 3 absent and 2 against with the majority of the 

council present voting to APPROVE  

 

Councilman Sorapuru stated, “This item passed.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I just wanted to let you which contract you all 

actually approved for The University of New Orleans. I just wanted to make sure 

that was clear. The contract that was approved at the meeting on July 24th, was 

not reviewed by the DA’s office because the motion was to approve the contract 

with the inclusion of a clause. So, we wanted to just let you guys know that.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Just to add to that, you are correct. We followed your 

motion which was to approve the agreement with the addition of the designee; 

however, Mrs. Carter did send the document to legal and did receive a response 

that it was legally sufficient. (inaudible comment to Mrs. Robottom) You actually 

voted predicated on adding a designee, but we still sent it anyway.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “We just wanted the council to be clear that the 

document that you all voted to approve for signature was the original one that 

was not reviewed by us but we did communicate with Mrs. Carter and we did craft a 

document that we did deem legally sufficient on August 8th, but that one was not 

approved by the council.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “Okay so the one that is approved is the one that was 

originally presented except for one part that was changed about the designee?”  

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes sir.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “Okay and after you reviewed it we found some items in 

there that you thought probably needed to be adjusted.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes sir.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “But we can’t go back and do that because we already 

approved this one.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “That is correct.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “That is my point exactly and what I have been trying 

to make to this council… 

 

Natalie Robottom interrupting stated, “You didn’t approve the document.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I understand about the document but when they reviewed 

the document there were some issues in the document but there is nothing we can 

do about it now because it has been approved. If that motion would have included 

based on the review of legal then we would have been able to make those changes 

but because we didn’t do it we were not able to make those changes and I saw one 

of the items that was in there where it mentioned about this individual 

purchasing something and when they leave they can take it and so that is what I 

am trying to make sure that everyone understands the importance of letting legal 

look at all of these documents because ever since I was small people would always 

say look at the contract but read the fine print and that is why legal is there 

to look at these contracts to make sure not one single item or anything is not in 

the best interest of the parish. Now we voted on a document that is going to be 



 

 

approved that possibly has some issues in it that is not completely in the best 

interest of the parish and people can shake their heads if they want but it is in 

there.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Just for clarification purposes, the motion was very 

specific and that was addressed immediately and then forwarded to the DA. I think 

there was a request for a W-9, a request for something else and some other 

changes that Mrs. Carter actually made, so again we didn’t sign the document 

without it being deemed legally sufficient to move forward. Now that original 

document, and I know it wasn’t sent to legal on time but it was in the council 

booklet the entire time, I think Mr. Snyder had read and asked that we add the 

designee so it was available the entire time so in essence the motion was to 

authorize us to enter into an agreement with UNO, which was approved. The actual 

document itself was finalized through legal and that is the one that is being 

signed but our specific request was not that you approve the document but that 

you authorize us to enter into an agreement with UNO and the document was 

finalized by legal.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “Okay let’s get all this straight, whatever you sent to 

legal was for them to look at it and to make sure that everything that is on 

there is in the best interest of the parish, that is what legal responsibility 

is. That document was sent to them late. They did not have a chance to look 

through the document…. 

 

Natalie Robottom interrupting stated, “It was actually in the booklet.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I was in the office when that document came across. I 

don’t care if it is in the booklet. I said legal, everything in the book is not 

legal just because it is in the book doesn’t make it legal. The book doesn’t make 

it legal, we make it legal.” 

 

Natalie Robottom asked, “But they get the booklet, right?” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “They get the booklet.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Well the document was in the booklet.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “What I am trying to tell you is that the document was 

sent to them late so they did not have the proper time to look at it and that is 

the bottom line and then we discussed it and voted on it and one change was made, 

when Mr. Snyder made that change but when legal got the chance to look at the 

document the next day they found 9 other situations where something had to be 

changed, am I right? (asking Keith Green)” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I recall that yes sir.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “Okay so what I am saying when we send these documents 

to legal that is what their job is supposed to be and that is their 

responsibility so that when it comes back to us and says it is sufficiently legal 

then we vote on it. So what I am saying is stop voting on things that legal has 

not properly had the chance to look at and that is the point I am making and any 

other conversation or any other comment doesn’t have anything to do with what the 

procedure should be that they should have ample enough time to look at these 

documents and that is all that I am saying and we don’t need to have all of this 

back communication while we are talking.” 

 



 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I just want to clarify that Madam President you are 

indicating tonight that the document that the parish will execute is the one that 

our office deemed legally sufficient on August 8th?” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “That is correct, the one that Alex sent you the day 

after, which wasn’t required by the motion, because the motion was very clear, 

but because we wanted you guys to review it, it was sent to you and the 

corrections that you sent were made and the document was determined to be legally 

sufficient. I think we advised you all on several occasions whatever you do at 

this meeting whether it is contingent, we do not sign the document until we get 

that clarification or that determination from legal counsel. So that was the case 

this time as well.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “So you are telling me that the document that you are 

going to sign, all the corrections that were sent to the council, those 9 listed 

items have been changed?” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “That is correct. We received an email back saying that 

the document was legally sufficient to move forward.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “So those changes are made in the document?” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Yes sir for time number five. I think we said that.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked Keith Green, Jr. “Are those the same documents that you 

reviewed with all of the changes you suggested? When did you receive that?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes sir it is. I want to say we received it on the 7th 

or 8th of August.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “Well let’s go back to the meeting, the document that 

we approved…. 

 

Natalie Robottom interrupted, “You didn’t approve a document.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “What did we do? What did we approve?” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Very specifically you authorized… 

 

Councilman Madere interrupting stated, “I asked the lawyer.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Read the item.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “The document that was provided to you all was presented 

and placed in the council booklet. From our prospective, that is the document 

that you approved or authorized the parish president to sign. The parish 

president is indicating to you that when you designate her or give the authority 

to execute an agreement she will only execute the agreement after it has been 

approved by legal counsel or after it has been deemed legally sufficient. So, 

what I could advise is that perhaps the council may want to decide to create a 

rule that will actually fix this situation.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “Because what I am saying is… 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “You guys define authorization and or approval.” 

 



 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “It is defined in the Charter.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I said this several meetings ago we need to stop 

sending information to the DA office the day of the meeting and then want them to 

approve it or give us legal advice all at one time. Now that has happened more 

than once, more than once and that is what I am saying that needs to stop.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “Just one thing I think we all need to realize, we 

are all on the same team everybody. We are acting like everybody has got to fight 

each other. Why? You represent us. We work with them. Everyone wants the same 

thing let’s just start looking at it that way and not being so suspicious. I am 

not saying don’t do your job, but I can’t believe every week we come to a meeting 

and it is the same battle. We are on the same team. Let’s act like it.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “We are on the same team and I have been asking the 

same team to get on board with what I said months ago. So, if you are on the team 

and you want this to be a team action I would ask the team several months ago to 

stop approving based on this, that or the other and give it to the legal and let 

them look at it and get it right. The whole team should want that because that is 

part of our team (gesturing to the Mr. Green) and this is part of our team 

(gesturing towards the administration). So, this is how it goes. They send the 

contract to legal. Legal looks at the contract and deems it sufficient. They put 

it on the agenda and it comes to us. That is how it should go. It doesn’t go 

contract go there late, we get to the meeting and hear well we didn’t have time 

to look at it, but we are going to make a motion to pass it and then look at it. 

That is backwards. It should go to them, they should have enough time to look at 

it and then it comes to us. So that is how the team operates. If you want to get 

the team straight, get administration straight and get it to them first.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “We have repeatedly told you how this works. The process 

has worked. No documents were signed that were not legally sufficient and in the 

interest of time, many times there are 2-3 weeks between meeting, now keep in 

mind my request is that we do things the same, there was an attempt tonight to 

put something on the agenda that nobody saw, not just tonight, several nights, 

that shows up with no contact with us, nobody has looked at it and you guys were 

a prime example you didn’t know what you were talking about and there was a 

request from the DA’s office to add something to the agenda for you all to 

approve. So, let’s make it work both ways.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Actually, no we didn’t.” 

 

Councilwoman Hotard motioned for a five-minute recess. 

 

MOTION: Councilwoman Hotard moved and Councilman Perrilloux seconded the motion 

to take a five-minute recess. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

MOTION: Councilman Madere moved and Councilman Malik seconded the motion to go 

back into the Finance meeting. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

MOTION: Councilman Snyder moved and Councilman Malik seconded the motion to 

recess to go into the Regular Council Meeting. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

MOTION: Councilman Malik moved and Councilman Perrilloux seconded the motion to 

go back into the finance meeting. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

Councilman Becnel stated, “I would like to address something from the last 

meeting and I am going to say it and I said it once before and maybe it came out 



 

 

the wrong way about the DA going to run the council but let me just say this to 

you the DA makes decisions and sometimes it is just a sentence that they want us 

to clarify. Mr. Green and them they don’t always say don’t vote on it they just 

say we recommend but I told you all and I mean this from when I took office and I 

will fight until my dying breath for the East and West Bank in my district I will 

fight and anything that is going to stall and delay my constituents I don’t care 

what legal says because sometimes and a perfect example is tonight, you came 

right back said No and came voted to approve again and all you did was delay some 

people like a lady on Central Avenue and I am going to get loud because it is a 

shame the inspector said we cannot go over there because the council didn’t vote 

on this and that lady has been sleeping on a sofa forever. So, when it comes to 

stalling and delaying I am not worried about a team but what about the 

individuals? Think about yourself and look in the mirror you were elected by your 

constituents to represent them. Now I don’t always have to agree with legal and I 

don’t want them to take it personal when I said legal isn’t going to run this 

council but I don’t think Keith took it that way but as far as myself as a 

councilman if I disagree with legal I am going to disagree in the best interest 

of my constituents and that is what I mean.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “That is exactly what we are doing to make sure 

everything is done legally for our constituents and the people that we represent 

that is what it is all about.” 

 

(Just for clarification purposes) 

 

MOTION: Councilman Becnel moved and Councilwoman Remondet seconded the motion to 

grant the administration authorization to enter into an agreement with The 

University of New Orleans (UNO) for assignment of a graduate student to provide 

Professional Planning and Coastal Management Services contingent upon obtaining a 

designee from UNO. The motion passed with 4 yeas, 2 against (Madere, Snyder) and 

3 absent (Hotard, Perrilloux and Wright). 

 

Alexandra Carter – (Tabled 07-24-18) Authorization to amend the Cooperative 

Endeavor Agreement (CEA) with South Central Planning and Development Commission 

(SCPDC) for the Regional Code Compliance Program – Correction to announcement of 

the votes and minutes. The incorrect announcement of the vote was announcing that 

the vote was announcing that the motion to TABLE failed. The correct announcement 

should have been that the motion to TABLE passed. The votes were 4 yeas, 3 

absent, 1 abstaining and 1 against with the majority of the council present 

voting to TABLE 

 

MOTION: Councilwoman Remondet moved and Councilman Wright seconded the motion to 

remove the item Authorization to amend the Cooperative Endeavor Agreement (CEA) 

with South Central Planning and Development Commission (SCPDC) for the Regional 

Code Compliance Program from the TABLE. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

Alex Carter stated, “Again, the motion to table this item was incorrectly 

announced as failed when it passed.  To address the DA’s concerns in Legal 

Opinion No. 17-0001 regarding the legality of the proposed CEA, the Attorney 

General issued opinion – 17-0150 on February 1, 2018, which determined that the 

agreement is legal and Administration has provided objective evidence (i.e. a CBA 

as was requested) indicating that the proposed pro rata payments for the Regional 

Code Compliance Program are of a greater or equal value to the benefits received 

by the taxpayers of St. John the Baptist Parish. As noted in the CEA, the pro 

rata rates were evaluated at the end of the program year and the pro rata rates 

for 2019-2020 totals $280,284.00 which is a decrease based on last year’s 

permitting activity.  The AG Opinion and the Amendment were sent to Legal Counsel 



 

 

for review and Administration recommends approval.”  

 

Councilman Madere asked, “I want to hear from legal. Is this the same contract 

from South Central where they wanted this upfront money?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes.” 

 

Alex Carter stated, “It has been revised.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I didn’t ask if it was revised. I asked you if it is 

the same contract. I understand that the numbers are different but is it the same 

contract?” 

 

Alex Carter stated, “It is not the same contract because it has been changed to 

reflect new rates. The difference is the pro-rata rate and we have also amended 

it to address the public purpose.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “Did you amend the fact that we don’t pay them upfront 

before they do anything?” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “We actually amended it in accordance with a Teche 

agreement that was approved.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I asked a question. Did we amend the fact in the 

contract, the whole sticking point in the contract before it wasn’t about the 

dollar amount, it was about the fact that we had to pay them before they did 

anything that was what the issue was with SCPDC. So, you said they reduced the 

amount so that is what I am asking you that is the same contract.” 

 

Alex Carter stated, “The Attorney General opinion addresses that pro-rata shared 

rate and basically states that it is not illegal and not a gratuitous donation. 

So that has not changed but we have had added opinions on the matter.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “What is our legal opinion on that matter?” 

 

Alex Carter stated, “We are still waiting for legal to deliver that.” 

 

Councilman Madere stated, “I am asking legal. We have had legal opinion before 

and what is your opinion now.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Yes that is correct and at the moment we are still 

actually reviewing it but for purposes of clarity the AG’s opinion specifically 

stated that the legality of the proposed CEA with SCPDC to provide the 

construction code enforcement services. It is determined by the parish. Now 

whether it is legal or not is going to center on one thing whether the parish has 

established an objective, demonstrable and reasonable expectation that they will 

receive a benefit commensurate with the payments that are being made to SCPDC. We 

advised the administration back on July 23rd of this year and again on August 8th 

that we are currently performing a comprehensive legal review and analysis of the 

cost benefit analysis that they provided and the CEA in light of the Louisiana 

Supreme Court decision in Cabela. Now once we complete our legal review and 

analysis we are going to provide legal advice and recommendations to the council 

and of course the administration which is going to do three things. One it is 

going to determine whether the CEA articulate a legitimate public benefit; if the 

CEA is compliant with the requirements under Cabela and thirdly whether the cost 

benefit analysis provides objective evidence that demonstrates support for the 



 

 

expectation that the value of the stated public benefit is at least equivalent or 

greater than the payments made to SCPDC for their services.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “So at this particular time you cannot give us those 

answers?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “No sir not yet.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “So legal has to review it and look at everything and 

that is the AG opinion that SCPDC went and got?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “That is correct and in fact what the AG office advised 

is pretty much what we said it can be legal if these things are done.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “And these things have not been done?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “That is what we are looking into now.” 

 

Councilman Madere asked, “So now we are being asked to vote on something that 

hasn’t even been done yet?” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “First and foremost I want to ask do we have any 

other company or anyone that we pay in advance for a service in St. John Parish 

that you are aware of?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I am not aware.” 

 

Natalie Robottom stated, “Yes.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet asked, “Would they be considered gratuitous if you paid 

them in advance?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “No ma’am it is not the fact that the payment is made in 

advance particularly with respect to this, this is what makes a CEA different 

then a PSA. A CEA allows you to bypass or to not have to utilize any specific 

procurement processes as a result the one thing that you have to have is public 

benefit and then of course with Cabela you have to have those three other things 

as well. So, if you have a PSA for insurance premiums and you pay those premiums 

at the beginning of the month but you may not use them well that is not a CEA 

that is different, that is a PSA.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet asked, “If we would have had a PSA instead of a CEA would 

this be simpler?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I don’t know. It would probably be more familiar 

because I am sure you all deal with PSA more than you deal with CEA’s.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “Because after the last meeting we spoke, and you 

said if they had done a PSA it would have been so much simpler than a CEA.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I said it could have been.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “It could have been. We had it as a PSA before and 

you told us not to do that. You said it didn’t work and you wanted us to bid it 

out and we said this is our regional planning district… 

 



 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “Probably not bid it out probably a more competitive 

selection process but not a bid.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “But like I said we work with our regional planning 

commission which we all have in the state and in the country and again I will 

reiterate about Cabela. Cabela was an economic development give away. It had 

nothing in return but the promise of jobs. So, every time you compare it to a 

contract where people are going to do work it just doesn’t fit. I am going to 

have to find out who kept using that as a, it is strictly an example of a 

giveaway there was nothing to back it up, so it never really fits whenever you 

are using that as an example of what not to give away. We pay our generator 

company money every month all summer long and may never use a generator, but we 

pay them to have them available for us. Is that legal?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I don’t know I am not familiar with that contract but 

according to the Louisiana Supreme Court the seven justices specifically said 

that they sent our criteria for Cabela.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “We are getting services of planning the services 

we need from a planning district for construction which was required after 

Katrina due to Hurricane Katrina so that the insurance companies would be here 

and all of that is explained and how long have you been reviewing this CEA?” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “I think we got it at the last meeting.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “Oh no you have been looking at this for months.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “No ma’am.” 

 

Councilwoman Remondet stated, “Yall have been looking at the CEA for months and I 

think you need to move faster.” 

 

Keith Green, Jr. stated, “With all due respect, what I will say is that I am not 

familiar with everything that you just mentioned with respect to the why’s and 

the how’s because my job is laser focus. It is specifically to ensure that this 

parish complies with Louisiana Law, in addition to that we make sure that we 

provide a level of security from potential exposure to liability and we try to 

give you all the best legal advice that we can. The wheels of justice do grind 

slow and I am confident that once our review is complete we will be able to 

provide advice and or a recommendation if necessary on how to make the document 

or create the CEA document deem necessary and be legally sufficient. We are not 

an office that will just tell you no you cannot do something we give you 

direction on how to get to yes.”  

 

At this time the electricity had gone out – see Regular Council meeting minutes. 

 

MOTION: Councilman Madere moved and Councilman Perrilloux seconded the motion to 

TABLE to grant administration authorization to amend the Cooperative Endeavor 

Agreement (CEA) with South Central Planning and Development Commission (SCPDC) 

for the Regional Code Compliance Program. The motion passed with Councilman 

Snyder absent.  

 

Stacey Cador – Authorization to renew the Fire Departments Workers Compensation 

Insurance Policy with LWCC 

 



 

 

Stacey Cador stated, “This renewal through Riverland’s Insurance Services, Inc. 

is at an annual premium of $257,255 which reflects a 1.7% increase over the 

expiring premium.  Earlier this year, the Office of Fire Services received 

$148,831 in dividends from LWCC.  Premiums are paid through the Office of Fire 

Services and Administration recommends approval.”  
 

MOTION: Councilwoman Hotard moved and Councilman Wright seconded the motion to 

grant administration authorization to renew the Fire Departments Workers 

Compensation Insurance Policy with LWCC. The motion passed with Councilman Snyder 

absent.  

 

Stacey Cador – Authorization to settle and pay the January 19, 2018 claim with 

Stephanie Tobin of 557 Wellham Loop, LaPlace, LA 

 

Stacey Cador stated, “As presented by Riverlands Insurance Services, Inc. and 

approved by Legal Counsel, settlement of this case in the amount of $1,927 is 

recommended with funds from the General Insurance line item in the Utilities 

Fund.”   

 

MOTION: Councilwoman Hotard moved and Councilman Perrilloux seconded the motion 

to grant administration authorization to settle and pay the January 19, 2018 

claim with Stephanie Tobin of 557 Wellham Loop, LaPlace, LA in the amount of 

$1,927.00. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

Adjournment 

  

MOTION: Councilman Snyder moved and Councilman Becnel seconded the motion to 

adjourn the finance meeting. The motion passed unanimously. 


