RECORD OF CONCLUSION
KAHNAWAKE LEGISLATIVE COORDINATING COMMISSION
June 2nd, 2016
MCK Council Lounge

1:30-4:00 PM
MEETING TYPE: KLCC Regular
CHAIRPERSON: | Leslie Skye aN
NOTE TAKER: Kim Beauvais '{ =
ATTENDEES: Ron Skye, Jean Pommainville, Bobby Patton, Joe Delaronde, Kah en@av)\;e
Sky-Deer, Dale Dione Dell, Kevin Fleischer.
ABSENT: Vernon Goodleaf (regrets) & Dwaine White \%
ITEM DESCRIPTION \)
1. Previous ROC | * Approval of 5/5/2016 ROC \)
REVIEW/APPROVAL | Approved. £ \
2. FILE UPDATE e Election Law — Kevin (10 min.)
REVIEW/DECISION o No update

e Tobacco Law — Bobby (10 min.)

o The Law is moving along. Ther more sections to go through. An

additional meeting date has beef added to the schedule.

o Two upcoming meetings: ] 1 June 28",
e Rescinding/ Repealing Laws — K 10 min.)

o Deferred
e Membership — Kahsennenhaw 0 min.)

o Work is being d 0 develop Regulations to accompany the KML. The drafting
sday and Thursday to complete this task.
lency, the Law is being updated by the drafting team as
ses and the community makes decisions on changes to the

the hearing
Law.
C ace Arlene Jacobs as a community representative over the summer.

0 upgoming meetings: June 7" and 14"

o

o
= =2

)N

3. Amendment
Process
DECISION

o Dgyelop, Processes
endment process: borne due to the membership law being problematic
because the community gives the scope, leading to the entire law being
reviewed as opposed to only the specific sections being revised. The KML
revision process cannot be changed mid-stream at this point. There should be

Ny an assessment to determine other laws & regulations that may be impacted to

ensure consistency. SOD may be may be looking into this interconnectedness
now. Suggestion to have proponent give the scope of the amendment, and use
a 30 day review process to give the community input on the scope. Suggestion
to have criteria for community member to be able to request change to scope;
perhaps 150 signatures to change sections x, y, z. If an individual submits a
request to amend a law, there has to be an assessment to determine if it is an
important amendment. There should be sound reasoning and documentation
to support the request. Portfolio Chiefs are responsible to make a review of the
laws that are up for the mandatory 5 year review as well as requests for
amendments. KLCC should remind C&C at the next monthly/quarterly update
about Portfolio Chiefs being responsible. It is critical to have a review
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undertaken by MCK Legal Services before any changes are made to a law in
order to determine what kind of change it is: incidental, consequential, etc.

e Suggested that KLCC have the following separate processes:
o Type I (New Law)

Type I amendment

Type II (New Law)

Type II amendment

Urgent (New Law)

Regulation

Regulation amendment Q
Incidental / Consequential amendments g

e Values and principles need to be stated in the preamble of ex@.
A footnote needs to be added to the flowcharts to clarify <heNment notations and the

differences in the scope for a Type I or Type II Law. :

O O O O O O O

4. Next Meeting
(s) &

Next KLCC Meeting: Thursday, August 4th, 201€ \
MCK Large Confe w

renge
Adjournment 1:30 p.m. — 4:00<p.m.
Next CDMP Hearing: Kahnawa:keembe Law — First Hearing Mtg. #13 & #14
Tuesday, & 14" 2016
Golden Age
6:00 p. 8:80 p.m.
w 2:ke Tobacco Law — First Hearing Mtg. #5 & #6
hurSgay, June 16™ & Tuesday, June 28th, 2016
en Age Club
f'\Q 00 p.m. — 8:30 p.m.
Notes:

CDMP Procedural
Manual

up will meet Wednesday afternoons from 1 — 4pm upon
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