
Rhodes College Digital Archives - DLynx

"Expense Allowance Bid Fails As Backers Insure New Vote"

Item Type Article

Authors Jordan, Thomas

Publisher Commercial Appeal

Rights All rights reserved. The accompanying digital objects and
associated documentation are provided for online research and
access purposes. Permission to use, copy, modify, distribute and
present this digital object and the accompanying documentation,
without fee, and without written agreement, is hereby granted
for educational, non-commercial purposes only. The Rhodes
College Archives and Special Collections reserves the right to
decide what constitutes educational and commercial use. In all
instances of use, acknowledgement must be given to Rhodes
College Archives Digital Repository, Memphis, TN. For information
regarding permission to use this image, please email the Archives
at archives@rhodes.edu.

Download date 2026-06-09 06:14:09

Link to Item http://hdl.handle.net/10267/30022

http://hdl.handle.net/10267/30022


CIAL 
~~.M~If?O 

APPEAL . PAGES17T024 

Morning, March 17, 1976 ~. ~~~~A c{/l o~~~ ' ~ ·o-P}~~ 

Expense.Allowance Bid Fails ~M 
As Backers Insure New Vote 
By THOMAS JORDAN 

A proposed ordinance asking voters to 
consider a $300 monthly expense . allow­
ance for each City C:ouncil member was 
defeated 11 to 1 yesterday on third and 
final reading. · 

However, some councilmen who voted 
against the measure actually favored it 
They voted against the measure to assure 
reconsideration, councilmen said later. 

A councilman who votes on the prevail­
ing side - in this case the side with the 
most votes - may request reconsidera­
tion of a measure. 

Supporters voted against the measure 
after two unsuccessful attempts were 

· made to postpone final consideration of 
the proposal until Councilman John Ford 
is present. 

Voting on each of the two attempts to 
postpone was split 6 to 6. Seven affirm­
ative votes are needed to postpone or to 
approve the measure, which would call a 
May 25 referendum on the question of the 
expense allowance. 

Ford, who has supported the measure, 
also is a state senator . . He was in Nash­
ville attending the current session of the 
Tennessee General Assembly. His vote is 
the key to approval of the proposal. 

Councilman Billy Hyman, who has sup­
ported the measure, noted the 6 to 6 im­
passe and said: ''Let's go on and enjoy 
politics." 

He said later: "Nobody was going to 
change his mind. The way you play poli­
tics is to vote on the prevailing side." 

Councilman Fred Davis, sponsor of the 
proposal, cast the only affirmative vote. 

Those councilmen voting to delay were 
Davis, Oscar Edmonds, Hyman, Ed 
McBrayer, J. 0. Patterson Jr. and Glenn 
Raines. 

Opposing postponement were Council­
men ·Mike Cody, Pat Halloran, Robert 
James, Thomas Todd,, Pat Vander Schaaf 
and Chairman A. D. Alissandratos. 

When his proposal came up for consid­
eration, Davis, who apparently suspected 
the measure did not have seven affirm- · 
ative votes, said: "Well I'm not quite sure 
what to do." 

McBrayer then moved for post­
ponement. 

Patterson said: "We obviously know 
what the situation is - a 6-6 vote. Ford is 
not here and he is the seventh vote. 

"You can vote it down if you want to, 
but it will be back on the agenda next 

week and the seventh vote will be m 
town." 

James said his vote against postpone­
ment was a "resentment vote." 

"l think this is a little ridiculous for a 
city of 700,000 to have to endure the ab­
sence of a m~n who puts himself in two 
jobs at the same time," he said. 

Patterson urged the council to delay 
consideration as a courtesy to Ford but 
Cody said: "To say this council has to be 
stymied on moving on a matter before us 
throughout the term of the General 
Assembly . .. carries courtesy too far." 

draft · a bi ex em tin th~ ro osed Over­
ton ark expressway from environment~ 
grotection regulations that have blocl@.d 
Its route through the park. 

Council committees will study a sugges­
tion by .qlalloran that the city pay for 
reassessment of property in Shelby 
County. 

"If the county will not pay half the · cost 
of reassessment, then we have to go 
ahead," he said. 

The cost of reassessment,· which would 
take two years, is about $800,000, Hallo­
ran said. He estimated, however, that 
reassessment would produce about $5 mil­
lion more in annual revenue. 

The council also adopted a resolution 
urging Congress to continue revenu.e 
sharing. 


