Proposed Bylaws Amendment

Article II, Section 4 - Current language relative to a quorum of the Council is as follows:

“Voting of the Council shall require the presence of a quorum of the Council members, which
shall be defined as four (4) voting members. The quorum must include two representatives from
the State, one from the County and one from the Municipalities.”

If this language is interpreted strictly, it means that without the presence of the member
representing the Kent County Levy Court, there would be no quorum. Thus the Council could
not conduct any business. In looking back at some of the previous Council minutes, it appears
this language has been more loosely interpreted, meaning that if the member representing the
Kent County municipalities was present, that person was considered to be the member
representing the County.

To clarify this issue, MPO staff suggests the following amendment to the language:

“Voting of the Council shall require the presence of a quorum of the Council members, which
shall be defined as four (4) voting members. The quorum must include two representatives from

the State, one-from-the-County-and-onefrom-the Munieipalities and two from the County and/or

Municipalities.”
The proposed amendment, precisely worded:
“Voting of the Council shall require the presence of a quorum of the Council members, which

shall be defined as four (4) voting members. The quorum must include two representatives from
the State, and two from the County and/or Municipalities.”
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