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Daecanber 18, 1975

The Hohorable Kathlesn W. Goodwin
405 Eigh Street
Bath, Maine . 04530

Dear Representative Goodwin:

This is in response to your letter of Decamber 1, 1975,
agking whether a meeting of the Bath Council-~elect was within
the scope of 1 M.R,8.2., Sections 401-406, the so-called Right
to Rnow Lav.  Ordinarily cquestions involving a .city council
would be for the city attorney to answer in the first instance,
Given the ciroumstances in which your gusgtions arise, however,
we are happy to provide our opinion. '

Your questions tuvn on the meaning of "public proceedings®

" asz used in Section 493, since only those proceadings must Le

opsned to the public. Section 402 of Title 1 defines that
phrase as meaning the work of a "legislative body...of any...
political subdivision of the State". Undoubtedly Bath iz such
a subdivieion, and so the question is whether the council-elect
was, at the time of this meeting, such a legislative body of the
City of Bath, As a group, it consisted of persons hewly elected
to the Council and councilors previously elected and continuing
in office.

The Bath City Chartexr provides staggered terms for city
comcilors and further provides that councilors serve until their
successors have been "elected and gualified®, If the newly
elected councilors had kheen "gualified™, a guestion we do -
not have enough facts Lo answer, clearly the meeting you
Qescribe was that of a "body" within the Right to Know Law, If the
new councilors had not been "gualified®, nonetheless you state that
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previously elected and gqualified councilors were present. Since
the City Council iz a continuing body (4. MeQuillan, Municipal
Corporations, § 13.40), the business they were discussing was
business of the then currént council, of which they were then
members, Consequently, we believe the Right to Know Law applied.
Moving the meeting to a private place of business doea not, of
course, alter this conclusion,

It necessarily follows that no decision or vote at this
mesting had any legal significance for any purpdse.

Yourg very truly,

JOSEPH E, BRENNAN
Attorney General
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