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MID-YEAR REVISION OF THE BUDGET AND AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION


ORDINANCE

This report supplements the November 5, 201 0 Report to the Committee on Budget and


Finance, "MID YEAR AMENDMENT OF THE BUDGET, APPROPRIA nO N  ORDINANCE,

SALARY ORDINANCE AND TRANSFERS UNDER CHARTER SECTION 73" (Report). As

explained in that Report, although the City Charter has an elaborate process for creating the


annual budget, it is silent on whether the budget may be revised mid-year. Notwithstanding this

omission in our Charter, based upon past practice and case law, we determined that the budget


revision process would be similar to the process used to adopt the annual budget as set forth

San Diego Charter section 290(b), and would begin with the presentation of a revised budget to


the City Council by the Mayor. Since that Report, questions have arisen regarding the extent to


which the Council may revise the budget after receiving a proposed budget revision from

Mayor.

The clear intent of the budget process, as set forth in the Charter, is to promote stability

during Charter specifies an
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Ordinance adopted on same day was approved. the Council

makes changes to proposed budget the amended Appropriation Ordinance may

not be adopted until after the veto process has been completed.
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Respectfully submitted,


JAN 1. GOLDSMITH

By __ I ____________ __

Paul F. Prather

Deputy City Attorney
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