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Memorandum in support of complaint against Neel Kashkari

by Steven J. Timmer 

January 9, 2023 

Federal Reserve Bank photograph

This memorandum is offered in support of a complaint to the Campaign Finance 

and Public Disclosure Board against Neel Kashkari for failure to register as a 

lobbyist with the Board and failure to file periodic reports of his lobbying activity 

and expenses, as required by Minn. Stat. §§ 10A.03 and .04 (2022), and Board 

rules thereunder. 

As will be described in this memorandum, since moving to Minnesota in 2016 

and assuming his position with the Federal Reserve Bank, Mr. Kashkari has 

made a concerted attempt to influence state law related to public education in 

Minnesota, particularly after the announcement of the so-called “Page 

Amendment,” an effort to amend the Minnesota Constitution. 

Neel Kashkari is the president of the Ninth Federal Reserve District 

headquartered in Minneapolis. Mr. Kashkari is a resident of the State of 

Minnesota. The address of the Federal Reserve Bank is 90 Hennepin Avenue, 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401; Mr. Kashkari’s residence address is unknown to 

your complainant. 
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A threshold question 

Since he is a high-ranking federal employee, a threshold question is whether Mr. 

Kashkari is exempt from public disclosure law relating to lobbying activity; the 

short answer is “no.” 

As with any other resident of the state, Mr. Kashkari is expected to obey the laws 

of the state and its political subdivisions. He’s expected to keep his lawn mowed, 

obey traffic laws, keep his car insured, pay his taxes, and so forth. He must also 

observe public disclosure law related to his lobbying activity. 

The place to start analyzing whether Mr. Kashkari is a lobbyist or not is Minn. 

Stat. § 10A.01 (2022). Subd. 21 defines what a lobbyist is, and it also provides 

multiple exceptions to the definition, none of which is applicable here. 

Subd. 21(b) provides a list of persons who are exempt from being considered a 

lobbyist under subsection (a) of that subdivision. The first one, in subsection 

(b)(1), is “public official.” But Mr. Kashkari is not a “public official” for this 

purpose; “public official” is defined in Subd. 35 of § 10A.01. It provides thirty 

categories of public officials who are exempt from consideration as a lobbyist. 

Significantly, each of these thirty categories covers only employees or agents of 

the State of Minnesota. There is no exemption for any federal public official, 

including a president of a federal reserve bank. 

Subsection (b)(4) of Subd. 21 exempts “a nonelected local official or an employee 

of a political subdivision acting in an official capacity.” “Local officials” are 

defined in Subd. 22 as persons elected, appointed, or employed by a “political 

subdivision, which in turn is defined in Subd. 31 as municipalities and units of 

metropolitan government created by the state. Again, only agents or employees 

of state instrumentalities are entitled to claim the exemption. 

No other exemption under Subd. 21(b) is even remotely applicable. 
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Mr. Kashkari is not entitled to exemption from registration as a lobbyist or filing 

reports because of the federal office he holds.1 Nor should he be. As the president 

of a federal reserve bank, he has access to and directs far more resources — 

personnel and financial, as we’ll see — than the average citizen. Those average 

citizens deserve to know about Mr. Kashkari’s activities in influencing policy on 

the largest line item of spending in the state’s budget. 

It is not just policy that he seeks to influence; it’s the state’s creation document he 

seeks to amend: the Minnesota Constitution, specifically the Education Clause,2

Article XIII, Section 1, which has been part of the Constitution since Minnesota 

became a state. 

What is a lobbyist and what is required of them? 

Minn. Stat. § 10A.01 Subd. 21(a)(2) (2022) provides that a lobbyist is someone: 

who spends more than $250, not including the individual's own traveling 

expenses and membership dues, in any year for the purpose of attempting 

to influence legislative or administrative action, or the official action of a 

metropolitan governmental unit, by communicating or urging others to 

communicate [emphasis added] with public or local officials. 

A person is engaged in lobbying not only when they are communicating with 

legislators directly, but when they try to persuade others to make attempts to 

persuade legislators to take action, as well. As the President of the Federal 

Reserve Bank, Mr. Kashkari spent the Bank’s resources and personnel freely, 

1 It may be recalled, as an aside, that federal officials, including elected ones, are being investigated for 

violation of Georgia state elections laws. From a separation of powers standpoint, an excellent argument 

can be made that federal officials’ conduct should be scrutinized more carefully than others. 
2 UNIFORM SYSTEM OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS. The stability of a republican form of government 

depending mainly upon the intelligence of the people, it is the duty of the legislature to establish a 

general and uniform system of public schools. The legislature shall make such provisions by taxation or 

otherwise as will secure a thorough and efficient system of public schools throughout the state. 
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resulting in the expenditure of tens of thousands of dollars a year, or more, 

lobbying for the Page Amendment, since at least 2019.3

A lobbyist must register with the CFPDB. Minn. Stat. § 10A.03 (2022). A lobbyist 

must also file semiannual reports with CFPDB. Minn. Stat. § 10A.04 (2022).4 At 

this point, a discussion of the Board’s rules about the contents of reports is 

irrelevant, because Mr. Kashkari has never filed one. 

The facts of Neel Kashari’s lobbying and his failure to register as a lobbyist and 

file required lobbying reports with the CFPDB 

According to the Board’s database, Neel Kashkari has never registered as a 

lobbyist, although he has engaged in heavy anti-public school and pro-Page 

Amendment lobbying activity almost from the moment he moved to Minnesota 

to assume the presidency of the Ninth Federal Reserve. 

Prior to accepting the post in Minnesota, Mr. Kashkari ran unsuccessfully for 

governor of California. Described by media there as “the asset manager from 

Laguna Beach,”5 an important part of his platform was criticism of public schools 

and the support of private and charter schools, an activity he has certainly 

continued since moving here. 

3 Mr. Kashkari, or his counsel, may say, “Well, it was the Federal Reserve’s money, not Neel Kashkari’s.” 

Minn. Stat. § 10A.01 Subd. 21(a)(2) (2022) doesn’t say “spends his own money.” Putting such a 

requirement into the statute would read words into it that aren’t there. Mr. Kashkari obviously directed 

the staff of the Federal Reserve Bank and its expenditures on behalf of the Page Amendment. Staff usually 

attended meetings with Mr. Kashkari (and Mr. Page) and legislators, other policy makers, and the public, 

and they wrote numerous articles in support of the Page Amendment specifically, as well as creating and 

maintaining the portion of the website of the Bank dedicated to advocacy on behalf of the Page 

Amendment initiative. 

It is more egregious, really, than if Mr. Kashkari had just spent his own money – because he would have 

had so much less to spend. The Federal Reserve Bank is a powerful federal institution – with about 1,000 

employees in Minneapolis alone – that Mr. Kashkari directed and brought to bear. This situation is 

unprecedented; a blinkered view of Subd. 21 (a)(2) just invites mischief of the kind present here. 

4 This memorandum does not address whether the Federal Reserve Bank has reporting obligations as a 

principal under Subd. 6 of § 10A.04; perhaps it does. 
5 https://www.governing.com/news/headlines/mct-california-gubernatorial-debate-after.html
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The ”Page Amendment” is an initiative to amend the Minnesota Constitution to 

remove the duty of the state to fund public systems of education.6 It was offered 

by its supporters shortly after the Minnesota Supreme Court’s decision in Cruz-

Guzman v. Minnesota, 916 N.W.2d 1 (2018) which held that public school systems 

that included segregated charter schools were a violation of the existing 

Education Clause; it sent the case back to the lower courts for resolution 

consistent with the Supreme Court’s opinion, an outcome that has so far eluded 

the parties and the courts. The case is headed back to the Supreme Court.7

Neel Kashkari was a proponent of the Page Amendment from its inception, 

meeting with its organizers shortly after its announcement. For it to become 

effective, a bill proposing the amendment must pass both houses of the 

Legislature — it does not require the governor’s signature — and it must pass a 

voter referendum. Mr. Kashkari has worked tirelessly to persuade legislators to 

pass Page Amendment bills, and he has worked to persuade others to try to 

persuade legislators as well. The proof of that is contained in Mr. Kashkari’s 

public diary, which is published on the Federal Reserve website.8 The website of 

the Minneapolis Fed has also published many articles dedicated to the advocacy 

for the Page Amendment, just for example, this one from February 2021, arguing 

that the passage of the amendment won’t increase education litigation9 – which is 

a laughable proposition, but that’s for another day. Many members of the Bank’s 

staff have contributed advocacy articles for the Page Amendment. 

6 https://minnesotareformer.com/2022/03/28/the-page-amendment-is-a-trojan-horse-to-destory-public-

schools-opinion/
7 https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/23460477-a22-0118-order-sct-grant-of-petition-for-review-

12-13-2022
8 https://www.minneapolisfed.org/about-us/leadership/presidents-schedule (scroll down for entire 

archive) 
9 https://www.minneapolisfed.org/article/2021/no-evidence-that-education-amendments-increase-

litigation

https://law.justia.com/cases/minnesota/supreme-court/2018/a16-1265.html
https://law.justia.com/cases/minnesota/supreme-court/2018/a16-1265.html
https://law.justia.com/cases/minnesota/supreme-court/2018/a16-1265.html
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In January of 2022, the conservative organization The Center of the American 

Experiment sent a letter to Fed Chairman Jerome Powell, complaining about Mr. 

Kashkari’s lobbying activity.10

Criticism has been leveled at Mr. Kashkari by academics, and some federal 

officials, including former a fed president and a U.S. senator, but it has not 

prompted his registration as a lobbyist.11

Public interest media have attempted to obtain information from Mr. Kashkari 

and the Bank about activity advocating for the Page Amendment and the 

provenance of the amendment itself, but they’ve been rebuffed. See Exhibit A, a 

letter from counsel for the Federal Reserve Bank to Mike Kaszuba of Public 

Record Media, dated March 9, 2021. 

Bank counsel observes in the letter that the Bank is not subject to either the 

Freedom of Information Act or state data practices laws. The letter was referred 

to in an article in Public Record Media.12

The announcement of the Page Amendment initiative and collaborating with 

Alan Page and Mike McFadden, principal proponents of it, caused a sharp uptick 

(an understatement) in Mr. Kashkari’s activity in “educational policy” and for 

the adoption of the Page Amendment by the Legislature, starting in the fall of 

2019, leading up to the introduction of the amendment for the first time in the 

2020 legislative session. 

This graph shows Mr. Kashkari’s involvement of Federal Reserve Bank staff in 

meetings or telephone contact where he advocated for the Page Amendment, 

often with Mr. Page in attendance, too. This information is taken from the public 

diary of Mr. Kashkari, published by the Bank. 

(graph on next page) 

10 https://files.americanexperiment.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/CAE-Letter-to-Fed-Board-1.11.22.pdf
11 https://minnesotareformer.com/2021/08/05/fed-bank-president-defiant-in-face-of-criticism-of-his-

lobbying-on-state-education/
12 https://www.publicrecordmedia.org/federal-reserves-kashkari-to-key-education-policy-critic-you-had-

done-little-to-no-work/
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Who was Mr. Kashkari meeting with? Mr. Page, often, of course, and with 

elected officials, education leaders, members of the governor’s staff and cabinet, 

business leaders, and virtually anybody else who could help persuade the 

Legislature to pass the Page Amendment bills. Attached to this memorandum 
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are three exhibits, prepared by an associate of your complainant, abstracting 

from his published diary Mr. Kashkari’s meetings and telephone calls on 

“education policy” from the about the time of his appointment as President of 

the Ninth District to about the middle of 2022.13 (The pagination on some of the 

pages of the exhibits cuts items in two, which I can’t fix, but everything in the 

exhibits was taken from President Kashkari’s public diary.) A spreadsheet of 

Kashkari meetings and contacts, including Mr. Page and Bank staff, is attached 

as Exhibit E. (You may have to magnify it in your pdf viewer to read it.) Mr. 

Kashkari made liberal use of his staff during this time. 

There are scores and scores of meetings. By way of just one example, on January 

20, 2020, Mr. Kashkari met with Alan Page and two employees of the Federal 

Reserve Bank and the entire DFL People of Color Caucus in the Capitol complex. 

He met with other legislators that day, too. He also had individual meetings or 

calls with members of the POC Caucus, in some cases multiple times, especially 

during legislative sessions.14

Here’s just a sample of the people that Mr. Kashkari (and usually Alan Page and 

one or more staff members of the Bank) met with about “education policy” and 

the Page Amendment (many of them multiple times): former governor Mark 

Dayton, Shannon Patrick, policy advisor to Governor Dayton, Congressman 

Dean Phillips, Brenda Cassellius, former Commissioner of Education, Charlie 

Weaver, Minnesota Business Partnership, Sondra Samuels, Northside 

Achievement Zone, Eli Kramer, Hiawatha Academies, Jennifer Stern and Ben 

Whitney, Great Minnesota Schools, Laura Bloomquist, Dean of the Humphrey 

Institute, Ted Kolderie, Education Evolving, Steve Belton, Urban League, R.T. 

Rybak and Chandra Smith, Minneapolis Foundation, Mike Ciresi, Roberta 

Walburn, Campbell Brown, former journalist, Ed Graff, Superintendent of 

Minneapolis Schools, legislators Tom Bakk, Melissa Hortman and Kurt Daudt, 

13 The exhibits are: Exhibit B (meetings from 2016 through the end of 2019), Exhibit C (meetings in 

January 2020), and Exhibit D (meetings from February 2020 through February 2022). 
14 November of 2019 through March of 2020, the period that saw the first legislative introduction of the 

Page Amendment was particularly intense. See Exhibit F. 
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Todd Rapp, Rapp Strategies, Mike McFadden, Attorney General Keith Ellison, 

Alec Sloan, Assistant Attorney General, Native American Finance Officers 

Association, State Senator Bobby Joe Champion, Lt. Governor Peggy Flanagan, 

former governor Tim Pawlenty, Steve Grove, Commissioner of Labor and 

Economic Development, Senator Jeff Hayden, Jeff Harmening, CEO of General 

Mills, Doug Loon, president of the Minnesota Chamber of Commerce, the chairs 

of Securian and EcoLab, legislators Carla Nelson, Greg Marcus, Rena Moran, 

Kristen Robbins, Julie Rosen, Paul Gazelka, Jay Xiong, Jim Davine, Dave Pinto, 

Carlos Mariani, Joan Gabel, president of the University of Minnesota, Laurie 

Nordquist, Wells Fargo CEO, St. Paul mayor Melvin Carter, and Lee McGrath, 

Institute for Justice. 

It seems obvious that Mr. Kashkari wasn’t discussing the finer points of 

pedagogy with this list. 

This list just takes us through Exhibit B and the end of 2019, leading up to the 

introduction of the Page Amendment for the first time in 2020. Please refer to the 

exhibits for a complete recitation of the meetings, especially with legislators.

Merely arranging these meeting must have consumed a lot of administrative staff 

time. 

Discussion 

One of the points made in the letter by the CAE’s Peter Nelson to Federal 

Reserve Bank Chair Jerome Powell (linked above) is that lobbying by Mr. 

Kashkari and the Minneapolis Federal Reserve Bank raises serious separation of 

powers issues; Mr. Nelson is correct. 

Education policy and the contents of the Minnesota Constitution are the province 

of the Legislature and the people of Minnesota and must not be overborne by the 

pressure and resources of an instrumentality of the federal government: a 

Federal Reserve Bank and its president. 
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Mr. Kashkari has human and financial resources at his disposal that cannot be 

matched by any Minnesota legislative or educational nonprofit, school boards, or 

association of school administrators, teachers, or parents. 

The fact that the Bank refuses to voluntarily disclose its expenditures related to 

lobbying for the Page Amendment makes lobbying registration and disclosure to 

the CFPDB even more important. Without it, the public is in the dark about the 

resources that have been poured into the Page Amendment by Mr. Kashkari and 

the Bank. 

As observed earlier, the lobbying efforts are directed toward not merely a statute, 

but the Education Clause of the Constitution, which our Supreme Court has held 

imposes an affirmative duty on the Legislature to create and maintain a system of 

general education. That would no longer be the case if the Page Amendment 

became part of the Constitution. I have written about that in the Minnesota 

Reformer article linked above, and on my website, discussing Skeen v. 

Minnesota.15

Proponents of the Page Amendment, and certainly including Mr. Kashkari, have 

lobbied for the passage of the constitutional amendment the last three sessions, 

and they give every indication of doing so again this session. But no lobbying 

reports were made by Mr. Kashkari in 2022, 2021, 2020, 2019, or any other year, 

explaining the Fed’s money he has spent. He’s never registered as a lobbyist, 

which he clearly is. 

It is more than merely probable that Mr. Kashkari has engaged in lobbying, and 

it is also more than merely probable that he has spent more than $250 doing it 

each year. If we are to believe the information in the Federal Reserve Bank’s own 

website, and Mr. Kashkari’s published diary, these things are certain. An 

investigation by the Board and its staff will just confirm them. 

The case is proved out of Mr. Kashkari’s own mouth. 

15 http://left.mn/2021/05/what-lies-beneath/
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If we can’t restrain a senior federal public official and bank president, and a 

federal bank, from meddling with the Minnesota Constitution, at least we can 

make them be more transparent about it. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Steven J. Timmer 

Date: January 9, 2023 
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March 9, 2021 
 
Mr. Mike Kaszuba      Delivered Via E-Mail 
Public Record Media    
St. Paul, Minnesota  
 
 
RE:  Request for information from the Federal Reserve Bank of Minneapolis 

 
Dear Mr. Kaszuba:  
 
This is in response to your February 21, 2021 e-mail to Alyssa Augustine requesting information 
about, among other things, Federal Reserve Bank of Minneapolis (“FRB Mpls”) President Neel 
Kashkari’s work with regard to the “Page Amendment” and certain matters related to the 
advisory board of FRB Mpls’s Opportunity and Inclusive Growth Institute (the “OIGI”).   
 
As an initial matter, we note that FRB Mpls is not subject to public records disclosure laws.  For 
example, the federal Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA”) requires that agencies of the federal 
government make their records available to the public unless the records are specifically 
exempted.  FRB Mpls is not an “agency” as that term is defined in FOIA, and consequently is 
not subject to its provisions. Similarly, FRB Mpls is not subject to state laws such as the 
Minnesota Data Practices Act. Notwithstanding, FRB Mpls considers requests for information, 
and responds within the parameters of its established policies and other relevant authorities.  

 
After careful consideration of your request, FRB Mpls’s response is as follows.  

 
Request: A list of non-Federal Reserve individuals or entities that were 
consulted during the development of the proposed amendment. 
 
There is a very wide range of individuals that were consulted as part of the development of the 
proposed amendment. Neel Kashkari maintains a calendar of all of his public interactions, which 
can be found at https://www.minneapolisfed.org/about-us/leadership/presidents-schedule. These 
interactions reflect that concerns about Minnesota’s severe educational disparities were discussed 
as early as the first quarter of 2017 and continue to this day. This work follows FRB Mpls’s 
decades-long interests to advance investment in early childhood development.  President 
Kashkari’s calendar is not reflective of work and consultation done by other Bank researchers 
and leaders. 
 
A broad and diverse cross section of civic, community, business, education, and elected leaders 
have registered their support for the constitutional amendment proposal. Just a few are noted 
here: https://www.minneapolisfed.org/policy/education-achievement-gaps/statewide-support.  
 

Exhibit A



 
Request: Copies of any background memoranda or legal analysis produced during 
this process. 
 
Research and analysis regarding the Page Amendment have been communicated through various 
conferences, events, and publications. See generally 
https://www.minneapolisfed.org/policy/education-achievement-gaps . 
 
For materials that may be of particular interest, see: 

1. https://www.minneapolisfed.org/policy/education-achievement-gaps/why-a-
constitutional-amendment (Describes the reason for a proposed amendment, 
proposed language, and the rationale and analysis for each provision).  See also:  
https://www.minneapolisfed.org/article/2020/a-constitutional-amendment-to-
transform-education-in-minnesota  

2. https://www.minneapolisfed.org/~/media/assets/pages/education-achievement-
gaps/ed-amendment-explained.pdf?la=en (A brief explainer reviewing proposed 
language and rationale) 

3. https://www.minneapolisfed.org/policy/education-achievement-gaps/answering-
the-tough-questions-about-the-amendment (Provides an FAQ reviewing and 
analyzing questions, particularly those involving legal and other issues). 

4. https://www.minneapolisfed.org/~/media/assets/pages/education-acheivement-
gaps/achievement-gaps-mn-report.pdf?la=en (Detailed research describing 
education gaps and large disparities in education in Minnesota).  See also op-eds 
from Justice Page and President Neel Kashkari:  
https://www.minneapolisfed.org/article/2019/star-tribune-op-ed-achievement-gaps 
and https://www.minneapolisfed.org/article/2020/neel-kashkari-alan-page-our-
push-for-an-education-amendment-has-only-gotten-more-relevant 

5. Former Minnesota Supreme Court Justice Alan Page's February 24, 2021 letter 
addressing the proposed amendment was submitted to Minnesota legislators and 
can be found at 2d1ptzdFNkS2eDbNrHEADg.pdf (state.mn.us).   

 
Requests related to the OIGI Advisory Board and Professor Myron Orfield. 
 
Information regarding the OIGI Advisory Board may be found at 
https://www.minneapolisfed.org/institute/about/advisory-board.  
 
After careful consideration of this matter, we have determined that it would be inappropriate for 
FRB Mpls to disclose information about specific contracts or communications between FRB 
Mpls and individual members of the OIGI Advisory Board, in light of, among other things, the 
legitimate expectations that these Board members have that such materials wouldn’t be disclosed 
without their consent or a compelling business need.  Although we cannot provide the 
information requested above,  we note in response to your request, that certain correspondence 
between President Kashkari and Professor Orfield is publicly available, and can be found at 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA (state.mn.us).  
 



We can also provide the following general information regarding the OIGI Advisory Board. 
When the Advisory Board was initially formed in 2017, all members agreed to serve a one-year 
term. Subsequently, it was determined that staggered term lengths were desirable, to avoid all 
board terms expiring on the same date. As a result, in 2019, board members signed agreements to 
serve varying length terms, ranging from one year to three years, depending on the board 
member’s preference and other factors.  It is anticipated that this methodology will continue into 
the future, with some board members rotating off the board at the end of their service period.    
 
 
Thank you for your interest in the Federal Reserve.   

 
 
Sincerely, 
John E. Yanish 
John E. Yanish 
Vice President and Deputy General Counsel  

 
c. Alyssa Augustine 
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Minneapolis Federal Reserve 
President Neel Kashkari’s 

Monthly “Education Policy” 
and/or “Page Amendment” 

Meetings, 2016 to 2022

Total Kashkari 
education policy 
meetings/calls

FBR staff “units” 
in education 
policy calls / 

meetings

Alan  
Page

Kashkari and  
“education 

policy 
stakeholder” 

meetings

Niel 
Willardson, 
Sr VP and 
General 
Counsel

Jean Hinz
 Alene 

Tchourumof
f

Anusha 
Nath

Rob 
Gruenwald

Amy 
Phenix

Beth 
Commers

Alyssa 
Augustine

Danita 
Ngu

Other 
Minneapolis 

Federal 
Reserve 

Employees

Total Monthly 
Minneapolis Fed Staff 

Involvement with 
“Education Policy” 

Meetings

Minneapolis Federal 
Reserve President Neel 

Kashkari’s Monthly 
“Education Policy” 

and/or “Page 
Amendment” Meetings, 

August 2016 4 7 2 2 August 2016

September 2016 1 1 1 1 September 2016

October 2016 0 0 October 2016

November 2016 0 0 November 2016

December 2016 2 2 2 4 December 2016

January 2017 1 0 January 2017

February 2017 0 0 February 2017

March 2017 0 0 March 2017

April 2017 4 7 2 1 1 5 7 April 2017

May 2017 1 1 0 May 2017

June 2017 1 0 June 2017

July 2017 0 0 July 2017

August 2017 1 2 1 1 1 2 August 2017

September 2017 0 0 September 2017

October 2017 1 1 1 1 October 2017

November 2017 0 0 November 2017

December 2017 0 0 December 2017

January 2018 1 2 1 1 2 January 2018

February 2018 1 0 February 2018

March 2018 0 0 March 2018

April 2018 2 2 0 April 2018

May 2018 0 0 May 2018

June 2018 1 1 0 June 2018

July 2018 0 0 July 2018

August 2018 0 0 August 2018

September 2018 0 0 September 2018

October 2018 3 2 0 October 2018

November 2018 0 0 November 2018

December 2018 2 3 1 1 1 1 3 December 2018

January 2019 2 3 3 1 1 1 3 January 2019

February 2019 0 0 February 2019

March 2019 9 11 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 10 March 2019

April 2019 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 April 2019

May 2019 2 1 1 1 1 May 2019

June 2019 3 2 1 1 1 2 June 2019

July 2019 0 0 July 2019

August 2019 0 0 August 2019

September 2019 2 2 0 September 2019

October 2019 10 12 3 1 2 1 1 1 6 12 October 2019

November 2019 23 17 6 12 2 1 21 November 2019

December 2019 17 22 10 1 2 7 4 2 1 1 4 1 22 December 2019

January 2020 43 46 27 6 9 1 8 11 11 46 January 2020

February 2020 47 82 43 1 12 18 4 4 5 27 2 11 84 February 2020

March 2020 16 38 13 2 1 6 9 1 1 4 11 6 39 March 2020

April 2020 0 April 2020

May 2020 3 8 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 8 May 2020

June 2020 4 12 2 2 2 2 2 4 12 June 2020

July 2020 9 6 4 1 1 2 1 1 6 July 2020

August 2020 9 14 6 1 1 2 1 1 4 6 15 August 2020

September 2020 8 10 8 9 3 12 September 2020

October 2020 24 29 19 2 2 4 1 1 1 10 2 8 29 October 2020

November 2020 0 0 0 0 November 2020

December 2020 11 18 7 5 2 3 1 7 18 December 2020

January 2021 16 28 12 1 4 3 1 1 2 10 6 28 January 2021

February 2021 35 48 20 1 12 6 1 11 17 48 February 2021

March 2021 26 77 23 4 1 9 5 2 2 4 15 2 28 68 March 2021

April 2021 13 24 9 4 1 3 3 1 1 6 1 6 22 April 2021

May 2021 12 12 4 2 1 6 2 9 May 2021

June 2021 5 7 4 2 3 1 6 June 2021

July 2021 1 0 1 0 July 2021

August 2021 6 4 1 2 1 2 1 4 August 2021

September 2021 15 21 10 2 1 7 11 21 September 2021

October 2021 12 19 8 3 1 6 9 19 October 2021

November 2021 7 9 5 1 2 7 10 November 2021

December 2021 8 17 8 10 10 December 2021

January 2022 4 7 11 January 2022

February 2022 3 3 February 2022

March 2022 1 1 2 March 2022

April 2022 1 1 April 2022

May 2022 2 2 May 2022

June 2022 0 June 2022

July 2022 0 July 2022

August 2022 August 2022

September 2022 September 2022

Total 428 607 272 32 630 Total

Total Kashkari 
education policy 
meetings/calls

FBR staff “units” 
in education 
policy calls / 

meetings

Alan 
Page

Kashkari and  
“education 

policy 
stakeholder” 

meetings

Minneapolis Federal Reserve Staff Employees That Worked on “Education Policy” Meetings
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