
Brooklyn Park Charter Commission Meeting Agenda 
Wednesday, May 12, 2021, 7:00 p.m.       

This meeting will be held by telephone or other electronic means. 

All members of the Commission will participate in the meeting by telephone pursuant to 
Minnesota Statutes, Section 13D.021 rather than in-person at the Charter Commission’s regular 
meeting place at City Hall, 5200 85th Avenue North, Brooklyn Park, Minnesota. Members of the 
public can monitor the Commission meeting by calling into the Conference Call Number: Dial 1-
218-302-5973; Meeting ID: 682 565 250.  After you join, press # when you are asked to enter a 
Participant ID.

If you need these materials in an alternative format or need reasonable accommodations for a 
Charter Commission meeting, please provide the City with 72-hours’ notice by calling 763-424-
8000 or emailing Josie Shardlow at josie.shardlow@brooklynpark.org. Para asistencia, 763-424-
8000; Yog xav tau kev pab, 763-424-8000. 

1. Call to Order/Roll Call

2. Additions/Approval of the Agenda of May 12, 2021

3. Approval of Minutes
3.1A MARCH 10, 2021 MEETING MINUTES 
3.1B APRIL 14, 2021 MEETING MINUTES 

4. Old Business
4.1 Charter Section 14.02 Discussion

4.1A CITY ATTORNEY EMAIL, APRIL 20, 2021, RE: CHARTER SECTION 14.02 
REVISION TO OATH OF OFFICE 
CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON COUNCIL MEMBER MORSON’S REVISION 
CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON OTHER REVISIONS 
CITY ATTORNEY OPTION  

4.1B 
4.1C 
4.1D 
4.1E CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON CHAIR SECARA’S REVISION 

4.2 Redistricting 
4.2A PIONEERPRESS.COM ARTICLE ON MINNESOTA NOT LOSING A 

CONGRESSIONAL SEAT  

5. Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees

6. New Business
6.1  Summer Meeting Dates

7. Correspondence/Communications

8. Adjournment

Commission members are asked to let Devin Montero, Staff Liaison, know if you won’t be able to 
attend this meeting.  Devin can be reached by phone (763-493-8180) or by email 
(devin.montero@brooklynpark.org). 

mailto:josie.shardlow@brooklynpark.org
mailto:devin.montero@brooklynpark.org
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Brooklyn Park Charter Commission Meeting Minutes 
Wednesday, March 10, 2021, 7:00 p.m.        

 
This meeting was held by telephone or other electronic means. 

 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call 
 
Chair Dennis Secara called the meeting to order.   
 
Commissioners present via telephone or other electronic means: Dennis Secara, Barbara Bor 
Teferi Fufa, John Hultquist, John Irvin, Susan Mabera, Dennis Secara, Scott Simmons (7:29 p.m.) 
Beatrice Otieno, Andrew Schmid, David Williams, Council Liaison Susan Pha and Staff Liaison  
Devin Montero. 
 
Absent: Commissioners Evans Odhiambo. 
 
Chair Secara read a statement regarding a meeting by telephone or other electronic means.  

 
2. Additions/Approval of the Agenda of March 10, 2021 

 
Motion Chair Secara, seconded by Commissioner Fufa to approve the agenda as amended, 
adding Item 7.1, Ranked Choice Voting update.  
 
Chair Secara called for a roll call vote. 
 
The vote on the motion passed unanimously on a roll call vote as follows: Yes-Commissioners 
Fufa, Hultquist, Mabera, Otieno, Schmid, Williams, Secara; No-None.  (Commissioners Bor and 
Irvin not available due to a lost connection.) 

 
3. Approval of Minutes 
 3.1A FEBRUARY 10, 2020 MEETING MINUTES 
 
Commissioners Mabera, Schmid and Williams, had minor corrections to the minutes.  
 
Motion Chair Secara, second Commissioner Mabera to approve the February 10, 2021 as 
amended.  
 
Chair Secara called for a roll call vote. 
 
The vote on the motion passed unanimously on a roll call vote as follows: Yes: Fufa, Hultquist, 
Irvin, Mabera, Schmid, Williams, Simmons, Secara; No-None. (Commissioners Bor and Irvin not 
available due to a lost connection.) 
 
4. Old Business 
  
5. Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 
 
Chair Secara stated the Council accepted the Charter Commission Annual Report and Work Plan 
at the February 22 Council meeting. 
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He stated the Second reading of the Charter Amendment to Section 4.03 was held at the March 
8 Council meeting.  
  
6. New Business 

 
6.1 Open Meeting Law Question 
 
Chair Secara stated the Minnesota House and Senate had a rule if they were participating 
electronically, they had to state if they were not within their district. He stated the Commissioners 
wanted to consult the city attorney to determine if that was an issue whether the City Council 
should be bound by a similar rule. 
 
He stated city attorney provided comments in Attachment 6.1A and advised against it and that 
Commissioners and Council Members did not have to indicate they were out of state, out of the 
city, or out of the district when they were participating electronically. He stated the city attorney 
advised the Commission against adopting such a rule in the bylaws or imposing such a rule on 
the City Council.  
 
Commissioner Schmid stated he didn’t see in the email where the city attorney advised against it 
and didn’t see where they could impose a penalty against it. He stated that originally it was brought 
up so residents of the city would know if someone was participating remotely to be used as an 
information tool less so as a penalty tool.    
 
Chair Secara stated he interpreted it as advice against it because the lack of an enforcement 
mechanism.   
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated he was the one that brought up the Legislature was required when 
they did attendance to state the city they were from. He stated he also didn’t see any reason to 
impose a requirement when meeting remotely that either Boards and Commissions of the city nor 
the City Council should be required to state the city they were coming in from. He stated if there 
was nothing in the open meeting law or anywhere else in statute it helped achieve a quorum. He 
gave an example, If Commissioner Simmons was out of the State but could still attend remotely 
it helped the Commission have a quorum, so they didn’t have Commissioners showing up and 
wasting their time. He stated he was satisfied and would not suggest they move any further into 
requiring the City Council or any Boards and Commissions of the city adopt any requirement that 
people be in the city or even state the city they were attending from remotely.  
 
Commissioner Fufa stated that if they wanted to go ahead with it, they needed to amend the 
Charter and maybe they shouldn’t go into it and just leave it alone.   
 
Chair Secara stated the Commission wouldn’t take any further action on it.    

 
6.2 Redistricting 
 
Chair Secara stated there were two attachments, one was an article relating to redistricting data, 
and the other was the City Manager’s Population Estimates.  
 
He stated the newspaper article talked about the census block data not arriving to the states until 
the end of September and was due to COVID 19, all the delays and problems associated with it. 
He stated it would have a chain reaction affect by pushing dates out for drawing boundaries. He 
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stated if the census data arrived in September, the Legislature could still redistrict, still redraw the 
legislative and congressional map in a special session and would take one to two months. Then 
the Commission would have to request a new map within 60 days after that and they could take 
it up as early as December and no later than March 2022.   
 
Commissioner Williams stated he was looking at the Attachment 6.2B, City Manager’s Estimates 
and according to the Charter they had to respond to it. He stated the memo talked about an 
estimate and wanted to clarify if it was considered the City Manager’s Population Report.   
 
Chair Secara stated it was estimates and his goal was to see where they were in terms of deciding 
whether a boundary adjustment could be made or should be made. He stated they would be 
sending a report to the City Council stating they had received the population estimate but would 
not be submitting a redistricting recommendation due to the legislature not completing its work 
and not having firm dates.  
 
He asked the Commissioners if they felt the Council districts were as equal as they could be after 
looking at the estimates.  
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated he recalled that if the deviation was more than five percent, they 
had to make an amendment or an adjustment.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated the standard deviation percentage the Charter Commission had been 
using was five percent.  
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated the fact they were still within the five percent, thought they were 
still fine and did not have to do anything before redistricting. He made a clarification, that it was 
not the legislature not being done with the redistricting, it was not having the census data to do 
so.   
 
Commissioner Secara stated the deviation Commissioner Hultquist referenced was not actually 
stated in Section 2.04 but had been a practice used in the past as a benchmark for redistricting 
recommendations. He stated it was used in the 2005 proposed redistricting which was sent to all 
redistricting subcommittee members. He asked if there was a boundary adjustment after the 2010 
census.  
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated he recalled there was a boundary adjustment but would research it 
and in 2019, the Redistricting subcommittee recommended no redistricting to the Commission. 
 
Commissioner Williams stated he recalled last time they looked at it there was a slight redistricting 
that was done between the Central and East District. He thought the 2005 report used a 10% 
deviation and thought it said they were looking at a 10% deviation. 
 
Chair Secara stated he thought it was five percent and there was no deviation required in statutes 
as regard to municipal boundaries. He stated there was regarding legislative boundaries and 
believed it was two percent. He stated the Commissioners at that time might have adopted the 
five or 10 percent but was not stated in the Charter. He stated it might have been the practice 
used by other cities and they could use that standard if they wanted to this time but would have 
to defend that in their recommendation. He stated the city attorney advised against putting in a 
five or 10% deviation in the Charter on a permanent basis. If the city continued to grow and 
exceeded 100,000, the 10 percent deviation became automatic because they would be a city of 
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the first class and there would be other reasons not to do so. He stated no change was needed 
at this point because of the deviation.  
 
He asked the Redistricting Subcommittee members what the effect would be of undoing the 
previous change from 2010, and how it would affect the population shift between the Central and 
East district. He stated that if they looked at the 2005 proposal, the differences were between 
Noble Parkway and Noble Avenue. He stated that looking at the map and the sliver of housing 
used,  he was not sure what the 2010 boundary move did but they could look at undoing that and 
balance the East and Central district or decide to leave it alone.   
 
Commissioner Williams stated his recollection of the last change was a small portion on Noble 
between the Central and the East Districts. He stated it was in a populated area, south of 93rd 
Avenue on Noble. He thought that could be a solution to go back and change to what it was 
originally. He stated that looking at the figures, one thing the Commissioners should watch was 
the difference, not between, the mean of the population but between the East and Central District. 
He stated that looking at the deviation percentages on the chart, the blue and red lines, one was 
4.9% above and the red was 4.4% below. Adding those was over a 10% difference in the numbers 
and that might be something they wanted to watch and know it was just estimates.   
 
Commissioner Bor thought they were speculating and didn’t have the data yet and asked the Staff 
Liaison to research the 2010 change if there was one. She proposed getting the history of 
redistricting for the newer members. She stated she recalled in the minutes that said five percent 
but also when exceeded the 100,000 in population that it was automatic to 10% and they should 
confirm all of that and come back to the next meeting since there was no action required today.   
 
Commissioner Irvin stated the City Manager Population Report were estimates and by September 
they would have hard data from the Census and did not have to go through it again.   
 
Chair Secara stated he wanted to clarify, they were not making a decision tonight or did not have 
the data to make a decision. He stated that looking at the chart shown between the East and the 
Central District was just a hypothetical because they didn’t have Census block data. He suggested 
that the subcommittee use Census block current data to look into scenarios of changing it back 
or making some type of change just to see what was involved because there was a significant 
difference between the Central and East District in population and wasn’t much between the West 
and Central District. He stated adjusting the Central District boundary back to what it was 10 years 
ago that population would be more balanced but was just a theory. He stated the GIS staff would 
have more precise data but was just an estimate and wanted to gather everyone’s thoughts on 
whether or not a change could be in order.  He stated he would send a letter to the Council. 
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated the Commission should send something and stated Charter Section 
2.04 said: 
 
“If the Charter Commission determines that the population within each district is not as equal as 
practicable in keeping with the one person, one vote concept, as evidenced by the Biennial City 
Manager’s Population Report, the Charter Commission shall provide a Redistricting Report to the 
City Council. 
 
The Charter Commission shall submit this report to the Council within 45 days after the receipt of 
the Manager's City Population Report.” 
 
Chair Secara stated they hadn’t actually received a report just received the estimates and they 
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could do the same thing.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated the City Manager’s estimates was used as the City Manager’s 
Population Report.  
Staff Liaison Montero stated Hennepin County would also be providing training on the redistricting 
software and would let the Redistricting subcommittee know the dates when be available.  
 
6.3 Charter Section 14.02 Discussion 

 
Chair Secara stated Council Member Morson recommended looking into revising Section 14.02 
and was added to the work plan. He stated he drafted a revision, Attachment 6.3A and Attachment 
6.3B was Council Member Morson’s proposed revision to Charter section 14.02. He asked for 
comments on what Commissioners thought about the strengths and weaknesses of each 
proposal. He stated they would not vote on it tonight and once they reached a consensus on it, 
he would draft a revision that reflected the comments from Commissioners and maybe vote on it 
at the April meeting.   
 
He stated the oath said all elected officials of the city and the rest of it was the same oath that 
was in the Charter. He stated he added “and will faithfully serve the residents and the discharge 
of the duties and the office of ________ to the best of my ability.”  He stated there was some 
discussion last time as to what an officer was and the City Manager stated the term “officer” was 
a bit vague and referred to any type of official, like an officer of a corporation and also confirmed 
the oath was taken by elected officials, the Mayor and Council Members.   
 
Commissioner Hultquist asked what the impetus was for bringing it forward to the Commission.  
 
Chair Secara stated Council Member Morson wanted to add or felt language was needed to be 
added to the oath of office to the effect of, “and will serve the people of Brooklyn Park.” Instead 
of stating a Council Member, the Mayor “will uphold the Constitution of the United States and of 
the State of Minnesota, the provisions of the Charter and the ordinances of the city of Brooklyn 
Park,” they would also serve the residents and the discharge of their duties. He stated it wouldn’t 
just be following rules but there would be a step beyond that service and for that reason added 
the language about service.   
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated he didn’t see in the suggested change the words “serve” and didn’t 
know if it was in the front or back. He stated that before the Commissioners do anything more, 
suggested inviting Council Member Morson attend a meeting and explain why he was trying to 
change it.  
 
Council Member Pha stated she knew his revisions didn’t have those specific words but knew the 
intent was that it would have some language to give some commitment or duty to serving the 
residents of the city in that oath and not some of the other language that was in there.  She thought 
Council Member Morson was open to those ideas from her conversations with him.  
 
Commissioner Williams stated he was glad Council Member Pha said that because that was what 
he got out of those changes. Council Member Morson wanted to have the words “citizen” or 
“resident” in the oath and looked like both versions did that.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated that Commissioner Simmons was listening to the meeting by phone 
and was sending an email on his comments.  
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Chair Secara stated Council Member Morson had a proposed oath of office for both Council 
Members and Mayor and asked if they needed a separate oath of office for the Mayor as the 
Mayor was a member of the City Council.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated he used one oath for Council Members from the Charter and there 
was a blank line to include the office of “Mayor or a “Central District, East District or West District 
Council Member.” 
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated that even though each Council Member was elected from a district, 
they should be serving the entire city, the residents of the entire city of Brooklyn Park and not 
those of the East, Central or West districts. He thought one oath said “serves the citizens of 
Brooklyn Park” and unlike the legislature, although they were serving the State of Minnesota and 
the country as well, they were serving the entire city. He stated that whatever oath the 
Commissioners decide on, to make sure that it continued to be “serve the citizens of the city of 
Brooklyn Park” and not just the citizens of whatever district.  
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated Commissioner Simmons was now on the telephone and he asked, 
what the legal consequences were for violating the oath.   
 
Commissioner Irvin stated he had never seen an oath of office list out the penalties if they didn’t 
follow the oath. He stated they took oaths for election judges, Civil Service Commission and the 
Northwest Cable Commission, but never talked about penalties.   
 
Commissioner Bor asked if they were asking for further clarification from Council Member Morson 
to better understand it before they rewrote Section 14.02 of the Charter.  
 
Council Member Pha thought Council Member Morson meant it was something he would like to 
be adopted but the Council would have to agree. She stated there was some consensus that 
something would be nice, and they would want the Charter Commission to suggest something if 
they thought it was adequate. She stated it was up to the Commission if they wanted Council 
Member Morson attend the next meeting to give clarification but thought the Commission was 
safe giving the Council a suggestion and then having the whole Council give input afterwards.   
 
Commissioner Fufa stated that since they were going to change it, if Council Member Pha or the 
other Council Members had an idea, or if there were ongoing concerns and did their discussions 
tonight address all the concerns in the shortfalls of the previous oath and if they had revised it, it  
was all inclusive and would last a few more years instead of revisiting it in a couple of years.  
 
Chair Secara stated if they were to revise the section, Council Member Morson should attend and 
get the language that he on behalf of the Council thought was best. He stated that was not to say 
the Commission could add their own language or decide what they thought was appropriate. He 
stated since it was initiated by the Council and by Council Member Morson, that he should speak 
to the proposal. He stated Council Member Morson should be invited to join the Commissioners 
at the next meeting as the Commissioners had a lot of questions and would be a good idea to get 
it ironed out so the Council and Commissioners were on the same page.  
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated he was responding to Commissioner Simmons’ question about 
the penalty for violating the oath. He stated he did a Google search and most of it was related to 
the federal government, violation by the Office of the President or Congress, but thought that was 
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a question that was better suited for the city attorney and ask more specifically what the penalty 
if any was for the violation of the oath of office for a City Council Member or Mayor.   
 
Chair Secara stated there was a section in the Charter that dealt with failure to perform the duties 
of office and if any of the actions were questionable, fell into that, and the Council Member could 
be sanctioned, whether or not those behaviors actually constituted a violation of office, like  
missing too many meetings or engaged in inappropriate behavior or anything else but there was 
a section in Charter that dealt with it. He stated they could look at it as a penalty for violating the 
oath and the Council would have to phrase it or consider it as such to proceed with sanctions or 
disciplinary action. He stated he would contact the city attorney as to what penalty if any was for 
the violation of the oath by the Mayor or City Council and discuss it at the next meeting, if the city 
attorney was able to respond.  
 
Commissioner Hultquist stated the Chair brought up a valid point on the provisions in the Charter 
on failure to carry out the duties of the office to which they were elected. He suggested asking the 
city attorney to delineate the difference between violation of the oath of office and the duties of 
office that were spelled out in the Charter because they might or might not be the same or related  
in terms of the penalty for violating either the duties of the office or the oath of office.   
 
7. Correspondence/Communications 
 
Commissioner Williams thanked the Commissioners for allowing him to bring additional facts on 
Ranked Choice Voting (RCV).  He stated there were two important bills that were starting to go 
through the Legislature having to do with RCV which looked like it was not going to get any 
consideration in the Senate but might see the light of day in the House. He stated the bills were 
House HF 89 and Senate HS 218 and had to do with advancing the proposal of using RCV for all 
state and federal elections and it gave a lot more leeway to individual communities to do RCV if 
they chose. 
 
He stated that up to now, which they found out in the Commission’s last discussion on it, if the 
elections were on even years, which the city had, it was very hard and almost impossible to do a 
legal ballot that included RCV. He stated in those bills, if they were doing state and federal 
elections would diminish that whole requirement and allowed the city a lot easier time and the city 
clerk could come up with an appropriate ballot that would work for RCV.  
 
He stated the other thing in the bill was communities that didn’t have a Charter could use the 
State statute to allow them to go forward with RCV and there was no path for them to go to Ranked 
Choice Voting right now and that was what was being proposed. He thought it was important for 
the Commission to look at the whole thing whether to do it or not and to remain open to it because 
the idea of not doing RCV because of a ballot or on even year voting would be removed. He 
stated the other thing was that they were starting to see a lot more activity around the country and 
in Minnesota were now up to five cities that used RCV and other cities were considering it and 
both Republican and Democrat parties were seriously looking at it because of the efficiencies of 
it. He stated it was receiving a lot more action and consideration now because some of the things 
they were seeing at the federal level where the politics were getting so vitriol that another method 
of voting would promote less negative campaigning, negative issues, more inclusiveness and 
made more sense to people. 
 
He asked if the time had come for the Commissioners to go back and refresh, as they had new 
members on the Commission to what RCV would entail. He stated it would be a discussion and 
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maybe he was the only one interested and had been since 2015 since they looked at RCV very 
carefully. He stated the RCV process had not changed but a lot of things had changed in the 
political environment and wondering if they should try to educate themselves on RCV and whether 
they should proceed with some methods to bring the Commission up to date on RCV.   
 
Commissioner Irvin stated that the comments on RCV getting rid of the cross isle vitriol out of the 
Congress didn’t see how that would help with RCV.   
Commissioner Williams stated he thought of the debates on the floors and the campaigning that 
went on and in RCV they couldn’t depend on just one segment of the population to get elected. 
He stated the candidates had to look across of a lot of different things as they were looking for 
second choices and most elections in RCV hinged on getting the most amount of second choice 
votes. He stated to get that done it had been proven they couldn’t  do a lot of negative campaigning 
and had to say what they were going to do on a lot of issues rather than what the other candidate 
didn’t do. He stated that was the hope in doing it and it would take a lot of the negative 
campaigning out of politics and would lead to more consensus on the floor after they were elected.   
 
Commissioner Irvin stated he didn’t like the idea of RCV and seemed like they were solving a 
problem they didn’t have.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero asked if the two bills talked about certifying election equipment to tabulate 
the results.   
 
Commissioner Williams stated he would have to review the bills but did talk about purchasing and 
adding to election equipment the ability to go to second choice and third choice but didn’t know if 
that meant certification. He stated the bill did address equipment being updated so that it could 
handle RCV with the second choice and third choice software.  
 
Staff Liaison Montero asked if the bill would have a standard way to count the RCV votes. He 
stated that Minneapolis, St. Paul, St. Louis Park and Bloomington would tabulate their own results 
differently.   
 
Commissioner Williams stated the outcome would be the same and how they got to that outcome 
was different. He stated the simple explanation was to count all first votes and if no candidate got 
a majority of the votes, then the lowest candidate was taken out and the votes that candidate did 
get, the second choice votes were then distributed to try to get a majority and kept doing that until 
they got a majority. He stated that process was the same but how the different communities 
tabulated it was different and assumed that if they started automating it, that it would become 
more centralized on how to do it.   
 
Chair Secara stated the city of Minnetonka also had a meeting on February 22 to discuss RCV 
procedures and an ordinance. He stated he didn’t know if that ordinance was passed or not and 
was trying to find their Council meeting minutes and thought it was still a work in progress. He 
stated he saw in the Star Tribune newspaper the city of Bloomington was also working through a 
city ordinance that outlined their RCV procedures for the fall. He stated once those cities had 
published those ordinances, he would try to get copies of those for the Commission’s 
consideration at the next meeting.   
 
Commissioner Irvin asked if the RCV process would eliminate the need for primary elections.  
 
Commissioner Williams stated it would and the primaries, secondaries and follow up elections 
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were all done in RCV methods at the same time with one trip to the polls.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated those cities that had elections on odd years, still had to have the 
state primary election during the even years. The cities would have their own election but would 
have to have the State elections during the even years.   
 
Chair Secara stated they were only referring to the municipal elections which were held in odd 
years. He also pointed out the city was having a special primary election on April 13 and more 
information would be coming out on it.   
 
8. Adjournment    
 
Motion Chair Secara, second Commissioner Irvin to adjourn the meeting at 7:55 p.m.  
 
Chair Secara called for a roll call vote.   
 
The motion passed unanimously on a roll call vote as follows: Yes-Hultquist, Irvin, Mabera, 
Otieno, Schmid, Williams, Bor, Fufa, Secara; No-None.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
_______________________ 
Devin Montero, Staff Liaison 
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Brooklyn Park Charter Commission Meeting Agenda  
Wednesday, April 14, 2021, 7:00 p.m.        

 
This meeting was held by telephone or other electronic means. 

 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call 

 
Chair Dennis Secara called the meeting to order.   
 
Commissioners present via telephone or other electronic means: Dennis Secara, Barbara Bor 
Teferi Fufa, John Irvin, Susan Mabera, Beatrice Otieno (joined at 7:30 p.m.), Dennis Secara,  
Andrew Schmid, Scott Simmons David Williams (joined at 7:10 p.m.), Council Liaison Susan Pha  
and Staff Liaison Devin Montero. 
 
Absent: Commissioners Evans Odhiambo, (excused) John Hultquist (excused). 
 
Chair Secara read a statement regarding a meeting by telephone or other electronic means.  

 
2. Additions/Approval of the Agenda of April 14, 2021 
 
Motion Commissioner Bor, Second Chair Secara to approve the agenda as amended, removing 
Item 3.1A, March 10, 2021 Meeting Minutes. 
 
Chair Secara called for a roll call vote. 
 
The motion passed unanimously on a roll call vote as follows: Yes-Bor, Fufa, Irvin, Mabera, 
Schmid, Simmons, Secara; No-None. 

 
3. Approval of Minutes-None. 
   
4. Old Business 

 
4.1 Charter Section 14.02 Discussion 

 
Chair Secara welcomed Council Member Morson and asked him to give the Commissioners some 
background, why he would like to see a change in section 14.02 and what his vision for the change 
was. 
 
Council Member Morson stated his initial observation before swearing in as a Council Member 
was to learn what the language was he was taking to know what it was he was standing for. He 
stated after reading it before he was sworn in, he identified in the oath they all had to take and 
those before him, swore to uphold the Constitution of the United States, the State of Minnesota 
Statutes and the City Charter. He stated if they removed any one of those three elements, asked 
what the people benefited from by the Council Members serving the city. He stated it was the 
people in the city who voted and elected them to serve in the capacity they did.  He stated he 
believed and recognized that it was the taxpayers and residents of Brooklyn Park that needed to 
be honored, valued, respected, included and recognized for each Council Member and Mayor to 
be the reflection who they represented in the interest of the city in those elected capacities. He 
stated he didn’t see that language in the oath and the first thing he did was sought to change it to 
make sure that when they served, they were serving the residents of Brooklyn Park that the 
Council had value in holding their elected positions as well as becoming beholden to the taxpayers 
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and residents of Brooklyn Park. He stated the residents elected them before they could serve the 
statutes, the City Charter and or the Constitution. He stated the voters put them there and if they 
did not mention, bypass it, omit it, ignore it devalue it, and not include the people that put them 
there, thought it was a disservice to the community and to those that elected them. He stated that 
was his reasoning for changing Section 14.02, to include the residents and taxpayers of the city 
of Brooklyn Park who elected every Council Member to be there to serve them in the best interest 
of the people and the city.   
 
Commissioner Irvin asked if he had sent the proposals to the city attorney for review.  
 
Council Member Morson stated he had submitted it to the city attorney and city clerk for 
consideration and was told it was at the city attorney’s office for review.   
 
Commissioner Fufa stated he liked the idea, but some people might say it was nit picking and 
asked if there was anything materially that changed in terms of how they served when they took 
the oath by mentioning the residents.   
 
Council Member Morson stated yes, because they were including them and technically the way 
the oath was written, their opinion didn’t matter. He stated he only swore to uphold the City 
Charter, State statutes and Constitution of the United States and asked where it included the 
taxpayer or resident. He stated it didn’t identify them, yet they were the ones that elected him in  
to serve in that capacity and if they were not recognizing them then he thought that was a problem. 
He stated they could not hold a Council Member accountable to serving them because they were 
not mentioned in the City Charter.   
 
Commissioner Fufa asked what changed and how was a resident not able to hold him accountable 
just because they did not get mentioned in the oath.   
 
Council Member Morson stated they were swearing to serve those three identified areas and that 
was all they were swearing to. He stated they might think that it was not a big thing but that was 
a way to ensure they were there to represent the interest of the people. He stated he thought they 
needed to be held accountable by the people they served, elected them and made sure they 
represented the people and thought it needed to be identified.   
 
Commissioner Irvin stated that on both proposals the last sentence said, “to the best of my 
judgement and ability.” He stated the word “judgement” bothered him and was like throwing it 
wide open and was not defined what they were swearing to.   
 
Council Member Morson stated the judgement language was already used in the Charter and 
was not his proposed language.  
 
Commission Bor asked what the discussion was with the Council and if the city attorney had 
reviewed his proposal. She stated she didn’t see that in the minutes either and asked what had 
the Council Members shared with him on the proposal.   
 
Council Member Morson stated it wasn’t a discussion with the Council and they were in a  Council 
meeting when it was brought up and the City Manager brought up his proposal and as the  result 
of that, he drafted the proposal to follow up with my concerns and submitted the proposal to the 
appropriate people, the Charter Commission to consider it, as well as the city attorney to make 
sure the language would be appropriate enough to make the change to Section 14.02 in the City 
Charter to make sure they acknowledge them when they took the oath.   
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Council Member Pha stated when Council Member Morson brought it up to the Council, she 
agreed it was something that needed to be looked at and say something about the residents. She 
stated the City Manager suggested that Council Member Morson draft something and bring it to 
the Charter Commission to review and advise the Council. She stated the Council had not had a 
discussion on the oath and didn’t know how many of them agreed on it.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero stated the Charter Commission was also waiting to hear from the city 
attorney about violating the oath too.   
 
Chair Secara asked if the oath he proposed had been approved and looked at by the city attorney.   
 
Council Member Morson stated he had not gotten a response from the city attorney about his 
draft proposal and also presented the proposal to the Charter Commission for consideration. 
 
Commissioner Simmons stated he asked the question about remedies and the proposed 
language was subjective and there was no objective way to deal with some one’s perceived 
violation of the oath. He stated what he didn’t want to have happen was someone to say, whatever 
the language was added, that a Council Member was violating the oath and they filed some 
complaint under the new code of conduct adopted a couple of years ago. 
 
He asked Council Member Morson what he anticipated if someone had a perception under the 
new language that they were not following the oath, what he believed to be the oath whether it 
was not upholding rights or not executing duties and he saw as a remedy for not following it.  
 
Council Member Morson stated he would turn it back to Commissioner Simmons and asked what 
the Commission did when people violated the oath now and what remedy did they have.  He 
stated Commissioner Simmons mentioned he wanted to see it in the Commission’s hands, and 
that was what the Council wanted to do because if they were performing their duties ethically then 
they needed someone to make sure they were doing an ethical job and not being disproportionate 
to what they were doing or representation of anyone in the city and that was a remedy, to hold 
them accountable for that oath. He stated it should go to the ethics commission or committee for 
consideration because they were violating it. He asked what the remedies were in place right now 
for not upholding the Charter, State statutes, and Constitution.  
 
Commissioner Simmons stated the current language, were subjective and talking about the 
Constitution, the laws in the Charter but when they got into the grey matter of upholding rights 
and executing duties was somewhat nebulous. He stated he didn’t want it to land in some 
conversations, for example, a Council Member didn’t show up or didn’t go to an offsite meeting 
or didn’t do as someone perceived as the duties of a Council Member and got into a debate year 
after year about Council Members criticizing other Council Members for not doing as good of a 
job as they did. He stated he had seen it over and over, over the last 20 years and didn’t think a 
new oath would fix it.  He stated he was not excited about going down the road of putting in 
something new and it was not a tight language and seemed nebulous, vague and clearly 
subjective. He stated he would rather stay with an oath that was clear cut, to follow the laws of 
the Constitution, the State, the Charter and discharge the duties of the office.  He stated it was up 
to the citizens to decide whether they liked or disliked a Council Member, and they could vote 
again next time or not with the elections and that was the remedy. He stated he asked that 
question as rhetorical question to the City Attorney because he though he knew what the answer 
was going to be. He stated he didn’t want the answer to be that it was some sort of witch hunt for 
people to use to bring it to the ethics code because they had a perceived a failure to follow the 
oath and that was the last thing he wanted to see happen.   
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Commissioner Irvin asked if there was anything in the State statutes for the oath of office that 
would remedy it if there was a violation.   
 
Commissioner Simmons stated it could be a supplemental question to the city attorney, what 
constituted misfeasance, malfeasance, and nonfeasance by a public official, of not doing 
something they should do, or doing something that they shouldn’t have done. He suggested 
asking that as a supplement question on what the remedies might be for an actual or perceived 
violation of an oath of office.   
 
Commissioner Fufa stated if he knew exactly what the oath did other than just mentioning the 
residents, asked what the residents got out of the proposed oath that they could not get and 
wanted to hear examples. He stated it would help him with his decision and might still vote for it, 
but if he could be convinced that it was a better language and wanted it, asked for examples on 
what they couldn’t do now, what they could do and how it made it better for the residents.   
 
Council Liaison Pha stated she wanted to clarify that the current oath didn’t have anything that 
said “resident” and thought it was in another proposed oath.   
 
Staff Liaison Montero confirmed the oath in the Charter did not have the words “citizens” or 
“residents”.  
 
Chair Secara stated that on Attachment 4.1B, he inserted “residents” into the language, kept 
everything else and was the only change he made because at the time it seemed like that was 
the only change they were discussing.  
 
Commissioner Bor asked if Council Member Morson had seen the draft proposal by Chair Secara.  
 
Council Member Morson stated he had not seen the proposal and sounded like something was 
changed and was not something that he said. He stated he didn’t know Chair Secara proposed 
something that he didn’t do.  
 
He stated he asked what the current remedy for people violating the current oath was and never 
got a response since his oath was a concern.  
 
Chair Secara stated they would have to check with the city attorney to see what remedy was in 
place for it. He stated there were remedies in the Charter and consequences for failure to perform 
duties, such as missing too many meetings and certain ethical violations, and Commissioner 
Simmons raised the issue on what the difference in the consequence between an oath violation 
and a specific duty violation. He stated he raised those issues with the City Attorney and had not 
gotten a response if there was a violation to a State statute, U.S. Constitution or any laws and 
there would be a consequence for it and if charged for any one of them, that would constitute a 
violation of the oath. He stated he also asked on violating duties and should have clarity from the 
city attorney on what the specific statutory remedies were available for municipal officials.   
 
Council Member Morson asked if the Commissioners were considering his version, or the other 
version proposed by Chair Secara.  
 
Chair Secara stated they were going to consider all versions but should wait to get clarification 
from the city attorney and some of the outstanding issues before they voted on anything.  
 
Council Member Morson stated he submitted his proposal to the city attorney and thought he had 
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reviewed it and he was aware of what he was proposing. He stated he provided it to check if the 
language was okay or inappropriate and he also presented it to the Charter Commission to 
consider and get feedback.   
 
Chair Secara stated the next step would be to follow up with the city attorney and get his feedback 
on the proposals before the Commissioners made a decision and do it at the May meeting and to 
also get his feedback on the other issues raised previously and tonight.  
   
5. Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 
 
Council Member Pha stated that everyone was aware of what was going on in the city and in  
Brooklyn Center since the shooting on Sunday and killing of Daunte Wright. She stated that over 
the last three days, Brooklyn Park had not seen the amount of unrest, protests or looting that 
Brooklyn Center had but on Sunday night the city experienced looting at some of the businesses 
near Brooklyn Boulevard and West Broadway. She stated the city also had groups of cars 
traveling together driving around late at night and had a single shot shatter the front glass door at 
the North Police Station at 85th Avenue. She stated Monday night was calm but did have three 
store burglaries and last night it was quiet. She stated today the city issued another curfew which 
started at 10 p.m. and ended at 6 a.m. Thursday morning. She stated their approach was that 
they were committed to safety of all community members and included anyone who wanted to 
peacefully protest. She stated people could always peacefully protest as long as they were not 
violent or destroying property and even if after the curfew, would ask people to go home. She 
stated she didn’t want an incident to occur because someone was out after curfew and was not 
doing anything that was of criminal activity. She stated their approach was to deescalate the 
situation as it came up and tried to keep the community safe until some of the civil unrest and 
distress got better.  
 
Commissioner Irvin stated the curfew, was affecting the entire city for the actions  
of a100 plus people. He stated everyone suffered because of someone else’s behavior and didn’t  
support the curfew. He stated when declaring a curfew all they were doing was postponing it  
and was going to happen. He stated the city had resources and resources of the State to stop  
the protesting, the illegal rioting and shootings and somehow or another they were not using  
the resources.  
 
Council Pha stated they didn’t know if tonight would be the last night of that curfew, but they had 
moved it up later than before of 7 p.m. or 8 p.m. because they were allowing time for people to 
peacefully protest during the evening hours. She stated that overall thought the next couple of 
days, if they didn’t have any other activities, in the city, and had been calm, they would not be 
continuing with curfews because she agreed no one wanted a curfew but, in some instances, it 
was necessary to keep the streets clear so the police could patrol the streets.   
 
Commissioner Fufa stated he was in Florida and wasn’t there when the incident happened but 
heard it right away. He stated it was a terrible thing that happened whether it happened in 
Minneapolis, Brooklyn Center or in the city, it was a tragedy and the actions taken to contain the 
violence was also affecting people. He stated he was thankful for Council Member Pha for being 
very visible and a truly caring official.   
 
6. New Business 
 

6.1 Redistricting 
 



6 | P a g e  
 

Chair Secara stated he would be covering Attachment 6.2B first. He stated it was a letter sent to 
the City Council restating what the Charter Commission did at the last meeting which was to 
receive the City Manager’s Population Estimate and acknowledge that the legislature had not 
completed its work or had the chance to begin its work with redrawing legislative boundaries and 
congressional boundaries. He stated that since the city could not do any reestablishments and 
confirmation of its boundaries until the legislature had completed its work, the Commission had 
delayed sending a recommendation. He stated the Commission would send one as soon as the 
legislature had completed its work and 60 days after they completed their work, the Commission 
would have to send a recommendation.   
 
He stated in Attachment 6.2A the Staff Liaison provided a history of what happened last time with 
the Census when the city did its redistricting 10 years ago and had a background of the process 
from start to finish. He stated he wanted to give the Commissioners a chance to review the 
information and was an overview of how the process could play out and what to expect. He stated 
he didn’t know when they could expect a new map from the legislature. He stated the Census 
block data was going to be sent out all at once to all state legislators by September 30, and the 
Minnesota Legislature could take up the issue in a special session. He stated if there was no 
agreement on a new map then it would go to the State Supreme Court which would then appoint 
a special commission to make boundary corrections to the current map and then send that to the 
legislature for approval. He stated once that was done, that map would be sent to the city and 
from there they would have to adhere to whatever corrections were advised by the court.  
 
He stated 10 years ago the court redrew legislative boundaries and some of the new boundaries 
bisected some existing precincts and that was what necessitated the reestablishment of certain 
precinct boundaries and polling places. He stated it initiated a broader discussion about how many 
wards they wanted in the city whether they wanted to maintain the current three or if they wanted 
to expand the current number to 4, 5 or 6 districts. He stated as they could see, the Charter 
Commission was very in-depth on it with the community cafes, consulted several experts, did 
surveys and used that data to base their decisions.   
 
He stated that in addition to the background information, they were also given a copy of the 
software Maptitude information, and the city would be getting a license to use the software. He 
stated the GIS division and Charter Commission Redistricting subcommittee would be able to use 
the software. He stated if they wanted to revisit any of those redistricting scenarios and referred 
to the 4, 5, and 6 wards scenarios and they could take those maps and plug in the most current 
data and that would give the Commissioners an idea of what those scenarios would look like with 
current numbers and could decide if they wanted to recommend any changes to the Council. He 
stated he thought they should review the information and come to the next meeting and would 
like to have a groundwork for a recommendation in place, when the new map arrived because 
they might not have much time to make any big changes or even make small changes. He stated 
he hoped the next meeting could be in the large room at the Community Activity Center where 
they met before and it would help with the dialog and idea flow.   
 
Commissioner Williams stated he reviewed most of the information and had a couple of points 
the Commission needed to decide. If they were going to duplicate some of those actions that were 
taken in 2011 and 2012, thought they were fortunate to have Commissioner Hultquist who led 
that effort with the other Commissioners and had that resource. He stated there were a couple of 
key things he saw that had to do with, whether they should consider changing the number of city 
Council Members with the 5 or 6 district scenarios, where there was a provision for having a 
citywide Council Member in case they lost a Mayor for one reason or another and wouldn’t have 
to go through special elections. In the proposal in 2012, that citywide Council Member would 
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assume the Mayor’s position, would require Charter changes and seemed like a good activity. He 
stated the city had two special elections and just finished with a special primary but had two 
special elections in the last 10 years. He stated the data from 2012 that it was over $50,000 for 
an election and that might be a reason to look at it. He proposed that part of the agenda was to 
look at not only at the demographics but whether they changed the amount of Council Members 
that represented the three districts and either stay with 3 or go with 4, or 5 districts. He stated it 
had been 10 years and they needed to bring that up.   
 
He stated another point he saw, was in the cafes with the citizen input. He stated 10 years ago, 
all the data and numbers looked like none of the citizens wanted to change to 4, 5, or 6 districts 
and seemed to be comfortable with the two per the 3 districts the city had now. He stated he didn’t 
know if that had changed in 10 years and owed it to the citizens to go back and ask that question 
again.  
 
Chair Secara stated one thing he noticed in the information was the Charter Commission Joint 
Meeting with the Council and had the population deviation. He stated that comparing the 
deviations, the population deviations seemed to be a lot closer. Looking at the population 
deviations for the East and West District at that time were way above or way below the median 
and the Central District looked like it hadn’t changed. He stated the population estimate this year, 
the East and West were almost identical in population as the Central District was still an outlier. 
He stated whatever changes made back then seemed to resolve the East and West problem, but 
still had a lot of population growth in the Central District that was pushing it well above the median 
and was not quite as equal as it was 10 years ago but was more equal than it was 10 years ago.   
 
He asked the Commissioners to think about the groundwork for the scenarios as stated by 
Commissioner Williams and if they had other questions, they could raise them at the May meeting 
and decide where they wanted to go with redistricting, assuming the Census block data would 
support the population estimate they received.  He stated the Commissioners should be prepared 
to make some decisions at the May meeting as to what they wanted the Redistricting  
Subcommittee to look into and look into it in the summer and report back the Commissioners in 
September. He stated he would also like to add an agenda item to the May meeting about taking 
the summer off and not meet in June, July and August unless the Council needed them to meet 
or there was another issue the compeled them to meet.   
 
7. Correspondence/Communications – None. 
 
8. Adjournment    

 
Motion Chair Secara seconded by Commissioner Fufa to adjourn the meeting.  
 
Chair Secara called for a roll call vote. 
 
The vote on the motion passed unanimously on a roll call vote as follows: Yes- Fufa, Hultquist,  
Irvin, Mabera, Otieno, Schmid, Williams, Bor, Simmons, Secara; No-None. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:08 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
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_______________________ 
Devin Montero, Staff Liaison 
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Subject: Charter Section 14.02 Revision to Oath of Office
Date: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 9:27:08 AM
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City Charter Section 14.02 - City Charter Section 14.02.pdf

Commissioner Secara,
 
I reviewed your suggested changes to the oath of office provision in Section 14.02.  I also
reviewed CM Morson’s proposed changes. I am copying him on this email.  I am attaching
redlined versions of both proposals comparing them to the current Charter provision.
 
I have two general comments:
 

Article V, Section 6 of the Minnesota Constitution states: “Each officer created by this
article before entering upon his duties shall take an oath or affirmation to support the
constitution of the United States and of this state and to discharge faithfully the duties of
his office to the best of his judgment and ability.”

 
Minnesota Statutes, Section 358.05 states, in part: “Every person elected or appointed to
any other public office, including every official commissioner, or member of any public
board or body, before transacting any of the business or exercising any privilege of such
office, shall take and subscribe the oath defined in the Constitution of the state of
Minnesota, article V, section 6.”
 

Here are my specific comments on your proposed changes:
 

Because Section 358.05 requires both elected and appointed officials to take an oath of
office, I do not recommend amending the opening sentence in Section 14.02 so that it
applies to only “elected officials.”  To be consistent with the statutory provision, though,
you might want to consider changing that sentence to read: “All officers Every person
elected or appointed to be a member of the City Council or of any commission or public
board or body of the city shall …”
 

Because the constitutional provision uses the phrase “to the best of his judgment and
ability,” I do not recommend deleting “and judgment” in the last sentence of Section
14.02.
 

I do not see any problem adding the concept of “residents” to the wording of the oath.  I
would suggest, though, that you consider rewording your proposed change to:  “… and
will faithfully serve its residents in the discharge of the duties of the office of  … etc.”

 
Here are my specific comments on CM Morson’s proposed changes:
 

I recommend changing “citizenry” to “residents”

mailto:jthomson@Kennedy-Graven.com
mailto:dasecara@aol.com
mailto:Devin.Montero@brooklynpark.org
mailto:Boyd.Morson@brooklynpark.org



Commissioner Secara’s Proposed Changes to Section 14.02


SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE
All officerselected officials of the city shall, before entering upon the duties of office, take and
subscribe an oath of office in the following manner: "“I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will
support and obey the Constitution and the Laws of the United States and of the State of
Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the
City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully serve the residents in the discharge of the duties of the
office of ________________________ to the best of my judgment and ability.”
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CM Morson Proposed Changes to Section 14.02


SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officers of the city shall, before entering upon the
duties of office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following manner: "“I solemnly swear
(or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws of the United States and of
the  State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the laws, uphold the rights, and 
execute the duties beholding to the citizenry of the City of Brooklyn Park, that’s equally observed 
and outlined in the provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and I 
will faithfully discharge the duties of the office of ________________________ to the best of
my judgment and ability.”
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Option A


SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officersEvery person elected or appointed to be a 
member of the City Council or of any commission or public board or body of the city shall,
before entering upon the duties of the office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following
manner: "I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws
of the United States and of the State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the
provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully serve 
its resident in the discharge of the duties of the office of ________________________ to the best
of my judgment and ability.
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Option B


SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officersEvery person elected or appointed to be a 
member of the City Council or of any commission or public board or body of the city shall,
before entering upon the duties of the office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following
manner: "I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws
of the United States and of the State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, uphold the rights 
and privileges belonging to the residents of the City of Brooklyn Park, observe the provisions of
the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully discharge the duties
of the office of ________________________ to the best of my judgment and ability.







Document comparison by Workshare 10.0 on Monday, April 19, 2021 9:58:49
AM


Input:


Document 1 ID PowerDocs://DOCSOPEN/715719/1


Description DOCSOPEN-#715719-v1-City_Charter_Section_14.02


Document 2 ID PowerDocs://DOCSOPEN/715719/5


Description DOCSOPEN-#715719-v5-City_Charter_Section_14.02


Rendering set Standard


Legend:


Insertion 


Deletion 


Moved from 


Moved to 


Style change


Format change


Moved deletion 


Inserted cell


Deleted cell


Moved cell


Split/Merged cell


Padding cell


Statistics:


Count


Insertions 4


Deletions 1


Moved from 0


Moved to 0


Style change 0


Format changed 0


Total changes 5







 
I recommend tweaking the additional proposed language to read something like:  “… I
will, in all respects, uphold the rights and privileges belonging to the residents of the
City of Brooklyn Park, and observe the provisions of the Charter … etc.”

 
I am attaching drafts of two options for amending Section 14.02.  Option A incorporates your
method for adding the concept of “residents’ and Option B incorporates CM Morson’s
methodology.  Otherwise, the options are identical.
 
Let me know if you have any questions about my comments. By a copy of this email, I am
asking CM Morson to do likewise.
 
Jim
 
James J. Thomson
Direct: 612.337.9209
jthomson@kennedy-graven.com
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Minneapolis, MN 55402
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From: dasecara@aol.com <dasecara@aol.com> 
Sent: Thursday, April 15, 2021 9:39 AM
To: Thomson, James J. <jthomson@Kennedy-Graven.com>
Cc: devin.montero@brooklynpark.org
Subject: Charter Section 14.02 Revision to Oath of Office
 
Good Morning Mr. Thompson,
 
For your review, I have attached two proposed changes to section 14.02 of the Brooklyn Park city charter.
These changes were discussed at last night's Charter Commission meeting. Document 4.1A is a proposal
from city council member Boyd Morison. Document 4.1B is a proposal from myself. The council member
advised the commission that his proposal was submitted to your office for review and comment. At the
request of the commission, I am forwarding all proposed changes for review and comment. 
 

mailto:jthomson@kennedy-graven.com


As background, council member Morison feels that section 14.02, which contains the oath of office for the
mayor and city council, does not reference the citizens of Brooklyn Park. The council member believes
that the new oath should include language to the effect that the elected official will serve the residents of
Brooklyn Park in addition to upholding the City Charter, Laws of the State of Minnesota, and the U.S.
Constitution. Council member Morison was clear that it was the residents of the city who elected the city
council and it is to the residents that they are ultimately accountable. That accountability should therefore
be recognized in the oath. 
 
There was also discussion as to existing statutory remedies for municipal officials who are found to have
violated their oaths. There was some question as to whether the charter should defer to statute, or
whether the city is free to enact its' own penalties?
 
Thank you for your time and attention to these matters. We look forward to your responses
 
Dennis Secara
Chair,
Brooklyn Park City Charter Commission
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CM Morson Proposed Changes to Section 14.02

SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officers of the city shall, before entering upon the
duties of office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following manner: "“I solemnly swear
(or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws of the United States and of
the  State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the laws, uphold the rights, and 
execute the duties beholding to the citizenry of the City of Brooklyn Park, that’s equally observed 
and outlined in the provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and I 
will faithfully discharge the duties of the office of ________________________ to the best of
my judgment and ability.”

4.1B CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON CM MORSON'S REVISION 
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Option A

SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officersEvery person elected or appointed to be a 
member of the City Council or of any commission or public board or body of the city shall,
before entering upon the duties of the office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following
manner: "I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws
of the United States and of the State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the
provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully serve 
its resident in the discharge of the duties of the office of ________________________ to the best
of my judgment and ability.

4.1C CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON OTHER REVISIONS
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Option B

SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE All officersEvery person elected or appointed to be a 
member of the City Council or of any commission or public board or body of the city shall,
before entering upon the duties of the office, take and subscribe an oath of office in the following
manner: "I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and obey the Constitution and the Laws
of the United States and of the State of Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, uphold the rights 
and privileges belonging to the residents of the City of Brooklyn Park, observe the provisions of
the Charter and ordinances of the City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully discharge the duties
of the office of ________________________ to the best of my judgment and ability.

4.1D CITY ATTORNEY OPTION
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Commissioner Secara’s Proposed Changes to Section 14.02

SECTION 14.02 OATH OF OFFICE
All officerselected officials of the city shall, before entering upon the duties of office, take and
subscribe an oath of office in the following manner: "“I solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will
support and obey the Constitution and the Laws of the United States and of the State of
Minnesota, that I will, in all respects, observe the provisions of the Charter and ordinances of the
City of Brooklyn Park, and will faithfully serve the residents in the discharge of the duties of the
office of ________________________ to the best of my judgment and ability.”

4.1E CITY ATTORNEY COMMENT ON CHAIR SECARA'S REVISION
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2020 Census: After Minnesota keeps 8 in House, what’s next in 
political mapmaking? 
By BILL SALISBURY | bsalisbury@pioneerpress.com | Pioneer Press 
PUBLISHED: April 26, 2021 at 5:33 p.m. | UPDATED: April 26, 2021 at 7:06 p.m. 
While Minnesota will retain its eight U.S. House seats and ten Electoral College votes 
under the congressional apportionment that the U.S. Census Bureau announced 
Monday, state officials still don’t have the population counts they need to draw new 
U.S. House, state legislative and local district boundaries.That’s because the 2020 
Census data needed for redrawing political maps has been delayed and isn’t 
expected to be released until Sept. 30. The counting was hampered by the 
coronavirus pandemic. 

State officials need those numbers to tackle the once-in-10-years requirement of 
drawing new political boundaries to account for population shifts. The goal is to make 
each type of district roughly equal in residents. That is what’s next. When they finally 
get those numbers, the Legislature will try to draw new legislative and congressional 
districts. But based on past history, that process likely will land in the courts. That has 
happened in each decade since the 1970s. 

This year, the Republican-controlled state Senate and DFL-led House have appointed 
redistricting committees to draft new maps, but with divided party control it’s possible 
they will not agree on new boundaries. 

A lawsuit filed in Carver County in February asks the courts to take over that job 
again. 

Regardless of who draws the maps, the 2022 election campaigns are almost certain 
to be wild. Almost half of Minnesota’s counties — mostly in rural parts of the state — 
have had shrinking populations in the last decade and are likely to lose legislative 
seats, while the growing Twin Cities metro area will gain representation in the Capitol. 
In addition, there’s a good chance that many incumbent legislators will be paired in 
new districts with other incumbents. Although Minnesota will keep eight U.S. House 
seats, the boundaries of those districts will also change to reflect population shifts. So 
it’s likely that members of Congress from fast-growing suburban areas, such as DFL 
Reps. Angie Craig in the south suburban 2nd District and Dean Philips in the west 
suburban 3rd District, will have to wave goodbye to a lot of constituents before next 
year’s elections, and the Republicans representing rural districts — Reps. Jim 
Hagedorn in the 1st District, Michelle Fischbach in the 7th and Pete Stauber in the 8th 
— will have to introduce themselves to lots of new voters. 

Under the U.S. Supreme Court’s 1964 “one person, one vote” ruling each 
congressional district will have to have a population of nearly 714,000 residents, up 
from about 663,000 after the 2010 census. 

4.2A PIONEERPRESS.COM ARTICLE ON MN NOT LOSING A CONGRESSIONAL SEAT
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