
Monday, August 23, 2021                                                             Brooklyn Park Council Chambers 
6:00 p.m. 5200 85th Avenue North 

SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING – AGENDA #28   
 

If you need these materials in an alternative format or need reasonable accommodations for a City Council 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. 
 

Our Vision: Brooklyn Park, a thriving community inspiring pride where opportunities exist for all. 
 

Our Brooklyn Park 2025 Goals: 
 

• A united and welcoming community, strengthened by our diversity • Beautiful spaces and quality 
infrastructure make Brooklyn Park a unique destination • A balanced economic environment that empowers 

businesses and people to thrive • People of all ages have what they need to feel healthy and safe • 
Partnerships that increase racial and economic equity empower residents and neighborhoods to prosper • 

Effective and engaging government recognized as a leader 
 
I. ORGANIZATIONAL BUSINESS 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
II. STATUTORY BUSINESS AND/OR POLICY IMPLEMENTATION 

7.1 Ruling of August 19, 2021, Recount Challenged Ballots 
 A. CHALLENGED BALLOTS BY JACOBSON’S REPRESENTATIVES 
  7.1A-1 W-W-1O (IDENTIFYING MARK)  

7.1A-2 W-W P-2 (OVERVOTE) 
 B. CHALLENGED BALLOTS BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES 
  7.1B-1 W-E P-1A (OVERVOTE) 
  7.1B-2 W-E P-2 (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) 
  7.1B-3 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
  7.1B-4 W-E P-4A (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) 
  7.1B-5 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 

C.    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT 
AND SECTION 14.0 CANVASS BOARD 

 D. MINNESOTA STATUTES, SECTION 204C.22 
7.2  Resolutions Certifying the Results of the Recount of the August 10, 2021, Special Election, and Certifying 

the Name of the Elected Candidate for the Mayor’s Office. 
A. RECOUNT SUMMARY STATEMENT 

 B.  RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE RECOUNT RESULTS 
C. RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE ELECTED CANDIDATE FOR THE MAYOR’S OFFICE 

   
III. ADJOURNMENT 
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City of Brooklyn Park 
Request for Council Action 
 
Agenda Item: 7.1 

 
Meeting Date: August 23, 2021 

 
Agenda Section: General Action Items 

Originating  
Department: Administration 

 
Resolution: N/A 

 
 
 
Prepared By: Devin Montero, City Clerk 

 
Ordinance: N/A 
 
Attachments: 

 
9 

 
Presented By: Devin Montero  

 
Item: Ruling on August 19, 2021, Recount Challenged Ballots 

 
City Manager’s Proposed Action:   
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
WEST 2 CHALLENGED BALLOT (OVERVOTE) BY JACOBSON’S REPRESENTATIVES.  
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
WEST 1-O CHALLENGED BALLOT (IDENTIFYING MARK) BY JACOBSON’S REPRESENTATIVES. 
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
EAST 1-A CHALLENGED BALLOT (OVERVOTE) BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES.  
  
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
EAST 2 CHALLENGED BALLOT (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES.  
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
EAST 4-A CHALLENGED BALLOT (IDENTIFYING MARK) BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES.  
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
EAST 4-A CHALLENGED BALLOT (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) BY WINSTON’S 
REPRESENTATIVES.  
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO [ACCEPT] [REJECT] THE CHALLENGE FOR THE 
EAST 4-A CHALLENGED BALLOT (IDENTIFYING MARK) BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES.  
 
Overview:   
 
The recount for the Special Election for Mayor was held on Thursday, August 19, 2021.  Representatives for 
candidates Lisa Jacobson and Hollies Winston were present. The city attorney and a representative from 
Hennepin County Elections were also present.  During the recount process, there were seven ballot 
challenges, two by the Jacobson representatives and five by the Winston representatives. As the part of the 
recount process, I reviewed each of these objections in consultation with the city attorney and the 
representative from Hennepin County Elections.  After that consultation, I rejected each of the challenges, 
however, the representatives for each of the candidates continued with the challenges and wanted the canvass 
board to make a ruling. The vote totals in the Resolution Certifying the Results of the Recount of the August 
10, 2021 Special Election in the next agenda item 7.2 reflect my decision to reject each of the challenges.  
 
State law requires the City Council, sitting as the Canvassing Board, to rule on the challenged ballots. State law 
also allows the candidate or the candidate’s representative to present the basis for each challenge to the 
Canvassing Board. Copies of the challenged ballots are included with this RFCA.  
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The Jacobson representatives have asserted the following challenges: 
 

• A challenge to one ballot in the West-2 precinct on the basis that the ballot should be classified as an 
overvote, not as a vote for Candidate Winston 

• A challenge to one ballot in the West-1-0 precinct on the basis that it contains a mark revealing the voter’s 
identity 

 
The Winston representatives have asserted the following challenges: 
 

• A challenge to one ballot in the East 1-A precinct on the basis that the ballot should be classified as an 
overvote, not as a vote for Candidate Jacobson 

• A challenge to one ballot in the East 2 precinct on the basis that the voter’s mark was intended to be a 
vote for candidate Winston 

• Challenges to three ballots in the East 4-A district  
o Two of those challenges are based on a claim that the ballot contains a mark revealing the 

identifying the voter 
o One challenge is based on a claim that that the voter’s mark was intended to be a vote for 

candidate Winston 
 
Included is a copy of the State Law dealing with determining voter intent.  Based on that State Law, the Minnesota 
Secretary of State’s office has published a Recount Guide for election officials to use when a recount occurs.  
Included is a copy of an excerpt from the Recount Guide. The excerpt deals with the standards that the 
Canvassing Board should follow when ruling on contested ballots.  As pointed out in the first sentence of that 
excerpt, Minnesota law requires that every effort be made to accurately count all votes on a ballot. A ballot 
or vote must not be rejected for a technicality if it is possible to decide what the voter intended, even though the 
voter might have made a mistake or the ballot is damaged. Voter intent is determined only from the face of 
the ballot.  
 
The excerpt from the Recount Guide contains examples of when a ballot should be counted and examples of 
when a ballot should not be counted. Not all of those examples apply in this particular recount situation. 
Nevertheless, the following summary might be helpful to the Canvassing Board in reaching its decisions on the 
seven challenged ballots: 
 

• Three of the ballots (one by the Jacobson representatives and two by the Winston representatives) are 
being challenged based on claims that the ballots contain a mark that reveals the identify of the voter.  
Page 18 of the excerpt from the Recount Guide states that a ballot is defective if “the voter used an 
identifying mark or mark with the intent to identify the ballot.” The Canvassing Board’s decision on these 
three challenges should be based on whether the face of any of those ballots contains that type of 
identifying mark. 
 

• Two of the ballots are being challenged by the Winston representatives based on a claim that the voter’s 
mark was intended to be a vote for Candidate Winston. The Canvassing Board’s decision on those 
challenges should be based on reviewing each of the two ballots and deciding whether the face of either 
ballot reveals an intent by the voter to vote for Candidate Winston.  
 

• One of the ballots is being challenged by the Winston representatives based on claim that the ballot 
should have been classified as an “overvote,” not as a vote for Candidate Jacobson. The Canvassing 
Board’s decision on this challenge should be based on reviewing the ballot and deciding whether the 
face of the ballot reveals an intent by the voter to vote for Candidate Jacobson. In reaching your decision  
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on this challenge, you should review the two examples on the top of page 17 of the Recount Guide 
excerpt dealing with a voter’s attempt to erase one of two votes or an attempt to obliterate a write-in 
name.   

 
• One of the ballots is being challenged by the Jacobson representatives based on claim that the ballot 

should have been classified as an “overvote,” not as a vote for Candidate Winston. The Canvassing 
Board’s decision on this challenge should be based on reviewing the ballot and deciding whether the 
face of the ballot reveals an intent by the voter to vote for Candidate Winston. The Recount Guide excerpt 
does not contain an example that is similar to this particular challenge.  

 
The city attorney will be available at the meeting to answer any questions that council members might have. 
 
Primary Issues/Alternatives to Consider: N/A 
 
Budgetary/Fiscal Issues: N/A 
 
Attachments:  

 
7.1A CHALLENGED BALLOTS BY JACOBSON’S REPRESENTATIVES 
 7.1A-1 W-W-1O (IDENTIFYING MARK)  

7.1A-2 W-W P-2 (OVERVOTE) 
7.1B CHALLENGED BALLOTS BY WINSTON’S REPRESENTATIVES 
 7.1B-1 W-E P-1A (OVERVOTE) 
 7.1B-2 W-E P-2 (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) 
 7.1B-3 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
 7.1B-4 W-E P-4A (MARK INTENDED FOR WINSTON) 
 7.1B-5 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      

14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
7.1D MINNESOTA STATUTES, SECTION 204C.22 
 
 



7.1A-1 W-W-1O (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
Page 4



7.1A-1 W-W-1O (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
Page 5



7.1A-2 W-W P-2 (OVERVOTE) 
Page 6



7.1A-2 W-W P-2 (OVERVOTE) 
Page 7
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7.1B-3 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
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7.1B-3 W-E P-4A (IDENTIFYING MARK) 
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Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State 15 rev. 5/2018
  

12.5 COUNTING AND RECORDING VOTES EXAMPLE 

12.5.1 Candidate vote counts combined 

 

12.5.2 Counts recorded on worksheet 

 
 60 + 41 + 23 = 124 Total Ballots 

13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT 

Minnesota law requires that every effort be made to accurately count all votes on a ballot. 
This means that a ballot or vote must not be rejected for a technicality if it is possible to 
decide what the voter intended, even though the voter may have made a mistake or the 
ballot is damaged. Intent is determined only from the face of the ballot. Use the following 
rules to decide what a voter intended:   

7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
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Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State 16 rev. 5/2018
  

13.1 COUNTED 
• If a name is written in the proper place but write-in not marked, count the voter for 

that individual whether or not write-in target is marked to the left of the written in 
name. 

 
• A mark made out of place but close enough to a name or line to determine voter 

intent are counted. 

    
• If two or more different marks used, count those, provided the marks do not mark 

the ballot with distinguishing characteristics where the voter’s intent is to identify 
the ballot. 

 

7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
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Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State 17 rev. 5/2018
  

• If marks are made next to two candidates and an attempt was made to erase one of 
the two, vote is counted for the remaining marked candidate. 

  
• If an attempt is made to obliterate a write-in name a vote is counted for the 

remaining write-in name or marked candidate. 

 
• A write-in for governor without lieutenant governor is counted as a vote for the 

team of candidates including lieutenant governor. 
• Count all printed names with a mark made opposite them and all names written-in, 

not exceeding the number to be elected for that office.  
• Misspellings for names written-in are ok provided that voter intent can be 

determined. 
• If voter’s choice can only be determined for some of the offices on the ballot, only 

count those offices on the ballot. 
• If voter uniformly uses same mark to mark the ballot, count if possible. 
• A ballot cannot be rejected because it is slightly soiled or defaced. 
• A ballot that has one or more blank offices is not defective. 

  

7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
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Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State 18 rev. 5/2018
  

13.2 NOT COUNTED 
• Marks more candidates than to be elected or nominated ballot is defective for that 

office. 
o All other offices on the ballot are counted if possible. 

 
• For a primary, if the voter marks candidates from more than one party, the ballot is 

totally defective for the partisan offices. 

 
• If the voter used an identifying mark or mark with the intent to identify the ballot, 

the entire ballot is defective. 

  
• If a voter has voted yes and no on a ballot question, that question is not counted but 

the rest of the ballot must be counted if possible. 
• No write-in votes counted for a primary or a special primary. 

o Any names written on a primary or special primary ballot are an indentifying 
mark and no votes on the ballot would be counted.  

• If marks are made opposite of more printed candidate names or write-ins allowed 
for an office, the ballot is defective for that particular office. 

7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
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Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State 19 rev. 5/2018

• If the number of candidates for an office is equal to the number of individuals to be
elected to that office, and the voter has not marked any name, no vote is counted
for any candidate for that office.

• A specific office is considered blank when no name or response to a question is
marked and no name is written-in.
(M.S. 204C.22)

14.0 CANVASSING BOARD 

The recount official presents the recount worksheet and any challenged ballots to the 
canvassing board. The candidate or candidate representative who made the challenge may 
present the basis for the challenge to the canvassing board. The canvassing board rules on 
the challenged ballots and incorporates the rulings into the canvassing report. The 
canvassing board certifies the results of the recount. Challenged ballots must be returned to 
the election official who has custody of the ballots. For general elections, the certificate of 
election is issued to the winning candidate after the seven days have passed after the 
canvassing board declared the candidate elected. (M.R. 8235.1100)  

14.1 ENTERING RECOUNT RESULTS INTO ERS 
To generate canvassing board reports (and update web site with daily recount results, if 
applicable) for federal, state or county recounts, input the results from the Recount 
Worksheets into ERS. 

Select the Enter Recount Results option. 

Select the recounted office to be updated from the drop-down list. 

7.1C    EXCERPT FROM RECOUNT GUIDE, SECTION 13.0 DETERMINING VOTER INTENT AND SECTION      14.0 CANVASS BOARD 
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204C.22 DETERMINING VOTER'S INTENT.

Subdivision 1. Ballot valid if intent determinable. A ballot shall not be rejected for a technical error
that does not make it impossible to determine the voter's intent. In determining intent the principles contained
in this section apply.

Subd. 2. From face of ballot only. Intent shall be ascertained only from the face of the ballot.

Subd. 3. Votes for too many candidates. If a voter places a mark beside the names of more candidates
for an office than are to be elected or nominated, the ballot is defective with respect only to that office. No
vote shall be counted for any candidate for that office, but the rest of the ballot shall be counted if possible.
At a primary, if a voter has not indicated a party preference and places a mark beside the names of candidates
of more than one party on the partisan ballot, the ballot is totally defective and no votes on it shall be counted.
If a voter has indicated a party preference at a primary, only votes cast for candidates of that party shall be
counted.

Subd. 3a. Votes yes and no. If a voter votes both yes and no on a question, no vote may be counted for
that question, but the rest of the ballot must be counted if possible.

Subd. 4. Name written in proper place. If a voter has written the name of an individual in the proper
place on a general or special election ballot a vote shall be counted for that individual whether or not the
voter makes a mark in the oval or other target shape opposite the blank.

Subd. 4a. Write-in vote for candidate team. A write-in vote cast for a candidate for governor without
a write-in vote for a candidate for lieutenant governor must be counted as a vote for the candidate team
including the lieutenant governor candidate selected by that candidate for governor.

Subd. 5. Name written on primary ballot. If a voter has written the name of an individual on a primary
or special primary ballot, a vote shall not be counted for that office.

Subd. 6. Mark out of place. If a mark (X) is made out of its proper place, but so near a name or space
as to indicate clearly the voter's intent, the vote shall be counted.

Subd. 7. All written names or marks counted up to limit. If a number of individuals are to be elected
to the same office, the election judges shall count all names written in and all printed names with marks in
oval or other target shape opposite them, not exceeding the whole number to be elected. When fewer names
than the number to be elected are marked or written in, only the marked or written in names shall be counted.
When more names than the number to be elected are marked or written in, the ballot is defective with respect
to that office and no vote shall be counted for that office.

Subd. 8. Misspelling; abbreviations. Misspelling or abbreviations of the names of write-in candidates
shall be disregarded if the individual for whom the vote was intended can be clearly ascertained from the
ballot.

Subd. 9. Votes for only some offices or questions determined. If the voter's choice for only some of
the offices or questions can be determined from a ballot, the ballot shall be counted for those offices or
questions only.

Subd. 10. Different marks. If a voter uniformly uses a mark that clearly indicates an intent to mark a
name or to mark yes or no on a question, and the voter does not use the more standard mark anywhere else
on the ballot, a vote shall be counted for each candidate or response to a question marked. If a voter uses
two or more distinct marks, such as (X) and some other mark, a vote shall be counted for each candidate or

Official Publication of the State of Minnesota
Revisor of Statutes

204C.22MINNESOTA STATUTES 20201

7.1D MINNESOTA STATUTES, SECTION 204C.22 
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response to a question marked, unless the ballot is marked by distinguishing characteristics that make the
entire ballot defective as provided in subdivision 13.

Subd. 11. Attempted erasures. If the names of two candidates have been marked, and an attempt has
been made to erase or obliterate one of the marks, a vote shall be counted for the remaining marked candidate.
If an attempt has been made to obliterate a write-in name a vote shall be counted for the remaining write-in
name or marked candidate.

Subd. 12. Soil; defacement. A ballot shall not be rejected merely because it is slightly soiled or defaced.

Subd. 13. Identifying ballot. If a ballot is marked by distinguishing characteristics in a manner making
it evident that the voter intended to identify the ballot, the entire ballot is defective.

Subd. 14. No votes for certain offices. If the number of candidates for an office is equal to the number
of individuals to be elected to that office, and the voter has not marked any name, no vote shall be counted
for any candidate for that office.

Subd. 15. Blank ballot for one or more offices valid. If no name or response to a question is marked
and no name is written in, the ballot is blank with respect to that office or question. A ballot that is blank
with respect to one or more offices or questions is not defective.

History: 1981 c 29 art 5 s 22; 1987 c 222 s 2; 1990 c 453 s 7-10; 1991 c 320 s 14; 2015 c 70 art 1 s
38-41

Official Publication of the State of Minnesota
Revisor of Statutes

2MINNESOTA STATUTES 2020204C.22
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City of Brooklyn Park 
Request for Council Action 
 
Agenda Item: 7.2 

 
Meeting Date: August 23, 2021 

 
Agenda Section: General Action Items 

Originating  
Department: Administration 

 
Resolution: XX 

 
 
 
Prepared By: Devin Montero, City Clerk 

 
Ordinance: N/A 
 
Attachments: 

 
3 

 
Presented By: Devin Montero  

 
Item: 

Resolutions Certifying the Results of the Recount of the August 10, 2021 Special 
Election, and Certifying the Name of the Elected Candidate for the Mayor’s Office 

 
City Manager’s Proposed Action:   
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO WAIVE THE READING AND ADOPT RESOLUTION 
#2021-_____ CERTIFYING THE RESULTS OF THE RECOUNT OF THE AUGUST 10, 2021 SPECIAL 
ELECTION FOR THE MAYOR’S OFFICE. 
 
MOTION ____________, SECOND ____________, TO WAIVE THE READING AND ADOPT RESOLUTION 
#2021-_____ CERTIFYING THE ELECTED CANDIDATE OF THE AUGUST 10, 2021 SPECIAL ELECTION 
FOR THE MAYOR’S OFFICE. 
 
Overview:   
 
The recount for the Mayor’s Office was held on Thursday, August 19, 2021, and the Council acting as the 
Canvass Board is required to certify the results of the recount. Representatives for candidates Lisa Jacobson 
and Hollies Winston, the city attorney and Hennepin County Elections were present during the recount.   
 
The first motion is to certify the recount results. The second motion is to certify the elected candidate for the 
Mayor’s office.  
 
Primary Issues/Alternatives to Consider: N/A 
 
Budgetary/Fiscal Issues: N/A 
 
Attachments:  
 
7.2A RECOUNT SUMMARY SHEETS 
7.2B RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE RECOUNT RESULTS 
7.2C RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE ELECTED CANDIDATE FOR THE MAYOR’S OFFICE  
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RESOLUTION #2021- 

 
RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE RESULTS OF THE RECOUNT OF THE 

AUGUST 10, 2021 SPECIAL ELECTION  
FOR THE MAYOR’S OFFICE 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a Special Election was held in the City of Brooklyn 

Park on August 10, 2021; and 
 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the Special Election was to elect a candidate to complete the term of Jeffrey 
Lunde, such term to expire on January 3, 2023; and 

 
WHEREAS, on August 13, 2021, the City Council acting as the Canvass Board canvassed the results of 

the Special Election according to City Charter Section 4.09 and the general laws of the State of Minnesota; and  
 
WHEREAS, on August 13, 2021, Candidate Hollies Winston requested a recount of the results of the 

Special Election for the Mayor’s office; and 
 
 WHEREAS, according to Minnesota Statutes, Section 204C.36 the recount requested by Candidate 
Hollies Winston was required by law to be conducted; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the recount was held on August 19, 2021, at the Community Activity Center, Gardenview 
Room, 5600 85th Avenue North; and  
 

WHEREAS, seven ballot challenges were brought forward to the Canvassing Board for review; and 
 
 WHEREAS, representatives for each candidate presented their basis for the challenges, and  
 
 WHEREAS, the canvass board has made their rulings on the challenged ballots, and incorporated in this 
resolution; and 
 

WHEREAS, under the general laws of the State of Minnesota, the Canvass Board is required to certify 
the results of the recount. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Brooklyn Park as follows: 
 

1. The recount results attached as Recount Summary Statements are certified as the final results of 
the August 10, 2021 Special Election for the Mayor’s Office. 

 
2. The final results of the recount of the ballots and the vote for each candidate are as follows: 

 
TOTAL NUMBER OF BALLOTS CAST:  6,856 

 
MAYOR’S OFFICE RECOUNT 

Lisa Jacobson 3,416 
Hollies Winston 3,414 
Write-Ins 26 
Overvote 0 
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RESOLUTION #2021- 

 
RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE ELECTED CANDIDATE OF THE  

AUGUST 10, 2021 SPECIAL ELECTION  
FOR MAYOR’S OFFICE 

 
WHEREAS, on August 13, 2021, the City Council, acting as the Canvassing Board, canvassed the results 

of the Special Election according to City Charter Section 4.09 and the general laws of the State of Minnesota; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, on August 13, 2021, Candidate Hollies Winston requested a recount of the results of the 

Special Election for the Mayor’s Office; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in accordance with Minnesota Statutes, Section 204C.36, the recount requested by 
Candidate Hollies Winston was held on August 19, 2021, at the Community Activity Center, Gardenview Room, 
5600 85th Avenue North; and  
 

WHEREAS, by Resolution #2021-____ the City Council certified the following results of the recount of 
the Special Election for the Mayor’s Office: 

 
MAYOR’S OFFICE RECOUNT 

Lisa Jacobson 3,416 
Hollies Winston 3,414 
Write-Ins 26 
Overvote 0 

 
WHEREAS, the certified results of the recount determined that Candidate Lisa Jacobson received the 

most votes for the Mayor’s Office. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Brooklyn Park that as a result 

of the August 10, 2021 Special Election, and the recount held on August 19, 2021, Candidate Lisa Jacobson is 
certified as the elected candidate of the August 10, 2021 Special Election for the Mayor’s office.  
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the city of Brooklyn Park that the city clerk is hereby 
directed to issue a certificate of election to the successful candidate on the 7th day after the canvass is completed. 
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