
Minneapolis Charter Commission Minutes 
Public Hearing 

Wednesday, February 1, 2006 - 7:00 p.m. 
Martin Luther King Park 

4055 Nicollet Avenue South 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

 
 
Commissioners Present:  Bernstein, Lazarus, Clegg, Bujold, Dolan, Ferrara, Melendez, Metge, 
Ponsford, Thaden 
 

 Public Hearing on the 8th Draft to City Charter Revisions (submitted Aug 31, 2005), as well as the 
separate comments of the Library Board, Park Board, and Business Agents. 

 The Charter Commission will act at the February 8 meeting on the comments received at the 
January 18 and February 1 Public Hearings. 

 
Staff reports: Charter Revision 8th draft and Charter Revision 8 Redlined;  Park Board Letter and  Endorsement  
Revision Presentation;  Charter Revision 5th draft revision C;  5th draft revision C redlined;  5th draft revision C 
redlined #2; Business Agents comments;  Park Board Attorney’s proposed amendments;  Park Board Attorney's 
Comments on proposed Chapter 5;  Library Board redline proposed changes;  Charter Commission Memo-Park Board  
 

Charter Commission Memo-Library Board 
Park Board Brian Rice Letter 12-19-05 
Park Board Redlined Proposed Changes to Draft 8 
MBBA Redlined Proposed Change to Draft 8 
MBBA Bujold Letter 12-22-05 
MBBA Bernstein Letter 12-22-05 

 
Chair Bernstein called the public hearing to order at 7:04 p.m.  He explained that the purpose of the 
public hearing was to obtain comment regarding the Commission’s 8th revision of the Minneapolis 
City Charter.  The Commission will vote on the final draft at their meeting on Wednesday, February 
8, which will then be submitted to the City Council. 
 
Bernstein opened the public hearing. 
 
John H. Herman, Faegre & Benson, was present on behalf of the Minneapolis Institute of Arts.  He 
stated that the Institute of Arts has a unique position in the Charter as a result of the 1911 Morrison 
Land Grant which created the Institute of Arts.  The donation included a very substantial monetary 
endowment to fund the initial construction of the Institute and was conditioned upon an agreement 
that the City would maintain it for those purposes in perpetuity and, in agreement with the State, levy 
a modest tax to be used for maintenance of the grounds and buildings, preservation of the 
collections, etc.  Initially, the Institute had been concerned about the proposed Charter revision 
because the language currently in the Charter recognizes the terms and conditions of the land grant 
of 1911, and these terms and conditions had been eliminated in the current draft and reduced to a 
reference to the voluntary collection of the Park Museum Tax.  He had worked with Commission 
Melendez over the past week and they had created a modernized and simplified version of the 
wording that exists in the current Charter. 
 
Commissioner Melendez stated that he his currently working on another draft which will include the 
comments of the Institute of Arts, the Park Board, the Library Board, and the Business Agents.  He 
had added a new section regarding the Park Museum and the restrictions that result from the grant.  
As far as he knew, this was a unique arrangement in the Charter.  The job of the Park Board is to 
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implement the terms of the gift, which imposes a duty upon the Park Board.  The Park Board must 
levy the tax.  Duties are imposed on the Park Board where rights are given to this non-profit 
organization, and without the Charter or a special law, those rights would fall to the ground.  Since 
the terms are perpetual, they must stay in the Charter in order to implement the agreement the City 
made when it took the gift. 
 
Commissioner Lazarus inquired about a mall from the Institute going all the way downtown that had 
once been planned. 
 
Lisa Vecoli, Community Relations Manager for the Minneapolis Institute of Arts, stated that he was 
probably describing the “Avenue of the Arts.”  She felt that it had never been finished because  
budget realities had intervened. 
 
Commissioner Bujold stated that he found it odd that such a substantial organization such as the Art 
Institute would have its origins in a public document which is always subject to modification, 
amendment, or elimination. 
 
Ms. Vecoli stated that the remarkable thing about this arrangement is the tremendous foresight and 
vision that the founding community members and elected officials in Minneapolis had at that time.  In 
the original agreement, and the deed of the land, it states that if the conditions are ever not met, the 
land would revert to the heirs of the Morrison family. 
 
Carol Wilson, 2123 Aldrich Avenue South, was present and inquired as to what changes had been 
made to the Planning Commission in the current revision. 
 
Melendez stated that the language regarding the Planning Commission will be in the upcoming draft.  
It will contain all the same concepts as in the original Charter at about one-third of the length. 
 
Bernstein stated that at the meeting next week, the Commission will consider adopting the revisions 
as proposed.  Not every member of the Commission may vote in favor of keeping all the language in 
the final draft. 
 
Commissioner Metge informed Ms. Wilson that she and Commissioner Dziedzic had regularly voted 
against taking the Planning Commission out of the Charter because, in her mind, moving it to 
Ordinance would leave the Commission open to the political whim of a majority vote of the Council.  
She wanted to hear what the Planning Commissioners themselves thought.  She encouraged Ms. 
Wilson to continue following the issue. 
 
There being no one else present to speak, Chair Bernstein closed the public hearing. 
 
Lazarus moved to adjourn.  Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:38 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
Peggy Menshek 
Charter Commission Clerk 


