
AGENDA 

OF THE CITY  

COUNCIL WORK SESSION  

CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 14, 2014 - 5:00 P.M. 
 

 

CALL TO ORDER: 

 

CALL OF ROLL: 

 

DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM: 

 

1. Stoplight Request on 23
rd

 Street – Henry Tweten 

 

2. Plans and Specifications for 2014 City Project 3 Lift Station No. 5 Improvements 

and 2014 City Projects No. 4 SCADA Improvements – Greg Boppre 

 

3. 2018 Federal Sub-Target Project – Greg Boppre 

 

4. Kennedy Bridge Project Ped/Bike Addition  - Clarence Vetter 

 

5. Request the Purchase of a Snow Blower – Jason Stordahl 

 

6. Purchasing Card Procedure – Karla Anderson 

 

7. Update on POW 5
th

 Reapportionment Process – David Murphy 

 

8. LELS Memorandum of Understanding – David Murphy 

 

9. Council Vacancy Discussion – City Council 

 

ADJOURN: 

 

Upcoming Meetings 

Regular Council Meeting – January 21, 2014 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 

Work Session – January 28, 2013 – 5:00 PM – Training Room 

Regular Council Meeting – February 4, 2014 – 5:00 PM – Council Chambers 

Work Session – February 11, 2014 – 5:00 PM – Training Room  
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AGENDA ITEM #_______ 

Request for Council Action 
 
 
Date: January 7,  2014 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council, Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter, Henry Tweten,  Chad Grassel,  and 
Mark Olstad. 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Greg Boppre, P.E. 
 
RE:  Prepare Plans/Specifications – 2014 City Project No. 3 – Lift Station No. 5  Improvements 
                                                                              2014 City Project N0. 4 – SCADA Improvements 
 

 
Background: 
I would like to get permission to prepare plans and specifications for the above referenced projects. The 
lift station is on the corner of 5th Avenue NE and 10th Street NE and needs to be replaced . The SCADA 
improvements are for all of the sanitary sewer lift stations and this system also needs to be replaced. 
These two projects are included in the 2014 Public Works budget. 
 
 
Recommendation: 
Approve plans/specifications 
 
Enclosures: 
I will bring a map of the locations of the lift stations to the work session 
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C:\earl\Kennedy\Kennedy RCA Jan 2014.docx 
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Request for Council Action 
 
 
Date: 6 January, 2014 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter,  Ron Vonasek, Henry Tweten, Mark 
Olstad, and Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director 
 
RE: Kennedy Bridge Study  
 
 
MnDOT has hired the firm of CH2M Hill for a planning study to evaluate whether the 
Kennedy Bridge should be rehabilitated or replaced.  Representatives from MnDOT and CH2M Hill 
provided a project status update presentation at your December 17th City Council meeting.   
 
The GF/EGF MPO has programmed a project to either rehabilitate or replace the Kennedy Bridge for FY 
2017/8.  The Kennedy Bridge is on Gateway Drive (US 2) and spans the Red River allowing traffic to 
cross between Grand Forks and East Grand Forks.  The State of Minnesota and the State of North 
Dakota have entered into an agreement to share in the cost of the proposed project, and the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has taken the lead in development of the project.  The 
currently programmed amount is $25 Million, which will be split 50/50 between the two states. 
 
Although no decisions have been reached regarding the type of project, the MPO Board decided to take a 
more proactive approach about what type of projects they supported, based upon the information 
provided to date.  The MPO adopted a position that the project should be a major rehabilitation 
involving a replacement of the bridge deck, replacement of pier #6 and the addition of a cantilevered 
combined ped/bike structure outside the main bridge truss.  The approximate cost of this project is 
around $15.5M and is well within the $25M currently available for a project involving the Kennedy 
Bridge.   
 
Attached is the motion the MPO Board took during its Devember 18th meeting requesting the MPO 
motion be considered by each City Council for their input.  With this feedback, the MPO Board trusts it 
will be in a more informed position when an amendment to the TIP is requested.  Also attached is a “fact 
sheet” distributed at your December 17th meeting and notice the bottom of Page #3 for a concept of the 
cantilevered structure. 
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ABBREVIATED PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD OF THE 
GRAND FORKS/EAST GRAND FORKS 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
Wednesday, December 18th, 2013 – 12:00 Noon 

East Grand Forks City Hall Training Conference Room 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Steve Adams, Chairman, called the December 18th, 2013 meeting of the MPO Executive Policy 
Board to order at 12:00 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Steve Adams, Mike Powers, Gary 
Malm, Warren Strandell, Clarence Vetter, Greg Leigh, Tyrone Grandstrand, and Doug 
Christensen. 
 
Staff:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO Planner; 
Stephanie Erickson, GF/EGF MPO Planner; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office 
Manager. 
 
Guest(s):  Jane Williams, GF City Traffic Engineer and David Kuharenko, GF City Engineer. 
 

MATTER OF UPDATE ON SORLIE/KENNEDY BRIDGE PROJECTS 
 
 Kennedy Bridge 
 

MOVED BY CHRISTENSEN, SECONDED BY VETTER, TO APPROVE A RECOMMENDATION BE SENT TO BOTH 
MnDOT AND NDDOT, AND TO OUR RESPECTIVE CITY COUNCILS, THAT THE MPO STILL SUPPORTS THE 
OPTION OF CONSTRUCTING A SEPARATE CANTILEVER FACILITY ON THE KENNEDY BRIDGE. 

Voting Aye:  Strandell, Powers, Malm, Adams, Leigh, Vetter, Grandstrand, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 

 

15



1 

Kennedy Bridge Planning Study
East Grand Forks, MN | Grand Forks, ND

Project Fact Sheet | December 2013

TBG120413203315MKE

What is the Kennedy Bridge Planning Study? 
The Kennedy Bridge Planning Study, led by the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (MnDOT), in partnership with 
the North Dakota Department of Transportation (NDDOT), 
evaluated a range of issues and engineering concepts to 
maintain and enhance the US Highway 2 crossing of the 
Red River. 
Opened in 1963, the Kennedy Bridge is a vital connection 
between the cities of East Grand Forks, MN, and Grand 
Forks, ND. It serves the region’s major east-west interregional 
highway and provides a vitally important local crossing of the 
Red River and the river’s floodway. MnDOT and NDDOT have 
engaged throughout 2013 to begin the bridge planning and 
project development process, considering the following:

■■ The primary need is to continue to provide a structurally 
sound Highway 2 Red River crossing. Addressing this need 
requires attention to the bridge’s condition, including its 
many components. While the Kennedy Bridge is regularly 
inspected and safe, the primary need recognizes that the 
structure is also 50 years old and requires an action plan for 
long-term performance.

■■ There are also secondary needs to consider for 
development and evaluation of design concepts. These 
needs include minimizing traffic impacts during construction, 
providing accommodations for pedestrian/bicycle traffic, and 
addressing other transportation improvement opportunities. 

Addressing these needs required development of engineering 
concepts for rehabilitation of the Kennedy Bridge, as well as 
for possible bridge replacement. The 2013 Bridge Planning 
Study has refined the general options to determine the most 
promising choices available. More detailed engineering 
and decision-making steps will follow the Planning Study’s 
conclusion in 2014 and beyond. 

What did the Study include? 
■■ Bridge Rehabilitation—A range of rehabilitation issues 
were examined, including technical aspects of the bridge 
foundations, steel truss, hydraulic considerations, and 
geotechnical conditions. 

■■ Bridge Replacement—A variety of bridge replacement 
concepts were identified and discussed, including 
alignments adjacent to the existing bridge. This evaluation 
considered a range of possible bridge types and layouts.

■■ Public and Agency Input—The Bridge Planning Study 
included a series of meetings with an Advisory Committee, 
as well as outreach to the general public. These meetings 
provided opportunities for stakeholders to discuss the 
condition of the bridge and its future. The Advisory 
Committee meetings allowed the bridge design team to 
coordinate input among the many public agencies to be 
involved in future steps of design, project review/approvals, 
and construction. 

■■ Environmental Resources and Community Values—
The bridge vicinity was reviewed for environmental 
resources and constraints, including the area’s historic 
and recreational features and values. Related issues 
include avoiding/minimizing adverse effects to historic 
resources and planning for potential bicycle and pedestrian 
accommodations. 

What is the Kennedy Bridge background? 
What are the planning issues and goals? 
The Kennedy Bridge is located within a community setting 
that is both historic and forward-looking, bringing many related 
issues to the planning process. The many issues addressed 
include the following:

■■ Traffic Demands and Local Red River Crossings—The 
Kennedy Bridge serves the area’s major interregional 
east-west highway (US 2), carrying about 23,000 vehicles 
per day, with four lanes of capacity. This traffic demand is 
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expected to increase by 2040 to about 30,000 vehicles 
per day. The area’s other two Red River bridges to the 
south (the Sorlie Bridge on DeMers Ave. and the Point
Bridge on 1st Street South) each carry less traffic than 
the Kennedy Bridge. The other two bridges provide 
two lanes of capacity at each crossing.

■■ Clearance Above Floods—Of the three above-noted Red 
River bridges, only the Kennedy Bridge has the potential to 
remain open during a 100-year flood event. Compared to 
the Sorlie Bridge, located about 0.6 mile south (upstream), 
the Kennedy Bridge provides 7.6 feet of extra clearance. 
The Point and Sorlie bridges are the first to close during 
Red River floods, respectively, making the Kennedy Bridge 
the only local roadway crossing of the Red River during 
some moderate floods and during all major floods. The 
1997 flood, which exceeded a 100-year event, was a 
record event that forced closure of the Kennedy Bridge. 
As proven by that flood, the approach roadway to the 
east includes a low segment that will be considered for 
adjustment, along with the 4th Street ramps.

■■ Historic and Recreational Resources/Setting—The 
Kennedy Bridge, built in 1963, is a historic structure: 
1,261 feet long, including two 279-foot-long steel 
Parker Truss main spans. The vicinity of the bridge also 
includes other historic and recreational features, which 
include the following: 

–– The St. Michael’s Hospital and Nurses Residence (now 
adapted for residential use), located south of the bridge 
approach in Grand Forks.
–– The Riverside Historic District, a residential area located 
north of the Grand Forks bridge approach.
–– The Red River Greenway, opened summer 2009, 
provides a recreational loop trail more than 10 miles 
long inside the engineered floodway on both sides of the 
Red River (related features include a Minnesota state 
park campground).

The planning study has addressed the noted issues of 
project context through development of project goals for 
bridge rehabilitation and bridge replacement. Based on 
these factors, and the ability to cost-effectively address 
needs, bridge rehabilitation is the priority action. The bridge 
rehabilitation concepts identified in the study will address 
needs while avoiding or minimizing adverse impacts. 

What are the bridge rehabilitation elements? 
What are the potential impacts?
The main elements of a bridge rehabilitation project are 
noted within the pictures. The top priority is to address 
movement of Pier 6, which supports the west end of the 
steel truss and has gradually shifted due to Red River soil 
movements. While this issue was anticipated in the original 
bridge design, the time has come to resolve the shifted 
position of Pier 6. Other rehabilitation elements include 
painting, other adjustments, and the possible replacement of 
the bridge deck. 
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Maintain or replace deck and railings

Reinforce abutment bearings

Add bike/ped trail

Protect truss from corrosion 
(blast clean and paint)

Underpin or replace 
Pier 6

Adjust approach 
span bents

Monitor or replace pin and 
hanger assemblies

Bridge Rehabilitation Elements

The main community impact of a bridge rehabilitation project 
would be traffic interruptions during the work process, 
particularly with a deck replacement. The design team 
has estimated a timeframe of at least 1 year to complete a 
bridge rehabilitation project, including work on piers, steel 
members, and a deck replacement. The 1-year timeframe 
assumes staging of the work to accommodate traffic (one 
lane in each direction with a few short periods of closure, 
avoiding concurrent closure of other Red River bridges). 
What designs are being considered for 
bicycles and pedestrians? 
The Kennedy Bridge does not accommodate 
pedestrians and bicycles and, in fact, 
includes a posted prohibition, as shown. But 
the importance of the bridge, the popularity 
of the Red River Greenway, and observed 
demand has raised the need to seriously 
consider improvements as part of a bridge 
rehabilitation project. 

New Bike/Pedestrian Structure—Because the Kennedy 
Bridge deck width is constrained by the steel truss, the first 
idea was to attach a new structure to the outside of the truss 
(and build it next to the approach spans). While this concept 
is technically feasible, it would also add substantially to 
rehabilitation project costs and the structure’s complexity. 
Some potentially significant considerations would be 
whether bridge inspections can be completed effectively with 
the added structure and whether it would adversely affect 
the historic character of the Kennedy Bridge. 

Potential
New Bike/Ped

Structure

Existing Bridge 
(deck & truss)

Potential Addition of
Bicycle/Pedestrian
Structure
(Cross Section)
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Adjusted Roadway Cross Section on the Existing 
Bridge—Given the previously mentioned challenges to 
adding a new bicycle/pedestrian structure, the design 
team also developed concepts to adjust the roadway cross 
section on the existing bridge, constrained by the width 
inside the steel truss spans (67 feet–4 inches). With a 
posted speed limit of 35 mph, the traffic engineering has 
the potential to be adjusted to accommodate bicycles and 
pedestrians without widening. 
The four roadway cross sections shown here provide 
some of the adjustment concepts considered to date (other 
concepts have also been developed). In developing the 
adjustments, the designers considered the desirability of 
a center median and the preference for 12-foot-wide lanes 
(full width, as they are today). However, with limited width 
available, some compromises need to be considered. 
Example cross section concepts are as follows:

Concept A provides no accommodation for bikes/
pedestrians; therefore, this is the baseline with a 
4-foot-wide median, as on the existing bridge.
Concept B has no median, but provides two, 6-foot-
wide sidewalks and 14-foot-wide lanes on the 
outsides for bikes and motorized vehicles.
Concept C is similar, but the median is added, leaving 
only one sidewalk.
Concept D proposes 11-foot-wide lanes, combined 
with a 10-foot-wide raised trail on one side, for both 
bikes and pedestrians. It also includes a narrow 
median and a 5-foot-wide shoulder, marked as a 
bicycle route. 

Why not replace the Kennedy Bridge?
The study also looked at bridge replacement concepts, 
which would provide more opportunity for improvements 
and a longer life cycle than rehabilitation—but only with 
substantially higher initial costs and more impacts. Because 
the Kennedy Bridge is eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places, the long-term feasibility and cost 
effectiveness of bridge rehabilitation must be considered 
first. Based on the study’s findings, considering costs, 
funding, and environmental review steps, a determination 
will soon be made if preservation of the Kennedy Bridge is 
the preferred alternative. 

A

B

C

D

Where can I find more information?
MnDOT is providing technical leadership for this study, 
in cooperation and consultation with NDDOT and other 
agencies (NDDOT is also leading a study of the Sorlie 
Bridge). For information about the Kennedy Bridge, please 
visit the project website: http://www.mndot.gov/d2/projects/
kennedybridge. If you have specific questions, please 
contact MnDOT’s Project Manager: 
Derrick Dasenbrock 
Phone: 651-366-5597 
Email: derrick.dasenbrock@state.mn.us 

Roadway Cross Section Options
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Request for Council Action 
 
 
Date: 1/10/2014 

To: East Grand Forks City Council, Mayor Lynn Stauss, Council President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice   

President Greg Leigh, Council members: Clarence Vetter, Henry Tweten,  Mark Olstad, and Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Jason Stordahl, Public Work Director  
 
RE: Snow Blower 
 

 
Included in the Capital Improvement Plan is a purchase of a snow blower using the Central Equipment 
funds.  Due to a miscommunication this was mistakenly put under 2015 instead of 2014.  Currently there 
is a street sweeper scheduled to be purchased in 2014.  The purchase of the snow blower takes priority 
over purchase of the street sweeper.  After a discussion with the City Administrator and Finance 
Director the decision was made to purchase the snow blower in 2014 and delay the purchase of street 
sweeper until 2015. 
 
I’m asking you to consider approving the request to approve: 
 
Purchasing a New 2013 Snow Blast M-8500 HD Snow Blower from Titan Machinery for the cost of 
$95,209.  This price includes a 5 year/unlimited warranty on the engine, as well as a 1 year machine 
warranty.  This price quote was taken off the Minnesota Equipment Contract page. 
 
Recommendation:  Purchase 2013 Snow Blast M-8500 snow blower with 5 year/unlimited engine 
warranty from Titan Equipment for $95,209.  Declare surplus and trade our 2006 SnoGo snow blower.   
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City of East Grand Forks 
Purchasing Card (Credit Card) 

Cardholder Agreement 
 

The City of East Grand Forks is pleased to present you with the U.S. Bank One Purchasing Card.  It represents The 
City’s confidence in you as a responsible employee of the City of East Grand Forks entrusted to safeguard and 
protect The City’s assets.  
 
I,      , as the Cardholder, hereby acknowledge receipt of a City of East 
Grand Forks U.S. Bank Purchasing Card and a copy of The City’s Purchasing Card Procedures.   
 
The card number is      .  As a Cardholder, I agree to the following conditions 
regarding my use of this card. 
 

1. I understand that by using this card I am making purchases on behalf of the City of East Grand Forks and 
will be liable for all authorized charges made it. 

2. I agree to use this card for authorized purchases only and in accordance with the Purchasing Card 
Procedures. 

3. I understand that I may not use this card for any personal, private, or prohibited purpose. 

4. I understand that this card is issued in my name, and I will not allow any other person use it. 

5. I understand that improper use of this card can be considered misappropriation of The City’s funds and 
may result in revocation of this card. 

6. I understand that my use of this card will be monitored and audited by the City of East Grand Forks. 

7. I understand that the City of East Grand Forks may terminate my right to use this card at any time for any 
reason. 

8. I agree to monitor and allocate my transactions via Access Online in accordance with the Purchasing Card 
Procedures. Failure to do so may result in revocation of the card. 

9. If this card is lost or stolen, I agree to immediately contact U.S. Bank Customer Service at 1-800-344-5696. 
After contacting U.S. Bank, I agree to contact the City of East Grand Forks Administration and Finance 
Department at 218-773-2483. 

 
EMPLOYEE/CARDHOLDER: 
My signature below indicates that I have read the City of East Grand Forks Purchasing Card Procedure and agree to 
comply with it, and any subsequent amendments or addenda, for as long as I am a Cardholder for the City of East 
Grand Forks. 
 
 
Employee/Cardholder Signature:       Date:    
 
 
Employee/Cardholder Printed Name:      
 
 
Approving Department Head Signature:      Date:    
 
 
Approving Department Head Printed Name:      
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Date: 01/10/14 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter,  Henry Tweten, Mark Olstad, and 
Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Administration Office  
 
RE: Update of Replat of Outlot B, Block 2, Point of Woods 5th Reapportioned Specials 
 

 
At the meeting on December 17th a resolution was passed regarding the reapportionment of special 
assessments of Replat of Outlot B, Block 2, Point of Woods 5th Addition.  The council was told the 
property owners could be signing off on agreement of assessment and waiver of appeal pending 
information received on that day.  The resolution also stated the City would be sending out the notice of 
apportionment and of the right to appeal.  Both of these actions were not necessary for this process 
because signing the waiver would show they agree to the assessments and give up their right to appeal. 
 
Since the December 17th meeting the Administration Office has not received signed waivers.  Since the 
property owners have not signed the waivers the City will be sending them notification of the 
reapportionment and then they have 30 days to appeal if they so choose.    
 
The reason for this item is just to update the council of where we are at with this process and answer any 
questions.   
 
Enclosures include a copy of the notice, copy of the replat, and a copy of the reapportioned assessments. 
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CITY OF EAST GRAND FORKS 

 

MAILED NOTICE OF REAPPORTIONMENT  

OF SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 

 

 

January     , 2014 

 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

 

Notice is hereby given that on December 17, 2013, the City Council of the City of East Grand 

Forks adopted Resolution 13-12-125 reapportioning the special assessments that remain unpaid 

against “Outlot B, Block 2, Point of Woods 5
th

 Addition.”  In accordance with Minnesota 

Statutes, Section 429.071, Subd. 3, the remaining special assessments have been equitably 

reapportioned among the lots and parcels created by re-platting the property as “Replat of Outlot 

B, Block 2, Point of Woods 5
th

 Addition.” 

 

A copy of Resolution 13-12-125 is enclosed.  Exhibits A, B and C to the Resolution identify the 

amount of the special assessments apportioned to each lot or parcel in the “Replat of Outlot B, 

Block 2, Point of Woods 5
th

 Addition.”   

 

This serves as notice of the reapportionment and the right to appeal.  Within 30 days after the 

mailing or service of this notice, any owner may appeal as provided in Minnesota Statutes, 

Section 429.081.  An owner may appeal to district court by timely serving notice of the appeal 

upon the mayor or city administrator and filing such notice with the district court within ten days 

after service upon the mayor or city administrator. 

 

 

      BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

 

 

 

      David Murphy 

      City Administrator 
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Request for Council Action 
 
 
Date: 01/10/14 
 
To: East Grand Forks City Council Mayor Lynn Stauss, President Craig Buckalew, Council Vice 

President Greg Leigh, Council Members: Clarence Vetter,  Henry Tweten, Mark Olstad, and 
Chad Grassel 

 
Cc: File 
 
From:  Administration Office 
 
RE: Vacancy on the Council 
 

 
With the passing of Council member Vonasek, there is a vacancy on the council.  According to the City 
Charter, the council can appoint an eligible person by resolution.  This person would be appointed for 
the remainder of the term and ends at the end of this year. 
 
City Staff needs input from the council on how long they would like to collect applications, when they 
would like to interview the applicants, and if any revisions need to be made to the council member 
application.     
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Council Member Application 

How long have you lived in East Grand Forks: _______________________________________ 

What is your occupation?  Where do you work?_______________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

How will your professional work experience help you as a council member? ______________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Being part of the City Council involves many time commitments including meetings, 

occasionally on short notice, usually in the evening, but occasionally during the day time hours.  

Will your schedule allow you to attend these meetings?_________________________________ 

Is your family supportive of the time commitment associated with the appointment? __________ 

If you are appointed to the council vacancy, your address and home telephone number will be 

made available to the general public.  Will this present a problem for you? __________________ 

Please describe any business holdings or financial interest you or any member of your family 

may have with any business, developer or landholder that could create a conflict of interest for 

you in your role as a council member.  ______________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

How would you describe how you get your information?  Do you read magazines, newspapers, 

talk to others, etc.? ______________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

The City Council uses computer technology as a communications tool and for information 

sharing via email.  Tell us about your comfort level with computers. _______________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
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Being a member of the Council involves teamwork and committee interaction.  Tell us about the 

most recent collaborative effort you have participated in.  _______________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Have you ever participated as a citizen on an advisory committee?  Explain your experience. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

What do you think are the major issues facing the City?  ________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Why does the appointment to this elective office interest you?  Why should the City Council 

appoint you to the vacancy? _______________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
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