
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) ss. 
COUNTY OF RAfV'lSEY ) 

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified Clerk/Deputy Clerk of the 
City of Mounds View, Minne!;ota, hereby certify that I have carefully 
compared the attached and foregoing with the original thereof on file 
in ll'\Y office, and the same is a full, true and complete copy thereof, 
insofar as the same relates to 

Proceedings from court actions on the Charter Election 

WITNESS MV HAND officially as such Clerk and the corporate seal of the City 
of Mounds View this 9th day of January , 19 8 o • 

(SEAL) 
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In Lhui 1:,1ttor of t.hi:, Contos-<:. of th() Spoo,ial 
l;l(!.!ction Dy tht3 City of J~o·anda Vio'id b? 
!l.,hc:i'i.ta F. lto'Jl~y a.nu i-i. Joun H';;,.:i:~ol'i. for th~ 
1~c..top~i0a ot· n City Ch:u:ter by l:.hll City of 
~tou:i:.utJ Vio·.,, nn.:.1r .. c.y county, t•U.n.nai:.ot.n, for 
tho s,,-.1cinl :Cleat.ion !.old D"comb,::,:r 4., l.9"19o 

U.l.U'l'HIC'l" COURT 

SECOm) JtJP:CCIAL OtSTRIC'r 
ff440SSO 

OltOET\ 
U Pl I. $do/ • ......,_...,, 

puri.u~:mt; ~o a not;icd of ol~ction C()nt.ast conC?G:itning tho adoptiora ot a. 

Ci~y ch~:to~ for tlio City of wound~ View. P0tition~rs Thornaa P. ~o~lgy. 

~r,d M. Jo.0.11 Harr.on ,1oro reprosonted by t.llcir attorney q Patrick . R. Sweonay • 

1102 ::inncsota lluilding, 3t. Paul, HinnoGota, and the cont.ostmaa were 

ropranQntcJ by thair a;tornoy, nichard Moyers, 175~ Venus Avenus, St. Paul,: 

Minn0~ota .. 

c.uoption of a City Ch.artQr for Moundtl View wa3 held on Oact.b~bar 4 0 1979" 

pur:i.lu-ant. to Ch&ptor 410 of tl:u.1.1 Mim1e.sot.r.1 Ste.tut.ea. Soetion 410.ll St1'.t•eu 

'i'If Sl ,:,orcant. of tho votoa ca.st on the proposi·tion are in fAvor of: 

tno propot;c:d Cluu:tor, i.e. uhall be considi.1rcad. n.:.1opt~d." 

•~horG ~tc:x:-o a,.023 ballot~ cant with t.bo following rezmlts1 

l,OJl •yoa• voteu, 985 •no' votom, ~d 7 doP.aotivo ballots or w1dervotos. 

It ha$ been stipulnt~d by thG parties thnt tho only logal isaua beforG 

the Cot.1J:t. iu wbetl'w~ t.ha 7 undorvoteo aro to bo inoludod in caloul~ting 

· 'rl\& govt1Jrning bo4y of Mou.ntla Vinw met as the canwu:Hd .. ng boar4, 

e,tcl.ude~ t.ht.i) 1 dofcotiv~ b~ll.ote. f~om the elac~!.on rosult:.:, &nd cwrt.ifitvd 

that the City Charter propooition was adopted by a total vot~ of 1,031 

yos and 985 n01 or 51.14 percent. lf tho 7 undervote$ were included in 

tha total vote, th~ y~s votGa would constitute .5096 paroent of that total. 
' ' 

. • The Court finds that. th4ll dafGotivtQ hallota • o~ w.1.d4lt'1'rotes It 

ohou.ld not. be incl.udod i1\ dat0:t'i"Uinin9 tl\G total vot.ea cein& c1nd th0ruforc 

~ete proporly.~cluded by tha ca.nvaa2ing boardu 

· It ~annot ~a logiQally argued that c blank ballot o~ an 

unint~llig!blo on~ ia a vote, since it does rtot e,.;preus tho pr0f0r~nem 

of th~ p~r$On attQmptin~ to voto. Xt is not a ~vot~ cast on the propcgi• 

--t-i=,==:=---~~: 
. . . . · · '" ·"'"""-'-'"'"··'·'~-•"'··•·~·•·~"''~•o••-•·~~.,.Wt.W»r,u;:.\silru;v.Jl.:li~~\J~;.ii.\'m:lWUll~'J/J'!ii'\ti:$&\;'xe$1;f:,W~lfi:ffl@:i; 1t'ltlP>n'l'eedrlmefltr'rtl'Utt't10Ct~~a,1i,_~~•*,-..**~~.-~-... "'" .. ..r••• .... ,":,,:..:,,a .. . ~ 
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It must bQ eonoodod thnt tho Minne&ota Suprema Court has 

expr,~ssctl soma conflicting viovs on thia particular isauo. The ri101Nt 

recent d1.1c:iuion, Go'1ward v. Cicy of Mim\e.npolis, 190 Minn,g 51, 250 N.W. 719 
............. -.;. _,,,. fl gr 7~ W - I T f • .............. ~ 

(193l) hold ~hat blnnk balloti w~~~ properly rojoctcd in aomput!n~ tho 

totnl number of voters at a special elect.ion. At. page ss, the court 

ctct.©(i'i' 

"Wa cannot rti!.\ga:r:d f\ff a votf.ll a hl~nk bnllot. C"J?:;;n:o:ininr; 
no intl,1\ti,1n mw.i wo.,y o-r n.noth<l'lr uv<:m thtit if'.(U'71t1t..l.(:io 

p1:(J11ont.od. ft<-.ru1t.bly it t" n h,,llr.t onnt:., h11t: nn.l'."t~d,~ly 
it. :I.a l'~CJ\:. ~ V•')t•a • • • .. c~l>~t:.l\i1•,1v A vot~ ... IJIHH\t)t:. bim 
i,t1id to h~v~" vot41h'l whon tu,, onotn only n h~l.lo~ blP&n~ 
on i;>V.:ir'/ p.t'ovor,.:h.ion ,,uhmi tti:&d to n1m .. • 

Seo t.lGO lli?.?ldn.~-Y:.:...C~it~ (>f'._ ,D1.:lu~, 81 Minn .. 139, 83 N.w. 536 (1900) • 

I~ so-t~ms to tho Court t.hn.t;. in determining whether a propoait;ion 

au.ob. atl a Cit.Y' Charter bas boen sdoptoc.1, the votl.'tES to bo count;<1d on 
~ .. , 

eitl\er sida ohould only be thoso c;,u:,t for ox- 11gainot tho proposal. The 

cntu:i of F.ikmoi~r v. Stoffon, 131 Minn. 287, 155 n.,f, 92 (19l5) can bo 
........... ~ .. ...,, • ....,. 1 ....................... _.., ......... 

distinguishad, since it d0alt with the int~rpretation of a specific 

:lta·t.ute not a.ppliaablo herein. 

It should further bo notol.l that. in the ovent. the aovon under ... 

votas w~re included int.he total vote, in tho opinion ot tho Court thG 

Cb.art.or woulf.l at.ill havG h~on m.doptod, sinoa tho tiguro of • 5096 pesr:aont. 

uhould l:la round.tad off! to thl.l tl(larcst bundroth, or $1 poroonte 

PA'J.'ED: 

OTIS H. GODFREY, JR. 
~fucl~fioroTiitifct co'uit II 

STATE OF MJNNESOTP. . 
. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
. F,lLiD 

JAN t rl ~980 
tlul~~ 

1· SecletafY Of Siate 

~3~@/0 
ty, I) 

PJ ,a :, fl l ,...., • 
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