This will also go on agenda- it's a pretty long one.

From: Jeffrey S. Brandt

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 1:49 PM
To: Brian Tungate

Subject: RE: Park Board Agenda Questions

| copied the excerpt from the Municipality that | had previously shown you. As | have said, it is not
appropriate. We have allowed it at CC meetings, but should not have. | gave a copy to the Mayor
as well. Basically, allowing this would give members of a Board the opportunity to evade the
Open Meetings Law. The Board has the right to create its own agenda. The CC has always had a
reprise to give citizens the opportunity to comment on what they have just seen. That could
either, you did good or you did bad. To combine them would make the reprise useless. If the
Board wanted to eliminate the reprise, they could. Jeff

From: Brian Tungate

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 11:13 AM
To: Jeffrey S. Brandt

Subject: Park Board Agenda Questions

Jeff:

Couple questions came up at the last meeting. | explained to the Board the law about
discussing items not on the agenda and how as a Board member they are in an official
capacity and treated different than members of the public that would like to speak at the
meeting. Follow up question: Just as we do for the Council meeting, can a Park Board
member during Public Comment, step down for a moment from their official capacity,
state their name and address and then comment on any matter of concern to the city or
what was on the agenda? | realize if they can do this, we are not supposed to engage
that person or answer a question. This would have to placed on future agenda.

Also, | presume the Board is free to establish the order of the agenda as the chairman
sees fit. Could the two agenda items- Public Comments on any matter of concern to the
City and Public Comments on any item listed on the agenda be combined into one item.
It would read something like: Public Comments on any item listed on the agenda or on a
matter of concern to the City. If that is not possible, can we list these two items in any
order we wish on the agenda? | discussed this briefly with Debbie and it appeared there
was no ordinance that stated the agenda order for the Park Board.
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