apous.

Amendment isn't arbitrary

Ihe Star Tribune’s Oct. 29 editornial
misrepresented the stadium financing
charter amendment

First,  vour writer incorrectly
claimed that the $10 million limit was
set “arbitrarily.” The amount was che-
sen because a $9.8 million public safe-
v upgrade was done to the Metro
dome, and we | Progressive Minnesota)
did ot want 1o preclude public safety
HINProvements to existing strucoures.

Second, the amendment would not
stop the construction of a $11 million
athletic complex for city youth, as you
suggested; Charter Amendment 145
applies only (o professional sports fa-
cilities.

You also claimed that the amend-
ment “arbitrarily requires” that the
referendums be held at reguiarly
schedule elections. This was done for
two _impotiant reasons: to avoid the
costs associated with special elections
and to give citizens the needed time to
understand the funding proposals for
pro sports facilities that will be pul
before them on the ballot. The idea
wis 1o avoid an issue being sprung at
the last minute like Mavor Coleman
did to St. Paul citizens, where his
hockey [unding scheme was pushed
through_in seven days with very little
public discussion.

— Bob Greenberg, Progressive Minne-
sota Steering Committee member,
Minneapolis.
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‘Voters are split on

Backers and critics say
confusion about referendum,
possible sale of Vikings may .
be factors in poll results.

. By Dennis ). McGrath
Star Tribune Staff Writer

After a week that brought a
number of bold headlines and
jolting news on the sports front,
here's yet another surprise: Likely
voters in Minneapolis are evenly
split on a charter amendment to
restrict city spending on a new
stadium. -

The Star Tribune/KMSP-TV
Minnesota Poll found that 48 per-
cent of likely voters would vote
against the amendment, while 46
percent would vote for it. That's a
statistical dead heat just two days
before Election Day.

“Really!?” said Shelly Regan,
president of the Greater Minne-
apolis Chambey of Commerce,
when told of thg poll results Sat-
urday. The chgmber opposes the
amendment,/ but Regan had

tude ¥ould result in overwhelm-
ingApproval of the amendment.

‘Regan and Jim Mangan, chair
of Progressive Minnesota, the
group that put the charter ques-
tion on the ballot. agreed that
confusion over what a ‘yes' or a

cit

* Minnesota Poll '

Minneapolis amendment

“In addition to voting for mayor, you

will be asked to vote for or against an

amendment to the c:?"s charter. This

w city officials

to spend up to $10 million for sports
facilities, but if they want to spend
more than-that, a referendum would
be required to get voter approval. Will
you vote for or against this amendment?”

amendment would a

Source; Star Tribune/KMSP-TV A:imesola Poll of 904 hikely voters n Minneapoks Oct.

28-31. Margin of samplng error: no greater than 5.1 percentage pomnts, pius of MINUSs. J
[

Against
48%

\,

No opinion 6%

‘no’ vote on the amendment
means is probably one gson for
the split opinion. ‘
,Mangan said his group is mod-
ifving its literature to’make it
more clear that people who op-
pose or who want to limit public
funding for a stadium should vote
“yes" on.the amendment.
If approved, }he amendment
would limit city spending on any
professional sports facility, in-

cluding a new Twins stadium, to /

$10 million. If the city wanted to
spend more than that, it would
have 1o seek voter approval in the
next regular election.

Mary Dadovich, one of the 904

-} Star Tribune graphic

Minneapolis residents inter-
viewed in the poll, said she op-
poses public funding but didnn
know which way to vote on the
amendment.

“] wasn't sure il voting ‘no’
meant they can spend $10 million
or it meant 'no, you can't spend
anything.” " said Dadovich, a 38-
vear-old Camden neighborhood
resident.

But Regan said other forces
may also be at work. The news
that the Vikings may be sold to
out-ol-town buvers surfaced last
week, and the prospects of losing
two pro sports teams may be
causing people to reexamine their

y dollars for stadium

T,

** STAR TRIBUNE » PAGE A5

More information:

Stadium referendum
* if you need more Information about
the stadium charter amendment that
will be on the Minneapolis ballot

Tuesday, here are some resources:

» Greater Minneapolls Chamber of
Commerce: Opposes the charter

& amendment. Call Monday after
8:30 a.m.: 370-9132.

> Progressive Minnesota: Placed
the amendment on the ballot.
Call 641-6199.

» To listen to recordings of essays
written by these two groups for

_ the Star Tribune's Voter's Guide:
Call 673-9045.

» To read the essays and the char-
ter amendment language, visit
http://www.startribune.com-

/ stonllne/electéon.

i
antistadium attitude, she said.

The chamber also has argued
that people should vote ‘'no’ on
the amendment because the
charter change would handcuff
elected officials and could lead 10
more government-by-refer-
endum.

Progressive  Minnesota  has
said the spending restriction
should be put in place 1o ensure
that residents have a say in how
much money the city contributes
to any stadium.




'Setting’"étraight the vote
to fund a Twins stadium

By Dennis L McGrath
Star Tribune Staff Writer

For the first time in the debate over a new
Twins stadium, voters will have a chance to
weigh in Tuesday.

Voters in the Twins' hometown will be able
to say whether they want to restrict the .
amount of public subsidies that Minneapolis Election
may contribute to astadium. —

However, there appears to be confusion
about what the proposed charter amendment does. Here are a series o
questions and answers intended to clarify the issue. :

Q What does the amendment do?

A

It would amend the Minneapolis City Charter to limit city spend-

ing on any professional sports facility, such as a new Twins
stadium, to $10 million unless voters give specific approval. To_ get
that approval, the city would have to place a referendum on the ballot
in the next regularly scheduled election.

Turn to ELECTION on B2



ELECTION from B1

[f amendment is adopted, city
must get OK for more spending

So a “yes” vote on the

amendment is a vote to force
city officials to hold another elec-
tion if they want to spend more
than $10 million on a Twins sta*
dium?

That's correct. If the amend

ment is adopted, it doesn’t
automatically mean that spend-
ing will be capped a1 510 million.
It just means city officials would
have to seek voters’ OK before
spending more than that amount.

And a “no”
) amendment is a vote to leave
" the decision up to the City Coun-
cil and mayor, right?

That's right. Voting "no” on

the amendment means you
don’t want to restrict their au-
thority.

How did the amendment get
on the ballot?

AA political party called Pro-

we Minnesota proposed
endment. The City Charter

Commission reviewed it and de-
cided not to place it on the ballot.
But Progressive Minnesota pur-
sued the other route to getting an
amendment on the ballot — a
petition drive — and was suc-
cessful.

vole on the -

Why is Progressive Minneso-
ta . proposing this
amendment?

.

The group says that Minne-
apolis elected officials don’t

seem to be listening to residents’.

opposition to public funding for a
stadium. Adoption of the amend-
ment will ensure that Minneapo,
lis residents have a say in how
rauch money the city ¢an spend,
the party says. The party opposes
pubfic subsidies for professional
sports, but is open to the idea of
community ownership of pro
sports teams. Progressive Minne-
sota is urging a “yes” vote.

How much is the city plan-
ning og spending?

That hasn't been decided yet,

but proposals at the Legisla-
ture assume that if a stadium is
built in Minneapolis. then the
city and Hennepin County to-
gether would contribute $50 mil-
lion in land, site preparation and

-other aid.

Are any groups opposing the
amendment?

Yes. The Greater Minneapolis
Chamber of Commerce and
the Downtown Council both rec-

ommend a "no” vote on the
amendment. Here's the cham-
ber's position: Elected officials
were elected to make decisions,
so don’t handcuff them. If you
don't like what the politicians de-
cide, then vote them out of office.
But don’t alter the City Charter
just because of the strong emo-
tions swirling around the stadium
debate.

Even though I'm against

public subsidies for a stadi-
um, are there reasons why |
might want to vote against the
amendment?

AProgressive Minnesota says
no, that the amendment is
narrowly worded so that it only
affects spending on professional
sports facilities. And even then, it
just says voters must give their

approval before spending more,

than $10 million. ’
But the chamber says the
amendment could have unin-

. tended consequences. Because it

would limit spending until voters

give their approval at the next
regularly scheduled election, it
could prevent city officials from
acting swiftly in the future, even
in cases where there is public
support for spending on a pro
sports facility.

If I vote Tuesday, but decide
to skip the ballot question,
doés that countas a “no” vowe?

*No. In order to pass, the

amendment must get ap-
proval from 51 percent of those
voting on the issue. But the
amendment will be decided only
by those who cast "yes" and
“no” votes.

If I live outside Minneapolis,
can I still vote on the issue?

Not unless you're planning

on breaking the law. The is-
sue will only be on the Minne-
apolis ballot. Don’t bother looking
for it if you live outside the city.

— W ‘“l“
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STADIUM

Sports gagnding

limit approved
By Jay Weiner YES NO
Star Tribune Staff Writer

Minneapolis voters over- 70% 30%
whelmingly approved a city
charter amendment that will restrict city spending on
pro sports facilities, including any new Twins stadium.

The change limits spending at $10 million unless
volers approve more in a future referendum.

There was a swift response to the voters™ antista-
dium message: St. Paul might be the site of choice, if
the Legislature can ever come up with a ballpark
funding plan. St. Paul Mavor Norm (.oleman said he
expects a ballpark would be built in Minneapolis,
despite approval of the amendment by 70 percent (o
30 percent. But he added: "l there's an opportunity to

get them in St. Paul, | will work for that.”
Gov. Arne Carlsen. a stadium backer, said he thinks

~Tuesday's vote “will be an impediment to the stadium

going to Minneapolis.”

Turn to STADIUM on A17
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And the leading supporter
of a ballpark in the Legislature,
Rep. Ann Rest, DFL-New
Hope, said that although she
still supports Minncapolis as
the site, “this is an indication
we should look at other
places.”

Jim Mangan, chair of Pro-
gressive Minnesota, the politi-
cal party that sponsored the
amendment, said he didn't
view the victory as a rejection |
of a Twins stadium in Minne- |
apolis. “Nothing in this
amendment prohibits them |
from building a stadium,” he |

_said. _“For_Minneapolis 1o .
build a stadium now, [city offi-
cials are] going 1o have to con-
vince the voters . . . that there's
a payolf for the public’s in-
vestment.”

Said House Speaker Phil
Carruthers, DFL-Brooklyn
Center: “This certainly isn’t
good news for the stadium
proponents.”

Shelly Regan, president of |
the Greater {Minneapolis
Chamber of Commerce, whose
organization opposed the
amendment, said she fears the
vote sets a precedent for de-
ciding public policy by refer-
endum and not by elected of-
ficials.

“It begins to crode what
representative  government
means,” she said.

But the Rev. Ricky Rask, a
member of Progressive Minne-
sota’'s sleering commiltee,
said, “Had we been listened 10
in ‘a way that was respectful
and honored the integrity of
our conslituency, we would
not have gone to this. We are
no longer going to sit back and
not be listened to.”

Minneapolis Mayor Sharon
Sayles Belton proposed a
$58.4 million stadium package
last summer, with lennepin
County. the Minneapolis Park
Board and local banks as part-_
ners. Some members of the
City Council and the business
community have said that city
officials can work around the
$10 million limit.

For instance, a $22 million
parking ramp in Sayles Bel-
ton’s stadium plan could be
built by private sources or as
part of a plan 1o aid the Uni-
versity of Minnesota’s parking
problems, said Sam Grabarski,
president of the Minneapolis
Downtowsr Council.

But Sayles Belton said Tues-
day night: “I always said if the
voters approved the referen-
dum, we would live by it.”
Meanwhile, in Pittsburgh, vot-
ers rejected by a 3-2 margin a
half-cent sales tax to fund sta-
diums for the football Steelers
and baseball Pirates.

~
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