RESOLUTION NO. 2012-14
STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF ANOKA
CITY OF CIRCLE PINES

Resolution Authorizing Participation in State Performance Measures and Continuation of
the Ten City Performance Measures of the Local Results and Innovation Council

WHEREAS, State law provided for the Council on Local Results and Innovation; and

WHEREAS, in February 2011 the Council released a set of ten performance standards for
. communities; and

WHEREAS, the City of Circle Pines participated in 2011; and

- WHEREAS, the City of Circle Pines believes it would be beneﬁclal to continue partlclpatlon in
the Performance Management Program.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Circle Pmes,
Minnesota as follows:

The City hereby declares:

o The city has adopted and implemented the minimum 10 performance measures developed
by the Council on Local Results and Innovation.

e The city has implemented a local performance measurement system as developed by the
Council on Local Results and Innovation.

o The city has reported the 2011 results of the 10 adopted measures to its residents before
the end of the calendar year through publication and posting on the entity’s website.

o The city will survey its residents by the end of the calendar year on the services mcluded
in the perfonnance benchmarks.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Administrator report 2011 survey results to the
State Auditor.

Adopted thi§ 12" day of June, 2012 by the City Council of the City of Circle Pines.

Dave Bartholomay, Mayo
ATTEST:  (Seal)

- Py Lt

Jpfhes W. Kema 5 City Administrator
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