
 

RecQuest, led by the MPRB, is a comprehensive planning, design, community engagement, and recreation program evaluation 
and needs assessment for Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board recreation centers. The plan developed from the assessment 
will serve the next 25-30 years of capital improvements for recreation centers, and is an opportunity to tailor recreation center 
facilities and programs to meet the current and projected needs of communities across the city. 

 
 
 

 

 

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting Notes 
February 23, 2017, 6-8pm, MPRB Headquarters       

 
[Please see website for additional project and CAC information.] 
 
These notes are not direct quotes of staff, CAC members, or the public. These notes are 
intended to paraphrase or summarize the key points of the discussion. 
 
6:08 Welcome and introductions by Jamie Neldner 

Brian Nalezny – lives in East Harriet (District 6 appointed by Commissioner 
Bourn) 
Bob Fine – former Commissioner (appointed by Commissioner Erwin) 
Beth Hart – Commissioner Forney appointed 
Al Jueneman – Commissioner Tabb appointed 
Devin Hogan – running for Commissioner at Large 
Dave Kaplan – Musich appointed 
Arlene Zamora – Board Approved Slate appointed 
Russ Henry – candidate for Commissioner at Large 
John Lilly – Commissioner Young appointed 
Delano Lee – Board Approved Slate appointed 
Various community members 
Jamie Neldner, MPRB 
Tyrize Cox, MPRB 
Michael Schroeder, MPRB 
Christy Tuuri, MPRB 

 
6:15 PowerPoint presentation 
6:20  Michael presentation 
6:27 Tyrize Phase One - challenges and delays 
6:31 Activity - Our individual perspectives will aid to capture the voice of the community 
6:41 Phase Two presentation 

 Would the CAC be interested in having guided conversations with your community 

members? 

 Goal is to capture authentic conversations of how people want to use the parks. 

CAC:  What is being asked of the community?  Was phase one a complete failure? 
 Phase 1 was not a failure.  The intent was to gather existing program and facility data and 

identify gaps that exist with the community needs 

 Jamie emphasized the need to gather more data due to the voices missing from Phase 1 

https://www.minneapolisparks.org/park_care__improvements/park_projects/current_projects/recquest/


      

CAC:  Where are the planned community sessions?  
 This information will follow in the presentation 

 

PUBLIC:  Request for MPRB to participate in community meetings with park 
maintenance and master plan information along with short, medium and long-term 
goals for south service area master plan. 
 
CAC:  There is major fault in having two separate processes for outdoor amenities 
(service area master plans) and recreation centers (RecQuest).  In the south service 
area master plan, revisions were tied into how the park was used.  Parks wanted 
soccer fields that are then rented out daily for private usage.  This plan went through 
without the promise of community accessibility once plan was established.  There is 
a disconnect in the order of park improvements/programs and what parks are being 
renovated.  There is a concern of gentrification when there is a police presence at 
fields.  Programming is not set for a community (like East Phillips).  Individuals can 
only rent fields, and fields are no longer for the community.  Promises were made for 
free access and now there are fees in place for use. 

 Michael answered questions; MPRB is faulted for looking at things in isolation – we are 

working to look at the whole and continue planning and correcting errors along the way.  We 

need to continue to invest in the work while we are in planning stages so that we aren’t even 

further behind in 2020.  We work to balance community needs and past errors.  Purpose of 

the CAC in part is to ensure process is not missing massive gaps in planning and execution.  

PUBLIC:  Only talking to representatives and not speaking with residents of the Little 
Earth community is a mistake.  These conversations need to be approached in a 
multi-dimensional way 
 
CAC is here to accomplish tangible things – Draft of the plan to the Board in August 
2017 (goal) with a 45 day public comment period (able to extend).  Then December 
to the Board for vote (goal). 
 
7:13 Recreation planning 

 Appropriate distribution around the city.   

 Understand the communities better and be the leader in recreation. 

7:28 Shared expectations, meeting schedule 
 A set schedule worked best for the group - same location (except when a specific location is 

needed) 

 Meetings should be monthly on Thursday nights (last Thursday of the month when possible) 

 Email works best for communications for the whole group 

 CAC can expect previews to be released one week in advance for review before meetings, as 

well as meeting updates 

 No transportation or childcare is needed by CAC members 

 Dinner will be provided 

 6pm start time is good 

Current CAC – this is our working group, but there are missing perspectives. It is 
important that we don’t move forward with a portion of the community 
unrepresented. 
 



      

PUBLIC:  For any voices that represent a particular culture – people cannot be 
expected or empowered to speak for that entire community. 
 
CAC:  Make sure all voices are sitting at the CAC table.  We lost the majority of 
members since the original meeting.  Very few are still around from the original CAC 
meeting. 

 Jamie explained that 13 out of 19 original members are still on the CAC, and we are working 

with Commissioners to fill the appointments of those individuals that have resigned.  We 

have also added 2 additional members from the Board Appointed Slate. 

 All attendance gaps are represented on sign in sheet collected at each meeting. 

CAC:  There is not consistent attendance amongst CAC members.  
 
PUBLIC:  Is there potential to offer childcare to the community at CAC meetings?  
Childcare is needed in order for public turnout. 

 We will work out childcare.  There will be a reminder email sent to CAC members the 

Tuesday before CAC meetings soliciting childcare needs. 

PUBLIC:  How will adaptive sports play into the Memorandum of Understanding with 
Minneapolis Public Schools? 
 
CAC:  We need to know everything about recreation programming in order for the 
group to work together moving forward.  A basic understanding is needed.  (ie – 
meals served, daycare, connections with the Y and other youth serving agencies) 

 This will be part of our next meeting in order to build a shared understanding of what is in 

place today 

PUBLIC:  9 white males at the CAC table is a problem and CAC members should step 
down. 
 
CAC:  We don’t get anywhere at CAC meetings, we get sidetracked. We’ve been 
working on this project for a year plus, with no idea what we have accomplished.  No 
meeting has occurred with actual results. 
 
Tyrize apologize for engagement of community before public comment time. 

 
PUBLIC: There is a significant need for the public to be heard. Suggestion made for 
public listening session/s. 

 Tyrize – we will make every attempt for the public to be heard, specifically during the public 

comment period at the end of each of our CAC meetings.   

 The public is encouraged to come to Board meetings and voice concerns during open time as 

well. 

7:55 Closing remarks and adjourn 
 

 


