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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting # 11 
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 
Southwest Service Area Master Plan (SW Parks Plan) 
 
July 11th, 2019, 6:00 – 8:00pm 
Lynnhurst Recreation Center  
 
CAC members present:  
Brian Nalezny, Jenel Farrell, Chris DesRoches, Tony Sterle, Aria Campbell, Craig Wilson, Larry Moran, 
Jana Griffin, Patrick Smith, Katie Jones (Joined on Phone) 

CAC members absent:  
Shaelyn Crutchley, Cha’foxey Mitchner, Jarret Folley, Mayumi Park, Aron Lipkin, Jane Schommer, Anj 
Petsch, Paul Ragozzino 
 
Public Present:   Approximately 50 members of the public attended the meeting.   

Staff, consultants, and speakers present:  
MRPB staff included: Colleen O’Dell, Radious Guess, Madeline Hudek, Alyssa Gilmore 
SRF Consultant staff included: Nikki Schlepp, Alexandra Olson 

INTRODUCTIONS 
Meeting called to start at 6:01pm. CAC members, MPRB Staff and SRF Staff all introduce themselves to 
the members of the public attending.  

GROUNDING  
Radious Guess led the group through a grounding exercise to open the meeting. Then walked the group 
through the CAC ground rules. 

WELCOME AND REVIEW 
Colleen O’Dell welcomed everyone who came then gave an overview of the timeline, engagement to 
date, and information about the CAC.   

SINGLE USE FACILITIES 
Pickleball/Tennis discussion: 
Nikki Schlepp lead the larger discussion about the facilities that would be discussed during this CAC 
meeting. She gave an overview of where the proposed Pickleball and Tennis courts were added or 
removed and turned it over to the CAC to discuss how they felt about the overall balance in what the 
plans currently are showing. 
 
Comments: 
(CAC) There has been positive feedback from the neighborhood about adding in the clay courts but 
some would like to see pickleball striping back at Linden Hills.  
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(Public) Why would you get rid of the new courts that just went into Kenny? Kenny should stay Tennis 
and Pickleball should be moved to Armatage. 

(Project Staff) Noted. The plan is a 20-30 year plan and will take some time to implement. If 
there is money that is dedicated to a park it may be dedicated to a specific thing like the 
playgrounds. We will work with neighborhoods to prioritize construction projects for the park as 
money comes in.  
 

(Public) It feels like tennis is only being taken out and none is being added. USTA helps pay for some 
courts and those courts sometimes can’t have pickleball striping if they got their funds this way. The 
Park Board should look at what courts have this. Kenny may have been upgraded with these funds.  
 
(Public) A community member who lives in Minneapolis said he doesn’t play pickleball in Minneapolis 
because there are not good facilities for it to be played. Their pickleball group would like to see more of 
it in the city. Suggests that instead of a 6 court dedicated pickleball it would be better to have 8 courts. 
They are in support of having it at Kenny. There are many residents who play the sport and would like to 
not have to travel to other cities to play.  
 
(Public) There are 3 million people that play pickleball in the US. It is one of the fastest growing sports 
and should have facilities in Minneapolis. The age range for pickleball is large and it is good for both 
young children and 50+. It is inexpensive and accessible to many people so it should be added into more 
places. It would be good if there could be looser restrictions for having striping on tennis courts.  

(Project Staff) Striping is a USTA rule, not the Park Board’s, and also many high schools don’t 
allow tennis tournaments to be played on courts with pickleball striping. 

 
(Public) It would be good if there were 2-3 dedicated pickleball courts in Minneapolis. 

(Project Staff) The current revised concepts propose dedicate pickleball courts at Kenny and 
MLK parks. Lyndale Farmstead also has proposed striping on the tennis courts.  

 
(Public) Could there be an addition at Armatage for pickleball? Also, what is the year-round rink for at 
Armatage?  

(Project Staff) Basketball is taking the place of 2 tennis courts there. The rink is intended for bike 
polo and futsal but staff could look into adding striping for pickleball on top of that.  

 
(Public) Tennis is also played by older members too and age alone shouldn’t be a reason that courts are 
turned to pickleball.  
 
(CAC) How many pickleball courts were added?  

(Project Staff) 6 dedicated courts were added to Kenny in the plans. 2 dedicated were added to 
Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and pickleball striping was added to 2 tennis courts in Lyndale 
Farmstead. 

 
(CAC) Kenwood is in a bowl and, if noise is a concern, that could be a good place to add pickleball in.  

(Project Staff) The courts there may be USTA funded, but there may be room to add in new 
dedicated pickleball courts. Can be looked at during the Kenwood discussion. Taking out tennis 
for pickleball won’t solve the problem of accommodating the different groups. We should look 
for new places to add it in. Kenwood could shift the wetland over and reduce its size to add new 
pickleball courts.  
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(CAC) The CAC is not comfortable taking out tennis from Kenny for pickleball and would like to propose 
adding 6-8 dedicated pickleball courts to Kenwood as a solution and look at some of the other parks in 
future discussions. They would like to keep tennis at Kenny with pickleball striping if it can be done. 
 
 
Basketball/Multi-Sport Court discussion:  
(Project Staff) There are currently many half basketball courts in the area. We are trying to shift a 
number of those to full courts to provide more equitable access.  
 
(CAC) Are multi-sport courts always the size of full basketball courts?  

(Project Staff) No. They are sized for futsal or other sports, but sometimes could accommodate a 
full basketball court.  

 
(CAC) There is a request to update the Linden Hills plan to show that there is one full basketball and one 
half basketball court existing. The half court is south of the tennis backboard/multi-sport court. 
 
(CAC) Waveland neighbors do not want a half court basketball and would rather have green space.  
 
(CAC) Since there are so many multi-sport courts added in the plans, could the one at Armatage be 
changed over pickleball instead? 

(Project Staff) It is on a school site and they would likely want to have striping for four square 
and other games as well which may make the court striping congested and perhaps difficult to 
play. People with the school requested the multi-sport court. Pickleball advocates say the goal is 
a dedicated complex somewhere in the city. Striping on a tennis court is fine, but a year-round 
rink would likely see more competition for use. Pickleball is a sport that can be played inside in 
the winter as well.  

 
(CAC) There seems to be a lack of basketball between Mueller and Bryant square going north. Could a 
full court be added to Mueller to address this?  

(Public) Many residents have come to the meeting to express that they like the plan as the Park 
Board revised version has proposed and would like it to move forward without any changes. 
They believe if it was changed to a full court, they would lose 6 mature trees, though this has 
not been explored by staff. There is also concern over putting too many activities into the parks 
and not keeping enough green space. A resident said her son doesn’t want a full court at this 
park.  

 
(CAC) Although neighbors at this meeting have expressed concern about preserving the 
environment over the expansion to a full basketball court there should also be a voice for the 
growing number of residents that would like to play basketball in the neighborhood. The 
younger demographic is growing, and it is important to consider future residents. There are 
many renters in the neighborhood and families with young people that would like to play on a 
full court.  
 

 
(CAC) Stevens square should have a full court.  
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* There was a motion to keep the revised concept for Mueller as it was drawn with a half-court 
basketball. 7 voted in favor and 3 opposed. Mueller was moved to consensus with no changes to the 
revised concept.  
 
(Public) Preserving canopy is important to the city and there should be a study done on how many trees 
are taken out and how much impervious surfaces are being added.  

(Project Staff) The designers went to great lengths to try to work around keeping the tree 
canopy whenever possible and adding in raingardens and native plantings to be as sensitive to 
changing the green space as they could. The existing and proposed trees are both mapped out in 
the concept plans. There was an effort to put fields and courts where it was already flat and 
where it would keep as many trees as possible.  
 
(CAC) The number of trees impacted by concepts is something that should instead be addressed 
in the Guiding Principles.  

 
* There was a motion to add to the Guiding Principles language that supports maintaining mature trees 
whenever possible. Seconded and approved unanimously. 
 
Lynnhurst Park 
(Project Staff) This plan has been moved to consensus by both the joint subcommittee and the 
Minnehaha Creek CAC. 
 
(Public) Will the rest of the plan hold if 50th St. can’t be raised with a bridge?  

(Project Staff) Yes. The majority of the plan can still be implemented.  
 
(Public) The plan has not been available to the public for long enough for people to review it.  

 
* There was a motion to table review of Lynnhurst until the next meeting on July 25th. Seconded and 
approved unanimously.  
 
 
The Parade 
(CAC) There are a number of logistical concerns about the facilities being added. There are other 
organizations that use the parking at Parade currently an example being The Blake school which add to 
the overall traffic use in the space. The Park Board is proposing a major parking structure, a covered 
dome or field house and more ice and curling. The building looks like it is doubling in size and there is a 
history of a stadium being proposed at this park that didn’t go well. This concept seems to be moving 
away from a neighborhood park to become more like a regional park. If MLK Park can have a separate 
CAC process then Parade should be able to have a separate CAC as well. People are supportive of a trail 
going around Spring Lake but are concerned with a mountain biking path bringing in homeless camps 
into the area.  

(Project Staff) There has been a request that a separate CAC be established to work just on 
Parade. This is something the Park Board is not willing to do. There are other parks of this size 
and complexity in other Park Board service area master plans that have been discussed and 
vetted through their respective CACs. Both Bryn Mawr and North Commons parks have “big 
move” changes recommended through the CAC process such as reconfiguration of a large multi-
sport athletic complex, introduction of a new building and a new community center, and a dome 
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installed over playing fields. These were determined through service area CACs. MLK had a CAC 
because it was before Service Area Master Plans. 

 
(CAC) The issues that the neighborhood has with the plan are the traffic flow and with the added 
infrastructure what will the traffic demand become? It would be good to see a traffic study to 
understand what this configuration would do or to see in written form what the consultant’s traffic 
engineers determined with regards to Parade 

(Project Staff) The Park Board will work with SRF to get a memorandum from their traffic 
engineers on their assessment.  

 
(CAC) The area is growing and that will impact traffic flows regardless of this concept. 
 
(CAC) A lot of change proposed at once, but not sure how helpful a traffic study would be. However, we 
hear that a covered field space is important. 
 
(CAC) It feels like there is a lot of urbanization and green space reduction. The neighborhood is not 
opposed to the plan and these facilities being added, but they want to have a better understanding of 
the impacts before they can get behind it. Not as concerned about a covered facility, but light pollution. 

 
(CAC) There have been other parks in the past that have had opposition from the closest neighbors that 
as you move out the neighbors like it more and more. Sometimes things end up being very well received 
once they are implemented. 
 
(CAC) It is difficult to decipher the specific neighborhood concerns. 
 
(CAC) As more amenities are added it will add more traffic. 
 
(CAC) This is also a neighborhood artery. 
 
(Public) There was a CAC for dog park and this plan has more changes than a dog park. Green space is 
even more important as density increases. 

(Project staff) Both the Lyndale Farmstead dog park and MLK park projects had CACs because 
they happened before the Park Board started using the Service Area Master Planning process. 
Now we are planning all neighborhood parks as part of Service Area Master Plans. 

 
(Public) what data is driving these requests? There are curling clubs elsewhere, we don’t need to provide 
them. 

(Project Staff) Concepts come from a mix of community engagement input, MPRB existing plans 
and policies, area data, and best practice innovations in parks and recreation. 
 
(CAC) Not everyone has access to club memberships, its important to provide a variety of 
amenities. 

 
(Public) What will the tree loss and impervious surface be of these plans? Formally request an inventory. 

(Project Staff) These are master plans at a vision level, not detailed designs so an inventory is 
hard to do. These plans indicate what amenities go approximately where at approximately what 
size. The final design on the ground can be adapted to move around existing trees, pervious 
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materials can be used, stormwater management tools can be utilized. As a 20-year plan it’s 
possible some trees will not be there for other reasons like emerald ash borer.  
 
(CAC) Please include in our Guiding Principles that existing mature tree canopy be preserved 
whenever possible. 

 
 (CAC) Suggest subcommittee for Parade, look at traffic change and details of the plan and bring back for 
discussion. 
 
(CAC) provide cross-section elevation drawings of proposed heights of structures. 
 
* There was a motion to create a subcommittee for Parade. Seconded and approved unanimously. It 
was decided that any member of the CAC interested in serving on this committee can do so. 
 
THANKS AND NEXT STEPS 
 
 

ADJOURN (8:05 pm) 
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