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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #15 
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 
Southwest Service Area Master Plan (SW Parks Plan) 
 
September 17th, 2019, 6:00-8:00 pm 
Kenwood Community Center 
 
CAC members present: Anj Petsch, Brian Nalezny, Chris DesRoches, Craig Wilson, Jana Griffin, Jane 
Schommer, Jenel Farrell, Katie Jones, Larry Moran, Patrick Smith, Paul Ragozzino, Tony Sterle 
 
CAC members absent: Aria Campbell, Aron Lipkin, Cha’foxey Mitchner, Jarret (Jay) Folley, Mayumi Park, 
Shaelyn Crutchley 
 
Public Present: approximately40 members of the public in attendance at beginning of meeting. 
 
Staff, consultants, and speakers present: 
MPRB Staff included: Colleen O’Dell, Adam Arvidson, Madeline Hudek, Emma Pachuta, Alyssa Gilmore  
SRF Consultant Staff included: Joni Giese 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
Meeting called to start around 5:30 pm. CAC members, MPRB Staff and SRF Staff all introduce 
themselves to the members of the public attending.  
 
GROUNDING 
Colleen O’Dell led the group through a grounding exercise to open the meeting. Then Brian Nalezny, CAC 
Chair, gave an overview of the CAC ground rules.  
 
WELCOME AND REVIEW 
Colleen O’Dell welcomed everyone who came, then gave an overview of the timeline and engagement 
to date, and updated information about the CAC and how to expect this three-hour meeting may differ 
from the previous two-hour CAC meetings.  
 
DISCUSSION OF PARKS 
The Mall 
Staff gave a quick overview of options previously discussed for the Mall, including one CAC-proposed 
option to take out the east/west park roads on the two western blocks to create more green space [all 
concepts for The Mall are available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw]. Staff acknowledged the 
Uptown Art Fair’s use of the Mall and shared a summary of discussion with Art Fair rep suggesting that 
more green space might help the fair to increase pedestrian use and access, but also recognizing that 
parking is necessary for that event and is at a premium in the area. Acknowledgement of the need for 
emergency vehicles to have access to the space regardless of what design is recommended by the CAC.  
 
The Mall Hopes and Concerns 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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The discussion of The Mall began with addressing the hopes and concerns of the members of the public 
in attendance. Staff gave an overview of the comments that were collected, and then turned over the 
discussion to the public to provide further feedback. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns 
collected through the post-it exercise at CAC #15 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 
Hopes 

- People-oriented space and not a space for cars 
 
Concerns 

- Radical changes 
- Volleyball being a seasonal sport 
- Loss of parking 
- Climate change is not being front and center 

 
The Mall Public Comment Period 
(Public) Provided a brief overview of the poll conducted by the East Isles Neighborhood Association. 
There were over 80 respondents, mostly renters. The respondents were strongly in favor of 
enhancements, plantings, and maintaining the tree canopy. Respondents were opposed to getting rid of 
cars/parking on The Mall.  Found that the number one  poll request for The Mall is a pedestrian 
walkway, as the Midtown greenway is not pedestrian friendly. The Mall is also a cooler space for 
pedestrians because of the protection from the tree canopy.   
 
(Public) Don’t replace the current pedestrian walkway with volleyball courts. I see seniors that try to 
walk through there already 

(Public) Me and my partner often walk through The Mall and encounter dangerous car traffic that is 
unwelcoming to pedestrians. Yes to supporting seniors and youth  through these improvements. 
City did a study and found that it is the 2nd worst area in the City in terms of accidents. If 
improvements are made there is a hope that the community would strongly think of reducing cars 
and traffic.  

 
(Public) I live in the neighborhood and these streets provide the only throughway where I can easily get 
to my house without the hassle of dealing with traffic.  The Mall is structured well enough that it 
encourages car traffic to slow down unlike Hennepin which people speed on. It’s great to talk about 
mass transit but the City doesn’t currently have a strong enough mass transit system. We’re stuck in our 
neighborhood with all the new traffic and apartment buildings. How will The Mall connect the lakes?  
 
(Public) This is the perfect spot to promote alternative transportation as this is an area that can be 
connected to a main transit center. It’s important to recognize that parking is not a part of the Park 
Board’s role, parking is a City of Minneapolis issue. The job of the Park Board is to continue to think 
about pedestrian access, natural spaces, climate change, and sustainability while acting as enforcers of 
all of those. There are ways to orient the fields that are proposed for The Mall that would accommodate 
pedestrian movement; and there could be a lot of open area for winter recreation. 
 
The Mall CAC Discussion 
(CAC) is it too high-level design to talk about pedestrian walkways? 
 (Staff) No, we can talk about them 
 
(CAC) We can’t close the north/south streets because the City of Minneapolis owns them, correct? 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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 (Staff) Yes, both James and Irving are City of Minneapolis owned 
 
(CAC) I understand the Park Board is not responsible for parking, but it’s congested. What do you say to 
the city or neighborhood that still has to deal with worse parking? I get that we have to make streets 
less auto centric, but this might not be the park to do this to.  

(CAC) Agree with that. Support for taking out the streets if it were for forested, passive areas, 
but not for an active sport like volleyball.  
(CAC) It is important to think about ownership and who owns things. The Park Board is 
analogous to the school board and must abide by their missions and budgets. We wouldn’t ask 
the schools to provide parking for a neighborhood, we shouldn’t assume that the Park Board 
should provide parking.  
(CAC) I understand that but there is a reality to this. Parking is bumper to bumper. School 
system allows you to park on their parking lots after hours. I’m trying to put myself in the shoes 
of the people that live there. There must be a compromise.  
(CAC) This area is dense right now and there will be more density coming. There are now and 
will continue to be a lot of people who live here. I would argue the more people there are in the 
space, the more people need parks. Adding more people doesn’t change the parking situation, I 
mean, there will always be tight parking. Providing space for people in parks is important, the 
more people that come the more we will need park space and not parking space. We could look 
at reserving parking for residents somewhere as a compromise; there are other cities that do 
this. 
(CAC) When I stayed home with my kids for three years, I parked on The Mall every day to get to 
the Walker Library and the park. I am very familiar with the area. When I look at the streets the 
free parking on Lagoon is always full, and the metered parking on the other side is always 
empty. So, there is parking in the area, it’s just that the people who regularly park don’t want to 
pay for parking. I agree we need a compromise for residents to have permits to be able to park 
there cheaper and more easily. Maybe the free parking could become resident permitted 
parking.  

 
(CAC) It sounds like we could come to a compromise on the issue of parking on The Mall. I would like to 
discuss natural space versus programmed space. 

(CAC) I’ve heard from multiple community members that this may not be the appropriate 
location for active space. I think we should think about whether to add more trees and address 
climate change and add native plantings. I think we all recognize that there will be a greater 
need for green space within a growing city. It’s becoming more and more difficult to preserve 
areas of green space and we can do so here.  
(CAC) Conversely, I believe that the data shows that there is a gap for field space in this part of 
town. With the kinds of demographics that live in Uptown there is a need for active areas. 
People who live in Uptown also want to be able to play sports. Younger people are those that 
are more often playing more sports, but the neighborhood organization’s survey didn’t 
adequately capture the beliefs of this demographic.  
(CAC) I support the revised plan from July, with the exception that the additional green space be 
used for passive recreation rather than active space.  
(CAC) I support that, if there is explicit language within the Master Plan that says the Park Board 
will pursue parking compromises in the future.  
(CAC) I also believe that the pedestrian walkway should be on one side or the other. This way 
there can be some organic green space for lawn games, etc. providing that option I think would 
be a good compromise. 
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(CAC) I live in this neighborhood, I represent this neighborhood, and I said I would support the desires of 
the East Isles residents. The world is changing, we may not own cars in the future, we just don’t know. I 
suggest we set a goal of giving as much park land to green space as possible and allow for the Park 
Board to decide how much is appropriate. I have a problem with providing free parking in general. 
Metered or permitted is fine. When parking is free though, the reality is that our taxes that go to 
subsidizing parks are paying for that parking, rather than green space or habitat. Not to mention that I 
doubt that everyone who wants to park on The Mall lives in the area. Perhaps there is a different way to 
address free parking for those that need it.  
 
*Motion to support 8/9/19 updated concept with these caveats:  

• Make a good effort to account for resident parking elsewhere in the neighborhood through 
collaboration or relocation.  

• Move the pathway to one side and add forested green space.  
• Preserve through-alleys.  
• Preserve and protect tree canopy.  
• (staff note: though included in the 8/9 concept, sand volleyball was not a supported amenity 

during the discussion) 
 
CAC: Are we telling the Park Board to consider or directing the Park Board to get rid of streets? 

CAC: I think addressing parking loss for residents is more important than general parking for anyone – 
that is not the Park Board’s responsibility. 

CAC: Can we add tree canopy or nature language?  
STAFF: Yes, we can be clear that enhanced natural areas includes broadening tree canopy, as 
well.  

Motion passed unanimously  

CAC: renters tend to turn over, can we talk to the building owners to see what they think?  
STAFF: Yes 
CAC: We are making this decision and it can’t be in a vacuum. I understand our goals, but asking 
building owners is important. 

Fields/Diamonds/Ice Balance (Kenny, Armatage, Pershing, and Linden Hills parks) 

Overview of design options and past meetings.  

Hopes 
- Include seating 
- New vision for all seasonal use rather than what we’re doing 
- Equity facilities for all schools and youth 
- Offer as many options as possible 
- Offer small baseball fields at smaller size 
- Don’t mind decreasing number of fields, but then upgrade existing 
- If SW can’t accommodate all the fields, add to different areas in other parts of the city. 

Concerns 
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- SW high school needs 2 premier baseball fields and the plan only has one. To navigate all three 
teams, we need 2. Suburbs investing a lot in diamonds 

- Concern we need consensus among stakeholders 
- Community-based travel 
- Harms baseball only allowing one sport to success 
- Soccer is the sport that is being prioritized 
- Fake turf 
- Reconsider which home is SW baseball 
- Linden Hills needs JV and varsity fields – they play at the same time 

 

Public Comment: 

PUBLIC: I attended the subcommittee work and appreciated the subcommittee design process working 
with community members. Good process, thanks. 

PUBLIC: clarification of how many diamonds in the plan. Linden Hills does not have one. I would like 
baseball to not go backwards. We’re going to lose but I don’t want to lose a lot. The teams need a place 
to practice. How many playable diamonds are there for high school teams? 

STAFF: The group recommended that the premier baseball field be in Armatage.  
PUBLIC: So we’re going to lose two diamonds at Armatage? 
STAFF: This was the balance that was recommended. Although the south half of Armatage is 
proposed to have two diamonds instead of four, that is swapped for two diamonds on the north 
half instead of an open field. So number of diamonds remains the same. 

PUBLIC: The images are confusing; the softball field looks like a baseball with infield. Suggest moving 
premier softball and batting cages together and moving ice field off Linden Hills to Pershing where it’s 
multi-use 

PUBLIC: We’re losing a lot of diamonds and we’re losing the opportunity at Kenny to stripe diamonds. 
Why? We know that without permanent fencing, the fields will be used for fields. Which is great. Why 
not do it the other way around?  

CAC: Because it ruins the field 
PUBLIC: But it’s turf 
CAC: Yeah, you’re right. 
STAFF: the proposal was to focus one park (Armatage) on diamonds and another (Kenny) on 
fields so that each can be a hub.  It reduces reservation concerns, consolidates efforts. The rest 
of parks in SW and the city would focus on being multi-use. This is something that was asked for 
since the beginning of this CAC. 

PUBLIC: So why can’t we allow youth the opportunity to use the turf space for whatever they need to 
use it for? You have the opportunity to make it a viable space for lots of different things. 

PUBLIC: I’ve been to a few meetings; I think the process is thorough. We started with more baseball 
options and there are now a lot less. Right now, we have 3 places to play diamonds. That’s high school, 
middle school level. Schools pay the Park Board to use premier fields. They have fences.  

STAFF: It would have a removable fence 
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PUBLIC: Why? 
CAC: Why do you need a fence? 
PUBLIC: People walk in and out, dogs are walking. Also, why don’t we have our kids play 
somewhere nice? We don’t mind paying $200/gameto make it a good experience.  

PUBLIC: I want to make sure that women are represented in softball. You’re also giving up women’s 
softball if focused on baseball. The diamonds are different. We have girls on three teams. I just want to 
make sure women are represented here.  

PUBLIC: I’m here from soccer. Strongly disagree about adding diamond striping to proposed Kenny turf 
fields. It’s the only place that you can do any field sport: la crosse, soccer, field hockey, rugby, etc. It’s 
the only place that would be designated simply for field use. 

PUBLIC: I want to ask a clarifying question about premier baseball fields. I heard the SW coach talk about 
dugouts for bull pens that are safety issues for people. That’s important. 

STAFF: Yes, premier would be exactly what you’re describing.  

PUBLIC: The premier field would create less fields overall at Armatage. I want more multi-purpose small 
fields so that young people can play. 

PUBLIC: Has there been consideration about how kids get to these fields? For example, how does a kid 
from Armatage get to NE to play? There are no buses that get you there. Who’s thinking about access? 

STAFF: access has been discussed at all the work group and subcommittee meetings.  
CAC: it is easier for high school kids to travel then for younger youth to travel. 

PUBLIC: Hoping CAC could postpone the vote until they’ve had one more meeting with stakeholders? 
STAFF: we have held several public work group meetings, two subcommittee meetings with 
design charette, a focus group and other forms of engagement on field/diamond balance.  

 

CAC Discussion: 

CAC: I grew up in SW Mpls, all my friends would play at Pershing and Linden Hills and have cross-town 
rivalries. I wanted that for my kids. I’ve been coaching my kids for 7 years on 17 different teams. 7 years 
ago, I ran into a friend who was playing in Richfield because the fields were way better. People are 
pushed out to the suburbs because of the fields. If we’re going to reduce our fields, let’s at least get 
some better fields so that kids that live in MPLS can play in MPLS. [Reads overview information that was 
previously sent to CAC]. Concept 7 means we’re going down from 22 fields to 10, that’s losing half the 
amount of fields. How do we use the fields as efficiently as possible? [Hands out sheet that proposes 
new concept layout for baseball fields.] 

CAC: I don’t know what the numbers are in MPLS of people playing fields/baseball? Like do we need 
more diamonds? 

STAFF: This has not been our experience. For us, soccer fields are currently in higher demand. 

CAC: You’re showing an increase in 4 diamonds in your proposed layout. Is it rearranging the diamonds 
or getting rid of other amenities? 

CAC: Just rearranging the diamonds.  
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STAFF: one thing that hasn’t come up is priority order of reservations: Its Park Board public leagues and 
teams 1st, Minneapolis schools 2nd, outside groups 3rd. We looked at the smaller and larger diamonds 
needs of these groups. 

CAC: Temporary fence at Pershing only needs to be up for 7 weeks and then we could remove the 
temporary fence to use the field for soccer and football.  

CAC: When does the park board use the fields? 
STAFF: same time as schools and outside groups 

CAC: This new option doesn’t take Park Board’s needs into account that they talked about at a previous 
meeting. We also don’t want to sacrifice the youth programming for more diamonds.I just want to make 
sure we don’t forget this. We could possibly add some diamonds. 

CAC: It wasn’t just the Park Board’s programming but the neighborhood association also said they would 
lose their youth programming, too. 

Discussion of ice rink loop idea and what it would take to maintain/logistics. 

Discussion of pros and cons/losses/gains of different field layout options.  

CAC: Concerns for field sports. In your new design, the field sports have lost all of the field space. Saying 
that they will have field space under an ice rink doesn’t feel like it’s apples to apples. The difficult part 
seeing the different designs, I can’t tell if we are meeting the requirements and needs. I don’t know that 
this new design meets all requirements that we are trying to meet. 

CAC: By striping a turf field for baseball it will work. Also, SW baseball is done at 5pm, so anyone can use 
it for the rest of the year/evening for whatever they want. 

CAC: The pinwheel design cuts up the field so that soccer can’t be played, I drove by the other day and 
there were tons of kids playing soccer. I also have concerns about overlapping outfields as you propose 
at Linden Hills; it seems dangerous. 

CAC: the pinwheel design will bring kids back to play in MPLS; the ambiance is great. We’re willing to 
compromise, nobody is getting what they want. 

CAC: When do rec leagues happen? 
STAFF: Later in the day. But most youth can’t play on those  baseball-specificdiamonds because 
you’re locked into a basepad length which is too large for youth, and there are mounds and 
infield grass. Youth hit shorter distances and the ball won’t roll on grass. Not fun. 
CAC: But middle league age group can use that field. 
STAFF: Yes, but younger youth cannot. 

CAC: Does soccer have a preference? 
PUBLIC: We don’t gain alot through these concepts but we would like to have no diamond 
striping at Kenny. Like baseball, all our games are in the suburbs and we have to go rent private 
school space. Kenny is important to remain a multi-use field without diamonds. 

CAC: I think it’s important to have parks that are dedicated solely to baseball. I Think it’s fair to balance 
with field sports. I feel ready to make a commitment to make Kenny field only. 
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CAC: Is there room to bring the stakeholders together one more time? I don’t know if we haven’t done 
enough work or if we could figure it out if we tried harder? 

Staff provides overview of process to date, meetings already heald, and what the subcommittee 
and staff have already done with stakeholders. We’ve done that work.” 

CAC: I agree, we’ve done that. We’ve done a lot of work to the revised concept. We took a lot of voices 
to consideration. What’s going on with the public? 

PUBLIC: There was a conversation today where we realized that there was some miscommunication and 
misunderstanding. The president of Fulton’s views had changed since he wrote that letter.  

CAC: Something that was clear is that the neighborhood association supports the staff’ and 
subcommittee’s recommendation. My understanding is that the neighborhood association  trusts the 
Park Board’s current recommendations. I want to follow the guidelines and values of park programs in 
neighborhood parks. We need to have designs that the park staff and park rec directors are in 
agreement with. That’s what I need to see in a design. Everything else is built on top of that. Concept #7 
may need small tweaks but staff can confirm that it supports youth engagement at its core.  

CAC: Are we creating a motion?  

CAC: I feel that the best possibility we’ve had is working towards this #7 concept.  

CAC: Motion that staff go talk with partners to come up with a concept that works for everybody. 

CAC: That’s disrespectful. It feels like we’re turning our wheels. We’re looking at master plans. If we’re 
just talking about mounds or not mounds, I would be in support of moving this #7 forward. I’m hearing 
the argument that we are not going to listen to the subcommittee when they went through all of their 
work. We have one more meeting left and I’m voting on something next meeting. If there’s a way to try 
to make all the groups happier, I would take that chance.  

CAC: I feel like we have strong representation of baseball and softball. We came up with a concept that 
aimed to work with everybody.  

CAC: We need Park Board rec-level leagues at Pershing. There’s no way to get around that.  

CAC: Question: could we move the removable fence every day?  
STAFF: We heard that’s a real burden to move the fence before and after practices or matches. 
Likely it would stay in place for the season, then be removed. 

CAC chair: Make recommendation to vote on concept 7. If we don’t pass it, we don’t pass it. We’ve had 
tons of conversations, we need lots more park space, we don’t have it. Somebody, probably everybody, 
doesn’t feel completely heard. We can vote and if it gets voted down, that’s staff’s problem.  

CAC:  I’m willing to vote on that I think we should look to get stakeholders together and make an 
amendment.  

CAC: I would like to second his motion, I would like to recommend that we discuss this more. I’m really 
confused and need some time to digest and don’t want to make a rash decision. Sorry to the 
subcommittee members who spent alotof time on this. 
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STAFF: Is this a stakeholder meeting or is this a public meeting? 

CAC: Stakeholder. This would be one with all the groups together. 

* Motion to postpone vote and instead hold additional stakeholder meeting before Oct 7 CAC meeting 
did not pass - support 4, oppose 6.  

CAC: Motion to vote on this #7 concept.  

CAC: there are ways to make this improved. I think it’s a rushed decision when we can make 
improvements on it.  

CAC: Why does it have to be today instead of next time? 
CAC: There is a massive process after this. It will take more time and we will not be able to come 
to a resolution. The Board can make amendments later. 

CAC: I work with city council’s and they won’t make changes later 

CAC: I feel like this isn’t a discussion, I feel like you have one diamonds agenda. 

CAC: All other sports are gaining fields, baseball is losing. 

STAFF: If there is no motion on these four parks, the default will be you will allow your elected 
decisionmakers on the Board to make the decision. 

* Motion to approve concept #7 does not pass: approve 5, oppose 5, abstain 1 

CAC: Okay, let’s give it one more week and vote on this at the next CAC.  
 

Proposed Parks 

Staff Overview: 

Gateway Area – recommendation to maintain as is and amend into Bde Mka Ska regional park master 
plan. 

West Calhoun – only neighborhood in SW without a neighborhood park. Overview of history of why and 
demographics of area. Predominantly low and middle income renters in several apartment complexes. 
Will be cut off from Chain of Lakes by SWLRT. Propose pursuing a park at the existing west Calhoun bus 
layover space not currently owned by MPRB. If not possible to have a park there, consider the 
neighborhood as a “park need search area”. 

Linden Hills Trolley Path – could serve as a linear park corridor. MPRB is interested if it connects to 
regional Grand Rounds trail system, not if it stops in the business node. Neighborhood proposed text 
edits that clarify purpose, location and current condition. Neighborhood has salready put in sidewalks 
and native planting. Neighborhood recommends to collaborate with business partners to find a solution 
that connects the trail to the lake. 

Public Comment: 

West Calhoun needs a neighborhood park. 
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Motion to move forward with all of these proposed parks as a slate with edits by Linden Hill 
neighborhood. It will take the Park Board a lot of time to understand whether they are feasible..  

CAC: As we’ve gone through this process, is it’s frustrating that people talk about the fact that they talk 
about parks as “the way they’ve been”. I hesitate to only have the corridor for transit. I would prefer 
putting money towards native plantings and climate resiliency rather than transportation. That’s my 
trepidation of acquiring assets like that.  

CAC: I would leave it up to the Park Board to determine this based on their goals in the future. They may 
come to a realization that owning these transit corridors may be better owned by the city or someone 
else, but I hear you saying that they shoul’n’t own corridors…? 

CAC: In a world of limited resources, I don’t think they should buy land that should be meant for transit. 

CAC: I think that’s a very good point. My understanding is that acquiring parks is from capitol dollars? 
STAFF: Yes and no. Sometimes acquiring a park costs us no money. (outlines current example). 
Those are they kind of deals we look for, but once it’s in our inventory, we will have tax payer 
expenditues to maintain it.  

CAC: This trolleyway isn’t just a trolleyway, right? It’s also ped/bike/native plantings? 
STAFF: Correct. (Gives overview of current proposal and process of what it would take to get 
Linden Hills trolley included in the plan now versus trying to add an amendment at a later date. 

• Motion passed for approving all Proposed Parks as a group, with addition of proposed edits to 
Linden Hills Trolley Path text from Linden Hills neighborhood. 

Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Park 

Staff provides overview of most recent concept which suggested tweaking plan based on neighborhood 
feedback and discussions with the MLK Legacy Council. 

STAFF: Staff doesn’t have concerns about this concept. 

CAC: Is that a premier baseball field?  
STAFF: It is a #1 field, meaning just below premier 

CAC: Why is the bike area like that? 
CAC: The concern of moving it off to side is that there is a concentration of activity in this center 
space. When looking at groups that are coming from both sides of the freeway, all cultural 
communities, races, demographics come together and play in a fairly large park, focused on the 
center. It was one of the big reasons to make changes was to make sure the basketball isn’t 
shoved into the corner. 

* Motion to approve latest Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. park concept passed unanimously .  

Mueller Park 

Overview of design by staff. Review of hopes & concerns collected from public at this meeting: 

Hopes 
- Support the most popular sport: basketball and the young demographic 
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- Put rounded features by rounded features, like pergola next to kiddie pool 
- Full court basketball (2x) 

Concerns 
- Listen to the property owners near park and not actually the people that use it. 
- As a home owner, we use it all the time. We want all ages to continue to use the park. Park 

doesn’t need to change to add in a full court. The neighborhood doesn’t want it. 

PUBLIC: Also live in the neighborhood. Neighborhood has changed 180 degrees, used much more with a 
half court versus a full court. I think it would be used less with a full court. I’m not familiar with 
addendums, but I thought we already had a conversation and a decision was made. I feel like you are 
tampering with transparency.  

STAFF:  Earlier decision by the CAC to put Mueller into “consensus towards approval” category.  Nothing 
in that category has been formally decided yet, that will happen at next CAC meeting. The CAC can 
reopen discussions, we noted this in previous notes and public email announcements and let 
neighborhood organizations know. 

PUBLIC: The park was constructed with full court basketb all.We need to restore it. People are racist 
which is why it was made smaller. People in this room were instrumental in removing the full court 
basketball.  

PUBLIC: CAC did take vote on half court. CAC member was not there and trying to vote by phone. I’ve 
never seen this before. We didn’t have the full court basketball court removed. 

PUBLIC: There was a lot of police calls because there was a lot of drug dealing. It did disturb people in 
the neighborhood. We also worked out a deal with the Park Board to pay for one night a week, the 
volleyball court was open once a week. The biggest problem were the police calls and drug dealing. I 
love the half court and the park. The pergola was paid for by community members  

PUBLIC: Fundamentally disagree that full court basketball increases drug dealing. 15 years ago, people 
assumed full court basketball brought drugs into areas. This is not true. This process has overengaged 
people who live in the neighborhood rather than people that use the park or would use it. 

PUBLIC: Overuse at the wrong time – that means that there’s high use of basketball there. If you have a 
half court, you are inherently excluding youth or the ability to have two games at once. You can rotate. 
With half court, it discourages play. And the current location, the basketball will roll into the rain garden. 
I love rain gardens but we need a different design.  

PUBLIC: Is this design addressing some of the changing demographics? 

PUBLIC: There was no disclosure that it was on this agenda. It’s unfair to all of us to not know what the 
discussion will be. 

CAC: Clarifying question: I remember the vote. CAC member came back and said she felt 
uncomfortable with certain things: three main topics. We made a decision that we would bring 
the park discussion back. Despite technology, we couldn’t hear CAC member via phone during 
the vote. I believe it’s been publicly shared. 
STAFF: It was disclosed publicly via GovDelivery email and online, shared with neighborhoods. 
PUBLIC: In fairness to neighbors, we should know. 
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CAC: There was a direct mailer to neighbors.   
PUBLIC: It said adjustments to basketball court and we designed a plan. We put a lot of time into 
this which isn’t fair to neighbors. 
PUBLIC: I did know about this ahead of time which is why I’m at the meeting. 

 

CAC Discussion: 

CAC: I want to be respectful about people’s time. I’m wondering if it’s better to have this discussion 
later.  

CAC: Can we have a proposed concept? I’d like to see what we will lose. 

CAC: I respect my neighbors, I like them, I serve with them. I want community garden space AND I want 
there to be more people playing sports in my neighborhood. We are 56% millennial and less than 5% 
children. Those are important aspects to think about when we have these pieces up here. I’m happy to 
bring back adjustments to this, getting to our need of saying we want more specifics.  

CAC: We will have 3 hours to sort through Kenwood, Parade, etc. I’ve heard a lot of anger between 
parties tonight, but maybe there’s a way to take this conversation offline because we don’t have enough 
time to get to it all. I’d like to see what the Park Board is adding to Kenwood, like, is there a compromise 
that we’re not aware of? 

CAC: I don’t want to be that person, but can we discuss Whittier and see if there can be more green 
space?  

STAFF: We need to know now if there are new things being brought back to discussion, because we have 
to publicly share it out.  

CAC: I understand the budgetary and time constraints that the Park Board staff is under and I am 
sympathetic and this is the most parks and you tried to allocate more time, but we have had 18 months 
of very engaged neighborhoods. I don’’ want to do the 90-yard dash.  

STAFF: The decision to have Oct 7 be the last CAC meeting is firm. CAC members can talk about it offline 
and revisit next meeting. We can also talk about what next steps look like on October 7th.  

CAC: I don’t want Mueller to dominate the conversation Oct 7 because there are huge infrastructure 
changes in other parks to talk about.  

CAC: No one wants basketball anywhere.  

CAC: Can we run the next meeting long?  
STAFF: The rec center closes at 9pm. 

Decision to continue Mueller park discussion at the beginning of the Oct 7 meeting, but only for 10 
minutes.  Between then and now, CAC member and community member/neighbor will meet and 
discuss.  

Staff gave overview of what topics will be covered at Oct 7 meeting: Mueller, Kenwood, Parade, Parks in 
the fields/diamonds/ice balance group: Kenny/Armatage/Pershing/Linden Hills, Lyndale Farmstead, 
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Smith Triangle. Finish with Guiding Principles, recommendation vote, and next steps discussion. If time 
allows: Whittier (art. turf), and Washburn Fair Oaks and Clinton Field (dog park). 
 
Meeting adjourned: 8:48pm. 
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