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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #16 
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 
Southwest Service Area Master Plan (SW Parks Plan) 
 
October 7th, 2019, 5:30-8:30pm 
Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Recreation Center 
 
CAC members present: Anj Petsch, Aria Campbell, Aron Lipkin, Brian Nalezny, Chris DesRoches, 
Craig Wilson, Jane Schommer, Jenel Farrell, Katie Jones, Larry Moran, Patrick Smith, Paul 
Ragozzino, Tony Sterle  
 
CAC members absent: Cha’foxey Mitchner, Jana Griffin, Jarrett (Jay) Folley, Mayumi Park, 
Shaelyn Crutchley 
 
Public Present: approximately 50 members of the public in attendance at beginning of meeting. 
 
Staff, consultants, and speakers present: 
MPRB Staff included: Colleen O’Dell, Adam Arvidson, Emma Pachuta, Madeline Hudek, Alyssa 
Gilmore.  
SRF Consultant Staff included: Joni Giese. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
Meeting called to start around 5:40pm. CAC members, MPRB staff and SRF Staff all introduce 
themselves to the members of the public attending.  
 
GROUNDING 
Brian Nalezny, CAC Chair, led the group through a grounding exercise to open the meeting and 
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 what to expect at this final meeting and the timeline moving forward; 
highlighting that there is still a 45-day public comment period and board approval after the CAC 
process is complete.  
 

DISCUSSION OF PARKS 

MUELLER PARK 
Staff, CAC and members of the public gave a quick overview of options previously discussed for 
Mueller park, including one CAC-proposed option that supports a full basketball court and 
shifted pavilion; and one concept put forth by the Friends of Mueller Park which also supports a 
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(small) full basketball court in conjunction with other goals of the neighborhood. There was 
clarification of what constituted a full-size basketball court: dimensions will be a for a middle 
school court, not an NBA sized court.  

(CAC) Brought handouts to go over the context of the area. Concept B2 considers 
multigenerational uses, renters, homeowners and trends in the neighborhood. The 
neighborhood is 85% renters with the lowest percentage of children, most common 
housing type is one-bedroom apartments with very few single-family homes. It’s good 
to be future-facing, in the next 10 years I don’t imagine there will be a substantial shift 
in demographics. This design tries to provide amenities we heard about the most: 
community gardens for the high number of renters without backyard space, retention of 
the plaza, in terms of memorializing Alan Spear we should look at alternatives other 
than a sizable structure. I thought it would be nice to have nature play in and among the 
trees, which also saves space.  

(Public) Representative of Friends of Mueller Park. We believe we found a win-win in 
three areas: there is a middle school size basketball court, we retain all the trees, and 
expand the court in the existing half court space. We know that currently kids will travel 
to Painter Park when they want to be able to play on a full court. We also think that it’s 
important that the recommendation includes the dimensions of the full court proposed, 
which should be similar to the existing court at Painter. 
 

Mueller Park Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of Mueller Park began with summarizing the hopes and concerns that 
were written by 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 additional 
feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected through the 
post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 

- Hopes about seeking a solution to the basketball court issue that balances all the needs 
of the community 

- Concerned with process, decisions feel reversed 
 
Mueller Park CAC Discussion 
(CAC) Does Friends of Mueller Park support Concept B2? 

 (Public) Only if there is language that describes the dimensions of the court 

 (CAC) Motion to move B2 forward without more discussion—Motion is not seconded 

 (CAC) I would like more clarification of the differences between the two options 

(Project Staff) The biggest difference between the two different concepts is the 
community garden, nature play area, and specificity of the basketball court dimensions 

(CAC) Motion to move forward with Concept B2 and inclusion of basketball court 
dimensions and narrative of how to best memorialize Alan Spear. Also include narrative 
about the pergola because there’s mixed input and this should be discussed later—

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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Motion is seconded and passed [12-yes, 0-no to support concept B2 update with the 
following alterations: include language on pergola and honoring Alan Spear; include 
language on desired basketball court dimensions].  

 
KENWOOD PARK 
Overview of the concept updates since last meeting. Multi-use paths were moved to work 
better with the topography of the park; worked to fit as many pickleball courts as possible; wet 
meadow with boardwalk was resized), full court basketball was added, and sand volleyball was 
removed and instead suggested to be in Cedar/Isles parks. Pedestrian and multi-use paths meet  
to cross road intersections together, and a middle-of-the-block intersection was removed. 
Reduced ADA-accessible hilltop path, from a loop to a shorter single section leading to a 
lookout in the middle of the park. 3-hole frisbee disc golf course moved west. Concepts are 
available for review at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw  
 
An additional CAC member joined the meeting at this time. 
 
Kenwood Park Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of Kenwood Park began with summarizing the hopes and concerns that 
were written by 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 additional 
feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected through the 
post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 

- Hopes for preserving trees, thinking about environmental stewardship and climate 
change 

- Concerns about overdevelopment and that physical construction will destroy the beauty 
of Kenwood Park 

  
Kenwood Park Public Discussion 
(Public) First off, I would to thank the community for their hard work. There is a group that 
comes for frisbee disc golf every week, you may not be aware this already exists, but they bring 
their own nets and equipment and it works well. Be aware of that in your planning even though 
it’s not an official park activity. While basketball courts are a good thing to have, the Kenwood 
Rec. Center and school has basketball courts. It’s not that that need’s not being met; often they 
aren’t being used. I understand our children need amenities but there are already a lot of things 
at this park like fields, diamonds, tennis, and a playground which is a lot for our small park. And, 
it’s not as if Kenwood isn’t by other amenities like Lake of the Isles where there is so much 
activity that it is nice to have Kenwood Park as a quiet spot.  

(Public) I agree. Additionally, there is no place in Minneapolis to hold a seven-match 
tennis competition. There is a lot of coordination to do so between different parks to 
play a competition. Instead of adding pickle ball courts we should add a seventh tennis 
court. This could create more competitions within schools with a facility that is 
acceptable to everyone. There are 10 basketball hoops in Kenwood Rec center, we don’t 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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need another basketball court. Not all parks need equal types of amenities to have 
equity in our system 

 
Kenwood Park CAC Discussion 
(CAC) About basketball, we’ve talked about dimensions of courts tonight. What sized court is 
this designed to be? 

(Project Staff) It would be similar to what we’ve proposed at Mueller, middle school 
sized full court 

 
(CAC) I thought we were considering putting sand volleyball courts in this area as well? 

 (Project Staff) We had discussed putting it closer to water in Cedar/Isles instead. 

(CAC) I’m disappointed by this because we can’t guarantee that will make it into the 
Cedar Isles Master Plan. 

 
(CAC) I think the former commissioner brings up a good point, I’d like to explore additional 
tennis courts. We’ve heard need for additional basketball, pickleball, etc. Because Kenwood is 
so large compared to other parks, there is opportunity to absorb other needs of the Southwest 
area including expanded tennis if we’re able to balance all needs in a creative way.  I’d like to 
make sure that the soft surface walking paths (#2 in the updated concept for Kenwood park as 
of October 3, 2019) is a natural trail that is kept grassy. Would like to see the native planting 
area (#12) on the top of the hill stay preserved as an open grassy knoll as well, not naturalized 
like the rest of the #12 areas throughout the park. Moving the three-hole disc golf course (#8 
even further to the west makes sense as outlined. 
 
(CAC) Question about 6 versus 7 tennis courts, why is having 7 tennis courts important? 

(Public) High school tennis matches consist of 4 singles, 3 doubles. If you have 7 tennis 
courts, you can have two teams playing at once and have a round robin tournament. 

(Project Staff) In order to do this, we’d be moving in on field space because the 
topography of the area wouldn’t allow for a 7th tennis court to go next to the existing 6. 

 
(CAC) Question about the soft surface walking path (#2I’ve seen that section of the park and it’s 
wooded. Can you get there right now? 

(CAC) That area is a grassy slope, the wooded area is to the west. There is a large grassy 
plain which is why minimizing the number of paths for less maintenance was one of my 
goals for this park. 

 
(CAC) Knowing that sand absorbs water well, is there not a need to put the sand volleyball court 
near the wet meadow with boardwalk? (#7 

(Project Staff) yes, they are absorbent but also take a long time to dry out. We 
recommend removing the sand volleyball court idea because most of the successful 
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sand volleyball courts are around our lakes. We thought it would be better suited for 
Cedar/Isles.  

(CAC) Has Park Board Staff already thought about where in Cedar/Isles the sand 
volleyball courts would go? 

(Project Staff) We haven’t discussed it yet, but that master planning process will be 
initiated soon. 

(CAC) But there’s no guarantee that the Cedar/Isles master plan would adopt any sand 
volleyball courts 

(Project Staff) It will be up to the Cedar/Isles CAC as to where and if sand volleyball 
courts would be planned 

(CAC) Is there a way that this CAC can recommend that the Cedar/Isles CAC look at 
including a certain amount within? 

(Project Staff) You can make any recommendations you have in mind. 

(CAC) There were suggestions when we were talking about The Mall to have sand 
volleyball courts closer to the Lagoon and Isles 

 
(CAC) Is the walking path up to the knoll going to be ADA accessible? 

 (Project Staff) Yes. 
 
(CAC) General consensus toward having a 7th tennis court. 

(CAC) We’ve talked about the ability to stripe courts for both pickleball and tennis. Is 
that a possibility here as well? 

(Project Staff) Because of the orientation and alignment it couldn’t be done here.  

(CAC) Could the basketball court be striped for pickleball? 

(Project Staff) No because of the dimensions of the two different courts and issues with 
net and fencing.  

(CAC) I think if we suggest in our motion that the Park Board figure out the court 
alignments for 7 courts in the future, that may be all that we can do tonight. 

(Project Staff) Originally we wanted to have 8 pickleball courts and now we’re down to 
5, and it sounds like losing field space in this area isn’t an option either.  

(CAC) Correct, we don’t want to reduce the field space.  
 
(CAC) Motion to move forward with the concept with some additional changes. Motion is 
seconded. 

(Public) These designs are not from public engagement events, they are the results of a 
few meetings. I am frustrated that you are proposing additional amenities. This does not 
represent the community’s needs. What are you doing to balance environmental needs?  
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(CAC) I am a sustainability consultant and I sympathize with you, I care about the 
environment too. What you aren’t addressing in the designs are that we’re getting rid of 
a lot of area of turf grass and re-naturalizing this space with additional plantings, trees, 
and maintenance of the current tree canopy. The tough part of this is that there are a 
lot of needs to balance, but I believe that this design will provide an ecological 
improvement. I believe there will be less fossil fuel consumption because there will be 
less maintenance, there will be more habitat, less stormwater runoff. That wet meadow 
is crucial to the park because it’s where the stormwater currently infiltrates to and flows 
from there to Lake of the Isles, so this gives us the opportunity to treat water that would 
result from impervious surfaces in the area. We started with a lot of walking paths and 
have eliminated many of them to preserve and retain green space. If you feel strongly 
about this start petitioning, give feedback during the 45-day public comment period, 
talk to your commissioners.  

(CAC) All those in favor of moving forward? Motion is passed unanimously [13-yes, 0-
no to support the 10/3 concept update with alterations: remove the native plantings/ 
naturalized area from the top of the hill [#12] to keep it open space and trees; move 
the disc golf course [#8] farther west closer to Oliver; explore the possibility of adding 
a 7th tennis court in a north/south orientation without impacting the field size to the 
south; change the soft surface walking path [#2] in the northern section to a grass 
path instead of a soft surface path; recommend that the future Cedar/Isles CAC look at 
adding sand volleyball in the regional park, with suggestion of considering location 
between The Mall Park and the lagoon between lakes] 
 

THE PARADE PARK 
To recap what we discussed last time at the Parade Subcommittee Meeting #2, this body 
collaborated to come up with the design shown that considers more parking options. Concept 
designs and meeting minutes from Parade Subcommittee Meetings can be found online at 
www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 
The Parade Park Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of The Parade began with summarizing the hopes and concerns that were 
written by 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 additional 
feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected through the 
post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 
There were no Parade-specific comments collected at this meeting. Instead, staff reiterated the 
environmental impact concerns and concerns about the overdevelopment and increased 
programming in the parks generally, including desires for parks to remain green, for rain 
gardens, to see climate change addressed in this process, concern about process.  
 
 
 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw


Southwest Service Area Master Plan 
CAC Meeting #16 Notes 
October 7th, 2019  7 

The Parade Park Public Discussion 
(Public) We just heard that the main concerns are environmental concerns can we hear about 
how you are attempting to provide a balance? What are the environmental considerations for 
this park? Will more trees be planted? All this plan looks like to me are areas planned for active 
use.  

(CAC) I can explain this, I live near this park, I was the one that advocated for the 
subcommittee. In an ideal world, every neighborhood park would be grass and a place 
for passive recreation. The reality is that The Parade is close to the freeway, far from 
residents, difficult to get to/cut off from the neighborhood. The hill cuts off people from 
accessing this space unless you’re in a car, a bike, or walking a far distance. Over time 
this has evolved to meet the programming needs we’ve heard voiced throughout this 
process. We’re hearing that people need more space for recreation, their own versions 
of active recreation. We’ve heard this from hockey, soccer, lacrosse, etc. What I’ve 
realized is that this area of the city has its fair share of green space. We have regional 
parks, passive parks, and this is our way to give back to the recreational side. There are 
lots of different stakeholders in this city, this is a good compromise to activate the space 
due to lots of conversations. A big environmental win is keeping the area around Spring 
lake natural, a large area of the park. This will also help preserve water quality. My 
business wrote a grant that installed solar panels on the roof here and did some 
watershed improvements. We can do non-naturalized environmentally considerate 
infrastructure like expanding solar panels and other green measures. I think this is an 
imperfect compromise but it’s hopeful based on all the needs and concerns we’ve been 
tasked to balance.  

 
(Public) I have an overarching concern that this is very heavily supportive of recreation without 
natural space. Was the charge of the CAC to say that we must fit all these recreation facilities 
into these parks? 

(Project Staff) The charge of the CAC is to listen to community input and engagement, 
learn as much as they can about the project, and help to make informed 
recommendations.  

 
(Public) For curling, has there been interest by groups to get curling, would it be possible to 
have an outdoor curling facility like they have in Scotland? 

(Project Staff) Yes, we have heard that there is a need for curling. We hadn’t considered 
having an outdoor facility because of how difficult they are to maintain in terms of both 
time and money.  

 (Public) What’s the cost? 

(Project Staff) We will provide cost estimates in the document for the 45-day comment 
period. We have explained throughout this process that we don’t set our budget and 
base concepts around the budget because we don’t want to limit the scope of our 
visions.  
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(Public) My concern is that the current amenities of our parks are not being maintained. The 
tennis courts are in horrible condition.  

(Project Staff) So this is probably a much bigger conversation than can be addressed 
right now, but I will say that one of our goals with NPP funding is to bolster maintenance 
in parks. We are only 3 years into NPP, so you will start to see improved maintenance as 
we continue to expand this program.  

 
(Public) I am concerned about the over-crowding in our parks, and the addition of too much 
structure in our parks. If you are adding amenities over here, why do you have to overwhelm 
other parks like Kenwood with stuff? We don’t need every inch of parks to be planned, we 
already have enough structure in our lives. Kenwood is a gem with a good balance of recreation 
and environment. 

(Public) I share this concern also, right now on the field there is a nice skyline view. If 
there is a dome this will ruin that view.  

(Project Staff) In this design we have included language to denote that the CAC is in 
favor of a permanent public fieldhouse instead of a temporary dome. A fieldhouse can 
be built with windows to take advantage of views of the skyline. 

 
(Public) Is there a road going through the middle of the park? Why have a road next to the 
parking lot? 

(Project Staff) The vehicular circulation that is proposed connects Dunwoody and 
Kenwood for those who need to commute through this area.  

(Public) Why devote so much park land to the road? Why wouldn’t you have them 
commute through Lyndale/Hennepin? 

(Project Staff) It is currently a local road that people use to move about. The majority 
feedback we have received has been to preserve the road.  

 
(Public) I share a lot of concerns that we are building in this space. There are currently 2 ice 
sheets in this space and this design proposes an additional one. I think we are overdoing it, this 
is a neighborhood park with a regional draw. With the addition of the parking ramp, there are 
just too many buildings 

(Project Staff) The CAC has not decided that there will be a parking ramp in this location. 
Their recommendation has been to have the parking configuration done later in the 
future depending on the needs at the time of implementation. 

 
(Public) Will be green roofs be added to any additional buildings? 

(Project Staff) Green roofs are always on the table. We are currently writing a large-
scale master plan just because it isn’t in the plan right now doesn’t mean that we won’t 
consider it at the time that the detailed design occurs.  

(Public) Why isn’t it in the plan right now? 
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(Project Staff) It is in the plan in the form of the guiding principals which help inform 
design for all the parks.  

 
The Parade Park CAC Discussion 
(CAC) I just want to agree with one of the other CAC members. I live in the neighboring 
neighborhood, if you look at the adjacent park spaces this is larger than most. We have so much 
green space near us and we have tried to respect that green space in this design as well. I want 
to remind you that we are one of many committees, and this is one meeting compared to the 
entirety of the process we’ve gone through to gather feedback.  
 
(CAC) I think it’s important for everyone to understand why we chose to go with a fieldhouse 
instead of a temporary dome. The fieldhouse is a more energy efficient option compared to a 
temporary dome, which needs to be taken up and down, heated, and pressurized, etc. There 
are both higher environmental and cost impacts for domes than fieldhouses. We could possibly 
open the garage wall and keep it open to preserve that feeling. We are responding to the need 
to play sports all year in an indoor facility. We live in Minnesota.  
 
(CAC) We are retaining the parking lot over by the baseball diamond (‘F’ in the refined concept 
for The Parade Park as of October 3, 2019), I was wondering if we could eliminate this parking 
lot there and rely on the dedicated parking area (#8).  

(CAC) At the subcommittee meetings we had heard that people really wanted a 
dedicated drop-off area for baseball. The parking zone (#8) is for all people who are 
coming to use the park, but this is a turnaround for baseball so that the kids don’t have 
to carry their equipment over a huge distance. I was hopeful that the field space would 
be larger and side by side with the other sports. 

(Project Staff) I don’t think that within the space we can get two fields running side by 
side. We’ve left the plan fairly detail free to give ourselves adaptability if that changes. 
There is still a lot of design work left depending on the future parking needs. We would 
prioritize field space over parking, but the exact size will depend on and be finalized 
with implementation.  

 
(CAC) I would like to include narrative support of the people who are referring to climate 
change, so that when we get to detailed designs, we maximize the stormwater management 
and green hardscape practices whether it’s a green roof or rain garden or something else. 

(Project Staff) There are two ways to make this recommendation; either having an 
overarching guiding principle that is for the entire plan or it could be a park specific 
element to layer in.  

(CAC) The prosed changes for The Parade have a lot of additional impervious surfaces so 
I think that it would make sense to address specifically at this park.  
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(CAC) Motion to approve this design with mentioned amendments. Motioned is seconded. 
Motion is passed [12-yes, 1-abstain to support the 10/3 concept with the amendments that 
stormwater management will be maximized].  
 
(CAC) I think it is important to give more information about the process and how these 
decisions were made because it seems like a few people still feel badly about the decisions 
made in this area. This park is very large if you include the lake, it is larger than Washburn Fair 
Oaks which is only a 1x1 block, this is many blocks in size. Additionally, multistory ice sheets are 
something that came up in the subcommittee meetings but based on the cost and existing 
infrastructure it didn’t seem feasible.  
 
FIELDS/DIAMONDS/ICE BALANCE [ARMATGE, KENNY, LINDEN HILLS, PERSHING] 
Project Staff explains that there have been several proposed updates to revised concept 7 
[outcome of the 8/14 subcommittee meeting]  and asks that those who proposed the changes 
provide brief overviews of their proposed design changes. 
 
(CAC) Overview of handout of their proposed changes. We have been hearing from everyone 
that there aren’t enough baseball diamonds, softball diamonds, or fields, we are trying to 
balance all the needs we have heard, need to maximize the use of our space.  
 
(Public) Goes over thoughts on designs he sent in a few weeks ago; aim to use the space as 
efficiently as possible, one of the ways to do this is making the proposed turf at Kenny available 
for all sports, it would be less affected than regular grass.  
 
(Public) Multi-use seems like the way to go, personal perspective to meet the needs of 
students. Would like to see backstops added at Kenny. Southwest and North High school are 
the only two that may not have the same athletic opportunities as the rest of the high schools 
in Minneapolis. 
 
(Public) President of the Fulton Neighborhood Association. Passed a resolution that supports 2 
multi-use diamonds at Pershing. The Neighborhood Association is very concerned about the 
ability of youth to continue to be able to use the fields at Pershing and the ability to maintain 
and enhance programming. 
 
Fields/Diamonds/Ice Balance Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of Fields/Diamonds Balance began with summarizing the hopes and 
concerns that were written by 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 
additional feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected 
through the post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw. 
 

- Concerns were mainly about the process overall, concern about who had influence in 
the decision-making process, and concerns that there was prioritization of one sport 
over another.  

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw


Southwest Service Area Master Plan 
CAC Meeting #16 Notes 
October 7th, 2019  11 

- Hopes were generally about where folks wanted to see diamonds and fields.  
 
(Project Staff) I think it’s important that we bring up again in this meeting what our MPRB-
adopted priorities are when planning for programming. Park Board programs are number one, 
then Minneapolis Public Schools, then outside groups third.  
 
Fields/Diamonds/Ice Balance Public Discussion 
(Public) Chair of Minneapolis Pesticide Advisory Committee. In the Minneapolis Park System, 
premier fields are where we use the majority of the pesticides in our system, aside from golf 
courses. What I see present is a false dichotomy: old worn out grass field or artificial turf. 
There’s a third option, organic practices. Currently with Minneapolis Public Schools we have the 
world’s premier turf expert coming in spring 2020 to do a pilot project at Neiman with 
Minneapolis Public Schools and the Minneapolis Park Board. What I would encourage the CAC 
to do is rather than advocate for turf, advocate for organic natural turf that is thick and 
resilient.  
 
(Public) I know there’s going to be a 45-day public comment period, how do all these collective 
recommendations impact funding? 

(Project Staff) After the CAC makes their recommendations, we will include cost 
estimates in the large master plan document, funding is determined by an equity metric.  
We then look at the master plan and funding we have and the priorities of the design.  

(Public) Kenny is a small neighborhood park dedicated to baseball, do I have that right? 

 (Project Staff) No, Kenny would be planned to be artificial turf dedicated for field sports. 

(Public) I support natural turf at Kenny so we can use it for ice rinks and winter sports as 
well.   

 
(Public) I’m supporting baseball. We have 3 baseball teams at Southwest High School that are in 
serious need of baseball fields. I would like to see more diamonds, there are lots of diamonds 
being lost in the Southwest service area and it’s important to have diamonds to support the 
school and school teams. Do more. Kenny is an option, do it. I would love Pershing to be an 
option as well.  
 
(Public) I have a quick follow up related to the 45-day public comment period. Back in July, I 
asked about the tree impact numbers and impermeable space increase to be in the final 
document. This is important because people need to be able to make informed decisions during 
this public comment period. If people don’t know what they’re losing, they can’t weigh in on 
that. 

(Project Staff) We can try to provide that information, but the reality is that we don’t 
know exactly what is going to happen in the future, and how the landscape/urban 
canopy will change with these plans implemented over many years.  
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Fields/Diamonds/Ice Balance CAC Discussion 
(CAC) Can you speak to adding diamond stripping to Kenny? 

(Project Staff) This can be added, but we then take away the opportunity for dedicated 
field sports in this space. You’re adding additional competition for the space. I asked 
other staff about the back stop fencing, and they said it takes away the ability to use the 
space more adaptably.  This CAC has asked for focused spaces since the beginning and 
we have continually heard that this is a desire. One of the major questions that comes 
up if we add a diamond space at Kenny is what is the trade off? Where will more field 
space be added if more diamond space is added? 

(CAC) We in our subcommittee discussions weren’t just focused on fields and diamonds, 
we also talked about ice, which is important for winter recreation but impacts fields. 
One compromise was to have multi-use fields at Kenny so there would be usable fields 
year-round due to ice being at Armatage.  
 

(CAC) So another CAC member and I were the ones who advocated for more time to have the 
groups come together to find a compromise, did that happen, is there a compromise? 

(Project Staff) At the last meeting that meeting was raised as a proposed motion and the 
CAC voted it down.  

(CAC) So there is currently revised concept #7 that went through the subcommittee 
process, and the proposed changes to concept 7 by those who represent 
baseball/diamond interests? 

(Project Staff) Correct, those are the designs that have been outlined today. 
 
(CAC) In my opinion, my original openness to see if a further compromise was possible, I don’t 
think there has been a compromise that has been demonstrated. Out of respect for the 
subcommittee process I would like to support that concept design 7. 

(CAC) I would largely agree. To my fellow CAC member who proposed these 
fields/diamonds changes, I am grateful for the work you’ve done to engage with outside 
groups. If anything, allowing for additional time has moved us in opposite directions, 
which is unfortunate as I had hoped to have a solution that feels like it works for 
everyone.  

(CAC) I agree that we should respect the work of the subcommittee and the decisions 
that they reached, every time this topic comes up it feels like we’re dealing with a whole 
new set of options. We have other things to talk about, the Park Board is here to 
manage the parks, if we can’t agree then maybe we should give it back to the Park 
Board to have them choose.  
 

(CAC) Motion to support revised concept #7 [the design concept outcome of the subcommittee 
process]. Motion is seconded. 
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(CAC) I would like to reiterate everyone on why those present at the subcommittee 
meetings thought revised concept 7 was the best recommendation at the time. The 
design wasn’t specifically about fields, or diamonds, or ice, the key word was balance. 
This design is the compromise that we all need to support. It’s not a perfect plan but it’s 
a good plan. Raise the pros and cons of the design and let the commissioners know 
during the 45-day public comment period. We aimed to bring together all park users 
active and passive; we aimed to retain and support youth programming. Revised 
concept 7 does that. We heard from Southwest High School that they needed to have 
dedicated premier baseball and softball diamonds. We wanted to support high school 
sports so we’ve provided that. We know there are many other sports out there that also 
have space needs, that’s why Kenny was given field space to address that. We also 
heard from this process that ice can have a detrimental impact on fields and diamonds. 
If everything is multi-use it is a detriment to all. This might not be the perfect design but 
let’s put it in front of people to react to. These are only 4 parks in a service area of 43 
parks. This design just looks at balancing the needs we heard. This is a 20-year, future-
facing plan, the ideas aren’t a light switch and these changes won’t just occur overnight, 
we know that there will need to be tweaks. The plan isn’t perfect, but I would say it 
meets a majority of priority needs. If we don’t put something forward we’re doing a 
disservice.  

(CAC) Motion to move revised concept #7 from the Fields/Diamonds/Ice 
Subcommittee process is passed [11-yes, 1-no, 1-abstain] 

(Project Staff) Clarifying question, is the all-wheel bike park at Pershing being taken out 
of the design as part of the motion? 

(CAC) Yes. 
 
LYNDALE FARMSTEAD 
(Project Staff) In previous meetings staff was asked to think about the all-wheel bike course 
proposition at Lyndale Farmstead and conduct research on historic designation in the area. 
Based on our findings we are proposing to take out the bike skills course idea at this location in 
Lyndale Farmstead. This is because with the bike skills course there were concerns with impacts 
on the designated historic landscape. Only the bike skills course would be removed from the 
concept design before you, the rest would be retained. In this design we would also being 
moving from half court basketball to full court basketball, pickleball courts, and some urban 
agriculture.  
 
Lyndale Farmstead Hopes and Concerns 
There were no Lyndale Farmstead specific comments submitted. A more comprehensive list of 
Hopes and Concerns can be found online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw 
 
Lyndale Farmstead Public Discussion 
(Public) I am concerned, not about the park design itself, but there has been a lot of nefarious 
activity along the northern edge of the park. The other morning, a young lady was ambushed in 
her car and ended up with 4 gun shots in her trunk. As neighbors reported, there is a lot of 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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suspicious activity going on. Can a recommendation be added to have more park police patrol 
this area? 

 (Project Staff) The CAC is able to make any recommendation they wish to.  
 
(Public) This design that you are projecting right now is what is being recommended? 

 (Project Staff) Yes, this is the revised design based on research and public comment 

(Public) Does your understanding of the historic designation mean that there can be no 
built environment in the southwest side of the Park? 

(Project Staff) Yes, it should remain vegetated area, similar to the landscape that 
Theodore Wirth would have looked out upon when he lived and worked here.  

 
Lyndale Farmstead CAC Discussion 
(CAC) In the 1920’s drawing done by Theodore Wirth there is a play space at the bottom of the 
hill, could you speak to that and the possibility of having activated space there? And the 
Neighborhood Association paid for the lights and bench down there. There was also public art 
and gardening plots in the May 30th preferred concept design, could those be allowed to be 
included? 

(Project Staff) As I read the national register nomination, there is a critical viewshed 
from the back of Wirth’s drafting room. At the time he was designing the Minneapolis 
Parks System, he would have looked out his window to a rolling landscape; despite his 
original vision for a play area in this viewshed, it was never built. With the designation 
written how it is, adding a play area would be out of line. When we consider the criteria 
under historic preservation, we should be able to walk into the same room and see what 
he saw.  

(Public) Has there been any consideration for moving the Southside Operations Center 
facility to another location to increase space here? 

(Project Staff) No, there has not been consideration for moving this important facility.  

(CAC) Does this designation also prevent the addition of trees? 

(Project Staff) I think were cutting it too fine now, we will plant additional trees there, 
but the concern was about additional recreation amenities that would not align with the 
historic designation (not public art, benches, or vegetation). 

 
(CAC) I notice that the bike skills amenity has been removed, does this mean that we don’t have 
enough bike/skate areas in the Southwest Service Area? 

 (Project Staff) With these designs now we’ve met our goal of 4. 

(CAC) As the person who advocated for bike/skate facilities and engaged with many 
residents around this area, including the bike shop nearby, I am disappointed. I 
understand the process and appreciate that staff did in depth research, having the 
clarity is great. Wirth’s legacy was getting people in parks to activate the spaces, so it 
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feels like we’re going against his legacy in some way. I think the Park Board should look 
at future historic preservations ahead of time; this is a large area set aside because of 
the viewshed.  

(CAC) Motion to move forward with the 7/25 design, with full basketball court and 
urban ag, without bike skills amenity. Motion is seconded and passed [12-yes, 1-no] 
 

SMITH TRIANGLE 
Overview of requested staff research results. There were some CAC safety concerns with the 
placement of the plaza and statue, with potential to reduce sight lines; it was asked by the CAC 
to look into moving the statue. Upon consulting with Park Board Public Safety staff, they 
thought moving the statue could create a less safe option. With the statue as it currently stands 
it is easier to patrol with better viewsheds. Review of historic designation language around the 
statue. No action required, concept from 5/30 remains the CAC-recommended concept.  
 
WHITTIER PARK 
Whittier Park Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of Whittier Park began with summarizing the hopes and concerns that 
were written by 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 additional 
feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected through the 
post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw. 
 

- Hopes were generally about retaining the natural feel of the park and the turf grass field 
for a variety of environmental and personal health concerns. 

- Concerns were mainly centered around there not being enough discussion about 
Whittier; similar environmental and personal health concerns were raised.  

 
(Project Staff) In the interest of being as transparent as possible, the Minneapolis Park and 
Recreation Board has a standing resolution on artificial turf within our system, where at the 
time of implementation we look at a variety of fill options for artificial turf, it might not 
necessarily be crumb rubber.  
 
Whittier Park Public Discussion 
(Public) I appreciate the work that has been done. I feel bad that it was under the radar for a lot 
of us. I don’t know who’s fault it is, but we live near Whittier and we just found out about this. I 
feel as though we need to go back to the drawing board completely with this design. These 
proposed changes would make almost all the park paved. This is where we go to be outside, 
and there are so many versatile uses of the natural field. Our neighborhood is a large supporter 
of pollinators, having an artificial turf field would oppose our values. 
 
(Public) I got to Whittier School and I don’t want Astroturf on this field because kids play on this 
field all day and I don’t want kids to get hurt on it.  
 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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(Public) Thank you for your work. I would like to point out also that our principal at Whittier 
school opposes the use of artificial turf at Whittier.  
 
(Public) I agree with the comments about not wanting artificial turf, additionally I would like to 
point out that the parking lot could be turned into park space. The school has a large parking lot 
that could be shared-use during off hours. This is a dense neighborhood, maximizing the 
amount of open space is very important.  
 
(Public) I grew up here. Whittier park is small considering how many people live there and how 
many people use the park. I feel like we need to expand the green space where the parking lot 
is as well.  
 
(Public) I am a parent at Whittier. One of the reasons we were attracted to the school was 
because of the amount of green space in the community. Instead of replacing the field why isn’t 
maintenance just increased.  
 
(Public) This meeting is the first time that I had heard about the increased budget for additional 
maintenance in parks (NPP20). Maybe the field will be in better condition in the future with 
more maintenance and the trouble areas won’t exist anymore, which would mean that there 
wouldn’t need to be an artificial field.  
 
Whittier Park CAC Discussion 
(CAC) This is the area that I represent, thank you to everyone for showing up tonight. I agree 
that in my engagement, not one person I’ve interacted with is in favor of artificial turf for the 
school. I work in Minneapolis Public Schools, this is near and dear to my heart.  I would like to 
see organic management practices in the plan. I would also like to address that the process 
does have flaws that we are all learning to manage, I missed the meeting where we talked 
about Whittier, which is why I asked for it to be readdressed tonight.  

(CAC) I agree, I’ve heard similar feedback. I have questions as well, assuming we get rid 
of the artificial turf at Whittier, how would this affect the diamond/field arrangement? 

(Project Staff) It would be the same as the other natural multi-use fields we have 
proposed, assuming there will be reconstruction and additional maintenance. We can 
improve the field with better drainage to address some of the major flooding issues. If 
this park has natural turf, we would still reconstruct it better than it is today, but the 
configuration would be similar to how it is now.  

 
(CAC) Motion to change artificial turf to natural turf with a focus on organic maintenance 
practices, enhanced soil profile, etc. Propose phasing out of the parking lot.  

(CAC) Knowing what sports are typically played here can we also include an amendment 
to consider removing the ag line but leaving the backstop? 

(CAC) Has there been consideration for tree preservation in the proposed play area? 
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(Project Staff) Yes, we design around the existing trees. 

(CAC) I’d like to add an amendment to see if Whittier can become part of the Spring 
2020 Nieman Organic Turf maintenance study. This is an urban field, it would be 
interesting to include. 

(Project Staff) We can’t predetermine that in a master plan, this should be left up to the 
maintenance staff and consultants leading that pilot study. There are huge drainage 
issues that need to be corrected first.  

(CAC) Motion Passes: to support 5/30/19 concept with change from artificial turf to 
natural turf and focus on enhanced soil profile, eventual phase out of parking lot, and 
consideration of the removal of ag lime with the retention of the backstop [12-yes, 0-
no] 

 
WASHBURN FAIR OAKS AND CLINTON FIELD PARK 
CAC member goes over why these two parks are being brought forward again, believes dog 
park would be better suited at Clinton rather than Washburn Fair Oaks which has a passive feel.  
 
Washburn Fair Oaks and Clinton Field Park Hopes and Concerns 
The public discussion of this pair of parks began with summarizing the hopes and concerns that 
were written by 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 additional 
feedback and clarification. A comprehensive list of Hopes and Concerns collected through the 
post-it exercise at CAC #16 is available online at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw. 
 

- The only concern submitted at the time of summarization was the concern for the loss 
of old growth trees in Washburn Fair Oaks.  

 
(Project Staff) There would be no loss of trees required to implement a dog park. 
 
Washburn Fair Oaks and Clinton Field Public Discussion 
(Public) Washburn Fair Oaks is a pastoral nature park. Clinton Field Park is underutilized, and 
people let their dogs out there now. Both the dog park and the natural play area should be 
moved to Clinton Field Park and the pond should be removed. Leave Washburn Fair Oaks alone.  
 
(Public) The pond is at the bottom of what is used as the main sledding hill in Washburn Fair 
Oaks, we need sledding to be accommodated.  
 
(Public) The process is flawed; the community hasn’t been consulted enough on this process. 
Suggestion that this entire process is off base and should be done all over again to engage more 
people. Handouts given to contact commissioners. 
 
 
 
 

http://www.minneapolisparks.org/sw
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Washburn Fair Oaks and Clinton Field Park CAC Discussion 
(CAC) To speak to the dog park, it’s safer for dogs to be closer to the highway like at Clinton 
Field. Washburn Fair Oaks is one of the last remaining passive parks in Minneapolis and I think 
it should be kept this way, I agree with sledding being retained in Washburn Fair Oaks as well.  

(CAC) I also think that it’s important the pond be removed not only to support sledding 
but also because a child drowned in the previous pond, I would recommend that an 
amphitheater would be better supported. I would also like to encourage the public that 
if you’d like to be more involved in the processes like this, to be engaged, be on a 
committee. 

 
(CAC) How far from the proposed dog park to homes if it moves to Clinton? 

 (Project Staff) About 30 feet.  
 
(CAC) Where in Clinton Field would the dog park go? 

 (Project Staff) In the open field space.  

 (CAC) Have we gotten feedback on the loss of field space here? 

 (CAC) It’s mostly used for adult kickball currently, not soccer.  
 
(CAC) Where did the need for a dog park come from? 

(Project Staff) We’ve heard from multiple communities that because of the high density 
of the surrounding area and housing there was a desire for space to let dogs run.  

 
(Project Staff) I would like to point out that a dog park proposed for Clinton Field would be a 
very small dog park, only about the size of a basketball court. Also we are proposing a futsal 
court there, a sport played by many Somali youth at Whittier, and that use is not very 
compatible with an adjacent dog park. Also consider that if the dog park is removed from 
Washburn Fair Oaks but not relocated to Clinton Field, the CAC could add a dog park search 
area in the Whittier/Stevens Square neighborhoods. 
 
(CAC) I feel uncomfortable about changing the plan for Clinton Field Park at the 11th hour. 
Motion to remove the dog park and pond from Washburn Fair Oaks, with natural amphitheater 
and sledding area in the south end of the park (where the pond is proposed) and instead add a 
dog park search area in Whittier/Stephens Square area of Southwest.   

(CAC) This issue of the dog park being in Washburn Fair Oaks was raised by one CAC 
member and it has led to this, I want to speak up because the survey results were 50/50 
in support of having a dog park at Washburn Fair Oaks.  

(CAC) Motion is seconded. Motion passes [11-yes, 1-no] 
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
Guiding principles are outlined for the CAC [Guiding principles can be found in the CAC #16 
presentation at www.minneapolisparks.org/sw] 
(Project Staff) Some CAC members have suggested additional principles/strategies, how do you 
all want to move forward? Rather than group wordsmithing this large amount of text right now, 
we can take the 45day public comment period to work together to tweak the language.  

 (CAC) I would like added language around sustainable turf in guiding principles. 

(CAC) Should be made more general and not about specific parks, the suggested 
strategies seem to have already been addressed, just want to make sure that any 
wordsmithing won’t conflict with designs  
 

(CAC) When will the draft document be available? 

 (Project Staff) Probably November.  

CAC agreement to support staff drafting of final guiding principles, based upon previous CAC 
discussions and outcomes of CAC process. 
 
THANK YOU AND NEXT STEPS 
CAC took a final vote on all park concepts discussed and presented up to this time. Motion 
passed unanimously. 
  
(Public) Suggestion that the 45-day public comment period needs to be communicated to 
community organizations not just through social media, email updates, and online engagement. 
You should be door knocking.  
 
 
ADJOURNED: 8:33 pm.  
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