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Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #11 

Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 
Minnehaha Parkway Regional Trail Master Plan  

Tuesday January 21, 2020, 6:00 – 8:00pm 
Lake Nokomis Community Center, 2401 E. Minnehaha Parkway  

CAC members present:  
Caitlin Ross, Cory Schaffhausen, Devin Olson, Francesco Marraffa, Frank Burton, Jim Tincher, Jonathon 
Heide, Lesley Lydell, Martha Grant, Mary McKelvey, Michael Jishke, Michael Torres, Rebecca Johnson, 
Richard Duncan, Richard Nyquist, Ryan Seibold 
CAC members absent:  
Betsy Brock, Bill Shroyer, Jessica McKenna 

Approximately 31 members of the public attended the meeting.

Staff, consultants, and speakers present:  
Adam Arvidson (MPRB), Madeline Hudek (MPRB), Bryan Harjes (Consultant-HKGi), Jody Rader 
(Consultant-HKGi), Sarah Evenson (Consultant-HKGi), Tiffany Schaufler (MCWD) 

1. Introduction 
• MPRB staff gave an update on the stat us of the planning process, outlined the concept 

framework, and reviewed corridor-wide features. 
2. Lynnhurst Focus Area 

CAC Comment 
• Concern about the 3-way stop intersection with bike and pedestrian trails 

• Suggestions that there should be a stop sign for bikes coming from the north- it’s difficult for 
cars to see them. Suggestion that lights be added so that bikes know to stop too. 

• Area where bike and pedestrian trails come together (2 bike & 1 ped) would be widened to 
create a landing/mixing zone for modes before crossing 

• Will Parkway traffic heading north/west be able to take a left turn? Yes. Just like today. The 
intersection is just realigned for clarity. 

• What will the BMP storage be at Bourroughs? 
o Underground storage with recreational fields above 

• The elevation of the parkway road bridge (south of 50th) is intended to stay relatively the 
same (it is not anticipated to change or block views). It will likely be 6-8’ above the creek so 
that habitat and hydrology will remain connected beneath, and not barred by landform. 
Imagine the earth beneath the existing road being removed/carved out and the road being 
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held up by abutments. There’s not enough room to get trails underneath (bikes and peds 
can cross the Parkway at grade)  

o Suggestions to ensure that the current bridge’s low profile is maintained and the 
extension is as invisible as possible in the landscape 

o Make sure habitat value is not just for waterfowl (there are too many on this 
stretch) 

o Note that the parkway bridge is elevated on the plan 
o Include a cross section or elevation of the bridge to help people visualize this  

 
• The tributary extension could be simply a water portal, using the existing bridge abutments, 

but the bridge extension allows habitat connectivity to be an important aspect (for turtles 
and other critters), and creates additional flood storage 
 

• There is a strong need south of the 50th street bridge to include significant signage to show 
that the creek continues west of the parkway and 50th, and does not just extend up to Lake 
Harriet (the tributary) 
 

• The tributary should have a new distinct name 
 

• Is there potential for an additional pedestrian bridge over the tributary south of 50th to 
connect kids on the west side to the east side of the tributary? 
 

• The bike trail runs through ADA water access currently, if this area is redundant, the bike 
trail could be deleted.  

o But, if the area floods, cyclists would have nowhere to go 
o I disagree that the bike trail on the east side is redundant and oppose deleting it. 

 
• Concern about the play area outside of the new community center allowing access to the 

creek- how would water quality be monitored? 
o The area would be managed like the MPRB’s beaches. Water would be tested for 

contaminants at the access point and would be closed if there were any concerns. 
 

• The concept is 95% of the way there, and the remaining decisions will be detail design and 
made during implementation 
 

• The CAC had a preliminary vote on the Lynnhurst Focus Area and agreed that preliminarily 
they agree to move forward with it but would like to wait for CAC members to hear from 
their neighborhood groups before making a formal recommendation 

 

Community Comment 
• Why are there two paths for bikes (on each side of the creek)? Do they need to be on both 

sides? 

o Like motorists, bicyclists like to take the most direct route. The bike trail south of 
51st would be the best route for those coming from the west, and on the East side of 
the tributary, that trail is direct for those going north/south. 
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• Is there a risk of BMPs shown impacting adjacent homeowners? 

o Results of the Nokomis area study will be published soon, but BMPs (like the 
underground storage shown at Burroughs), hold flood waters back and release them 
into the creek gradually after risk of flooding has passed 

• I appreciate the right angle and all way stop at the intersection of the Parkways south of 
50th. It is a very dangerous intersection today. 

3. Segment 2 & Nicollet Focus Area 
CAC Comment 

• Will the sledding hill at 51st be preserved? 
o Yes. A sledding icon will be added in the next concept iteration. The bike trail is intended 

to be placed out of the floodplain, at the top of the hill, behind the sledding hill (not 
through the middle of it). The pedestrian path connection can be located during detailed 
design so that it does not impact trees and is out of the way of the sledding hill. At the 
master plan scale, accurately locating these trails can be difficult, but the master plan 
document will make recommendations about desired outcomes to guide future 
construction (i.e. trails should be located so that the sledding hill is preserved and the 
fewest trees possible are impacted) 

o Concern voiced that there is not room near the road for the trail without having to cut 
down many trees. 

 
• What level of detail can we expect in these master plan scale concepts? 

o Are recreational and natural amenities included as expected? Do the intersections seem 
generally workable? Are trails in the general right location? Not precise locations for 
trails or exact sizes of BMPs, etc. 

 
• As someone who runs and bikes in this area, it needs to be really clear where pedestrians need 

to go.  
 

• If/when the lower parkway road west of the Nicollet bridge need to be redone, could it swing 
closer to the bridge in order to make more room for the bike trail? 

o The team has explored this, and the geometry has to be more or less maintained in 
order to get cars under the bridge between the abutments, so there may not be enough 
room to make that happen. If the bridge is redone rather than just being restored, 
adjusting the road alignment is more of a possibility. 

 
• The creek access point shown in Segment 2 is near where the old WPA bridges are. People will 

be able to see how high the water is in relation to these, which is helpful (the low bridges can 
come as a surprise). Will they be raised at all (it’s often tight to get underneath them)? Or could 
they be blocked off when unsafe? 

o The MPRB and MCWD work together to assess safe water levels/ cfs of the creek and 
post it on their websites. Creek access points are opportunities for safety signage on use 
of the creek. 

 
• Why not remove the lower road east of Harriet to create more greenspace? 
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o Removing parkway roads has been contentious in this process, so decisions have been 
made to leave them in. 

o The master plan document will chronicle the history of the project’s process and 
decision-making so that future planners will understand why the concepts evolved the 
way that they did 

 
• At the Nicollet and upper Parkway intersection, realignment will help shorten the crossing for 

pedestrians and improve visibility, but traffic will still work the same (parkway cars will have 
stop signs, but traffic on Nicollet will not). 
 

• The picnic area around Emerson has very dense vegetation and would not be a good spot for 
picnic tables and grills. Could it be relocated to the area closer to the bridge south of Lynnhurst? 

o This area is dedicated for flood control, so likely wouldn’t be fitting for a relocated picnic 
area. We can remove this picnic area- there are already others in segment 2. 

 
• Tread lightly on any interpretation about the 1950 plane crash- there is already a plaque, and 

family of those who died should be involved  
 

• Is the trail going down the hill west of Lyndale a combined trail? Is that for accessibility, or could 
it just be bikes? 

o Access up to the Lyndale intersection was desired by both bikes and peds throughout 
the community engagement process 

 
• Like the ped/bike separation under Lyndale- try to incorporate design/trail painting mode 

separation methods elsewhere as well 
 

• Address buckthorn and other invasives in the plan 
 

• Are there components of picnicking at Emerson that can be kept? 
o There should be inviting spaces to stop along the way, but perhaps a different scale than 

a full blown picnic area 
o The area is tranquil and should be kept as such 
o Much of the vegetation there is buckthorn and other non-desirable trees 
o If not picnicking, then maybe benches 
o Designated hammocking maybe? 

 MPRB doesn’t have a policy for hammocking areas because people can 
technically hammock anywhere, but if it’s going to happen, it may be smart to 
have safe spaces to do so where trees won’t be hurt 

 
• CAC voted to preliminarily recommend Segment 2 with removal of picnic area near Emerson 

 
• Process Suggestion: take 10 minutes at the beginning of CAC meeting 12 to review any feedback 

given by the neighborhood groups and make final recommendations then 
o Some CAC members would be willing to recommend this segment now, but will wait if 

that’s the will of the group 
o If the neighborhood groups are strongly opposed to something, that doesn’t mean that 

discussion won’t be reopened 
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o Typically, CACs haven’t brought plans formally to neighborhoods before making a CAC 
recommendation (the CAC members were selected to represent each neighborhood), 
but this can be done if that’s what this CAC feels is needed 

 

Community Comment 
• There are lots of trees along the Parkway where you may want to put the bike path above the 

floodplain before dropping it back into the gorge 

• Ensure the plan contains principles about maintaining existing tree cover when designing and 
constructing projects 

• Are there any drinking fountains in this section? What about across all 4 segments? Runners and 
others would really appreciate them. Consider increasing water fountains and comfort stations 
across the corridor. 

o Nicollet Hollow is roughly 1 mile between Lynnhurst and the Bunny, and water is 
intended to be available at all three locations, plus at Nokomis-Hiawatha Regional Park 

o These locations are called out in the plan, but will not necessarily be the only places 
throughout the creek corridor. Where opportunities arise, water will be considered and 
added if possible. 

• At Nicollet Hollow, is there activity south of the lower parkway road east of the bridge? 

o No, none is shown 

• What intersection improvements are proposed throughout the corridor? 

o We can’t determine exactly what will go where (that is detailed design), but it could be 
speed tables, improved crosswalks, realigned intersections with bigger landing and 
queuing areas, signal timing improvements, rapid flashing beacons, or others. You can 
review images showing some of these options in the CAC #10 presentation (online at 
the project page). 

• Those who bike in segment 2 know that there are a couple of treacherous spots to point out: 

o The wooded, twisting path through the area show as a new stormwater wetland in the 
Nicollet Focus Area. Bikes sometimes can’t see each other coming and collide. 

o The large hill heading west from Lyndale has a sharp right turn 

• Support for no grills or picnic tables in area near Emerson 

• The redesign of Nicollet Hollow is thoughtful, and as a dogwalker, I’m happy about the bike and 
pedestrian separation shown 

 

https://www.minneapolisparks.org/park_care__improvements/park_projects/current_projects/minnehaha_parkway_regional_trail_master_plan/
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4. Portland and the Parkway Focus Area 
CAC Comment 

• Is there still a left turn lane for northbound traffic at Portland? 
o Yes. 
o I see the value of a median in this area 

 
• Is the purpose of the median near 50th and 4th to prevent left turns? With the stop signs, it 

doesn’t seem useful 
o Suggestion to get rid of medians so residents on the one-way road north of the creek 

can take a left to get onto the parkway heading east 
 

• Suggestion to delete southern half of the median north of the parkway along Portland so that 
turns going both directions can be made by the residents along the northern parkway road 

o The medians are there specifically to restrict left turns which helps to clarify routes with 
all of the roads convening here. It prioritizes bikes and peds and improves safety for all 
modes. 

 
• The 3-way stop at 50th is awesome 

o This should be a priority project 
 

Community Comment 
• Will there be a new sidewalk at the reconfigured intersection at 4th and 50th on the north side of 

the parkway road? 
o Yes 

 
• It seems like there was a missed opportunity to keep the bike trail on the east side of the 

parkway going south from the 3-way stop, and then cross over around 51st where there is less 
traffic. 

o Designers had considered this earlier in the process, with mixed reviews. With the 
reconfiguration of the 3-way stop intersection, we feel all modes can be safely 
accommodated there. 

o The sidewalk on the east side of the parkway is not large enough to be used as a 
combined trail, and there are concerns about space for a widened trail in front of those 
homes 

o Maybe identify a pedestrian crossing on 51st to access the park 
 

• The plan is greatly improved since a year ago, but the north road near Cedar hasn’t been 
discussed 

o This area is part of Segment 3 and will be discussed when that is brought up  
 

• Idea to have stop signs or bikes/peds at 3-way stop too 
 

• Are one ways and medians at the Parkway frontage roads duplicative? Seems like a double 
whammy. 

o What about eliminating one ways but keeping medians so that people can’t get through 
but offers options for neighbors? 
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o The one-ways and medians are both necessary because people will still attempt to cut 
through during rush hour (if only one is removed, cut throughs and/or unsafe turn 
movements will still occur from both directions) 

• Why not have two-way traffic for one block between Oakland and Portland so people can 
maneuver in both directions? 

o The streets there are very narrow and have parking, which complicates flow 
• The discussion of this focus area did not conclude at this meeting. It was cut short due to time. It 

will be discussed again at the next CAC meeting. 
 

Next Steps 
The meeting ended by thanking everyone and letting people know another meeting would be scheduled 
for February to continue to discussions on remaining segments and focus areas. 
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