Planning Committee
Committee Meeting

April 19, 2017

~ Agenda ~

2117 West River Road N
Minneapolis, MN 55411
www.minneapolisparks.org

Wednesday 5:10 PM

Meeting Times are subject to change based on discussion from previous meetings.

I.

CALL TO ORDER
Meg Forney
John Erwin
Brad Bourn
Steffanie Musich
Annie Young

II.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

III.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Chair, Commissioner At Large
Vice Chair, Commissioner At Large
Commissioner District 6
Commissioner District 5
Commissioner At Large

Wednesday, March 15, 2017

IV.

PUBLIC HEARING 6:30 p.m. TIME CERTAIN
Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Public Hearing

V.

ACTION ITEMS
5.1

That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-182 captioned as follows:
Resolution 2017-182
Resolution Accepting the Appointed Citizen Advisory Committee
Recommendations and Approving the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master
Plan

5.2

That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-183 captioned as follows:
Resolution 2017-183
Resolution Approving an Approximate Nine Month Intermittent Closure of Island
Avenue East Between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place, Allowing for the
Construction of a Water Pump Station, Including Construction Staging, by the
City of Minneapolis and Granting the City of Minneapolis a Temporary Easement
on Open Parkland Located in the Southern Portion of 220 Island Avenue East,
Which is Part of Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park, as a Construction
Lay Down Area

Committee Meeting
5.3
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That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-184 captioned as follows:
Resolution 2017-184
Resolution Granting a Permanent Easement to the City of Minneapolis for Road
Purposes at 46Th Avenue South in Minnehaha Regional Park

5.4

That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-185 captioned as follows:
Resolution 2017-185
Resolution Approving Findings of Fact and Record of Decision on the Scherer Site
and Hall's Island Reconstruction Project Incorporated Herein, Finding and
Determining, Based Upon the Record of Decision, No Environmental Impact
Statement is Required for the Project and Directing Staff to Distribute This
Resolution and the Attached Record of Decision Within Five Days in Accordance
with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, Subpart 5

VI.

STUDY/REPORT ITEM

VII.

ADJOURNMENT

Planning Committee

2117 West River Road N
Minneapolis, MN 55411

Committee Meeting

March 15, 2017

I.

~ Minutes ~

www.minneapolisparks.org

Wednesday 5:20 PM

CALL TO ORDER

Chair, Commissioner At Large Meg Forney: Present, Vice Chair, Commissioner At Large
John Erwin: Present, Commissioner District 6 Brad Bourn: Present, Commissioner
District 5 Steffanie Musich: Present, Commissioner At Large Annie Young: Absent.

II.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

III.

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Brad Bourn, Commissioner District 6
Meg Forney, John Erwin, Brad Bourn, Steffanie Musich
Annie Young

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Planning Committee - Committee Meeting - Feb 15, 2017 5:20 PM

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

IV.

ACCEPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Brad Bourn, Commissioner District 6
Meg Forney, John Erwin, Brad Bourn, Steffanie Musich
Annie Young

ACTION ITEMS
4.1

That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-165 captioned as follows:
Resolution 2017-165
Resolution Denying the Second Proposal by 117 27Th Avenue, LLC, to Dedicate
Private Land for Public Use in Lieu of Paying Park Dedication Fees
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Minutes Acceptance: Minutes of Mar 15, 2017 5:20 PM (APPROVAL OF MINUTES)

The time being 6:08 PM, Chair, Commissioner At Large Meg Forney called the meeting
to order.

Committee Meeting
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
ABSENT:
4.2
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ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
John Erwin, Vice Chair, Commissioner At Large
Meg Forney, John Erwin, Brad Bourn, Steffanie Musich
Annie Young
That the Board adopt Resolution 2017-166 captioned as follows:

Resolution Approving the Memorandum of Understanding Between the
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District, City of Minneapolis, and Minneapolis Park
and Recreation Board Regarding Integrated Planning of the Minnehaha Creek
Subwatershed Within the City of Minneapolis
RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

V.

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Brad Bourn, Commissioner District 6
Meg Forney, John Erwin, Brad Bourn, Steffanie Musich
Annie Young

STUDY/REPORT ITEM
5.1 Ecological System Plan Project Re-Start

VI.

ADJOURNMENT

RESULT:
MOVER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
John Erwin, Vice Chair, Commissioner At Large
Meg Forney, John Erwin, Brad Bourn, Steffanie Musich
Annie Young

Committee Meeting adjourned at 6:37 PM
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Resolution 2017-166

TO:

Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board

FROM:

Michael Schroeder,

DATE:

April 19, 2017

SUBJECT:

Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Public Hearing

BACKGROUND
A public hearing will be held at Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board Headquarters on April
19, 2017 regarding approval of the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan. The public
hearing is a culmination of a two year community engagement process and a 45 day public
comment period.
To review the master plan and materials about the planning process, or to comment online, go
to the project webpage.

RECOMMENDATION
This item is for discussion purposes.

Prepared By: Deborah Bartels, Project Manager, Design and Project Management
Review:
Cindy Anderson
Completed
04/12/2017 12:27 PM
Cliff Swenson Completed
04/12/2017 12:27 PM
Michael Schroeder Completed
04/12/2017 11:54 AM
Jayne Miller Completed
04/12/2017 12:26 PM
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
Pending
04/19/2017 5:00 PM

Discussion Item (ID # 3511)
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Resolution 2017-182
Resolution Accepting the Appointed Citizen Advisory Committee Recommendations and
Approving the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Whereas, The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is the steward of the
Minneapolis parks;
Whereas, The MPRB was founded in 1883 by an Act of the State Legislature, and has the
responsibility to design, improve, and manage parks in Minneapolis;
Whereas, This master plan process and final document for the Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and
Lake Harriet parks, located within the Chain of Lakes Regional Park, aligns with the
requirements of the Metropolitan Council;
Whereas, The MPRB has completed a community-driven master planning process for Lake
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet, both part of the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional
Park;
Whereas, The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan sets an overarching vision for the
two parks within the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Parks;
Whereas, The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan will guide the development, capital
expenditures, rehabilitation, and operation of the two parks within the Minneapolis Chain of
Lakes Regional Parks over the next 25 years;
Whereas, The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan is based on the recommendations
of an appointed Community Advisory Committee (CAC), which in turn are based on extensive
community engagement over the course of nearly two years;
Whereas, The MPRB project team has refined the draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master
Plan document based on comments received from MPRB staff and from the general public
during a comment period that concluded on March 4, 2017;
Whereas, A public hearing has been scheduled to allow additional public comment on the
refined Master Plan;
Whereas, The final Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan represents a communitysupported and equitable vision for this portion of the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park;
and

Resolution 2017-182
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Whereas, This resolution is supported by the MPRB 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan, which
envisions “Urban forests, natural areas, and waters that endure and captivate,” “Recreation
that inspires personal growth, healthy lifestyles, and a sense of community,” “Dynamic parks
that shape city character and meet diverse community needs,” and “A safe place to play;”
RESOLVED, That the Board of Commissioners approve the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet
Master Plan; and
RESOLVED, That the President of the Board and Secretary to the Board are authorized to take
all necessary administrative actions to implement this resolution.

Resolution 2017-182
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TO:

Planning Committee

FROM:

Michael Schroeder,

DATE:

April 19, 2017

SUBJECT:

Resolution Accepting the Appointed Citizen Advisory Committee Recommendations and
Approving the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan

BACKGROUND
This Board action considers approval of the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan and
related recommendations made by the appointed Community Advisory Committee. Note that
the final Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan document is not attached to this Board
action due to its size (it is nearly 230 pages in length). Instead, it will be posted on the project
webpage in concert with the public release of the Board agenda. (See
www.minneapolisparks.org/currentprojects <http://www.minneapolisparks.org/currentprojects> and
select Calhoun Harriet Master Plan and Improvements).
The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan is a written and graphic document that sets a
vision for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet, which are part of the Minneapolis
Chain of Lakes Regional Park. With a few exceptions, the Master Plan project boundary
followed the outer edge of the parkways encircling the two lakes. The project area included
William Berry Park, Beard’s Plaisance, and Lyndale Park. The Midtown Greenway formed the
northern boundary of the study. The plan addresses five topic areas that impact the entire
project area and 9 focus areas of more intense study.
The planning process for the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan has unfolded over
the past 27 months and has included more than 60 engagement events of varied types and
formats. The document is a reflection of the recommendations of an appointed Community
Advisory Committee (CAC), which met twelve times and included an additional four meetings of
an equity subcommittee. In , the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan aligns with the
requirements laid out by the Metropolitan Council for regional park master plans.
Master Plan Overview
The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan document is necessarily complex, though staff
and consultants have made efforts to ensure the document is as readable and navigable as
possible. It has 13 chapters and can be viewed on-line as individual pdfs or in entirety as one
document.
 Introduction and Master Plan Vision (Chapters 1 and 2) provide an overview of the

Resolution 2017-182
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master plan, its context and boundary, the organization of the document and its
themes, guiding principles, and vision based on community input. Chapter 1 also
includes the history of the lakes and a discussion of the restoration of the name Bde
Maka Ska to Lake Calhoun.
 Five topics affecting both lakes (Chapters 3-7) include an in-depth discussion of and
recommendations related to Natural Resources, Access and Circulation, Historical and
Cultural Resources, Recreation – Events -- Enterprise, and Equity.
 Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet Focus Areas (Chapter 8 and 9) show the
planned changes for six areas around Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and three areas
around Lake Harriet. Each focus area is communicated as a stand-alone section within
the chapter with graphics and images to describe key ideas.

Resolution 2017-182
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Public Engagement and Demographics, Trends, Demands, and Accessibility (Chapters 10
and 11) document the project schedule and meetings, key findings, community
engagement, and other data that may impact the future use of the two parks, including
visitor service goals and accessibility.
 Implementation (Chapter 12) discusses how the plans will become reality and includes
spreadsheets with project costs.
 Maintenance and Operations (Chapter 13) analyzes current maintenance practices and
estimates the master plan’s impact of the future maintenance costs.
Process for Tabulating Public Comment
A summary of the draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan and key findings were
presented to the Board of Commissioners on February 15, 2017 during an open public
comment period, which ended on March 4, 2017. Since March 4, staff has been tabulating and
analyzing public comment in light of nearly two years of community engagement.
During the public comment period, the draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
document was made available to the public on-line, at MPRB headquarters, at each recreation
center and at three libraries in the southwest service area south of I-394 and west of I-35W.
Respondents were able to comment via on-line survey, printed survey at the recreation
centers, or by contacting the project manager directly by e-mail, phone, or regular mail.
This section of the background explains how the public comments were tabulated and
analyzed. Tabulation and analysis followed four basic steps:
1. MPRB staff read the words of each commenter, no matter how it was received (a
“commenter” is an individual who chose to respond to the draft Master Plan).
2. The Commenter sentiments were put into a spreadsheet, with each separate comment
having its own line (a “comment” is a single sentiment on a single aspect of the plan). A
particular commenter may have more than one comment. For instance, a commenter
may, in a single response, raise concerns about one item, support another, and oppose
a third. These three comments would be tabulated separately.
3. MPRB staff grouped the comments into themes. Each theme has a particular stance on
a particular aspect of the plan. Some themes consider the master plan as a whole, while
many reference specific recommendations or topics. Themes that are specific to a given
topic such as Natural Resources or to a particular focus area such as the Bandshell at
Lake Harriet are named. Some examples of themes include: “Opposition to all proposed
two-way bicycle trails in the master plan”, “Suggestion to make the parkways one-way”,
“Support for the land-bridge over W Lake Street.”
Each theme has been given a unique identification number. The first 2 digits reflect the
master plan chapter number or focus area that the theme addresses. The 3rd digit states
the category or impact of the theme on the master plan (low, moderate, high, or no
Resolution 2017-182
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impact). The 4th and 5th digits identify the specific theme.
4. Each theme was assigned 1 of 4 categories, which defines its impact on the Master Plan.
The categories are:
a. Low Impact: Draft master plan can be modified to provide additional background
or clarification without a change to a CAC recommendation.
b. Moderate Impact: Addressing the theme would require a change to a CAC
recommendation, but would not fundamentally alter the plan.
c. High Impact: Addressing the theme would fundamentally change the
underpinnings of the plan, likely requiring additional community engagement.
d. No Impact: Themes that require no change to the plan, because they either
support an aspect of the plan, refer to future detailed design or planning
projects, or are outside the scope of the project
MPRB staff has generated a response to each comment theme. These are tabulated in one of
the matrices, which are attachments described below.
Public Comment Summary
It is important to note here that MPRB staff did not consider public comments to be votes on
aspects of the plan. Comments were grouped into themes and each theme was considered—
even if the theme had just one single comment. In fact, 83 of the 171 themes or 49% were
single-comment themes.
Public comments are included with this action in several spreadsheet attachments:
 The Theme Summary (Attachment A) is a list of all 171 public comment themes, their
categories of impact, and a brief description of how the theme has been or could be
addressed in the final Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan. This file is sorted
by theme ID number, which reflects the chapter or focus area in question and the
impact level.
 The Public Comment Log (Attachment B) is a list of all 2,219 public comments (1,508 of
these comments were generated by 377 identical form letters) —as summarized by
MPRB staff—with commenter names, themes and theme ID numbers, methods of
transmittal, and dates of transmittal. This file is sorted by theme, then by comment
method, then by commenter. The summaries were generated by MPRB staff.
 The Comment Files (Attachments C and D) are compilations of the full un-edited text
of public comments, separated by the method of transmittal.

“No Impact” Themes
Of the 171 total themes, 90 of these (approximately 53%) have a category of “No Impact.” A
majority of these themes (53 of 90 themes or 984 of 2,219 comments) are in support of the
Resolution 2017-182
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plan or of various plan elements, including
 Support for the name restoration of Bde Maka Ska to Lake Calhoun- 22 comments
 Support for the land bridge over West Lake Street – 396 comments
 Support for Lower Road closure at Harriet - 408 comments
Other “no impact” themes that generated the most comments:
 Beyond the scope of the master plan: they requested action on matters that were out
of MPRB’s jurisdiction or that were related to enforcement (such as bicycle or car
speeds or dog control) or that required an organization-wide discussion and
policy/standards modifications.
 Suggestions regarding concessions/events and enterprise.
 Suggestions concerning document formatting, design or readability
 Suggestions regarding the detail design of facilities, including the Lake Street underpass.
No modifications were made to the master plan as a result of this category of themes and
comments.
“Low Impact” Themes: Draft Plan Modifications
Of the 171 total themes, 16 or approximately 9% had a category of “Low Impact.” The final
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan under consideration has taken into account
extensive comment. It has not, however, changed significantly from its draft form.
The highest number of comments in this category related to suggestions for changes and/or
requests for clarifications to the Master Plan document. Several comments were received
around the theme of concern about the plan’s impacts to sailing program at Harriet,
suggestions to separate sailing dock and boat rental at Harriet, and a suggestion to provide
more detail regarding project costs and implementation.
Substantive changes to the plan (anything beyond grammatical or minor clarifying remarks) are
tabulated in Attachment A: Theme Summary (in the “Response” and /or “Draft Pages Changed”
column). The remainder of the plan is unchanged from the on-line draft available during the
public comment period.
“Moderate Impact” Themes: Amending the CAC - Recommended Master Plan
Of the 171 total themes, 30 or approximately 17% had a category of “Moderate Impact.
Addressing the Moderate Impact themes would require a CAC recommendation change - an
amendment - but would not substantially modify the overall plan. MPRB staff has compiled a
list of general Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan amendments that could be made
by the MPRB Commissioners. In all of these cases, MPRB staff has not incorporated these
themes into the final Master Plan, because staff contradiction of a CAC recommendation based
solely on the public comment period would be counter to the goals of the CAC process.
However, the MPRB Commissioners may alter the plan if they so choose. Therefore, the
Resolution 2017-182
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Moderate Impact Amendments document (Attachment E) the basic language and map changes
that would be required to modify the plan according to several themes. The Amendments are
referenced in the Comment Theme Summary and their numbers correspond to the theme
numbers therein.
Should the Board approve any of these amendments, it may still approve the Master Plan as a
whole. MPRB Planning staff will modify the plan before the final document is posted on-line
and in project files.
Moderate impact themes that generated six or more comments include:
 Opposition to closing Lake Street underpass to bicycles
 Opposition to at-grade crossing at Lake Street
 Opposition to moving launch to North Calhoun.
 Suggestion to add skate/BMX bike facility to the plan
 Opposition to the pier at Bandshell
 Opposition to name restoration for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
 Opposition to close Lower Road
“High Impact” Themes
Addressing the high impact themes of comments received would fundamentally change the
underpinnings of the plan, likely requiring additional community engagement and tabling the
master plan approval. 35 themes or approximately 20% were considered high impact. Included
in these themes were opposition to the master plan itself, opposition to any new development,
and opposition to plans for certain focus areas.
By far, the high impact theme that generated the most comments was the request for a twoway bicycle trail system around the lakes, a recommendation that the CAC considered but
rejected because of safety concerns and environmental impacts. To address this discussion,
staff added a recommendation to the Master Plan document after the public comment period
closed. Access and Circulation Recommendation #6 states, “Final determination of a one-way
vs two bicycle trail system will be based on further study that will take into consideration
safety, additional impervious surface, tree impacts, and storm water management.”
Other high impact themes that received more than five comments include:
 Concern regarding process.
 Opposition to the master plan because it is too heavily weighted to recreation and
needs a greater environmental focus.
Addressing other themes in this category would necessitate system-wide policy discussion and
changes in how the MPRB currently does business.
FUNDING/COST SUMMARY
Resolution 2017-182
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Sources
2015 Met Council Parks & Trails
2016 Met Council Parks & Trails
O and M Lottery Proceeds

Total
$ 700,000.00
$ 2,679,000.00
$ 360,000.00

$

3,739,000.00

Uses
MPRB Planning
Trail Condition Assessment - Braun Intertec
Archeological Investigation - 106 Group
Phase I Field and Report
Master Plan consultants - Perkins+Will PSA
Equity consultants - Voices for Racial Justice
WPA wall condition assessment - MacDonald & Mack
ALTA Survey - Sunde Land Surveying
Topo surveys - Sunde Land Surveying
Wm Berry Trail construction
W Lake multimodal study - to City of Mpls
Bde Maka Ska - Cloudman Improvements (includes
consultant fees)
Braun geotechnical - pre construction

Total
$ 224,340.00
$ 21,788.00

$

1,735,302.65

Trail & Access Improvements - SEH PSA + Amend No. 1

$ 410,267.00

SEH Amend No. 2 Pending

$

78,901.00

In-Construction Material Testing - Haugo
Misc Project Expenses
McDonald & Mack - Mast Memorial Assessment

$
$
$

6,000.00
30,000.00
5,200.00
$

2,003,697.35

Remaining for construction

$ 19,000.00
$ 275,568.00
$ 10,694.15
$ 14,800.00
$ 135,000.00
$ 58,050.00
$ 100,000.00
$ 75,000.00
$ 250,000.00
$ 20,694.50

RECOMMENDATION
MPRB staff recommends approval of the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan.
This action supports the 2007-2020 MPRB Comprehensive Plan through Visions 1, 2, 3 and 4:
Vision Theme 1:

Resolution 2017-182
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Goal: Sound management techniques provide healthy, diverse, and sustainable natural
resources.
Goal: Residents and visitors enjoy and understand the natural environment
Goal: People and the environment benefit from the expansion and protection of natural
resources.
Vision Theme 2:

Recreation that inspires personal growth, healthy lifestyles, and a sense
of community

Goal: Residents, visitors, and workers enjoy opportunities to improve health and fitness.
Goal: People connect through parks and recreation.
Goal: Parks provide a center for community living.
Vision Theme 3:

Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community
needs

Goal: Parks shape and evolving city.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability,
accessibility, flexibility, and beauty.
Vision Theme 4:

A safe place to play, celebrate, contemplate, and recreate

Goal: Residents, park visitors, and staff make safe choices in the parks.
Goal: Parks are safe and welcoming by design.
ATTACHMENTS:


Attachment A - Theme Summary

(PDF)



Attachment B - Public Comment Log

(PDF)



Attachment C - Emails and Attachments (PDF)



Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses



Attachment E - Master Plan AMENDMENTS Moderate Impact

(PDF)
(PDF)

Prepared By: Deborah Bartels, Project Manager, Design and Project Management
Review:
Cindy Anderson
Completed
04/06/2017 9:37 AM
Cliff Swenson Completed
04/06/2017 6:08 AM
Michael Schroeder Completed
04/07/2017 6:23 AM
Jayne Miller Completed
04/10/2017 10:24 AM
Planning Committee Pending
04/19/2017 5:10 PM

Resolution 2017-182
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To examine a particular theme and the exact comments that led to it, use the following process.
For purposes of explanation, theme #13-404 (Support for sailing relocation at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska) was selected as an example:
1. In the Theme Summary (Attachment A), find theme #13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column.
Note there are four comments associated with this theme.
2. In the Public Comment Log (Attachment B), enter the theme #13-404 in the search bar
or search for 13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column. Note that there are four lines in this
matrix with this theme ID number. In the “Comment Summary” column are more
specific descriptions of the actual comments.
3. Note the commenter and method associated with the four comments: Jill—survey
response #114; Kathy Drozd – survey response #149; Robert – survey response #116;
and Steve Woldrum—survey response #28.
4. Open the Comment File for the on-line survey (Attachment D) and go to responses
#114, #149, #116 and #28 to read the unedited texts (note: for a more effective search,
use the “#” in front of the response number).
Only those themes in the “moderate impact” category generated amendments (Attachment E)
to the master plan:
a. Low Impact: Draft master plan can be modified to provide additional background
or clarification without a change to a CAC recommendation.
b. Moderate Impact: Addressing the theme would require a change to a CAC
recommendation, but would not fundamentally alter the plan.
c. High Impact: Addressing the theme would fundamentally change the
underpinnings of the plan, likely requiring additional community engagement.
d. No Impact: Themes that require no change to the plan, because they either
support an aspect of the plan, refer to future detailed design or planning
projects, or are outside the scope of the project
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Attachment: Attachment A - Theme Summary (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park
NAVIGATION CHART FOR ATTACHMENTS

5.1.a

The spreadsheet is sorted by the Theme ID#, which reflects
the chapter or focus area in question, then the impact level.

COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

00-101

00-102

00-103

00-104

00-301

00-302

00-303

THEME

Suggestion for changes to the
Master Plan [incorporated]
Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan
Suggestion to change Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska references to Bde Maka
Ska in the Master Plan
Suggestion to change Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska references to Calhoun in
the Master Plan

Concern regarding additional
development

Concern regarding Master Plan's
focus on recreation over
environment

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

low impact

13

low impact

1

low impact

2

Adjustments were made to the master
plan as they did not change CAC
recommendations .
Adjustments were made to the master
plan to clarify these questions and
concerns.
Dual references will be resolved after
Master Plan approval as explained in
page iii
Dual references will be resolved after
Master Plan approval as explained in
page iii

low impact

high impact

high impact

Concern regarding Master Plan's lack
of strategy in addressing climate
change
high impact

15

00 if general comment

FINAL PLAN PAGES

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

43, 55, 95, 97, 104,
42, 52, 92, 94, 101, 102, 109, 112, 105, 112, 115, 116,
113, 122, 130, 149, 151, 159
125, 133, 152, 154, 162

13, 70, 75, 76, 151, 203, 207

14, 73, 78, 79, 154,
210, 214

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

2

The master plan sought to balance
natural resource conservation and
recreational opportunities. A plan
rejecting any additional development
would restart the master plan process
and community engagement.

n/a

n/a

4

The master plan sought to balance
natural resource conservation and
recreational opportunities. Rejecting the
plan as being too weighted to recreation
would restart the master plan and
community engagement process.

n/a

n/a

1

A climate change strategy is not described
specifically in the master plan, although it
does recommend actions that build
resiliency into the landscape to withstand
increased human use and impact of
climactic fluctuations.

n/a

n/a

1
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Attachment A - Theme Summary

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

00-304

Concern regarding process

high impact

9

00-305

Opposition to new development

high impact

9

00-306

Opposition to the Master Plan

high impact

9

RESPONSE

Requires revising the process, additional
community engagement, and restarting
the master plan
Rejection of CAC-approved plans and
recommendations requires restarting the
master plan and community engagement
process
Rejection of CAC-approved plans and
recommendations requires restarting the
master plan and community engagement
process.

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

00-307

Suggestion to charge fees for noncity residents

high impact

1

00-308

Suggestion to satisfy demand for
recreational activities elsewhere in
the park system

high impact

2

Improvements and operations in regional
parks are funded by the state (as well as
by local property taxes). Suggestion may
be considered discriminatory. Requires
additional community engagement and
would impact operations and
enforcement.
These comments will be complied as a
chapter in the Appendix and will be
available for reference during the
implementation of projects.

00-401

Support for adding a boardwalk

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

00-402

Support for the Master Plan

no impact (support)

38

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

2
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

00-501
00-502

THEME

Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design,
and/or readability
Suggestion to use pervious
pavement on trails

IMPACT

no impact (design detailing)

2

00-506

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-507
00-508

00-509

no impact (scope)

Suggestion for improved
enforcement of bike and car speeds no impact (scope)
Suggestion regarding educating
public about various topics
no impact (scope)

Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

# OF
COMMENTS

14

00-505

00-504

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

no impact

Suggestion / concern about detailed
no impact (design implementation)
design of facilities
Concern regarding enforcement in
the park
no impact (scope)
Concern regarding harassment in
the parks
no impact (scope)

00-503

no impact (scope)

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

Some comments were incorporated as
feasible without redesigning the entire
document. Chapters, as well as the
complete document of final master plan
will be posted on-line as a complete
document. An Executive Summary will be
added. A table of contents for the
Appendix will also be posted; specific
document pdfs will be sent upon request.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

1

Refer to future detail design.
These comments will be complied as a
chapter in the Appendix and will be
available for reference during the
implementation of projects.
These comments were passed on to Park
Police.
This comment was passed on to Park
Police.

25

Suggestion/ concern is a topic that cannot
be addressed in this master plan

n/a

n/a

5

Beyond scope of master plan. Comments
will be forwarded to park police

n/a

n/a

4

Beyond the scope of the master plan

n/a

n/a

5

Roberts Bird Sanctuary was addressed as
a separate master plan and approval
process. A summary has been added to
Chapter 9. These comments were
forwarded to the project manager for the
RBS master plan

n/a

n/a

15
4

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

3
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

01-301

THEME

Suggestion for revised and broader
Master Plan vision

IMPACT

high impact

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

1

Revising the plan to give it an
undetermined broader vision would
require restarting the master plan and
community engagement process.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

01-501

Concern regarding impact of
picturesque theme on housing
density

no impact

1

Master Plan themes in the Master Plan
Vision chapter such as "picturesque"
were descriptions of comments received
during the information gathering phase of
the process. MPRB does not control
zoning for mixed use or multi-family
development around the lakes.

02-201

Suggestion to add a goal of
improving shorebird habitat at
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

moderate impact

1

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #1

2

Amendment offered. MPRB projects will
comply with stormwater management
rules required by the watershed district
(Minnehaha Creek Watershed District),
MnPCA, and the City of Minneapolis.
Staff felt that requiring stormwater
management on all projects regardless of
size and type (i.e. maintenance or repairs)
would cause difficulties for operations

n/a

n/a

Amendment #2

1

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #3

1

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #4

02-202

02-203

02-204

Suggestion to require (vs consider)
stormwater management in future
projects
moderate impact
Suggestion to require more trees be
planted through amending a natural
resources recommendation
moderate impact
Suggestion to revise "no let loss of
trees" recommendation in Natural
Resources section to "plant
additional trees"
moderate impact

4
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

02-301

Opposition to vegetation
management

high impact

3

02-302

Suggestion for greater
environmental focus

high impact

10

These comments are counter to the
MPRB's approach with vegetation
management across the system.
The master plan sought to balance
natural resource conservation and
recreational opportunities. Revising the
plan to give it a greater environmental
focus would require additional
community engagement.

high impact

2

The water levels of both lakes are
currently controlled by outlet structures.
Removing the outlets would result in
drastic changes and greater fluctuations
in water levels. Inclusion of this
suggestion would need additional
community engagement and the master
plans for both lakes would be affected.

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

14

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

2

Suggestions from Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District address design
implementation of BMPs (out of scope).
Letter is included in the appendix.

n/a

n/a

2

Such a study and plan requires in-depth
scientific study and community
engagement similar to that of the Chain
of Lakes Clean Water Action Partnership
of the 1990's. It requires resources and a
process that is outside the scope of this
master plan.

n/a

n/a

02-303
02-401

02-501

02-502

Suggestion to daylight outlets as
restored streams at both lakes.
Support for natural resources
section

Suggestion for implementing
stormwater management

no impact (design implementation)

Suggestion / concern regarding lake
health
no impact (scope)

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

5
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

02-503

Suggestion regarding involvement of
interagency and non-MPRB groups
to address invasive species
no impact (scope)

1

02-504

Suggestion to address de-icing
and/or soil compaction

no impact (scope)

4

Suggestion will be forwarded to
Environmental Stewardship staff . No
change to the Master Plan required
Addressing these conditions requires a
system-wide discussion and nuanced
MPRB policy decisions.

02-505

Concern regarding trees

no impact (statement)

1

Non specific regarding action. Master
Plan will not be changed at this time.

03-101

Suggestion to expand transit
circulator service to other parks

03-201

Opposition to all proposed two-way
bike trails in the Master Plan
moderate impact

3

A note was added to the Transit section
of the Access and Circulation chapter. The
extent of the transit circulator within the
entire regional park and connecting to
others will be addressed during the
process of implementation.
Amendment offered to remove Master
Plan recommendations and references to
two-way bicycle trails along W Lake
Street, through William Berry Park to W
36th St, and on Lower Road at Lake
Harriet

03-202

Suggestion to reroute bicycle traffic
to a new perimeter trail around
Bandshell area only during events
moderate impact

1

Amendment offered. This would be an
enforcement nightmare.

low impact

2

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

52

55

n/a

n/a

Amendment #5

n/a

n/a

Amendment #6

6
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

03-301

THEME

IMPACT

Concern regarding the prioritization
of motor vehicles over nonmotorized modes
high impact

03-302

Opposition to parking lots; in favor
of on-street parking

03-303

Suggestion for year round access to
both bicycle and walking trails
high impact

03-304

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

high impact

high impact

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

1

The master plan considers the urban
context of the lakes and looked at Access
and Circulation for all modes of
transportation. This comment requests
elimination of parking and parkway use
by motorized vehicles to reduce car
dependency. Would require restarting
the master plan process and community
engagement and would have major
impacts to the park system and City
beyond the Chain of Lakes

n/a

n/a

1

The Master Plan seeks to improve access
to the parks and adds on-street parking in
certain areas on the non-lake side.
Parking lots relieve parking pressure on
the neighborhoods and provide access for
the non-local visitor. Reduction of or
eliminating parking lots would trigger a
parking study for Chain of Lakes.

n/a

n/a

2

Plowing the pedestrian path in winter has
environmental and operations impacts
and system wide ramifications.

n/a

n/a

401

Access and Circulation Recommendation
#6 has been added to the master plan to
further study a two way system, which
would include on-street options. The CAC
objected to the additional impervious
pavement and tree loss/damage
associated with bicycle trail expansion

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

7
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

Plowing and lighting all paths in winter
has system wide environmental and
operations impacts and would require a
discussion of our system wide trail
standards.

03-305

Suggestion to light and plow bicycle
high impact
and pedestrian trails

03-306

Suggestion to make parkways oneway

high impact

3

03-307

Suggestion to move on-street
parking to lake side of parkways

high impact

1

03-308

Suggestion to remove street parking high impact

1

Requires a traffic study and coordination
with the City and County. Additional
community engagement required.
Staff is opposed; Strong potential for
illegal behavior if vehicles can be
accessed on lake side of the parkway,
difficult to police and provide safe park
user experiences.
Removing on-street parking reduces
access for non-local visitors and would
push more parking into local
neighborhoods. Additional community
engagement required.

1

Extending streetcar line to Lake Street
and/or beyond requires construction of a
bridge over W 36th Street and purchase
of abandoned ROW. Streetcars are
operated by volunteers who have stated
they cannot accommodate regular transit
services.

03-402

Suggestion to use streetcar as a
regular service
high impact
Suggestion for completely accessible
walking paths
no impact (support)
Suggestion for improved signs and
striping on trails
no impact (support)

03-403

Suggestion for parking ramps

03-309
03-401

no impact (support)

1

1
1

1

Incorporated into plan
Supports the master plan (and existing
Trail Design Standards)
The master plan includes a parking ramp
at NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
(recommendation #1)

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

8
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

The master plan calls for additional
parking along some the parkways and
conversion of the surface lot to a ramp at
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

03-405

Support for additional parking
Support for connections to bicycle
system

no impact (support)

1

03-406

Support for free parking

no impact (support)

1

03-407

Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians

no impact (support)

6

Supports CAC recommended master plan
The Master Plan adds additional free bay
parking along the parkways.
Crossings are improved in the 2017
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Trail and
Access Improvements project and
recommendations for improved access at
specific points are included for several
focus areas

03-408

Support for improving trail system

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

03-409

Support for path maintenance

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

03-410

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

3

Incorporated into plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

3

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

03-413

Support for shared use trail in winter
Support for transit circulator around
the lakes
Support trail improvement
proposals
Support for improved pedestrian
access

no impact (support)

1

n/a

n/a

03-501

Suggestion regarding adjustment of
signs or signals at intersections
no impact (scope)

Supports CAC recommended master plan
Comment forwarded to the City of
Minneapolis. Semifours and intersection
signage are controlled by City of
Minneapolis.

n/a

n/a

03-404

03-411
03-412

2

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

9
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

Transit circulator was recommended by
the CAC as a means of improving access
and a connection between parking
reservoirs to destinations. Parking is a
fixed entity around the lakes and the
need is not expected to diminish.
MPRB works with the City of Minneapolis
to replace parkway pavement , based on
condition

03-502

Suggestion regarding impact of
transit circulator on parking needs

no impact (scope)

1

03-503

Suggestion to repair road surfaces

no impact (scope)

1

03-504

Concern regarding
bicycle/pedestrian conflicts on
shared use trail in winter

no impact (statement)

1

03-505

Concern regarding plan's focus on
non-motorized access

no impact (statement)

1

03-506

Concern regarding runner-made
paths

no impact

1

Shared use path needs improved signage
and enforcement. Comment will be
forwarded to operations and police.
Non-specific comment as to desired
master plan modifications; no change to
master plan at this time.
Non-specific comment as to desired
master plan modifications; no change to
master plan at this time.

04-401

Support for historical and cultural
resources recommendations

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

05-201

Suggestion for a canoe/kayak
specific launch

moderate impact

1

05-202

Suggestion for a skate/bike park

moderate impact

8

Amendment offered to add this specific
type of launch at locations TBD.
Amendment offered to add a skate park
in the NW corner along the promenade.
Neighbors oppose this.

05-301

Concern regarding impacts of events
and enterprise on the parks
high impact

4

Requires an examinations of events and
enterprise impact on natural resources
and quality of life for nearby residents

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Amendment #7

n/a

n/a

Amendment #8

n/a

n/a

10
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Attachment: Attachment A - Theme Summary (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

05-302

THEME

IMPACT

Suggestion to eliminate boat rentals
high impact
at Harriet

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

1

RESPONSE

Master plan seeks to accommodate
existing uses. Boat rentals are popular
with the general public. Requires
additional community engagement.
Requires system wide discussion to
determine impacts on parking demand
and effects on Events and Enterprises
Suggestion involves a system wide
discussion

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

05-304

Suggestion to eliminate paid parking
around lakes
high impact
Suggestion to invest in winter
recreation
high impact

05-401

Suggestion for no skate/bike park

no impact (support)

1

05-501

Suggestion to ban hammocking

no impact

1

no impact (scope)

5

no impact (scope)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan
Master plan is flexible and does not
exclude uses.
Suggestion has been forwarded to Events
and Enterprises and/or the
concessionaire
Suggestion is out of scope of the Master
Plan

no impact (scope)

2

Comment forwarded to operations. No
modifications of master plan required

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

7

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

low impact

4

Modify text in plan graphic: "Using West
Lake Multimodal Study as a guide, work
with Hennepin County to slow W Lake
Street traffic along Calhoun and create a
more ped/bike friendly environment."

96, 104

99, 107

moderate impact

6

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

05-303

05-503

Suggestion regarding
concessions/enterprises
Suggestion to identify locations for
hammocking

05-504

Suggestion to revive skating as a
winter activity

05-502

06-401
06-402

07-101
07-201

Support for equity by offering a
wider range in activities
Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan

Opposition to Lake St. lane
reduction
Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street

1
1

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment #9

11
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

07-202
07-401
07-402

07-403
07-404

07-405
07-406

07-407
07-408

07-501

07-502

THEME

IMPACT

# OF
COMMENTS

FINAL PLAN PAGES

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

9

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

3

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

3

n/a

n/a

3

Supports CAC recommended master plan
Suggestion implemented in part by 2017
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Trail and
Access Improvements in coordination
with Hennepin County and the City of
Minneapolis

n/a

n/a

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

2

Design measures to make crossing safe
are included in the implementation in
2017 Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet
Trail and Access Improvements project.
No master plan changes.

n/a

n/a

10

If the recommendation to eliminate
bicycle traffic from the underpass is
amended out of the master plan, these
multiple suggestions for ways to improve
the safety for cyclists will be reviewed
during the implementation of projects.

n/a

n/a

Support for moving weed harvester
from NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
no impact (support)
Support for NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska focus area design
no impact (support)

Support for trail parallel to Lake
Street at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska no impact (support)
Supports bike/pedestrian trail
separation north of Lake Street
no impact (support)

Concern regarding at-grade crossing
at Lake Street
no impact

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

no impact (design implementation)

443

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
moderate impact
Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street
no impact (support)
Support for closure of Lake Street
no impact (support)
underpass to bikes
Support for keeping boat rentals at
NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for Lake Street lane
reduction

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment #10

12
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

07-503

THEME

IMPACT

Suggestion regarding bike trail along
Lake Street at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
no impact (design implementation)

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

1

Refer to future detail design

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

07-504

Suggestion regarding design features
of Lake Street at-grade crossing
no impact (design implementation)

5

07-505

Suggestion to move bike racks at NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
no impact (design implementation)

2

Design measures to make crossing safe
are included in the implementation in
2017 Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet
Trail and Access Improvements project.
No master plan changes are needed.
Site design of NE corner has been refined
as part of 2017 Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Harriet Trail and Access Improvements
project

moderate impact
moderate impact

20
1

Amendment offered.
Amendment offered.

n/a
n/a

n/a
n/a

Amendment #11
Amendment #12

moderate impact

1

Amendment offered.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #13

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

396

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

CAC recommendation for the land bridge
focuses on the park user experience not
the vehicles on Lake Street.

n/a

n/a

2

No CAC recommendation was made
regarding realignment. Master plan
graphics have been modified to address
residents' concerns. Existing road
alignment of W Calhoun Blvd is
maintained.

112

115

08-402

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Opposition to the land bridge
Opposition to two-way bike trail
along W Lake Street
Support for moving boat launch to N
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-403

Support North Beach improvements
at N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
no impact (support)

08-501

Suggestion for land bridge design
modification

08-201
08-202
08-203
08-401

09-101

Concern about loss of residential
access to W 32nd St. with
realignment of W Calhoun
Boulevard

no impact (design implementation)

low impact

13
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

09-201

THEME

IMPACT

Opposition to the boardwalk at NW
moderate impact
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

1

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

Amendment offered. The boardwalk
resolves constricted trail space, addresses
erosion issues, and offers opportunities
for stormwater management and
shoreland restoration.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

09-301

Concern regarding feasibility of
moving sailing facilities to NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska because of
high costs and related site work

high impact

1

09-302

Opposition to development at NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

high impact

4

09-303

Opposition to moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
high impact

3

Rejection of CAC recommendations to
relocate sailing facilities and launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska would trigger
redesign of many focus areas around the
lake and require additional community
engagement
Rejection all CAC recommendations at
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska would trigger
redesign of many focus areas around the
lake.
Rejection of CAC-approved plans and
recommendations requires restarting the
master plan and community engagement
process

no impact (support)

1

Additional parking is proposed in the NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus area.

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Amendment offered to remove
references to boardwalk and stormwater
management of public storm sewers on
MPRB property in this area.

n/a

n/a

09-401
09-402
10-401

11-201

Support for additional parking at
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for SW Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska improvements

Opposition to loss of parkland for
stormwater management

moderate impact

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment #14

Amendment #15
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

Amendment offered. However,
Recommendation #5 for E Cal/Bde Maka
Ska is "To collaborate with the City to
improve the intersection for bicyclists." A
roundabout was suggested by
consultants but ultimately the
intersection design is a City decision.
Traffic flow and safety of cyclists will be
paramount to the resolution

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

11-403

Opposition to roundabout at W 36th
Street
Support for E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
improvements
Support for two-way traffic on E
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support redesign of 36th Street
crossing

no impact (support)

3

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

12-401

Support for Barnes Dance crossing at
William Berry
no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

12-402

Support for S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
and William Berry focus area design no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Amendment offered. Clarification: the
public art is funded by the City of
Minneapolis. Public art and gathering
area in SE Calhoun Bde Maka Ska is an
implementation of several CAC
recommendations related to recognition
of Native American presence around
lakes

n/a

n/a

1

Would impact the master plan for other
focus areas around the lake and require
additional community engagement.

n/a

n/a

11-202
11-401
11-402

moderate impact

1

no impact (support)

2

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan
Supports CAC recommended master plan
and existing conditions

13-201

Opposition to spending money on
the Bde Maka Ska public art project moderate impact

13-301

Suggestion to relocate boat launch
to S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

high impact

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment #16

Amendment #17

15
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

high impact

1

Relocating the boat rental concession
would impact other focus areas and
would involve additional community
engagement and planning.

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

22

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

13-404

Support for moving boat rentals
away from NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Support flexible activity spaces at
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska
Support for sailing program and
improved facilities at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
Support for sailing relocation at
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

no impact (support)

4

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

14-201

Opposition to name restoration of
Bde Maka Ska

moderate impact

8

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

14-401

Support for archery

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Harriet and Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska are
connected by William Berry Park. The
three contiguous parcels form the south
end of the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes
Regional Park and are one park

n/a

n/a

151

154

n/a

n/a

13-302
13-401
13-402

13-403

14-501

Suggestion to make Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and Harriet a single park

no impact

15-101

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
low impact
sailing at Harriet

9

15-301

Suggestion to change Lake Harriet
name

1

high impact

Clarifications in response to concerns and
suggestions were made to Plan. Sailing
facilities accommodated. Improvements
to adaptive sailing facilities are addressed
by recommendation but are not detailed.
A name change for Harriet was not raised
by the public during the master planning
process. Requires additional community
engagement.

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment #18

16
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

15-401
15-402
15-403
15-404

THEME

Suggestion to increase greatly the
number of restroom stalls
Support for improvements around
Lake Harriet
Support for maintenance area
improvements at Harriet
Support for no expansion to parking
lots at Harriet

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

00 if general comment

RESPONSE

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

CAC supports adding restroom facilities in
the Bandshell area.

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

154

157

151

154

16-102

Concern regarding loss of boat
trailer parking at Harriet Bandshell
Concern regarding road layout at
Harriet Bandshell

16-103

Opposition to reduced parking at
Harriet Bandshell

low impact

2

Modified text to explain ADA parking is
the only thing reconfigured in the lot.

16-104

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet
low impact

11

Master plan graphic has been adjusted
and clarifications added

154

157

1

RBS draft master plan will be added to
Chapter 9. When RBS plan is finalized and
approved after a public hearing, it will be
added to the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Harriet Master Plan.

n/a

n/a

1

Amendment offered.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #19

1

Amendment offered
Amendment offered. Removing the
reroute from the plan means that bikeped conflicts are not addressed in this
busy area.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #20

n/a

n/a

Amendment #21

16-101

low impact

5

low impact

1

Clarification added (no loss of boat trailer
parking)
Clarification added (only boat launch is
reconfigured in master plan)

154

157

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

16-202

Concern regarding the relationship
between the Roberts Bird Sanctuary
Plan and the Master Plan
low impact
Opposition to gathering area near
Roberts Bird Sanctuary
moderate impact
Opposition to pedestrian-only use of
proposed east-west axial path at the
Harriet Bandshell
moderate impact

16-203

Opposition to rerouting bike trail
around Harriet Bandshell area

16-105
16-201

moderate impact

3

17
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

16-206

Opposition to Roberts Bird
Sanctuary west entrance
moderate impact
modifications
Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell
moderate impact
Suggestion to build shade structures
at Bandshell
moderate impact

16-301

Suggestion regarding exclusive use
of sailing facilities at Harriet

16-204
16-205

17-202

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

3

Amendment offered. Any improvements
to the west entrance, shown in the
Roberts Bird Sanctuary master plan,
would be required to be made ADA
accessible.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #22

8

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #13

1

Amendment offered.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #24

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

2

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

low impact

2

Text modified under Highlights of the
Master Plan Recommendations. As
individual trees decline within it, the
bosque will be removed. A new bosque
of crabapples will be planted at a more
suitable location within Lyndale Park.

159

162

moderate impact

2

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #25

1

Amendment offered to eliminate multiuse trail and make Roseway Road a oneway with parking and on-street bicycle
lane. This option was discussed by the
CAC, neighbors oppose this.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #26

Support for pier at Harriet Bandshell no impact (support)

17-201

RESPONSE

5

16-402

17-101

# OF
COMMENTS

1

16-401

Suggestion/concern regarding
crabapple trees at Lyndale Park
Opposition to multi use trail along
Roseway Road

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

00 if general comment

Excluding public facilities for
private/exclusive use by certain groups
A redesign of Lake Harriet would be
required and would require a restart to
the Master Planning process.

high impact

Suggestion to move boat launch and
sailing docks at Harriet
high impact
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design
no impact (support)

16-302

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

Suggestion for alternative design for
Roseway Rd
moderate impact

1

18
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

2

Would require making a significant
exception to MPRB policy that mandates
accessibility of park facilities. Gardens
are currently inaccessible to people with
mobility disabilities.

n/a

n/a

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

6

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

1

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

4

Current recommendation #1 to convert
the Lower Road to a two-way bicycle trail
will address flooding issues. Also this is a
maintenance of existing infrastructure
issue.
Supports CAC recommended master plan
and implementation in 2017 Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska - Harriet Trail and Access
Improvements project

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

408

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

18-201

Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road
moderate impact

18-401

Concern regarding flooding at
Harriet - Lower Road

# OF
COMMENTS

FINAL PLAN PAGES

17-402

17-401

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

Opposition to any changes to paths
high impact
at Rose Garden
Support for Lyndale Park focus area
no impact (support)
design
Support for access improvements at
no impact (support)
East Harriet

17-301

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

18-403

Support for improving SE Harriet
trail connection at Minnehaha
Parkway
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

19-101

Support for flexible furniture at
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

low impact

1

Incorporated text into final plan

203

210

19-401

Support for additional restrooms
and restroom improvements

no impact (support)

4

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

low impact

6

212

219-223

moderate impact

1

n/a

n/a

18-402

20-101
20-201

Suggestion to include more details
regarding project costs and
implementation
Suggestion to have year-round
drinking fountains

A more detailed spreadsheet has been
added to Chapter 12: Implementation
Amendment offered. Requires heated
facilities to prevent freezing

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

Amendment # 27

Amendment #28

19
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

5.1.a

ID# Key:

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan

1st 2 digits

Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

THEME ID#

THEME

IMPACT

* 1= Master Plan Vision 2= Natural Resources; 3= Access and
Circulation; 4=Historical and Cultural Resources 5=Recreation,
Events, and Enterprise; 6=Equity; 7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 8=N
1= low impact; 2=moderate impact; 3=high impact; 4=no Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 10=SW
impact(support); 5=no impact (other reasons)
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska; 12=S
specific theme ID #
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; 13=Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska; 14=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet;
15=Lake Harriet; 16=Harriet - Bandshell; 17=Harriet - Lyndale Park;
18=Harriet - Lower Road; 19=Demographics, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibilty; 20=Implementation
Chapter or Focus Area ID*

3rd digit
1/18/2017 4th and 5th digits
3/4/2017

# OF
COMMENTS

RESPONSE

00 if general comment

DRAFT PLAN PAGES MODIFIED

FINAL PLAN PAGES

NOTES/AMENDMENTS

20-202

Suggestion to prioritize improved
facilities for Lake Calhoun Sailing
School

moderate impact

1

Amendment offered.

n/a

n/a

Amendment #29

20-203

Suggestion to raise implementation
priority of new restrooms to "Short" moderate impact

3

Amendment offered

n/a

n/a

Amendment #30

high impact

1

Costs align with CAC approved
improvements. Adjusting plans to reduce
costs would cause plan revisions and a
restart in the process.

n/a

n/a

no impact (support)

5

Supports CAC recommended master plan

n/a

n/a

1

There is the strong potential for some of
the master plan recommendations to
increase maintenance costs.

n/a

n/a

20-401

Concern regarding high cost of
improvements
Support for visitor service goals,
especially additional toilets and
benches

20-501

Concern regarding cost and
maintenance of the boardwalk

20-301

No Impact

20
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COMMENT THEME SUMMARY

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park
NAVIGATION CHART FOR ATTACHMENTS
To examine a particular theme and the exact comments that led to it, use the following process.
For purposes of explanation, theme #13-404 (Support for sailing relocation at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska) was selected as an example:
1. In the Theme Summary (Attachment A), find theme #13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column.
Note there are four comments associated with this theme.
2. In the Public Comment Log (Attachment B), enter the theme #13-404 in the search bar
or search for 13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column. Note that there are four lines in this
matrix with this theme ID number. In the “Comment Summary” column are more
specific descriptions of the actual comments.
3. Note the commenter and method associated with the four comments: Jill—survey
response #114; Kathy Drozd – survey response #149; Robert – survey response #116;
and Steve Woldrum—survey response #28.
4. Open the Comment File for the on-line survey (Attachment D) and go to responses
#114, #149, #116 and #28 to read the unedited texts (note: for a more effective search,
use the “#” in front of the response number).
Only those themes in the “moderate impact” category generated amendments (Attachment E)
to the master plan:
a. Low Impact: Draft master plan can be modified to provide additional background
or clarification without a change to a CAC recommendation.
b. Moderate Impact: Addressing the theme would require a change to a CAC
recommendation, but would not fundamentally alter the plan.
c. High Impact: Addressing the theme would fundamentally change the
underpinnings of the plan, likely requiring additional community engagement.
d. No Impact: Themes that require no change to the plan, because they either
support an aspect of the plan, refer to future detailed design or planning
projects, or are outside the scope of the project
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5.1.b

5.1.b

Attachment B - Public Comment Log

The spreadsheet is sorted by the Theme, Method of transmittal, then by commenter Name.

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/2/2017

1/20/2017

3/2/2017

NAME

Maggie Pastarr

Steve A

Carol Thomas

METHOD

SURVEY #

email

survey

survey

1/19/2017

Jon

survey

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

11

129

8

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

roads

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

roads

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

development

general

development

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

Concern about loss of residential
access to W 32nd St. with
realignment of W Calhoun Boulevard

09-101

low impact

Concern about loss of residential
access to W 32nd St. with
realignment of W Calhoun Boulevard

09-101

low impact

concern

My husband and I just looked at the master plan and continue to have concerns
about the plan to re-direct Calhoun Blvd. W. Calhoun Blvd only connect to the
Parkway and not W 32nd St in the plan. For those who live on W 32nd St this
would require us to go on the Parkway, that's closed frequently for events which
would leave no way onto W. 32nd St. W 32nd St. is a one way going west, so the
Parkway would be the only way to access homes here.
Rerouting W. Calhoun Blvd so it only connects to the parkway and not W. 32nd
St. Doing this makes it difficult for those living on W. 32nd St. to access homes
since W 32nd St is a one way. And, if the parkway is closed, there's no way to
access homes on W. 32nd St.

concern

Lots of good ideas, some thoughtful, many extravagant. The funding available is
only for most basic upkeep and takes a long time to execute. Many parts of the
plan - pedestrian bridge, pier off bandshell, reconfiguring Roseway Road, etc. appear to be unreasonable given the current/future funds available. Only the
essentials important to maintenance, repair, and upkeep will be available with
Concern regarding additional
current/future funding levels.
development

00-301

high impact

concern

The plan, while inclusive, takes away from the natural/basic lake experience with
added buildings, signage, cement/asphalt. Permanent structures take up space,
and obstruct views. They are also only used by a small number of people. (In
reference to how walkers, bikers, paddlers use the park - no permanent
structures erected/maintained) Consider the statement "Go use it. Buoy it. Leave Concern regarding additional
it like you found it!" and apply it to the plan.
development

00-301

high impact

Concern regarding at-grade crossing
at Lake Street

07-501

no impact

Concern regarding at-grade crossing
at Lake Street

07-501

no impact

03-504

no impact
(statement)

20-501

no impact

00-504

no impact (scope)

concern

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

concern

189

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

concern

Concerned about at-grade crossing at Lake Street for bikers/pedestrians.
Measures should be considered to ensure safe crossing at the Lake Street
intersection
Hugh amount of attention needs to be given to the at-grade crossing at Lake
Street so it's not miserable to cross. I'd like to see a four way stop at the Lake
Street intersection. Or if there is a light, they should be timed to allow full
crossing or the triangle space between should be enjoyable so people linger
even if they don't have to.

114

paths

Access and
Circulation

concern

I don't think cyclists know the single plowed path in winter is both for walkers
and bikers.

Concern regarding bicycle/pedestrian
conflicts on shared use trail in winter

Concern for costs related to construction and maintenance of the boardwalk for
stormwater management that would run parallel to lake.
There are too many dogs. Too many not controlled by owners and too many on
stretchy leashes. Not everyone wants dogs around.

Concern regarding cost and
maintenance of the boardwalk
Concern regarding enforcement in
the park

boardwalk
186

roads

concern
Harriet

THEME IMPACT

concern

1
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

1/21/2017

NAME

Doug

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

16

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

paths

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

bikes/pedestrians

2/7/2017

Michael Brinda

survey

42

dogs

3/4/2017

Mike Elson

survey

199

1/21/2017

Beth Ashland

survey

19

roads

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

safety

2/17/2017

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

costs

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

188

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

Concern regarding striping, signage, and enforcement on parkways for
bikers/skaters, pedestrians, and cars. More needs to be done to keep bikes/peds
separate and reduce speeds of bikers and cars along paths and roadways.
Some bikers go too fast. I'm not sure they know there's a speed limit on the
paths.

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Increase in dogs walkers and dog poop need to be addressed.

concern

The focus on the NW area is too complex. Too many things depend on each
other and there seems to be no way to proceed with one aspect and not the
others. If the sailing school/club were to raise money for a building it wouldn't
be possible until other areas outlined had funding as well. The result is that it will
never happen in the foreseeable future.
Resident of the area - often observes the lower road often becomes flooded and
closed off to cars, so attention is needed.

Concern regarding feasibility of
moving sailing facilities to NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska because of
high costs and related site work
Concern regarding flooding at Harriet Lower Road

concern

Public streets are public streets. If we choose to use them for public parking
rather than other public uses, it's not only for the privilege home owners
adjacent, but for whomever parks there. As someone who has Black and Latinx
friends who've been harassed and profiled in theses areas, including by MPD
when running around the lake with friends, I'm concerned about this sentiment
expressed about "non-local visitors" is part of what makes some people feel
Concern regarding harassment in the
unwelcome and literally unsafe and like they can't return.
parks

00-505

no impact (scope)

concern

Focus of improvements should be within a reasonable budget, plan seems pretty Concern regarding high cost of
expensive.
improvements

20-301

high impact

Concern regarding impact of
picturesque theme on housing
density

01-501

no impact

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
concern
concern

Master Plan

COMMENT SUMMARY

Concern regarding enforcement in
the park
Concern regarding enforcement in
the park
Concern regarding enforcement in
the park

concern

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
Harriet - Lower
Road

low
moderate
high
no impact

concern

00-504

no impact (scope)

00-504

no impact (scope)

00-504

no impact (scope)

09-301

high impact

18-401

no impact (support)

Master Plan

suggestion

roads

Harriet

concern

Seriously concerned about the picturesque theme because it could be used to
reject higher density housing ringing the lakes, continuing the current
problematic zoning trend we see where the City enforces a zoning code that
defacto limits direct access to the lakes to the wealthy residents instead of
allowing multi-family homes and mixed use buildings to broaden access/help
address problematic aspects of the area like desertedness.
Parkway closures are one of the biggest headaches as someone who lives east of
Harriet. They are incessant on the weekends due to races. Detours aren't
marked and take you mile out of the way. It's not fair to our neighborhoods and
our necessity for weekend travel. Recreational usage shouldn't be impinging so
much on basic needs.

Concern regarding impacts of events
and enterprise on the parks

05-301

high impact

roads

Harriet

concern

Overly loud music from park programs at Harriet and other sites. I'm more than Concern regarding impacts of events
three miles form the bandstand and can sometimes hear the rock music.
and enterprise on the parks

05-301

high impact

2
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Concern regarding impacts of events
and enterprise on the parks

05-301

high impact

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
concern

Questions spending their tax dollars on a private boat rental company when they
could be a non-profit instead.
Tired of all the walkers that use the space by the south beach for huge tents. I
wish they'd stage in other areas of the city because it feels like corporate events
take over our lakes all summer.

Concern regarding impacts of events
and enterprise on the parks

05-301

high impact

parking

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Sailing clubs use the parking lot north of the dock area for rigging sailboats.
Restricting the space would be a major problem.

Concern regarding loss of boat trailer
parking at Harriet Bandshell

16-101

low impact

72

parking

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Pathway to Roberts Bird Sanctuary appears to cut into the existing parking. Will
this result in less boat/car parking? Sailors need adequate space.

Concern regarding loss of boat trailer
parking at Harriet Bandshell

16-101

low impact

survey

81

parking

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Are you taking spaces from the east parking area to make the restroom and
bathroom.

Concern regarding loss of boat trailer
parking at Harriet Bandshell

16-101

low impact

Lee TCSC Sailor

survey

77

parking

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Pathway to Roberts Bird Sanctuary appears to cut into the existing parking. Will
this result in less boat/car parking? Sailors need adequate space.

Concern regarding loss of boat trailer
parking at Harriet Bandshell

16-101

low impact

2/24/2017

Walton Stanley

survey

75

parking

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Concerned about whether boat ramp parking will be reduced. Sailors need the
space to rig and de-rig.

Concern regarding loss of boat trailer
parking at Harriet Bandshell

16-101

low impact

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

concern

Concerned that developing more land for recreation will thwart the natural
resources recommendations. Preserving the health of the natural environment is Concern regarding Master Plan's
more important than improving/providing recreational opportunities.
focus on recreation over environment

00-302

high impact

00-302

high impact

Concern regarding Master Plan's
focus on recreation over environment

00-302

high impact

2/18/2017

Cynthia

survey

67

boats

Harriet

3/1/2017

survey

114

park use

2/25/2017

Jill
Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore

survey

76

2/22/2017

John Berg

survey

2/26/2017

June

2/25/2017

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

3/3/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

environment vs
recreation

197

Master Plan

concern

environment vs
recreation

Master Plan

concern

1. In the master plan there's a point about how MPRB needs to accommodate
new activities in order to stay relevant and be equitable (pg 196). This reflects
adding recreation at the expense of the natural environment. The goal of MPRB
shouldn't be to stay relevant, but rather to fulfill its mission according the to the
2007-2020 Comp. Plan. 2. Reference to Last Child in the Woods seems to miss
the point of what he was saying in suggesting outdoor recreation is a solution to
"nature deficit" rather than preserving/enhancing the ecology of the lakes to
provide experiences. 3. Question the "Recreation theme" because it suggests the
lakes can be used for activities that can be offered in places without bodies of
water and activities that respond to trends that may not last very long. All of
Concern regarding Master Plan's
which would impact the lake ecology which is of concern.
focus on recreation over environment

environment vs
recreation

Master Plan

concern

Recreation trumps ecology throughout the plan.

3
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/3/2017

NAME

Constance Pepin

METHOD

survey

SURVEY #

196

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

2/28/2027

Nicole
Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore
Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore

survey

103

survey

76

survey

76

2/25/2017

2/25/2017

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

2/27/2017

Brandi K

survey

94

2/26/2017

Eric Wellmann

survey

82

2/22/2017

John Berg

survey

72

2/25/2017

Lee TCSC Sailor

survey

77

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

environment vs
recreation

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Master Plan

amenities

park use

SENTIMENT

concern

COMMENT SUMMARY

Access and
Circulation

concern

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Harriet

suggestion

Would like planners to preserve Harriet's reputation as a premier sailing lake.

concern

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Harriet Bandshell

concern

Harriet

concern

Harriet Bandshell

concern

THEME

Instead of caring for the environment, the plan tries to cram as much
development and activity in as possible. A short-sighted priority that will
diminish the beauty and health of the lakes. There's' a huge missed opportunity
for serious environmental stewardship in the face of climate change/other
Concern regarding Master Plan's
environmental challenges.
focus on recreation over environment

Disconcerting to not see climate change mentioned in the Natural Resources
Recommendations. Seems to be a huge disconnect between our environmental
reality (climate change) and its cause (fossil fuel use). And the Park Boards'
priorities, which is disheartening to see. When will the Park Board acknowledge
and plan for climate change, not just reactively, but looking at how its design and
choices actively contribute to fossil fuel dependency and disempower those who
are car-free, whether by choice or circumstance. Substantial conversation
around stormwater management/removing pollutants before getting to the
water, but not on the parks' contribution to that need in the form of impervious
surfaces, specifically for private vehicle use.
Most people don't live around the park and take cars. The bus idea can be part
of the solution, but not the only one. CAC was biased against cars, yet the
regional park is used by a lot of car drivers.
Would like to know more about the changes to the storage shed in front of the
sailboat docking area. Sailing clubs rent the space and can't have less space than
what's already there.

natural resources

amenities

low
moderate
high
no impact
THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-302

high impact

Concern regarding Master Plan's lack
of strategy in addressing climate
change

00-303

high impact

Concern regarding plan's focus on
non-motorized access

03-505

no impact
(statement)

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
sailing at Harriet

15-101

low impact

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
sailing at Harriet

15-101

low impact

15-101

low impact

15-101

low impact

15-101

low impact

15-101

low impact

1. Many fishers/boat watchers venture onto the sailing dock which is dangerous
for both pedestrians and sailors. It's also frustrating for sailors as the dock is
already crowded. 2. The floating sailing dock is nice because it allows us to
Concern regarding Plan's impact on
add/remove pieces as necessary, but it's difficult for adaptive sailing.
sailing at Harriet
Concern regarding Plan's impact on
Who will benefit from the incremental storage made available in the boat shed? sailing at Harriet
1. Would like to see specific and carefully considered improvements to improve
the experience for sailors at Harriet. 2. How will reconfiguring the boat shed to
accommodate extra storage affect LHYC and TCSC? Gain or loss of space? 3.
Drawing shows boat ramp moved east a few yards leaving a lawn space near the
shed. Will this be suitable space for sailing organizations to gather
Concern regarding Plan's impact on
classes/members?
sailing at Harriet
1. Drawing shows boat ramp moved east a few yards leaving a lawn space near
the shed. Will this be suitable space for sailing organizations to gather
classes/members? 2. Please include the needs of Lake Harriet sailing community Concern regarding Plan's impact on
moving forward.
sailing at Harriet
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

SURVEY #

2/27/2017

Nicole Freeberg

survey

93

2/27/2017

Orest

survey

96

2/24/2017

Walton Stanley

survey

75

1/25/2017

Carl J

survey

29

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

194

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

194

3/3/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

196

2/28/2027

Jennifer Spiller

survey

102

2/28/2027
3/4/2017

Lake Walker
Walter Pitt

survey
survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

100
205/206

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

Lake Harriet

concern

park use

Harriet Bandshell

concern

amenities

Harriet Bandshell

concern

website and
master plan

concern

lake name

Master Plan

general

Master Plan

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
sailing at Harriet

15-101

low impact

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
sailing at Harriet

15-101

low impact

Concern regarding Plan's impact on
sailing at Harriet

15-101

low impact

Concern regarding process

00-304

high impact

Concern regarding process

00-304

high impact

Concern regarding process

00-304

high impact

00-304

high impact

00-304

high impact

00-304
00-304

high impact
high impact

concern

Make considerations of how the proposed changes may/may not affect TCSC.
Concerned that boat rentals are being given priority over those who purchase
buoys. Sailing is already congested and there are repeat issues between sailors
and boat renters.
Would like more specifics on the boat shed remodel. Sailing clubs use it and
would like more details on planned revisions, especially if they will be during
sailing season.
1. There should be more public engagement. 2. The webpage for Trail
Improvements cannot be found. This appears deceptive and a disappointing lack
of transparency.
If there was to be a name change from Calhoun, there should be a whole
process to decide what the name should be, not just from a group who is talking
the loudest about the issue.
This plan is talking about the next 25 years of Lake Harriet and Calhoun, yet this
name issue for Calhoun has in some ways taken over the entire project. The CAC
should have focused on how to preserve, protect and improve these beautiful
resources.

concern

As a CAC member, I'd like to state that I felt the community engagement process
wasn't about listening to residents, but about marketing the staff's and
consultant's preconceived ideas and projects to the CAC and manipulating CAC
members to accept those proposals. Public input was continually dismissed if it
didn't conform to what staff wanted to hear. The two-way bike paths are an
example. The CAC didn't want them, yet they're in the plan. The plan is basically
what MPRB staff and consultants wanted with just enough features and words to
satisfy various subgroups.
Concern regarding process
Local runners should have been separated out as specific stakeholders. Due to
high traffic, runners are often forced to make their own trails adjacent to walking
paths.
Concern regarding process

concern
concern

Don't let millennials and racial do-gooders dominate what you do. There's a LOT
of caucasian, conservative, silent-majority folks who feel do-gooder liberals are
going to ruin the good park system we currently have.
Concern regarding process
I would like to upload a pdf.
Concern regarding process

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
concern

Master Plan

low
moderate
high
no impact

5

Packet Pg. 42

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/4/2017

NAME

Walter Pitt

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

email

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

process

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

concern

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

1. Believes the process of creating the master plan violates state statute in
regards to creating/preparing material before getting community input. 2.
Asserts the section regarding "Private/Public Initiative" described in the
development proposed in the northwest area [of Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska] was
"prepared independently by Park and Rec Staff." 3. Process for creating a forprofit, public/private development was not initiated by the Public or CAC.
Believes it was a desire of Park and Rec to generate revenue. 4. The master plan
lacks details the Met Council requires in regards to the content of the
Private/Public Real Estate deal and "pre-visualized building multi-use parking
complex" for the northwest area [of Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska]. Things it doesn't
include: items related to boundaries and acquisition costs, stewardship plan
("detail of disposition of revenue"), development concept (facility capacity,
schedule/cost estimates, "amendments to an acquisition phase master plan
should be made prior to funding rec. and visitor support facilities if there is
insufficient detail no the scale and cost of the facility. Alternatively, the final
design/engineering phase of a proposed facility should be funded first, with
construction funding provided in a separate capital improvement grant.",
conflicts, public services)
Concern regarding process

1/22/2017

Chuck

survey

25

providing information website

concern

2/18/2017

Cynthia

survey

67

roads

Harriet Bandshell

concern

It's extremely difficult to provide comment on the master plan without having to
jump through a lot of hoops. 1. It was difficult to search the Park Board website
for the place to provide feedback. 2. Having multiple pdfs made it difficult to key
search references different sections of the document made. Why not have a full
version available to download? The 2page per screen format is bad, makes it
difficult to read. 3. This was designed with pretty pictures! Seems like it was
designed as an advertisement rather than an informational piece. 4. Found area
of interest, but couldn't search for the recommendation that was referenced and
gave up on finding straightforward answers. 5. I wanted to give feedback, but
the Park Board has made it very difficult to do so.
Concern regarding process
Moving the roadway to flow between the parking lot and bandshell looks like a
safety hazard since more people will have to cross the road to get to area
Concern regarding road layout at
amenities.
Harriet Bandshell

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

bikes/pedestrians

Access and
Circulation

concern

Why do joggers get to carve our their own path. Last time shorelines were
remedied, joggers created their own path, on even more fragile soil.

Concern regarding runner-made
paths

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-304

high impact

00-304

high impact

16-102

low impact

03-506

no impact
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/3/2017

NAME

Julia

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

189

3/2/2017

Carol Thomas

survey

129

3/3/2017
1/21/2017
2/18/2017
2/27/2017
2/26/2017
2/11/2017
2/27/2017
2/15/2017
3/2/2017
1/22/2017

Trish Brock
Alex
Ben
Ben
Birgit Johnson
Erin
Jon Olson
Kalin
Sam Gerstner
Samuel

survey
survey
survey
survey
survey
survey
survey
survey
survey
survey

192
23
68
83
79
51
91
61
131
24

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

transportation

natural resources
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Access and
Circulation

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

concern

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Continuing to prioritize driving over walking and biking around these lakes seems
to negate the potential benefits of stormwater management. The Park Board
needs to prioritize non-motorized and public transportation modes rather than
forcing car dependency. When will the Park Board look at how its design and
choices actively contribute to fossil fuel dependency and disempower those who
are car-free. Public streets are public streets. If we choose to use them for public Concern regarding the prioritization
parking rather than other uses, it's not only for the privileged home owners
of motor vehicles over non-motorized
adjacent, but for whomever parks there.
modes

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

concern

How will the Roberts Sanctuary plan be incorporated with this Master Plan?

Concern regarding the relationship
between the Roberts Bird Sanctuary
Plan and the Master Plan

general
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

concern
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

Mature trees matter
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

Concern regarding trees
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

Although the CAC didn't support two-way bike paths sections of the draft
recommends two-way trails. I oppose this recommendation because it goes
against what the CAC wanted at would harm the lakes with more impervious
surface and less trees. It's not the Park Board's job to provide commuting or
transit roads in the park. It would also be less safe because people already bike
at fast speeds and two-way paths would only make this worse.
Seems unsafe to switch from one way to two way, concerns about collisions,
especially for first timers.

Opposition to all proposed two-way
bike trails in the Master Plan
Opposition to all proposed two-way
bike trails in the Master Plan

3/3/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

196

paths

opposition
Access and Circulation

1/23/2017

Kay Quinn

survey

26

paths

opposition
Access and Circulation

3/2/2017

Sue Smukler

survey

156

paths

opposition
Access and Circulation

3/2/2017

Kathy Drozd

survey

149

paths

Lyndale Park

opposition

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

paths

Lyndale Park

opposition

3/1/2017

Gary Specker

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Strongly believe there's not enough room to safely create two-way bike trails in Opposition to all proposed two-way
addition to walking trails around the lakes without forcing environmental losses. bike trails in the Master Plan
Opposition to any changes to paths at
Please keep the rose gardens free of paths.
Rose Garden
Opposition to any changes to paths at
Liked unpaved trails in rose garden, leave it alone.
Rose Garden
Strongly disagree with the idea of a Lake Street grade level crossing for either
bikes or pedestrians. There seems to be no practical way to design a crosswalk to
safely handle weekend bike/pedestrian traffic and allow reasonable auto traffic Opposition to at-grade crossing at
flow.
Lake Street

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-301

high impact

16-105

low impact
no impact
(statement)
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response
no response

02-505

03-201

moderate impact

03-201

moderate impact

03-201

moderate impact

17-301

high impact

17-301

high impact

07-201

moderate impact
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

3/3/2017

Andrea Helebrant

survey

164

at-grade crossings

3/4/2017

Chuck Spear

survey

207/208

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Greg Loper

survey

136

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2/27/2017

Jeanette Colby

survey

84

at-grade crossings

3/2/2017

Sarah Musgrave

survey

140

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

opposition

Doesn't want an at level crossing because it's dangerous - cars speed and it's
very busy. It's also concerning for walkers when bikes cross busy intersections
because bikers don't pay attention to walkers.
Rerouting two-way bike lanes to across Lake Street would create several major
concerns that will result in accidents.

opposition

If there's a crossing at Lake Street, injury or death are almost assured to happen. Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street is too busy and will only get busier as the population increases.
Lake Street

opposition

opposition
opposition

Concerned about an at grade trail across Lake Street. Car traffic already gets
backed up a lot and many rush through the lights, so adding bikes and
pedestrians seems like an accident waiting to happen.
Agree tunnel under Lake Street isn't ideal, but I would rather collide with a bike
than a car.

opposition

Eliminating driving on the lowers section of the parkway near the lake eliminates
some of the aesthetic reasons people come to the lake. At that point we might
as well make the whole parkway bikes and pedestrians only.
Not supportive of closing the lower road. Concerned the neighborhood will
sustain increased traffic/noise from the closure.

opposition

Keep the lower road open on Harriet

Lake Harriet

opposition

Must maintain ability to drive all the way around the Lake

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road

opposition

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Aaron

survey

134

roads

3/2/2017

Barbara Olson

survey

125

roads

3/2/2017

Kathy Drozd

survey

149

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

1/23/2017

Kay Quinn

survey

26

roads

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

1/24/2017

Steve Woldum

survey

28

3/3/2017

Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

THEME

opposition

Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street
Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street

Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street
Opposition to at-grade crossing at
Lake Street

Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road
Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road
Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road
Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

07-201

moderate impact

07-201

moderate impact

07-201

moderate impact

07-201

moderate impact

07-201

moderate impact

18-201

moderate impact

18-201

moderate impact

18-201

moderate impact

18-201

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road

18-201

moderate impact

opposition

Don't make parking/traffic worse for surrounding areas. Harriet parkway close is
a bad idea. Bicycle lobby shouldn't have the final say in everything.
Keep lower road at east Harriet open. Those who can't bike around the lake love
the drive because you can be so close to the lake. Passing cars also provide
nighttime security for walkers.

Opposition to closing Harriet - Lower
Road

18-201

moderate impact

opposition

The Lake Street underpass shouldn't be converted into a pedestrian only path
because it's important for safety and accessibility for bicyclists.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Strongly supports keeping two-way bike trail at Lake Street underpass. Connect
Lake Street underpass trail to eastbound trail along Lake Street before proposed Opposition to closing Lake Street
restroom building to avoid congested Promenade
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Form letter (received
377)

email

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

The Lake Street underpass shouldn't be converted into a pedestrian only path
because it's important for safety and accessibility for bicyclists.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

3/3/2017

Hennepin County
Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Supports maintaining the Lake Street underpass

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact
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5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

paths

2/27/2017

Hennepin County staff email
Midtown Greenway
Coalition
email

3/1/2017

Paul Frenz

email

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Sierra Club North Star
Chapter
email

paths

3/3/2017

Steve Young

email

paths

3/2/2017

Aaron

survey

134

paths

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

paths

3/3/2017

Andrea Helebrant

survey

164

paths

3/3/2017

paths

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME IMPACT

opposition

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
Strongly support keeping the two-way bike trail at the Lake Street underpass.
underpass to bikes
Two-way Lake Street underpass should remain for bikers. Even with an at-grade Opposition to closing Lake Street
crossing many bikers will still use underpass anyways.
underpass to bikes

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

The Lake Street underpass shouldn't be converted into a pedestrian only path
because it's important for safety and accessibility for bicyclists.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Removing the Lake Street underpass in favor of an at-grade trail crossing for
bikes will increase the changes of deadly car/bike accidents.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Dislikes eliminating the two-way bike trail under Lake Street. It's an important
feature for families and those not comfortable crossing streets.
Bike use should be maintained at the Lake Street underpass. Bikes shouldn't be
forced to wait for two long lights to cross Lake/Lagoon.
Would like tunnel under Lake street maintained and not an at level crossing. It's
a vital connection between Calhoun and Isles.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

Please don’t' eliminate two-way path under Lake Street. It's critical for safety
since Lake Street is a busy and fast street. I travel this area with small children.
Eliminating this bike section would prevent me from traveling to this area.
Removing bike trail from Lake Street underpass leaves no safe way to cross Lake
Street.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition
opposition

opposition
opposition
opposition

The Lake Street underpass should continue to allow bike use for those not
comfortable to cross at-grade on Lake Street

THEME ID

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

3/3/2017

Andy

survey

161

paths

2/4/2017

Ani

survey

37

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Ann Reed

survey

166

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Arianna

survey

137

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Please keep the path for both bikers and pedestrians under Lake Street. It's safer
and less of a headache for drivers on an already congested intersection.
Opposed to rerouting bike traffic using streets instead of the current protected
pathway. It would be dangerous for both motorists and bicyclists. It would also
risk a reduction in usership of this area.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

3/3/2017

Bill Dossett, Exec.
Director, Nice Ride
MN, on behalf of the
nonprofit organization survey

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Urge Park Board to reconsider eliminating the bike trail under W. Lake Street. It's
a vital, two-way off street bike connection that should be maintained. Many
Opposition to closing Lake Street
cyclists will not feel comfortable crossing at Lake Street.
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Two way bike path under the W Lake Street bridge shouldn't be converted to
pedestrian only. It would sever major connection to trails and diverting cyclist to
a more dangerous detour. Eliminating a major connection point will reduce the
number of cyclists using the trails because they will not be comfortable with the Opposition to closing Lake Street
proposed crossing.
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

2/28/2027

Brigid McBride

survey

187

99

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition
opposition

9

Packet Pg. 46

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

3/3/2017

Byron Lubenkov

survey

184

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Clayton Keim

survey

144

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Daniel Hooker

survey

155

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/4/2017

David Rhude, MD

survey

214

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/3/2017

David Ruebeck

survey

170

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/3/2017

David Ruebeck

survey

172

paths

3/2/2017

Edelle rose

survey

127

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Elizabeth M

survey

128

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Ellie

survey

154

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

survey

123

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/4/2017

Erin Conway
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

paths

3/3/2017

Fred Olson

survey

169

paths

3/2/2017

George

survey

152/153

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Greg Loper

survey

136

low
moderate
high
no impact

opposition
opposition

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Please keep 2-way bike land under W. Lake Street. It's a quick and safe way to
get across Lake Street. Crossing at-grade would be much slower and dangerous.
Removing the below grade is a major concern. It's a critical point of bicycle and
pedestrian traffic. It would be a major loss to bicyclists for a safe, comfortable
crossing of Lake Street. It would be a glaring misstep to disconnect Bde Maka Ska
and the Midtown Greenway.
Please don't eliminate the bike trail under Lake Street. Walk and bike the trail
frequently and don't see a major problem with either trail. Sending bikers atgrade will no doubt result in fatalities.
Please don't eliminate walking/or bike path under Lake Street. It's a critical
access point between Isles and Calhoun that avoids crossing multiple lanes of
traffic.
Please don't eliminate walking/or bike path under Lake Street. It's a critical
access point between Isles and Calhoun that avoids crossing multiple lanes of
traffic.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

The bike path under Lake street must be preserved.
Disappointed to see bike path eliminated under lake Street. Parks may have
recreational users as a primary goat, but the trail system is vital to the overall
transportation network.
Don't move bikes to cross over W. Lake Street. The reasons I love the trails is
because of the little interaction with vehicles/distracted drivers.
Don't eliminate access to bicycling on the trail under W. Lake Street. It's a safe
way to bike form lake to lake as opposed to the very busy Lake Street
intersection.
I don’t support portions of the plan that eliminate access to people biking the
trail under W. Lake Street, sever the connection of two major trails, and diverts
bikes to a dangerous intersection above.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

opposition

opposition

The bike path under Lake Street is greatly preferred over crossing Lake Street.
I've almost been hit a few times. There are also many people who choose to use Opposition to closing Lake Street
the under crossing rather than going over Lake Street directly.
underpass to bikes

opposition

THEME IMPACT

The bike path under Lake Street should be maintained. Many cyclists would be
uncomfortable with crossing at-grade.

Urge Park Board to reconsider eliminating the bike trail under W. Lake Street. It's
a vital, two-way off street bike connection that should be maintained. Many
cyclists will not feel comfortable crossing at Lake Street.
Strongly opposes eliminating a grade separated crossing for bicycles at Lake
Street. But the underpass does need improvement.
Please retain the bike path under Lake Street. Too many kids, families, at risk
adults.

opposition

THEME ID

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/2/2017

NAME

Ian Payne

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

147

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

paths

1/25/2017

J

survey

29

paths

1/29/2017

Janice

survey

33

paths

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

SENTIMENT

opposition

1. Proposed changes to the bicycle and pedestrian trails are horrendous, and do
NOT serve the public interest. Taking away the ability to cross Lake Street under
the bridge because too many people use this connection is the opposite
response you should make. People don't want to cross a busy street at grade,
split grade is better. 2. Improve and expand the underpass connection instead of
getting eliminating a the popular crossing.
Oppose removing bike trail from Lake Street underpass. This is an important
facility for casual riders.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

Don't support removing bicycle trail under W. Lake Street. Often takes students
biking through this area and loves when they discover Bde Maka Ska for the first
time. With this trail eliminated, some bike trip leaders will choose different
Opposition to closing Lake Street
routes and students will miss out on experiencing the area.
underpass to bikes

opposition

survey

165

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Jerald Ward

survey

138

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

paths

3/2/2017

Keith Norton

survey

143

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Ken H

survey

168

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

survey

162

paths

3/4/2017

Marc

survey

202

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

THEME

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

Jenny Bordon

Kristin

COMMENT SUMMARY

The Lake Street underpass shouldn't be converted into a pedestrian only path
because it's important for safety and accessibility for bicyclists.

opposition

3/3/2017

3/3/2017

low
moderate
high
no impact
THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

Please maintain a focus on pedestrian and cycling pathways. Cycling and walking
under the Lake Street bridge is unique and should remain.
Two-way bicycle trail under the bridge along the channel is critically important.
People will still cross under if they aren't comfortable with the Lake Street
crossing.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

The tunnel under the bridge shouldn't be closed to those biking. People on bikes
will still use the trail because Lake Street is a miserable highway to cross.
Doesn't like the elimination of the bike path under the bridge. Please continue to
let cyclists avoid the at-grade road crossing!

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Opposes the removal of the Lake Street underpass. It must be maintained for
slower cyclists. Many faster cyclists will opt for the at grade crossing.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

As a cyclists I love being able to get from the Midtown Greenway to the lakes
without having to deal with busy roads. I don't feel comfortable crossing Lake
Street and I'm an adult with experience cycling streets, I can't imagine what it'd
be like for parents with kids. Removing bike use of the trail is just asking for
vehicle-bicycle crashes.
I oppose closing the tunnel between Lagoon and Lake Calhoun. It's a positive
feature and should be preserved.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

opposition
opposition
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/2/2017

NAME

Matthew Hendricks

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

139

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

paths

1/21/2017

Mike

survey

22

paths

3/2/2017

Mollie

survey

133

paths

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

paths

3/2/2017

Nathan

survey

150

paths

3/3/2017

Nicole Nafziger

survey

190

paths

2/25/2017

Paul Frenz

survey

78

paths

3/3/2017

Peter N

survey

160

paths

3/2/2017

Robyn

survey

141

paths

3/3/2017

Sandy Leuthner

survey

180

paths

3/2/2017

Sarah Musgrave

survey

140

paths

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/4/2017

Seph Bloedoorn

survey

200

paths

2/27/2017

Sheldon Mains

survey

85

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

Stephen Boyd

survey

126

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

opposition

opposition
opposition

opposition
opposition
opposition
opposition
opposition
opposition

opposition
opposition

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Restricting one-way traffic for bikes in the tunnel under Lake Street is no good.
The tunnel is an essential connection to the park for families on bikes, it's
important to keep. Don't assume families will want to cross Lake Street until it's
no longer a "de facto 45mph highway." It also seems like a major flaw plan to
Opposition to closing Lake Street
restrict access to Bde Maka Ska from the north (Midtown Greenway).
underpass to bikes
Rerouting all bikes to cross Lake St. instead of being able to go under the bridge
is a terrible idea. It is too high traffic an area for people to cross there. Accidents Opposition to closing Lake Street
and possible fatalities will happen as a result of this change.
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
Please keep the connection between Lake Calhoun and Lake of the Isles
underpass to bikes
Urge Park Board to reconsider eliminating the bike trail under W. Lake Street. It's
a vital, two-way off street bike connection that should be maintained. Many
Opposition to closing Lake Street
cyclists will not feel comfortable crossing at Lake Street.
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
Please keep protected bike trail under Lake Street. It's critical to safety.
underpass to bikes
Reconsider plans to eliminate bike trail under W. Lake Street. It's a vital two-way Opposition to closing Lake Street
off street connection.
underpass to bikes
Two-way Lake Street underpass should remain for bikers. Even with an at-grade Opposition to closing Lake Street
crossing many bikers will still use underpass anyways.
underpass to bikes
Bikers and skaters will continue to want to use the tunnel under Lake street.
Opposition to closing Lake Street
Why not let them?
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
Don't remove the bicycle tunnel under Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Please keep the connection under West Lake Street available to bikes. Many
bikers go between these two major trails, the intersection is so buy and
Opposition to closing Lake Street
dangerous.
underpass to bikes
Don't do anything related to closing the bike tunnel at Lake Street until there's a Opposition to closing Lake Street
safer crossing over Lake Street.
underpass to bikes

opposition

Keep the Lake Street underpass unless there is data to support the idea the
existing provisions are insufficient to protect pedestrians and cyclists form each
other. It's worked to have pedestrians and cyclists together for this long, why the
change? It's a much safer option that crossing at the complicated intersection.
Lake Street underpass has to stay open for bikes. The at-grade crossing will
reduce traffic in the underpass.

opposition

Reconsider the change of moving bikes to a street crossing over Lake Street and
eliminating their connection via the trail under Lake Street. Current trail isn't
Opposition to closing Lake Street
great, but it's better and safer than pushing bikes onto a busy intersection.
underpass to bikes

opposition

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact
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5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

2/3/2017

Steve Young

survey

35

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Sue Smukler

survey

156

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/3/2017

Tony Stith

survey

177

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Trevor

survey

122

paths

3/3/2017

Trish Brock

survey

192

paths

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

paths

3/2/2017

Wesley Durham

survey

119

paths

2/3/2017

Young Steve

survey

36

paths

3/3/2017

3/4/2017

Zoey

Walter Pitt

survey

183

email

paths

development

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact
COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Strongly disagree with recommendation to remove bike trail from Lake Street
underpass. At-grade crossing increases potential for deadly car/bike collisions.
Strongly believes bikers should use tunnel underpass at Lake Street despite the
danger from overuse, unclear directions, and competing uses. Crossing at Lake
Street is too dangerous, keep bikers and pedestrians out of the line of fire of
cars.

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Don't eliminate trail under the bridge. The street crossing is way too busy. Many
cyclists/runners use the trail. It would cause a huge bottleneck.
Concerned with restricting bike traffic [from the trail] under Lake Street. The
intersection isn't safe to cross and this is a significant link to the grand rounds
bike trails.
Please keep the safe bike access from Isles to Calhoun through the tunnel. It's a
magical viewpoint.
Reconsider plans to eliminate bike trail under W. Lake Street. It's a vital two-way
off street connection.
Disagree with eliminating bikes from the trail under W Lake Street. Many cyclists
will not be comfortable crossing W Lake Street.
Removing bike trail from Lake Street underpass with an at-grade trail crossing
greatly increases chances for car/bike collisions.

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Strongly oppose removal of the bicycle path under the bridge at Lake Street. It
shouldn't' be removed unless it has an immediate replacement crossing of equal
safety. Removing the crossing would pose a great threat to the safety of cyclists Opposition to closing Lake Street
forcing them to interact with heavy traffic on Lake Street.
underpass to bikes

07-202

moderate impact

opposition

Development of the NW area [of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska] is a conflict to the
natural development of the lakes and purpose of the master plan. The NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska "Dashboard of Public Input" is misleading because the
information doesn't accurately depict what the community actually said. The
Opposition to development at NW
public comment is skewed.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

09-302

high impact

09-302

high impact

09-302

high impact

opposition
opposition
opposition
opposition

Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes
Opposition to closing Lake Street
underpass to bikes

3/3/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

197

development

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Plans for this area go against what the residents want and miss an opportunity to
use this land as a beautiful natural area that filters runoff and provides respite
from the busyness around the lake. MPRB plans to urbanize and overdevelop
this remnant of green space at the expense of the environment. Whatever
potential revenue the development has to offer will come at a great
Opposition to development at NW
environmental cost and incur unreasonably high costs.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

2/27/2017

John Roth

survey

95

development

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

If the sailing school wants a new facility, make them buy property. Parkland
should remain green and will only get worse as the population increases.

Opposition to development at NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

13

Packet Pg. 50

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2/27/2017

Lynn

survey

87

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

1/19/2017

Jenny Bender

survey

7

roads

Harriet Bandshell
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2/10/2017

Joshua Potter

survey

50

roads

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

opposition

Concerned about realigning W. Calhoun Pkwy and relocating sailing, boat
launches, and related activities to the NW side of the lake. It would just move
congestion from NE Calhoun to NW Calhoun.
Putting a gathering area near the entrance to the Sanctuary [Roberts Bird
Sanctuary] is a bad idea because it'll be disruptive to wildlife and act as an
attractant (food).
I don't support reduced traffic flow on Lake St. - only corridor moving east/west
in the area.
Hennepin County cannot accept a lane reduction to two lanes on eastbound
Lake Street because of the amount of traffic Lake Street has, it would increase
congestion, emergency vehicles need less congestion for better response times,
and in the future there would be plans to address speeds if a rebuild were to
occur.

Opposition to Lake St. lane reduction

07-101

low impact

07-101

low impact

opposition

opposition
opposition

Opposition to development at NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

09-302

high impact

Opposition to gathering area near
Roberts Bird Sanctuary

16-201

moderate impact

Opposition to Lake St. lane reduction

07-101

low impact

3/1/2017

Miguel

survey

111

roads

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Reducing Lake Street to two lanes to divert bikes to the street is a bad idea.
When traffic lights are out at E Calhoun Parkway, traffic already backs up to
Dean Pkwy and vice versa. Reducing lanes would only make this situation worse
and cars would be trapped with no way to turn off.
Opposition to Lake St. lane reduction

2/13/2017

Mike Chummers

survey

55

roads

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Reducing the number of lanes on Lake Street is a horrible idea because Lake
Street already gets really backed up with events, traffic, etc.

Opposition to Lake St. lane reduction

07-101

low impact

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

boardwalk

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

concern

Concerned about adding rain gardens and stormwater filtration basins with a
boardwalk because of the loss in green space

Opposition to loss of parkland for
stormwater management

11-201

moderate impact

2/27/2017

Bill Brink

survey

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Please don't move the Yacht Club to the north shore, but rather wait and move it Opposition to moving boat launch to
to the NW shore. Don't wreck the beauty of the north beach in the interim.
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Putting a dock at the north shore will be a major risk for swimming accidents
from large/heavy boats. It will also destroy windsurfing access. Windsurfing has
long been a sport here and part of the allure of Calhoun.

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

opposition

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

2/27/2017

Bill Brink

survey

88

89

2/27/2017

Bill Brink

survey

90

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2/23/2017

blank

survey

74

development

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

Cassie brink

survey

146

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

North beach is used by and appears comfortable for many non-white people in
our community. Taking this beach away that has bus access and each parking
would do them a disservice and violates the stated "fair access to all peoples"
Doesn't support development of north shore on Calhoun. Facilitates boat access
and filing the parking lot. It's already congested enough and adds to the threat of
invasive species.
Opposes boat launch because it will disrupt the openness of the lake causing less
space for recreational activities. As a windsurfer and paddle boarder this will
destroy my summer and I'm not alone. The launch also doesn't seem fully
necessary.
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5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

Please don't eliminate the south mooring field of sailboats, placing them along
the north end instead. North Calhoun can be very windy and boats are often
damaged by constant wind action. It can also be unsafe to moor/unmoor a boat Opposition to moving boat launch to
in windy conditions.
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

3/3/2017

David Ruebeck

survey

172

boats

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

1/19/2017

Jon

survey

8

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/4/2017

Jonathan Townsend

survey

204

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/1/2017

Karl Ledergerber

survey

112

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/4/2017

Matthew Thompson

survey

213

parking

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/1/2017

Miguel

survey

111

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

The plan for the north shore will effectively KILL windsurfing. Too dangerous for
beginners, too crowded with buoys/docks.
Moving the boat launch to the north parking lot is bad fiscal, environmental,
safety, and current user accommodating practice. If you're going to move it, do it
right the first time.
Can't follow the reasoning behind moving the boat launch temporarily to the
north side before moving it to its final place. 1. It would be more cost effective to
move only once. 2. It will have a more severe impact on the lake environment if
moved twice. 3. Moving twice isn't sustainable neither economically or
ecologically.
Uninspired trailer parking ideas, no discussion of parking only for water access.
Adding a group to an already frequently full lot is uninspired. You're
exacerbating the issue without offering solutions. [the plan] Focuses on traffic
interactions of bikes and pedestrians, but ignores parking and use from other
users who don't access [the lake] through rentals. The plan feels neglectful of
some groups.
Please don't install a boat launch at the north swimming beach! It'd be unsafe
for swimmers, young children running between the beach/parking lot,
inequitable as it increases access for boat owners while reducing for everyone
else, and a temporary construct project would be a shameful waste of limited
taxpayer dollars.

opposition

Putting a temporary boat launch on the north side is a horrible idea. 1. It would
be unsafe for people with small water craft. 2. It would be unsafe for all the
families with small kids and it would increase any existing safety concerns. 3.
Presumably boat trailer parking spots would be added, which would be at the
expense of people who depend on that parking and reducing access to those
without boats. That's not equity. 4. Boat traffic next to a swimming beach is
begging for a tragic accident.

opposition

3/1/2017

2/13/2017

Mike

Mike Chummers

survey

survey

109

55

boats

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Moving the boat launch to the north side is a horrible idea. Reasons include: it's
already a busy area for other water craft (SUP, windsurfing, kayak), unsafe for
families coming from beach, less parking for cars w/o trailers, waste of money to
"temporarily" locate before moving to NW area. The plan is not equitable, but
rather it's exclusive because it's a "gift to the sailing community" at the expense
of everyone else. Moving sailing improves their access while reducing it for
Opposition to moving boat launch to
everyone else.
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact
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5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

3/3/2017

Mounir Najm

survey

178

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/2/2017

no response

survey

124

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Moving the dock temporarily to the north side of Calhoun is less than ideal. 1.
The north beach is the biggest beaches and has the biggest parking lot. 2. Water
is shallow here, so it will be a problem for larger boats. 3. The majority of the
wind comes from the south in the summer and with an intern north dock, it will
remove windsurfing as an option on Calhoun. (On of the only lakes in the Twin
Cities windsurfers can enjoy a ride on the water).
Having drivers, generally inexperience boaters/sailors, with trailers and
launching boats from the north would do the opposite of keeping young
swimmers and those using the path safe. Temporary launch is unnecessary to
the area and would cause more harm. Instead of putting the boat launch
temporarily in at the North Beach, just move it to where it's going to go long
term.

opposition

3/1/2017

Rob

survey

107

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/1/2017

Sean Smuda

survey

110

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

2/14/2017

Thomas Franchett

survey

58

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

2/16/2017

Tom

survey

62

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Sees the value in making the NE side [of Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska] less congested,
but finds spending thousands to make a temporary launch only to abandon a
few years later seems a bit of a careless use of money. Also, putting more
concrete by the north swim area would wreck the nature/beauty of the part of
the lake. North beach is also so shallow that many boats will get stuck at the
Opposition to moving boat launch to
bottom unless there was a really long dock.
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Putting a temporary boat launch on the north side is a horrible idea. 1. It would
be unsafe for people with small water craft. 2. It would be unsafe for all the
families with small kids and it would increase any existing safety concerns. 3.
Presumably boat trailer parking spots would be added, which would be at the
expense of people who depend on that parking and reducing access to those
without boats. That's not equity. 4. Boat traffic next to a swimming beach is
begging for a tragic accident.
Moving the launch to the north side [of Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska] would reduce
the usable lake surface that is normally used by boaters, paddlers, windsurfers.
It's also a dangerous place to launch because of the prevailing winds. It also
decreases sailing desirability.
Object to moving the boat launch to north Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska. It would
eliminate most popular and safe place for windsurfing, canoeing, kayaking, and
paddle boarding. Only ones benefiting from the move are sailors, so this seems
like an exclusive plan.
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/4/2017

NAME

Tony

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

218

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

opposition

Moving the boat launch in the interim to the N Calhoun area is a bad idea. Why
not wait until you have sufficient funds to move it once and for all to the NW?
The boat launch on the north would be detrimental for these reasons: 1. Busiest
swimming beach would be adjacent to the launch. 2. Prevailing winds have a
south component in summer and that's bad for launching boats. It's also really
shallow on the north side. 3. This is the premier location in the Twin Cities for
watersport enthusiasts. Windsurfers, stand up paddling, canoeing, kayaking, you Opposition to moving boat launch to
name it. These sports will take a massive hit.
N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-201

moderate impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

09-303

high impact

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Prefers a plan that maximizes accessible green space in NW Bde Maka Ska. The
goal should be to provide recreational opportunities to the neighborhood and
City rather than a narrow group who use the sailing school.
Against moving boat launch & school to NW side of Bde Maka Ska. Its already
too crowded and adding more traffic is unwise.

Opposition to moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

09-303

high impact

Opposition to moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

09-303

high impact

3/2/2017

Allan Campbell

survey

120

boats

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2/17/2017

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

boats

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

3/3/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

197

boats

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

30

paths

Lyndale Park

opposition

I oppose moving the sailing school and congestion to the northwest side as a
solution to congestion.
Replacing a sidewalk and bike lanes on Roseway Road with a multi use trail is
misguided. There's too much pedestrian and bike traffic for this combination.
Parking shouldn't be a priority since cars don't use this stretch as much as bikes
and pedestrians.

Opposition to multi use trail along
Roseway Road

17-201

moderate impact

17-201

moderate impact

3/4/2017

3/2/2017

Angie Wilz

survey

217

email

paths

Lyndale Park

opposition

Concerned to see separate walking and biking paths along the Rose Garden are
combine into a share-use path to accommodate more parking. This will increase Opposition to multi use trail along
conflicts between people walking and biking making it less safe for both users.
Roseway Road

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

The name should remain Calhoun. Changing it may cause a ripple effect on
surrounding businesses and establishments that have their name tied to Lake
Opposition to name restoration of
Calhoun. Keep the signs with both names, but no more money should go to this. Bde Maka Ska

14-201

moderate impact

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

The name should remain Calhoun. Changing it may cause a ripple effect on
surrounding businesses and establishments that have their name tied to Lake
Opposition to name restoration of
Calhoun. Keep the signs with both names, but no more money should go to this. Bde Maka Ska

14-201

moderate impact

Keep both names, offer more info on both names [Calhoun and Bde Maka Ska]
via some QR codes, print patter, signs, etc. Educate, not eliminate.

14-201

moderate impact

14-201

moderate impact

Please drop the new name for Lake Calhoun. Unnecessary change that confuses Opposition to name restoration of
everyone. Lots of places are named after less than honorable people.
Bde Maka Ska

14-201

moderate impact

3/2/2017

Larry Wilz

email

3/2/2017

George

survey

153

lake name

3/2/2017

Ginny Halloran

survey

132

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

1/20/2017

Kirk Michelson

survey

12

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

I like the name Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and vote to keep it as is.

Opposition to name restoration of
Bde Maka Ska
Opposition to name restoration of
Bde Maka Ska
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Don't change the name of Lake Calhoun. Mr. Calhoun did what was acceptable in
his era. If you persist in renaming the lake, be sure to mention the Indians who Opposition to name restoration of
slaughtered a lot of caucasian settlers in New Ulm, MN.
Bde Maka Ska
Opposition to name restoration of
No one will call it Bde Maka Ska. Call it [the lake] Bde Maka and it might catch on Bde Maka Ska

2/28/2027

Lake Walker

survey

100

lake name

2/22/2017

Luke

survey

71

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

The name isn't Lake John C. Calhoun" and most people didn't know the root of
Lake Calhoun. While it's wonderful to recognize and celebrate the role the lake
played for native peoples, changing the name should be rejected.
Invest in staffing all parks before investing in new development

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

14-201

moderate impact

14-201

moderate impact

Opposition to name restoration of
Bde Maka Ska
Opposition to new development

14-201
00-305

moderate impact
high impact

2/28/2027
2/7/2017

Rodgers Adams
Anon

survey
survey

97
40

lake name
general MPRB

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition
general
opposition

2/17/2017

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

development

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

Against taking away limited green space and replacing it with
hardcover(buildings, docks, etc.) around the lake.

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

As a taxpayer, it's hard to believe the plan proposes such expensive projects in
order to urbanize this area through altering the landscape in numerous ways.
The vision seems more about development than a balance of cost effective
enhancements on a manageable scale. Reconstructing this area will be
excessively costly and set up taxpayers to foot the bill for not only construction
but maintenance. This is fiscally irresponsible.

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

general

opposition

Opposed to building any new buildings and parking areas. There's already limited
green space, concrete and asphalt. Parks cannot sustain any more loss in green
space and will be harmed by more development.
Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

Trying to develop areas around the shoreline of the lake to accommodate more
usage is illogical. Any development, other than the green space bridge, will
reduce the footprint and usable area of the lake.
Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

3/3/2017

2/27/2017

Constance Pepin

John Roth

survey

survey

197

95

development

development

3/4/2017

Jonathan Townsend

survey

204

development

opposition

1/18/2017

local resident

survey

4

development

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

The parks have finite limits on their ability to accommodate users. Creating
additional facilities and structures may worsen the quality of the parks.

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

3/1/2017

Mike

survey

109

development

general

opposition

The plan is trying to do way too much. It has enough "amenities" and doesn't
need more "development" aside from maintaining what already exists.

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

2/13/2017

Mike Chummers

survey

55

development

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Visitor center is terrible idea. There should be less development, not more.

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

3/1/2017

Sean Smuda

survey

110

development

general

opposition

Opposition to new development

00-305

high impact

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

parking

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Opposition to parking lots; in favor of
on-street parking

03-302

high impact

The plan is trying to do way too much. It has enough "amenities" and doesn't
need more "development" aside from maintaining what already exists.
Put parking in better spots. Instead of parking lots, have on-street parking on
one-way roads on the non-lake side. It should be done around Calhoun and 2
parking lots could become green space.
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

paths

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

81

parking

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

survey

96

parking

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

Jesse

survey

9

paths

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

paths

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

3/3/2017

Peter N

survey

160

paths

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

Rerouting bike trail along W Harriet Pkwy is a good idea, but there still needs to
be a connection to allow bikers to go clockwise at Harriet. The pedestrian east- Opposition to pedestrian-only use of
west axial path between Roberts and W Harriet Pkwy. should also include a bike proposed east-west axial path at the
trail.
Harriet Bandshell
Opposition to reduced parking at
Please don't remove parking spaces in east parking lot.
Harriet Bandshell
Parking removal, while I generally approve, is extremely problematic for
Opposition to reduced parking at
launching boats, especially at the start/end of the season.
Harriet Bandshell
Rerouting cyclists at the Harriet Bandshell is a bad idea. New route would have
cyclists going down hill, pick up more speed before reaching a high pedestrian
area at the Bandshell. Probability of high-speed crashes between bike/ped will Opposition to rerouting bike trail
increase.
around Harriet Bandshell area
Moving the bike path away from the bandshell. It seems like you're saying bikers Opposition to rerouting bike trail
are second class and not welcome in that area.
around Harriet Bandshell area
At the bandshell where cycling/skating paths are planned to be rerouted far
away from shore, many cyclists and skaters will be confused/unwilling to detour
and will stay by the lakeshore regardless. Best to keep them closer to the Lake to Opposition to rerouting bike trail
avoid that.
around Harriet Bandshell area

opposition

Would like the recommendation to develop the west entrance to Roberts Bird
Sanctuary removed. In the Roberts Bird Sanctuary master plan, which they were
involved with, ADA accessibility to the Sanctuary is already planned on the east
side near the Rose Garden. Because of this, it' unnecessary to use scare funds for Opposition to Roberts Bird Sanctuary
an additional ADA accessible entrance on the west side.
west entrance modifications

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

2/26/2017

June

survey

2/27/2017

Orest

1/19/2017

3/4/2017

Audubon Chapter of
Minneapolis

email

paths

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

3/4/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

212

3/4/2017

Chuck Spear

survey

207/208

1/29/2017

Carlie

survey

32

Harriet Bandshell

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

Roberts Bird Sanctuary Harriet Bandshell

opposition

at-grade crossings

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

maintenance, public
art

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
opposition

opposition

The recommendation to "improve the west entrance into Roberts Bird
Sanctuary, making it ADA accessible" is confusing because the master plan states
the Sanctuary is excluded from the plan. It's also inconsistent with the Roberts
Management Plan. This recommendation should be removed because it's
inconsistent with the approved plan for the Sanctuary.
Since Roberts Bird Sanctuary isn't covered in the Plan's project area, the
recommendation to develop the west entrance to the Sanctuary doesn't belong
in this master plan.
Proposed roundabout at 36th, per the drawing (pg 136 or 50/58) is dangerous
because of the dynamic flow of traffic merging/exiting from all directions with no
protective physical barrier.
Money needs to be spent on maintaining what we have ex: green areas (brown
and full of weeds) and trails (some paths in disrepair) rather than spending it on
public art projects.

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

16-202

moderate impact

16-103

low impact

16-103

low impact

16-203

moderate impact

16-203

moderate impact

16-203

moderate impact

16-204

moderate impact

Opposition to Roberts Bird Sanctuary
west entrance modifications

16-204

moderate impact

Opposition to Roberts Bird Sanctuary
west entrance modifications

16-204

moderate impact

Opposition to roundabout at W 36th
Street

11-202

moderate impact

Opposition to spending money on the
Bde Maka Ska public art project

13-201

moderate impact
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

3/4/2017

Matthew Thompson

survey

213

boardwalk

3/4/2017

Matthew Thompson

survey

213

land bridge

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

SENTIMENT

The plan to redevelop Bde Maka Ska involves investing in a wealthy area of our
city while neighborhood parks are unstaffed. MPRB prioritizes development over
staffing neighborhood parks resulting in not meeting community needs. The
whole plan is a waste of resources.
Opposition to the Master Plan

survey

40

general

Master Plan

opposition

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

general

Master Plan

opposition

2/27/2017

Brian

survey

92

Master Plan

3/4/2017

Chuck Spear

survey

207/208

Master Plan

1/19/2017

Jon

survey

survey

95

8

1/18/2017

local resident

survey

4

3/4/2017
3/2/2017

Matthew Thompson
Sam

survey
survey

213
159

Master Plan

general

general

Master Plan

THEME

opposition

opposition

Anon

John Roth

COMMENT SUMMARY

Why cut off access with the boardwalk? The area is great and has many access
points from any parking space. Limiting those points by hardscaping or beautiful
lake sucks. It also limits the access points and further exacerbates the parking
issue. You're creating a higher priority for limited points. you're removing north
access for windsurfers, then eliminating backup areas used when parking is full Opposition to the boardwalk at NW
by placing a boardwalk in between lake and shore.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
The land bridge is cool, but a waste of money with so many other interactions
left unresolved.
Opposition to the land bridge

2/7/2017

2/27/2017

low
moderate
high
no impact
THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

09-201

moderate impact

08-202

moderate impact

00-306

high impact

Opposition to the Master Plan

00-306

high impact

opposition

Where's the emphasis on more space? It's [the master plan] overcrowded.
The fact the Harriet Streetcar Line wasn't extended to Calhoun, or mentioned,
verifies how out of touch this board is. The streetcar is the one regional assets
that separates this location from any other city or region in Minnesota. The
proposal is a shuttle? If this is the best plan you can come up with, just save
money and leave it alone.

Opposition to the Master Plan

00-306

high impact

opposition

[In regards to bike and pedestrian concerns listed] I feel really uncomfortable
with the plans as drafted. I personally prefer not to die.

Opposition to the Master Plan

00-306

high impact

opposition

1. All language implying that the plan represents the public should be removed.
2. You should redo it [the plan] and resubmit it for public comment. Draft plan
was written in a way that implied it reflected the desires of the public and was
final, but it does/is neither of those things.

Opposition to the Master Plan

00-306

high impact

opposition

The plan is trying to be as inclusive as possible and treat everything equally.
Great in theory, but not possible. Has there been a REAL study on who uses and
how they use the lake? Plan "loves the lake to death"
Opposition to the Master Plan

00-306

high impact

00-306

high impact

00-306
00-306

high impact
high impact

Master Plan

opposition

Master Plan
Master Plan

opposition
opposition

The planning efforts appear to reject the original concept of a simple, natural
area. Instead, it favors over-development with new structures, facilities, and
amenities. The overall approach is at odds with original intent/design of parks
and will impair/remove what has been highly regarded in Minneapolis parks.
Opposition to the Master Plan
Uninspired solutions for regular and longtime users in the failed attempt to gain
access for short term single period visitors. Cuts off support base for the lake to
make it look good.
Opposition to the Master Plan
If it ain't broke, don't fix it.
Opposition to the Master Plan
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

2/25/2017

Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore

survey

76

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/27/2017

Brandi K

survey

94

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

3/4/2017

Constance Pepin

survey

212

amenities

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/26/2017

Eric Wellmann

survey

82

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/22/2017

John Berg

survey

72

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/25/2017

Lee TCSC Sailor

survey

77

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/27/2017

Orest

survey

96

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/28/2027

Paul Clausen

survey

101

boats

Harriet Bandshell

opposition

2/13/2017

Mike Chummers

survey

55

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

Concerned about semi-circular area in front of the bandshell and how it would
affect mooring.
Moving the boat launch away from the docks would be problematic. Right now
non-buoy renters typically launch and bring the boat to the dock, then move
their car for the next person. LHYC hosts many out of town sailors each
summers. Perhaps a small floating docks could be used if the dock has to be
moved further away from the launch.
Please remove the semi-circle pier idea from Lake Harriet. Whatever purpose it
could serve is not worth the money or disruption to the lake, even if the Met
Council pays. The shoreline is already well-used and doesn’t need this
extravagant overbuild.
Semi-circular pier behind bandshell appears to protrude and not match lake
shape. It also appears to displace/eliminate mooring buoys away from the sailing
dock.
Proposed semicircular pier behind bandshell looks like it takes out many
mooring buoys which is concerning because they are closest to the dock &
tenders.
Proposed semicircular pier behind bandshell looks like it takes out many
mooring buoys which is concerning because they are closest to the dock &
tenders.
Making the green space [with the dock expansion] is at the expense of the
buoys, taking a significant amount of available space.
Highly skeptical of the shoreline extension behind the bandshell. It would
significantly encroach on the mooring field and reduce open area used for
approaching the sailboat dock.
Two-way bike path on the north side is a horrible idea and completely
unnecessary, one-way path most safe. It would also cause confusion and
accidents since it's only partial.

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

natural resources

Harriet

opposition

Disapprove of thinning trees/ using shorter varieties just for a view.

2/22/2017

Luke

survey

71

natural resources

general

opposition

2/12/2017

Steven Knuteson

survey

53

natural resources

opposition

3/2/2017

Greg Hoseth

survey

145

boats

suggestion

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

Tin Fish

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

sailing

stop cutting down trees
Doesn't like the idea of removing "invasive species" because it's expensive,
ineffective, and damages natural areas.
Currently lake use is sail boating, canoe, kayak, and paddle board. Would like
water activities for the disabled, veterans, and senior citizens. There are boats
that operate without internal combustion engines to keep the non-motorized
designation.
Tin Fish set up is still a mess. Encourage them to offer faster lunch experience.
Lines are so long and it's difficult to wait that long. Overall attitude of the owner
is also not very customer friendly.
Hope the sailing school and yacht club will eventually be able to rent sailboats to
members or the public.

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion
suggestion

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell

16-205

moderate impact

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell

16-205

moderate impact

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell

16-205

moderate impact

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell

16-205

moderate impact

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell

16-205

moderate impact

16-205

moderate impact

16-205

moderate impact

16-205

moderate impact

08-203

moderate impact

02-301

high impact

02-301

high impact

02-301

high impact

05-502

no impact (scope)

05-502

no impact (scope)

05-502

no impact (scope)

Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell
Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell
Opposition to the pier at Harriet
Bandshell
Opposition to two-way bike trail along
W Lake Street
Opposition to vegetation
management
Opposition to vegetation
management
Opposition to vegetation
management

Suggestion regarding
concessions/enterprises
Suggestion regarding
concessions/enterprises
Suggestion regarding
concessions/enterprises
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

2/28/2027

NAME

Lake Walker

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

100

4

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

Tin Fish

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

COMMENT SUMMARY

Consider having the Tin Fish open for more months of the year.

THEME

Suggestion regarding
concessions/enterprises

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

05-502

no impact (scope)

05-502
00-503

no impact (scope)
no impact (design
implementation)

suggestion

When the refectory became the Tin Fish concession, no commercial restaurants
were within a few blocks of Calhoun. Now, with so many food options around, it
would be best to return the refectory back to a more modest "hot dog and
Suggestion regarding
popsicle" stand concept. It would also save a lot of money.
concessions/enterprises
Suggestion / concern about detailed
Two-way bike trails should be at least 12 feet wide
design of facilities

concern

Question feasibility of landing areas along E Calhoun Pkwy, specifically at W 33rd Suggestion / concern about detailed
Street
design of facilities

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)

transportation

suggestion

Request coordination with Metro Transit to ensure "transit circulator" would
connect to the wider transit network.

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)

natural resources

suggestion

While naturalization occurs, there should be clear recreation areas, to protect
the environmental restoration

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)

suggestion

Further investigation into layering shoreline restoration, stormwater
management, and restored habitat should be explored and are consistent with
recommendations on pg 33.

1/18/2017

local resident

survey

Tin Fish

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

paths

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

trails

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

2/8/2017

Amy

survey

44

natural resources

3/1/2017

Andrew D

survey

106

boats

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

natural resources

3/1/2017

Cynthia Callanan

survey

105

1/21/2017

Doug

survey

16

trails

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

bikes/pedestrians

3/2/2017

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

general
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

suggestion
suggestion

concern

concern
Access and
Circulation
E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion
suggestion

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities
Suggestion / concern about detailed
Signs to engage people in caring for lake water quality and surrounding habitat. design of facilities
Have designated lanes for trailer parking only, like at the Harriet permit parking Suggestion / concern about detailed
lot, to ensure access to the lakes for launching.
design of facilities
Unclear from the plan if curb cut on the north side of the boat shed by the boat
ramp is included in the plan. Currently, there isn't one there and the curb cut
south of the boat of the boat shed is next to the boat ramp close to the lake. This
is a safety hazard when boats are trying to launch for races/events.
In regards to the "runner-made trails" - instead of using pavement as a solution
to address erosion by these trails, find a surfacing that can be put down to
provide a softer surface than pavement. Many people using these runner-made
trails do it because pavement is too hard.
Would encourage some experimentation of various methods to address the
access challenges to see how they would work on the ground.
Some picnic tables or benches on green space on the east side of the lake would
be great.

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities
Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

00-503
00-503

00-503
00-503

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

SURVEY #

COMMENT SUMMARY

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

103

Harriet

concern

The steps are steep and difficult to walk down [at upper Harriet.]

survey

96

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

survey

186

concern

If the expansion happens, the buoys should be adjusted accordingly.
Not everyone has a computer/smartphone for receiving park or programming
information. Very disappointed to not receive summer schedule in the mail.
Understands costs, but it means I miss several weeks of events before
remembering to look things up. Hope a public/private partnership can remedy
this.

concern

Want to make sure it's clear the Dakota people aren't historical, but are our
current neighbors. And being displace from the lake by white people isn't
something that's over, but is an on-going problem we still can/should address
through any/all means of restorative justice. [In introduction]

72

2/25/2017

Lee TCSC Sailor

survey

77

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

2/27/2017

Orest

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

Julia

survey

185

3/3/2017

Nan

survey

173

survey

1/23/2017

Robyne Robinson

survey

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

amenities

185

3/3/2017

Orest

SENTIMENT

Making the fishing dock attractive so people don't use the boat dock. Fishers
don't like the high railing.
When reconfiguring the boat shed, additional storage would be appreciated for
LHYC and TCSC.

survey

2/27/2017

SPECIFIC LOCATION

suggestion

John Berg

Julia

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

low
moderate
high
no impact

Harriet Bandshell

2/22/2017

3/3/2017

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

96

27

THEME

Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities
Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities
Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities
Suggestion / concern about detailed
design of facilities

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-503

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-503
00-503
00-503

concern

Current property use around the lakes isn't environmentally friendly or inviting. I
have friends who feel very uncomfortable using the lakes because of the excess
of wealth on display directly across from these areas.
1. My students in Minneapolis also have not even been to Lake Superior. 2.
Someone needs to replace the explore mn president as we all wanted buses to
take people to state/national parks. We're an aged society and need
transportation.

concern

The ones running the boat rentals don't appear to be given any training on how
to inform renters of using the boats and sharing space. It's challenging in windy
conditions with all the traffic and inexperienced renters.

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

roads

concern

Hennepin is already congested from Lake St. to 36th St. The narrowing of 36th
St. means traffic is backed up from Lyndale to Lake Calhoun. Very few people use Suggestion / concern is beyond the
the bike path, poor decision. Leave Hennepin and 36th St alone.
scope of master plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

natural resources

suggestion

It should be consistently noted plantings will be native and lakes are pesticidefree zones.

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

suggestion

[lines 1 & 2, pg 58] Potential for parking ramp to be incorporated into a mixeduse development?

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

housing

concern

boats

Access and
Circulation
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Since Hennepin County opposes removing lanes at Lake Street we recommend a
test be conducted on the south lane nearest Calhoun. A temporary bike lane
could be installed to see whether reducing lanes would truly have a significant
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
impact on traffic.
scope of this Master Plan

2/27/2017

Midtown Greenway
Coalition

email

roads

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

transportation

suggestion

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

housing

suggestion

Request further study around walkability/transit in and to these parks to better
understand how they function as paths and place within the city.
Most of the best views are in the real estate overlooking the lakes. Advocate for
housing around the lakes that's affordable to those other than the wealthy.
Include a section in the master plan as a way of formally taking a stance on
advocating access to parks by all people.

2/8/2017

Amy

survey

44

housing

suggestion

Contain or prevent future development, especially around Lake Calhoun.

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

suggestion

Cedar lake is a greatly underserved resource. It'd be great if a boat launch was
restore there with a small area for trailer parking. It takes about 30 min to get
from the Calhoun launch to Cedar with an electric motor.

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

3/1/2017

Andrew D

survey

106

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

general

Cedar Lake

suggestion

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

roads

suggestion

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

roads

suggestion

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

roads

suggestion

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

paths

Lyndale Park

suggestion

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

paths

Lyndale Park

suggestion

2/17/2017

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

parking

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

A big part of the cause of Lake Street traffic is limited choices. If gaps in the
street grid were filled in, it would take pressure off Lake Street. Examples: local
road around north of Cedar Lake - between lake and 394, open Cedar Lake Rd
across the railroad tracks by JCC, connect Penn Ave from Bryn Mawr to
Kenwood, connect France Ave south of Lake Street to north of Lake Street. While
there would be neighborhood objections, the healthy and logical transportation Suggestion / concern is beyond the
network of the city should override local concerns.
scope of this Master Plan
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
Suggestion for subway from downtown to Uptown under the lakes.
scope of this Master Plan
Elevate Lake Street with green boulevard to help mitigate sound, sight, and
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
pollution - also difficult.
scope of this Master Plan
Convert Dupont Ave S to one-way from Roseway Rd to W 36th St. and place a
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
two-way bike trail on Lakewood side along this stretch.
scope of this Master Plan
Create a Lakewood Cemetery Bicycle Grand Rounds. It would help to create less Suggestion / concern is beyond the
crowding in bike network and make a connection.
scope of this Master Plan
Adding amenities to NW area of Bde Maka Ska will attract more cars in an area
that already has limited parking. Ivy Lane and 32nd should be permit parking for Suggestion / concern is beyond the
residents so they have access to their property.
scope of this Master Plan

3/3/2017

Derrick Frese

survey

167

paths

suggestion

Pave the "trail" along Minnehaha Creek from Lake Harriet west to the boundary Suggestion / concern is beyond the
with the City of Edina. It's all parkland and is a mess because it is used by a trail. scope of this Master Plan

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

3/2/2017

Ginny Halloran

survey

132

2/18/2017

Jane Griffith

survey

64

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

suggestion

COMMENT SUMMARY

Contact descendants of John C. Calhoun to see if they'd be interested in being a
part of the current solution. See if they'd partially fund proposed developments
costs, including a Native American info center. 2. Set up a Lake Calhoun
Scholarship for African Americans living in Minneapolis. It' be wonderful if
positive outcomes to support Native Americans and African Americans could be
funded by the John C. Calhoun Family descendants.
Please fix playgrounds in Powderhorn Park and stop only spending money in
wealthier neighborhoods.
Composting and recycling at all parks in all seasons would be great. Providing the
means to contribute to our communities would be a neat way for people to
engage.

THEME

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan
Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

no impact (scope)

00-506

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern is beyond the
scope of this Master Plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

suggestion

We need outdoor heated patios and ski buses coming to pick families/kids up in Suggestion / concern is beyond the
cities/suburbs as other states do. Re parks, esp. state parks.
scope of this Master Plan

00-506

no impact (scope)

natural resources

suggestion

Want the plan to provide a framework for long term ecological health of the
lakes.

Suggestion / concern regarding lake
health

02-502

no impact (scope)

Suggestion / concern regarding lake
health
Suggestion for a canoe/kayak specific
launch

02-502

no impact (scope)

05-201

moderate impact

05-202

moderate impact

05-202
05-202

moderate impact
moderate impact

Powderhorn Park

maintenance

suggestion

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

The issue planners need to focus on is not a shortage of amenities, but rather
the over-utilization of the park. This is caused by the seemingly unending
developments in the Uptown area due to "relaxed" zoning and land use
regulations. The Park Board should be an advocate of parks and inform the City
of the implications on the parks of their densification policy.

survey

4

3/3/2017

Nan

survey

173

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

3/1/2017

Ginny Halloran

survey

118

natural resources

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
suggestion

Having clean, healthy water bodies should be a guarantee over the next 25
years, or at least be an important goal backed by action plans.

2/27/2017

Brandi K

survey

94

boats

Harriet

suggestion

3/2/2017

Bill

survey

130

skate park

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Would be nice to see some sort of canoe/kayak launch area.
Fully support building the skate park in the NW corner of the park. I grew up
skateboarding and want to pass it on to my children. Great for all skill levels and
draw people from outside to come skate. Skate parks tend to be used
consistently throughout a day. Putting money/effort into a skate park is good for
the whole community.
Suggestion for a skate/bike park

suggestion
suggestion

A skate park should be included in the master plan for updating the NW corner
of what is now formerly Lake Calhoun. Skate parks and wheeled sports parks
provide safe and friendly places for people to learn and enjoy action sports. It
would be shortsighted for the Minneapolis Park Board to not include an area of
this type in all it's park updates.
A skate park is needed

survey
survey

219
198

park use

suggestion

local resident

Bill Anstedt
Mark

THEME IMPACT

00-506

1/18/2017

3/4/2017
3/4/2017

THEME ID

skate park
skate park

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
general

Suggestion for a skate/bike park
Suggestion for a skate/bike park
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

1/21/2017

Paul Forsline

survey

20

skate park

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

3/1/2017

Scott

survey

108

skate park

general

suggestion

Supports having a skate park in NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska. Skateboarding is an
equity activity - all ages, incomes, backgrounds can participate. Not including the
skate park because residents around NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska isn't reason
enough to not have it. As a regional park, the plan should represent interests of
all community members. Teens need representation and activities. There's a lack
of new, updated activities for youth in the plan. Youth don't seem well
represented in the plan.
Suggestion for a skate/bike park
Make sure we have a skate park a Lake Calhoun. Make sure there's an equity
focus and youth/teen activities aren't overlooked.
Suggestion for a skate/bike park

1/18/2017

Scott

survey

1

skate park

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Would like to see a skate park in the NW area of Calhoun

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

05-202

moderate impact

05-202

moderate impact

Suggestion for a skate/bike park

05-202

moderate impact

05-202

moderate impact

05-202

moderate impact

17-202

moderate impact

1/18/2017

Stephane Pannier

survey

3

skate park

general

suggestion

1. Disappointed there's only one skate/bike park location in the plan. Skate park
is used often, but BMXer also use skate parks. BMXer, mountain bikers also use
pathways around the lake, so it would make sense to be able to ride from home,
around the lake, and go to a skate/bike park. Best park of skate/bike parks is
they don't have to be in premium locations. Most skates/bikers would
appreciate a place to call home in South Minneapolis. With archery relocated,
build a proper drainage system and a skate/bike park there. St. Louis Park is
doing that in an area that gets flooded (check project at Carpenter Park). 2. I
wish our community of skateboarders and BMXers was heard and represented
more.
Suggestion for a skate/bike park

3/3/2017

William Welk

survey

163

skate park

general

suggestion

Recommend building at minimum of one pocket skate park/wheel park around
the lake due to the high frequency of wheel activities around the lake.

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

suggestion

Convert Roseway Rd to one-way and add two-way bike trail.

3/4/2017

Audubon Chapter of
Minneapolis

suggestion

Acknowledge that the lakes are important to the Chain of Lakes Important Bird
Area ("an area identified as being globally important for the conservation of bird Suggestion for changes to the Master
populations") because many species have be recorded within the area.
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

suggestion

1. The graphic on page 113 should be scaled down to reflect conformance to the
Shoreland Overlay District. 2. The following on page 92 should be deleted or
rephrased to reflect that the space is public and available to all: "Pedestrians
who are not customers of Tin Fish lack opportunities to access the water."3. The
underlined portion should be added to the sentence on page 93: Boardwalks and
docks will continue to provide seating and access to the waterfront that can be
enjoyed by all. 4. Add a statement about honoring the Shoreland Overlay District
around the lakes should be included. 5. Relocated boat launches should be
Suggestion for changes to the Master
designed to have better boat inspections for aquatic invasive species.
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

email

general

document

Master Plan

Suggestion for a skate/bike park
Suggestion for alternative design for
Roseway Rd
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

00-101

low impact

00-101

low impact

00-101

low impact

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

natural resources

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

document

Master Plan

suggestion

Explain and justify the benefits of rain gardens, stormwater filtration basins, and
a boardwalk on the eastern shore
Would like to correct a statement in the plan (pg 159). "The maintenance area is
disliked by neighbors and Roberts Birds Sanctuary advocates…" Can't speak for
all neighbors, but Friends of Roberts has not expressed dislike for the
maintenance area.

suggestion

1. The map text (street names, legends) in chapter 4 are illegible. 2. [4.1 & 4.2
pg52] The roads around the lakes are not a major component of the regional
transportation system. But they may serve a regional purpose for bicyclists. 3.
[paragraph 1 pg52 Bikes are technically vehicles, so consider "people travelling
by bike and by car" or "bicyclists and motorists" instead of using the phrase
"…both by bicycle and by vehicle." 4. [For maps on 49 & 50] Check for accuracy
in how bikeways are portrayed in the maps (one-way vs. two-way, existing vs.
planned, trail vs. road). Also look at how bike connections are defined in the
legend.

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

3/4/2017

Walter Pitt

email

3/2/2017

Aaron

survey

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

134

3/4/2017

Dixie

survey

216

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

1/19/2017

John

survey

5

buildings/structures

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

paths

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

opposition

suggestion

paths

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
suggestion
E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
suggestion
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

Naturalized areas should be selected to optimize landscape connectivity,
augment park aesthetics, create a balance with recreation, be multi-functional.
The graphic [on page 113] doesn't respect the Shoreland Overlay District.
Disturbing there's a plan to violate this for a for-profit private/public partnership.
The master plan should honor the Shoreland Overlay district for both
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Harriet.
Dislikes moving bikes into a protected on-street section of Lake Street earlier
than the bridge over the channel. It removes the leisure aspect making it strictly
functional.
1. Map keys are too tiny to read. Suggest that all combine illustrations (two lakes
to a page) be split so each lake has its own page to make it easier to read keys,
labels, symbols, etc. 2. Disappointed the lakes historical and cultural resources
aren't described in Chapter 5. This is an opportunity to call out these items and
make readers aware of what all is within the parks. 3. Gray columns with gray
lettering are hard to read. Font needs to be higher contrast or a bright white
instead of gray.
I live on W. Lake Street near Dean Parkway. Traffic calming would greatly
enhance the experience of the lakes and reduce the hazards brought by
speeding drivers.
Would like to see a Barnes Dance light cycle be considered for 36th Street as an
interim solution.
Please repair or replace bike/pedestrian paths around Calhoun

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]
Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]
Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

THEME IMPACT
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

SURVEY #

3/2/2017

Mike

survey

148

2/27/2017

Nicole Freeberg

survey

93

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

3/4/2017

Peter Sussman

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

3/3/2017

2/25/2017

Hennepin County staff email
Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore
survey

76

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

2/27/2017

Brandi K

survey

94

1/19/2017

Carol Dines

survey

10

3/4/2017

Chuck Spear

survey

207/208

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

boats

215

SPECIFIC LOCATION

2/26/2017

Eric Wellmann

survey

82

boats

2/28/2027

Jennifer Spiller

survey

102

amenities

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

Harriet

suggestion

Love having sailboats at Harriet. Understands there are several great sailing
programs on the lake, promote them! Keep their dock and boat shed.

Harriet

suggestion

Include acknowledgement of TCSC. It's a big park of the Lake Harriet culture.

Harriet Bandshell

THEME

Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]
Suggestion for changes to the Master
Plan [incorporated]

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-101

low impact

00-101

low impact

suggestion

1. Current number of concert attendees is typically in the hundreds. Popular
concerts may attract a thousand listeners spread out over the seating and
hillside, while thousands gather for the annual Minnesota Orchestra concert. 2.
The new proposed restroom is shown graphically as having a sloped/hip roof,
though not labeled as such or otherwise described in the text. That traditional
style of roof inspired Milo Thompson's design for the 1986 bandshell and has
since been repeated in other buildings in the area. Stating a policy of continuing
to follow the precedent of that historic tradition in this area would be
Suggestion for changes to the Master
appropriate.
Plan [incorporated]

00-101

low impact

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

[paragraph 2, line 2 pg52] Clarify the term traffic - Is it cars only or bikes,
pedestrians, transit, etc.?

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

general

suggestion

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

Harriet

concern

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

suggestion

At the beginning, clarify why Lake of the Isles was excluded from this report.
Surprised there's no mention of the Twin Cities Sailing Club in the master plan
since we and the Lake Harriet Yacht Club own and operate most of the boats on
the lake.
Confusing that NE Calhoun focus area says bike facility will be replaced. It's
contradictory to pg 55 that shows a two-way bike facility under the bridge in
addition to a pedestrian path. While there's a note that says it may be removed,
this is confusing.

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

Harriet

concern

Maybe missed it, but Twin Cities Sailing Club wasn't mentioned. There are over Suggestion for clarification in the
200+ sailors in addition to Lake Harriet Yacht Club/Youth Sailing/Adaptive Sailing. Master Plan

00-102

low impact

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Why make the playground along E Calhoun for older children instead of small
children? It's been a great spot for young children in the neighborhood.

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

What is a "gateway?" If it requires a complete stop, most serious cyclists will
Suggestion for clarification in the
probably just use the parkway street and shift danger from ped/bike to car/bike. Master Plan

00-102

low impact

suggestion

1. Unclear if there's a change to boat racks currently adjacent to boat rentals.
These racks and shack are mainly for the club's active kids program. Concerned
this activity is disregard in the plan. 2. Will the new pathway to the bird
sanctuary prevent car access to the boat ramp for launching/retrieving boats?

00-102

low impact

00-102

low impact

NE Calhoun/Bde
providing information Maka Ska

playgrounds

low
moderate
high
no impact

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan
Suggestion for clarification in the
What happened to installing adult athletic equipment stations around Calhoun? Master Plan
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

185

Master Plan

suggestion

survey

96

Harriet

concern

Paul Clausen

survey

101

Master Plan

suggestion

Poorly maintained trails have not been addressed. Big ideas are great, but basics
seem to have been forgotten.
Appreciate the historical context, but have met plenty of white people who are
appalled at Calhoun being honored in our city because they're also anti-slavery
and anti-erasure. [In introduction]
Concerned that Twin Cities Sailing Club isn't mentioned in the plan, while other
sailing/yacht clubs are mentioned. This organization has 200+ active members
who use/contribute to the vibrancy of Harriet.
Pleased to see ambitious plans, but with the general state of
deteriorating/poorly maintained infrastructure in the park system, a priority has
to be maintaining/replacing existing offerings.

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

1/19/2017

Jenny Bender

survey

7

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

2/27/2017

Orest

2/28/2027

maintenance

Natural Resources suggestion

THEME

00-102

low impact

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

00-102

low impact

Walking paths should be fully ADA accessible around both lakes.

Suggestion for completely accessible
walking paths

03-401

no impact (support)

Plan should outline in more detail ways to protect the ecological health of the
lakes from potential expanded public use.

Suggestion for greater environmental
focus

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

02-302

high impact

44

natural resources
environmental
protection

Natural Resources suggestion

survey

80

natural resources

Natural Resources suggestion

Please preserve natural areas.

Suggestion for greater environmental
focus
Suggestion for greater environmental
focus
Suggestion for greater environmental
focus

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

natural resources

Natural Resources suggestion

Focus of improvements should be preserving, or increasing, natural space.

Suggestion for greater environmental
focus

3/1/2017

Ginny Halloran

survey

118

environmental
protection

Natural Resources suggestion

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

natural resources

Natural Resources suggestion

2/9/2017

Linda Huhn

survey

45

general

Natural Resources suggestion

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

2/8/2017

Amy

survey

2/26/2017

Birgit

2/17/2017

Natural Resources suggestion

THEME IMPACT

Suggestion for clarification in the
Master Plan

1. The "Environment theme" should include an emphasis on environmental
protection. 2. The natural resources recommendations are a piecemeal
approach and reflect a lack of vision in regards to environmental stewardship.
Revise existing Natural Resources recommendations to be more robust and
unambiguous about protecting/enhancing the environment. 3. A vision of
overarching environmental stewardship is missing from the plan and should be
added.
Maintain a healthy ecosystem (prevent erosion, trees for birds, maintain nonmotorized use) in addition to preserving lake view

3/3/2017

THEME ID

Would like the focus/emphasis on preserving "health" natural environment and Suggestion for greater environmental
use of earth/people friendly materials to be increased.
focus
Suggestion for greater environmental
Please leave more 'natural' areas
focus
Everything should preserve and enhance the natural - keeping as much original Suggestion for greater environmental
as possible.
focus
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

3/4/2017

Audubon Chapter of
Minneapolis

email

natural resources

Natural Resources suggestion

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

natural resources

suggestion

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

Harriet

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

1/18/2017

Ashok

survey

2

bikes/pedestrians

1/21/2017

Doug

survey

16

roads

3/3/2017

Gordon Shetler

survey

174

2/15/2017

Kevin M

survey

60

bikes/pedestrians

2/12/2017

Lisbeth Petersen

survey

52

bikes/pedestrians

3/2/2017

Sue Smukler

survey

156

paths

3/1/2017

Gary Specker

email

general

paths

low
moderate
high
no impact
COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

1. Future projects should address program changes to protect trees/vegetation.
2. Would like a requirement that future projects result in additional trees and
vegetation, especially native species of high value for birds. Diverse native
Suggestion for greater environmental
understory is also important for wildlife, habitat, and ecological health.
focus

suggestion

There should be more emphasis on water quality, specifically in regard to
aquatic invasive species.
[Suggestion to address water quality at Harriet] Additional settling ponds on the
east side is a suggestion.

Suggestion for greater environmental
focus
Suggestion for implementing
stormwater management

suggestion

Suggestions for addressing stormwater management. Some include: permeable
pavers (depending on surroundings), buffers, infiltration basins, restoring
wetlands. Existing wetlands in SW Calhoun/Bde maka Ska were installed to treat
a portion of the adjacent urban sub watershed. This should be considered in
other parkland areas. A cost-benefit analysis is recommended to determine the
viability of integrating stormwater BMPs and maintaining these practices over
Suggestion for implementing
the long-term.
stormwater management

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

02-302

high impact

02-302
02-501

high impact
no impact (design
implementation)

02-501

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion for improved enforcement
of bike and car speeds

00-507

no impact (scope)

suggestion

Would really like some type of speed limit for bikers because when kids are
trying to bike, faster bikers run them over or the kids get scared
1. More enforcement of driving speed limit on the parkway. Many people
commute on the parkways and don't have regard to those using the park(s) to
recreate. 2. Suggestion to have park police involved in keeping bike speeds down
on the trails.

Suggestion for improved enforcement
of bike and car speeds

00-507

no impact (scope)

parkways

suggestion

Having strict enforcement of [car] speeds, possibly with speed cameras could
help if protected bike lanes were added.

Suggestion for improved enforcement
of bike and car speeds

00-507

no impact (scope)

Harriet

suggestion

There needs to be enforcement or a fence/railings to keep walkers off bike paths Suggestion for improved enforcement
because that's a major issue.
of bike and car speeds

00-507

no impact (scope)

Suggestion for improved enforcement
of bike and car speeds

00-507

no impact (scope)

Suggestion for improved signs and
striping on trails

03-402

no impact (support)

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass

07-502

no impact (design
implementation)

Harriet

suggestion

suggestion
Access and
Circulation

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Install speed-traps for bikes to improve safety and slow traffic
Suggests outline wheeled trails in one distinct color with ubiquitous icons laid
out o the trail as well. It might help all park users to pay more attention to
crossing or misusing.

suggestion

It seems pedestrians are often startled by bikes where they don't expect them.
The right solution is better signage and cross hatching in the congested areas
and/or some realignment of the paths at the east end of the bridge over the
Lagoon channel. Even gates that forced bikers to dismount before going under
would be better than a grade crossing.
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

3/3/2017

Steve Young

email

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

158

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

Instead of removing bikes from the Lake Street underpass, there should be
better signage.
Create peak demand hours requiring cyclists to walk their bikes leaving a key
commuting rout in place. They use this in various other places including Marvin
Braud Trail in LA County.
Widen the underpass to the east to allow improved bike approaches and bring
pedestrians coming from the west along Lake Street down over lagoon on a new
ped ramp. See sketch: http://fholson.cohousing.org/ne-Calhoun-fho.png
The current underpass should be expanded or a contextually appropriate bicycle
overpass are suggested.
Separated pedestrian and bicycle travel should be allowed under the bridge. A
trail design that slows speeds and provides enhanced sight lines would help
minimize conflicts.
For more room at the Lake Street underpass, add a wooden boardwalk over the
water for pedestrians.
Ideal solution to congestion at Lake Street underpass is better signage for
bikers/pedestrians

THEME

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass

07-502

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass
Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass

survey

169

paths

3/2/2017

Greg Loper

survey

136

paths

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

paths

2/27/2017

Sheldon Mains

survey

85

paths

2/3/2017

Steve Young

survey

35

paths

3/3/2017

Trish Brock

survey

192

paths

2/3/2017

Young Steve

survey

36

paths

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

116

land bridge

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/1/2017

Louise

survey

113

skate park

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

parking

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

Master Plan

suggestion

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass
Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass
Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass
Suggestion for improving the Lake
The grade of the tunnel is too steep and it could be wider.
Street underpass
Solution for confusion and congestion at Lake Street underpass is better signage Suggestion for improving the Lake
for bikers/pedestrians
Street underpass
Land bridge would need to be quite narrow for cost and minimize Lake Street
Suggestion for land bridge design
turning into a tunnel freeway.
modification
Remove skate park from plans for NW Calhoun Area. There are many
unused/underused skate parks in neighborhood parks already. No adequate
space is available for the type of skate park I've seen envisioned in plans during
open houses.
Suggestion for no skate/bike park
[Parking] Ramps would be a way to add parking without taking away green
space. Especially by Bde Maka Ska and Lyndale rose gardens. They could have
green roofs, bird nests and solar panels.
Suggestion for parking ramps
Would love to see a plan that expresses a broader recognition for context and
impact, both in its scope and how big it's willing to dream, even if
logistics/finances dial that back in implementation. The current plan isn't
Suggestion for revised and broader
designing for our current and coming realities.
Master Plan vision

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

suggestion

Walking paths used year-round are unlit and unshoveled. Forcing walkers to use
bike paths in winter creates is unsafe and increases conflicts. Would like walking Suggestion for year round access to
paths to be treated with same importance in winter as they are in summer.
both bicycle and walking trails

email

suggestion
suggestion
suggestion
suggestion
suggestion
suggestion

THEME IMPACT

07-502

Fred Olson

suggestion

THEME ID

Suggestion for improving the Lake
Street underpass

3/3/2017

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

COMMENT SUMMARY

07-502
07-502

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)

08-501

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)

05-401

no impact (support)

03-403

no impact (support)

01-301

high impact

03-303

high impact

07-502
07-502
07-502
07-502
07-502
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Access and
Circulation

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

paths

suggestion

3/2/2017

Ginny Halloran

survey

118

communications

suggestion

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

natural resources

suggestion

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

natural resources

suggestion

1/18/2017

local resident

survey

4

park use

suggestion

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

COMMENT SUMMARY

Switch walking paths to MUPs for more than half the year is unacceptable.
Particularly heavily used paths where separate walking and biking options exist.
It's dangerous and uncomfortable. It also sends a clear message about who/what
the Park Board values (drivers, cars) and who isn't seen as "real" users
(walkers/bikers) It also necessitates twice annual habit shifts stretching out the
danger and potential conflict.
The goal/health of water could be benchmarked/published widely in
neighborhoods so people will pitch in to do their parts. "What gets measured
gets done." We need values-oriented leadership in this area related to our
parks.
Could create community building with a twitter challenge to clean up the lake post pics on what you find, signs educating people on what happens when
plastic gets in the environment.
Hope there can be a broader effort to address decorative use of invasive species,
like buckthorn, in adjacent neighborhoods.

at-grade crossings

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Planning efforts could be refocused on facilitating greater awareness and use of
comparatively under-utilized parks and lakes in the system, like Minnehaha.
At a minimum, I'd like to see walk signals set to default on all signalized crossing
on the lakes so non-motorized users have an indication of time remaining in the
green phase.

at-grade crossings

S Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and
William Berry and
William Berry

suggestion

Would you consider adding NO Turn on Red signage to calm traffic/increase
safety to pedestrians at the corner of Richfield Road and Calhoun Parkway?

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Suggestion for year round access to
both bicycle and walking trails

03-303

high impact

Suggestion regarding educating
public about various topics

00-508

no impact (scope)

00-508

no impact (scope)

00-508

no impact (scope)

Suggestion regarding educating
public about various topics
Suggestion regarding educating
public about various topics
Suggestion regarding educating
public about various topics

00-508

no impact (scope)

Suggestion regarding adjustment of
signs or signals at intersections

03-501

no impact (scope)

03-501

no impact (scope)

07-503

no impact (design
implementation)

2/28/2027

Jennifer Spiller

survey

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Move bike trail along Lake Street further away from the corner to reduce
conflicts

Suggestion regarding adjustment of
signs or signals at intersections
Suggestion regarding bike trail along
Lake Street at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska

3/3/2017

Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

The at-grade Lake Street crossing must have high visibility pavement and
adequate traffic signals for bikes and pedestrians.

Suggestion regarding design features
of Lake Street at-grade crossing

07-504

no impact (design
implementation)

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Waiting area at Lake Street crossing should be wider to avoid congestion and
stacking.

Suggestion regarding design features
of Lake Street at-grade crossing

07-504

no impact (design
implementation)

3/1/2017

Paul Frenz

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

At-grade crossing needs to be painted a different color and motor vehicles need Suggestion regarding design features
signs indicating the crossing
of Lake Street at-grade crossing

07-504

no impact (design
implementation)

2/25/2017

Paul Frenz

survey

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

At-grade crossing needs to be painted a different color and signal timing needs
to allow bikes to cross without stopping.

07-504

no impact (design
implementation)

102

78

Suggestion regarding design features
of Lake Street at-grade crossing
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

If bikes are removed from the Lake Street underpass, the Lake Street crossing
has to be painted well, narrowed traffic lanes, and timed lights for pedestrians.

3/2/2017

Mike

survey

148

boats

Harriet

suggestion

Keep the dock and boat shed for sailors

Suggestion regarding design features
of Lake Street at-grade crossing
Suggestion regarding exclusive use of
sailing facilities at Harriet

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

suggestion

Would like some discussion on the transit circulator reducing parking needs.

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

transportation

email

natural resources

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

2/9/2017

Linda Huhn

survey

46

2/7/2017

Marie Schaefer

survey

2/28/2027

William

survey

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

3/4/2017

Audubon Chapter of
Minneapolis

email

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

07-504

no impact (design
implementation)

16-301

high impact

Suggestion regarding impact of transit
circulator on parking needs

03-502

no impact (scope)

suggestion

Suggestion regarding involvement of
Inter-agency coordination to improve grant funding and utilizing neighborhood, interagency and non-MPRB groups to
volunteer, and school groups should be considered to address invasive species. address invasive species

02-503

no impact (scope)

suggestion

The fence around the Roberts Bird Sanctuary should be replaced as part of the
master plan or other project. Design of the fence at Roberts Bird Sanctuary
should be designed to let wildlife move in/out of the Sanctuary.

Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

00-509

no impact (scope)

suggestion

Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

00-509

no impact (scope)

00-509

no impact (scope)

00-509

no impact (scope)

Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

00-509

no impact (scope)

Suggestion to add a goal of improving
shorebird habitat at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

02-201

moderate impact

suggestion

Wetland in the Roberts Bird Sanctuary are infested with cattails and invasives.
The wetlands should be dredged, if possible, to remove invasives.
The Sanctuary should receive special consideration because of the wildlife that
establishes homes here. Animals and birds should are stakeholders and should
have equity just like people.
Love that the Robert Bird Sanctuary is a wildlife refuge. Without dogs and bikes
it's a very protected space. Protect the Sanctuary!
Requests proper respect/consideration be given to Roberts Bird Sanctuary for
birds and passive enjoyment of nature in the city. The focus of planning has
shifted to an imbalanced/unwise direction to too much recreation/activity
spaces and not enough passive spaces. The sanctuary should be preserved as a
passive space.

natural resources

suggestion

Consider amending the plan to include a goal of improving shorebird habitat
around Calhoun.

natural resources

suggestion

Soil compaction should be addressed in the master plan. Future projects should Suggestion to address de-icing and/or
include redesigning high use areas to reduce soil compaction.
soil compaction

02-504

no impact (scope)

suggestion

The master plan should explicitly address the damage soil compaction and deicing have on the environment. A plan to address these issues, including
recommendations for alternatives to salt need to be addressed.

02-504

no impact (scope)

43

environmental
protection
environmental
protection

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary
Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

104

environment vs
recreation

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

natural resources

suggestion
suggestion

Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary
Suggestion regarding Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

Suggestion to address de-icing and/or
soil compaction
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

2/8/2017
2/18/2017

Amy
Kelly

survey
survey

2/7/2017

David Porter

survey

3/3/2017

Julia

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

1/21/2017

survey

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

00-103

low impact

suggestion

The official name of the Lake Calhoun should have been used in this report. It
reads very unclear and confusing, especially for those who aren't very well
versed in looking through public documents.

00-104

low impact

00-104

low impact

15-301

high impact

00-307

high impact

02-303

high impact

02-303

high impact

05-302

high impact

suggestion
suggestion

39

shade

22

THEME IMPACT

suggestion

natural resources
park use

194

The master plan should explicitly address the damage soil compaction and deicing have on the environment. A plan to address these issues, including
recommendations for alternatives to salt need to be addressed.

THEME ID

Would prefer to see "Calhoun" given only once for those who aren't familiar, and Suggestion to change Calhoun/Bde
then simply call it Bde Maka Ska after that. It'd be easier to read as well. [In
Maka Ska references to Bde Maka Ska
introduction]
in the Master Plan

44
66

Master Plan

THEME

suggestion

suggestion

185

COMMENT SUMMARY

Suggestion to address de-icing and/or
soil compaction
Suggestion to address de-icing and/or
Wishes something could be done about de-icing salt and chemicals.
soil compaction
Likes banning hammocks in trees by users
Suggestion to ban hammocking
Provide shade/protection from sun's glare at the bandshell. Thin Mylar stretched Suggestion to build shade structures
on poles would work.
at Bandshell

natural resources

Harriet Bandshell

low
moderate
high
no impact

lake name

Master Plan

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

lake name

Harriet

suggestion

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

Suggestion to change Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska references to Calhoun in
the Master Plan

Offended that the plan refers to Calhoun as Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska. The legal
Suggestion to change Calhoun/Bde
name today is Calhoun so appending the name to an alternative right now is
Maka Ska references to Calhoun in
ridiculous. It's already complicated enough having dual naming in the parkways. the Master Plan
Suggestion to change Lake Harriet
Restore the name of Lake Harriet to it original Dakota, Mde unma or Mde Umaa. name
There should be user fees for non-city residents because they cause a lot of the
congestion. It would cut down on unwanted congestion for those who live in the Suggestion to charge fees for non-city
area and help fund the improvements.
residents

02-504

no impact (scope)

02-504
05-501

no impact (scope)
no impact

16-206

moderate impact

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

2/15/2017

Kevin M

survey

60

2/13/2017

Franz Ulrich

survey

56

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
suggestion

2/15/2017

Lisa Bormann

survey

59

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
suggestion

2/15/2017

Kevin M

survey

60

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

Suggestion to daylight outlets as
Would like outlet streams for Harriet and Calhoun to be day-lighted.
restored streams at both lakes.
Paddleboard/kayak rentals need to go away because they add congestion to the Suggestion to eliminate boat rentals
lake and are a menace
at Harriet

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

parking

general

suggestion

Get rid of paid parking. It only pushes people to park in neighborhoods while
most lots remain empty. It's also off-putting to pay to go to the park.

Suggestion to eliminate paid parking
around lakes

05-303

high impact

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

transportation

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Could the transit circulator extend to Isles and more of the Grand Rounds?

Suggestion to expand transit
circulator service to other parks

03-101

low impact

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

transportation

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Would like "transit circulator" to extend into Lake of the Isles and Theodore
Wirth.

Suggestion to expand transit
circulator service to other parks

03-101

low impact

email

Would like outlet streams for Harriet and Calhoun to be day-lighted.

Suggestion to daylight outlets as
restored streams at both lakes.
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

2/12/2017

3/3/2017

NAME

Paula

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

54

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

amenities

Hennepin County staff email

Lyndale Gardens

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

20-201

moderate impact

suggestion

Proposed gateway to the rose garden eliminates the grove of trees hammockers
would use without an alternative space. As many trees as possible should be
Suggestion to identify locations for
kept/ an alternative space for hammockers should be identified.
hammocking

05-503

no impact (scope)

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

paths

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

roads

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

3/2/2017

Form letter (received
377)

email

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

roads

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

A shame on-street biking isn't being pursued especially with a two-way bike
system also not being considered. 6-10-8 configuration out of the question?

suggestion
suggestion

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Sierra Club North Star
Chapter
email

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

paths

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

roads

3/3/2017

Bill Dossett, Exec.
Director, Nice Ride
MN, on behalf of the
nonprofit organization survey

187

paths

3/2/2017

Daniel Hooker

155

paths

survey

THEME IMPACT

Would like year round water fountains. While expensive, it would be an asset to Suggestion to have year-round
the area.
drinking fountains

3/3/2017

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

THEME ID

suggestion

There should be a continuous two-way bike system around the lakes for families
and those who don't want to bike on the road. If not everywhere, there should
at least be a two-way system in the S. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry;
and NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus areas.
Drop narrow parkway design guideline and add a 3 foot bike lane. It would
accommodate faster bikers and help relieve trail congestion.
There should be a two-way bike system around the lakes for families and those
who don't want to bike on the road. If not everywhere, there should at least be a
two-way system in the S. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; and NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus areas.

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

THEME

suggestion
suggestion

suggestion
suggestion

There should be a two-way bike system around the lakes for families and those
who don't want to bike on the road. If not everywhere, there should at least be a
two-way system in the S. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; and NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus areas. This benefits pedestrians as much as bikers
by keeping bikers of pedestrian paths.
There should be a two-way bike system around the lakes for families and those
who don't want to bike on the road. If not everywhere, there should at least be a
two-way system in the S. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; and NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus areas.

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

Dismayed two-way biking is not a consideration for Calhoun. Especially since
there's a two way street with available parking for cars right next to the trails.
Convert two way car traffic to one way traffic and use extra lane space for
additional bike lane.

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

Supports a continuous two-way bicycle trail around the Chain of Lakes. It would
help prevent conflicts between cyclists and pedestrians.
Supports two-way biking paths around the lakes. Not just for recreation, but to
support non-vehicular transportation.

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

3/4/2017

Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

paths

3/2/2017

George

survey

152

paths

3/2/2017

George

survey

153

paths

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

suggestion
suggestion

COMMENT SUMMARY

Supports continuous two-way bike trails around Chain of Lakes. It would help
prevent conflicts between bikers and pedestrians.
Two way bike paths are preferable. But at least continuous one way separate
from walking are a minimum.
Two way bike paths are preferable. But at least continuous one way separate
from walking are a minimum.

3/3/2017

Gordon Shetler

survey

174

bikes/pedestrians

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/2/2017

Ian Payne

survey

147

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

1/29/2017

Janice

survey

33

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

If structural changes aren't possible [creating one-way parkway roads], how
about addition of sharrow or other signage to encourage drivers to be more
accepting of bicyclists on the road. Drivers are often more hostile when they feel
bicyclists have a trail where they "should" be riding.
There should be a two-way bike system around the lakes for families and those
who don't want to bike on the road. If not everywhere, there should at least be a
two-way system in the S. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry; and NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus areas.
Possibility of 2-way biking along the lakes should be considered. Doing this
would likely increase the number of casual riders, families, and less experienced
bikers around the lakes.

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

paths

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Two-way bicycle travel should be provided around the lakes. The plan should
clearly set the vision for this so circulation will be improved for all.

suggestion

There needs to be two-way bike lanes around the lakes. Full stop. This is a top
priority. We can certainly lose parking or driving lanes in order to allow safe
biking. Often bikers use pedestrian path to bike the other way if they need to
since most don't feel roads are safe. The Park Board needs to step up and
prioritize bikes both for recreation and transportation.

suggestion

Likes widening the bike path

suggestion

Create two-way biking around all lakes to improve access and commuting

suggestion

Supports a continuous two-way bicycle trail around the Chain of Lakes. It would
help prevent conflicts between cyclists and pedestrians.

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

paths

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

49

paths

2/12/2017

Lisbeth Petersen

survey

52

paths

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

paths

3/2/2017

Nathan

survey

150

paths

3/3/2017

Nicole Nafziger

survey

190

paths

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

paths

Access and
Circulation
Harriet
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

suggestion
suggestion
suggestion

Please provide continuous two-way bike traffic around all the lakes
Supports continuous two-way bike trails around Chain of Lakes. It would help
prevent conflicts between bikers and pedestrians.
Supports continuous two-way bike trails around Chain of Lakes. It would help
prevent conflicts between bikers and pedestrians.

THEME

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

03-304

high impact

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

3/3/2017

Zoey

survey

183

paths

Access and
Circulation

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

194

implementation

Implementation

suggestion

As a cyclist, I'd like to see two-way paths around the lakes. According to the plan
it doesn't seem feasible, but if it could be achieved in even some sections it'd be
a great help.
Disappointed the plan doesn't discuss the projects that were the priority of the
project (costs, what it entails, priority). Could only find priorities by looking at the
posted ppt to the Board.

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

191

implementation

Implementation

suggestion

Where is the discussion about priority and costs?

suggestion

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

195

implementation

Implementation

suggestion

3/4/2017

Dixie

survey

216

maintenance

Implementation

suggestion

2/27/2017

John Roth

survey

95

implementation

Implementation

suggestion

1/19/2017

Jon

survey

8

implementation

Implementation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

191

buildings/structures

3/3/2017

Nan

survey

173

winter recreation

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

maintenance

2/9/2017

Cris Longfield

survey

47

design

2/9/2017

Bob

survey

48

roads

Harriet

suggestion
suggestion

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
suggestion
Access and
Circulation
suggestion

THEME

Suggestion to improve the bicycle
system, including trails
Suggestion to include more details
regarding project costs and
implementation
Suggestion to include more details
regarding project costs and
implementation

The report is missing the most crucial part - top priorities and can they be
funded. Even though this is a 25 year report, putting top priorities for the next 5
years seems appropriate. Please spend more time talking about what will be
Suggestion to include more details
done on the lakes and when. It's what people want to know. The only place to
regarding project costs and
find priorities was the ppt for the Board.
implementation
Suggestion to include more details
Extension of Lyndale Park Gardens to the lakeshore sounds good, but where will regarding project costs and
the funding come to maintain it?
implementation
Suggestion to include more details
If you are going to prepare a plan, you also have to provide detailed estimated
regarding project costs and
budgets. What I saw was a sales pitch and not a call for comments.
implementation
Suggestion to include more details
The committee should set priorities. Look at some of your own. - Safety, minimal regarding project costs and
intrusion and change to the shoreline
implementation
We don't need a gender neutral bathroom. Please add both female and male
bathrooms in that area, along with a unisex bathroom if needed. Focus on the
amount of bathrooms needed to serve the thousands who visit the park.
Make sure we continue the conversation of investing in our longest season winter. State and city issues need to also be addressed.
The lakes break up the Minneapolis street grid and constitute the only E/W
connections for a few miles N/S. This increases the importance of year-round
maintenance for walking paths and adjacent sidewalks. This increases the
importance of lighting for walking paths and adjacent sidewalks. These paths are
integral to basic connectivity in our city for both walking and biking and need to
be prioritized as such.

Suggestion to increase greatly the
number of restroom stalls
Suggestion to invest in winter
recreation

Suggestion to light and plow bicycle
and pedestrian trails

Suggestion to make Calhoun/Bde
Connect Harriet and Calhoun together to make one large park area.
Maka Ska and Harriet a single park
Maximize space by converting parking lots and two-way streets to one-ways with Suggestion to make parkways oneon street parking.
way

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-304

high impact

20-101

low impact

20-101

low impact

20-101

low impact

20-101

low impact

20-101

low impact

20-101

low impact

15-401

no impact (support)

05-304

high impact

03-305

high impact

14-501

no impact

03-306

high impact
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

suggestion
suggestion

Parking should be removed and the roads narrowed to one-way.

3/3/2017

Gordon Shetler

survey

174

roads

2/27/2017

John Roth

survey

95

roads

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

amenities

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

amenities

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

158

COMMENT SUMMARY

Would like more consideration to be put into making the parkways more bike
friendly. Suggests one-way roads with protected bike lanes which would
decrease bike traffic on bike lanes and car traffic on the roads.

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

survey

low
moderate
high
no impact

2/15/2017

Kevin M

survey

60

boats

3/4/2017

Jonathan Townsend

survey

204

parking

Harriet Bandshell suggestion
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

3/1/2017

Connor Corgard

survey

115

boats

Implementation

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

3/1/2017

Gary Specker

email

2/28/2027

Paul Clausen

survey

2/27/2017

Lynn

2/27/2017
3/4/2017

suggestion

Bike parking should be next to Tin Fish, not close to the corner because it's
confusing an no one will use it.
Bike rack locations seem to be fairly distant from amenities such as Tin Fish. If
you look at the range of bicycles, many cyclists wouldn't be prepared to lock
their bikes out of sight of seating areas.
Boat launch & sailboat docks need to be separated from the bandshell crowds
because walkers take over ramp and dock areas. At a minimum, a fence to
separate walkers from boat ramps and sailboat docks.

THEME

Suggestion to make parkways oneway
Suggestion to make parkways oneway

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-306

high impact

03-306

high impact

Suggestion to move bike racks at NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-505

no impact (design
implementation)

Suggestion to move bike racks at NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-505

no impact (design
implementation)

16-302

high impact

03-307

high impact

20-202

moderate impact

Suggestion to move boat launch and
sailing docks at Harriet
Suggestion to move on-street parking
to lake side of parkways

Challenge you to consider moving street parking to the lake side.
Support for Lake Calhoun Sailing School needs to be more prioritized. I
participated at the school and it has been influential in who I've become (a
professional sailor). They have been able to do so much with so little, but haven't
been able to keep up with US Sailing & World Sailing Standards because of they Suggestion to prioritize improved
haven't been able to grow. This could be most likely be fixed with updated
facilities for Lake Calhoun Sailing
facilities.
School

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion

Would like to see sailing and boat launches moved sooner than making changes
to the NW side of the lake so more immediate changes can happen in regards to Suggestion to raise implementation
the Refectory and the new restroom building.
priority of new restrooms to "Short"

20-203

moderate impact

amenities

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

suggestion

Disagree with delaying new restrooms until a 2nd phase. This is a critical need
now and should not be dependent on the relocation of the sailing school.

Suggestion to raise implementation
priority of new restrooms to "Short"

20-203

moderate impact

101

amenities

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

Improvements to restrooms in the bandshell area are highly needed and should Suggestion to raise implementation
be a priority.
priority of new restrooms to "Short"

20-203

moderate impact

survey

87

boats

If they have to be moved, would support moving AIS inspections, weeding
operations, and boat launches to the south end of the lake.

Suggestion to relocate boat launch to
S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

13-301

high impact

John Roth

survey

95

parking

Parking should be removed and the roads narrowed to one-way.

Suggestion to remove street parking

03-308

high impact

Jonathan Townsend

survey

204

roads

Challenge you to consider repairing the road surfaces around the lake.

Suggestion to repair road surfaces

03-503

no impact (scope)

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion
Access and
Circulation
suggestion
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
suggestion
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

SURVEY #

survey

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

natural resources

9

paths

Doug

survey

16

winter recreation

1/21/2017

Doug

survey

16

winter recreation

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

2/25/2017

B Davis
Al Watts, Twin Cities
Sailing Club
Commodore

Harriet Bandshell

natural resources

1/21/2017

3/3/2017

SPECIFIC LOCATION

natural resources

email

Jesse

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

natural resources

email

1/19/2017

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

email

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

02-202

moderate impact

suggestion

Plan should require stormwater management in all projects with no increased
runoff/ degradation of water quality.

Suggestion to require (vs consider)
stormwater management in future
projects

02-202

moderate impact

suggestion

Plan should require more trees be planted

Suggestion to require more trees be
planted through amending a natural
resources recommendation

02-203

moderate impact

opposition

If the recommendation to reroute cyclists at the Bandshell can't be removed,
consider making the following adjustment to the recommendation: Instead of:
"Recommendations include rerouting the bicycle trail out of the center of
activities to the perimeter, along the parkway." Have it read: "Recommendations
include rerouting the bicycle trail out of the center of activities to the perimeter, Suggestion to reroute bicycle traffic to
along the parkway during summer nighttime/weekend concerts when the
a new perimeter trail around
bandshell area is most crowded."
Bandshell area only during events

03-202

moderate impact

suggestion

Suggestion to revise "no let loss of
Natural resources recommendation #6 should be revised to plant trees in project trees" recommendation in Natural
areas. "Striving for no net loss of trees" would result in fewer trees around the Resources section to "plant additional
lake. Given the current climate, trees are needed more than ever.
trees"

02-204

moderate impact

Would like to see lake ice skating revived. Mentions a path around Lake Harriet, Suggestion to revive skating as a
Lake of the Isles and NW corner of Harriet.
winter activity

05-504

no impact (scope)

Keep hockey rinks and warming houses open as much of winter as possible

Suggestion to revive skating as a
winter activity

05-504

no impact (scope)

Suggestion to satisfy demand for
recreational activities elsewhere in
the park system
Suggestion to satisfy demand for
recreational activities elsewhere in
the park system

00-308

high impact

00-308

high impact

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

Minneapolis Chain
of Lakes Regional
Park
suggestion
Minneapolis Chain
of Lakes Regional
Park
suggestion

suggestion

suggestion

suggestion

Would like the recreational rental area moved or docking area made more safe
because having boat renters near the sailboats is a safety concern.

park use

survey

76

boats

Harriet Bandshell

THEME IMPACT

suggestion

park use

186

THEME ID

Suggestion to require (vs consider)
Natural resources recommendation #2 should be revised to require stormwater stormwater management in future
management in new development rather than consider it.
projects

Satisfy the demand for new activities elsewhere in the park system. The focus of
regional parks should be on protecting lakes' land, trees, and water.
The population around Chain of Lakes is only going to increase. There are many
lakes around the metro. There should be a concerted effort to increase "walk
around the lake" possibilities throughout the area.

survey

THEME
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

2/27/2017

Brandi K

survey

94

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/18/2017

Cynthia

survey

67

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/26/2017

Eric Wellmann

survey

82

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/22/2017

John Berg

survey

72

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/26/2017

June

survey

81

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/28/2027

Ken Pronovici

survey

98

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/25/2017

Lee TCSC Sailor

survey

77

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/27/2017

Nicole Freeberg

survey

93

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/28/2027

Paul Clausen

survey

101

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

2/24/2017

Walton Stanley

survey

75

boats

Harriet Bandshell

suggestion

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

paths

general

suggestion

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

49

paths

Harriet

suggestion

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

30

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

natural resources

Lyndale Park

low
moderate
high
no impact
COMMENT SUMMARY

Wheel fun rentals are dangerously close to the sailing dock. Appreciate their
business, but would like to seem them moved to the east side of the fishing pier.
Hopefully it could attract more people to the fishing pier with increased
pedestrian activity and make more space for AIS inspection.
The boat rental should be moved away from the boat ramp and boat docks.
Because renters are inexperienced, have little to no training, and get in the way
of experienced boaters trying to dock. The other side of the fishing dock may be
a good spot for them to move.
Rentals should be further from sailing club dock. Boat renters are inexperienced
causing a greater risk of sailboat collisions.
Separate sailboat dock and rental docks to the fullest extent possible. Boat ramp
area can be congested and rental novices don’t help and sometimes make it
dangerous.

THEME

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

16-104

low impact

16-104

low impact

16-104

low impact

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

It's congested having boat rental and sailing docks near each other. Boat renters
are unaware sailboats can't always avoid them and still dock.
It would be best to keep the rental dock and the sailing dock separate as much
as possible because it's dangerous to have inexperience boat renters so close to
sailors.
Separate sailboat dock and rental docks to the fullest extent possible. Boat ramp
area can be congested and rental novices don’t help and sometimes make it
dangerous.
The plan doesn't consider anything about moving wheel fun rentals. They are in
a dangerous location and strong considerations for moving them away from the
boat dock should be considered.
There should be more space between the sailboat dock and the dock used for
rentals. There's frequent congestion and safety hazards due to limited sailboat
maneuverability.
Having boat rentals so close to sailing is dangerous. Suggests moving rentals
further east away from the launch area.

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

16-104

low impact

16-104

low impact

16-104

low impact

suggestion

Include a general recommendation for pervious pavement on trails when they
are replaced
A more pervious surface for walking paths. Current material doesn't seem to last
long and resurfacing so often seems like a waste.
I hope someday the street car can be reused for regular service. I hope these
designs don't preclude that.

opposition

Don't like getting rid of the crabapples. It's one of the things she loves most.

Suggestion to use pervious pavement
on trails
Suggestion to use pervious pavement
on trails
Suggestion to use streetcar as a
regular service
Suggestion/concern regarding
crabapple trees at Lyndale Park

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet
Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet
Suggestion to separate boat rentals
and sailing dock at Harriet

00-502

no impact (design
implementation)
no impact (design
implementation)

03-309

high impact

17-101

low impact

00-502
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

3/4/2017

Peter Sussman

3/3/2017

METHOD

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

Lyndale Park

suggestion

Hennepin County staff email

Access and
Circulation

suggestion

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

Master Plan

suggestion

1/25/2017

Carl J

survey

29

website and
master plan

concern

3/2/2017

Carol Thomas

survey

129

Master Plan

suggestion

3/2/2017

Carol Thomas

survey

129

Master Plan

suggestion

suggestion

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

193

concern

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

195

concern

3/3/2017

Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

195

216

Master Plan

Master Plan

Reestablishing the historic visual connection between the Rose Garden and Lake
Harriet is a desirable goal. Rather than wait for the crabapple trees to die out, it
would be more direct to enhance such a gateway into Lyndale Park by removing Suggestion/concern regarding
the aging trees as finances permit.
crabapple trees at Lyndale Park
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
[For maps on 49 & 50] Consider adding local transit lines into the maps.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
The timeline on pages 15 and 16 should be in color
readability
References to the Appendix are made in regards to two studies, but the
Suggestion/concern regarding
Appendix is not anywhere on the Master Plan page. This appears deceptive and document formatting, design, and/or
a disappointing lack of transparency.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
It would've been helpful to have a text-only summary of the plan more readily
document formatting, design, and/or
available.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
The document was distracting and difficult to read/study, both in print and
document formatting, design, and/or
online.
readability

Please use the complete name of the lakes each time and don't refer to them as
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Harriet, but rather Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and
Lake Harriet. This is a formal document, the lakes should have their formal
Suggestion/concern regarding
names. William Berry was a person. Please refer to the land named for him as
document formatting, design, and/or
William Berry Park throughout the document.
readability

3/3/2017

survey

Master Plan

THEME

suggestion

Chuck Spear

Dixie

207/208

COMMENT SUMMARY

Ridiculous format to navigate. Examples: One-page view the font is too small
without zoom, which requires scrolling. 2. Maps have horizontal orientation in a
vertical document? 3. Map/recommendation pages don't print the full page.
Tried to print, recommendations are truncated. Which caused me to have to
Suggestion/concern regarding
keep turning my head and panning. Challenging to provide input the Park Board document formatting, design, and/or
wants with having to navigate the document as described above.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
When I click on Chapter 12 I get the pdf for Chapter 2. Please fix.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
Appendices and Executive summary aren't posted.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
The report is missing a conclusion section. It shouldn't just end with Chapter 13. readability

3/4/2017

3/4/2017

survey

215

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

low
moderate
high
no impact

concern

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

17-101

low impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

2/27/2017

John Roth

survey

95

Master Plan

suggestion

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

Master Plan

suggestion

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

Master Plan

concern

3/1/2017

Maxine Davis

survey

117

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

116

amenities

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

parking

2/27/2017

Amy Lucas

survey

86

parking

3/2/2017

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

amenities

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

buildings/structures

3/2/2017

no response

survey

124

1/26/2017

Patti

survey

31

concern

park use

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Harriet
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Access and
Circulation
support
NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact
COMMENT SUMMARY

Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
The word "DRAFT" should be across every page.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
The "Recreation" icon looks like an active shooter
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
document formatting, design, and/or
The plan is too overwhelming the way it's laid out.
readability
Suggestion/concern regarding
Can't read well on laptop. Would like information sent or available at Linden Hills document formatting, design, and/or
Library.
readability
I like the outdoor yoga and flexible attitude about changing uses of the open
spaces. I like the hammock kids and that a new activity will be allowed to use
Support flexible activity spaces at
that space some day.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for access improvements at
Crossing in upper Harriet drive isn't safe since trees make it hard to see people East Harriet
An ECCO resident interested in the boardwalk idea for diversity to the path
experience around the lake.
Support for adding a boardwalk
yes to more parking as long as lots respect groundwater and are put in to
minimize travel conflict.
Support for additional parking

support

There must be parking if NW Calhoun gets recommended updates. As it is, park
users are fill up parking lots meant for customers at surrounding businesses.

support

Bathrooms on NE side absolutely need improvements
Likes permanent bathrooms near the Rose Garden

buildings/structures

Lyndale Park
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

buildings/structures

general

Thanks for adding restrooms and removing porta potties.

support

1/19/2017

Barton Erickson

survey

6

archery

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

archery

Master Plan
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

3/15/2017

Diane Moe

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

THEME

Grateful for the addition of better changing facilities all around the lake.

Support for additional parking at NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for additional restrooms and
restroom improvements
Support for additional restrooms and
restroom improvements
Support for additional restrooms and
restroom improvements
Support for additional restrooms and
restroom improvements

I urge the reevaluation of taking out the archery range. Disappointed archery
was removed from the plan, didn't make sense to mention it growing in
popularity and then take it out. Can be a great sport for those with low mobility.
It creates an independent sport opportunity for those who can't utilize many of
the able-bodied amenities the lakes system offers.
Support for archery
SE corner - archery must remain
Support for archery
A street crossing at Lake Street would perhaps be safer than the current Lake
Street underpass. As long as the stop lights are timed so there would be enough Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
time to get across.
Street

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

00-501

no impact

13-401

no impact (support)

17-402

no impact (support)

00-401

no impact (support)

03-404

no impact (support)

09-401

no impact (support)

19-401

no impact (support)

19-401

no impact (support)

19-401

no impact (support)

19-401

no impact (support)

14-401

no impact (support)

14-401

no impact (support)

07-401

no impact (support)

42

Packet Pg. 79

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

3/3/2017

Hennepin County
Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Supports the Lake Street crossing to improve bike and pedestrian
trails/connections with a shared-use trail and crosswalk.

Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street

07-401

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

a safe at-grade crossing is critical and should be a top priority.

Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street

07-401

no impact (support)

2/27/2017

Midtown Greenway
Coalition

email

at-grade crossings

support

Supportive of the proposed at-grade connection over Lake Street, assuming
lights are timed for cyclists can make it across both crosswalks. This will be a
popular route for commuters and more confident cyclists.

07-401

no impact (support)

3/1/2017

Paul Frenz

email

at-grade crossings

07-401

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

survey

176

at-grade crossings

07-401

no impact (support)

3/4/2017

Ben Schweigert
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

at-grade crossings

07-401

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Ken H

survey

168

at-grade crossings

07-401

no impact (support)

1/20/2017

Mel

survey

15

at-grade crossings

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

07-401

no impact (support)

3/1/2017

Gary Specker

email

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street
Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street
Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street

support

An at-grade crossing at Lake Street will be welcomed by experienced riders.
Glad the plan addresses better ways to cross W. lake Street and connect the
parkland on both sides.

support

Support an at-grade crossing at Lake Street (though not at the expense of the
current bike crossing under Lake Street)

support

Likes the addition of the at grade crossing at Lake Street.

support

Likes the plan to reroute path under the bridge to an at-grade path

Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street
Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street
Support for at-grade crossing at Lake
Street

at-grade crossings

S Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and
William Berry and
William Berry

support

The risk of bike/pedestrian collision is much higher at the south end of Calhoun
where the William Berry bike traffic exits and enters the Calhoun bike path.
There should be better signage and cross hatching.

Support for Barnes Dance crossing at
William Berry

12-401

no impact (support)

support

Support for Barnes Dance crossing at
William Berry

12-401

no impact (support)

Support for closure of Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-402

no impact (support)

Support for closure of Lake Street
underpass to bikes

07-402

no impact (support)

3/1/2017

Louise

survey

113

at-grade crossings

S Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and
William Berry and
William Berry

3/3/2017

Gordon Shetler

survey

174

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Barnes Dance crossing at William Berry and Richfield is a good idea. A good
director for pedestrians going to/coming from Lakes Calhoun/Harriet.
Like efforts to streamline bike traffic and prevent conflict between pedestrians,
bikers, and drivers. It makes sense to remove the under-bridge bike path. It'd be
a net-benefit for bicycle traffic as long as the crossing is safe and prevents
conflicts.
Moving congestion from NE Bde Maka Ska to the north end of the lake is good.
Easing bike/pedestrian traffic under the Lake Street underpass by moving bikes
to crossing Lake Street is good, but only if it's clearly marked, narrower lanes,
and timed lights for pedestrians.
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Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

73

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

bikes/pedestrians

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

THEME

St. Louis Park is proposing to implement a bikeway along 38th from Excelsior
Blvd to France Ave. We see on the Access and Circulation map shows 38th Street
as a "bike lane." We would like to emphasize the importance of this connection
between the Chain of Lakes, surrounding neighborhood, and Excelsior & Grand Support for connections to bicycle
node.
system

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-405

no impact (support)

11-401

no impact (support)

11-401

no impact (support)

06-401

no impact (support)

19-101

low impact

03-406

no impact (support)

16-401

no impact (support)

16-401

no impact (support)

16-401

no impact (support)

16-401

no impact (support)

16-401

no impact (support)

2/23/2017

C Iverson SLP

survey

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

3/2/2017

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

amenities

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

amenities

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

amenities

2/28/2027

Jennifer Spiller

survey

102

parking

Equity
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Access and
Circulation
support

2/27/2017

94

amenities

Harriet Bandshell

support

Likes where storage shed is moved or the trail was rerouted.

3/3/2017

Brandi K
survey
Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

191

general

Harriet Bandshell

support

2/28/2027

Ken Pronovici

survey

98

general

Harriet Bandshell

support

Like ideas surrounding the bandshell
Would like changes to the sailing ramp, shed, and dock to continue to allow
Harriet to be a safe and enjoyable place to sail.

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

49

general

Harriet Bandshell

support

2/28/2027

Paul Clausen

survey

101

Harriet Bandshell

support

Like the design around the bandshell
Improving routing bike/pedestrian paths around the boat ramp/nearby shed
would aid flow and improve safety.

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

general

suggestion

Support for historical and cultural
Would like more recognition of the Dakota people who used to inhabit the lakes. resources recommendations

04-401

no impact (support)

2/3/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

support

SE corner - Cloud Man Village historical experiences and story awakening must
remain

04-401

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Ben Schweigert

survey

176

at-grade crossings

SE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
Access and
Circulation

support

Very much support all proposed new crossings for pedestrians and bikes

03-407

no impact (support)

2/17/2017

Concerned property
owner/taxpayer

survey

63

bikes/pedestrians

Access and
Circulation

support

03-407

no impact (support)

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

paths

03-407

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

bikes/pedestrians

Focus of improvements should be pedestrian safety
Bicycle trails should be separate from motor vehicle traffic (ie not a standard
bike lane) for safe and comfortable pathways to those not comfortable riding
alongside motor vehicles.
Appreciate the plan working to improve cyclist and pedestrian conditions.
Supports all efforts to make space safer for these groups.

03-407

no impact (support)

playgrounds

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

support

COMMENT SUMMARY

support
support

support
support

Want existing tot lot near 32nd to be maintained and expand opportunities to
kids up to age 12.
Improving the beach at 32nd Street would be great, more sand, some picnic
tables
Heartily support the equity efforts including designing amenities that would
draw a wider range of community members to the area.
I love the diversity of people around Calhoun and like the idea of flexible tables
to encourage family picnics like Minnehaha Falls.

Support for E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
improvements
Support for E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
improvements
Support for equity by offering a wider
range in activities
Support for flexible furniture at
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

What are you plans for protecting free parking around Calhoun?

Support for free parking
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design
Support for Harriet Bandshell focus
area design

Support for historical and cultural
resources recommendations
Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians
Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians
Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians
Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians

44

Packet Pg. 81

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

bikes/pedestrians

3/2/2017

Robin

survey

142

bikes/pedestrians

3/3/2017
3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee
email
Concerned Linden Hill
Resident
survey

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

support

Minimize bike/car/walker conflicts as much as possible.

support

Please keep the bike access as friendly as possible.

support

Appreciate improved access to the lakes.

THEME

Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians
Support for improved crossings for
bicycles and pedestrians

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

03-407

no impact (support)

03-407

no impact (support)

03-413

no impact (support)

15-402

no impact (support)

general

Harriet

support

Like ideas for improvements around the lake

Support for improved pedestrian
access
Support for improvements around
Lake Harriet

email

at-grade crossings

Harriet - Lower
Road

support

Supports making changes at intersection of Minnehaha Pkwy trails and SE
Harriet trails going NE.

Support for improving SE Harriet trail
connection at Minnehaha Parkway

18-402

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Hennepin County
Bicycle Advisory
Committee

email

at-grade crossings

Harriet - Lower
Road

support

Supports improved parkway crossing for trails at W Minnehaha Pkwy.

Support for improving SE Harriet trail
connection at Minnehaha Parkway

18-402

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Ann Reed

survey

166

at-grade crossings

Harriet - Lower
Road

support

Yes to a safer connection from Minnehaha Pkwy to Lake Harriet.

Support for improving SE Harriet trail
connection at Minnehaha Parkway

18-402

no impact (support)

3/4/2017

Peter Berman

survey

210

at-grade crossings

Agree that the intersection at W. Minnehaha Pkwy and E Harriet Pkwy should be Support for improving SE Harriet trail
given high priority for access and circulation improvements.
connection at Minnehaha Parkway

18-402

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Zoey

survey

183

paths

Support for improving trail system

03-408

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Support for keeping boat rentals at
NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-403

no impact (support)

2/27/2017

Hennepin County staff email
Midtown Greenway
Coalition
email

Support for Lake Street lane reduction

07-404

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Ben Schweigert

survey

176

roads

Support for Lake Street lane reduction

07-404

no impact (support)

2/14/2017

Thomas Franchett

survey

58

roads

07-404

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Bicycle Advisory
Committee
Form letter (received
377)

3/1/2017

Paul Frenz

3/3/2017

transportation
191

boats
roads

email

roads

email

roads

email

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road
support
Minneapolis Chain
of Lakes Regional
Park
support
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

support

On the whole, I support the vision for continually maintaining and refining the
park path system.
NE Calhoun is a gateway to/from Uptown, and may be the only stop some make.
Relocating boat rentals would reduce visibility of these services and limit those
who use them.
Recommend traffic calming strategies to slow motor vehicles through Lake
Street corridor, including removal of traffic lanes.
Narrowing lane widths, maybe reducing lanes of motorized traffic, and slowing
traffic down would be great ideas.

support

Like absorbing a lane of Lake Street going eastbound

Support for Lake Street lane reduction

support

Supports closing the lower road at Harriet because it provides two-way biking to
major connection points.
Supports closing the lower road at Harriet because it provides two-way biking to
major connection points.

support

Lower-road closer at Harriet for a two-way bike path is good.

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

support
support

support
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

3/3/2017

Sierra Club North Star
Chapter
email

2/6/2017

Albert Hepp

survey

38

roads

3/3/2017

Ben Schweigert

survey

179

roads

1/21/2017

Beth Ashland

survey

19

roads

3/3/2017

Bill Dossett, Exec.
Director, Nice Ride
MN, on behalf of the
nonprofit organization survey

187

roads

3/2/2017

Daniel Hooker

survey

155

roads

3/4/2017

survey

216

roads

3/4/2017

Dixie
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

roads

2/13/2017

Franz Ulrich

survey

56

roads

3/2/2017

Ian Payne

survey

147

roads

2/21/2017

Jane Kammerman

survey

70

roads

2/18/2017

Jinx Howell

survey

65

roads

3/3/2017

Joe Schweigert

survey

182

roads

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

roads

roads

2/21/2017

Ken Larson

survey

69

roads

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

49

roads

2/15/2017

Lisa Bormann

survey

59

roads

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

support

Supports closing the lower road at Harriet because it provides two-way biking to Support for lower road closure at
major connection points.
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Likes removing lower park of Lake Harriet Pkwy on east side of lake
Harriet
Very excited about removing motor vehicles from lower roadway of E. Lake
Harriet pkwy. Incredible opportunity to create usable parkland along the lake
Support for lower road closure at
with little impact on traffic patterns.
Harriet
Supports closing the lower road in favor of pedestrian/bike paths and wetland
Support for lower road closure at
area. Values people and "human power" over cars.
Harriet

support

Supports closing lower E. Harriet Pkwy to motor vehicles to create more space
for walking and biking. It would be a great two-way connection to Minnehaha
Parkway, Roseway Rd, and the rest of the City.

support

Supports removing traffic from Lower Harriet.

support

Great idea to close the lower road on the east side - make this a priority.

support
support

support

support

Supports closing lower E. Harriet Pkwy to motor vehicles to create more space
for walking and biking. It would be a great two-way connection to Minnehaha
Parkway, Roseway Rd, and the rest of the City.
Endorses closing the lower-road at Harriet and turning it into a two-way bike
trail.
Supports closing the lower road at Harriet because it provides two-way biking to
major connection points.
Strongly support closing lower road. Plenty of places for cars to drive, few places
for walkers/cyclists.
Endorses closing the lower-road at Harriet and turning it into a two-way bike
trail.

support

Supports removing cars from lower roadway of Lake Harriet Pkwy.

support

Likes eliminating car use on lower road

support
support
support
support

support
support
support

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

Support recommendation to close lower road to motor vehicles. Better for lake's
environment and more opportunity for bikers/walkers. Drives both upper/lower Support for lower road closure at
roads and would not miss the lower road.
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Supports turning lower road into bike path
Harriet
Endorses closing the lower-road at Harriet and turning it into a two-way bike
Support for lower road closure at
trail.
Harriet

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

roads

3/2/2017

Nathan

survey

150

roads

SPECIFIC LOCATION

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

3/3/2017

Nicole Nafziger

survey

190

roads

1/26/2017

Patti

survey

31

roads

1/21/2017

Paul Forsline

survey

17

roads

2/25/2017

Paul Frenz

survey

78

roads

3/4/2017

Peter Berman

survey

210

roads

3/3/2017

Peter N

survey

160

roads

1/21/2017

Scott Shaffer

survey

18

roads

2/27/2017

Sheldon Mains

survey

85

roads

2/12/2017

Steven Knuteson

survey

53

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road
Harriet - Lower
Road

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

support

Supports closing lower E. Harriet Pkwy to motor vehicles to create more space
for walking and biking. It would be a great two-way connection to Minnehaha
Parkway, Roseway Rd, and the rest of the City.

support

Please close lower E Harriet road and provide additional parkland

support

Supports closing lower E. Harriet Pkwy to motor vehicles to create more space
for walking and biking. It would be a great two-way connection to Minnehaha
Parkway, Roseway Rd, and the rest of the City.

support

support
support
support
support

Thank you for closing the lower road. Important to have less car oriented path.
Closing the lower road is in the public interest. As an immediate resident, I
accept that there will be more traffic through my neighborhood on the upper
road.
Lower-road closer at Harriet for a two-way bike path is good.
Support conversion of the Lower Road to a two-way bicycles trail, at least on a
pilot study basis.

THEME

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

support

Love the plan to close the lower road to auto traffic.
Creating a two-way bike path on the lower road on the east side of Harriet is
great. Increase connectivity and enhances serenity of walking/biking this area
with no cars.

support

Great that the lower road is being closed to make a two-way bike path.

support

Likes changing lower Harriet Pkwy into a bikeway.

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet
Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

support

Supports closing lower E. Harriet Pkwy to motor vehicles to create more space
for walking and biking. It would be a great two-way connection to Minnehaha
Parkway, Roseway Rd, and the rest of the City.

Support for lower road closure at
Harriet

Redesign of E Lake Harriet Pkwy and bike paths is wonderful. While not a big fan Support for Lyndale Park focus area
of losing trees at entrance to Rose Garden, plan seems rational.
design

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

roads

Harriet - Lower
Road

1/20/2017

Janet Foster

survey

13

paths

E Harriet Parkway

support

3/3/2017

Friends of Roberts
Bird Sanctuary

email

Roberts Bird
Sanctuary

support

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

Harriet

support

103

low
moderate
high
no impact

Support returning any land not used by the maintenance facility to habitat in the Support for maintenance area
Sanctuary. Looking forward to land being restored.
improvements at Harriet
Support for maintenance area
Like the idea of making the maintenance area more attractive at Lake Harriet.
improvements at Harriet

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

18-403

no impact (support)

17-401

no impact (support)

15-403

no impact (support)

15-403

no impact (support)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/1/2017

NAME

Gary Specker

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

email

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

boats

SPECIFIC LOCATION

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

support

Fully support moving the boat launch to the north end. Only the launch, the
sailing dock should stay where it is in the center of the buoy field. the sailing
dock should stay where it is in the center of the buoy field. I remain skeptical
that the sailing school will ever relocate. With all the emphasis on better serving
Minneapolis' diverse communities, I don't think it's politically realistic to think
Support for moving boat launch to N
that Park funds will be allocated to sailing- the least diverse activity on the Lake. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

08-401

no impact (support)

08-401

no impact (support)

09-402

no impact (support)

09-402

no impact (support)

13-302

high impact

07-405

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

3/1/2017

Andrew D

survey

106

boats

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Thumbs up for the proposal to move the boat launch to the north end of
Calhoun. As a city lakes angler, I'd like to fish at Calhoun more often, but a lack of
parking and the launch can lake it dangerous given the density of people. Moving Support for moving boat launch to N
the launch eliminates possibility of serious accident.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

3/4/2017

Dixie

survey

216

boats

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Great ideas to relocate the boat launch to northwest curve of lake - make this a
priority.

3/3/2017

Mounir Najm

survey

178

boats

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

3/2/2017

Sue Smukler

survey

156

boats

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Support for moving boat launch to
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Support for moving boat launch to
Moving the dock to the NW corner of Calhoun is a great idea.
NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
I heard a proposal to move Wheel Fun to another section of the lake. That would
alleviate some of the congestion at that corner and allow greater separation
between the bike and pedestrian paths. It might also be good for Wheel Fun to Support for moving boat rentals away
be close to parking/have more space.
from NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Fred Olson

survey

169

boats

2/6/2017

Albert Hepp

survey

38

lake name

3/3/2017

Ann Reed

survey

166

lake name

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

3/2/2017

Barbara Olson

survey

125

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

3/3/2017

Ben Schweigert

survey

175

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

Moving milfoil collection and docking is clearly desirable. Moving other uses,
aside from milfoil collection/docking seems questionable. Unsure about moving Support for moving weed harvester
public boat ramp. Thinks we should find ways to encourage sailing.
from NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Likes getting rid of Calhoun and using Bde Maka Ska instead.
Maka Ska
Please change the name from Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska. It's the right thing to
Support for name restoration of Bde
do.
Maka Ska
Fully supports restoring the name to Bde Maka Ska. It's time to acknowledge the
impact of and recognize the history of the lake and make the choice to show we
acknowledge and value those who are under represented and disenfranchised Support for name restoration of Bde
within the community.
Maka Ska
Strongly support restoration of the name Bde Maka Ska. It's a beautiful way to
recognize history of this place and the people that called it home for centuries
Support for name restoration of Bde
before my ancestors arrived.
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Bill Dossett, Exec.
Director, Nice Ride
MN, on behalf of the
nonprofit organization survey

187

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

Supports the restoration of the name to Bde Maka Ska.

Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

SENTIMENT

2/14/2017

Chris Martin

survey

57

lake name

3/2/2017

Daniel Hooker

survey

155

lake name

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

lake name

3/4/2017

Eric Hauer
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

201

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska

survey

217

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

3/4/2017

3/2/2017

Harvey Zuckman

survey

157

lake name

3/2/2017

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

lake name

3/4/2017

Jennifer hanson

survey

203

lake name

3/3/2017

Joe Schweigert

survey

181

lake name

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

lake name

3/2/2017

Kellie Hoyt

survey

151

lake name

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

lake name

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

lake name

3/3/2017

Nicole Nafziger

survey

190

lake name

3/4/2017

Peter Berman

survey

211

lake name

3/3/2017

Sandy Leuthner

survey

180

lake name

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

lake name

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

support
support
support
support

support
support
support
support
support

support
support
support
support

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Applauds the plan for officially restoring the native name Bde Maka Ska.
Maka Ska
Heartily support equity efforts, including changing the lake name to Bde Maka
Support for name restoration of Bde
Ska
Maka Ska
Please remove Calhoun's name. his support for slavery is offensive and not how Support for name restoration of Bde
our city should be. Now is the time!
Maka Ska
Thrilled for official name change of Lake Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska

Supports the restoration of the name to Bde Maka Ska.

Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska

Encourage Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board endorse and advocate for
restoring the name of Lake Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska. As a member of the CAC,
this recommendation aligns with what we were charged to consider at our
meetings. It would be a way to show that the lake is meant for all. We have a
golden opportunity to correct an unfortunate naming with a name that not only Support for name restoration of Bde
honors our native populations, but sends a clear and inclusive message to all.
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Like the renaming of the lake making it more visible.
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Strongly supports the name change to Bde Maka Ska.
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
I support restoring the historic name of Lake Calhoun: "Bde Maka Ska"
Maka Ska
Fully support the name change to Bde Maka Ska. Need to remove Calhoun from Support for name restoration of Bde
the lexicon.
Maka Ska
Would like to recommend the Park Boar use all power to drop "Calhoun" from
the name of the lake and move to solely use Bde Maka Ska. Make it work. Do the Support for name restoration of Bde
right thing. No excuses.
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Supports the restoration of the name to Bde Maka Ska.
Maka Ska
Honor Native American heritage by the Bde Maka Ska name, art and signage as Support for name restoration of Bde
recommended.
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Supports the restoration of the name to Bde Maka Ska.
Maka Ska
Supports changing the name from Lake Calhoun to Lake Bde Maka Ska. I'm not
proud to call it Lake Calhoun, but I will be proud to call it Lake Bde Maka Ska.
Drop the name Calhoun! It should be known only as Bde Maka Ska
Supports the restoration of the name to Bde Maka Ska.

Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska
Support for name restoration of Bde
Maka Ska

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

13-402

no impact (support)

49

Packet Pg. 86

Attachment: Attachment B - Public Comment Log (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

02-401

no impact (support)

02-401

no impact (support)

02-401

no impact (support)

3/4/2017

Audubon Chapter of
Minneapolis

email

natural resources

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

natural resources

Harriet

support

3/9/2017

Brian Crotteau

email

natural resources

Harriet

support

Supports preservation and enhancement of natural resources outlined in the
plan as a priority.
Support for natural resources section
Would like to see water quality addressed at Mde Umaa [Harriet] additional
settling ponds on the east side is a suggestion.
Support for natural resources section
If possible remove invasives, such as buckthorn and replant with native trees and
plants
Support for natural resources section

3/3/2017

Environment
Committee of the
Linden Hills
Neighborhood Council email

natural resources

support

Support the natural resources recommendation in section 3

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

natural resources

support

1. Supports efforts to reduce/eliminate aquatic and terrestrial invasive species in
both Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Harriet. 2. Supports naturalizing shorelines and
reducing/repairing erosion. And suggests specific ways to address shorelines. 3.
Supports naturalization of portions of parkland
Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Agrees with most of the information in natural resource section.

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Supports the strong commitment to natural resource management and water
quality.

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Maintaining/upgrading shoreline, paths/stairs, using native plants, pollinator
gardens, improve access for all, etc. are valid and should be pursued.

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Glad protecting water quality and environment is a top priority.

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

support

3/3/2017

Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District

email

2/8/2017

Amy

survey

44

natural resources

support

3/2/2017

Barbara Olson

survey

125

natural resources

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
support

3/2/2017

Carol Thomas

survey

129

natural resources

support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

natural resources

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

invasive species

support

Glad invasive species are being addressed.

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

natural resources

support

Happy about using more natives

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

49

natural resources

support

02-401

no impact (support)

2/9/2017

Linda Huhn

survey

45

natural resources

Likes native plantings and shoreline restoration
Support for natural resources section
1. Natural resources are the foundation of everything else. Supports all items in
natural resources section. 2. Native plants should be used as much as possible to
keep costs down over the long term.
Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Support for natural resources section

02-401

no impact (support)

Support for NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska focus area design

07-406

no impact (support)

2/12/2017

Steven Knuteson

survey

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

53

Harriet

support

natural resources

paths

support
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

1. Likes any ideas related to unmowed/ reduced mowing areas. 2. Likes
pollinator gardens and more unmowed areas. 3.Likes recommendation to
reduce shoreline erosion. Access should be via boardwalk.
Supports a better crossing at Lake Street and signal improvements and other
bike/pedestrian improvements around the northeast corner/Refectory area,
improved wayfinding.
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

3/3/2017

Hennepin County staff email

boats

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

3/3/2017

Peter N

survey

160

parking

1/21/2017

Doug

survey

16

2/7/2017

Christy Kujawa

survey

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

SPECIFIC LOCATION

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

paths

41

paths

Harriet Bandshell

66

amenities

no impact (support)

07-406

no impact (support)

15-404

no impact (support)

Support for pier at Harriet Bandshell

16-402

no impact (support)

Harriet Bandshell

support

Likes the pier behind the bandshell

Support for pier at Harriet Bandshell

16-402

no impact (support)

support

12-402

no impact (support)

support

13-403

no impact (support)

13-404

no impact (support)

13-404

no impact (support)

13-404

no impact (support)

13-404

no impact (support)

03-410

no impact (support)

10-401

no impact (support)

10-401

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

development

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

boats

3/2/2017

Kathy Drozd

survey

149

boats

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

116

boats

1/24/2017

Steve Woldum

survey

28

boats

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

paths

1/26/2017

Patti

survey

31

paths

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

general

land bridge

07-406

support

3/2/2017

email

THEME IMPACT

no impact (support)

general

land bridge

Supports changes around the Refectory.
Glad there are no expansions of parking lots. Plenty of good street parking in
surrounding neighborhoods, including mine.

Support for NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska focus area design
Support for NE Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska focus area design
Support for no expansion to parking
lots at Harriet

THEME ID

03-409

30

email

Issues and Opportunities pg 92 response to bullet 1: Uses that don’t apply to
public activities should be moved, such as weed harvesting operations. Things
that compliment each other - Tin Fish and boat rental- should stay.

THEME

Support for path maintenance

survey

support

COMMENT SUMMARY

Supports the work on addressing pavement problems on the paths.
I like the idea of the pier being a place people can side and not be in the middle
of the bike path.

Alex Cecchini

3/2/2017

suggestion

support

1/25/2017

Bicycle Advisory
Committee
Form letter (received
377)

SENTIMENT

Harriet
Access and
Circulation

S Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and
William Berry and
William Berry

3/3/2017

low
moderate
high
no impact

support

Support for S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
William Berry/Calhoun focus area is great. Right now it seems like it's forgotten. and William Berry focus area design
Support for sailing program and
improved facilities at Calhoun/Bde
Supporting the sailing club and improving those facilities are important.
Maka Ska
Like the plan to move the sailing school to the northwest corner with a larger
facility. My kids went to sailing school and it was a fabulous experience. Cross
Support for sailing relocation at
traffic around current school is dangerous.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for sailing relocation at
Please move the sailing school from the congested area
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Strongly support proposal to move the Sailing School to the NW corner of the
lake. And this corner of the lake can handle parking and event staging for the
Support for sailing relocation at
Loppet and other neighborhood events.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for sailing relocation at
Moving the sailing club and school is a great idea. NE Calhoun is very congested. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

support

Happy only one path is plowed in the winter.

support

More sidewalks near the wetlands on the SW side of Calhoun are appreciated

support

Changes to SW corner of Bde Maka Ska are wonderful.

NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
support
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
support
NW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska
SW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
SW Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

support
support

Support for shared use trail in winter
Support for SW Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska improvements
Support for SW Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska improvements

supports long term plan of improving Calhoun/Isles connection with the creation Support for the land bridge at N
of a and bridge.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Supports long term vision to create a land bridge over Lake Street
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

3/1/2017

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

email

land bridge

2/27/2017

Gary Specker
Midtown Greenway
Coalition

email

land bridge

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

SPECIFIC LOCATION

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

roads

SENTIMENT

THEME

support

support

Supports the and bridge crossing

support

3/3/2017

Ben Schweigert

survey

176

land bridge

2/7/2017

Christy Kujawa

survey

41

land bridge

3/2/2017

survey

128

land bridge

3/4/2017

Elizabeth M
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

land bridge

3/2/2017

Ian Payne

survey

147

land bridge

1/19/2017

Jenny Bender

survey

7

land bridge

2/12/2017

Lisbeth Petersen

survey

52

land bridge

1/20/2017

Mel

survey

15

land bridge

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

land bridge

3/2/2017

no response

survey

124

land bridge

1/26/2017

Patti

survey

31

land bridge

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

116

land bridge

2/14/2017

Thomas Franchett

survey

58

land bridge

2/1/2017

Tracy Nordstrom

survey

34

land bridge

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

land bridge

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Andrea Helebrant

survey

164

general

Master Plan

support

3/3/2017

Ann Reed

survey

166

general

Master Plan

support

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

COMMENT SUMMARY

Support for the land bridge at N
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Supportive of proposed land bridge over Lagoon and Lake.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Tunnel for Lake Street under current location, though it would be hydrologically Support for the land bridge at N
difficult.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Supports the and bridge crossing
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
I love the idea of green space over Lake Street traffic
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Build a bridge for bikers to use [to cross Lake Street].
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

support

suggestion
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska
N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

low
moderate
high
no impact

support
support

support
support
support
support
support
support
support
support
support

support
support

Build the land bridge - it's a transformative idea.

Support for the land bridge at N
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Supports long term vision to create a land bridge over Lake Street
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Bridges to accommodate both needs [bicycle and pedestrian]
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Love the "Green Lid" over W. Lake Street connecting Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Support for the land bridge at N
Isles.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Proposed land bridge is exciting. It would set Minneapolis parks apart from other Support for the land bridge at N
cities.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
The bridge over Lake Street idea is the safest one.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
I like creating a higher level of safety with the intersection from the land bridge. Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
The Lake Street land bridge is a great idea.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Likes connectivity from the land bridge.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Like the land bridge idea
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Land bridge will greatly improve the north end and be a great connection point
between Bde Maka Ska and Isles, increase green space, and decrease noise and Support for the land bridge at N
traffic.
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Support for the land bridge at N
Supports long term vision to create a and bridge over Lake Street
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Happy Harriet and Calhoun are getting a much needed update. Important to my
childhood and want to share that with my family.
Support for the Master Plan
Except for the plan to have bikers/pedestrians cross Lake Street, it appears to be
a thoughtful plan.
Support for the Master Plan

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

08-402

no impact (support)

00-402

no impact (support)

00-402

no impact (support)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Barbara Olson

survey

125

general

Master Plan

support

1/19/2017

Carol Dines

survey

10

general

Master Plan

support

For the most part, the plan is consistent with their experience on the CAC and
represents the vision of the CAC and community.
Overall master plan is wonderful. I like the focus on maintaining nature and
ecology around the lakes, addition historical perspectives.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1. Appreciates work people have done on the plan and hopes it moves forward,
specifically in regards to natural resources, celebrating our diverse cultural and
historical background, and access for all. 2. Agree with many of the components
of the plan vision, guiding principles, and themes. Background on natural
resources, cultural/historic resources, and inclusion of equity as part of the plan
are well done/important.
Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Carol Thomas

survey

129

general

Master Plan

support

2/7/2017

Christy Kujawa

survey

41

general

Master Plan

support

3/2/2017

Daniel Hooker

survey

155

general

Master Plan

support

1/20/2017

Deb Mague

survey

14

general

Master Plan

support

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

158

general

Master Plan

support

I'm excited to see the great things this plan brings to our lakes.
Overall the plan gives a lot to like. It really is a beautiful area that deserves
support of designers who want the best for the city.
Pleased with integrated approach allowing for sustainable ecology, modern
amenities, and easy public access
Overall the plan has many good ideas in it. I look forward to their eventual
implementation.

1/21/2017

Eugene Serrato

survey

21

general

Master Plan

support

It all seems fine

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Greg Hoseth

survey

145

general

Master Plan

support

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Greg Loper

survey

136

general

Master Plan

support

Overall good plan
Generally, the plan is well thought out and takes into account the historical
purpose of parks and the need for them.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

Harvey Zuckman

survey

157

general

Master Plan

support

As a CAC member, I have utmost respect/gratitude for staff working on this
process. They performed above and beyond expectations and I believe they
guided our process with great professionalism/dedication.

3/2/2017

Heather Wulfsberg

survey

121

general

Master Plan

support

So happy you're doing this, the Chain of Lakes are jewels of Minneapolis.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1/20/2017

Janet Foster

survey

13

general

Master Plan

support

Efforts and elicited input are appreciated

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1/29/2017

Janice

survey

33

general

Master Plan

support

Well done! (other than removing Lake Street underpass)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/27/2017

Jeanette Colby

survey

84

general

Master Plan

support

Lots of great ideas in this plan. Thank you!

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1/19/2017

Jenny Bender

survey

7

general

Master Plan

support

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/1/2017

Jill

survey

114

general

Master Plan

support

Overall liked the proposals
Looks like you've done a good job of building a plan in consultation with the
public. I hope that environmental impacts and financing will be managed
properly.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)
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5.1.b

PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

00-402

no impact (support)

Master Plan

support

Great things, including more ADA accessible paths, amenities, and greater
visibility of and voice for Dakota history and culture. Also, excited to finally have
water and restroom access. I hope restrooms are non-gendered, accessible,
open year-round, and safe for all.
Support for the Master Plan

Plan Vision

Master Plan

support

Appreciates many of the specific themes articulated including: movement, urban
connectivity, multi-purpose, functionality, and placemaking.
Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

49

general

Master Plan

support

Well done, looking forward to it

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

survey

77

general

Master Plan

support

Great thoughts overall, very exciting.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Louise

survey

113

general

Master Plan

support

Draft is well done and easy to follow.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/28/2027

Nicole

survey

103

general

Master Plan

support

Good job overall

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/2/2017

no response

survey

124

general

Master Plan

support

Excited to see what the city will look like when these are all done!

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/12/2017

Paula

survey

54

general

Master Plan

support

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/3/2017

Peter N

survey

160

general

Master Plan

support

Nicely laid out plan. Loving the recommendations
As someone who has walked Harriet for many years. The plan overall is
wonderful.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

3/4/2017

Peter Sussman

survey

215

general

Master Plan

support

3/1/2017

Rob

survey

107

general

Master Plan

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

116

general

Master Plan

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

188

2/10/2017

Kristine Drew

survey

2/25/2017

Lee TCSC Sailor

3/1/2017

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

support

Thanks to the CAC members and MPRB staff for their efforts.
I hope many of these plans are implemented. It's great to see improvements in
areas so crucial to Minneapolis.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

support

Overall the report is quite good. Nice work overall

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1/18/2017

Scott

survey

1

general

Master Plan

support

Plan looks pretty solid, sat in on CAC meetings and process seemed thorough.
*Note: Citizens from the western side of the lake only showed up for one
meeting and tried to derail what was discussed for the NW area of the park,
which was disappointing. They should've participated more.

3/4/2017

Seph Bloedoorn

survey

200

general

Master Plan

support

Planning is fine

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/27/2017

Sheldon Mains

survey

85

general

Master Plan

support

Overall, the plan is good and complete

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

1/18/2017

Stephane Pannier

survey

3

general

Master Plan

support

00-402

no impact (support)

1/20/2017

Steve A

survey

11

general

Master Plan

support

Draft is clear and informative. Appreciate the opportunity to review
Support for the Master Plan
Many of the ideas in the master plan are great and will improve access for many
on the lake.
Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/24/2017

Walton Stanley

survey

75

general

Master Plan

support

In general, great work.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)

2/3/2017

Young Steve

survey

36

general

Master Plan

support

Overall like the recommendations, except for NE corner of Calhoun.

Support for the Master Plan

00-402

no impact (support)
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

3/2/2017

Aaron

survey

3/1/2017

Robert

survey

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

Support for trail parallel to Lake Street
at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-407

no impact (support)

Support for trail parallel to Lake Street
at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-407

no impact (support)

Support for trail parallel to Lake Street
at NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

07-407

no impact (support)

03-411

no impact (support)

03-411

no impact (support)

03-411

no impact (support)

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

134

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Widening a portion of the bike trail along Lake Street in the northeast area
would be good
Understands the need for on-street biking at the Lake street bridge over the
channel. Perhaps Lake Street could be narrowed by a lane for traffic calming and
widen the path at the bridge, but not before.

116

paths

NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Separation of the road and bike path with a boulevard is important. It's nice to
have a vegetative buffer zone between the road and path.

3/3/2017

B Davis

survey

186

transportation

3/3/2017

Julia

survey

189

transportation

2/18/2017

Kelly

survey

66

transportation

Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

roads

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

amenities

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

3/2/2017

Barbara Olson

survey

2/28/2027

Lake Walker

2/28/2027

3/2/2017

email

support

We have long needed a bus/trolley around the lakes. There could be routes from
Nicollet Mall, circulate Isles, Calhoun, Harriet and connect to Hennepin/Franklin,
and Uptown. It would connection people to work, food, recreation, and other
bus lines. Service should run frequently so there's no excuse for not taking it. It
could interface with another grand round bus route providing other parkways
Support for transit circulator around
service too.
the lakes
Support for transit circulator around
Great things, including a transit circulator
the lakes
Returning street parking is good, but why isn't there a bus route to help with this Support for transit circulator around
problem?
the lakes

support

Supports retaining E Calhoun Parkway as a two-way system

Support for two-way traffic on E
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

11-402

no impact (support)

support

Added seating along east side of lake where space allows

Support for visitor service goals,
especially additional toilets and
benches

20-401

no impact (support)

Restrooms and drinking fountains should be at minimum available every two
miles.

20-401

no impact (support)

20-401

no impact (support)

20-401

no impact (support)

20-401

no impact (support)

08-403

no impact (support)

support
support

support

Support for visitor service goals,
especially additional toilets and
benches
Support for visitor service goals,
I hope consideration is made for those less physically able by making sure there's especially additional toilets and
adequate seating within the area on the lower road.
benches
Support for visitor service goals,
Retired seniors' first and immediate priority is adding more year-round toilets
especially additional toilets and
and benches along the walking trails.
benches
Support for visitor service goals,
especially additional toilets and
Universal signage is great.
benches

support

Thinks proposed changes to North Beach area are great, it for sure needs it.

amenities

general

support

125

amenities

Harriet - Lower
Road

support

survey

100

amenities

Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and Harriet
support

Nicole

survey

103

accessibility

no response

survey

124

general

N Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

Support North Beach improvements
at N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
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PUBLIC COMMENT LOG
Public Comment Open
Public Comment Close

DATE

NAME

METHOD

3/2/2017

East Calhoun
Community
Organization Board

email

1/25/2017

Alex Cecchini

survey

3/2/2017

Eileen Schaubert

survey

3/3/2017

Minneapolis
Pedestrian Advisory
Committee

email

3/3/2017

Bill Dossett, Exec.
Director, Nice Ride
MN, on behalf of the
nonprofit organization survey

2/14/2017

support
opposition
concern
suggestion

1/18/2017
3/4/2017

SURVEY #

MASTER PLAN TOPIC

SPECIFIC LOCATION

low
moderate
high
no impact

SENTIMENT

COMMENT SUMMARY

THEME

THEME ID

THEME IMPACT

roads

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Support redesigning W 36th Street and Richfield Road intersection making it
more accessible for pedestrians/bikers

Support redesign of 36th Street
crossing

11-403

no impact (support)

paths

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

Great design for 36th and Richfield Road. Protected bike treatment at
roundabout and additional two way trail on the south side of the road is great

Support redesign of 36th Street
crossing

11-403

no impact (support)

E Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

support

The 36th St intersection needs to be redesigned long term for all users. The
current design is not ADA compliant and the bus stops along 36th require
pedestrians, wheelchair users, and cyclists to make multi-stage crossings with
limited congregating space and long signal wait times.

Support redesign of 36th Street
crossing

11-403

no impact (support)

Equity

support

Commend efforts to honor and provide space to the Dakota. Looking forward to Support restorative justice in the
continuation/expansion of this restorative justice.
Master Plan

06-402

no impact (support)

187

Equity

support

06-402

no impact (support)

06-402

no impact (support)

06-402

no impact (support)

06-402

no impact (support)

06-402

no impact (support)

06-402

no impact (support)

30

158

survey

57

Equity

support

3/4/2017

Chris Martin
Ethan Fawley,
Executive Director,
Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

survey

217

Equity

support

3/2/2017

Natalie

survey

135

Equity

support

3/3/2017

Nicole Nafziger

survey

190

Equity

support

3/3/2017

Wendy Plager

survey

171

support

3/1/2017

Paul Frenz

email

3/4/2017

Joy

survey

209

paths

1/20/2017

Mel

survey

15

paths

3/4/2017

Dave Carlson

email

Equity
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
Access and
Circulation
NE Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

paths

paths

support
support
support
support

Supports the restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and
present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people
Thrilled for dedication to making native history visible. Further efforts to
recognize the Dakota are of utmost importance

Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan
Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan

Supports the restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and
present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people
Supports the restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and
present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people
Supports the restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and
present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people
Supports the restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and
present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people

Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan
Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan
Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan
Support restorative justice in the
Master Plan

pleased with many proposals regarding the trails around the lakes
Great the trail improvement construction project is providing two-way bicycle
trails in several areas.

Support trail improvement proposals

03-412

no impact (support)

Support trail improvement proposals

03-412

no impact (support)

In favor of planned improvements for better bike/pedestrian flow.
Urge separation of bikes and pedestrians on trail north of Lake Street up until
Isles

Support trail improvement proposals
Supports bike/pedestrian trail
separation north of Lake Street

03-412

no impact (support)

07-408

no impact (support)
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Hi Deb,
Would you be able to respond to the below customer.
Thank you.
Customer Service Department | Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board | 2117 West River Rd. Minneapolis, MN
55411 | 612-230-6400 | 612-230-6513 (fax)
From: alwilz@comcast.net [mailto:alwilz@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 4:08 PM
To: Public-Inquiry
Subject: Renaming Lake Calhoun

Dear Sirs,
Now that the idea of changing the name of Lake Calhoun is coming up again, I decided it was
time to make my voice heard. My husband and I own three properties in Minneapolis, two are
within a couple blocks of Lake Calhoun. This name has been in place since 1839. I feel that
there are many other way more important things to be focusing attention on rather than
changing the name of a lake. Thinking of the ripple effect of all the businesses and
establishments that have their identities tied to the name Lake Calhoun makes me
wonder, where does this stop. When will enough names be changed to meet the current
population. All the while keeping in mind that the next generation may want another change.
When I moved here from Wisconsin, the first lake that I experienced was Lake Calhoun in a
sailboat over 35 years ago. I loved the name then and I still do today. At this time, keep the
signs with both names that are already up and call it done! No more taxpayer money should go
into this. End of story.
Thank you for your time,
Angie and Larry Wilz
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From: Public-Inquiry
Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 9:10 AM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: FW: Renaming Lake Calhoun

5.1.c

Ms Bartels
Attached are the comments of the Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis to the Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska-Harriet Master Plan. Thank you for adopting our comments into the plan.
Jerry Bahls
President
Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis
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From: Jerry Bahls [mailto:jobaud@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 10:40 AM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: Schroeder, Michael; Erwin, John; AYoung_Home account; Forney, Meg A.; Bourn, Brad
Subject: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan Comments

5.1.c

Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis

Deb Bartels, Project Manager
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
Dear Ms. Bartels,
This letter contains proposed changes to the draft Master Plan for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet from the Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis (ACM).
Both lakes are part of the Chain of Lakes Important Bird Area (IBA), by definition an area identified as being globally important for the conservation of bird populations, using internationally agreed upon criteria. The National
Audubon Society administers the IBA Program in the United States. A total of 263 species of birds have been
recorded within the Chain of Lakes IBA, including 72 species of Conservation Concern, and over 200 species of
birds have been seen on both lakes. In the revised Master Plan, please acknowledge these lakes’ importance as
part of the Chain of Lakes IBA—an oasis of bird habitat in the larger urban area—as well as the lakes’ popularity
with Metro birders and wildlife enthusiasts.
In this context, ACM supports the preservation and enhancement of the lakes’ natural resources as one of the
Master Plan’s top priorities, and believes we must protect and conserve these natural resources for future generations of people and wildlife. We ask that the Natural Resources recommendations in Section 3 of the Master
Plan be changed to include the requirement that future projects result in more trees and other vegetation in the
focus areas, especially native trees of high value for birds (such as oaks, cherry, birches, cottonwood, etc.). Diverse native understory vegetation that supplies food for birds and other wildlife is also essential to enhance habitat value and maintain ecological health. In addition, since soil compaction is a major challenge to tree health
and longevity, especially in heavily-used areas, compaction should be addressed in the revised Master Plan. As
the draft Plan suggests, future projects should include the redesign of high use areas to reduce soil compaction,
and programming changes to reduce and protect trees and other vegetation in areas where large numbers of
visitors congregate during events.
In the Lake Harriet Bandshell Focus Area, we request that the recommendation to develop the west entrance to
the Roberts Bird Sanctuary be removed. The Plan states that “The Thomas Sadler Roberts Bird Sanctuary, on
the northern shore of Lake Harriet and adjacent to Lakewood Cemetery, was excluded from the project because
it has its own parallel master planning process and funding.” In spite of this stated exclusion, however, the draft
Master Plan recommends developing the Sanctuary’s west entrance. ACM participated in the master planning
process for Roberts Bird Sanctuary, and the 10-year Roberts Bird Sanctuary Management Plan approved by the
MPRB Commissioners in 2015 did not identify improvements to the west entrance as a Sanctuary need, and did
not include the changes to the west entrance proposed in this draft Master Plan.
Further, in 2016, several organizations (ACM, Minneapolis Audubon Society, Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary,
Lynnhurst Neighborhood Association, and the Environment Committee of the Linden Hills Neighborhood Council)
submitted a letter to the Citizens Advisory Committee which stated, “The current proposal ignores recent discussions and extensive master planning efforts for the Sanctuary that focused on ensuring Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance on the east side, through the visitors shelter near the Rose Garden parking lot. Current plans are to use capital improvement funds to repair the visitor shelter foundation and replace the existing
boardwalk with a new low-impact, low-maintenance ADA-compliant boardwalk that will be accessible through the
visitors shelter. A new entrance on the west side is therefore unnecessary and would use scarce funds to duplicate access already available on the east side.” For these reasons, and because the Master Plan explicitly excludes the Sanctuary from the project area, we request that the request of these organizations be granted and
that the recommendation for the Sanctuary’s west entrance be removed from the Master Plan.
Thank you.
Jerry Bahls
President, Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis
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PO Box 3801
Minneapolis MN 55403

5.1.c

Hi Deb might you be able to enter these comments for me even though the deadline has passed? If not I
can print and try at the library by hand old school way. BC
On Mon, Feb 20, 2017 at 9:25 PM, Brian Crotteau <brian.crotteau@gmail.com> wrote:
Hi DebI'm a city resident at 4605 Aldrich Av S and was hoping to submit my few comments on the Master Plan.
I read the whole thing and actually really like it. I attached my few comments in a Word .doc, will this be
ok or should I use some other way of submitting.
On a side note, I'm one of the volunteers removing buckthorn and other invasives from within and
adjacent to Roberts Bird Sanctuary and in general, the more that can be done to restore the native
habitat around the lakes the better - remove the invasives, replant natives, high biodiversity, less lawn
and more filter ponds for the lakes, that is basically the summary of my comments.
My family is also part Ojibwe (not Dakota) but I particularly support returning to the original Dakota
names for the lakes and more recognition of their lands around the lakes.
OK if there is anything else I can do to comment or help, I can do stuff. Let me know and thanks for your
work. BC

-Brian on the go...

-Brian on the go...
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From: Brian Crotteau [mailto:brian.crotteau@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 12:05 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: Re: Master Plan Comments

5.1.c

Attachment: Attachment C - Emails and Attachments (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Comments on Calhoun/Mde Maka Ska - Harriet/Mde Unma Master Plan
Jan - Feb 2017
Brian Crotteau
Master Plan Comments
»
Chapter 1 Introduction: Restore the name of Lake Harriet to its original
Dakota, Mde Unma or Mde Umaa
»
There is still significant buckthorn infestation around both Mde Maka Ska and
Lake Harriet/ Mde Umaa and if possible it would be great to have those
invasives removed and the area replanted with native trees, shrubs and
plants.
»
Around both lakes and William Berry Park, fewer mowed areas and more
areas planted with pollinator friendly natives including milkweed, as well as
continued removal of invasive species.
»
I would like to see more recognition of the Dakota people who inhabited the
areas around the lakes before the genocide and before the land was stolen
from them.
»
Mde Umaa water quality is still lagging, would like to see additional settling
ponds, perhaps on the east side. There is still a major storm water pipe
draining directly into the lake with cigarette butts and other garbage and
dirty water from the streets.
Roberts Bird Sanctuary Comments
»
If the fence around Roberts Bird Sanctuary RBS is replaced as part of the
Master Plan or any other smaller project, consider designing the new fence so
that wildlife has some ways to move in, through and out of the sanctuary.
Movement is critical for many types of wildlife including turtles, deer, skunks,
coyotes, fox, etc.
»
The wetlands inside RBS are totally infested with cattails and other invasives,
if possible those wetlands should be dredged and the invasives removed.
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From: Anderson, Cynthia K.
Sent: Sunday, March 05, 2017 9:44 AM
To: Bartels, Deborah; Elias, Daniel Y.
Subject: Fwd: NE Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Trail Plan

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Dave Carlson <dave.carlson@wayzata.k12.mn.us>
Date: March 4, 2017 at 10:18:37 PM CST
To: "cswenson@minneapolisparks.org"
<cswenson@minneapolisparks.org>, "jringgold@minneapolisparks.org"
<jringgold@minneapolisparks.org>, "planning@minneapolisparks.org"
<planning@minneapolisparks.org>
Subject: NE Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Trail Plan
Minneapolis Parks Planning Dept.:
I tried to submit comments on the Trail plan today (last day in
comment period) but could not find a specific comment form, so please
include these comments in your deliberations.
1. North side of Calhoun along West Lake Street
I prefer Option B as this will allow the bike trail to remain in the
park for a longer stretch and less area directly adjacent to a busy
roadway... but Option A would be OK. Please be sure the shared
roadway section is in good condition.
2. NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Trails -- Bridge, Intersections and Road Crossing
I strongly support keeping the 2-way bicycle trail under the Lake
Street bridge... but do adopt the best features (and some
changes/alterations) from the other options including:
--- Better Pedestrian and Bicycle crossing at Lake St./East Calhoun
Parkway intersection
--- Signal improvements at intersection benefitting pedestrians and bicyclists
--- Raised Ped and Bike trail crossings at boat launch and Refectory accesses
--- Improved way finding (please place large kiosks well off trail to
avoid conflicts)
Please consider the following changes/improvements:
--- Move the bike trail that is along Lake St. farther in (away) from
the corner (intersection of Lake St./E. Calhoun Parkway) to reduce
conflicts between thru bike traffic and those waiting to cross
--- Consider connecting the under-the-bridge trail to the eastbound
trail along Lake St. just before (north of) the proposed restroom
building for a better connection and to avoid having to use the
congested Promenade area
--- North of Lake Street... strongly urge separation of pedestrian and
bike trails all the way to Lake of the Isles
--- Two-way bike trails should most definitely be at least 12' wide
for safety (10' too dangerous)
--- Wider waiting area for bikes and pedestrians at Lake St. crossing
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to avoid congestion/stacking

As a frequent user of these trails and the parks, I am pleased that
there will be trail rehabilitation, better ramps, and some circulation
improvements. Again, I strongly urge keeping the bike trail under the
bridge, maybe with some sight line improvements at either end of the
underpass.
And I will always recommend that the Park Board drops its
long-standing design guideline of narrow parkway roadways and add at
least a 3' bike lane, which more safely accommodates the faster
bicyclists (or bicyclists traveling opposite directions) and helps
relieve the trail congestion and conflicts between slower and faster
trail users (and is also easier for motorists to use the parkway
without using the oncoming traffic lane when passing bikes).
Thank you for your consideration and opportunity for input to help
make this area safer and more pleasant and convenient for bicyclists
and pedestrians.
Dave Carlson
7006 West 23rd Street
St. Louis Park, MN 55426
(952) 715-7577
Dave.carlson9@gmail.com
Sent from my iPad
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3. SE Lake Harriet Trail
I support Option C, with the short connection to the northbound bike
lane on the lower roadway
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Deb,
Thank you for your email. Honestly, I don’t know. If I’m in that area, I would be on a bike and the trail
under the bridge is a tricky one. Bikers have to go slow, and they don’t always do that. So perhaps a
crossing in the street would be safer, as long as the stop lights are timed so we’d have enough time to
get across.
I usually agree with Dorian on most situations, but you are the planners and have expertise too so I
don’t know! I guess my vote would be with what you are proposing.
Take care and thank you.
Diane
From: Bartels, Deborah
Sent: Wednesday, March 08, 2017 4:27 PM
To: Moe, Diane G.
Subject: RE: Can you help save one of the most-used bike trails in Minneapolis?

Hi Diane, we have received about 275 identical emails protesting the change (all of which we are
tracking). Can you clarify whether you support it or not?
Deborah Bartels, Registered Landscape Architect
Project Manager – Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
2117 West River Road
Minneapolis MN 55411 -2227
612-230-6438 direct
612-499-9088 cell
From: Moe, Diane G.
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 4:27 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: FW: Can you help save one of the most-used bike trails in Minneapolis?

Hi Deb,
I wasn’t sure if you had seen these emails coming out from the Minnesota Bicycle Alliance. I’m looking
at the Master Plan report and I actually agree that during busy times the trail under Lake Street is tricky
for both bicycles and pedestrians. I’m sure it was a difficult decision, but was surprised by Dorian
Grilley’s email.
Take care and thanks for what you do!
Diane
From: Diane Moe [mailto:dmoempls@usiwireless.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 4:16 PM
To: Moe, Diane G.
Subject: Fwd: Can you help save one of the most-used bike trails in Minneapolis?
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From: Moe, Diane G.
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 12:20 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: RE: Can you help save one of the most-used bike trails in Minneapolis?

-------- Original Message --------
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Hi Diane!
We hope you'll help speak up for a beloved bike trail in
Minneapolis. If you've ever spent a lovely summer
afternoon riding around the Chain of Lakes, you'll
remember the bike trail that connects Lake Calhoun with
Lake of the Isles via a tunnel beneath Lake Street. Our
friends at the Northstar Chapter of the Sierra Club are
leading the charge to save it from being removed; if you
are able, please read on to learn why it's in trouble
and how you can lend a hand.

Keep the
Chain of Lakes
safe for everyone!
Please let the Minneapolis Park
Board know that we need safe and
protected bikeways and trails
around the Chain of Lakes—no
exceptions!
Send your message now!

The Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan will
It takes less than two minutes!
create a 25-year vision for the Minneapolis Chain of
Lakes area. It’s a great plan, but proposes to eliminate
the bike trail under West Lake Street, severing the connection between two major trails and
diverting bicyclists to a much more dangerous intersection above. This vital bicycle
connection must be maintained. Many people on bicycles, including children, do not feel safe
or comfortable crossing Lake Street - a major road with heavy, speeding traffic.
The Chain of Lakes is a treasure to all who live and work in Minneapolis, as well as to those
who visit the city. The trails offer safe, public, and unrestricted off-street biking for ALL
levels of bicyclists. Your comments are needed to ensure safe, friendly access for everyone.
Please let the Minneapolis Park Board know that we need safe and protected bikeways
and trails around the lakes, no exceptions!
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Subject:Can you help save one of the most-used bike trails in Minneapolis?
Date:2017-03-02 10:00
From:BikeMN Action <info@bikemn.org>
To:dmoempls@usiwireless.com
Reply-To:info@bikemn.org

Packet Pg. 102

5.1.c

Bicycle Alliance of Minnesota
PO Box 5078
Saint Paul, MN 55101
info@bikemn.org
UNSUBSCRIBE
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Hello Deb,
Attached please find a letter from the ECCO Board with feedback for the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet
Master Plan.
Thank you for your work on this important project.
Best,
Monica Smith
East Calhoun Coordinator
612-821-0131
nrp@eastcalhoun.org
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From: Monica Smith [mailto:nrp@eastcalhoun.org]
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 8:45 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: ECCO President; Harvey Zuckman
Subject: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan feedback
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March 2, 2017
Re: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan Draft
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master
Plan Draft.
The East Calhoun Community Organization (ECCO) Board would like to provide the
following feedback.

General comments
We request that the master plan include a statement about honoring the Shoreland Overlay
District (SOD) around our city lakes. The adherence to the SOD is a priority and any
public/private development within the area should respect the guidelines of the height
restrictions within the SOD. The graphic depiction (page 113) of a possible public/private
development on NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska should be scaled down to illustrate
conformance to the SOD.
We believe that the master plan should have more emphasis on lake water quality, especially
with regard to aquatic invasive species (AIS). Policies that further prevent the spread of AIS
to protect our urban lakes should be included in the plan. The relocated boat launches should
be designed in a way to provide more robust boat inspections to prevent the spread of AIS.

NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Focus Area
The relocation of the boat launches and the sailing school/club are not slated to happen until
major changes are implemented on the NW side of the lake (including re-aligning West
Calhoun Parkway). The ECCO Board asks the Park Board to look for opportunities to move
amenities away from the NE corner in the more immediate future so that the NE area can be
reorganized and enhanced to expand the concessions at the Refectory and accommodate a
new restroom facility that will better serve the high demand and be ADA compliant.
Until funding is available for the land bridge or “Lid” over Lake St, the master plan
recommends an at-grade multi-use trail across Lake Street on the west side of East Calhoun
Parkway. The ECCO Board is concerned about the proposed at-grade crossing of six lanes of
traffic at Lake St for bikers/pedestrians. A bike/ped bridge, leading pedestrian indicators at
the stoplights, and/or other measures should be considered to ensure safety at this extremely
busy intersection.
Continued on the next page
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Page 2
East Calhoun Community Organization
Chapter 8, page 92
The area around the Tin Fish is open to the public and available for all to use. Delete the
following bullet point or rephrase in a way to reflect that the space is public parkland and
available for use by all.
• Pedestrians who are not customers of Tin Fish lack opportunities to access
the water.
Chapter 8, page 93
Add the underlined words to the following sentence:
•

Boardwalks and docks will continue to provide seating and access to the
waterfront that can be enjoyed by all.

E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Focus Area
We are concerned that the plan includes a major change to the eastern shore by including
the creation of raingardens and a storm water filtration basin with a boardwalk to facilitate
pedestrian movement. The loss of green space dramatically changes this area. The master
plan needs to outline the benefits of this approach to justify the loss of green space.
The ECCO Board supports retaining East Calhoun Parkway as a two-way system.
Maintaining the existing tot-lot near the 32nd St beach is a priority for ECCO. This
playground was originally funded by the East Calhoun neighborhood and is available
for all park users to enjoy. We also support expanding play opportunities (which may
included nature play) for kids up to age 12.
Where space allows, benches and other forms of seating should be added to the east side
of the lake.
We question the feasibility of accommodating landing areas along East Calhoun Parkway,
particularly at W 33rd Street.
We support the master plan’s recommendation to explore the redesign of the intersection
at W 36th Street and Richfield Road to make it more accessible to pedestrian and bicycle
traffic.

Sincerely,
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Ralph Knox, Board President, East Calhoun Community Organization
president@eastcalhoun.org
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Ms. Bartels, thank you for making available the draft of the “Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master
Plan" and for seeking reactions and input from the public. Attached is a file containing comments from
the Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary organization. We greatly appreciate the sharing of information
and the opportunity to provide input to the process.
Yours,

Stephen Greenfield
President
Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary
tapaculo@outlook.com
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From: Stephen Greenfield [mailto:tapaculo@outlook.com]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 8:48 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: Schroeder, Michael; Erwin, John; AYoung_Home account; Forney, Meg A.; Bourn, Brad; Jerry Bahls
Subject: Comments from Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary on the lakes master plan
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March 3, 2017
Attachment: Attachment C - Emails and Attachments (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

Deb Bartels, Project Manager
Bde Maka Ska (Lake Calhoun) & Lake Harriet Master Plan
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
Ms. Bartels,
We appreciate your distributing for comment the comprehensive and detailed Draft Master Plan for
Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet [Lakes’ Master Plan]; this letter provides feedback from
the Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary [FRBS], along with requested changes. Although the Sanctuary is
not included in the project area for the two Lakes’ Master Plan, its adjacency to the project area means
that projects included in the Plan will affect the Sanctuary.
The Roberts Management Plan approved by MPRB Commissioners in 2015 establishes this vision for the
Sanctuary: “The Thomas Sadler Roberts Bird Sanctuary is a public bird sanctuary treasured by visitors as
a place of beauty and quiet in the urban environment, supporting a diversity of resident and migrating
birds in a natural and undeveloped setting while providing environmental education opportunities to a
broad audience.” The Sanctuary is known and valued and as a rare oasis of nature for humans and other
animals in the City. Part of the Chain of Lakes Important Bird Area, the land inside and around the
Sanctuary (a “buffer zone” outside the fenced area), provides critical habitat and resting areas for many
species of migratory birds. Hundreds of birds also gather on both lakes during spring and fall migrations,
as hundreds of thousands of birds journey along the Mississippi Flyway.
With sufficient and sustained commitment and will to protect our environment, the Park Board can and
should be a leader in protecting and enhancing the fragile ecology of these lakes, for current and future
generations of humans and wildlife. Yet a clear and overarching vision for environmental stewardship
(vs. asset management) is missing in the draft Plan, and the Natural Resources recommendations offer
a piecemeal approach that reflects this lack of vision. References in the draft Plan to Richard Louv’s
book, Last Child in the Woods, highlight what he calls nature deficit disorder (“the decreased exposure
of American children to nature”), yet seem to miss the point of Louv’s book. Far from suggesting that
outdoor recreation per se will address the nature deficit, Louv writes that children need to experience
joy and wonder in nature, through outdoor discovery during nature walks, gardening, flora and fauna
observation, backyard camping, wildlife identification, and time for unstructured play and interaction
with the natural world.
Yet the draft Plan does not explore how the ecology of the lakes can be preserved and enhanced to
provide a setting for these types of experiences. Instead the draft Plan concludes, “To stay relevant and
be equitable, MPRB (and Met Council) will need to accommodate new activities and related recreational
infrastructure in all of its parks, including its regional parks, and prepare to provide a multitude of
settings for new recreational opportunities throughout its system.” (page 196) This nebulous approach
reflects an imbalance toward recreation at the expense of the natural environment. The goal is not for
MPRB to “stay relevant” but to fulfill its mission to “permanently preserve, protect, maintain, improve,
and enhance its natural resources, parkland, and recreational opportunities for current and future
generations” in an equitable manner (MPRB’s 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan).
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We ask that the “Environment theme” be modified to emphasize environmental protection, such as
“Minimize the ecological impacts and consider the cost-effectiveness and sustainability of built
amenities and improvements.” We question the “Recreation theme” as stated: “Renew facilities that
support existing recreational use. Add, modify or expand facilities that respond to trends that reflect the
region’s changing demographics.” This theme suggests that the lakes are to be used as playgrounds for
activities that can be offered elsewhere, without a body of water nearby. Given increasing environmental
challenges, and the fact that visitors expect these lakes to survive over time, we question whether it’s
appropriate to expect the lakes to support even more development to respond to ever-changing trends.
Further stressing the lakes’ ecology by investing in infrastructure to support activities whose popularity
may wane relatively soon is unwarranted.
The demand for many of the activities mentioned in the draft Plan as rising in popularity—skateboarding,
rock climbing, rugby, lacrosse, and disc golf—can be accommodated elsewhere in the Minneapolis Park
system, without further damaging the lakes’ land, trees, and water. Indeed, the top five recreational
activities in regional parks—walking/hiking, biking, swimming, picnicking, and relaxing—are timeless,
which justifies and even requires making environmental protection a top priority in this Master Plan.
Thus, Friends of Roberts asks that the Natural Resources recommendations (Section 3) include a new #1
recommendation that addresses the urgency in protecting “the land, trees, and water [that] are the
foundation of the park system” (MPRB’s 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan). For example, “Protect the
ecological functioning of these lakes and their land, trees, and water, as the foundation of the entire
park system.”
We also request that existing Natural Resources recommendations be revised to be robust and
unambiguous in protecting and enhancing the natural environment. For example, rather than strive for
no net loss of trees, FRBS requests that the Plan require that more trees be planted as a result of the
proposed projects, knowing as we do that many trees are being lost to disease and severe weather
events, that the urban canopy has been declining, and that trees provide countless benefits to humans
and other animals. Similarly, rather than merely consider stormwater management, FRBS requests that
the Plan require stormwater management in all projects, with no increase in runoff to the lakes that
would further degrade water quality. For another example, the Park Board should consider amending the
plan to add the goal of improving the habitat around Lake Calhoun for shorebirds. The planned increase
in impervious surfaces around the lakes that is condoned in the draft Master Plan would be an example
of development at the expense of the environment. The Plan should also consistently note that plantings
will be of native species, and that the lakes are pesticide-free zones.
Friends of Roberts also requests that the Master Plan explicitly address the serious damage to the natural
environment of soil compaction and de-icing, through additional Natural Resources recommendations
that commit to implementation of specific solutions, both general and associated with specific projects in
all focus areas. A discussion and recommendation of less-damaging alternatives to sodium chloride needs
to be added to this section of the Master Plan.
The draft Master Plan surprisingly includes a recommendation to “improve the west entrance into Roberts
Bird Sanctuary, making it ADA accessible.” This recommendation is confusing, because the Plan states,
“The Thomas Sadler Roberts Bird Sanctuary, on the northern shore of Lake Harriet and adjacent to
Lakewood Cemetery, was excluded from the project because it has its own parallel master planning
process and funding.” The recommendation to develop the west entrance contradicts the Master Plan’s
exclusion of Roberts from the project area. This recommendation is also inconsistent with the Roberts
FRBS comments on draft Lakes’ Master Plan
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Management Plan, which does not identify changes to the west entrance as a need (other than minor
changes to resolve safety issues with better signage and an improved crosswalk). In no public meeting we
attended—for the Roberts Management Plan, the lakes Master Plan, or the Roberts Capital Improvements
project—was there any support from the public for a second accessible entrance, including from
constituents with special needs.
A letter to the Park Board in 2016 from several community groups (Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary,
Lynnhurst Neighborhood Association, the Environment Committee of the Linden Hills Neighborhood
Council, Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis, and Minneapolis Audubon Society) explained that master
planning efforts for the Sanctuary focused on ensuring ADA compliance on the east side, through the
visitors shelter near the Rose Garden parking lot. It stated, “Current plans are to use capital improvement
funds to repair the visitor shelter foundation and replace the existing boardwalk with a new low-impact,
low-maintenance ADA-compliant boardwalk that will be accessible through the visitors shelter. A new
entrance on the west side is therefore unnecessary and would use scarce funds to duplicate access already
available on the east side.”
Although we support improved access to the Sanctuary, this goal can be achieved in ways that are
consistent with the Roberts Management Plan. It’s important to note that the Roberts Plan identifies
other urgent needs for the Sanctuary, such as repairing the fence and replacing the boardwalk. Even if the
Sanctuary were included in the Lakes’ Master Plan, priority projects identified in the Roberts Management
Plan should take precedence over other potential projects for the Sanctuary. Long-standing safety and
security issues should be addressed as indicated in the Roberts Plan. Please eliminate the contradiction in
the Master Plan and the inconsistency with the approved Roberts Plan by removing the recommendation
to develop the west entrance to the Roberts Bird Sanctuary.
Finally, we would also like to correct a statement in the draft Plan (page 159) that “The maintenance area is
disliked by neighbors and Roberts Birds Sanctuary advocates…” While we cannot speak for all the neighbors,
we can assure the Park Board that Friends of Roberts has not expressed dislike for the maintenance area,
though we have complained about the use of pesticides in the area and requested that no pesticides be
used in and near the Sanctuary. We recognize the need for facilities to maintain the nearby gardens. Our
position (stated in a letter dated February 12, 2016) is that “The current maintenance area is located on
land carved out of the Sanctuary, and any space gained by reducing the size of the maintenance area
should be restored to the Sanctuary.” Hence, we appreciate and applaud the Plan’s provision that: “Any
land vacated as the result of reorganization of the maintenance facilities should be restored to habitat for
Roberts Bird Sanctuary”, and have stated so in public meetings. We look forward to the restoration of land
on the west side of the current maintenance area and appreciate that the Park Board plans to remove
decades of maintenance debris that currently pollutes the Sanctuary land and waters.
Thank you for your work on this project and for accepting these comments.
Stephen Greenfield, President
Friends of Roberts Bird Sanctuary
tapaculo@outlook.com
612.877.1137

FRBS comments on draft Lakes’ Master Plan
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From: Gary Specker <gary@specker.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 01, 2017 5:35 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: Calhoun Plan-northeast corner

My wife and I live overlooking the Tin Fish area and I will restrict my comments to the plan
recommendations for that area.
1. I fully support moving the boat launch to the North end. Only the launch, the sailing dock should stay
where it is in the center of the buoy field.
I remain skeptical that the sailing school will ever relocate. With all the emphasis on better serving
Minneapolis' diverse communities, I don't think it's politically realistic to think that Park funds will be
allocated to sailing-the least diverse activity on the Lake.
2. I disagree with delaying new restrooms until a 2nd phase. This a critical need now and, as I indicated
above, it should not be dependent on relocation of the Sailing School.
3. I strongly disagree with the idea of a Lake Street grade level crossing for either bikes or pedestrians.
Watching pedestrians and bikes cross Lake Street to the current Nice Ride racks convinces me that there
is no practical way to design a crosswalk that could safely handle weekend bike/pedestrian traffic and
allow reasonable auto traffic flow on Lake/Lagoon. Based on what I have seen, it is much more likely
that someone will be killed or seriously injured by an auto at a grade level crossing than in a bikepedestrian accident in the existing configuration. Living where we do, I use the area very frequently,
both on foot and on my bike, and I believe the current problem is that pedestrians are often startled by
bikes where they don't expect them, not that they are actually endangered. The right solution is better
signage and cross hatching in the congested areas and/or some realignment of the paths at the East end
of the bridge over the Lagoon channel. Even gates that forced bikers to dismount before going under
Lake would be better than a grade crossing.
Just an observation, the risk of a bike-pedestrian collision is much higher at the South end of Calhoun
where the William Berry bike traffic exits and enters the Calhoun bike path-frequently at high speed.
Again there should be better signage and cross hatching.
4. Build the land bridge-it's a transformative idea.

Gary Specker
1805 W Lake Unit 303
Sent from my iPhone
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Hello Deb,
Various Hennepin County Transportation Planning staff has reviewed the Draft Lake Calhoun (Bde Maka
Ska)/Lake Harriet Master Plan and is submitting our comments for your consideration. The attached
spreadsheet contains specific staff comments, while the attached pdf is from the Hennepin County
Bicycle Advisory Committee comprised of community stakeholders primarily. We are also aware of
comments from the Minneapolis Pedestrian Advisory Committee which will be submitted separately by
the Mpls staff.
The following comments provide some further background on our related involvement:
We are working with the City’s of Minneapolis and St. Louis Park on establishing a pedestrian &
bicycle crossing enhancement at the intersection of France Avenue and 38th Street. Traffic
counts conducted by Hennepin County last spring show a high volume of bicycles and
pedestrians crossing over France Ave at this location. This is part of a broader effort led by the
two cities to in particular to establish a bikeway connection to SW Calhoun via 38th St. (City of
SLP will be submitted comments with more detail).
Implementation of the pedestrian and bicycle circulation improvements at North Calhoun and
Lake of the Isles will impact the existing signalized crossings of Lake Street at East Calhoun
Parkway and Lagoon Avenue at East Calhoun Parkway. HC staff is continuing to work with MPRB
and City of Minneapolis staff on this aspect of the project.
Thank you and please let me know if I can provide further clarification,
Jason
Jason Gottfried
Senior Planning Analyst
Hennepin County

Office: 612-596-0394
Email: Jason.Gottfried@hennepin.us
Hennepin County Public Works
1600 Prairie Drive
Medina, MN 55340-3410
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From: Jason D Gottfried [mailto:Jason.Gottfried@hennepin.us]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 10:48 AM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: Carla J Stueve; Robert H. Byers; Jordan D Kocak; Sierra Saunders; Nathaniel M Hood; Jason R Pieper
Subject: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan - Hennepin County Staff Comments
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Nathaniel M Hood
Jason D Gottfried
Hennepin County Bicycle Advisory Committee on Calhoun-Harriet Master Plan
Tuesday, January 31, 2017 11:25:17 AM

From 12-19-2016 Minutes for the Hennepin County Bicycle Advisory Committee - Calhoun-Harriet
Master Plan

Resolution 2: Calhoun-Harriet Master Plan
“The BAC supports maintaining the existing off-street bi-directional traffic for bicycle users at
the
existing underpass under West Lake Street connecting Lake Calhoun and Lake of the Isles.
The Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) supports the improved bicycle and pedestrian trails
and
connections in the northeast corner of Lake Calhoun, parallel to East Calhoun Parkway, which
provides an enhanced shared-used crosswalk and share-use trail crossing for the eastbound
and
westbound legs of West Lake Street. The BAC supports improved parkway crossing for trails
at W Minnehaha Parkway.”
The above resolution was unanimously passed.
-Nate
Nathaniel (Nate) Hood
Senior Planning Analyst, Transportation
Office: (612) 596-9876
Cell: (612) 237-7614
Email: nathaniel.hood@hennepin.us
Hennepin County Public Works
Transportation Planning – Project Delivery
1600 Prairie Drive
Medina, MN 55340-3410
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Comment
Uses that don't apply to public activities should be moved, such as the weed harvesting operations. Activies such as Tin Fish and boat rental
compliment each other and should remain next to one another to support a vibrant pedestrian node.

Chapter

Page

Section/Paragraph
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92

Issues and Opportunities - bullet one

8

92

Issues and Opportunities - bullet three

8

96

8

96

8

96

9

154

9

162

1

3

General

Consider clarifying at the beginning why Lake of the Isles was excluded from this report

1

15 / 16

Timeline

Layout: Consider more space, difference in font (something?) between body text and timeline text.

4

General

Maps, general

A safe at-grade crossing is critical and should be a top priority.
Bicycle access should be maintained under the Lake Street overpass. Bicyclists will pass under here regardless as many users may not feel
comfortable with the street crossing. To mitigate conflicts space should be maintained for people on bicycles.
The NE part of Lake Calhoun is the gateway to and from Uptown and may be the only stop some Uptown visitors make at the lake. Relocating
the rentals reduces the visibility of this service and would limit the ability of many people to use it.
Bicycle parking should be located directly next to Tin Fish not near the intersection, no one will use the parking there, this is a confusing location
for bikers who are trying at access Tin Fish.
Rerouted bike trail along W Lake Harriet Parkway is a good idea but there needs to be a connection for those riders who want to continue
clockwise around Lake Harriet. The pedestrian east-west axial path between Robers Bird Sanctuary and W Lake Harriet Parkway should also
include a bicycle trail.
Earlier in this chapter it is noted that the grove of trees on the south side of the rose garden is a popular location for "mockers". The proposed
formal gateway to the rose garden completely eliminates this cherished amenity and offers no alternative or new solutions to create a hammock
grove elsewhere. Consider keeping as many of the mature trees here as possible and/ or identify an alternative space for these park users.

4

49 / 50

Maps

4

50

Map

Map text (street names, legends) is illegible.
Regarding ped connections: How are these defined? Sidewalk locations? Primary or direct routes to the lakes? Regarding bike connections:
Check bikeways for accuracy, as well as how they're defined in the legend. Consider differentiating between trails and on-street facilities, and
existing versus proposed. Some "bike lanes" shown are actually bike boulevards, or planned (not currently existing) routes. If it's important to
note that a certain bike lane is one way, that could be indicated with an arrow overlay on the road (similar to Google Maps). If one-way bike
lanes are specified, do we also want to specify which direction bike traffic is flowing around the lakes?
Regarding transit connections: In addition to noting planned SW LRT connection, consider including local existing transit routes and stops within
the map frame. Regarding bike connections: Be consistent with how bikeways are illustrated on page 49 and 50.

4

52

4.1 / 1

The parkways and trails are historic recreational features, but they are also major components in a regional traffic network for those commuting
into and through the city, both by bicycle and by vehicle. The parkways may provide motorists with important local connections, but they are not
a major component of the regional transportation system (compare parkways to West Lake Street - very different picture). By contrast, the
parkways may serve a more regional purpose for bicyclists. In addition, bikes are technically vehicles - consider using "people travelling by bike
and by car", or "bicyclists and motorists" to differentiate between modes.

4

52
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Use of the word traffic in P2, line 2: is this specifically in reference to drivers, or all traffic including walkers, bicyclists, transit, etc? Clarify.

4
4
4
4
4
4

52
53
58
58
52
57

4.1 / 3
4.1 / 4
4.3 / 3
Image
4.1 / 9
4.3

A shame that consideration for on-street facilities isn't being pursued, especially since two-way trails are also not being considered. Is a 6 - 10 - 8
Perhaps a general recommendation or statement to consider pervious pavement for trails when they are replaced?
Potential for parking ramp to be incorporated into a mixed-use development?
No caption. Is this an existing parking app? Something that is being pursued?
Regarding transit circulator: Would this be operated by the MPRB? Could this extend beyond Calhoun / Bde Maka Ska - Harriet to include Lake of
Some discussion of transit circulator as an option to reduce parking needs would be great
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Hi Deb,
Please see the attached letter from the Environment Committee of the Linden Hills Neighborhood
Council.
Best,
Christy Prediger
Linden Hills Neighborhood Coordinator
612.481.5574
From: Bartels, Deborah [mailto:DBartels@minneapolisparks.org]
Sent: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 6:01 PM
Subject: Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan available for public review and comment
Hello,
The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is seeking comments on a draft of the Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan. A news release with more information is attached and pasted below.

Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan available for public review
and comment
Public comments will be accepted until March 4 via online survey, paper survey or direct email
or phone call to the project manager
The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is seeking comments on a draft of the Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan. This document will create a 25-year vision for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska, Lake Harriet, and surrounding parkland within Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park.
The draft Master Plan is the result of 18 months of community-based planning and design. Public
comments will be accepted until March 4, 2017.
The plan is available online on the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan project page. Printed
copies of the plan along with paper surveys will be available after Jan. 25 at each of the 13 recreation
centers located in southwest Minneapolis, MPRB headquarters and the Walker, Linden Hills, and
Washburn libraries. Community members may comment by filling out a brief online survey, a printed
survey at one of the locations referenced above or by emailing or phoning the project manager listed
below.
At the conclusion of the open comment period, MPRB staff will catalog and categorize each public
comment to assess its impact to plan. The comments will be taken into consideration by the Board of
Commissioners when considering approval after a public hearing on the plan.
Once approved by the Board of Commissioners, the plan will be submitted to the Metropolitan Council
for review and adoption. Future funding of capital improvements at the two lakes and surrounding
parkland is contingent upon a Met Council adopted master plan.
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From: Christy Prediger [mailto:christyprediger@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 4:44 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: jstites@contextlaw.com; 'Sarah Sutherland'; chair@lindenhills.org
Subject: LHiNC Environment Committee re: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan

The first round of improvements identified in the plan will begin in spring 2017.
Español: 612-230-6573 | preguntas@minneapolisparks.org
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CONTACT:
Deb Bartels
Project Manager
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
612-230-6438
dbartels@minneapolisparks.org
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March 3, 2017
Deb Bartels, Project Manager
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
Dear Ms. Bartels,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft Master Plan for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet
in the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park. This letter contains feedback and requested changes to the draft
Plan from the Environment Committee of the Linden Hills Neighborhood Council.
We recognize that these lakes are part of a regional park used by many people, and that the Plan attempts “a balance
between preserving and enhancing natural resources and accommodating recreational use.” We share the concern
expressed in the Plan that “the ecological health of the park and the two lakes are compromised by the current
amount of public use.” Since the use of these lakes will likely increase in the future, we think it’s essential that the
Plan outline more specific ways to protect the ongoing ecological health of the lakes from such potential expanded
public use.
We support the recommendations related to natural resources in Section 3, and we are concerned that the Plan’s
focus on developing land around the lakes for recreation will thwart efforts to implement these recommendations
aimed at protecting and enhancing these natural resources. We want the Plan to provide a framework that promotes
the long term ecological health of the lakes, through methods currently known, such as management of runoff from
parklands, ban of pesticide use on parklands, use of compost for fertilizer, protection of the urban tree canopy, and
other technologies or management techniques that are developed as years go on. We believe having and preserving
a healthy natural environment in our parks is an important goal that benefits all people who use the area and is at
least, if not more, important as providing improved recreational opportunities. The guarantee to citizens of safe,
healthy, natural surroundings in our public parks sets an important values-oriented leadership tone that is very much
needed in these times.
We request these changes in the Natural Resources recommendations:
#2. Require stormwater management in all new development and redevelopment in the Chain of Lakes. The current
word “consider” does not ensure that development will not further degrade water quality. In fact, #1 (Maintain and
improve water quality in Lake Calhoun and Lake Harriet) will not be achievable unless stormwater management is
part of all development projects around the lakes. Especially given other challenges to water quality that are outside
the direct control of the Park Board, it is imperative that Park Board projects do not further pollute the lakes. And

Attachment: Attachment C - Emails and Attachments (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

5.1.c

Linden Hills Neighborhood Council ∙ P.O. Box 24049, Minneapolis, MN 55424 ∙ 612.926.2906 ∙ lindenhills.org

Packet Pg. 118

5.1.c

P. 2

#6. Regarding vegetation (third bullet): Increase trees in project areas. The current wording to strive for no net loss of
trees would undoubtedly result in fewer trees around the lakes, at a time of climate change and extreme weather
events when more trees are needed in the park for many reasons, including to help improve water and air quality, to
reduce erosion, and to provide habitat for birds in this Important Bird Area.
We also request an additional Natural Resources recommendation: #7: Ensure that all development is designed and
implemented in a way that preserves the beauty and health of our environment and that honors and upholds all laws
in place, including the Shoreland Overlay District, which was established to preserve and enhance the environmental
qualities of the surface waters and shoreland areas within the City.
Finally, we request that the well-documented problems of de-icing salt and compacted soil be addressed in the
Master Plan. Soil compaction harms trees and shortens their lives by reducing oxygen and drainage, making the
stressed trees far more susceptible to disease and other problems. Current levels of de-icing salt are damaging the
lakes and rivers in our watershed. The potential solutions cited in the draft to address problems associated with deicing salt and compacted soils warrant inclusion in the Plan and are within the purview of the Park Board to
implement in order to protect and improve water quality and vegetation. For example, it’s feasible and reasonable to
redesign high use areas to reduce soil compaction and to make programming changes that reduce and/or protect the
spaces where large numbers of visitors congregate during events. It’s also important to use equipment capable of
calibrating and reducing salt application rates to reduce the amount of salt entering the system. Excluding these
known solutions from the Plan would compromise the Park Board’s ability to implement the Natural Resources
recommendations and protect trees and water quality.

Thank you.
Environment & Sustainability Committee of the Linden Hills Neighborhood Council
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especially since some of the proposed projects will (regrettably) increase impervious surfaces near the lakes,
effective stormwater management must be required.
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From: maggie pastarr <mpastarr@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 1:43 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah; Meg Forney; Steve Andersen
Subject: Calhoun master plan

My husband Steve Andersen and I just looked at the master plan and continue to have
concerns about the plan to re-direct Calhoun Blvd. Steve sent our concerns to you, Deb, but
didn't hear back after you said you'd check on this; and we see the plan has not been changed.
Here's what he wrote: We have concerns about the plan to reroute W. Calhoun Blvd. so that
it only connects to the Parkway and not to W. 32nd St. None of us can fathom why this road
revision is an “improvement.” For those of us who live on W. 32nd St., this will require us to
turn south onto the Parkway and then off again 30 feet past this intersection to get onto W.
32nd when the Parkway is closed or traffic at the Dean Parkway intersection is heavy. As W.
32nd is a one way street, this adds great inconvenience to the entire street in addition to the
safety issue this presents. Plus, as you are aware, there are almost weekly events around
the lake that close the Parkway. If that intersection is closed there is literally no way for us
to access our homes on W. 32nd. I hope some thought has – or will be – given to this issue.
We also realized that it not only would affect our entire street but would affect the people
that live on W. Calhoun Blvd. When the Parkway is closed for an event, they also will have
no way to get off their street since W. Calhoun Blvd is also one-way.
It also would cut out some green space since that little piece of land between the new
proposed road that heads to the lake and 32nd St. would then be cut off from the bigger
portion of park space. That small piece of land wouldn't be useful for anything, we feel.
Can you speak to our concerns?

Maggie Pastarr
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Hello Deb,
I am pleased to submit the attached letter as our commentary regarding the Calhoun/Bde Maka SkaHarriet Master Plan.
Our board discussed the Plan at our board meeting on February 23, and approved the recommendations
contained in the attached letter. Most notably, we support keeping the two-way bike trail under Lake
Street, as this provides the safest connection.
Please let me know if you have any questions or need clarification on our position. We appreciate the
opportunity to submit our comments and recommendations, and look forward to these improvements
being implemented.
Sincerely,
Soren Jensen
Executive Director
Midtown Greenway Coalition
On Wed, Jan 18, 2017 at 5:59 PM, Bartels, Deborah <DBartels@minneapolisparks.org> wrote:
Hello,
The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is seeking comments on a draft of the Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan. A news release with more information is attached and pasted below.

Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan available for public review
and comment
Public comments will be accepted until March 4 via online survey, paper survey or direct email or phone
call to the project manager
The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is seeking comments on a draft of the Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan. This document will create a 25-year vision for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska, Lake Harriet, and surrounding parkland within Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park.
The draft Master Plan is the result of 18 months of community-based planning and design. Public
comments will be accepted until March 4, 2017.
The plan is available online on the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan project page. Printed
copies of the plan along with paper surveys will be available after Jan. 25 at each of the 13 recreation
centers located in southwest Minneapolis, MPRB headquarters and the Walker, Linden Hills, and
Washburn libraries. Community members may comment by filling out a brief online survey, a printed
survey at one of the locations referenced above or by emailing or phoning the project manager listed
below.
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From: Soren Jensen <soren@midtowngreenway.org>
Sent: Monday, February 27, 2017 1:48 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Subject: Re: Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan available for public review and
comment
Attachments: Calhoun-Harriet Plan Letter.pdf
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Once approved by the Board of Commissioners, the plan will be submitted to the Metropolitan Council
for review and adoption. Future funding of capital improvements at the two lakes and surrounding
parkland is contingent upon a Met Council adopted master plan.
The first round of improvements identified in the plan will begin in spring 2017.
Español: 612-230-6573 | preguntas@minneapolisparks.org
Soomaali: 612-230-6574 | suaalo@minneapolisparks.org
CONTACT:
Deb Bartels
Project Manager
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
612-230-6438
dbartels@minneapolisparks.org
-Soren Jensen
Executive Director
Midtown Greenway Coalition
2834 10th Ave. S.
Greenway Level, Ste. 2
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Work: 612-879-0105
Soren@midtowngreenway.org
The Midtown Greenway Coalition is a coalition of neighborhoods, organizations, and individuals who
love the Midtown Greenway.
We're the people who got the Greenway built by public agencies, and we continue to work to protect
and enhance it every day.
Not a member of the Coalition? Join today to help ensure that the Greenway is safe and inviting for
everyone.
With your membership, you'll help us continue to make the Midtown Greenway the nation's best urban
bike trail.
We grow stronger with each new member. Join us!
www.midtowngreenway.org
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At the conclusion of the open comment period, MPRB staff will catalog and categorize each public
comment to assess its impact to plan. The comments will be taken into consideration by the Board of
Commissioners when considering approval after a public hearing on the plan.

www.facebook.com/pages/Midtown-Greenway-Coalition/68914301188
www.twitter.com/midtowngreenway
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Ms. Bartels,
Attached please find comments on the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan Draft. Minnehaha
Creek Watershed District appreciates the opportunity to provide comments and future integration of
our planning efforts. Thank you.

Laura Domyancich
Project and Land Technician
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
952.641.4582
15320 Minnetonka Blvd., Minnetonka, MN 55345
www.minnehahacreek.org
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From: Laura Domyancich [mailto:LDomyancich@minnehahacreek.org]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 12:22 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah
Cc: James Wisker
Subject: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan Comment Letter
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March 3, 2017
Deb Bartels
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
2117 West River Road, Minneapolis, MN 55411
RE: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan Draft Comments
Dear Ms. Bartels,
I am writing in response to the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board’s (MPRB) request for comment
by March 4, 2017 on the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan Draft.
As part of the MPRB’s process, Minnehaha Creek Watershed District (MCWD) staff participated in a
design charrette in December 2015 to provide water resource information that may relate to the
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet planning effort. During that meeting, the District provided background
information and general support for MPRB efforts to integrate additional stormwater treatment,
complete shoreline and upland restoration, identify opportunities to alleviate historical flooding, and
reduce impervious surface.
The Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan includes the following recommendations for
natural resource improvement:
1. Maintain and improve overall water quality in Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet.
2. Incorporate stormwater management in redeveloped and newly developed areas including best
management practices (BMPs) and green infrastructure solutions.
3. Reduce and repair eroded shorelines.
4. Increase efforts to prevent and control terrestrial and aquatic invasive species.
5. Protect, maintain, and enhance native plant communities and increase pollinator plantings and
habitat.
6. Consider a tree planting and re-planting plan striving for no-net loss of trees in project areas,
replanting of heritage trees and designing species-appropriate natural areas, and plantings that
preserve aesthetic and recreation goals.
The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District supports the MPRB efforts to integrate planning in ways that
meet recreational objectives, reduce operational costs, improve ecological integrity, and complement
the surrounding urban environment.
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1. Stormwater:
In areas posed for re-development, opportunities exist to implement stormwater BMPs and reduce or
filter run-off despite the site’s overall space constraints. These opportunities include installing vegetated
buffers and infiltration basins that filter drainage from parking areas, roads, and trails and reducing
impervious surfaces in areas with lower use. Permeable pavement or pavers are suggested as an option,
but long-term maintenance costs should be considered especially with potential adjacency to roadways
treated with sand and salt. Other opportunities include restoring wetlands within the open space
northwest of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and in turf areas that are prone to flooding, and investigating
options for stormwater BMPs within the Lower Road Focus Area of Lake Harriet. This entire suite of
options should be considered through the lens of stacking needed infrastructure repairs, such as known
failing storm sewer pipes, with new improvements.
Existing wetlands in the southwest area of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska were installed to treat a portion
of the adjacent urban subwatershed, and this approach should be considered in other areas of parkland
where adequate space and suitable infrastructure exists. The other large, urban watersheds in the north
and east quadrants of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and the northwest and southeast quadrants of Lake
Harriet remain largely untreated. Given the goal of improving water quality, additional investigation
including a cost-benefit analysis is recommended to determine the viability of integrating stormwater
BMPs and maintaining these practices over the long-term.
2. Naturalization of Landscape:
The District supports MPRB efforts to naturalize portions of parkland, restoring savanna, prairie, or
meadow, and reducing terrestrial invasive species. Given the need to balance functional activerecreation land with more passive-use natural areas, vegetative restoration should be strategically
located and protected during establishment, while recreation areas should be specifically designated.
Past restoration of the oak savanna on the eastern side of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska has had limited
success because of the limited resources to manage understory invasive species. Prescribed fire is
particularly useful to decrease non-desirable woody vegetation in savanna systems where the
application of fire is feasible.
In areas vulnerable to ponding and inundation, the District supports the MPRB’s efforts to implement
appropriate solutions. A recommendation of the Draft Plan includes elevating certain areas to reduce
flooding creating flood and storm storage beneath. This approach would increase function, especially in
the Northwest Calhoun Focus Area open space, which could serve to reduce over-use in other areas and
build capacity near the future West Lake SWLRT station. A stacked goal in this area could include
reducing the overall lawn space and integrating perimeter filtration or storage. In other turf areas near
the SW Calhoun stormwater wetlands, frequently wet turf could be transitioned to meadow with plants
suited to periodic inundation. This will provide a functional landscape link between the existing
stormwater wetlands and reduce operational costs associated with maintaining turf in an area prone to
flooding.
Naturalized areas should be selected to optimize landscape level connectivity, augment park aesthetics,
strike a balance with recreational activities, and stack multiple functions. Therefore, as suggested in #1
above, the District recommends further investigating opportunities to layer functions of shoreline
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The following comments are offered as a means to refine and focus the Master Plan and to facilitate
implementation success.
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3. Shoreline:
The District supports the MPRB efforts to naturalize shorelines and reduce and repair erosion while
maintaining views and adequate access to the lakes. The existing condition of the lakeshores allows
nearly complete access to the entire shoreline via designated and non-designated access points.
Inadequate vegetative cover caused by foot traffic and wave and ice action can be remediated. Access
points should be clearly distinguished from well-vegetated buffer areas that provide filtration of run-off
and stabilization of the eroded shoreline. In areas especially prone to erosion, hard-armoring could be
combined with vegetative solutions such as live-stake planting. New plantings should be protected from
foot traffic and animal browse during establishment. A potential option presented in the Draft Plan is a
boardwalk running parallel to the shoreline and having the dual-function of providing access to the
water and detaining stormwater and filtering litter from the water. The design specifications of this
structure would need to allow for frequent maintenance and would need to consider both wave and ice
action. Construction and long-term maintenance costs could be prohibitive. The District recommends
developing assumed typical design(s) for the shoreline practices to better inform implementation and
maintenance cost estimates as the Master Plan continues to be refined.
4. Invasive Species:
The District supports our partners’ efforts to reduce or eliminate both aquatic and terrestrial invasive
species in the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet system. The Master Plan Draft does not propose any
changes to the current approach, but notes that the MPRB does not have adequate staff or resources
for control to be effective. Inter-agency coordination that improves opportunities for grant-funded
restoration work along with utilizing neighborhood, volunteer, and school groups should be considered
as other possible resources.
As we work with the MPRB to more broadly establish a framework for planning under a cooperative
agreement, we look forward to continued integration and involvement and development of the
investment framework associated with specific projects under this master plan effort.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer our comments on the Master Plan Draft.
Sincerely,

Laura Domyancich
MCWD Project and Land Technician
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restoration, stormwater management, and restored habitat. This is consistent with Master Plan
recommendations on Page 33.
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From: Nick Mason [mailto:nick@bikemn.org]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 4:36 PM
To: Miller, Jayne S.; Bartels, Deborah
Cc: Erwin, John; Forney, Meg A.; Young, Annie; Wielinski, Liz; Olson, Jon; Vreeland, Scott; Tabb, Anita;
Musich, Steffanie D.; Bourn, Brad; Palmisano, Linea; Bender, Lisa; Goodman, Lisa R.; Dyrdahl, Matthew;
Pederson, Tyler W.
Subject: IMPORTANT: Mpls Bicycle Advisory Committee Comments on Calhoun-Harriet Master Plan

Dear Ms Bartels and Superintendent MillerI am writing to you to share the comments from the Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) on
the Calhoun-Harriet Master Plan.
The BAC recognizes the critical impact that these parks have on our city as a whole, but especially for
walking and biking trips. The committee has spent months of time and lots of discussion getting to the
below resolution, which passed unanimously last week (with one abstention from our Park Board staff
representative).
Please contact me with any questions or comments. The BAC sincerely hopes the Mpls Parks will take
the comments of this city-wide body under strong consideration.
Best,
Nick Mason
Mpls BAC Chair (Ward 12 rep)
612-986-6096

Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee comments on the
Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan
The Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee disagrees with the proposal (page 96) to “Eliminate bicycle
trail [under the West Lake Street Bridge alongside the lagoon] and convert to pedestrian trail only under
the bridge and along the lagoon.” This is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that should be
maintained. Many cyclists, including children, will not be comfortable crossing Lake Street, a major
arterial road with heavy vehicular traffic, at grade.
The Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee, prefers continuous two-way bicycle trails around the lakes
in order to accommodate families and people not comfortable on the road. At minimum, a two-way
bicycle trail should exist from the South Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry focus area to the
Northeast Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus area.
Defined cow paths along the Northeast quarter of the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Lake show the desire to
have a two-way bicycle path in this area to connect Tin Fish with the beach and playground. It is not
realistic to expect children and other trail users to circumnavigate several miles around the lake when
arriving or departing the playground and beach, thus the need for a two-way path in this area. A steep
hillside and stairs make it impractical for people on bicycles to access the roadway directly from the
beach or playground.
The proposed at-grade crossings of East Lake Calhoun Parkway at West Lake Street and Lagoon Avenue
must have high visibility pavement markings and adequate traffic signal timing to allow for full, safe
crossing for both pedestrians and bicyclists.
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Long-term, the BAC supports improving the connection between Lake of the Isles and Lake Calhoun by
creating a land bridge over Lake Street between Thomas Avenue and the Lagoon.

Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee comments on the
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Trail and Access Improvements Study Report

The Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee supports:

1. Concept A for Focus Area 1, the Lake Street bridge area.
2. Concept B for Focus Area 2, including the new grade crossing of Lake Street, but
only if a 2-way bicycle facility is retained under the Lake Street bridge. The BAC feels
strongly that a two-way facility is the only design that reflects the reality of how the
facility will be used, and is critical for people who do not feel comfortable riding onstreet to make the connection to the Midtown Greenway and Isles Pkwy. A well
designed two-way bicycle facility can solve the current congestion and conflict points,
especially with some percentage of people on bikes choosing to take the proposed new atgrade crossing. The BAC supports this outcome for the safety of all users – pedestrians
and bicyclists - and the circulation plan says that non-motorized transportation should be
prioritized.
3. Keeping the bike facility to the east of the pedestrian facility south of Lake Street,
rather than having it swap sides twice.
4. Concept C north of Lake and Lagoon, retaining a two-way bicycle-only trail.
5. Concept C for the intersection of Minnehaha Pkwy and Lake Harriet Trail, with a
two-way bicycle facility on the north side of Irving Ave S. The BAC’s second choice for
this location would be Concept B.
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The BAC supports closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for
people walking and biking, as well as more parkland. It would allow a two-way bike path connecting the
trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street,
Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
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PAUL Thank you for sharing your concerns and viewpoints regarding the proposed Calhoun/Harriet Master
Plan. I am sharing these with staff to be included with all of the public comments. All of these will be
taken very seriously.
MEG FORNEY
C: 612-926-7707
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Commissioner-At-Large
www.megforney.org
www.facebook.com/pages/Meg-Forney-for-Parks/240944295696
Note: If this is a reply to a constituent's email
that had multiple MPRB Commissioners copied on it,
I am prevented from replying to all by Open Meeting Rules
(https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=13D).
Replying staff members are able to reply to all
and will do so with their response, if needed.
Minneapolis Named 4th Year
in a row as Nation’s Best Park
System on The Trust for Public
Land’s 2016 ParkScore® Index:
Perfect 5 "Bench” Rating

ParkScores are based on three factors: Park Access, which measures the percentage of residents living within a 10-minute walk of a park
(approximately ½-mile); Park Size, which is based on a city’s median park size and the percentage of total city area dedicated to parks;
and Facilities and Investment, which combines park spending per resident with the availability of four popular park amenities: basketball
hoops, off-leash dog parks, playgrounds, and recreation & senior centers.

On Mar 1, 2017, at 3:46 PM, paul frenz <paul_frenz@yahoo.com> wrote:
Brad and the At Large Commissioners:
I have been a resident of District 6 since I retired and moved to Minneapolis 12 years ago. For the last 10
years I have been a member of the Twin Cities Bicycling Club (TCBC) .and I ride on my own and with
TCBC between 2000 and 3000 miles a year. I ride around the two Lakes in the above Master Plan 4 to 5
times a week from April through November. On many of these occasions I am leading 5 to 15 TCBC
members on a scheduled TCBC ride. Therefore, I am very familiar with the bike trails around these
Lakes.
I am pleased with many of the proposals regarding the trails around the Lakes. However, based on how
the trails are used, I have the following comments which I believe would make the trails safer and more
bike friendly.
1. I strongly believe that the two-way bike trail under Lake Street by the Lagoon should not be converted
to a pedestrian only (or one way for bikes). The two-way bike trail should be maintained at this location.
If it is not,.there are many riders who will not use the new at grade crossing to the East over Lake and
Lagoon Streets but will rather use the tunnel however it is configured.
2. The new at grade two way bike trail crossing at Lake and Lagoon will be welcomed by more
experienced riders who will not mind the longer crossing (with faster motor traffic on the cross streets) as
long as the trail is painted a different color (green) and the bikes can cross without stopping. The motor
vehicles should have signage that indicates there is a bicycle and pedestrian crossing at this location.
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From: Forney, Meg A.
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 6:52 PM
To: paul frenz
Subject: Re: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet Master Plan

Packet Pg. 130

5.1.c

4.Concept C for the intersection of Minnehaha Parkway and the Lake Harriet trail is clearly the best way
to handle the current bad situation which has a blind turn to join the pedestrian path before crossing Lake
Harriet Parkway.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.
Paul Frenz
119 Pratt Street
Minneapolis, MN 55419
612-823-5998
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3. The lower road on the East side of Lake Harriet should be converted to a two way bicycle path as this
will facilitate easier north bound bike traffic that will not need to go around the Lake to the West. I
understand that some neighbors to the East of this location may be opposed to this conversion. However, I
use this road to go north bound frequently (as well as the south bound trail) and there is very little motor
vehicle traffic on this lower road.
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From: Julia Tabbut <jtabbut@gmail.com>
Date: Friday, March 3, 2017 at 8:33 AM
To: "Bartels, Deborah" <dbartels@minneapolisparks.org>, <jmiller@minneapolisparks.org>
Cc: "Dyrdahl, Matthew" <Matthew.Dyrdahl@minneapolismn.gov>,
<linea.palmisano@minneapolismn.gov>, <lisa.bender@minneapolismn.gov>,
<lisa.goodman@minneapolismn.gov>, <jerwin@minneapolisparks.org>,
<mforney@minneapolisparks.org>, "M. Young" <ayoung@minneapolisparks.org>,
<lwielinski@minneapolisparks.org>, Jon Olson <jolson@minneapolisparks.org>, Scott Vreeland
<svreeland@minneapolisparks.org>, <atabb@minneapolisparks.org>,
<smusich@minneapolisparks.org>, <bbourn@minneapolisparks.org>
Subject: PAC Resolution on draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan
Resent-From: <atabb@minneapolisparks.org>
Resent-Date: Fri, 3 Mar 2017 09:33:48 -0500
To the MPRB and City Council Members of Wards 7, 10, and 13:
Please see the attached resolution passed by the Minneapolis Pedestrian Advisory Committee regarding the
draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan.
Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you may have regarding the resolution.

Thank you.
Julia Tabbut
PAC Vice-chair
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Minneapolis Pedestrian Advisory Committee

To:

Minneapolis City Council
Minneapolis Public Works
Minneapolis Parks and Recreation Board

From:

Minneapolis Pedestrian Advisory Committee

Date:

March 1, 2017

Subject: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan Draft Resolution

Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan
The PAC supports these aspects of the Bde Maka Ska – Harriet Master Plan:
+ The transit circulator. In particular, we appreciate its potential to improve access to all portions of these lakes. To
enhance the equity of that access, we additionally request an extension of its range north around Lake of the Isles
and through Theodore Wirth, as well as coordination with Metro Transit to ensure connectivity with the wider transit
network. We also request further study around walkability/transit networks both in and to these parks, to better
understand how they function both as path and place within our city.
+ The provision of restrooms and drinking fountains at minimum every two miles, as well as fully ADA accessible
walking paths around both lakes. Basic access and resources to meet basic needs are important for walkability for
many people who are often silently excluded from public spaces.
+ Increased signage and placemaking efforts. We specifically commend efforts to honor and provide space for the
Dakota, both as historical and current residents; we look forward to the continuation and expansion of this
restorative justice.
We would like to raise the following concerns:
- Maintenance and seasonality. Walking paths that are used year-round for both recreation and transit are unlit and
unshoveled, sending the pedestrians to the bike paths and turning those into defacto multi use paths, decreasing
safety and comfort for many users and increasing conflicts. We would like to see the walking paths treated as the
important connections and places that they are in winter as well as in summer.
- One-way bike paths. We prefer continuous two-way bicycle trails around the lakes in order to accommodate
families and people not comfortable on the road. At minimum, a two-way bicycle trail should exist from the South
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry focus area to the Northeast Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus area. By limiting
bicycle paths to one direction, the plan ignores pedestrian safety and comfort issues currently resulting from people
on bikes resorting to using the sidewalk to get where they want to go. Two-way paths do not just benefit those using
bicycles, they also address a walking issue.
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c/o Minneapolis Public Works
nd
309 2 Ave S, Room 300
Minneapolis, MN 55401
TEL 612.673.5011
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From: Joshua Houdek [mailto:joshua.houdek@sierraclub.org]
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 5:30 PM
To: Bartels, Deborah; Miller, Jayne S.
Cc: Erwin, John; Forney, Meg A.; Young, Annie; Wielinski, Liz; Olson, Jon; Vreeland, Scott; Tabb, Anita;
Musich, Steffanie D.; Bourn, Brad
Subject: Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan and Trail Study Report

NOTE: Comments also attached.
Dear Ms. Bartels and Superintendent Miller,
I am writing on behalf of the 60,000 members and supporters of the Sierra Club Minnesota North Star
Chapter, two-thirds of which live in the metro region. I am writing to you to share our organization’s
comments on the Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska -Harriet Master Plan. The lakes and parkland involved in
this 25 year vision plan are a statewide, regional, and local treasure which attracts thousands of people
annually to enjoy the outdoors in the heart of Minneapolis. We appreciate the extensive planning work
and community engagement the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board has committed to this plan.
We provide the following comments to the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan:
Regarding Chapter 8: Focus Areas for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska: We do not support eliminating the
bicycle trail under the West Lake Street Bridge alongside the lagoon and converting it to pedestrian use
only. This trail is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that must be maintained for the safety
and accessibility of all people on bicycles.
We support two-way bicycle trails around the lakes in order to accommodate families and people not
comfortable on the road. At minimum, a two-way bicycle trail should exist from the South Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska and William Berry focus area to the Northeast Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus area.
We support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people
walking and biking, as well as more parkland. This would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails
on Minnehaha Parkway to the bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street,
Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
We concur with the comments of the Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee regarding the
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Trail and Access Improvements Study Report. We support:
1. Concept A for Focus Area 1, the Lake Street bridge area.
2. Concept B for Focus Area 2, including the new grade crossing of Lake Street, but only if a 2-way
bicycle facility is retained under the Lake Street bridge. A two-way facility is the only design that
reflects the reality of how the facility will be used, and is critical for people who do not feel
comfortable riding on-street to make the connection to the Midtown Greenway and Isles
Pkwy. A well designed two-way bicycle facility can solve the current congestion and conflict
points, especially with some percentage of people on bikes choosing to take the proposed new
at-grade crossing. We support this outcome for the safety of all users – pedestrians and
bicyclists - and the circulation plan says that non-motorized transportation should be prioritized.
3. Keeping the bike facility to the east of the pedestrian facility south of Lake Street, rather than
having it swap sides twice.
4. Concept C north of Lake and Lagoon, retaining a two-way bicycle-only trail.
5. Concept C for the intersection of Minnehaha Pkwy and Lake Harriet Trail, with a two-way bicycle
facility on the north side of Irving Ave S. Our second choice for this location would be Concept
B.
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We hope the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board will take these comments under strong
consideration. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this important planning process.
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Sincerely,
Mathews Hollinshead
Conservation Chair
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2327 East Franklin Avenue
Minneapolis, MN 55406
612-659-9124
www.sierraclub.org/minnesota
February 3, 2017
RE: Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan and
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Trail and Access Improvements Study Report
Dear Ms. Bartels and Superintendent Miller,
I am writing on behalf of the 60,000 members and supporters of the Sierra Club Minnesota North Star
Chapter, two-thirds of which live in the metro region. I am writing to you to share our organization’s
comments on the Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska -Harriet Master Plan. The lakes and parkland involved
in this 25 year vision plan are a statewide, regional, and local treasure which attracts thousands of
people annually to enjoy the outdoors in the heart of Minneapolis. We appreciate the extensive
planning work and community engagement the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board has committed
to this plan. We provide the following comments to the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan:
Regarding Chapter 8: Focus Areas for Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska: We do not support eliminating the
bicycle trail under the West Lake Street Bridge alongside the lagoon and converting it to pedestrian use
only. This trail is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that must be maintained for the safety
and accessibility of all people on bicycles.
We support two-way bicycle trails around the lakes in order to accommodate families and people not
comfortable on the road. At minimum, a two-way bicycle trail should exist from the South
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry focus area to the Northeast Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus
area.
We support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for
people walking and biking, as well as more parkland. This would allow a two-way bike path connecting
the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th
Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
We concur with the comments of the Minneapolis Bicycle Advisory Committee regarding the
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Trail and Access Improvements Study Report. We support:
1. Concept A for Focus Area 1, the Lake Street bridge area.
2. Concept B for Focus Area 2, including the new grade crossing of Lake Street, but only if a 2-way
bicycle facility is retained under the Lake Street bridge. A two-way facility is the only design that
reflects the reality of how the facility will be used, and is critical for people who do not feel
comfortable riding on-street to make the connection to the Midtown Greenway and Isles
Pkwy. A well designed two-way bicycle facility can solve the current congestion and conflict
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points, especially with some percentage of people on bikes choosing to take the proposed new
at-grade crossing. We support this outcome for the safety of all users – pedestrians and
bicyclists - and the circulation plan says that non-motorized transportation should be
prioritized.
3. Keeping the bike facility to the east of the pedestrian facility south of Lake Street, rather than
having it swap sides twice.
4. Concept C north of Lake and Lagoon, retaining a two-way bicycle-only trail.
5. Concept C for the intersection of Minnehaha Pkwy and Lake Harriet Trail, with a two-way
bicycle facility on the north side of Irving Ave S. Our second choice for this location would be
Concept B.

We hope the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board will take these comments under strong
consideration. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this important planning process.
Sincerely,

Mathews Hollinshead
Conservation Chair
Sierra Club North Star Chapter
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Deb,
I would like to weigh in on the new Lake Calhoun / Lake Harriet Master Plan
https://www.minneapolisparks.org/news/2017/01/18/2346/draft_calhounbde_maka_skaharriet_master_plan_available_for_public_review_and_comment. Overall, I agree with the Master
Plan’s recommendations. However, there is one aspect of the plan that is most alarming.
Currently, bicyclists enjoy safe passage under Lake Street at the NE corner of Lake Calhoun. The master
plan recommends removal of the bike trail underneath the Lake Street bridge, replacing it with an atgrade trail crossing at W Lake Street and Lagoon on the west side of East Calhoun Parkway (NE
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska recommendation #6). While I agree that the current shared trail under Lake
Street is confusing and congested, the solution should be better signage for all trail users. Moving bike
traffic to a new at-grade crossing greatly increases the changes for deadly automobile / bike collisions,
especially at this busy Lake St / Lagoon / E Calhoun Pkwy intersection.
Thanks, Steve
________________
Steve Young
Steveyoung612@gmail.com
O: 612-926-8000
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From: Walter [mailto:walterpitt@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:35 PM
To: meg.forney@minneapolismn.gov; Bourn, Brad; Bartels, Deborah
Cc: Youngquist, Jan; Reetz, Beth; Mullin, Emmett; Peterka, Michael; Arvidson, Adam R.
Subject: Re: What is the actual extent of the "master plan" required by the Met Council for funding the
rehabilitation of Lake Calhoun.

Please include my response in the public comments. It is a Pdf. and too long for the survey monkey
survey.

-----Original Message----From: Walter Pitt [mailto:walterpittcompany@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, February 27, 2017 12:33 AM
To: PublicInfo <public.info@metc.state.mn.us>
Cc: walterpitt@hotmail.com
Subject: What is the actual extent of the "master plan" required by the Met Council for funding the
rehabilitation of Lake Calhoun.
What are the specific requirements for the MInneapolis Park and Recreation Board to use the the @ 3
million in funds for Lake Calhoun and Harriet? It appears MPR board/ staff set the specifics of the
"master plan" prior to their community engagement, and that the Plan is actually being used to
manufacture and publish false community consent to develop real estate on the northwest shore of
Lake Calhoun in a private/ public development scheme which goes monetarily far beyond the budget
allocation of available funds. Is Met Council requiring a Master Plan that goes beyond the use of the
actual funds in play? By having this massive urban high rise development on the Shoreland already in
the master plan, prior to the CAC, and saying that the Met Council requires it to the community, it infers
that this piece which is not within the budget is required to be in the Master Plan. Is this true?
Seems like an underhanded way to falsely manufacture consent for future development on a lake the
Park and Rec are supposed to be protecting, ( that is tied to a SWLRT station) and use the creation of a
document which was supposed to be a required master plan for the allocation of funds used for upkeep,
for another more manipulative purpose. I cannot believe that the Met Council is complicit in this
manipulation of a public engagement process for profit. There is something unseemly about using funds
for a masterplan required by the Met Council for one present purpose, for yet a completely another
agenda, and then bringing it back to the Met Council and falsely positioning the plan as one determined
through community engagement, when these aspects, which aren't even in the budget, were included
by staff prior to the community engagement process.
I look forward to an informative reply in regard to what could appear to be a manipulation of the
content generated by the public engagement process and what the Met Council's actual requirements
are for this "masterplan" and what amount of expenditure this master plan is required to cover.
Best,
Walter Pitt
Mpls Resident
(I am also a member of the Linden Hills Neighborhood Council and Chair of LHINC's Zoning and Housing
Committee but at this time I want to be clear that I am not advocating any position on behalf of the
Board. I am writing as a concerned resident who lives a block from Bede Maka Ska.)
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TO BRAD BOURN AND MEG FORNEY (My Community’s
representatives) and the rest of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation
Commissioners.!

!

I live a block off Lake Calhoun. I am on the LHINC Board and Chair of the Zoning and Housing
Committee, I am married and have two sons. I coach youth wrestling. I Have lived in between!
Lake Harriet and Lake Calhoun for 18 years. Literally, I have been on, in, around and over,
every inch of these two lakes.!

!

This “Master Plan” does not meet the requirements of the Met Council for Funding a Master
Plan or the expectation of a properly ordered community consultation process. As the product of
a potentially convoluted process, this document provides inadequate detail and incorporatesd
potentially incorrect information as it moved from the “Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Hariet Trail
Access and Improvements” Plan” (where it succeeds) to the “Calhoun/Bde Maka SkaHariet Master Plan & Improvements (where it falls woefully short). !

!

The focus of my alarm is the unsatisfactory rendering and lack of detail for the NW CORNER
OF LAKE CALHOUN, because that is specifically where the inclusion of a a proposed private/
public development is inserted, but without the detail or nformation required by the Met Council
for Master Plan Requirements for funding, !

!
MAJOR ASPECTS OF THIS MASTER PLAN ARE NOT
CONSISTENT WITH THE METROPOLITAN COUNCIL’S LEGAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR ITS FUNDING. !

!

I. HONORING THE CODE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SHORELAND OVERLAY DISTRICT!
II. THE TRANS-POSITIONING OF CONTENT “PREPARATION”, PRIOR TO COMMUNITY
“CONSULTATION” REVERSES AND VIOLATES THE PROCESS STIPULATED BY STATE
STATUTE.!
III. MISLEADING - “DASHBOARD OF PUBLIC INPUT
IV. FAILURE OF THE MASTER PLAN TO MEET THE “Master Plan Requirements and
Funding Process”
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I. HONORING THE CODE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SHORELAND
OVERLAY DISTRICT!

!

I find it extremely troubling that the Park & Rec’s Master Plan does not respect the Shoreland
Overlay District or include a statement by the Park & Rec Board of their support for it in their
“Master Plan”.!

!

It disturbing that this master plan has an image of buildings the Park & Rec intends to develop in
a for-profit, private/public partnership with to buildings that clearly violate the height restrictions
of the Shoreland Overlay District.!

!

Further more this entire section on the North West Corner of Lake Calhoun, deals with the major
addition of a Revuene Generator for the Park board at the expense of the Lake Shoreland.!

!

My suggestion to rectify this oversight would be to include a statement to the the Master Plan
that: This master plan will honor the Shoreland Overlay District for the shores of both
Lake Calhoun/Bede Maka Ska and Lake Harriet.!
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As you can confirm, Overlays, like the Shoreland take precedence over all other zoning
requirements, when in conflict.!

!

Protection and Support for the SHORE LAND OVERLAY must be followed in regard to
development along the shores, especially buildings.!

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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II. THE TRANS-POSITIONING OF CONTENT “PREPARATION”,
PRIOR TO COMMUNITY “CONSULTATION” REVERSES AND
VIOLATES THE PROCESS STIPULATED BY STATE STATUTE. !

!

The Park and Rec Board’s resolution to create a Master Plan, followed the subsequent material
preparation by Staff - prior to community consultation - at worst manipulates which material is
included in the final plan by inserting Staff agenda items not proffered by community
engagement and at best confuses material generated by the community with that previous
prepared by Staff.!
!

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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!
!

CLEARLY parts of the present master plan, which was to be prepared “after consultation”, more
specifically the section concerning the Private/ Public Initiative regarding property acquisition
and sharing described by the Architectural rendering of the Multi-use Parking development of
the Northwest Corner, was prepared independently by Park and Rec Staff.!
!

As an example. PER the Description below the Photo: This is not an illustration which the CAC
supported, but was included anyway.!

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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1a) WHAT THE DASHBOARD OF PUBLIC INPUT SAYS 3200 Calhoun
Parkway Condominium Association said concerning development of
the NW CORNER.

!

A cryptic statement about “preference to hold” what ever that means.

!

1b) WHAT THE 3200 West Calhoun Parkway Condominium
Association ACTUALLY SAID was in strongly opposed, but public
input not included or relayed accurately.
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!

Even the picture of the no conforming building states below it: “The
CAC recommended a lower parking ramp structure”, so why is
this illustration of an enormous building here at all?

!

2a) IN THE DASH BOARD - THE WIND SURFING COMMUNITY IS
PORTRAYED AS RECOMMENDING THE DEVELOPMENT PLAN ON
THE NW.
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2b) While the wind surfers indicate that the winds are favorable, and
that it would be a good place if there were large green spaces on the
inside of the road at lake side. They DO NOT SUPPORT the master
plans inclusion of large crowds, rental or concessions in this area
mixing with windsurfing. WHAT THE WIND SURFING COMMUNITY
ACTUALLY WROTE CONCERNING THE DEVELOPMENT.

QUITE A DIFFERENT CONCLUSION THEN WHAT IS PRESENTED
ON the DASHBOARD OF PUBLIC INPUT FOR THIS AREA.

!

WHY SUCH A SKEW OF RESULTS OF THE PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT
FOR THIS AREA?

!
!
!

Deborah Bartels, Registered Landscape Architect
Project Manager – Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board writes:

Clearly not.

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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This extreme Urbanization and Commercialization of the NW corner,
while an obvious desire for the Park and Rec to capitalize on a forprofit, public / private development initiatives geared to revenue
generation at this corner of the lake, it certainly WAS NOT initiated by
the Public or the CAC.

!

Maybe the overreaching of trying to establish a future corporate
agenda on the back of a Trail and Access Improvement master plan
was an inappropriate resolution to combine. Certaily the extensive
development of the Northwest corner to service malls and a busy
Light Rail Stop (FYI the federal money has not yet been granted to
the controversial LRT project). Both objectives which may be in
conflict with the natural development of the Lakes which make make
up this regional park.

!

Lakes, Park, Recreation & Environment were supposed to be the
focus of this Master Plan for the Lakes , but in regard to the
Northwest Corner it is about a priority building a mixed use private/
public development parking ramp and connecting the Lake shore
directly to the Urban development initiatives of Trains, Automobiles,
revenue generation and exploitation of this limited natural resource.
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!

The descriptions in regard to the Private/Public development deal fall
far short of the Met Council’s Content Requirements. While the
present master plan is specific in regards to the original intention of
Trail Access and Improvements, it lacks all significant detail required
by the Met Council when it comes to the content of the Private/Public
Real Estate deal for the Northwest Corner and the pre-visualized
building multi-use parking complex.

!
!

The Master Plan, must include list of parcels, schedule, estimated
cost and information on potential contamination based on MPCA
data, but does not.

!
!
!
!
!
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!
!
!

This Master plan does not include a detail of disposition of
revenue from the Private/Public development.

!
!

AS well, No required Capacity figures, Schedule and cost estimate for
this project are provided.

!

!

Also no Amendments are provided at this time of visitor support
facility (i.e. parking ramp). which are required prior to funding since
there is insuﬃcient detail on scale and cost of the facility.
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There is no identification of potential conflicts with the pending sale
sale of the Calhoun Executive center which is solely Private
development will neighbor and potentially impact the proposed
Public development

!
!

There is no detailed description of the multi-use/parking ramp public
services and facilities, its timing or the arrangements that are
necessary to provide them.

!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
!
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IN CONCLUSION:
What started as “Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Trail and Access
Improvements” at 3.4 million has mushroomed in to “The Calhoun/
Bde Maka Ska- Harriet Master Plan & Improvements ” a document
which does not sufficiently describe a total implementation cost of 126
million dollars primarily because of the inclusion of a woefully
undocumented private/public development revenue generator. This is
alarming because if left as is, in the future people could point to this
document, not only as a point of community generated content, but as
sufficient reason for its inclusion without proper description, detail of
vetting.!

!

By the way, this process has left only 2.4 million to fund the original
objective of improvements to the park, such as trail replacements,
improvements to picnic areas, new restrooms, etc.!
and according to Deborah Bartels, the Project Manager:!

!

“Unfortunately, we do not have sufficient funds to resurface all the
existing trails which were paved 20 years ago.”

!
But she continues they do have-!
!

…”have a shared use agreement with the owners of the Calhoun
Executive Center for the parking lot; MPRB owns half and the Calhoun
Executive Center owns the other half. “

!

As justification for private/public development partnership Ms
Bartel states:!

!

“The idea to build the ramp over the existing lot is stated as a the
following recommendation by the Community Advisory Committee:

!

“Advocate for benefits to the lake and park users, such as shared use parking
and transit connections, in any discussions of future redevelopment of
adjoining private property, insuring its alignment with the master plan.”
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This is the first time, ever, I have heard a massive parking ramp in the
SHORELAND OVERLAY DISTRICT described as a benefit to a lake. !

!

And do not believe for one second that the idea for the text “in any
discussions of future development of adjoining private property” came
form any place other than Park and Rec Staff itself prior to the
community engagement period.!

!

Walter Pitt!
Minneapolis Resident
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Attachment D Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan
COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 5:56:20 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 6:00:56 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:35
IP Address: 75.73.14.205

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Scott

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to see a skatepark in the Northwest area of Lake Calhoun.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
It looks pretty solid. I sat in on several of the CAC meetings and it seemed to be a thorough process. Many citizens
from the western side of the lake showed up for only one meeting to try to derail most of what was being discussed for
the northwest area of the park and that was disappointing. They should have participated in the entire process.
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 6:01:41 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 6:02:58 PM
Time Spent: 00:01:16
IP Address: 24.118.158.54

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ashok

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I really would like there to be some type of speed limit for bikers because there are so many kids trying to bike and the
faster bikers just run them over or get the kids scared.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 6:50:47 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 7:07:47 PM
Time Spent: 00:17:00
IP Address: 75.73.66.248

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Stephane Pannier

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I was really surprised to hear that resident on the northeast side of the lake were opposed to a skatepark. I am also
really disappointed to hear that there is only one location for a skatepark and or bike park.
Reading that the archery range will be relocated, why can't we built a proper water drainage system and build a
skate/bike park. Saint Louis Park is currently doing the same thing by using an area of a park that gets flooded and is
repurposing it for a skatepark. (check project at Carpenter Park)
I would like to also add that the term skatepark is used often but a large community of BMXer also uses those
skateparks (hence the term also of bike park). BMXer, mountain biker are also users of the pathways around the lake.
It would make so much sense to be able to ride one's bike from home, around the lake and to a skate/bike park.
The best part about a skatepark is that it really does not have to be built in a premium location. Most skaters and bikers
would be grateful to have a place to call home in South Minneapolis.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The draft is clear and informative. I do appreciate the opportunity to review. I only wish our community of skate boarder
and BMXer would be heard and represented more.
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 8:30:54 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, January 18, 2017 9:41:41 PM
Time Spent: 01:10:46
IP Address: 73.242.82.231

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Local resident

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The entire planning effort appears to headed toward a rather dramatic rejection of the original concept for the lake and
its surroundings to provide a simple, green, natural park-like environment, in favor of over-development with new
structures, facilities and amenities. This approach is at odds with the original intent and design of the parks, and
appears destined to impair or remove much of what has been responsible for the high regard in which the Minneapolis
parks have long been held by urban planners elsewhere, visitors and local residents.
It is immediately apparent to one visiting the lake on a sunny summer weekend day that the real "issue" calling for
attention from park planners is not a shortage of "amenities," but rather the current crowded, over-utilization of the park,
resulting, in part, from the recent, ongoing, and seemingly unending development of more and more multi-family
housing in the Uptown area, resulting from a policy of the City government to "relax" zoning and land use regulations
originally intended, in large part, to preserve the original character of the parks and surrounding neighborhoods.
Shouldn't the Park Board and its professional managers and planners--as "advocates for the parks"--rather than
focusing on further "development" of the parks, take action to make City government aware of the implications of this
densification policy for the quality of the parks which have been the pride of the City and which, after all, have finite
limits on their ability to accommodate ever more and more users, a reality which, in fact, may very well be made worse
by the creation of additional structures and facilities within the limited green spaces of the parks. At the same time,
planning efforts could be refocused on facilitating greater awareness and use of the comparatively under-utilized parks
and lakes in the system, like Minnehaha.
Further, a lack of recognition by Park Board planners of the changed nature of the area surrounding Calhoun is reflected
in the plans to "upgrade" the restaurant facilities now occupied by the Tin Fish. Back when the simple "hot dog and
popsicle" snack bar of the refectory was first abandoned in favor of renting to the Tin Fish concession, there were no
commercial restaurants of any sort within a few blocks of Calhoun. Now they are numerous and they would seem quite
sufficient to provide people in the area, including lake users, with multiple convenient mid-scale dining options. Indeed,
the best service to lake users would actually be to fill the "hot dog and popsicle" gap by returning the refectory to its
original modest concept. (Not to mention of the savings from not proceeding with the planned "upgraded" building.)
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The entire planning effort appears to headed toward a rather dramatic rejection of the original concept for the lake and
its surroundings to provide a simple, green, natural park-like environment, in favor of over-development with new
structures, facilities and amenities. This approach is at odds with the original intent and design of the parks, and
appears destined to impair or remove much of what has been responsible for the high regard in which the Minneapolis
parks have long been held by urban planners elsewhere, visitors and local residents.
It is immediately apparent to one visiting the lake on a sunny summer weekend day that the real "issue" calling for
attention from park planners is not a shortage of "amenities," but rather the current crowded, over-utilization of the park,
resulting, in part, from the recent, ongoing, and seemingly unending development of more and more multi-family
housing in the Uptown area, resulting from a policy of the City government to "relax" zoning and land use regulations
originally intended, in large part, to preserve the original character of the parks and surrounding neighborhoods.
Shouldn't the Park Board and its professional managers and planners--as "advocates for the parks"--rather than
focusing on further "development" of the parks, take action to make City government aware of the implications of this
densification policy for the quality of the parks which have been the pride of the City and which, after all, have finite
limits on their ability to accommodate ever more and more users, a reality which, in fact, may very well be made worse
by the creation of additional structures and facilities within the limited green spaces of the parks. At the same time,
planning efforts could be refocused on facilitating greater awareness and use of the comparatively under-utilized parks
and lakes in the system, like Minnehaha.
Further, a lack of recognition by Park Board planners of the changed nature of the area surrounding Calhoun is reflected
in the plans to "upgrade" the restaurant facilities now occupied by the Tin Fish. Back when the simple "hot dog and
popsicle" snack bar of the refectory was first abandoned in favor of renting to the Tin Fish concession, there were no
commercial restaurants of any sort within a few blocks of Calhoun. Now they are numerous and they would seem quite
sufficient to provide people in the area, including lake users, with multiple convenient mid-scale dining options. Indeed,
the best service to lake users would actually be to fill the "hot dog and popsicle" gap by returning the refectory to its
original modest concept. (Not to mention of the savings from not proceeding with the planned "upgraded" building.)
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Started: Thursday, January 19, 2017 1:27:51 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, January 19, 2017 1:31:42 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:51
IP Address: 71.195.49.189

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

John

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 12: Implementation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please repair or replace the bike and pedestrian paths around Lake Calhoun.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Barton Erickson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Disappointed that archery was mentioned as growing in popularity - yet is removed from plan. Didn't make sense. It's
low cost to improve and Calhoun has ample picnic space with other improvements shown.
I have been shooting on those bails since I was 18 (now 43) I was very excited to move into this area and be within
walking distance of an archery range. It was a part of my decision in choosing my home location. Now it's shown to be
gone.
Also
Can be a great sport for those with low mobility. You will see at other public archery locations (Bloomington-near
Normandale CC) wheel chair-bound and others with limited mobility archers regularly using the facility.
Running, volleyball, biking, etc does not take those who are not able to easily participate into account. Archery creates
an independent sport opportunity for those who can not utilize many of the able-bodied amenities the lakes system
offers.
Archery is a competitive -Olympic sport - including para-Olympics.
I urge the committees to reevaluate the plan in this one area and continue the archery range.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
thanks for all the work- keep the archery.

7 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#6

5.1.d

Packet Pg. 161

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, January 19, 2017 9:11:26 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, January 19, 2017 9:15:00 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:34
IP Address: 97.116.190.60

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jenny Bender

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I do NOT support reducing Lake Street traffic flow because it is the only corridor moving east/ west in the area. I do
support bridges to accommodate both needs.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Overall, I like the proposals, but my biggest concern, poorly maintained trails ( bumps, cracks, flooding) have not been
addressed. These big ideas are great, but it seems like the basics have been forgotten.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jon

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

9 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#8

Packet Pg. 163

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

Me: 45 year Minneapolis resident. Male. Multi use patron of the Lakes( walk, run, bike, paddle, sail,swim) Live two
blocks away. Use every day March through October. Less use during the winter months. Have attended several "
open to the public " meetings. Member of two neighborhood groups.
Specific awareness and interest in Lake Calhoun.
Two major concerns:
1. Funding , expense.
2. Priorities , given that funding is NOT unlimited.
1. Like everything else these days; there are limited funds, limited resources and we cannot do everything we want, to
include every sport, group, idea, activity etc.
It seems to me that this plan is trying to hard to be inclusive to every possible option and treating them equally as t not
exclude anyone or anything. Great n theory but, clearly NOT possible!
Just one example of many I could name but, I hope this one illustrates my concern:
Dakota history , representation and inclusiveness. Example : Lake Calhoun name change.
There is no group more deserving of recognition then the Dakota. But, in attempt to pay recognition to the tribe , the
name was not changed , it was added. Although the idea was noble, it penalized and excluded BOTH the rich history of
Lake Calhoun ( yes, I am very aware of the original name history)
and any real honoring of the Dakota! In my opinion, that plan marginalized both historical aspects at the
expense ( literally) to appease Native American concerns/racist claims etc. The result? A very confused public, no clear
plan going forward and no real acknowledgement of the original purpose.
Please , please do not make that mistake again . Especially when this new plan carries such a hefty price tag!
2. Priorities : I compel the committee to set priorities. Actually look at some of your own. They are valid
ones: Safety! Minimal intrusion and change to the shoreline ! But, consider others ( see 1. above) Add provisions in
priority of use.! Adiing more fixed structures, on or in lake docks, bueys , fixed wooden boat supports, canoe/kayak
hotels, signage, cement/asphalt, storage buildings . Has anyone actually done a REAL study of who uses and how they
use the lake AND included the fact that much of your extensive and inclusive plan , although wonderful for having
something for everyone; condemns the natural and basic lake experience in favor of these permanent structures that
sit there, take up space and visual obstruction over 90% of the time for use by a relatively small number of users who
only occasionally make use of these structures??
Thousands use the trails and paths! These need to be safe and accessible to the masses.
This plan new plan " loves the lake to death".
Go back to the basics. Think about the Dakota, the natural , the green, the real value of the lake.!
I heard a great statement recently: Go use it. Buoy it. Leave it lie you found it!
Walkers, Bikers, Paddlers , Fishermen and Windsurfers do this. No permanent structures erected and mantaned for the
90% of the time these users are NOT there! The come. They bring what they use. They
enjoy. They leave it like they found it. Just like the the Dakota did!
How about more of this kind of thinking being used in the "plan"?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
This plan for the north shore will effectively kill windsurfing ! This fact is already stated in you report as being objected
to. I assert that it will KILL the sport . Too dangerous for beginners. Too crowded with boeys and docks! That s fine if
you feel the plan is " for the greater good" but, know that the sport of windsurfing on Lake Calhoun will end.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jesse

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I think that it's a bad idea to reroute cyclists at the Lake Harriet Bandshell. The proposed new route would have cyclists
going down a hill, and picking up a lot of speed right as they encounter the high density of pedestrians at the Bandshell.
The vast majority of cyclists sensibly slow down as they encounter the crowds at the bandshell. Should the bike path be
moved to the eastern side of that hill, I believe that the probability of high-speed crashes occurring between cyclists and
pedestrians will increase.
My primary concern is one of safety, but I regularly use the Lake Harriet bike paths to get to places in the city with my
children, and my kids are pretty heavy, so permanently rerouting bikes to the perimeter at all times would add
unnecessary most days that we commute. It would also add an additional hill, which I wouldn't relish climbing, and I
think could be a safety hazard.
I'd like to see this recommendation removed, but if that isn't feasible, I suggest that this sentence:
"Recommendations include rerouting the bicycle trail out of the center of activities to the perimeter, along the parkway."
be altered to read:
"Recommendations include rerouting the bicycle trail out of the center of activities to the perimeter, along the parkway
during summer nighttime/weekend concerts when the bandshell area is most crowded."
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thank you for including this section:
"The one-way [bicycle trail] system can create greater travel distances for commuting bicyclists, especially for those
traveling from the southwest corner of Harriet to the on-street system on 36th Street West, an extra five mile ride."
My kids are heavy, and having to follow the one-way system during times of low trail utilization doesn't make a lot of
sense to me. This is a major frustration that I have when I take my children to places in the city by bike.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Carol dines

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I think overall the master plan is wonderful. I like the way the focus is on maintaining nature and ecology around the
lakes, adding historical perspectives. My two concerns are 1) the boardwalk -- will it be wide enough to allow people
with dogs and groups to pass each other? 2) the playground changes along east Calhoun. That playground for small
children has been such a wonderful resource for young children and parents in our neighborhood, a place for them to
network and meet. I'm wondering why the change to make it a playground for older children?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

SteveA

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Took a look at the Master Plan and have some concerns. Some I tried to voice at the last meeting I attended, but felt
they were really looking for support, not hearing concerns and suggestions. Maybe I’m too old to try and fight an
imbedded plan.
However, there are still many concerns that I share with almost all of our neighbors on W. 32nd and Ivy Lane. We’ve
discussed them at all of our gatherings. Many issues are differences of opinion with the committee on how the space
should be used and revised. However, the most concerning issue is about the plan to reroute W. Calhoun Blvd. so that it
only connects to the Parkway and not to W. 32nd St. None of us can fathom why this road revision is an “improvement.”
For those of us who live on W. 32nd St., this will require us to turn south onto the Parkway and then off again 30 feet
past this intersection to get onto W. 32nd when the Parkway is closed or traffic at the Dean Parkway intersection is
heavy. As W. 32nd is a one way street, this adds great inconvenience to the entire street in addition to the safety issue
this presents. Plus, as you are aware, there are almost weekly events around the lake that close the Parkway. If that
intersection is closed there is literally no way for us to access our homes on W. 32nd. I hope some thought has – or will
be – given to this issue. We all agree that a lot of the ideas provided for in the master plan are great and will improve
access for many on the lake. But those of us who live on or near the lake have a great deal invested in what changes
are made. We’re hoping our input will be included.
Thanks,
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kirk Michelson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Name of the lake

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please drop the new name for Lake Calhoun. It is an unnecessary change and confuses everyone. There are tens of
thousands of names on schools, buildings, lakes, etc. that are named after less than honorable people. Thomas
Jefferson and George Washington had slaves. Should we change the name of Washington, D.C. to a native American
name?
It is ridiculous and embarrassing for our city!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Janet Foster - 4754 Fremont Av. S.

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The redesign of East Lake Harriet Parkway and bike paths is wonderful; as daily walkers at Harriet, we applaud that
humanitarian effort! Having the sense one--or an errant child--would be 'run down' is a daily concern. And, I grieve the
thought that the lovely trees at the foot/entrance to the Rose Garden (and the hammock/teen gathering place) will go
away; but... it does seem to be a rational plan. (I can 'take it' as my neighbors will 'take it' for the greater public good
when traffic increases on their bit of East Lake Harriet Pkwy.)
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thank you! The efforts, and the elicited input, are appreciated.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

deb mague

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I am pleased with the integrated approach allowing for sustainable ecology, modern amenities and easy public access.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mel

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I very much like all of the improvements planned for Bde Maka Ska for bicycle and pedestrian flow. In particular, the
plan to reroute the the existing bike path from the bridge underpass to an at-grade path continuing along East Calhoun
Parkway.
In addition, the proposed/suggested land bridge over Lake Street got me the most excited. This would set Minneapolis
Parks apart from other city parks. Looking at the mock-ups, I was reminded of the high line in NYC.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thank you for all you do to improve access and the quality of life for Minneapolis residents.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Doug

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question
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1. I want to offer an alternative view to one comment about the runner-made trails (which do effectively create a third
path, besides the paved sidewalk for walkers, strollers and runners): they are there because of a need, not some
perversity on the parts of runners. Many runners cannot run on hard surfaces because of the toll it takes on their joints.
Trying to 'force' them onto pavement is a pointless exercise. If money is to be spent on the problem of erosion it would
be better to find some natural substance to periodically resurface those 'made' trails with, such as wood chips or some
hardy grass or other plant. Or to pull a page from the IMBA trailbuilders who have managed to design mountain biking
trails that are much less susceptible to erosion, and require less maintenance to keep them erosion-free.
2. I understand the Parks Dept budget is much larger in 2017 and would like to second the previously-expressed idea
of reviving lake skating (as to how some of the new money should be used). Some of the great pleasures for me of
living in the lakes area were the plowed circular skating path around Lake H (long ago), and the sinuous skate path
around Lk of the Isles, and also the more recent but currently nonexistent, really large skating rink on the NW corner of
Lake H. It is a simply amazing experience to skate around a city lake, especially at night. As much fun as skating on a
flooded neighborhood rink is, lake skating is an exercise in pure freedom of being. I strongly urge you to put some
money and energy into this, especially since cross-country skiing gets more frustrating with each global-warmingsoured winter (though I am ecstatic that you support that as well as you do). We may not have much usable snow, but
the lakes still freeze (for now - and that's a selling point: you likely won't have to spend this money for very many years
before the lakes cease to freeze over!). And as an aside, keep those hockey rinks and warming houses going for as
much of each winter as possible!
3. Other issues: I am a heavy user of the bike trails and park roads on my road bike on most Parks bike paths and
parkways, and also of the walking paths around Lk H. I see you have already been, and still are working on the
pavement problems which were getting so bad - kudos for identifying and following up. I otherwise experience no
egregious problems on the Parks bike trails except striping, signage and enforcement: bikers/skaters are meant to be
kept separate from pedestrians for a reason, safety for both parties. Fast cyclists are indeed allowed to use the roads,
and when I'm going faster I do that rather than scaring the shorts off the sightseers on the paths. Park police ought to
be more involved in keeping bike speeds down on the bike trails, and peds off the bike paths. And the striping and
signage ought to make it easy for all to comply (meaning sufficient signage without dominating the parks experience,
easily read and understood, and replaced/repainted in timely cycles to keep them useful). The same applies to
motorists: some treat the parkways as their private commuteways - go ahead and commute, drivers, but do NOT
speed: there are peds and cyclists crossing and using the PARKways for recreation, their intended primary use. So for
these issues more enforcement (and education? somehow?) should be budgeted in.
Thank you for this process, and for considering my viewpoint. Doug
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Paul Forsline

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support closing of lower road to vehicle traffic. I am an immediate resident of this area and accept there will be more
traffic to upper road and my neighborhood, but believe the lower road is currently overly used as a shortcut
thoroughfare for local traffic. Using the lower road space for water quality management and natural uses is in the public
interest.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Scott Shaffer

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like that the lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet would have a two-way bike path! It would make it easier to find
bike routes around the neighborhood, and it would enhance the serenity of walking and biking around the lake to have a
section that doesn't have motorized traffic.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Beth Ashland

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support the proposal of closing the lower east side road in favor of a pedestrian/bike path & wetland area, preserving
natural resources and to encourage less vehicle use, more "human power". I value spaces for people over cars! I reside
a block up from the lower road (46th/Humboldt) and often observe that the lower road becomes flooded and closed off
the cars, so attention is needed. The lower road often becomes a speedway for some motorists which is disturbing. The
chain of lakes all have one road around them, which is a given for the residents who choose to live on the lake. (And,
actually many of our lakeshore home owner neighbors spend the majority of the year in warm destinations!)
Thank you!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
No
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Paul Forsline

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support a skatepark for the NW Area of Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - there is a lack of new, updated activities for youth in
this plan. Skateboarding is a equity activity that allows participants of all ages, incomes, and backgrounds to participate.
Skateboarding is a world sport/activity that is growing in participation and recognition(Skateboarding 2020 Tokyo
Olympics).
"The only possible location for a skate board park in these two parks was the northwest corner of Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska along the pedestrian promenade but neighborhood representatives strongly objected to its inclusion."
Neighborhood representives stated during CAC master plan meetings that they were against a skatepark because "their
neighborhood" has no teenagers. This is a master plan for a regional park that should represent the interests of ALL
members of our community. Teenagers need a representation and activities. Objections from the neighborhood
association should not override the needs and desires of the public and youth.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Youth representation was scarce during this process. I question the depth and creativity of ideas that help and benefit
our communities youth.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Eugene serrato

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Allowing bicycles

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
It all seems fine.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
No
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mike

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The proposal to route all bikes over the surface at Lake STreet between CAlhoun and Isles is terrible. This is a high
traffic area. I occasionally cross Lake at the other corner of CAlhoun headed to the trails by Cedar lake and this is a
stressful experience with motorists turning at the corners and especially with small chidren. In contrast the existing
tunnel under Lake street provides a safe uninterrupted path for bikes. the idea of moving bikes out of the tunnel is very
poor. I think the committee needs to accept that if bikes are forced to cross Lake street as their only path to complete
the chain, there will be increased accidents and possibly even fatalities due to the vehicle traffic they need to navigate.
I don't think the master plan shoudl be introducing such an increased danger for cyclists. Has the committe predicted or
quantified the number of bicycle fatalities or injuries that will result from this forced at-street crossing?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I am offended the way the plan refers to Calhoun. I understand there is a vocal minority that want to rename the lake.
However, the name of the lake today per the law is Calhoun. So appending an alternative to it like there is some
hyphenated married name to the lake is ridiculous. The park board has complicated things enough by dual naming
parts of the parkway.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Alex

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Samuel

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Chuck

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify)
Master Plan information is difficult to navigate

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Wow. I'm frustrated.
I learned of the ability to make comments regarding the Master Plan through the Fulton newsletter. As a fairly heavy
user of the trail system I wanted to offer input and logged onto the MPRB site. Hmmm, I wondered... how do I even find
the link or that page that's allowing for comments?? I'm sure this site is very straightforward to the authors' persepctives,
but theses are my initial thoughts at a first pass of wading into the morass of info:
1) Several unsuccessful search terms led me to the page with multiple links to pdfs. Multiple pdf's should be
unnecessary and a single document should at least be available as an optional download.
a) Why isn't a link the master plan clearly available on the home page?
b) once found, why isn't this info available on a single document? Without downloading every doc, and searching each
one individually, it makes it impossible to search the master plan for references to specific words/phrases that I want to
find.
...The Park Board has made this way harder for an 'outsider' to understand what you're contemplating than it needs to
be and it's concerning what I might be missing.
2) the pdf's display in a 2-page per screen format. Even on a large desktop monitor, it not easily readable and until it's
displayed at 100% which then requires panning the document . Why isn't this available as a one-page view making it
much easier to manipulate the page thru zoom&pan? A 2-pager is a terrible design for user readability and the ability to
disseminate content.
3) Very pretty pdf's loaded with many pretty pictures! It strikes me that the Master Plan committee designed this as an
advertising piece and not an informational document. Again, this makes it difficult to quickly identify specific things I'm
looking for.
4) Ahhh... I've finally found an area of interest to me (ie- bike/pedestrian intersections) that refers to "see North Calhoun/
Bde Maka Ska Focus Area – Recemmendation #2". Okaaayyyy... so where do I find this? I've searched and am giving
up in frustration of ever finding a nice, simple straightforward answer. I'm feeling maybe it's not supposed to be simple...
the term "baffle with BS" comes to mind.
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As a resident and daily user of the trail system, I'd like to provide feedback and the Park Board has made it exceedingly
challenging to do that.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kay Quinn

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Concern about two way bike trail:
- must maintain ability to drive all the way around the lake.
- seems unsafe to suddenly switch to two way; concerns about collisions, esp for visitors/first timers. Especially when
you throw in skaters with the bikers
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Robyne Robinson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Hennepin Avenue is already congested from Lake Street to 36th. Bar close means loud music until 2am... Memorial
Day, Uptown Art Fair is increased traffic and illegal parking. The recent narrowing of 36th Street (to accommodate
empty nesters from the suburbs who have moved into Uptown condos and fall off their nice ride bikes) means traffic
back up from Lyndale to Lake Calhoun and busses on Hennepin jumping the curb and tilting when trying to make a
tighter turn. Very few people even use the bike path. It was a poor decision. Not much more can be done on Hennepin
- except to take away sidewalks and give fewer residents street parking.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Leave Hennepin and 36th Street alone.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Steve Woldum

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Keep the lower road open on the east side of Lake Harriet. I have heard from many lake users that can not bike around
the lake but love driving so close to the lake and viewing its natural beauty. It's like driving in the wilderness - not a large
city.
Another point is night time security for walkers. Passing cars add security.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Moving the Lake Calhoun Sailing Club and school to the NE corner is a great idea. The NE section of Lake Calhoun is
very congested.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Carl J

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The proposed changes to the bicycle and pedestrian trails are horrendous, and do NOT serve the public interest.
Specifically, eliminating the grade-separated crossing at Lake Street is gravely concerning. The report suggests this is
needed because there is too much volume of pedestrians and cyclists utilizing the existing bridge underpass trail
connection. I can definitively tell you, people do not prefer a two-stage crossing at grade-level on a busy arterial street.
Rather, the popularity of the existing infrastructure should indicate a need to improve and expand this part of the trail.
Eliminating a trail connection because it is too popular is exactly the WRONG thing to do. Because the process in
recommending this in the master plan is no longer accessible to the public (see below), it's impossible to know how this
decision was reached. In any case, this would be an enormous change, which should require a thorough public
engagement campaign.
The also references an appendix:
Two other studies impacting the NE corner occurred as the
master plan was being written: the Calhoun Refectory Facility
and Grounds Study and the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Trail
Improvements project. Images explaining these two studies can
be found in the Appendix.(pg 90)
This Appendix is not found anywhere in the Master Plan document, and the webpage for the Trail Improvements project
cannot be found at the links provided
(https://www.minneapolisparks.org/park_care__improvements/park_projects/current_projects/calhounharriet_trail_and_access_improvements/).
This appears deceptive and is an extremely disappointing lack of transparency.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
More public engagement. More transparency.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Alex Cecchini

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The NE Calhoun focus area in the draft master plan states the two-way bicycle facility under the Lake St bridge will be
replaced. This is contradictory to the map in Ch. 4 (pg 55) that shows a two-way bike facility under the bridge as well as
this presentation which shows a two-way and pedestrian path co-located. While there is a note that says it may be
removed, this is confusing. And it should be maintained in any case to not force people on bikes to go wait at two long
lights crossing Lake and Lagoon.
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I am still dismayed that a two-way bike facility is not under consideration around Lake Calhoun. The primary reason
stated (adding impervious surface area in order to have a safe, wide two-way path) is not convincing. There exists a
two-way street with many parking pull-outs (offered to motorists free of charge) right next to the trails. If the Park Board
really cared about this potential safety hazard, it would not leave the pedestrian path unplowed in the winter months,
forcing bikes and pedestrians to share a single trail. The one-way trail could be removed and one of the directions on
street given over to two-directions of bike traffic with a concrete median between it and the other thru-lane. We'd
increase permeable surface area while improving bike infrastructure (and capacity), all while following the city's
Complete Streets Policy and its modal hierarchy that places people on bikes above people in cars. This would not apply
to the section of Richfield Rd from William Berry Parkway to 36th St.
I really appreciate the design proposal at the intersection of 36th St and Richfield Rd - this is a difficult intersection to
cross today on foot and the connection to the two-way bike trail on 36th is a known challenge. A roundabout with
protected bike treatment similar to Dutch designs is a great solution! The addition of the two-way trail on the south side
of the road is awesome.
The William Berry/Calhoun focus area is great - right now it feels like an area the city simply forgot. As a transit
advocate, I really hope that someday the old streetcar right of way can be re-used for regular service. Even though this
is not on any long-range capital plans, I hope these designs don't preclude that.
The plans for the Lyndale Park focus area to add a 12' wide multi-use trail in place of a wide sidewalk and two on-street
bike facilities is misguided. Roseway Rd is the major access point for many people who live in the neighborhood east
and north of Harriet. It is a crowded sidewalk and the bike lanes see more combined daily trips than vehicles on
Roseway. Sacrificing their space and forcing sharing the same facility to add on-street parking is not the right choice
here - a raised two-way bike facility separated from the sidewalk or a raised one-way bike facility on either side of the
street is much better and reflects the city's goals. We should not prioritize (presumably) free parking for visitors of
private ceremonies over the comfort and use of everyone else. People can park on the neighborhood streets which
have ample capacity and walk less than 5 minutes to their ceremony.
A general comment: The chain of lakes, and particularly the facilities on and around Harriet and Caloun/Bde Maka Ska
truly are among the city's (and region's) crown jewels. The additions/changes advocated in this master plan only
enhance this. While Minneapolis has a good and growing network of bike facilities connecting the lakes to other parts of
the city, and reasonable transit, the fact is that access by proximity to these awesome facilities is limited to a very select
handful of the city's wealthiest residents. We waste prime real estate overlooking and within a second's walk of the
lakes and parks on massive single family homes. Middle- and lower-class people are forced to walk much longer
distances to access the serenity, open space, and recreational opportunities these public spaces provide. Further, the
"best" parts of the lakes/trails are the ones where the contrast between nature and urban is most obvious. While
redevelopment of lots near the lakes may potentially pose water management issues (though this is questionable as
single family homes with garages and grass turf on most of the lot still produce a good amount of runoff), this can be
regulated and managed. The Park Board should actively advocate for more housing, even commercial uses near the
lakes. I'm not naive, most new construction will still cater to wealthy households. But there are plenty of 30+ year old
towers and apartments on the west side of the lake with rents affordable to middle class families. And we could require
redevelopment to include a percentage of units affordable to lower income levels. I'd go so far to say that the city should
prioritize some of the land near the lakes for supportive housing to put people who need nature and respite the most
where it's provided. Please consider adding a section on surrounding land uses to the master plan as a way of formally
advocating we grow not only the absolute number of people who can access these amenities, but the range of incomes
and races.
Thank you!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Patti

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thank you so much for closing the lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet. I know some local residents vocally
opposed closing that road. But it really is important to close it and to move to a less car oriented plan. Please resist
any pressure to keep that road.
Thank you for adding more restrooms and removing the semi-permanent porta potties. I am especially eager to see the
porta potty on the south side of Lake Harriet be removed. That is my favorite part of the trails around the lakes the the
porta potty there ruins the wonderful ambiance.
I think the land bridge across Lake Street is a great idea.
Having more sidewalks near the wetlands in the SW corner of Lake Calhoun is appreciated.
Thanks for all of your work on this plan.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Carlie

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to ask the question: Is this really public art project really necessary? Key words being 'really necessary'?
Don't get me wrong. I think it is interesting to know what our lakes area used to be like years and years ago. I have
read a number of the historic books about our lakes area, but again, must ask: Is it really necessary to spend almost a
quarter of a million dollars on a public display when it seems evident there is a need for actual, physical work to be done
at the lake areas?
Two obvious areas needing 'physical work' are:
1. The green areas. Have any of you taken the time to walk the 'lawns' around the lakes? And if so, when doing so,
do you 'look down'? Do you see any g-r-a-s-s?? The green areas at the lakes consist of a mass of broadleaf weeds
and crabgrass. This 'screams' work to be done and 'no one cares'. In my mind I have attributed this neglect to the park
board not having funds to do anything about this. Yet, here we are - discussing spending a big chunk of change on a
public art project. -Really?
2. I understand funding will go toward 'trail improvements', although I am not exactly sure what this pertains to. Does it
mean trails will be extended or does it mean the existing trails/paths will be maintained? Again, it's no secret, some of
the paths are in disrepair. Neglect. Or perhaps a previous 'lack of funding'.
For the simplicity of the above above 2 reasons, I am opposed to spending funding to fund a 'public art project'. Take
care of what we have before adding additional things to care for!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
see above
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PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Janice

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Two things.
1. The possibility of 2-way bicycle paths around the lakes should be considered within the scope of this Plan. At least
studying this concept should be within the scope of this Master Plan so it is not put off into a distant future. If it will cost
trees, how many and what types? Common trees or rare trees? Young trees or old trees? There is a good possibility
that the loss of trees would be balanced by the increased usage of the paths by families on bicycles. Commuters are
still likely to use the one-way road if they are going in that direction, since they want to ride fast. So the increased use
from two-way bike paths would most likely be casual riders, families and less experienced cyclists -- all the people we
want to encourage to do more bicycling.
2. I oppose removal of the bike trail underneath the Lake Street Bridge for the same reason. That protected facility is
important for casual bike riders. My husband, who is a bike-commuter doesn't use it now -- he prefers crossing at
grade. Families riding with young children are likely to feel safer crossing with that protected facility vs crossing Lake St
at grade. A lot of the conflict where that trail meets Lake Calhoun is likely due to poor signage. Very few people
correctly follow the bike trail there because it is not at all clear where they are supposed to go. Please DO NOT remove
the underpass trail.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Well done! (Except for recommending removal of the Lake Street underpass.)
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Tracy Nordstrom

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support efforts to move some of the congestion and activity away from NE Bde Maka Ska to the north end of the lake.
More tables with umbrellas and access to the water at Refectory, better toilets, more food options, and easing of the
bike/pedestrian traffic under the bridge by utilizing the crossing at W. Lake Street over to Isles are all great. IF
pedestrian/bike crossings are to occur from E. Calhoun Parkway across Lake Street to Lagoon and Isles, we need
AWESOME road painting denoting crosswalks, throating of the lanes to narrow traffic east bound on Lake Street (which
sometimes exceeds 45-50 miles an hour if the lights are green) and lights that are timed for pedestrians.
The north end will be improved by the proposed Land Bridge. I cannot support this concept enough. What a GREAT
way to connect Bde Maka Ska and Isles, increase green space, reduce road noises, and bring some calm to a very
hectic part of our chain of lakes.
The improvements to the NW side of Bde Maka Ska are strengthened by pulling the traffic away from the shoreline, and
adding tables, benches, ornamental trees, walkways, gardens, and allowing people to access the water. Added
recreation space for sports/the Loppet/accidental games is great. This is where I hope there will be a Minneapolis
Welcome Center with adequate Dakota/Ojibwe history and access for visitors to the waters of Bde Maka Ska.
The changes to SW corner of Bde Maka Ska are wonderful - realignment of volleyball courts, addition of toilets, making
the parking lot more water-friendly.
The SE corner - Archery Range must remain, along with interpretive Cloud Man Village historical experiences and story
awakening.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Calhoun will be much improved with the focus on non-motorized transit, calming noises, bringing people to the water's
edge, supporting wildlife and human activity, providing a separation of too-dense activities, and offering historical "story
awakening" to all to who visit this important lake.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Steve Young

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly disagree with the master plan recommendation to remove the current bike trail underneath the Lake Street
bridge and replacing it with a multiuse at-grade trail crossing of W Lake Street and Lagoon on the west side of East
Calhoun Parkway (NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska recommendation #6). It's true that the current multi-use trail under Lake
Street is congested and confusing for bicyclists and pedestrians. However, the ideal solution is better signage for both
users. Moving bike traffic to an at-grade crossing increases the potential for deadly automobile / bike collisions,
especially for this busy Lake Street intersection.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Young Steve

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Overall, I agree with the Master Plan’s recommendations. However, there is one aspect of the plan that is most
alarming.
Currently, bicyclists enjoy safe passage under Lake Street at the NE corner of Lake Calhoun. The master plan
recommends removal of the bike trail underneath the Lake Street bridge, replacing it with an at-grade trail crossing at W
Lake Street and Lagoon on the west side of East Calhoun Parkway (NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska recommendation #6).
While I agree that the current shared trail under Lake Street is confusing and congested, the solution should be better
signage for all trail users. Moving bike traffic to a new at-grade crossing greatly increases the changes for deadly
automobile / bike collisions, especially at this busy Lake St / Lagoon / E Calhoun Pkwy intersection.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ani

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Removing the bike trail below the Lake Street bridge between Isles and Calhoun is a terrible idea. Many families use
that trail to safely cross Lake Street- removing the trail leaves them no safe options at an already terrible intersection.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Albert Hepp

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I like the removal of the lower part of Lake Harriet parkway on the east side of the lake. I also like getting rid of the
name like Calhoun and using Bde Maka Ska.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

David Porter

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Shade the audience area in front of the band shell from sun's glare.
Summer church services are uncomfortable due to the glare, which is an increasing problem
for the elderly and is also uncomfortable for children.
Doesn't have to be a cover - just something to break up the glare.
Thin Mylar ribbons stretched from poles, forty or fifty feet up, would work.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Lots of work went into it.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Anon

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Plan

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The plan to redevelop Bde Maka Ska is a proposed investment in an area that needs no investment. This is spending
money on a wealthy area of our city while neighborhood parks sit unstaffed.
For far too long the MPRB has prioritized development over staffing at neighborhood parks and as a result
neighborhood parks are insufficiently staffed to meet community needs.
Invest in staffing at all parks before investing in any development, especially development in already well developed
areas.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The whole plan is a waste of park resources which have already been spread thin.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Christy Kujawa

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I love the idea of the greenspace as a bridge over Lake Street traffic. This is one of my favorite suggestions for our city
in years!
Additionally I really like the idea of a pier area behind Lake Harriet bandshell where people can sit and not be in the
middle of the bike path.
I'm very excited to see what great things this plan brings to our lakes.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Michael Brinda

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 13: Maintenance & Operations Plan

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Need to address the growing number of dog walkers and the poop that their dogs generate. Even pick up poop has a
residual that washes into the lakes. The practice of poop bag being placed in the trash containers is disgusting and
probable a health hazard.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Good - need to keep the effort real and simple.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Marie Schaefer

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 3: Master Plan Recommendations: Natural
Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I love the Roberts Bird sanctuary ! It is wonderful that in the heart of the city there is still a wildlife refuge that is
protected . Keeping dogs and bikes out of that area truly protects the wildlife there and makes it a quiet place for
people to observe the multitude of animals that live there ! It is a great and rare learning experience for children
too!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Keep Robert's Bird Sanctuary protected!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Amy

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Contain or prevent future development, especially around Lake Calhoun.
Ensure that while you preserve views of the lake, you maintain a healthy ecosystem (roots that prevent erosion and
trees that host bird species). Maintain non-motorized use.
How about signs to engage people in caring about the quality of the lake and its surrounding habitat, trees, animals.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I looked over the nature resources section and found much to agree with. Wish we could do something about the deicing salt and chemicals.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Huhn, Linda M

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 3: Master Plan Recommendations: Natural
Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Since the natural resource itself is the basis of everything else, I agree with the importance of water quality
maintenance, controlling erosion and invasive species, preservation of native species and of existing native plant
communities. Everything else should fall in line with the principle of preserving and enhancing as much of what is
natural and originally there as possible. Using native plants whenever possible will also help keep costs down in the
long run.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
In general it look like good intentions will lead to good results.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Huhn, Linda M

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 3: Master Plan Recommendations: Natural
Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
In preserving the natural resources of the Chain of Lakes, Roberts Bird Sanctuary is a jewel that should receive special
consideration because of its sensitivity. Unlike use of the other areas of recreation: 1) observation of wildlife is the main
reason anyone would use this area, and 2) activity in this area is and should be passive, involving quietude, and does
not involve taking of wildlife, such as fishing. This makes it different than other areas in the Chain of Lakes.
These characteristics and the fact that this is an important bird nesting and migration area require the surrounding
development to be consistent with maintaining the integrity of this area as described here, regardless of human
population growth and development pressure. ANIMALS AND BIRDS WHO MIGRATE THROUGH OR MAKE THEIR
HOME IN ROBERTS BIRD SANCTUARY ARE STAKEHOLDERS AND ARE ENTITLED TO EQUITY IN THIS AREA
JUST AS PEOPLE ARE ENTITLED TO EQUITY IN THE MORE ACTIVE AREAS OF OUR PARKS.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Cris A Longfield

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
since they have that one road in between Maybe you could Connect both--- Lakes with all that space in between= from
Lake Harriet Pavilion- Park to Lake Calhoun Thomas beach area Hook em up one big Park even if ya needed some
space from the Bird Refuge ya might have to redirect the road it could be a huge park and move Harriet pavilion parking
to one side so ya didn't have to look( Over )or-- At --cars in Front of the beautyfull Victorion style pavilion
===================I have more ideas Wishi was standing there Right now ?
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bob

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Can we place parking in a better spots? Parking lots are ugly, while on-street parking on one-ways roads can free up
space.
(1) Convert E Calhoun Pkwy to a northbound one-way north of 36th street to W Lake St. Place parking on non-lakeside
of street. Convert W Calhoun Pkwy to a southbound one-way south of W Lake St to Xerxes. Place parking on nonlakeside of street. Convert 2 parking lots to green space.
Can we create a Lakewood Cemetery Bicycle Grand Rounds? The off-street bicycle network is crowded. This will
decrease pressure on the bicycle network and create a connection.
(2) Convert Roseway Rd to one-way. Place two-way bike trail along Roseway Rd. Convert Dupont Ave S to one-way
from Roseway Rd to W 36th St. On Lakewood side of Dupont Ave S, place two-way bike trail from Roseway Rd to 36th
St.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Where's the emphasis on more space? It's overcrowded. To maximize space, convert parking lots and two-way streets
to one-ways with street parking. I'm skeptical that one-ways will drastically increase travel time for commuters. If
saving commute time for a few is more valuable than making a world class park for millions of visitors, then we can do a
"test closure" and convert the roads to one-ways.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kristine Drew

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like the idea of turing the lower roadway into a bike path, love the native plantings, restoration of natural shoreline with
habitat, widening the bike path and the design around the bandshell area.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
well done...I am so looking forward to it. I am wondering if the plan is to use a more pervious surface for the walking
paths. It seems the current material does not last long without buckling - creating hazardous areas in addition, it just
seems like a waste to have to resurface so often.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Joshua Potter - Hennepin Co

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

Thank you for the revisions to the traffic study on Lake Street between West Calhoun Parkway/Dean Parkway and
Humboldt Avenue. Based on further review of the traffic study and model Hennepin County staff note the following
observations:
1.
Traffic counts used for the modeling from 2015 were in the lower third of the range of historical counts taken by
Minneapolis. This may be partially due to construction closures/lane reductions in Saint Louis Park in 2015 on corridors
(Excelsior Boulevard, Highway 7, and Minnetonka Boulevard) that feeds the Lake Street corridor between the lakes.
2. Absent in the traffic modeling were four intersections critical to the operation of the corridor west of the Lake Street
and West Calhoun Parkway/Dean Parkway intersection.
3. In the existing scenario where eastbound Lake Street drops from three to two lanes at Thomas Avenue, traffic
queues back through two preceding intersections at the PM peak hour. In 2040 this queuing increases further back but
due to traffic model not including intersections west of the Lake Street and West Calhoun Parkway/Dean Parkway
intersection the modeled queue length is unidentified without further revisions. Due to the limits of the model the traffic
report notes that 350+ vehicles were not able to enter the model due to congestion in 2040.
4. Existing Lake Street daily traffic volumes are close to 40,000 vehicles per day. Industry practice generally considers
six lane corridors at daily traffic volumes over 25,000 – 30,000 vehicles per day (pending corridor characteristics). In
2040 forecasted daily traffic volume for Lake Street is 45,000 vehicles (based on a 0.5% per year growth factor as noted
in the West Lake Multi-Modal Study).
5. The existing corridor has three or more lanes today between the Lake Street/ Excelsior Boulevard intersection and
Lake Street / Dupont Avenue intersection through Uptown. The one exception that exists today is the two lane section
in the eastbound direction on Lake Street at Thomas Avenue.
Hennepin County staff cannot accept a lane reduction from three to two lanes on eastbound Lake Street between
Thomas Avenue and East Calhoun Parkway at this time for the following reasons:
1.
Based on the traffic volumes on Lake Street between the lakes, a six lane roadway is recommended to avoid
increased congestion that would occur if it were a four lane roadway. The traffic study’s findings confirm the importance
of lane continuity in this corridor as on eastbound Lake Street the lane reduction at Thomas Avenue from three to two
lanes is a significant source of congestion.
2. Lengthening the two lane restriction on eastbound Lake Street from Thomas Avenue to just short of East Calhoun
Parkway as proposed only increases congestion for the area.
3. Emergency vehicles deserve major consideration as Lake Street is the only main thoroughfare through the lakes
between Interstate 394 and 50th Street. Minimizing congestion is important in maintaining response times.
4. The neighborhood has expressed concerns about speeds in the corridor and Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
has concerns about speeds at the proposed East Calhoun Parkway crossing. In the future, if Lake Street were to see a
full rebuild, a tighter typical section should be considered to encourage lower speeds.
As proposed to Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board staff in the feasible concept developed by County staff, a
narrower roadway section over the channel bridge is already being implemented to allocate space for bikers and
pedestrian by compromising vehicular space. Therefore based on the above-mentioned, a lane reduction is not
supported at this time.
If desired, we are open to discussing this further with you and others who are interested in hearing more details. Let us
know if you have any further comments or questions.
Thank you,
Josh
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Erin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

lisbeth Petersen

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
As a long term resident planning to live out my life by Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska, I want to let you know that I
absolutely love the "Green Lid" over W. Lake Street that connects Lake Clahoun/Bde Maka Ska to Lake of the Isles. It
will improve safety for cars in the area as the roads between the bodies of water seem to be more slippery and
dangerous in the winter. For pedestrians and other non-motorists there will also be an improvement in safety,
accessibility, and space as well as reduction of noise and general beautification of the area.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Create two-way bicycle paths around all the lakes to improve access and commuting.
Install speed-traps for bicycles and the racer bikes to improve safety for pedestrians, slower traffic. and children.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Steven Knuteson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 3: Master Plan Recommendations: Natural
Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Likes: I like some of the recommendations to reduce shoreline erosion, especially reducing access points. In addition, I
think that the unmowed vegetation bordering the lakes should be much larger and cover 100% of the lakeshore.
Access points should be via boardwalk to avoid erosion and disturbing vegetation.
Likes: Pollinator gardens. Much more of the parkland should be unmowed, including pollinator gardens.
Dislikes: Removal of so-called "invasive species". These efforts to remove so-called invasive plants are both
expensive and ineffective, and result in damage to the few natural areas of our parks. For example, the removal of
hybrid cattails from Loring Park was an expensive, toxic, and unsightly mistake.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I like the idea to change lower harriet parkway to a bikeway. I like any idea that increases unmowed areas and reduces
mowed areas. I like any idea that reduces active management of vegetation. I advocate for less mowing, pruning, etc.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Paula

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Very nicely laid out plan. Loving the recommendations.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
While I saw that more water fountains were a demand, what wasn't clear was whether year round water fountains have
been proposed as a possibility. I just wanted to take the time to express that year round water fountains would be such a
huge improvement to the lakes. As a year round runner, I find summer running much easier when I know I can find a
water source to refill or to rely on completely. It likely is expensive, but I think it would be such an asset to the area.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mike Chummers

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Moving the boat launch to the north side of the lake is a horrible idea for many reasons. It is as simple as the sailing
school and the sailing community wanting a parking lot and a launch in the same location. Because of the proximity to
the north beach and the parking lot, the north side of the lake is already extremely busy and that lot is full by noon on
nice summer days. If the parking lot isn't expanded, the number of spots available for cars only, without trailers, will
decrease. Furthermore, all other water craft such as windsurfers, SUP, kayak and canoe launch from the north side
whenever the wind is out of the south, so that they can get back if the wind becomes too strong. In the summer, the
winds are almost always out of the south. Putting the boat launch there means putting the sailboat bouys there too and
that will make it impossible to windsurf from the north side and extremely difficult for all other water craft to launch from
the north side. This would severely negatively impact a very large number of people who enjoy launching watercraft
from the north side. It is also a safety concern because many families with small children are constantly going back and
forth between the beach and the parking lot and bus stop, nobody seems to have considered this! Finally, it's a horrible
waste of money to "temporarily" locate it on the north side until the sailing school in the NW corner can be constructed!
Another horrible idea is reducing the number of lanes on Lake St. When there are events, accidents, or traffic light
malfunctions, traffic is stuck in that area and backs up for blocks because there is no way to access other streets since
Lake St. is the only street between Calhoun and Isles. A 2 way bike path on the north side is also a horrible idea and
completely unnecessary as the current one way path is the most safe and logical method. A partial 2 way section
would only cause confusion and lead to more accidents! Finally, a visitor center on the north side is a terrible idea too.
It's a lake, and it should have LESS development on it, NOT MORE!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Much of the plan is simply a gift to the sailing community at the expense of the rest of the general public, so it is NOT
EQUITABLE, it is EXCLUSIVE! Moving the boat launch to the north side improves access for sailboats while
REDUCING access for EVERYONE ELSE!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Franz Ulrich

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Lower Road Focus Area: I endorse the idea of turning the road into a two bike trail and converting the existing bike trail
to other uses as outlined in the draft plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I would like to see the outlet streams for both Harriet and Calhoun day-lighted.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Chris Martin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 5: Master Plan Recommendations: Historical
and Cultural Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I'm thrilled to hear you are dedicated to making native history visible and to officially changing the name of Lake
Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska. Any further efforts toward recognizing Dakota history, wisdom, and continued presence are
of the upmost importance.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Thomas Franchett

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
My main concern is the proposal to move the boat launch to the N End of Calhoun.
~~By moving the launch to the North side the usable are of the lake is reduced. There is an area around docks and
launches that boaters, paddlers and windsurfers would have to stay away from, making it unusable except for coming
and going from the lake.
~~The placement of the proposed North side launch is problematic due to prevailing wind direction. In the summer the
prevailing direction is out of the south which causes rough water known locally as wall wash. The waves bounce off the
retaining wall back out into the lake. This would be a dangerous environment to launch a boat into.
~~ The North side is also the best place to sail in the Summer due to the prevailing winds and the weed situation. The
weeds on the south side are terrible!!
I feel it is best to keep everything together in the same area to keep the most lake shore and lake surface open for
those to enjoy.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I like the the ida of the land bridge and absorbing one east bound lane of lake street!!!
If you look at many promo pictures or Artwork(Adam Thurman) for lake Calhoun with the city in the back ground,
frequently they include a windsurfer or a sailboat. If you want to keep Calhoun a desirable sailing lake DO NOT move
the boat launch!!
Thanks
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Lisa Bormann

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Lower Road Focus Area: I endorse the idea of turning the road into a two bike trail and converting the existing bike trail
to other uses as outlined in the draft plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I would like to see the outlet streams for both Harriet and Calhoun day-lighted.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kevin M

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
As a long time city resident(since 1980) bike rider, & sailboat buoy holder, the amount of congestion, inadequate
enforrcement of existing rules/ regulations @ Lake Harriet is appalling , & quite frankly, increasingly UNACCEPTABLE.
First, the boat launch & sailboat docks need to be separated from th bandshell crowds & hoards of walkers who think
nothing of invading the ramp & docks with no regard for boaters who PAY A FEE for having a sailboat on the lake! At
a minimum, there needs to be a fence that keeps walkers away from the boat ramp & sailboat docks; furthermore, the
paddleboard/kayak rentals need to go away--this only adds to congestion on the lake, along with people who are totally
oblivious to boating navigation rules--really these folks are a menace to those of us who regularly sail on Harriet.
Next, is anyone going to address the increase in the number of people who insist on walking on the bike paths? There
needs to be enforcement or fencing/railings to keep walkers off the bike paths---yes , this really has become a major
issue for those of us who regularly bike the lakes.
Finally, how about user fees for NON CITY RESIDENTS? Much of the congestion comes from people who DO NOT
live in the city, so start charging these folks , it may help cut down some of the unwanted congestion by those of us who
actually live in the area & help fund many of the much needed improvements .
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Yes, the plan does NOT do enough to relieve congestion around the band shell area. Move the boat ramp & sailboat
docks away from this area!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kalin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Tom

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
As a windsurfer I strongly object to moving the boat launch to the North End of Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska.
This would eliminate the most popular and safest launch on the lake. I'll also point out that It is also a popular launch for
kayakers, canoests, and paddleboarders all of which make extensive use of the area. The only group that benefits from
moving the launch are sailboat owners. Seems like a very exclusive plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

concerned property owner/taxpayer

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
A am against moving the boat launch and boat school to the NW side of Bde Maka Ska. This area is already too
congestion with more rental units already under construction or with approved plans. Adding more traffic, both
pedestrian and vehicle, to this problem is not wise. Also, adding amenities in this area will attract even more cars, and
there is limited parking for residents and their guests. At the very least, Ivy Lane and 32nd should be resident permit
parking only to ensure residents have access to their property. I am against taking what limited green space there is
around the lake and adding hardcover (buildings, docks, etc.).
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The focus of the improvements should be pedestrian safety, enhancing and preserving the natural space (or even
increasing), and living within a reasonable budget. This plan seems pretty expensive.

68 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#63

Packet Pg. 222

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, February 18, 2017 8:39:09 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, February 18, 2017 8:43:01 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:51
IP Address: 174.30.251.197

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jane Griffith

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 1: Introduction

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please fix our playgrounds in powderhorn park and please stop only spending money in wealthier neighborhoods.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jinx Howell

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to endorse the plan to close the lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet and use it for bike traffic only.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
No
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kelly

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
LIKES: the pier behind the bandshell, adding permanent bathrooms near the rose gardens, banning hammocks in trees
by users. Happy to hear of using more natives, and please leave more areas 'natural'.
-Returning on street parking is good. Why isn't there a bus route nearby to help alleviate this problem?
-Eliminating the lower road [for cars]. Never understood the purpose of that second road. Probably for the all important
'view'?
DISLIKES:I don't like the idea of getting rid of the crabapples. They are one of the things I love most there!
- Also disapprove of thinning the trees and focusing on shorter varieties around the lake shore, all just for a view. How
ridiculous!! We have enough short, stubby trees in the city because nothing can or is allowed to grow due to changes,
power lines and pollution. Leave the trees!! 'Views' are why so many urban lakes are so unpleasant.
-Really like the unpaved paths in the rose trial area. Must everything be paved?? Leave it alone.
-Moving the bike path up around the playground and away from the bandshell. You seem to be saying bikers are
second class and not particularly welcome in that area (but pedestrians, cars and boaters are). Bikers want to hear the
music, too (and often stop) and they also like to stay near the lake - that's why they're there using that trail.
If maintenance area is moved, adding that to the bird sanctuary is the best option, although I do not agree that the
bathrooms at the bandshell are close enough to negate putting something permanent in this general area of the park.
Port-a-potties are nasty and they are aesthetically awful. A very small bathroom would be a good option here.
Don't think putting a gathering area right next to the sanctuary area is a good idea; how disruptive for the wildlife, not to
mention all the food will be an attractant.
Please get rid of paid parking. All it does is push parking far into the surrounding neighborhoods. While they may
actually earn their keep (sort of) when someone holds a ceremony there, they are almost always vacant, while every
free space on the streets gets full. It's off putting to pay to go to the park. Find a better way to make money.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Haven't looked it all over. It's too overwhelming the way it is laid out.
Note: your 'Recreation' icon looks like a symbol for an active shooter with a sawed off shotgun. I can't even guess what
it is supposed to be representing, but it looks like a weapon of some sort.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Cynthia

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The boat rental near the boat ramp is listed as being upgraded. I am concerned that this boat rental is not being moved
further away from the boat ramp and docks that are used by Park Board Sailing School, Boat owners that have a buoy,
Lake Harriet Yacht Club that includes a youth program and Adaptive Sailing Program, and Twin Cities Sailing Club that
has over 200 members using that area for sailing instruction and recreational sailing 4-5 days each week. This private
company takes up valuable space that interferes with all of the activities listed above by putting inexperienced users on
the water on canoes, upright paddle boards and pedal operated boats with little or no instruction. The volume of rental
users poses a safety risk to renters as well as other boaters because their rental location is so close to the ramp, and so
close to the dock where more experienced boaters are attempting to return to the dock or depart from the dock. These
docking maneuvers are tricky enough for an experienced sailor without adding inexperienced renters who don't even
have the sense to stay out of the way. During youth sailing renters are in the way of the launching of youth sail boats.
The location of the rental company ought to be moved further from the boat ramp, perhaps on the other side of the
fishing dock, to separate the inexperienced renters from the ramp and boat dock.
I also question spending my tax dollars to improve facilities for a private company who is making a profit from their
rental business. It makes more sense for the rental company to be a non-profit operation just like the Lake Harriet
Yacht Club and Twin Cities Sailing Club.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The moving of the roadway to flow between the parking lot and the bandshell looks like a safety hazard, because the
larger number of people who park there will have to cross that road to get to the bandshell, playground, lake, whereas
the current flow only requires the bird sanctuary users to cross the road. More users including small children will be at
risk. Makes no sense!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ben

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ken Larson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly support the recommendation to close the lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet to motor vehicular traffic.
Lake Harriet has very little open space and removing the cars for the benefit of the Lake's environment and for giving
cyclists and walkers a place in the southwest part of the city that is more natural and is not burdened by autos would be
a great thing. I live near the lake and do drive on both the upper and lower roads. I would not miss, at all, the ability to
drive on the lower road. I also walk the lake at least weekly between March and November and would treasure the
chance to be entirely away from traffic on the south and east sides of the lake. We should not lose this opportunity to
improve the Lake and the Lake experience for most of those who know and love it.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jane Kammerman

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly support closing the lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet. There are plenty of places for cars to drive;
there are few places where walkers and cyclists can get entirely away from cars in Minneapolis and this is an
opportunity to create one more, albeit a short one. The burden that may be imposed on the 7 or 8 homeowners on the
upper road is small in proportion to the benefits that will be obtained by thousands of Lake users (including even the
affected homeowners).
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Luke

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Stop cutting down trees. No one will call it Bde Maka Ska. Call it Lake Bde Maka and it might catch on.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

John Berg

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Hundreds of sailors access Lake Harriet boat dock, buoys, boat ramp parking lot and areas around the concessionary
and band shell each summer. The Lake Harriet Yacht Club, Twin Cities Sailing Club and MPRB sailing program all
access the boat shed next to the boat ramp.
I am a member of both the Twin Cities Sailing Club (https://tcsailing.com) and the Lake Harriet Yacht Club
(http://www.lhycsailing.com).
I'd like to see specific and carefully considered improvements that improve the Harriet experience for sailors.
Separate the sailboat docks and the rental docks to the fullest extent possible. The area near the boat ramp can very
congested, boat rental novices make the area busy and sometimes dangerous.
Make the fishing dock attractive to people who want to fish - many people fishing end up on the boat dock because they
don't like the high railing of the designated fishing dock.
The proposed semicircular pier behind the Bandshell looks as though it will take out quite a few mooring buoys near the
dock. This is very concerning given that these buoys are among the closest to the dock & tenders.
“Reconfigure the Boat Shed to accommodate extra storage.” How will this affect LHYC and TCSC? Will we gain or lose
space?
In the drawing, the boat ramp is shifted a few yards to the east, leaving a small wooded lawn by the shed. Will there be
suitable space for sailing organizations to gather classes and members near the boat shed/dock?
The pathway to Roberts Bird Sanctuary appears to go through the existing parking area. Will changes to the boat ramp
lot reduce the number of spaces for boat and car parking? Sailors will need adequate space for rigging boats and
parking trailers in this location.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

C Iverson SLP

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Engineering staff at the City of St. Louis Park have taken a look at the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan and
would like to make the following comments:
We are working with the City of Minneapolis and Hennepin County on establishing a pedestrian & bicycle crossing
enhancement at the intersection of France Avenue and 38th Street. St. Louis Park residents have requested this
crossing in the past, and traffic counts conducted by Hennepin County last spring show a high volume of bicycles and
pedestrians crossing over France Ave at this location.
St. Louis Park is proposing to implement a bikeway along 38th Street from Excelsior Blvd to France Ave in 2018.
Currently, 38th Street is identified in the Minneapolis Bicycle Master Plan as a “signed bike route” between France Ave
and Zenith Ave. We also see that the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan does show 38th Street as a “bike
lane” in the Access and Circulation map. We would like to emphasize the importance of this connection – adding a
bikeway on 38th will be beneficial to allow non-motorized users to more traverse between the Chain of Lakes, the
Excelsior & Grand activity node, and surrounding neighborhoods.
Thank you for your time & your efforts on this master plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I do not support the development of the North Shore of Lake Calhoun. It will facilitate fishing boat access as well as
filling the parking with trucks and trailers. The area is already congested; it will add to the congestion and threat of
invasive species. Please leave the access as it is, we don't want to promote more vehicular access.
A sailor, paddleboader and MPLS resident
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Walton Stanley

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I have concerns about a few items.
Will the boat ramp parking be reduced? This is a concern. As a sailor with Twin Cities Sailing Club, we use the boat
ramp parking area to rig and de-rig boats. At times during boat launch and pull we are launching 17 boats in a day and
need the space to rig and de-rig.
Also, currently the paddleboard, and canoe rental concession launches their folks right at the boat ramp and dock. As
we are training novice sailors and as wind conditions can change suddenly, there is often dangerous congestion when
trying to dock or depart from the dock. Sailboats coming in under wind power alone have some limits to their
controllability and crowds of unsteady paddleboarders coming in or out of the dock at the same time as sailboats are
docking is an accident waiting to happen. Once we are all launched or landed, there is plenty of room on the lake for all,
but the current configuration is dangerous. I suggest that the rental concession and its launch area be moved further
east.
I would like to hear more specifics about the remodeling of the boat shed. During the season, Twin Cities Sailing Club
and the Lake Harriet Yacht Club share this resource. We are most grateful to have it, but would like more details about
planned revisions of it (especially if the work would be done during the summer sailing season).
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Good work in general. The lakes are the very heart of Minneapolis, and are a great asset. Thanks!

80 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#75

5.1.d

Packet Pg. 234

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, February 25, 2017 9:36:18 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, February 25, 2017 10:21:00 AM
Time Spent: 00:44:41
IP Address: 107.4.244.235

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Al Watts, Twin Cities Sailing Club Commodore

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
We were surprised that there was no mention of the Twin Cities Sailing Club (TCSC) in the Master Plan; combined we
and the Lake Harriet Yacht Club (LHYC) own and operate most of the boats visible to Lake Harriet visitors. Each year
from early May to September TCSC members teach newer members to sail on Tuesday evenings, Saturday mornings
and Sunday mornings; members also participate in bi-weekly sailboat races with the Lake Harriet Yacht Club.
We urge Lake Harriet planners to give these main areas of concern consideration:
1) Safety is a priority for the Twin Cities Sailing Club. We have become increasingly concerned with the growing
number of paddle boarders, rented canoes and peddle boats that congregate near the sailboat docking area on the
Lake's north end. Avoiding them is especially challenging when approaching the dock on windy days. Can the
recreational rental area be moved or can the docking area be made safer?
2) We are not certain what changes if any are being contemplated for the storage shed in front of the sailboat docking
area east of the band shell. TCSC and LHYC rent that facility for storage of sailing equipment; we need to continue
having access near the docking area to its contents, and could not get by with less space.
3.) Most of our sailboats are moored in front of the band shell; we are concerned about how draft plans for a semicircular area extending out to the Lake from the Band shell would affect the mooring field.
4.) TCSC and the LHYC both utilize the parking lot north of the dock area for rigging sailboats before launch; in the
spring and fall we reserve the lot for a morning to rig or de-rig our entire fleet. Restricting that space or its ready access
to the launching ramp would be a major problem.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Even before joining the Twin Cities Sailing Club a highlight of our regular visits to Lake Harriet has always been seeing
the Lake's fleet of boats under sail. We hope that planners help preserve Lake Harriet's reputation as one of the premier
sailing lakes in the country (as featured in a 2004 Sail Magazine article.)
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Lee TCSC Sailor

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
- Hundreds of sailors access Lake Harriet boat dock, buoys, boat ramp parking lot and areas around the concessionary
and band shell each summer. The Lake Harriet Yacht Club, Twin Cities Sailing Club and MPRB sailing program all
access the boat shed next to the boat ramp.
- It will be important to separate the sailboat docks and the rental docks to the fullest extent possible. The area near
the boat ramp can very congested, boat rental novices make the area busy and sometimes dangerous.
- The proposed semicircular pier behind the Bandshell looks as though it will take out quite a few mooring buoys near
the dock. This is very concerning given that these buoys are among the closest to the dock & tenders.
- “Reconfigure the Boat Shed to accommodate extra storage.” Additional storage space would be appreciated for LHYC
and TCSC.
- In the drawing, the boat ramp is shifted a few yards to the east, leaving a small wooded lawn by the shed. Will there
be suitable space for sailing organizations to gather classes and members near the boat shed/dock?
- The pathway to Roberts Bird Sanctuary appears to go through the existing parking area. Will changes to the boat
ramp lot reduce the number of spaces for boat and car parking? Sailors will need adequate space for rigging boats and
parking trailers in this location.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Great thoughts overall, very exciting. Moving forward, please include the needs of the Lake Harriet sailing community.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Paul Frenz

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I live in southwest Minneapolis and I am a member of the Twin Cities Bicycling Club. I ride around Lake Harriet and
Lake Calhoun 4 or 5 times a week from April through November.
1. I strongly believe that the bike trail under Lake Street connecting Lake Calhoun and Lake of the Isles should remain
two-way. Not all bicyclists will use the at grade crossing further east across Lake and Lagoon and will use the tunnel
underneath whether one way or closed to bike traffic.
2. The new proposed at grade crossing at Lake and Lagoon must have green pavement markings and signal timing that
will allow bikes to cross without stopping.
3. The lower road on the east side of Lake Harriet should be converted to a two way bike trail to provide a north bound
connection. I understand that there is opposition to this from the nearby residents. However, I frequently use the north
bound bike lane on the lower road and the south bound bike trail. There is very little motor vehicle traffic on this one
way north bound lower road. Closing this road to motor vehicles should have little or no impact on traffic on the upper
road.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
No
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Birgit Johnson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Birgit

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 11: Demographic, Trends, Demands, and
Accessibility

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please preserve the natural areas! Future generations will thank us for it!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

June

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Are you taking parking spaces from the East Parking in order to make the pedestrian crossing and bathroom. I'm a
sailor and a member of the TCSC. Please do not remove parking spaces. Also, it's very congested with the boat rental
and sailing docks so near one another. The rental people sometimes have no awareness that sailboats are not always
able to avoid them and still make it to the dock.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Eric Wellmann

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am a member of both the Lake Harriet Yacht Club and the Twin Cities Sailing Club.
I would like to share the following concerns about the plan:
1) It is unclear whether there is a change to the boat racks, currently located adjacent to the boat rental concessionaire.
Those boat racks and a shack are used during to store sail boats designed for kids. The club has an active kids
program and I am concerned that the current plan may be disregarding this activity.
2) The rental dock should be further away from the sailing club dock. Users of the rental boats are inexperienced, and
therefore have difficulty manoeuvring their vessels, which can create the risk of collisions with sailboats coming or
departing from the sailing club dock.
3) The semi-circular peer behind the bandshell appears to be protruding into the lake in a way which I find to be
incongruent with the natural oval shape of the lake. In addition, and perhaps more importantly to sailing club members,
it appears that it would displace (or eliminate??) a number of mooring buoys further away from the sailing dock.
4) Who will benefit from the incremental storage made available in the boat shed?
5) Will the new pathway to the bird sanctuary prevent car access to the boat ramp, for purpose of launching and
retrieving boats?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
None other than the above
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ben

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 10: Public Engagement

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jeanette Colby

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I'm concerned about putting a trail at grade across the two sections of Lake Street. The car traffic already backs up a
lot, especially on busy summer days. The option for drivers would be to go through the neighborhood, and I saw in the
Master Plan that the CAC rejected the idea of one-way traffic on Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska Parkway precisely because of
the likely impact on neighborhood traffic.
Also, cars turning west from the south currently have a brief left-turn arrow, and many now try to rush through -- I'm
worried that putting more pedestrians and cyclists at grade there would be an accident waiting to happen.
Even though we we would like to see reduced car traffic in the area, it is only likely to grow in the next 20 years with all
the new housing units recently built and in the works. Solutions to the abundance of bikes and pedestrians can't come
at the expense of drivers -- it will very likely have unfortunate unintended consequences.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Lots of great ideas in this plan. Thank you!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

sheldon mains

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Need to keep open the bike use of the Lake Street underpass. The addition of the at grade crossing and better
crosswalk/traffic lights will reduce the traffic in the underpass. If more room is needed, how about building a wooden
boardwalk over the water for the pedestrian path. The underpass is critical for families with children biking.
Also, it is great the the lower road on the west side of Harriet is being closed to make a 2 way bike path. That is a great
route for bike commuters (a growing segment of the park users). That road carries very little traffic. And closing it will
allow more green area by the lake
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Overall, the plan is good and complete
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Amy Lucas

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The NW Calhoun area must have parking if those upgrades are recommended. The businesses across Lake Street
already have park users filling the lot. Burnet Realty lot is always full and NOT public parking.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question

91 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#86

Packet Pg. 245

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, February 27, 2017 9:50:41 AM
Last Modified: Monday, February 27, 2017 10:29:37 AM
Time Spent: 00:38:56
IP Address: 75.234.77.236

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Lynn

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
If a change is necessary, I would support the moving of the AIS inspections, weeding operations, and boat launches to
the south end of the lake. I am concerned about the proposed subsequent phases involving the realigning of West
Calhoun Parkway and the relocation of the sailing school and "related activities" and boat launches (again) to West
Calhoun. This action would seem to merely move congestion from the ne to the nw. The traffic and congestion along
the Excelsior Blvd/Minnetonka Blvd convergence is already significant and increasing with all of the multi-family units
being constructed in the area. The proposed relocation of activities to ne Calhoun would only increase what is already
a highly and increasingly congested area.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill Brink

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
NORTH CALHOUN/BDE MAKA SKA FOCUS AREA
Please do not move the Yacht club to the north Shore, move it to the NW shore, as has been the general consensus for
the last 20+ years at 20+ meetings.The NW shore is ideal for many reasons. If there is not enough money to move it,
then wait until it can be properly set up, as has been the case.
Please don't wreck the quiet beauty of the north beach in the interim.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill Brink

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
NORTH CALHOUN/BDE MAKA SKA FOCUS AREA
By putting a boat launch on the North shore, you will have a major swimming beach at risk for accidents by large and
heavy boats. The windsurfers have coexisted peacefully because they are much lighter and more agile.
North Calhoun is the main windsurfer beach in the twin cities, the south Calhoun beach is the other, due to wind
direction.
The docks will destroy windsurfing access, and I believe part of the allure of lake Calhoun is the energy and colors
created by the sport.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill Brink

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
NORTH CALHOUN/BDE MAKA SKA FOCUS AREA
The The North Beach is used by and appears comfortable for many non white people in our community, taking their
primary beach away with bus access and easy parking does them a great disservice and violates the stated park board
fair access to all peoples.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jon Olson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Brian

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The fact that the Harriet Streetcar Line wasn't extended to Lake Calhoun (or isn't mentioned) just verifies how out of
touch this board is. The one regional asset that separates THIS LOCATION from every other city or region in
Minnesota is the streetcar line. There are bike paths, walking trails, bandshells, wetlands, gardens in pretty much every
town and/or city - even within this city. So with this plan, what's going to attract more people here when this is already
everywhere? And the proposal is a shuttle? If this plan is the best you can come up with, please just save everyone's
money and leave it alone.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
See comments above...
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Nicole Freeberg

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Include acknowledgement of TCSC- a big part of the Lake Harriet culture and make considerations for how the
proposed changes may or may not affect TCSC
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
It does not consider anything about moving the wheel fun rentals- which is in a dangerous location where boats are
coming in and out of. There should be strong considerations of moving this further away from the boat dock.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Brandi K.

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
- the floating sailing dock is nice because it allows us to add or remove pieces as necessary but it is difficult for adaptive
sailing. In addition, many fishers and boat watchers venture onto the dock which is very dangerous for pedestrians and
sailors alike and can be very frustrating for sailors as it is already a crowded dock.
- the storage shed and gathering area is right in the middle of the pedestrian trail - I like page 159 where either the
building was moved or the trail was re-routed.
- Moving the boat launch away from the docks would be problematic. Currently for non-buoy renters the procedure is
typically to launch the boat - wade/walk it to the dock and then move their car for the next person in line. LHYC hosts
many out of town sailors each summer. Perhaps a small floating dock could be used if this were the case.
- Wheel fun rentals is dangerously close to the sailing dock. Pedestrian powered watercraft has right of way over
sailboats which makes this area very hard to navigate. On windy days paddle boarders often get pushed into the sailing
docks and peddle boats have ran-into sailboats at the entrance / exit. The multiple Wheel Fun Rentals docks only
makes the departing and docking area for sailboats smaller. I appreciate their business, just would like to see them
moved to the east side of the fishing pier. This would fully connect the shoreline from Bread and Pickle all the way to the
swimming beach. It would also hopefully attract more people to the fishing pier as pedestrian activity would be shifted
away from the boat launch area. Also, this could possibly add more area for AIS inspection instead of on the boat ramp.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I may have missed this but for Lake Harriet the Twin Cities Sailing Club was not mentioned. This is over 200+ sailors in
addition to the Lake Harriet Yacht Club / Youth Sailing / Adaptive Sailing.
Would be nice to see some sort of canoe/kayak launch area
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

John M. Roth

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am strongly opposed to the building of any new buildings and parking areas. The park is currently a thin strip of land
already over crowded with a pedestrian path, a bike path, the roadway and parking. There is way too much concrete
and asphalt. If anything, parking should be removed and the road narrowed and made on-way. Also, if the sailing
school wants a new facility, make it buy property of its own. Park land should remain green. We don't have enough
green space as is, and the shortfall will only get worse as the population grows and usage of the parks increases. It is
time to accept the fact that our currently over-used and inadequate parks cannot sustain any loss of green space, and
that they will be dramatically harmed is converted to buildings, roadways, boat launches and more concrete.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The draft plan was written in a way that implied, in many places, that it reflected the desires of the public and was final.
It does not reflect the desires of the public and it is not final. Across every page should be the word "DRAFT". All
language implying that it represents the public also should be removed. Frankly, you should redo it and resubmit it for
public comment.
Part of the proposal I like; parts I strongly oppose. If you are going to prepare a plan, you also have to provide detailed
estimated budgets. What I saw was a sales pitch and not a call for comments.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Orest

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I'm concerned that Twin Cities Sailing Club is not mentioned anywhere in the plan, while other sailing/yacht clubs are
mentioned. I'm not sure if this is a simple oversight or international disregard, but this is an organization with 200+
yearly active members all of whom contribute to the vibrancy of Lake Harriet and actively utilize the resources of the
dock.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
My concern lies to the dock expansion and priority given to the paddle boarders and other rental equipment. It seems
to be a the expense of the members that purchase buoys. The sailing area already seems to be extremely congested
and there are repeat issues with the rental places that provide 1) absolutely no training to people and 2) do not reinforce
the idea of sharing resources or understanding who has a right or way or how to safely navigate around the dock.
these resources seem to be run by high school children that probably have have no training from whomever actually
owns the rental places, nor does it seem to get better. in windy conditions it gets really challenging with all the traffic,
especially from the renters that do not have the knowledge or background.
another concern about making the green space is again that it's at the expense of the buoys, as it significantly takes a
chuck of the available space. most of this space is currently used by the handicap sailors to gain easy access to the
dock. if that expansion does happen the buoys should be adjusted accordingly, but again, with the rental dock there
isn't much space there.
parking area removal, while i generally approve of this and that the lake should be more pedestrian and bike friendly, but
launching boats will be extremely problematic. at the start and end of the season you have 170+ boats that are being
launched, usually on the weekends, it'll create a nightmare if there isn't more space in a parking lot to offload some
launch traffic or at least give people a waiting area.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Rodgers Adams

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 7: Master Plan Recommendations: Equity

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The name of the lake is not "Lake John C. Calhoun." The root of the "Lake Calhoun" name was unknown to most
visitors to the lake, so the disputes about the qualities of John C. Calhoun are irrelevant. And, apparently, there was no
single name for the lake previously. It is wonderful to recognize and celebrate the role the lake played for native
peoples, through plaques, recreations, and ceremonies. But changing the name that has existed through the memories
of everyone alive today, and that has spread into the surrounding geography? As a liberal, I cringe, because this is just
the kind of silliness and gives liberalism a bad name. This part of the excellent Master Plan that should be rejected.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ken Pronovici

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Lake Harriet is a fantastic, vibrant resource for sailors -- in some respects, unique nearly nationwide. For instance,
there are very few clubs anywhere that offer a co-op type membership the way the Twin Cities Sailing Club does on
Lake Harriet, which makes it very easy for people to particulate in the sport. This is facilitated by how welcoming
Minneapolis has been to TCSC and the sailing community on the lake in general. I would like to make sure that the
changes that are being proposed to the area of the sailing ramp, shed, and dock continue to allow Lake Harriet to be a
safe and enjoyable place to sail. For instance, on busy days there are already sometimes conflicts between rental
customers (who, with their limited experience, often don't realize they really are "boats" and need to act that way) and
more experienced lake users who are trying to safely make it to the dock. It can be somewhat scary from a sailor's
perspective to run the gauntlet of paddleboarders, paddleboaters, canoeists, kayakers, etc., many of whom are not
really prepared to steer yet, much less to actively avoid collisions. For this reason, it would be best to keep the rental
dock and the sailing dock separate from each other as much as possible.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Brigid McBride

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I believe that the two-way bikeway underneath the W Lake Street Bridge should not be converted to a pedestrian-only
trail. Not only would this sever the connection between major trails, but it would also divert cyclists to a much more
dangerous detour that might not be a comfortable and safe experience for many. The beauty of the chain of lake trails is
that they offer safe and accessible off-street cycling for ALL levels of cyclists. If we eliminate a major connection point,
the number of cyclists in our beautiful bike-friendly city could decrease, and less people will be able to experience all
the magnificent trails we have to offer.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Lake Walker

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify)
Consideration for Seniors / Calhoun Name / Tin Fish

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
1. As retired seniors, our first, and immediate priority, is that you put more year-round toilets along the walking Trails of
Lakes Calhoun/Harriet, and Lake of the Isles... AND add more benches. These are immediate, practical needs for most
all people who walk around the lakes. DON'T waste precious allocated funds on the [racial] equity signage, name
change fiasco, etc., stuff.
2. DON'T change the name of Lake Calhoun. If you do, that is just as bad as the neo-nazis who want to erase all
references to the Holocaust. Mr. Calhoun did what was acceptable in his era. If you do persist in renaming Lake
Calhoun, be sure to mention that the Indians slaughtered a lot of caucasian settlers in New Ulm, MN.
3. Consider having the Tin Fish open for more months of the year and don't mess around with the recipes. The Fish `n
Chips is perfect as it is.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Don't let the millennials and racial do-gooders dominate what you do. There are a LOT us of caucasian, conservative,
silent-majority folks who feel that the do-gooder liberals are going to ruin the good park system we now have.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Paul Clausen

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am highly skeptical of the shoreline extension behind the Lake Harriet bandshell, that is, pushing the semi-circular
bump-out into the lake. While this may look symmetrical and aesthetically pleasing, it would significantly encroach into
the mooring field there and also reduce the open area used for approaching the sailboat dock. Sailboats are not like
motorboats, they have limited maneuverability and need room. My sailboat club, the Twin Cities Sailing Club, has over
220 members using the lake regularly. We have more people actively sailing on Lake Harriet than the better known
Lake Harriet Yacht Club, which is mentioned in the report. To the other side (to the east) of the dock, there should more
space between the sailing dock and the dock used for the rentals. There is frequent congestion and safety hazards
occasioned by the proximity of sailboats under sail and paddle boards and kayaks used the same area. Again, sailboats
are under sail and have limited maneuverability.
I think improvements to restrooms in the bandshell area are highly needed and should be a priority over many other
changes. Improving the routing of bike and pedestrian paths around the boat ramp and nearby shed would also aid flow
and improve safety there.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I am pleased to see ambitious plans, but in view of the general state of deteriorating and poorly maintained
infrastructure throughout the park system, I think a priority has to be maintaining or replacing the existing offerings
before undertaking expensive expansion.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jennifer Spiller

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 10: Public Engagement

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Local runners should have been separated out as specific stakeholders. Due to high traffic, we are often forced to make
our own trails adjacent to the walking paths.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
1. What happened to installing adult athletic equipment stations around Lake Calhoun?
2) What are your plans for protecting free parking spaces around Lake Calhoun?
3) Would you consider adding NO Turn On Red signage to calm traffic and increase safety to pedestrians at the
incredibly busy corner of Richfield Road and Calhoun Parkway?

107 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#102

Packet Pg. 261

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Tuesday, February 28, 2017 9:25:01 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, February 28, 2017 10:35:40 PM
Time Spent: 01:10:38
IP Address: 73.164.10.88

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Nicole

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Yes to more parking as long as the parking lots respect groundwater and are put to minimize travel conflict. Ramps
would be a way to do this without taking green space away -especially by Bke Maka Ska and Lyndale rose gardensramps could have green roofs, bird nests and solar panels.
Most people do not live around the park and take a car. The bus idea can be part of the solutions but not the only one.
The CAC was biased against cars yet the regional park is used by a lot of car drives.
Do not make parking or traffic worse for the surrounding areas. The Harriet parkway closure idea is bad. The bicycle
lobby should not have the final say in everything.
The crossing in upper Harriet drive are not safe since trees make it hard to see people. The steps are steep and difficult
to walk down.
I like the bridge over Lake Street idea as the safest one.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Good job overall.
Honor Native American heritage by the Bke Maka Ska name, art and signage as recommended.
Universal signage a great idea.
Minimize bike/car/walkers conflicts as much as possible. I have seen a bike run over a child near the Mr. Big Guy tree.
Like the idea of making the maintenance area more attractive by Lake Harriet.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

William

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Roberts Bird Sanctuary

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I wish to request that proper respect and consideration be given to Roberts Bird Sanctuary as a sanctuary for birds and
a place for passive enjoyment of nature in the city. I believe that the focus of planning has shifted in an imbalanced and
unwise direction toward too much recreation and activity spaces, and not enough passive spaces. There is more than
enough active space around the lakes, and Roberts should be preserved and protected as a passive sanctuary space.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Cynthia Callanan

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
It is not clear from the plan if a curb cut on the north side of the boat shed by the boat ramp is included in this plan.
Each spring, summer and fall when boat activity increases, the traffic of dog walkers and strollers passing between the
boat shed and the lake poses a danger to pedestrians who are not involved in boating. During the morning of the
LHYC/TCSC boat launch (1st Sat in May) and boat pull (1st Sat in Oct) our volunteers redirect pedestrian traffic to the
north side of the boat shed for a few hours. However there is no curb cut there, so strollers and wheelchairs have no
option but be lifted over the curb. The existing curb cut is very close to the lake next to the boat ramp for no good
reason. Subsequently pedestrians have developed the habit of circling the lake between the boat shed and the lake (on
the south side of the boat shed) which is a safety hazard for them at times when 30-50 people are busy launching boats
for a sailing race or activity. We were told that a curb cut on the north side would be part of the next capital budget. Is it
included?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Andrew D.

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
A huge thumbs up for the proposal to move the boat launch to the north end of Lake Calhoun. As a city lakes angler I
would like to fish Calhoun more often, but there is a lack of parking and the launch area can be fairly dangerous given
the density of people at certain times.
By moving the launch to the north end we can greatly eliminate the possibility of a serious accident, i.e. between vehicle
and pedestrian, while also taking advantage of the parking that is available on the north end.
My one suggestion is to, like at the Lake Harriet permit parking lot, have designated lanes for trailer parking only. This
ensures access to the lakes for those launching.
On a side note, I feel that Cedar Lake is a greatly underserved resource. It would be great if a boat launch was restored
at the lake with a small area for trailer parking, i.e. 3 or 4 spots.
Currently it takes boats roughly half an hour to go from the current Calhoun launch, thru Isles and the channel, and into
Cedar using an electric motor.
While I understand budget concerns with staffing re invasive species, if a launch were made available at Cedar,
perhaps it could run a shorter season like Memorial Day to Labor Day.
Thank you.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Rob

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
While I see the value in making the Northeast side of the lake less congested I find that spending thousands of dollars
to make a temporary boat launch only to be then abandoned a few years later seems a bit of a careless use of money
when there is a boat launch, while ineffective, has been what has worked for many many years.
My main reasoning behind this is that putting more concrete by the North Beach swim area simply would wreck the
nature and beauty of that portion of the lake which I know the Park Board is working to preserve. I understand that the
sailing club and wheel fun need a bit more space, but moving a boat launch that way doesn't solve many problems and
in all actuality with the depth of the lake so shallow around North Beach many of the boats would be stuck on the bottom
unless there was a long and obtrusive dock there.
I appreciate the MPRB for all they do and know its a tough job trying to coordinate between all the entities that use and
need space for this lake and want to thank you for doing the best you can.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I hope that many of these plans are implemented! It is always great to see improvements in the areas which are so
crucial to Minneapolis and such a destination spot for all who visit. I use the lake in some capacity daily between May
and October and have for much of my life. I have lived within a mile of one of these two lakes my entire life and I hope
to always find the natural oasis that it is in pristine conditions as it once was all those years ago as the original Bde
Maka Ska.
There was an article that stated that weeds are cut and removed multiple times a day and I wish that was true...while I
spend over 8 hours a day at the lake daily I can promise that is not the case and the weeds covering the surface of
calhoun and isles are proof of that.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Scott

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Make sure we have a skate park at Lake Calhoun
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Make sure there is an equity focus. Make sure youth/teen activities are not overlooked.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mike

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Putting a "temporary" boat launch on the north side is a horrible idea for the following reasons:
1) It will make it extremely unsafe (perhaps nearly impossible) for the many people that launch small water craft from
the north side including canoes, kayaks, SUPs and windsurfers. In the summer the wind is predominately from the
south, so people launch from the north side so that if the wind increases, they can safely make it back to the shore they
launched from. Hundreds of people would be negatively impacted.
2) LOTS of families with little kids park in that lot (and arrive via bus as there's a stop there) to access the
beach/playground. Any safety concerns about the current location of the boat launch would be INCREASED by adding
a boat launch in this area where little kids are often running around without parental supervision.
3) Presumably boat trailer parking spots would be added to the parking lot. These would come at the expense of all of
the other many people who depend on that parking lot, reducing their access and adding access only for the privileged
few boat owners. That is NOT EQUITY! That parking lot is 100% full by noon on summer weekends CONSISTENTLY.
4) Boat traffic next to the swimming beach is just begging for a tragic accident to happen as people often swim outside
of the swimming boundaries.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
It's trying to do way too much. It's a lake in the city that lets people forget they're in the city and that's what people
enjoy about it. It has enough "amenities" as it is and it doesn't need any more "development" aside from maintaining
existing paths, retaining walls, preserving water quality, etc.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sean Smuda

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Putting a "temporary" boat launch on the north side is a poor idea for the following reasons:
1) It will make it extremely unsafe (perhaps nearly impossible) for the many people that launch small water craft from
the north side including canoes, kayaks, SUPs and windsurfers. In the summer the wind is predominately from the
south, so people launch from the north side so that if the wind increases, they can safely make it back to the shore they
launched from. Hundreds of people would be negatively impacted.
2) LOTS of families with little kids park in that lot (and arrive via bus as there's a stop there) to access the
beach/playground. Any safety concerns about the current location of the boat launch would be INCREASED by adding
a boat launch in this area where little kids are often running around without parental supervision.
3) Presumably boat trailer parking spots would be added to the parking lot. These would come at the expense of all of
the other many people who depend on that parking lot, reducing their access and adding access only for the privileged
few boat owners. That is NOT EQUITY! That parking lot is 100% full by noon on summer weekends CONSISTENTLY.
4) Boat traffic next to the swimming beach is just begging for a tragic accident to happen as people often swim outside
of the swimming boundaries.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Miguel

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please do not install a boat launch next to the north swimming beach!
It would be unsafe for swimmers and also for all of the young children running between the beach and the parking lot.
It would be inequitable as it increases access for boat owners and reduces access for everyone else.
Perhaps most important, the idea of such a huge "temporary" construction project would be a shameful waste of limited
taxpayer dollars!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Another bad idea is reducing Lake St to two lanes to divert bikes to the street. Whenever the traffic light at East
Calhoun parkway is out of order, traffic already backs up all the way to Dean Parkway and vice versa. Reducing the
lanes will make that situation even worse and cars are trapped there with no way to turn off!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Karl Ledergerber

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Dear Parkboard
I have understood that the plan is to temporarily (due to missing funds) move the boat launch to North side, .. then after
few years when more funds are available, move it to its final place the SW side.
This is like giving a child money in front of the sweet shop and hoping that it will save it for retirement!
1st: I can absolutely not follow your reasoning wanting to do the job twice! Moving from A to B then to C will require
double the funds necessary. Better you put aside the funds for A to B towards moving to C - that will make the project
viable and cost effective.
Please do the job right first time!
2nd: Moving from A to B then to C will have an more severe impact on micro & macro environment of the lake.
Please do the job right first time!
3rd: Moving from A to B then to C is not sustainable, at least not in the developed world - neither economically nor for
the ecological footprint.
Please do the job right first time.
Hope you will consider this input.
With best regards
Karl
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
-
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Louise

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Remove skate park from plans for NW Calhoun Area. There are many unused/underused skate parks in neighborhood
parks throughout Minneapolis already. With all the activities already planned for this area there is no adequate space
available for the type of skate park that I have seen envisioned in plans during open houses and CAC.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The draft is well done and easy to follow.
The Barnes Dance crossing at William Berry and Richfield is a good idea. It looks to be a good director for pedestrians
going to or coming from Lakes Calhoun/Harriet. It leads pedestrians to their correct pathway. At present pedestrians
walking to Lake Harriet from Lake Calhoun are walking up the William Berry Parkway bike path to Harriet. They are not
crossing to the pedestrian path on the other side of William Berry Parkway to continue walking to Lake Harriet.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jill

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like the plan to move the sailing school to the northwest corner with a larger facility for the school. My children went to
the sailing school from a young age and I thought it was a fabulous experience - being outside, learning independence
while mastering a skill, meeting kids from around the area. One of them continued on to be on a high school sailing
team. Great instructors and great program. I don't mind that the current facility is small and the kids managed outdoors
or in the refectory, but I do think the cross traffic around the sailing school where it is now is dangerous. I hope that the
sailing school and yacht club will eventually be able to rent sailboats to members or the public.
I live near Lake Calhoun (west side) and walk there year-round several times a week.
I love the diversity of people around Lake Calhoun and like the idea of flexible tables to encourage family picnics like I
see around Minnehaha Falls.
I am tired of all the walks that use the space by the south beach for the huge tents - I wish more of the walks would
stage in other areas of the city. It feels like our lake is taken over by corporate events all summer (even though I know
these are charity events).
Some of the bikers go too fast. I am not sure cyclists know there is a speed limit on the paths around the lakes.
I like the outdoor yoga and the flexible attitude about changing uses of the open spaces. I like the hammock kids and I
like that a new activity will be allowed to use that space some day.
I am very glad that protecting the quality of the water and the environment is a top priority. What a treasure to have a
free lake beach with clean water in the city.
I am happy that only one path is plowed in the winter. I think cyclists still do not know that the intent of the winter plowed
path is for BOTH walkers and bikers.
The Tin Fish set up is still a mess. Can you please encourage them to offer a faster lunch experience. My elderly
parents enjoyed coming to have lunch and watch the sailors, but the lines are so long that it is difficult for the young and
the elderly (and I'm sure disabled) to wait that long to get lunch and dinner here. The overall attitude of the Tin Fish
owners is not very customer friendly.
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It's such a long report that I honestly stopped reading every detail, but it looks to me like you've done a very good job of
building a plan in consultation with the public. I hope that environmental impacts and financing will be managed
properly.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Connor Corgard

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The support for Lake Calhoun Sailing School needs to be more prioritized. Although I no longer live in the area, I grew
up in North Minneapolis and learned to sail and race at Lake Calhoun. The organization allowed me to grow as a person
throughout my teen years. Additionally, training under the mentorship of their coaching staff provided me with an outlet
and the facilities served as a safe space to help me escape from abuse and poor conditions at home.
As I grew up in sailing (read my other comments) and have now become a professional in the sport, I noticed two things
that were unique about Lake Calhoun Sailing School - one largely an effect of the other:
First, LCSS operates out of much less space and does so in a way to serve more members of the community than any
organization I have ever seen or heard of. Once, when I went to a prominent yacht club for my first High School National
Qualifier, I walked into the building to see a gigantic painting. The painting on the wall alone was the size of the building
LCSS has operated out of for so many years. The facilities they have are so limited, yet they do so much. It is time to
give them the recognition they deserve.
Second, because of their (lack of) facilities, the safety standards at LCSS have been unable to grown in accordance
with the rest of the sailing world (US Sailing & World Sailing Standards). These standards, which are obviously in place
to protect the children, athletes, volunteers, and employees within organizations, are only behind as a result of the lack
of ability to grow with the demand for sailing that has been seen at LCSS. I have no doubt they can be fixed and
updated in the best of ways to make Lake Calhoun Sailing School a safe and effective facility for all those involved, but
again, they require the resources and facilities from the city in order to do so. Please support Lake Calhoun Sailing
School
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Learning to sail on Lake Calhoun allowed me to excel in school and I know I would have never had the college
recruiters calling me by my senior year of high school. Now 22 years old and a recent graduate from college, sailing has
since become my life's passion. After becoming an All-American athlete during my college sailing career, I am now a
professional athlete, training with the US Olympic Development Program in my sport. Additionally, I give back to the
sport by coaching U15 sailing (in the Optimist Class).
I do not write this to boast, but rather to explain that the importance of the Lake Calhoun Sailing School is paramount to
so many individuals, whether realized or not. While I realize not everyone who might sail at Lake Calhoun will have as
positive and successful experiences as I, I do think the image the Lake Calhoun Sailing School serves is something
bigger than many people realize.

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#115

5.1.d

If you have any questions, you may contact me at connorcorgard@gmail.com
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Robert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Overall the report is quite good.
I like the connectivity provided by the proposed land bridge, however it would need to be quite narrow for cost and to
minimize making Lake Street into a tunnel freeway.
I strongly support the proposal to offer a new location for the Sailing School and this corner (NW) of the lake can handle
parking and event staging for Loppet and other neighborhood events.
I'm an ECCO resident and am ingerested in the boardwalk idea to bring diversity to the path experience around the
lake.
The continuity of the bike path and its separation from the road with a boulevard is important. I have kids that ride their
bikes and roller blade on the path. It's nice to have a vegative buffer zone (trees, a few feet of grass and dispersed
plants) between the road and the path.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Nice work overall.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Maxine W. Davis

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Can't read well on my laptop.

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Can this information be sent to me or can I see it at the Linden Hills Library?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ginny Halloran

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Generally, I would like to see the focus/emphasis on preserving a "healthy" natural environment and use of earth/people
friendly materials be increased. Having clean, healthy bodies of water should be "guaranteed" over the next 25 years or
at least be an important goal that is backed by action plans. If the goal/health is benchmarked and published widely
thoughout the neighborhoods I believe people will pitch in to do their part. "What gets measured gets done." (Rain
gardens, less use of salt, no pesticides, etc by surrounding neighbors.) We need values-oriented leadership in this area
related to our parks. Who better than the city of Minneapolis, the Park Board and the surrounding neighborhoods to
commit to leading the way and be a shining example to the rest of the state/nation on what is possible in innovative,
cost effective solutions.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Wesley Durham

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I disagree with the elimination of the bicycle trail underneath West Lake Street, which I believe should be maintained
(p.96). Many cyclists will not be comfortable crossing West Lake Street.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question

125 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#119

Packet Pg. 279

5.1.d

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, March 02, 2017 9:27:53 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, March 02, 2017 9:33:26 AM
Time Spent: 00:05:32
IP Address: 107.4.245.254

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Allan Campbell

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Prefer a plan that maximizes accessible green space in NW Bde-Maka-Ska. Goal should be to provide recreational
opportunities to the neighborhood and the entire City rather than to the narrower user group of the sailing school.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Heather Wulfsberg

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like the renaming of lake making it more visible. I think supporting Sailing club and improving those facilities are
important. bathrooms on NE side absolutely need improvements. Improving the beach at 32nd street would be great,
MORE SAND!! some picnic tables or more benches on green space on that side of the Lake would be great too.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
so happy you are doing this, the chain of lakes are jewels of Minneapolis.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Trevor

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
My concern is with the restriction of bike traffic underneath Lake Street. The intersections above is unsafe to cross and
this is a significant linkage in the grand rounds bike trails.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Erin Conway

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I do not support the portions of this plan that eliminate access to people bicycling on the trail under West Lake Street,
sever the connection between two major trails, and divert bicyclists to a much more dangerous intersection above.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I think the changes proposed are great for a revitalization of the North Beach area as they for sure need it. The wall
and path (one of which is nothing but dirt) need some up keep and the playground was closed for most of the summer.
I really like all those things that are proposed, especially creating a higher level of safety with the intersection from the
land bridge. I also am grateful for the addition of better changing facilities all around the lake...it has been hard for all
these years changing in a car or the portapotties!
However, I know that for me and using the swimming area there having drivers, generally inexperienced boaters/sailors,
with trailers and launching boats from that spot would do just the opposite of keep things safe for the young swimmers
and those using the high traffic path. I think the temporary boat launch is simply an unnecessary addition to the area
and would cause more harm especially with the new one to be put it a few years later. Why not just place the new
launch where it is going to be long term is my thought on that one...
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Excited to see what the city will look like when these are all done!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Barbara. Olson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 7: Master Plan Recommendations: Equity

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am in full support of restoring the name Bde Maka Ska to what is now referred to as Lake Calhoun.
I think it is time to fully acknowledge the history of the lake and the impact that this current name has had on the
descendants of Cloud Man. We need to own that impact and recognize that when we make the historic choice to restore
the lakes proper name we also send a strong message to the all under represented and disenfranchised members of
our community, that we see them and fully acknowledge their value and contribution to our community.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I was not in support of closing the lower Road on Lake Harriet, however, I understand that there are environmental
reasons for this change, I only hope that consideration is made to older less physically able patron by making sure there
is adequate seating within that 4-5 block area on the lower road. Also I will again state my concern that the
neighborhood will sustain increased traffic and noise when the lower road closes.
I am in support of the strong commitment to natural resource management and water quality that this Master Plan
expresses. If we fail to protect these essential aspects we will lose these lakes and the value they bring to our
community.
I think that for the most part the plan is consistent with my experience as a member of the CAC and represents the
vision that the CAC and community voiced
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Stephen Boyd

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
It is my understanding that the plan calls for the elimination of the connection for cyclists between the Greenway and
Lake Calhoun via the trail that currently goes under Lake Street and puts cyclists out onto the street to cross at a very
busy intersection.
I would appreciate it greatly if you would reconsider this change. The current trail under the lake isn't great, but it's
much better and much safer for cyclists than pushing us out into a super busy intersection.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Edelle Rose

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am very concerned that this plan eliminates the bike path under Lake Street and uses a much more dangerous bike
route to get from the Greenway Bike Path to Lake Calhoun. The safer route under Lake Street must be preserved.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Elizabeth M

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Do not move the bikes to cross over W Lake Street. Are you trying to get people killed? The reason I love the Chain of
Lakes is that I have very little interaction with vehicles and distracted drivers by being on the trails. Build a bridge for the
bikes to use but do not force us to the street where we don't just have pedestrians to worry a out but Ali's vehicles.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Carol Thomas

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I found that the 230 page plan, both on line and in printed text quite distracting and difficult to read and study. It would
have been most helpful to also have a text-only summary/outline of the actual plan more readily available (either in
printed form or online). Some of us still prefer that format over a document with many distracting photographs and text
printed over color fields or pictures.
I agree with many of the components of the plan vision, guiding principles and themes. I also appreciate the time, effort
and care in exploring and expressing these. The background sections on the topics of natural resources, cultural and
historic resources and the inclusion of equity as a part of plan are well down and important. We are all better for
knowing each other in these ways.
Many of the proposals, such as maintaining and upgrading shoreline, paths and stairs, using native plants, pollinator
gardens, improved access for all, etc., are valid and should be pursued. However, many parts of the plan (pedestrian
bridge, pier off bandshell, reconfiguration of Roseway Road, etc.) appear to be unreasonable to consider, given the
current and future funds available. It seems to me that, as with the T.S.Roberts Bird Sanctuary plan, only the essential
important maintenance, repair and upkeep will be available with current and future funding levels.
How will the plan for Roberts Sanctuary be incorporated with this Master Plan?
As one who has been involved in reviewing the Roberts Plan, I see some similarities with this Master Plan. Lots of good
ideas, some thoughtful, many extravagant, but funding available for only the most basic upkeep and a long planning to
execution timeline (one of the first draft plans for Roberts is dated 2010 and little has been done in Roberts yet).
But I do appreciate the work people have done on this Master Plan and hope that the project will move forward,
particularly in the protection and improvement of natural resources, celebrating our diverse cultural and historical
background and treasures, and in accessibility of all who want to come to this area in the spirit of sharing these special
places together in mutual respect.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I fully support the building of the skate park in the NW corner of the park. I am a 31 year old professional, husband and
father. Skateboarding is something I grew up with and want to pass that fun and joy down to my children. Parks like this
are great for all skill levels and draw people from outside Minneapolis to come skate it. Another point is the use of
skateparks. Baseball fields are large areas that predominantly are only used for short periods of time where as
skateparks tend to have people consistently using them from dawn till dusk. Putting money and an effort into skateparks
is something that is good for the whole community.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sam Gerstner

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ginny Halloran

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I saw the article in the Star & Tribune today about the discussion about changing the name permanently to Bed Maka
Ska. Personally I like the marquees with both names and vote to keep them as they are now.
I'd like to suggest someone contact the descendents of John C. Calhoun to see if they would be interested in being a
part of the current solution. I would like to see if they'd be willing to fund:
1) Part of the proposed development costs along including a native american information center
2) Set up a Lake Calhoun Scholarship fund for African Americans who live in Minneapolis.
From Wikipedia --" In response to decades of requests, Yale President Peter Salovey announced that the university's
Calhoun College will be renamed in 2017 to honor Grace Murray Hopper. Calhoun is commemorated elsewhere on the
campus, including the exterior of Harkness Tower, a prominent campus landmark, as one of Yale's "Eight Worthies". In
Calhoun's defense, Clyde Wilson, editor of the multivolume The Papers of John C. Calhoun and a Distinguished Chair
of the Abbeville Institute, argued:
Your ordinary run-of-the mill historian will tell you that John C. Calhoun, having defended the bad and lost causes of
state rights and slavery, deserves to rest forever in the dustbin of history. Nothing could be further from the truth. No
American public figure after the generation of the Founding Fathers has more to say to later times than Calhoun."
I think it would be wonderful if a positive outcome that supports Native Americans & African Americans funded by the
John C Calhoun Family descendents is possible. I think we should at least give them a voice in the process.
Thanks for the opportunity to voice my opinion!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mollie

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please keep the connection between Lake Calhoun and Lake of the Isles.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Aaron

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
There are two things that I dislike about the Lake Calhoun portion of the plan:
1) Eliminating the portion of the two-way trail for bikes that travels under Lake Street and Lagoon. That's a very
important safety feature for families with children, or just for recreational bikers that aren't comfortable crossing streets.
2) Moving bikes into a protected on-street section of Lake Street earlier than the bridge over the channel. I think that's
removing the leisure and enjoyment that comes from riding around the lakes and making it more industrial and strictly
functional. I understand the need over the bridge, but perhaps a compromise could be to narrow Lake Street by one
lane to provide traffic calming and then to widen the path at the bridge to accommodate cyclists at that point, and not
before.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I have more issues with Lake Harriet's plan. While I don't drive around the lake, the elimination of driving on the lower
section of the parkway near the lake on the east side eliminates some of the aesthetic reasons people come to the lake
for. They come to check out the houses, but also see the lake. For that portion they'd see houses and no lake. At that
point we might as well just make the whole parkway bikes (and peds) only.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Natalie

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I urge the Minneapolis Park Board to reconsider the plan’s call to eliminate the bicycle trail under the West Lake Street
Bridge alongside the lagoon. This is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that should be maintained. Many
cyclists, including children, will not be comfortable crossing Lake Street, a major road with heavy vehicular traffic.
I appreciate that the plan is working to improve conditions of cyclists and pedestrians and I support all efforts to make
spaces safer for these groups of people.
However, in this vein, re-routing us to cross major streets such as Lake would hamper this goal.
I support continuous two-way bicycle trails around the Chain of Lakes. This would help prevent conflicts between
cyclists and pedestrians, particularly on the north side of Bde Maka Ska where the trail connects to other facilities.
I support the restoration of the of the name Bde Maka Ska to what many people today call Lake Calhoun. The
restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and present connection to the water and land with the Dakota
people.
I support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people walking and
biking, as well as more parkland. It would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the
bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Greg Loper

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The elimination of the bicycle underpass beneath Lake St. concerns me. I utilize this path well over 100 times a year on
bike. This path, while challenging to navigate, is infinitely preferable to crossing Lake St. at Dean Parkway. I choose to
use the underpass because Lake St. is, by design a high volume thoroughfare that focuses the attention of drivers on
other motor vehicles and not on cyclists. This past summer twice I was nearly hit (within 3 feet of contact) by drivers
who were not aware of their surroundings.
While I do not possess hard data, anecdotally, I see far more people crossing under Lake St. than at Dean Parkway. I
choose to believe that this is chosen, in part, because cyclists understand that crossing Lake St. is inherently
dangerous.
Clearly the current system is inadequate given the increase both in the general population of the Twin Cities and the
increase in cycling. But, given that Lake St. will only carry more automobile traffic, a non surface crossing solution is by
far preferable to a surface crossing solution. If we implement a surface crossing solution, I believe that accidents and
fatalities are imminent and assured. A non-surface crossing is the only way to safeguard cyclists while accommodating
automobile traffic.
Either widening the current underpass or creating a contextually appropriate bicycle overpass, while more expensive
than a surface crossing, would be an enhancement to our park system. A surface crossing would serve as a
degradation and negligence on the part of those who implement it given the almost assured resulting injury and death
that will come as a result.
I look forward to seeing more consideration given to the health and well being of cyclists in future modifications of this
plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
In general the plan is well thought out, takes into account the historical purpose of parks and the need for them.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Arianna

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am opposed to The rerouting of bike traffic connecting the green line to the lake path using streets instead of the
current protected pathway. This proposal will put bike traffic in a much more dangerous situation, for both motorists and
bicyclists, and risks a reduction in riders connecting between these two thoroughfares, which is bad for bicyclists and
the city of Minneapolis. Please reconsider this specific portion of the plan
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jerald Ward

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please maintain a focus on pedestrian and cycling pathways. Cycling and walking under the Lake Street bridge,
connections through the chain of lakes is unique and should remain part of the master plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Matthew Hendricks

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The restriction to one-way traffic (for bikes) in the tunnel under Lake Street is not good. The new restriction was
justified in public meetings by a lane reduction on Lake Street that would make crossing Lake St at-grade a little easier.
As you now know, that lane reduction is unlikely to actually happen. And even with the lane reduction on the table, this
was already an unpopular idea for many.
This tunnel is an essential connection to the park for families on bikes, and keeping this connection in place is
extremely important.
Many families and individual humans will defy the one-way restriction (if it is put in place), because this will be safer
than taking one of the alternative routes that forces people to cross Lake Street. It would be smarter and safer to plan
for (and design for) the reality of human behavior.
Until Lake Street is no longer a de facto 45mph highway, please don't assume that families will want to cross it at grade.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
The plan in general seems o.k., but this specific problem of accessing Lake Bde Maka Ska from the north (i.e. from the
Midtown Greenway, the region's premier bike trail), seems like a major flaw. Shouldn't this be corrected before the plan
is finalized?
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sarah Musgrave

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I agree the bike tunnel by Tin Fish is not ideal. I have never had an accident there but myself and others are extra
careful around it. I would do nothing different until a secure way of getting over Lake Street to the Midtown Greenway is
implemented. I would not feel safer crossing Lake Street there is so much going on an accident is waiting to happen. I
would rather collide with another bike then I would a car.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Robyn

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Do not remove the bicycle tunnel under Lake Street
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Robin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please keep the bike access as friendly as possible.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please keep the bike access as friendly as possible.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Keith Norton

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I do NOT like the elimination of the bike path under the bridge. Please continue to let cyclists avoid the at-grade road
crossing!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Clayton keim

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please keep the 2 way bike lane under west Lake St along the Lagoon on the north end of Calhoun. This is a quick and
safe way for bikers to get across Lake St. Crossing Lake St at grade would be much slower and more dangerous as
cars run red lights plus I'm sure some bikers would go across without waiting for the light to turn.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Greg Hoseth

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Currently lake use is sailboating, canoe, kayak, and paddle board. These activities are good for teens, twenty and thirty
year olds. I would think everyone would be interested in equal opportunities for all. Lets provide water activities for the
disabled, veterans disabled and able and senior citizens. There are boats that operate without internal combustion
engines to keep the non motorized designation.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Overall a good plan.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Cassie Brink

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to oppose the boat launch as this will disrupt the openness of lake, causing less space for recreational
activities. I as a windsurfer and paddle boarder know that this will destroy my summer and I am not alone, those who
also partake in these activities will lose ability to. Please do not do this.
Thank you for your time and understanding.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I feel that a boat launch is not fully necessary. This is the only area of full concern to me. But I feel lake bde maka ska is
plenty beauti just the way it is.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ian Payne

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 5: Master Plan Recommendations: Historical
and Cultural Resources

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan. Please accept these
comments to the Minneapolis Parks and Recreation Board regarding the plan:
I do not support eliminating the bicycle trail under the West Lake Street Bridge alongside the lagoon and converting it to
pedestrian use only. This trail is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that must be maintained for the safety and
accessibility of all people on bicycles.
I support two-way bicycle trails around the lakes in order to accommodate families and people not comfortable on the
road. At minimum, a two-way bicycle trail should exist from the South Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and William Berry focus
area to the Northeast Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska focus area.
I support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people walking and
biking, as well as more parkland. This would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to
the bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
I support the long-term vision to create a land bridge over Lake Street between Thomas Avenue and the Lagoon.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
See #3
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mike

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I love having the sailboats on Lake Harriet. They are so beautiful to see while walking around the lake. I've been out
sailing a couple times with friends and it is so lovely. I understand there are several great sailing programs on the lake.
Promote them! Keep their dock and boat shed!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kathy drozd

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Keep the lower road open on lake Harriet.
Please move the sailing school from the congested areaPlease keep the rose gardens free of paths.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Nathan

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please keep the protected bike trail below lake street. This is critical for pedestrian and bicycle safety.
Please closer lower east Harriet road and provide additional parkland.
Please provide continuous two way bike traffic around all the lakes.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kellie Hoyt

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to recommend that the park board use all power at its disposal to drop "Calhoun" from the name of the lake
and move solely to using the native name Bde Maka Ska.
This is a relatively simple change (see the change made in 2015) but would carry a lot of weight and would be an
important step toward righting wrongs against both Native American and African American community members.
In the recent Star Tribune article about this issue Liz Wielinski is quoted as saying: "I can see myself changing the
name of a baseball field or a park. It's not my place to change the name of something like a lake." Come on, don't limit
yourself! We all must take all the steps that we can to make reparations for the past and to build a more just future.
You're on the park board and your charge is to make decisions that are best for the parks and the park users - this
applies!
Also from the Star Tribune article: "Park Board Member Annie Young said she commends Yale's decision, but
questions the effort of implementing such change. Young said the board has already changed the name of the lake
when it added Bde Maka Ska to its signs in 2015. Now, she said, it would be better to spend time educating the public
about the Dakota history of the lake."
Again, come on! If you admire Yale for doing the right thing, how can you decide that it's too much effort to do the right
thing here? As you note, we already recently modified the name of the lake to be more inclusive and it wasn't that hard.
Now let's take it the next step so that we can really be proud of who we are and how we show respect to the people who
lived here before us, and still live amongst us now! It would indeed be good to educate the public about the Dakota
history of the lake, and how better to kick off that initiative than by taking the step of renaming the lake in alignment to its
Dakota heritage?!
I was recently in Australia and was impressed by the respect shown for First Nation Peoples there. A big part of that is
using local Aboriginal names for important sites, a small step towards acknowledging white colonialism and previous
peoples' relationship with the land before us. Many, many features around the world have been renamed to better align
with their native past and it's always the right thing to do. When the current name references an embarrassing figure
such as in this case, and someone with such tenuous local connections, the decision should barely require discussion.
Make it work. Do the right thing. No excuses.
From a concerned citizen, CARAG resident, and park board voter
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Thank you for your work. I have already replied to other aspects of this plan and just needed to add an additional
comment.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

George

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please retain the bike path UNDER Lake Street. Too many kids, families, at risk adults.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Two way bike paths are preferable. But at least continuous one way separated from walking are a minimum.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

George

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please retain the bike path UNDER Lake Street. Too many kids, families, at risk adults.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Two way bike paths are preferable. But at least continuous one way separated from walking are a minimum on all these
lakes.
Keep both names, offer more info on both via some qr codes, print patter, signs, etc. Educate, not eliminate. I'll call it
Calhoun regardless but have learned by the discussion.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ellie

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please do not eliminate access to bicycling on the trail under West Lake Street. This is a safe way for people and
families to bike from lake to lake, as the intersection of West Lake Street is very busy.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Daniel Hooker

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I have major concerns with the removal of the below grade Lake Street crossing for bicycles. This is a critical
connection point for bicycle and pedestrian traffic. But removing the off-street crossing would be a major loss to the
ability of a bicyclist who is uncomfortable in traffic to make a crossing of Lake Street to the greenway, or vice-versa. The
plan says it itself, "Crossing West Lake Street is a formidable proposition for many." Obviously, the Midtown Greenway
and Bde Maka Ska are two of the crown jewels of Minneapolis parks and recreation. It would be a glaring misstep to
disconnect these two in this way.
I continue to support two-way bicycle paths around the lakes. These paths are critical for not just recreation but also in
supporting non-vehicular transportation for many. 3 miles in the wrong direction does not make sense for many people
wanting to use these paths to get from point A to point B (even if point B is a recreation facility or park!).
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Overall the plan gives a lot to like. It really is a beautiful area and deserves support of designers who want the best for
the city. I support removing traffic from Lower Harriet, and applaud the plan for officially restoring the native name Bde
Maka Ska.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sue Smukler

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I walk or ride city bike trails most days in the summer. I frequently bike and walk from Lake of the Isles under Lake
Street via the tunnel. I agree that that area is filled with danger from overuse , unclear directions and competing uses.
However, I STRONGLY, STRONGLY believe that bikers should continue to use the tunnel underpass.Bikers are an
impatient lot and will try to beat the cars regardless of the traffic lights. There is simply too much volume of bikers to
make it safely across Lake Street with the lights. Lake Street is highly congested and will only get more congested as
new apartments and condos are being built west of Lake Calhoun. Shortening the wait time for cars on Lake St. does
not seem a viable option. Keep the bikers and hopefully the pedestrians out of the line of fire.
In the past I heard a proposal to move Wheel Fun to another section of the Lake. That would alleviate some of the
congestion at that corner and allow for greater separation between the wheeled path and the pedestrian path. It might
also suit Wheel Fun to be closer to parking and to have a bit more space.
I also strongly believe that there is not enough room to safely create two way bike trails in addition to walking trails
around any of the chain of Lakes without forcing environmental losses.. Already there are issues with bikers who are
speeding on paths, bikers and pedestrians who are confused as to the rules and bikers and walkers who are just
intolerant of others. I don't believe that people would safely respect the rules and customs of two way trails if they were
not separated by a number of feet.
No matter how the trails are laid out, I suggest that the park board outline wheeled trails in one distinct color with
ubiquitous icons laid out on the trail as well. It might help all the park users pay more attention to trails they might be
crossing or misusing.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Harvey Zuckman

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 7: Master Plan Recommendations: Equity

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I write to encourage the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board to endorse and advocate for restoring the name of
Lake Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska as recommended by the Calhoun-Harriet Community Advisory Committee.
As an active and engaged member of the Calhoun/Harriet CAC, I never expected that the name of Lake Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska would play a part in our committee discussions, however central to the charge we were given as committee
member are the following elements of the charge that was put before us at each meeting of the CAC:
 include the perspectives of people of diverse races, ethnicities, classes, ages, gender/gender identify, sexual
orientations, abilities and national origin in developing its master plan recommendations to the MPRB Board and the
Metropolitan Council;
 engage in a dialog that fully and fairly addresses historic and contemporary cultural concerns in addition to recreation
and environmental factors;
 apply equity principles in decision-making based on training provided by staff and project consultants
We heard over and over again that many of the categories of people identified in the list above do not feel that Lake
Calhoun and Lake Harriet are not places where they feel welcome.
It is with that lens that we considered many options of what could make our lakes more welcoming to diverse
populations. Many of the physical improvements suggested include that lens in the kind of suggestions for
improvements and should be carefully considered for inclusion.
The one recommendation that would clearly and unequivocally communicate that Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska is a
place for everyone would be to restore the name to solely Bde Maka Ska. This would not only speak to native
communities, but also to a wide variety of populations that have historically felt excluded.
Frankly, I have never understood why our city lake would be named after a person who never stepped foot in our state
and whose only connection to the area is that the Federal surveyors were sent here under his authorization, that hardly
seems to merit honoring him with the name of the lake.
Changing the name is not a new discussion. Many years ago, it was suggested to change the name to Lake of the
Loons, but that never gained momentum. We have a golden opportunity to correct an unfortunate naming with a name
that not only honors our native populations, but sends an clear and inclusive message to all. I urge you to take all
appropriate measures to help move this recommendation forward with those who have the ultimate authority to do so.
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As a member of the CAC, I have utmost respect and gratitude to the dedicated staff that worked with us through this
process. They performed above and beyond my expectations and I believe that they guided our process with great
professionalism and dedication.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Eileen Schaubert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I live on West Lake St near Dean Parkway so access the lake at several locations using all modes - walking, cycling,
bus, and my car. Traffic calming measures would greatly enhance the experience of the lakes and reduce the hazards
brought by speeding drivers.
I am disappointed to see the bike path being eliminated under Lake St. It would be possible to create peak demand
hours requiring cyclists to walk their bikes leaving a key commuting route in place. This is used along various other highuse bike paths including the Marvin Braud Trail in LA County. The parks may have recreational uses as a primary goal
but the reality is that the trail system is vital to the overall transportation network since the surrounding roads are
designed in ways that force virtually all cyclists onto the trails. Long wait times to cross Lake St will encourage unsafe
crossing behaviors especially in off hours.
The intersection at 36th St does need to be redesigned long term for all users. I would like to see a 'Barnes Dance' light
cycle be considered for this location as an interim solution. The current design is not ADA compliant and the bus stops
along 36th require pedestrians, wheelchair users, and cyclists to make multi-stage crossings with limited congregating
space and excessively long signal phase wait times since motor vehicle traffic is prioritized through the intersection.
At a minimum, I would like to see the walk signals be set to default on all signalized crossings on the lakes so that nonmotorized users have an indication of time remaining in the green phase. The Lake St signal phases are so long that
many users rush to catch lights before they change without having the information to make wise choices for themselves
and their children.
The bike rack locations seem to be fairly distant from amenities such as the Tin Fish - if you look at the range of bicycles
that use the bike racks, many cyclists would not be prepared to lock their bikes out of sight of seating areas.
I would encourage some experimentation of various methods to address the access challenges to see how they would
work on the ground.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Overall, the plan has many good ideas in it and I look forward to their eventual implementation.
I heartily support the equity efforts including designing amenities that would draw a wider range of community members
to the area and changing the lake name to Bde Maka Ska.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sam

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) All of it.

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
If it ain't broke, don't fix it. 
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
If it ain't broke, don't fix it. 
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Peter N

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
As someone who has walked around Lake Harriet daily for many years, I think the plan overall is wonderful, and I
wholeheartedly endorse every aspect, from ecological shoreline restoration to increasing capacity of now-crowded
walking and cycling/skating paths, to adding washrooms to replace overused portable toilets, to adding additional paths.
I love the plan to close the lower road to auto traffic--it is a walker's/cyclist's/skater's bottleneck currently. I'm glad to see
there are no expansions of parking lots-- there is plenty of good street parking in the surrounding neighborhoods,
including mine. One small concern near the bandshell-- where cycling/skating paths are planned to be rerouted far away
from shore-- many cyclists and skaters will be confused or unwilling to detour, and will stay by the lakeshore regardless
of their planned route--and will use the walking path. Best to keep them closer to the Lake here to avoid that. Also, they
will want to continue to use the tunnel under Lake St.it is safe; why not let them?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Its ecological and pedestrian-oriented priorities are fantastic! I will be so happy to see this go forward!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Andy

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please do not eliminate the 2 way path that travels under lake street for bikes. This is critical for safety as Lake Street is
a busy and fast street through this area.
I travel through here with small children. Eliminating this section of bike path or making it one-way would prevent me
from traveling to this area.
Crossings that offer grade separation are the greatest way to ensure safety for our most vulnerable users. In this case
eliminating a great link would be a huge step backward for access for all users of our parks and trails.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Kristin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
As a cyclist I love that I can get from the midtown greenway to the lakes without having to deal with the extremely busy
roads in the area. I do not feel comfortable crossing Lake Street there because it is so busy, and I'm an adult with
experience cycling on city streets - I can't imagine what it would be like for parents with kids. Removing the bike lanes
under the bridge between Isles and Bde Maka Ska, and forcing cyclists to cross Lake Street, is just asking for more
vehicle-bicycle crashes and possible deaths. Cars go fast in that area because it's a vital commuter corridor, and that is
unlikely to change, so having a way to traverse the lakes via bicycle without going on the roads is extremely important.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

William Welk

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would recommend building a minimum of one pocket skatepark/wheel park around the lake due to the high frequency
of wheel activities around the lake.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Andrea Helebrant

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like the tunnel under lake street maintained as a tunnel and not an at level street crossing. Lake street at that
crossing point is very busy and drivers speed sometimes at speeds over 40 MPH. Having used that tunnel nearly daily
growing up on 56th and Humboldt to bike Harriet, Calhoun, and lake of the isles it is a vital connection between Calhoun
and isles. I have crossed lake street at street level during times of high flooding. I never felt very safe crossing even in
crosswalks. Also my mother is a daily walker at Harriet all year long. She has expressed concern about bikes crossing
at busy intersections, for example the crossing at lynhurst park, where bikers and pedestrians are to cross at the same
point. She has been knocked to the ground by bikers because they were concerned with crossing with the walk signal
as the crowd is often too large for every one to get across during the light and 50th is not nearly as busy as lake st.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I'm very happy that lake Harriet and Calhoun are getting a much needed update. They have been so important in my
childhood and now that I'm beginning my own family I want to share with them. I love that you can bike, walk, and
canoe through the chain of Calhoun, lake of the isles, cedar, and brownie.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jenny Bordon

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I do not support removing the bicycle trail under West Lake Street--the connection between Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka
Ska and the Midtown Greenway+.
I have biked through the under Lake Street connection with literally hundreds of students, elementary through high
school, who are participating in bicycle education and experiences through their schools. These bike trips for some
students are the first time they have experienced any of the trails that Minneapolis offers. I often love the under Lake
Street connection most of all because of the beauty/surprise of Bde Maka Ska when students discover it for the first
time--as they travel under Lake Street along the Isles/Bde Maka Ska water connection. I have witness students' breathtaking "wow!" "oh my goodnes!" "I never knew!" and I know students' worlds have just grown bigger.
This part of the route on the various trips has been chosen explicitly because of the lack of interaction with motor
vehicle traffic. If this no-car connection no longer existed, some bike trips will no longer use the trail on one side of the
connection or the other. Some bike trip leaders will not choose a route that necessitates interacting with car-traffic of the
Lake Street volume. They will re-route and therefore, with this trail-elimination, some students will miss out on some
experiences all together.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ann Reed

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I ask that you please keep the path that allows pedestrians and bikers to access Bde Maka Ska UNDER Lake Street
from the greenway. This is much safer for pedestrians and bikers and will be less of a headache for drivers. Lake Street
is too congested at that intersection
Please change the name from Lake Calhoun to Bde Maka Ska. It is the right thing to do.
Yes to a safer connection from Minnehaha Parkway to Lake Harriet.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Except for the plan to have bikers and pedestrians cross Lake Street, it appears to be a thoughtful plan.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Derrick Frese

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Pave the "trail" along the Minnehaha Creek from Lake Harriet west to the boundary with the City of Edina! It is all
parkland and is a mess because it is used by a trail. Pave it!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Pave the "trail" along the Minnehaha Creek from Lake Harriet west to the boundary with the City of Edina! It is all
parkland and is a mess because it is used by a trail. Pave it!
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ken H

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like the addition of the at grade trail crossing of Lake and Lagoon. I oppose the removal of the underpass. I've ridden
the narrow underpass on my bike and you must slow to walking speed to stay safe. Because of the narrow nature of the
underpass, I believe that many faster cyclists will opt for the at grade crossing. However, the underpass must be
maintained for slower cyclists and especially children.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question

176 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#168

Packet Pg. 330

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, March 03, 2017 10:24:42 AM
Last Modified: Friday, March 03, 2017 11:30:08 AM
Time Spent: 01:05:26
IP Address: 67.220.27.172

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Fred H Olson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The end of page 93 and onto page 94:
>The master plan recommends an at-grade multi-use trail across Lake
>Street on the west side of East Calhoun Parkway. This new trail
>segment would allow the elimination of the two-way bicycle trail
>under the bridge and would resolve the tight turns and problematic
>intersection of the bicycle and pedestrian trail on the east side
>of the bridge. The new trail segment would also relocate bicycle
>traffic coming from Lake of the Isles, the Midtown Greenway,
>and the clockwise trails around Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska to the
>perimeter of the area. By routing traffic to the perimeter, the
>number of points where bicycle and pedestrian trails cross would
>be reduced.
and on page 96 (On image)
>Eliminate bicycle trail here and convert to pedestrian trail only
>underneath the bridge [under Lake Street] and along the lagoon.
(Below image)
>Replace the bicycle trail under the Lake Street Bridge and along the
>lagoon with an at grade, shared use trail on the west side of the
>intersection of Lake and East Calhoun Parkway.
Reducing conflicts between various uses is an admirable goal but
eliminating a grade separated crossing of Lake Street for bicycles
is counter productive. I strongly oppose such a change.
The current underpass does need improvement.
Possibilities that I urge exploration:
Widen the underpass to the east to allow improved bike approaches
Bring pedestrians coming from west along Lake Street
down over lagoon on new ped ramp to keep them closest to the lake
without conflict with bikes. See sketch at
http://fholson.cohousing.org/ne-calhoun-fho.png
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While reducing peak congestion is a desirable goal,
one of the attractive features of the NE Calhoun area is the
activity. By dispersing activities I fear the non peak times will
have so much less activity that the area will lose some of it's
attraction.
Moving such uses as milfoil collection and docking is clearly desirable.
Moving the other uses seems questionable to me. I'm unsure about
moving the public boat ramp. I think we should find ways to encourage
sailing.
Fred H Olson
1221 Russell Av N
Minneapolis, MN
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

David Ruebeck

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please do not eliminate the walking OR bike path under Lake Street. It is a critical access point between Lake of the
Isles and Lake Calhoun that avoids crossing multiple lanes of traffic.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Wendy Plager

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I urge the Minneapolis Park Board to reconsider the plan’s call to eliminate the bicycle trail under the West Lake Street
Bridge alongside the lagoon. This is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that should be maintained. Many
cyclists, including children, will not be comfortable crossing Lake Street, a major road with heavy vehicular traffic.
I support continuous two-way bicycle trails around the Chain of Lakes. This would help prevent conflicts between
cyclists and pedestrians, particularly on the north side of Bde Maka Ska where the trail connects to other facilities.
I support the restoration of the of the name Bde Maka Ska to what many people today call Lake Calhoun. The
restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and present connection to the water and land with the Dakota
people.
I support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people walking and
biking, as well as more parkland. It would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the
bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
I support the long-term vision to create a land bridge over Lake Street between Thomas Avenue and the Lagoon.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

David Ruebeck

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please do not eliminate the walking OR bike path under Lake Street. It is a critical access point between Lake of the
Isles and Lake Calhoun that avoids crossing multiple lanes of traffic.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please do not eliminate the south mooring field for sailboats, placing them along the north end instead. The north end
of Lake Calhoun can be very windy and boats are often damaged by constant wave action. The common winds out of
the south have the entire length of the lake to build up waves that break along the north wall. It can be unsafe to
moor/unmoor a boat in windy conditions. The south mooring field is much safer even on windy days.

181 / 233

Attachment: Attachment D - Survey Monkey Responses (2017-182 : Master Plan Approval for Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet)

#172

Packet Pg. 335

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Friday, March 03, 2017 11:47:34 AM
Last Modified: Friday, March 03, 2017 11:51:32 AM
Time Spent: 00:03:58
IP Address: 199.249.109.189

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

nan

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Just making sure that we still continue the conversation of investing in our longest season
WINTER
STATE AND CITY ISSUES NEED TO ALSO BE ADDRESSED
WE need outdoor heated patios and ski busses coming in to pick up families and kids in cities and suburbs as other
states do
re parks, esp state parks-Someones needs to replace the explore mn president as we all wanted busses to take people
to state and or national parks-their visitos are down and we are an aged society, we need transportation-Jefferson Lines
was to start this-who wants to go on a motorcoach fr the twin cities to new York
My students in Mpls also have not even been to Lake Superior
This city shuts down
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
fine
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

gordon shetler

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I like the efforts to streamline bicycle traffic and prevent conflict between pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. I think it
makes sense to remove the under-bridge bike path and believe it would be a net-benefit for bicycle traffic as long as the
traffic crossing is safe and prevents conflicts between people turning and pedestrians and bicyclists.
That being said, I would ask for more consideration into ways to make the parkways themselves more bike friendly. One
way roads with protected bike lanes would be safer for bicyclists and would decrease bicycle traffic on the dedicated
bike lanes. Given the desire to decrease traffic on these roads, it seems like a net-benefit to make the route less
convenient for commuter traffic through lower speed limits and strict enforcement -- speed cameras come to mind
because I used to live in D.C. and they worked wonders there, though I've never seen any in use in Minnesota.
If structural changes aren't possible, how about the addition or sharrows or other signage to encourage drivers to be
more accepting of bicyclists on the road. As a cyclist who rides these roads regularly (in the summer), drivers are often
more hostile (and aggressive) when they feel a bicyclists have a trail where they "should" be riding.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ben Schweigert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 7: Master Plan Recommendations: Equity

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly support restoration of the name "Bde Maka Ska." This is a beautiful way to recognize the history of this place
that we all love and to recognize the people that called it home for centuries before my ancestors arrived.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ben Schweigert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I'm very glad that the plan addresses better ways to cross West Lake Street and connect the parkland on both sides.
Narrowing lane widths, maybe reducing lanes of motorized traffic, and slowing traffic down would all be great ideas, in
my opinion. And I very much support all of the proposed new crossings for pedestrians and bikes, including the land
bridge.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Tony Stith

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Don't eliminate trail under bridge. The street crossing is way too busy. Many cyclists and runners use trail. This would
cause a huge bottleneck.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mounir Najm

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
In this chapter I noticed that you plan on moving the boat dock to the NW corner of Lake Calhoun. I feel like this plan is
a great idea.
However, I also noticed you plan to temporarily relocate the boat launch to the north beach while the area and
surrounding roads are being developed. This would be a less than ideal proposition for the following reasons:
1. The North Beach is the biggest of the beaches around Calhoun (and the one with the biggest parking lot)
2. The waters in this area are shallow for quite a distance out into the lake and this will be a problem for the larger
boats.
3. The majority of the wind during the summer months comes from the south. As a windsurfer I can tell you that placing
this interim north dock will all together remove the option to windsurf on Lake Calhoun. (This is possibly the only lake in
the twin cities that windsurfers can enjoy a ride on the water)
Please take my concerns into consideration.
Thank you,
Mounir
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
See my comments above
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ben Schweigert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am very excited about the idea of removing motor vehicles from the lower roadway of East Lake Harriet Parkway. This
seems to me an incredible opportunity to create usable new parkland right along the lake with little impact on traffic
patterns. I think that my family and I would use this new area all the time. We already frequently walk or relax on this
side of the lake, and we know how tight the space is. This change would give us new opportunities for recreation in this
area, which I'm sure we would take advantage of.
I would also be very happy to see a two-way bikepath in this space. Currently, we have no good way to get home from
south beach by bike. To get from the beach to 43rd street, heading east, we currently need to circumnavigate the whole
lake--a huge burden for small kids. A two way bike path here would also give us a link to the Minnehaha Creek trail, and
from there to the rest of the city's bike network.
Please do this.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Sandy Leuthner

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Two comments: Drop the name Calhoun!! It should be known only as Bde Maka Ska
Please keep the connection under West Lake Street available to bikes, so many bikes go between these two major
trails, the intersection above is so busy and dangerous, I'd hate to have to go through there.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Joe Schweigert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support restoring the historic name of Lake Calhoun: "Bde Maka Ska."
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Joe Schweigert

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support removing cars from the lower roadway of Lake Harriet Parkway.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Zoey

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly oppose the removal of the under-the-bridge bicycle path that crosses Lake Street at the north end of Maka
Ska.
It should not be removed unless it is immediately replaced with a crossing of equal safety. I.E. another tunnel, bridge, or
the green "lid."
Removing this crossing would pose a great threat to the safety of cyclists in the area by forcing them to interact with
heavy, extremely fast moving, auto traffic on Lake St.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
On the whole, I suppose the cities vision for continually maintaining and refining this park path system. It is one of the
crown jewels of our city, and deserves the finest consideration.
As a cyclist, I would like to see two way paths around the lakes. According to the plan, it doesn't seem feasible, but if it
could be achieved, even in some sections, it would be a great help.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Byron Lubenkov

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The bike path under lake street should be maintained. There are many cyclists who would be uncomfortable with an at
grade crossing.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Julia

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 1: Introduction

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I appreciate the historical context, but have met plenty of white people who are appalled at Calhoun being honored in
our city because they're also anti-slavery and anti-erasure.
I would prefer to see "Calhoun" given only once for those who aren't familiar, and then simply call it Bde Maka Ska after
that. It'd be easier to read as well. I also want to make sure that it's clear that the Dakota people aren't historical but are
our current neighbors, that being displaced from the lake by white people isn't something that is over but is an on-going
problem we still can and should address through any and all means of restorative justice.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

B Davis

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thank you for your hard work!
I was pleased to find many of my concerns addressed.
1) BUS: We have long needed a bus/trolley around the lakes. When I have suggested this in the past it was poo-pooed
as impossible. There is no excuse anymore now that we have "clean" busses. Regardless of how "dedicated" the
parkways are to be as parkways, they are integral streets for neighborhood traffic and commuters as well (e.g. Lake
Harriet Parkway is the only way to get through between east and west Harriet neighborhoods.)
My suggestion is that there could be a route that comes from Nicollet Mall (gets the tourists and commuters) that could
circulate around Lake of Isles, Calhoun, Harriet (possible extension to 50th and France) and back. Connect to Hennepin
and Franklin, and Uptown Transit station (a plus is it could provide further bus service up into Kenwood's West Franklin
neighborhood).
This would directly and easily connect people to work, food, recreation and other bus lines
Discounted on weekends to entice groups/families. Service should be at minimum every half hour, and rush hour and
summer nights four times an hour, until concerts are over, so there's no excuse for not taking it.
My estimation is that there would be about 25 stops on the three lakes, total.
This could interface with another grand rounds bus route, as well, providing Mississippi and Minnehaha Parkways
service.
Bus service (regular and frequent) diminishes number of cars and parking spaces.
Additional shuttles to off-site parking okay, too, but scheduled bus service better.
2) PARKWAY CLOSURES:
This is one of the biggest headaches I have, living east of Harriet. It is sometimes almost impossible to get out of my
neighborhood (Fuller/Washburn area) on weekends due to races closing major thoroughfares as well as parkways
(Lyndale, 50th, creek, Harriet). If it were just a few times a year, it'd be okay, but it is incessant. Detours are not marked,
and take you miles out of the way. This is simply not fair to our neighborhoods and our necessity for weekend travel,
whether by car, bike, walk, or bus, or routes you onto a highway, when maybe you don't want to or can't drive on
highway. Recreational usage should not be impinging so much on basic needs.
3) NUISANCES:
Overly loud music from park programs at Lake Harriet and other sites. I am more than three miles from bandstand and
can sometimes hear the rock music.
Dogs: Too many! Too many not controlled by owners. Too many on stretchy leashes. Not everyone wants dogs around,
or pooping on grass where kids play.
Joggers: Why do they get to carve their own paths? Last time shorelines were remedied, same thing happened, joggers
created another path, onto even more fragile soil. They are destroying the very venue they want to use!
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4) REGIONAL CONCERNS:
The population using the Chain of Lakes is only going to increase. However, there are many lakes around in the metro
area. There should be a concerted effort to increase the "walk-around-the-lake" possibilities throughout the area.
Minneapolis can do this with Diamond Lake (I've heard rumors) and Cedar Lake. Other cities can be encouraged to do
so, too.
5) ALTERNATE ROUTES:
If we take a broader outlook, for example with Lake Street traffic, then one can see that a big part of the cause of the
traffic is the limited choices. If some gaps in the street grid were filled in, this would take some of the pressure off Lake
Street. Such examples would be:
--- a local road around north of Cedar Lake, somewhere between lake and 394;
---open Cedar Lake Road across the railroad tracks by JCC (now walking bridge), to connect to West End shopping
area in St Louis Park; (I believe there used to be a bridge there)
---Connect Penn Avenue from Bryn Mawr to Kenwood;
---Connect France Avenue south of Lake St to north of Lake Street.
While there would be neighborhood objections, I'm sure, the healthy and logical transportation network of the city should
override local concerns, just as others of us have had to live with the freeways and such in our neighborhoods.
6) REALLY BIG PROJECTS:
---Subway from downtown to Uptown under lakes.
---Tunnel for Lake Street under current location, though I'm sure it would be hydrologically difficult.
---Elevate Lake Street with green boulevard to help mitigate sound and sight and pollution. Also difficult.
5) PARK PUBLICITY:
Not everyone has a computer or a smartphone for receiving park information (e.g. road closures) or programming
information. I have been very disappointed to not receive a summer schedule in the mail anymore of programs. I
understand the costs. But it means that I miss several weeks of events before I remember to look things up. I hope a
public-private partnership can remedy this, to at least mail out a small flyer with events schedule.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill Dossett, Exec. Director, Nice Ride MN, on behalf of
the nonprofit organization

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
We urge the Minneapolis Park Board to reconsider the plan’s call to eliminate the bicycle trail under the West Lake
Street Bridge alongside the lagoon. This is a vital, two-way, off-street bicycle connection that should be maintained.
Many cyclists, including children, will not be comfortable crossing Lake Street, a major road with heavy vehicular traffic.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
We support continuous two-way bicycle trails around the Chain of Lakes. This would help prevent conflicts between
cyclists and pedestrians, particularly on the north side of Bde Maka Ska where the trail connects to other facilities.
We support the restoration of the name Bde Maka Ska to what many people today call Lake Calhoun. The restorative
justice work being done to honor the historic and present connection to the water and land with the Dakota people.
We support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people walking and
biking, as well as more parkland. It would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the
bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Julia

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 2: Master Plan Vision

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I appreciate many of the specific themes articulated. Currently, in my observation, often drops the ball on many of these
aspects. Specifically, I'm glad to see:
"movement," "urban connectivity," "multi-purpose," "functionality," and "placemaking" as recognition of the parks both as
part of an urban transportation network (i.e. walking, biking, and public transit) and as a destination that must be
accessible by these modes to residents in all parts of the city.
"water quality" and "environment" as recognition that these areas serve many ecosystem functions as well being parks,
hopefully leading towards urban parks where there is less air and noise pollution and toxic run-off from private vehicles
and the impervious surface used for them, as well as better management of these areas that requires less heavy-duty
engineering and without toxic chemical/fertilizer inputs.
"well-being" as recognition that these areas contribute to a quality of life for many people, and that we can and should
address some destructive/anti-social uses of these very heavily used public areas, like the chronic problems with
harassment from drivers, idling vehicles, etc., as well as reducing barriers to use, including basic lack of ADA
accessibility, and lack of places to find water, food, and restrooms.
I am seriously concerned that "picturesque" will be used to reject higher density housing ringing the lakes, continuing
the current problematic zoning trend we see where the City of Minneapolis enforces a zoning code that defacto limits
direct access to the lakes to the very few wealthiest residents at direct cost to taxpayers (artificially capping land value
and tax base), rather than allowing for multi-family homes and mixed use buildings that would not only broaden access
to the lakes, but help address some of the most problematic aspects of these areas, like desertedness (at Harriet in
particular). The current property use surrounding the lakes is not environmentally friendly nor inviting; I have friends who
feel very uncomfortable using the lakes because of the extremes of excess and wealth that are on display directly
across from these areas. I realize this is outside the scope of the Master Plan, but I am wary this language or this
concept will be used in ways that reinforce racial and economic segregation by declaring the homes of wealthy white
people "historic" or rejecting multi-family housing or businesses.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Julia

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify)
Ch 3-13, so I don't have to keep filling out the form
and reloading.

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Chapter 3.
It's disconcerting to not see climate change mentioned in the Natural Resources Recommendations.
There is substantial conversation around stormwater management and removing harmful pollutants before they enter
the water system, but not around the park's contribution to that need, in the form of impervious surfaces, particularly in
the high percentage dedicated to private vehicle use.
Continuing to prioritize driving over both walking and biking in our limited public spaces, including around these lakes,
seems to negate the potential benefits of better stormwater management. Our park board needs to prioritize nonmotorized and public transportation modes to and within our parks, rather than forcing car dependency for those who
wish to visit these parks from other neighborhoods.
I'm glad to see invasive species being addressed. I hope there can be some kind of broader effort to address the
decorative use of invasive species, like buckthorn, in adjacent neighborhoods.
Chapter 4.
I'm perhaps most excited by the proposed transit circulator, though it absolutely needs to be broader than these two
lakes. For a long time, I've wished for a high frequency public transit line that would connect the Grand Rounds, as well
as downtown, designed specifically to address the current inaccessibility (across race, income, disability, and even
gender) of so many of our parks. This circulator needs to actively connect to RCAPs, as well as providing easy transfers
with other MetroTransit lines so that it can be used seamlessly by those who use transit.
Right now there is NO safe year-round walking connection between the West Lake node and Uptown. The shoddy
sidewalk on the north side of Lake Street is incredibly inhospitable despite being relatively new and both the Greenway
and Bde Maka Ska walking paths lack sightlines, turn-offs, and adequate lighting for even the most minimal feeling of
safety for those who might be cautious, particularly women. I'm disappointed that this isn't addressed.
Given the high volume of diverse users at the lakes themselves, in comparison to the relatively few, extremely privileged
residents in the low-density areas that surround these lakes, I'm unclear why surrounding streets are being prioritized
over the greater good when it comes to traffic flow management. It seems like basic logic, if not basic equity, would
suggest prioritizing the focused benefits to tens of thousands of daily users who use the lakes to exercise, relax, and
manage stress by dispersing motorists in much lower densities across the rest of the grid. Additionally, by ranking
convenience for those who choose to drive over anyone else, the Park Board reinforces car dependency and makes
both biking and walking much more difficult.
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There seems to be a huge disconnect between our environmental reality (climate change) and its cause (fossil fuel use)
and the Park Board's priorities, which is incredibly disheartening to see. At what point will our Park Board acknowledge
199 / 233
Packet Pg. 353

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

5.1.d

4.2
There need to be two way bike lanes around these lakes. Full stop. This is a top priority. I agree that we shouldn't lose
trees for them, but we can certainly lose parking or driving lanes in order to allow safe biking for children, seniors,
commuters, joyriders, parents running errands, people delivering things, etc.
I'm not someone who bikes myself, but I walk and run the lakes frequently and see how inadequate our current paths
are, how kids coming home from the park are forced to bike the wrong way on the bike path, or, more often, use the
walking path, how people learning to bike have little room to practice on already narrow paths, how confident riders are
needlessly delayed. When we don't have adequate bike lanes, those of us walking are the ones who end up losing our
space, because those who bike understandably head to the next closest space they feel safe. Given how hostile many
drivers around the lakes are--I've more than once been followed while jogging, and I've had male friends text me license
plates/description of drivers who have shouted threats at them--I don't blame people for biking on the walking path.
The Park Board needs to step up and show leadership in prioritizing biking, both as recreation and as transportation,
particularly given how it aligns directly with the other values/themes listed here around equity, well-being, environment,
picturesque, functionality, connectivity, etc.
Additionally, the tunnel under the bridge should NOT be closed to those biking--people will still use it on bikes because
Lake Street is a miserable highway to cross. And a huge amount of attention needs to be given to the at-grade crossing
at Lake Street, because it shouldn't be miserable to cross. I would like to see it be a four way stop, so that people on
foot can cross easily, but if it's signalized, people either need to be able to make it across the entirety in one go OR the
island needs to be so pleasant that people linger there even when they don't have to. Otherwise, the physical stress of
being surrounded by speeding vehicle traffic will make at least some people likely to cross when it isn't fully safe.
Additional traffic calming measures are need to slow traffic here and to deal with the high speeds drivers achieve coming
from the west.
4.3
Public streets are public streets. If we choose to use them for public parking rather than other public uses, it's not only
for the privilege home owners adjacent, but for whomever parks there. As someone who has Black and Latinx friends
who've been harassed and profiled in these areas, including by MPD when running around the lake with friends, I'm
concerned about this sentiment expressed about "non-local visitors" is part of what makes some people feel unwelcome
and literally unsafe and like they can't return.
Ch. 13
As was pointed out in other sections, the lakes break up the street grid of Minneapolis. They constitute the only E/W
connections for a few miles N/S. This makes the importance of lighting, as well as year-round maintenance for the
walking paths and adjacent sidewalks all the more important. Unlike some other parks in Minneapolis, these paths are
integral to basic connectivity in our city for both walking and biking and need to be prioritized as such.
Switching these to MUPs for more than half the year isn't acceptable, particularly on heavily used paths where
separated walking and biking options exist. It's dangerous and uncomfortable for those with limited vision as well as
those with balance or mobility issues who often feel uncomfortable sharing paths with people on bikes. It sends a clear
message about who and what the Park Board values (drivers, cars) and who isn't seen as "real" users (those walking
and biking, particularly because they need to to get places, particularly if they are disabled). Additionally, it necessitates
twice annual habit shifts, which stretches out the danger and potential conflict.
Composting and recycling at all parks in all seasons would be great. I've ended up with large piles of trash and recycling
walking home from a meeting along the lakes in the winter and had to take the recyclables home with me. I've seen
people out running pick up litter without breaking stride and drop it in the trash bins. I think providing the means for us to
contribute in these ways to our communities would be really a neat way to help people engage. I've noticed that people
who walk often do things like this (also clearing tree branches, etc.) when there is easy and/or predictable access to the
appropriate waste receptacles. It might also be a place for creative community-building--a twitter challenge to clean up
the lakes and post pics of what you find, signs that help people learn more about what happens to plastic in our
environment, or even being a drop-off point for nearby renters who don't have composting in their buildings.
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There are many great things within this document, from a nascent transit circulator to more ADA accessible paths (better
late than never!) and amenities to greater visibility of and voice for Dakota history and culture as shared by our Dakota
neighbors and community members. I'm also really excited to finally have water and restroom access--this is a huge
issue of basic equity, particularly impacting females, those who are children or elderly or with health issues, and those
who are caregivers. I hope that these restrooms are non-gendered, accessible, open year-round, and safe for all of us.
There seems to be a huge disconnect between our environmental reality (climate change) and its cause (fossil fuel use)
and the Park Board's priorities, which is incredibly disheartening to see. At what point will our Park Board acknowledge
and plan for climate change, not just reactively, but looking at how its design and choices actively contribute to fossil
fuel dependency and disempower those who are car-free, whether by choice or circumstance.
I would love to see a Master Plan that expresses a broader recognition of context and impact, both in its scope
(including climate change, network connectivity, racial equity, disability, public health, etc.) as well as how big it's willing
to dream, even if logistics or finances dial that back in implementation. It seems like the Master Plan isn't designing for
our current and coming realities.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Nicole Nafziger

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 1: Introduction

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Your survey is unnecessarily complicated.
I would like to support fully the stance the MBC has taken on this project, particularly NO ELIMINATION of the tunnel
crossing under Lake St!
http://www.mplsbike.org/comment_on_the_calhoun_bde_maka_ska_harriet_master_plan
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
See above.
1) Keep tunnel crossing
2) Add two-way bike paths all around the lakes. It's ridiculous to not be able to safely travel by bike both directions.
3) Do not make Lake St even worse for pedestrians and cyclists by "opening lanes" and speeding up traffic. This is a
city street, not a dang highway. Treat it like that.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Concerned Linden Hill Resident

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
We do not need a gender neutral bathroom. Please add both female and male bathrooms in that area, along with a
unisex bathroom if needed, but focus on amount of bathrooms that are needed to serve the thousands of people who
visit the park.
I like the ideas surrounding the bandshell and the ideas for improvement around the lake.
Where is the discussion about priority and costs? What is the most important part that the CAC wanted fixed first?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Trish Brock

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify)
Bike entrance from Lake of the Isles past the lagoon to
Lake Calhoun

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please keep the safe bike access from Lake of the Isles to Lake Calhoun going past the lagoon and through the tunnel.
It is a magical viewpoint on each side of the tunnel. The grade is too steep, though. And it could be wider. But it is an
ultimate lake/park experience that should remain.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Mature trees matter.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Concerned Linden Hills Resident

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 12: Implementation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
When I click on this chapter, I get the pdf for Chapter 2. Please fix!
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Concerned Linden Hills Resident

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Lake name change

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I think that only the official name of the Lake Calhoun should have been used in this report. It reads very unclear and
confusing, especially I would think to people who aren't very well versed in looking through public documents like this.
I also think that IF there was to be a name change from Calhoun, there should be a whole process to decide what the
name should be, not just from a group who is talking the loudest about the issue. Furthermore, I think this plan is
talking about the next 25 years of Lake Harriet and Lake Calhoun. The name issue for Lake Calhoun has in some ways
taken over this entire project and is really a huge missed opportunity for what the focus of the CAC and other
discussions should have been - how to preserve, protect and improve these beautiful resources we have in the center of
a large metro area. I am really disappointed as I read this document to see so little overall discussion on the projects
that were the priority of the project (costs, what it entails, priority). I could only find the priorities by looking at the
posted ppt for the Board.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Concerned Linden Hills resident

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify) Overall

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
It seems like this report is missing the most crucial part - what are the top priorities and can they be funded. I realize
that it is a 25 year report, but I think adding in what the top priorities for projects in the next 5 years would be more than
appropriate. As well, the Appendices and the Executive Summary aren't posted - even if they are draft, that would be
much better. This is also missing a conclusion section - it shouldn't just end with Chapter 13.
Please spend more time talking about what will be done on the lakes and when - that is what people want to know.
The only place I could find priorities was in the ppt for the board - which I don't know if most people would even think to
look there.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Constance Pepin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Although the CAC did not support two-way bike paths, this draft recommends that some sections become two-way. I
oppose this recommendation because it goes against the expressed wishes of the CAC, and because building two-way
roads around the lakes will harm the lakes through more impervious surface and fewer trees. Bike trails around the
lakes are for recreation in a park; it's not the Park Board's job to also do the City's job and provide commuting or transit
roads in the park. Two-way roads will also be less safe than one-way trails, as bikers ride at faster speeds than is safe in
a recreation area. Already the pace of the trails can create unsafe conditions, and two-way trails will worsen this
problem.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
To me, this master plan represents a huge missed opportunity for serious environmental stewardship in the face of
climate change and other environmental challenges. Instead of caring for the environment, the plan tries to cram as
much development and activity into the two park areas as possible, and that short-sighted priority for "use" will diminish
the beauty and health of the lakes. The word "balance" is used throughout the plan to make the case that recreation is
balanced with ecology--but saying doesn't make it so. The plan clearly favors recreation at the expense of the natural
environment. Too many projects are just about accommodating more people, rather than acknowledging the need to
protect the environment. Instead of a thoughtful discussion about reasonable limits to growth, the plan tries to make
these lakes be all things to all people, which is both impossible and destructive to the lakes' ecology.
As a CAC member, I'd also like to state that I felt the community engagement process was not about listening to
residents, but about marketing the staff's and consultants' preconceived ideas and projects to the CAC, and
manipulating CAC members to accept those proposals. Time and time again, public input was dismissed when it did not
conform to what the staff wanted to hear. One example is the two-way bike paths. The idea was sprung on the CAC and
then defended by a consultant who failed to convince CAC members of the wisdom or benefits of two-way bike paths.
The CAC rejected the proposal and expressed frustration that this idea seemed to appear out of nowhere as a proposed
recommendation when it had not been discussed by the CAC. But the two-way roads around the lakes are still included
in the plan, because that is what MPRB wants. The obvious strategy to start with just making sections two-way via this
plan, as a prelude to making all the paths two-way later. The likely rationalization will be that it's confusing to bike riders
to have some bike paths be one-way and others be two-way. It will likely be framed as an issue of safety to justify
making all the bike paths two-way, and the CAC's decision against two-way roads around the lakes will be forgotten.
The resultant plan is basically what MPRB staff and consultants wanted, with just enough features and words to satisfy
various subgroups. Having no environmentalists on the project team, the main loser in this process is the environment,
followed by people who want the lakes to be lakes--and to protect their natural systems--rather than use the lakes as a
backdrop for overuse and exploitation by humans.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Constance Pepin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The plans for this area go against what the residents want and miss a priceless opportunity to use this land as a
beautiful natural area that filters runoff and provides a respite from the busyness around the lake. Instead, MPRB plans
to urbanize and overdevelop this remnant of green space, at the expense of the environment. The "public-private
partnership" may offer some potential revenue, but will be come at great cost to the environment, adding even more
impervious surface and congestion, overbuilding the land, driving out what little wildlife remains, and incurring
unreasonably high costs.
I oppose moving the sailing school and congestion to the northwest side, as any sort of solution to congestion. MPRB
uses congestion as a reason to move activities to the northwest side; while at the same time doing everything in its
power to increase congestion. As a taxpayer, it's hard to believe that the plan proposes such expensive projects in order
to urbanize this area through altering the landscape in numerous ways--to move the road, construct a boardwalk, build
a parking ramp, a pier, a promenade, a land bridge, a multi-use building on the shoreline (with meeting rooms???), etc.
The vision seems to be about more and more and more development, rather than a balance or a focus on cost-effective
enhancements on a manageable scale. Reconstructing this area as planned will be excessively costly and will set up
taxpayers to foot the bill not only for construction of these elaborate structures, but also to maintain them, which I find
fiscally irresponsible.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Recreation trumps ecology throughout the plan.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mark

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
A skatePark is needed
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Mike Elson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The focus on the NW area is too complex, too many things depend on each other and there seems to be no way to
proceed with one aspect without the others. If the sailing school/sailing club were to raise the money for a building, it
would not be possible to build in the outlined area until the funding was in place for all.
The result is that it will ever happen in the foreseeable future.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
It's fine as a general plan but should not be seen as a final, immutable document.
Planning is good,but not to be restrictive.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Seph Bloedoorn

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I am informed that the trail link passing under Lake Street that connects the Calhoun section of the multi-use trail to the
Greenway/Isles segment to the north is to be closed to cyclists.
As an individual cyclist, adult leader of elementary and middle-school student cycling groups, and regular leader of a
weekly adult ride now in its 15th year, I have been a frequent user of this facility. While it could bear improvements,
particularly in the approach coming off the canal bridge east-bound down around and entering the underpass (e.g.
mirrors to reduce the"blind" aspect of this manuever), it cannot be stressed enough that keeping cyclists from having to
mingle with motorized traffic at grade level is patently superior to forcing folks to navigate a busy, complicated
intersection (even though it is "controlled" by signals).
Pedestrians and cyclists have shared this facility - and I can't imagine why they can't continue to share it. Even given
some risk of collision or other "interaction" that risk can't compare with what can happen in a car-bike collision. As true
as this is for adult pedestrians and cyclists, it is even more so for younger users.
Issues of access and equity aside, I strongly urged planners to re-think their approach. If data supports the idea that
existing provisions are insufficient to protect pedestrians and cyclists from each other (and I for one am skeptical that is
or can be shown to be the situation, but "whatever"), then the worst case scenario in my mind is cyclists walk their bikes
through the underpass (a similar approach to that taken on the Camden Bridge connecting the Webber Park area to
Northeast).
Sharing the road is often necessary for cyclists to get from Point A to Point B with any practicality.
Marked lanes are preferable.
Physical barriers keeping the motoring public at some remove from the non-motorized user is incrementally better still.
Safest of all - need it be said - are dedicated off-street/off-road trails (which is what the underpass affords). It would be
one thing if you had to build a new facility - but this one already exists. Why would you ban its use by cyclists?
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Planning is fine.
Having participated as a Citizen Advisor to an urban parkway planning process, I do have to wonder how many of the
planning professionals themselves participate in the activities proposed or are users of the types of facilities under
consideration?
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Eric Hauer

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please remove Calhoun's name. His support for slavery is offensive and not how our city should be. Now is the time!
Thanks
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Marc

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
First - please note that I did not read the entire 230-page plan. I am writing because I saw an alert from Sierra Club and
the Minneapolis Bicycle Coalition that this plan contemplates closing the tunnel between the Lagoon and Lake Calhoun.
I am writing to express opposition to that plan - I believe that the tunnel is a positive feature and should be preserved.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jennifer Hanson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I strongly support the name change to Bde Maka Ska.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Jonathan Townsend

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I challenge you all to consider simply repairing the road surfaces around the lake and to move the street parking to the
lake side. I'm sure this idea has been considered and not approved for the very reasons that I mention in my comments
below.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I would invite you all to read all of my comments from my attendance at the CAC meetings regarding the plans for Lake
Bde Mka Ska. I believe they were recorded, and none of my ideas have changed. Principally:
- Trying to develop areas around the shoreline of the lake to accommodate more usage is illogical. Any development other than the green space bridge proposed for the NE corner - will only reduce the footprint and usable area of the
lake. More people, smaller space - bad idea.
- Repeating the comments of others and my own, moving the boat lunch to the north parking lot area is bad fiscal-,
environmental-, safety- and current user-accommodating practice. It will only increase traffic in, around, and on the lake
while stressing the ecology, creating hazards for pedestrians and ultimately encourage more people to drive to the lake.
I believe this is true especially if the move is temporary and that the end goal is to move the launch again to the NW
corner. As stated in other comments: if you're going to move it, do it right the first time, save the money until you have it
to satisfy the desires of the CYC and the fisherman at the same time.
If the interest of the MPRB is more financial than conservational and for maintaining access, then my remarks from the
CAC meetings stand: build a shopping/entertainment complex on the shores or out in the middle of the lake and
revenue will indeed stream in. If, however, you're trying to maintain and care for a resource, leave it as it is, focus your
development on other areas of the city where similar activities could occur - Boom Island and north - and encourage
more prudent usage of this and the other city park treasures. Or, you could just get a bigger lake for the Bde Mka Ska
area.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Walter Pitt

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to upload a pdf.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I would like to upload a pdf.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Walter Pitt

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I would like to upload a pdf.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
I would like to upload a pdf.
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Chuck Spear

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
re- Bike concerns from the re-route on NE corner
This document is very challenging to navigate, but it appears on the proposed map (p96 or p10/58) that 2-way bike
lanes would be routed across Lake Street. If I understand this correctly, this will create several major concerns that
WILL result in accidents:
1) First, what is a "gateway"? If this requires a complete stop, most serious cyclists will probably just use the parkway
street and shift the danger from ped/bike to car/bike.
2) Southbound after crossing Lake St from the Isles will require cyclists to make an immediate 90 degree right turn
followed by another immediate near 145 degree left turn to enter the trail?? I have clipless pedals and can speak from
experience... if someone stops abruptly or a pedestrian shortcuts across the bike path, a clipless rider is guaranteed to
crash and would set off a chain reaction following. Any chain reaction would leave riders stranded directly in Lake
Street traffic - likely as lights are changing.
3) Are you even taking into account the out-of-towners that might veer across the mid-line in this spaghetti crossing?? It
looks complicated on paper consider it will require several abrupt changes of direction. Maybe I don't understand, but
this looks like a guaranteed danger trap.
4) Pedestrian crossings cut directly across the bike trail at several points, and directly after the abrupt trail directional
changes. Pedestrains will shortcut their paths whenever possible and it looks like several shortcuts may cut across the
trail.
5) The Lake St intersection appears to have bikers and peds congregating in the same area to cross at the light? How
big a space is this?? Who has the right of way?
6) Proposed roundabout at 36th... per the drawing (p136 or 50/58, it would require bikers to cross no less than four
lanes of dynamic traffic flow all merging or exiting different directions. Again, with clipless pedals if a cyclist required a
quick stop between lanes, it appears there would be approx 6' of free space, none of which is protected by physical
barriers. Any stop requires a cyclist to disengage their foot quickly or else fall. ...and what are the contingencies when
you have multiple bikes that are left hanging in no-man's-land when the free space in clogged and traffic isn't stopping?
I feel REALLY uncomfortable with the plans as drafted. I personally prefer not to die.
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?

- when viewed as one page the font is too small without zoom, which then requires scrolling. Relatively minor.
- Maps that have a horizontal orientation in a vertical document? Requires the reader to turn their head to read
sideways or print it, which leads to...
- Map/recommendation pages DON"T PRINT the full page! Try printing page the map and accompanying
recommendations on p96 (10/58)... the recommendations are truncated. The only way to see them is to go back to the
monitor and read sideways.
...keep turning your head and panning appears to be the only way to use this.
Makes it very challenging to navigate the document which inhibits input that the Park Board is soliciting asking for. Very
frustrating to spend the time to peruse the info when I know the new proposal raises significant safety issues.
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COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:37:50 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:40:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:02:18
IP Address: 75.73.46.34

PAGE 1

Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Chuck Spear

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
re- Bike concerns from the re-route on NE corner
This document is very challenging to navigate, but it appears on the proposed map (p96 or p10/58) that 2-way bike
lanes would be routed across Lake Street. If I understand this correctly, this will create several major concerns that
WILL result in accidents:
1) First, what is a "gateway"? If this requires a complete stop, most serious cyclists will probably just use the parkway
street and shift the danger from ped/bike to car/bike.
2) Southbound after crossing Lake St from the Isles will require cyclists to make an immediate 90 degree right turn
followed by another immediate near 145 degree left turn to enter the trail?? I have clipless pedals and can speak from
experience... if someone stops abruptly or a pedestrian shortcuts across the bike path, a clipless rider is guaranteed to
crash and would set off a chain reaction following. Any chain reaction would leave riders stranded directly in Lake
Street traffic - likely as lights are changing.
3) Are you even taking into account the out-of-towners that might veer across the mid-line in this spaghetti crossing?? It
looks complicated on paper consider it will require several abrupt changes of direction. Maybe I don't understand, but
this looks like a guaranteed danger trap.
4) Pedestrian crossings cut directly across the bike trail at several points, and directly after the abrupt trail directional
changes. Pedestrains will shortcut their paths whenever possible and it looks like several shortcuts may cut across the
trail.
5) The Lake St intersection appears to have bikers and peds congregating in the same area to cross at the light? How
big a space is this?? Who has the right of way?
6) Proposed roundabout at 36th... per the drawing (p136 or 50/58, it would require bikers to cross no less than four
lanes of dynamic traffic flow all merging or exiting different directions. Again, with clipless pedals if a cyclist required a
quick stop between lanes, it appears there would be approx 6' of free space, none of which is protected by physical
barriers. Any stop requires a cyclist to disengage their foot quickly or else fall. ...and what are the contingencies when
you have multiple bikes that are left hanging in no-man's-land when the free space in clogged and traffic isn't stopping?
I feel REALLY uncomfortable with the plans as drafted. I personally prefer not to die.
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?

- when viewed as one page the font is too small without zoom, which then requires scrolling. Relatively minor.
- Maps that have a horizontal orientation in a vertical document? Requires the reader to turn their head to read
sideways or print it, which leads to...
- Map/recommendation pages DON"T PRINT the full page! Try printing page the map and accompanying
recommendations on p96 (10/58)... the recommendations are truncated. The only way to see them is to go back to the
monitor and read sideways.
...keep turning your head and panning appears to be the only way to use this.
Makes it very challenging to navigate the document which inhibits input that the Park Board is soliciting asking for. Very
frustrating to spend the time to peruse the info when I know the new proposal raises significant safety issues.
(feel free to contact me at cspear207@gmail.com)
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COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:27:27 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:44:52 PM
Time Spent: 00:17:24
IP Address: 67.220.18.91
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Joy

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Two-way bicycle travel should be provided around the lakes. The bicycle trails should be separated from motor vehicle
traffic (i.e., not a standard bike lane) to provide safe and comfortable pathways for children and those residents and
visitors not comfortable riding alongside motor vehicles. Over 80% of visitors use the trails and their experience should
be safe, comfortable and convenient.
Two-way bicycle travel under the bridge along the channel is critically important. If this space is narrowed to provide
one-way bicycle travel or prohibit bicycle travel, then families with children and those not comfortable crossing Lake St
and Lagoon Ave will ride (possibly the wrong way) under the bridge to avoid potential conflicts with motor vehicles at
the roadway intersections. Separated pedestrian and bicycle travel should be allowed under the bridge. A trail design
that slows speeds and provides enhanced sight lines would help minimize conflicts between users.
It's great that the trail improvement construction project is providing two-way bicycle trails in several areas. The plan
should clearly set the vision for two-way bicycle travel so that circulation will be improved for all users.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Fully support the name change to Bde Maka Ska. Need to remove Calhoun from the lexicon.
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COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 6:13:33 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 6:32:11 PM
Time Spent: 00:18:38
IP Address: 75.73.0.80
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Peter Berman

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support conversion of the Lower Road in the southeast quadrant to a two-way bicycle trail, at least on a pilot study
basis. The reasons given in the plan seem sound to me. I also agree that the intersection at West Minnehaha Parkway
and East Harriet Parkway should be given high priority for Access and Circulation improvements.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 6:32:29 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 6:38:51 PM
Time Spent: 00:06:21
IP Address: 75.73.0.80
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Peter Berman

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 7: Master Plan Recommendations: Equity

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I support changing the name from Lake Calhoun to Lake Bde Maka Ska. I am not proud to call it Lake Calhoun, but I
will be proud to call it Lake Bde Maka Ska.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska-Harriet Master Plan: Public Comment on Draft Plan

COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 7:00:28 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 7:03:31 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:02
IP Address: 216.243.176.158
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Constance Pepin

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please remove the semi-circle pier idea from Lake Harriet. Whatever purpose it could possibly serve, it's not worth the
money or the disruption to the lake, even if the Met Council pays. That shoreline is already well-used and doesn't need
this extravagant overbuild.
Also, since the Roberts Bird Sanctuary is not covered in the Plan's project area, the recommendation to develop the
west entrance to the Sanctuary doesn't belong in this master plan.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 7:29:03 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 7:50:20 PM
Time Spent: 00:21:17
IP Address: 73.94.6.26
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Matthew Thompson

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
NW Why cut off access with the board walk? The area is great and has many access points from any parking space.
Limiting those points by hardscaping our beautiful lake sucks. It also limits the access points, and further exacerbates
the parking issue. You're creating a higher priority for limited points. You're removing north access for windsurfers, then
eliminating the backup areas used when parking is full by placing a boardwalk in between lake and shore.
NUninspired trailer parking ideas, no discussion of parking only for water access (not beach or walkers). Adding a group
(that needs to double park) to an already frequently full lot is uninspired. Again, you're exacerbating the issue without
offering solutions. I wouldn't drive if my shit wouldn't get stolen, but it does.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Uninspired solutions for regular and longtime users in the failed attempt to gain access for short term single period
visitors. Cuts off support base for the lake to make it look good. This is a landscape architecture draft.
Focuses on traffic interactions of bikes and pedestrians, but ignores parking and use from other users who do not
access through rentals.
Feels neglectful of some groups.
Landbridge is cool but a waste of money with so many other interactions left unresolved. Why can't we give the
windsurfers and sailboats launching and fishermen a space that works for them?
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 8:00:01 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 8:11:42 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:40
IP Address: 73.37.128.13
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

David Rhude, MD

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Other (please specify)
Bike trail under the Lake Street bridge NE corner of
Calhoun

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Please DO NOT eliminate the bike trail passing under Lake Street. I walk & bike this frequently & see no major
problem on either trail. Sending the bikers at grade over two sections of an ever increasingly busy Lake Street with the
speeds & distraction clearly getting worse will no doubt result in fatalities. This is a very poorly thought out idea.
More visitors, more bikes, more cars poorly managed will be a disaster. Please contact me to discuss this. 612-9200172
public safety must be first.
Thanks.
Awaiting your contact.
David Rhude, MD
CIDNA
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 6:30:59 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, March 04, 2017 10:03:26 PM
Time Spent: 03:32:26
IP Address: 75.73.184.168
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Peter Sussman

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 9: Focus Areas: Lake Harriet

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
Bandshell Focus Area:
The current number of concert attendees six nights a week and on Sunday afternoons is typically in the hundreds.
During the pavilion era up to 1925, crowds of two to five thousand were common at concerts. Popular concerts today
may attract a thousand listeners spread out over the seating and hillside, while thousands gather for the annual
Minnesota Orchestra concert.
A new restroom is proposed which is graphically shown as having a sloped/hip roof, though not labelled as such on the
plan or otherwise described in the text. That traditional roof style, dating back in the focus area to the surviving 1892
restroom buildings, inspired Milo Thompson’s design of the 1986 bandshell and has since been repeated in other
buildings in the area. Stating a policy of continuing to follow the precedent of that historic tradition in this area would be
appropriate.
Lyndale Park Focus Area:
Reestablishing the historic visual connection between the Rose Garden and Lake Harriet is a desirable goal. Rather
than wait until the bosque of crabapple trees die out, it would be more direct to enhance such a gateway into Lyndale
Park by removing the aging trees as finances permit.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Thanks to the CAC members and to MPRB staff for their efforts.
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 9:31:03 PM
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

dixie

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Respondent skipped this
question

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about
this specific chapter or focus area?

Respondent skipped this
question

Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in general?
Please use the complete name of the lakes each time and do not refer to them as Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Harriet
but Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska and Lake Harriet. This is a formal document, the lakes should have their formal
names. William Berry was a person. Please refer to the land named for him as William Berry Park throughout the
document.
Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
Great idea to relocate the boat launch to northwest curve of lake - make this priority.
Lake Harriet
Great idea to close the lower road on the east side - make this a priority!
The extension of Lyndale Park Gardens to the lakeshore sounds good but where will the funding come to maintain it.
It is disappointing that the lakes historical and cultural resources are not described in chapter 5. This is an opportunity
to call out these items and make readers aware of what all is within the parks.
Style-wise:
Great photos.
The gray columns with gray lettering are hard to read - font needs to be higher contrast or a bright white instead of gray.
The map keys are too tiny to read. Suggest that all combined illustrations (two lakes to a page) be split apart and each
lake given their own page for easier to read keys, labels, symbols, etc.
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Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Saturday, March 04, 2017 11:46:55 PM
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Ethan Fawley, Executive Director, Minneapolis Bicycle
Coalition

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 4: Master Plan Recommendations: Access
and Circulation

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
The Minneapolis Bicycle Coalition supports many aspects of the proposed plan. We want to highlight several areas we
think are especially important:
1) We support closing Lower East Harriet Parkway to motor vehicle traffic to create more space for people walking and
biking, as well as more parkland. It would allow a two-way bike path connecting the trails on Minnehaha Parkway to the
bike facilities on Roseway Road and from there to West 40th Street, Bryant Avenue, and the rest of the city system.
2) We support a potential future land bridge over Lake Street.
3) We support adding an at-grade crossing at Lake Street (although not at the expense of the current bike crossing
under Lake Street as outlined below).
4) We support the restoration of the of the name Bde Maka Ska to what many people today call Lake Calhoun. The
restorative justice work being done to honor the historic and present connection to the water and land with the Dakota
people.
We do also have several things we'd like to see improved in the plan, including:
1) The plan currently calls for removing the bicycle connection under West Lake Street alongside the lagoon, and
instead moves the bicycle crossing to an at grade Lake Street crossing. The Minneapolis Bicycle Coalition opposes
eliminating this vital connection and urges the Park Board to reconsider. Many cyclists, including children, will not be
comfortable crossing Lake Street, a major road with heavy vehicular traffic.
2) The Coalition supports continuous two-way bicycle trails around the Chain of Lakes. This would help prevent conflicts
between cyclists and pedestrians, particularly on the north side of Bde Maka Ska where the trail connects to other
facilities, and improve access. It is very poor planning to not incorporate two-way bike routes for the coming decades
even if they take time to implement.
3) We are concerned to see separate walking and biking paths along the Rose Garden combined into a shared-use
path to accommodate more parking. This will increase conflicts between people walking and biking and make it less
safe to do both.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Tony

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 8: Focus Areas: Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
North Calhoun focus area.
Moving the boat launch in the interim to the North Calhoun area is a bad idea in my opinion. Why not wait until you
have sufficient funds to move it once and for all to the NW? That seems like a smarter move and would most likely save
you a lot of time and money. Here are other reasons why the boat launch on the North side is detrimental:
1- The busiest swimming Beach on Calhoun is going to be adjacent to the launch. When summer rolls around, families
with children will be flooding this side of the lake in hopes of a safe swimming environment.
2- Prevailing winds have a South component in a Minnesota summer. Bad for launching boats. Also, it is really shallow
on the North side. More ideal for swimming less ideal for launching bigger watercraft.
3- If you are a watersport enthusiast, this is the premier location in the twin cities. Whether it be windsurfing, stand up
paddling, canoeing, kayaking, you name it. Sports that have no effect on the environment and inspire people will take a
massive hit.
Please don't move the boat launch to the North side of Calhoun. Wait until you have raised the required funds to move it
permanently over to its final destination. Maybe use the existing funds to create better signage in the NE side to reduce
confusion and help congestion in the meantime.
Thank you.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Q1: What is your name?This information helps us keep
track of everyone's comments. You may use just a first
name or some other name. You may still do the survey
multiple times with the same name.

Bill Anstedt

Q2: Would you like to make a comment on a specific
chapter of focus area? Please select one.

Chapter 6: Master Plan Recommendations:
Recreation, Events, and Enterprise

Q3: What do you like or what would you change about this specific chapter or focus area?
I feel that a skatepark be included in the master plan for updating the nw corner of what is now formerly lake calhoun.
Skateparks or wheeled sports parks provide a safe and friendly place for people to learn and and enjoy action sports.
Not limited to but including bmx and mtn bikes, rollerblades, scooters and skateboards.
It would be shortsited of the mpls park board to not include an area of this type in all it's park updates.
Q4: Do you have any comments on the draft plan in
general?

Respondent skipped this
question
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Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park
NAVIGATION CHART FOR ATTACHMENTS
To examine a particular theme and the exact comments that led to it, use the following process.
For purposes of explanation, theme #13-404 (Support for sailing relocation at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska) was selected as an example:
1. In the Theme Summary (Attachment A), find theme #13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column.
Note there are four comments associated with this theme.
2. In the Public Comment Log (Attachment B), enter the theme #13-404 in the search bar
or search for 13-404 in the “Theme ID#” column. Note that there are four lines in this
matrix with this theme ID number. In the “Comment Summary” column are more
specific descriptions of the actual comments.
3. Note the commenter and method associated with the four comments: Jill—survey
response #114; Kathy Drozd – survey response #149; Robert – survey response #116;
and Steve Woldrum—survey response #28.
4. Open the Comment File for the on-line survey (Attachment D) and go to responses
#114, #149, #116 and #28 to read the unedited texts (note: for a more effective search,
use the “#” in front of the response number).
Only those themes in the “moderate impact” category generated amendments (Attachment E)
to the master plan:
a. Low Impact: Draft master plan can be modified to provide additional background
or clarification without a change to a CAC recommendation.
b. Moderate Impact: Addressing the theme would require a change to a CAC
recommendation, but would not fundamentally alter the plan.
c. High Impact: Addressing the theme would fundamentally change the
underpinnings of the plan, likely requiring additional community engagement.
d. No Impact: Themes that require no change to the plan, because they either
support an aspect of the plan, refer to future detailed design or planning
projects, or are outside the scope of the project
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ATTACHMENT E
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park
MODERATE IMPACT AMENDMENTS
In order to address those themes from the Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan public comment period that would have Moderate Impact
on the plan, MPRB staff has compiled this list of general amendments that could be made by the MPRB Commissioners. In all of these cases, MPRB
staff has not incorporated these themes into the final Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan document, for one of the following reasons:
• Removal of a CAC recommendation based solely on the public comment period would be counter to the goals of the CAC process.
• Adding a recommendation based solely on the public comment period may contradict the CAC discussion and/or decision about a particular
topic.
However, the MPRB Commissioners may alter the plan if they so choose. Therefore, this list tabulates each of these themes, along with the basic
language and graphic changes that would be required. Should the Board approve any of these amendments, it may still approve the Master Plan as
a whole. MPRB Planning staff will then modify the plan prior to final posting on-line and in project files.
Chapter or Focus Area Key:
1=Master Plan Vision
2=Natural Resources
3=Access and Circulation
4=Historical and Cultural Resources
5=Recreation, Events and Enterprise
6=Equity
7=NE Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
8=N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
9=NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
10=SW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

11=E Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
12=S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska & Wm Berry
13=Lake Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska
14=Both lakes
15=Lake Harriet
16=Harriet Bandshell
17=Harriet Lyndale Park
18=Harriet Lower Road
19=Demographics, Trends, Demands
20=Implementation
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02-201

02-202

AMENDMENT
#

1

2

AREA

THEME

2

Suggestion to add
a goal of
improving
shorebird habitat
at Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

2

Suggestion to
require (vs
consider)
stormwater
management in
future projects

02-203

3

2

02-204

4

2

Suggestion to
require more
trees be planted
through amending
a natural
resources
recommendation
Suggestion to
revise "no let loss
of trees"
recommendation
in Natural
Resources section
to "plant
additional trees"

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

# OF
COMMENTS

AMENDMENT

1

Add Recommendation #6f: "Improve shorebird habitat at Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska in
areas not actively used for recreation"
STAFF COMMENT: This recommendation was not vetted with Environmental
Stewardship or Operations and was not discussed by the CAC.
Revise Recommendation #2 by replacing the word "Consider" with the word
"Require": "Consider stormwater management in all development and
redevelopment, including use of Best Management Practices to retain and treat
stormwater and reduce runoff, using green infrastructure solutions where feasible
and in harmony with other park uses."
STAFF COMMENT: MPRB projects will comply with stormwater management
regulations required by the watershed district (MCWD), MPCA, and the City of
Minneapolis. Staff felt that requiring stormwater management on all projects
regardless of size and type (i.e. maintenance or repairs) would cause difficulties for
operations.
Add to recommendation #6: Regarding vegetation: "Plant more trees". This would be
in addition to five items listed in this recommendation: • Using the master plan as a
base, develop and implement a tree planting plan for the parks in consultation with
Forestry and Water and Natural Resources staff. • Replant heritage native trees as
they age and die out. • Strive for a no-net-loss of trees in project areas. • In
manicured landscapes, plant trees and vegetation that preserve views and the open
space designated for recreation as well as providing sun and shade options for park
users. • Plant species-appropriate natural areas and landscapes (e.g. in oak savanna
restoration areas, eliminate non-oaks and restore savannah groundcover).

1

Revise Recommendation 6c. Strive for a no-net-loss of Plant trees in project
areas.

1

2
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03-201

AMENDMENT
#

5

AREA

1
2
3
4
5

THEME

Opposition to all
proposed twoway bike trails in
the Master Plan

6

16

05-201

7

5
14

Suggestion to
reroute bicycle
traffic to a new
perimeter trail
around Bandshell
area only during
events
Suggestion for a
canoe/kayak
specific launch

05-202

8

5
9

Suggestion for a
skate/bike park

03-202

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

# OF
COMMENTS

3

1
1

8

AMENDMENT
Remove proposed two-way bicycle trails shown in four focus areas:
1. N Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska: delete reference in plan graphic
2. S Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska & William Berry: Delete Recommendation #4 and related
text and graphics
3. Harriet - Lyndale Park - Delete Recommendation #1 and related text and graphics
4. Harriet - Lower Road: Delete Recommendation #1 and related text and graphics:
"Close the Lower Road on the east side of Harriet to motorized traffic. Convert the
abandoned alignment to a two-way bicycle trail. Enhance stormwater treatment and
consider pollinator gardens."
5. Access and Circulation - Delete (staff) added Recommendation #6: Final
determination of a one-way vs two bicycle trail system will be based on further study
that will take into consideration safety, additional impervious surface, tree impacts,
and stormwater management.
Revise Recommendations #3 and #4 and related text and graphics: #3 Create an
pedestrian east-west axial path between the west entrance of Roberts Bird Sanctuary
and West Lake Harriet Parkway, prioritizing pedestrian movement and prohibiting
bicycle movement during events. Provide ample bicycle parking. Construct an all
gender restroom along the path." #4. Remove the bicycle trail which crosses north of
the Bandshell area, rerouting it Provide a bicycle trail option along West Lake Harriet
Parkway around the Bandshell area, north of the playground and picnic area “bowl”.
STAFF COMMENT: Enforcement concerns
Add recommendation #6 to Recreation, Events and Enterprise: "With MPRB staff
input, create canoe/kayak specific launch at each lake."
Add Recommendation #7 to Recreation, Events and Enterprise and Recommendation
#8 to NW Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska: "To provide facilities for youth, construct a skate
and/or BMX bike park".
STAFF COMMENT: This was opposed by the neighborhood representative for NW
Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska.
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AMENDMENT
#

AREA

07-201

9

7

07-202

10

7

08-201

08-202

08-203

09-201

11

12

13

14

8

THEME

Opposition to atgrade crossing at
Lake Street
Opposition to
closing Lake Street
underpass to
bikes
Opposition to
moving boat
launch to N
Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

8

Opposition to the
land bridge
Opposition to
two-way bike trail
along W Lake
Street

9

Opposition to the
boardwalk at NW
Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska

8

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

# OF
COMMENTS

AMENDMENT

443

Modify Recommendation #6 and related text and graphics.
#6. Replace Retain the bicycle trail under the Lake Street Bridge and along the lagoon
an at-grade, shared use trail on the west side of the intersection of Lake St and E
Calhoun Parkway. as the sole sanctioned connection between Isles and Calhoun/Bde
Maka Ska.
This at-grade crossing was first recommended in the West Lake Multi-Modal
Transportation Study. Significant MPRB project funding has been committed to the
planning and design of the at-grade crossing. Pending approval by their Board and/or
Council, Hennepin County and the City of Minneapolis are committing over $700,000
to intersection improvements at Lake St/ East Calhoun Parkway and Lagoon. This
amendment would have significant impact to the 2017 Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska –
Harriet Trail and Access Improvement Project.
Delete part of Recommendation #6 and related text and graphics.
#6. Replace the bicycle trail under the Lake Street Bridge and along the lagoon with at
Add an at-grade, shared use trail on the west side of the intersection of Lake St and E
Calhoun Parkway

20

Delete Recommendation #3 and related text and graphics: "Until the NW hub can be
developed, create a boat launch and supporting infrastructure off the north parking
lot sufficient for public launching, emergency access, and MPRB's environmental
stewardship operations. "

1

Delete Recommendation #2 and related text and graphics: "Improve the
connection between Lake of the Isles and Lake Calhoun. Preserve
opportunities for creating a land bridge over Lake Street between Thomas
Avenue and the lagoon. In the short-term, support plans to create the tunnel
under and ramps to the Midtown Greenway east of Thomas Avenue."

1

No CAC recommendation regarding this theme. Delete text reference in plan
graphic: "If Lake Street is re-aligned, convert to two-way bicycle trail from NE
Calhoun to NW Calhoun."

1

Delete Recommendation #4 and related text and graphics: "Add a dock and an
in-lake boardwalk along the shoreline where space for trails is limited. Restore
riprap shoreline to native vegetation and incorporate features to improve
water quality."

6
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AMENDMENT
#

AREA

THEME

11-201

15

11

Opposition to loss
of parkland for
stormwater
management

11-202

13-201

14-201

16-201

16

17

18

19

# OF
COMMENTS

AMENDMENT

1

Delete Recommendation #2 and related text and graphics: "Improve water quality
entering the lake from the ECCO neighborhood watershed by daylighting the
stormsewer at 33rd St and integrating recreation amenities such as boardwalks into
the storm water treatment"

11

Opposition to
roundabout at W
36th Street

1

Retain Recommendation #5: "Collaborate with the City of Minneapolis to
improve the 36th St W intersection for bicycle circulation." Amendment would
remove graphic and text references to a roundabout in this location.

13

Opposition to
spending money
on the Bde Maka
Ska public art
project

1

6
13

16

Opposition to
name restoration
of Bde Maka Ska
Opposition to
gathering area
near Roberts Bird
Sanct.

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

8

The community, including Native Americans and Cloudman descendants, have been
meeting since September of 2016 to plan the public art project and related site work.
To address this theme opposing spending money on public art, the MPRB Board of
Commissioners would rescind resolution 2017-111 accepting the $225,000 grant from
Minneapolis Art in Public Places Program and re-engage the community and City of
Minneapolis about refusing the funds. The public art project is in support of
Recommendation #1: "In collaboration with the Native American community,
descendants of Mahpiya Wicasta/Chief Cloudman and other interested participants,
create a gathering place/interpretive area along the south and southeast shores of
Bde Maka Ska to commemorate Cloudman Village and honor the broader history and
culture of the Dakota and other indigenous peoples who frequented and/or resided in
this area."
Delete Recommendation #1. "The Park Board support the official and legal restoration
of the name "Bde Maka Ska" to Lake Calhoun and advocate for such restoration in all
appropriate fora, including the Hennepin County Board, the Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources, and the Minnesota Legislature. To the extent that the Park Board
determines that such restoration requires legislative action, the CAC recommends
that the Park Board include such action in its legislative agenda.” Dual references in
the document to Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska will be changed to Calhoun. Discussion of
community engagement and history of Dakota around the name restoration will
remain.

1

Delete related text from plan graphic "Add gathering/picnic area with flexible seating
and table arrangements"
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16-202

16-203

16-204

AMENDMENT
#

20

21

22

AREA

16

16

16

16-205

23

16

16-206

24

16

17-201

25

17

THEME

Opposition to
pedestrian-only
use of proposed
east-west axial
path at the Harriet
Bandshell
Opposition to
rerouting bike trail
around Harriet
Bandshell area
Opposition to
Roberts Bird
Sanctuary west
entrance
modifications
Opposition to the
pier at Harriet
Bandshell
Suggestion to
build shade
structures at
Bandshell
Opposition to
multi use trail
along Roseway
Road

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

# OF
COMMENTS

1

3

3

8

1

2

AMENDMENT

Delete part of Recommendation #3: Create an pedestrian east-west axial path
between the west entrance of Roberts Bird Sanctuary and West Lake Harriet
Parkway, prioritizing pedestrian movement and providing ample bicycle
parking. Construct an all gender restroom along the path."
STAFF COMMENT: Removal of the pedestrian-only feature of this path leaves
unresolved the conflicts between bicycles and pedestrians in this heavily used
area.
Delete Recommendation #4 and related text and graphics: Remove the bicycle
trail which crosses north of the Bandshell area, rerouting it along West Lake
Harriet Parkway north of the playground and picnic area “bowl”.
STAFF COMMENT: Removing the reroute from the plan means that bike-ped
conflicts are not addressed in this busy area.
Delete Recommendation #7, including related text and graphic references:
"Improve the west entrance into Roberts Bird Sanctuary, making it ADA
accessible."
Delete Recommendation #6 and related text and graphics: "Add a semi-circular
pier at the Bandshell that incorporates storm water treatment and provides a
lawn and seating."
Add Recommendation #10: "Build shade structures for the audience."
STAFF COMMENT: This recommendation was not discussed by the CAC or community.
Delete recommendation #1 and related text and graphics: "Add a multi-use two way
trail west of Roseway Road." Delete recommendation #2 and related text and
graphics: " On Roseway Road, increase on-street parking that more directly serves
the gardens."

Attachment: Attachment E - Master Plan AMENDMENTS Moderate Impact (2017-182 : Master Plan

THEME
ID #

6

Packet Pg. 394

5.1.e

17-202

AMENDMENT
#

26

18-201

27

20-201

28

AREA

17

18
14
19
20

20-202

29

20

20-203

30

20

THEME

Suggestion for
alternative design
for Roseway Rd
Opposition to
closing Harriet Lower Road
Suggestion to
have year-round
drinking fountains
Suggestion to
prioritize
improved facilities
for Lake Calhoun
Sailing School
Suggestion to
raise
implementation
priority of new
restrooms to
"Short"

Calhoun/Bde Maka Ska - Harriet Master Plan
Moderate Impact Amendments

# OF
COMMENTS

AMENDMENT

1

Replace CAC Recommendations #1 and #2 and related text and graphics with the
following recommendation: "Reconfigure Roseway Road as a one-way street with
parking and two-way on-street bicycle lanes."
(Recommendation #1 Add a multi-use two-way trail west of Roseway Road.
Recommendation #2 On Roseway Road, increase on-street parking that more directly
serves the gardens. "
STAFF COMMENT: This option was discussed by the CAC; neighbors opposed this
solution.
Delete Recommendation #1 and related text and graphics.
#1. Close the Lower Road on the east side of Harriet to motorized traffic. Convert the
abandoned alignment to a two-way bicycle trail. Enhance stormwater treatment and
consider pollinator gardens.
Revise 11.5 Visitor Services Goals and Implementation Project List spreadsheet to add
"year-round" to drinking fountain references. Revise project costs to reflect the
added costs of providing heated facilities for the fountain.

1

In Project List spreadsheet revise the following priorities of projects related to sailing
facilities: project #10 from Medium to Short: project #15 from Long to Short; and #16
from Medium to Short

3

In Project List spreadsheet revise priority of projects related to restrooms: project
#16 and project #28 from Medium to Short

1

6
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Resolution 2017-183
Resolution Approving an Approximate Nine Month Intermittent Closure of Island Avenue
East Between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place, Allowing for the Construction of a
Water Pump Station, Including Construction Staging, by the City of Minneapolis and
Granting the City of Minneapolis a Temporary Easement on Open Parkland Located in
the Southern Portion of 220 Island Avenue East, Which is Part of Central Mississippi
Riverfront Regional Park, as a Construction Lay Down Area
Whereas, The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) was created by the Minnesota
Legislature in April 1883 and has the authority to manage and operate park facilities;
Whereas, The MPRB owns, maintains and operates open parkland located at 220 Island Avenue
East (parcel identification 23-029-24-21-0004), on Nicollet Island, which is part of Central
Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park;
Whereas, the City of Minneapolis, working through its Public Works Water Treatment &
Distribution Service (WTDS), has funding and required approvals, including from the
Minneapolis Heritage Preservation Committee, to construct a new water pump station on
Nicollet Island during the 2017 - 2018 construction season;
Whereas, WTDS requires the intermittent closure of Island Avenue East between Hennepin
Avenue and Maple Place, for a period of approximately nine months to allow access for the
construction of the pump station and construction staging to occur;
Whereas, WTDS requests the use of open parkland located on the southern portion of 220
Island Avenue East on Nicollet Island for construction staging, lay down, and access purposes in
connection with the construction of the water pump station;
Whereas, WTDS will provide a safe and usable 22 foot wide minimum paved access for a
minimum of ten special events that will occur on Island Avenue East and Island Avenue West
during the 2017-2018 special event seasons;
Whereas, WTDS will protect existing parkland and vegetation, and has agreed to restore the
construction staging/lay down area and other disturbed parkland upon project completion; and
Whereas, This resolution is supported by the MPRB 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan, which
envisions “Dynamic parks shape city character and meet diverse community needs;”
RESOLVED, That the Board of Commissioners approve an approximate nine month intermittent
closure of Island Avenue East between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place, allowing for the
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construction of a water pump station, including construction staging, by the City of
Minneapolis;
RESOLVED, That the Board of Commissioners further grant the City of Minneapolis a temporary
easement on open parkland located in the southern portion of 220 Island Avenue East, which is
part of Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park, as a construction lay down area; and
RESOLVED, That the President of the Board and Secretary to the Board are authorized to take
all necessary administrative actions to implement this resolution.
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TO:

Planning Committee

FROM:

Michael Schroeder,

DATE:

April 19, 2017

SUBJECT:

Resolution Approving an Approximate Nine Month Intermittent Closure of Island
Avenue East Between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place, Allowing for the Construction
of a Water Pump Station, Including Construction Staging, by the City of Minneapolis and
Granting the City of Minneapolis a Temporary Easement on Open Parkland Located in
the Southern Portion of 220 Island Avenue East, Which is Part of Central Mississippi
Riverfront Regional Park, as a Construction Lay Down Area

BACKGROUND
This action considers the approval of an approximate nine-month intermittent closure of Island
Avenue East between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place on Nicollet Island, which is part of
Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park, to allow for construction and construction staging
associated with a City of Minneapolis pump station. This action will also authorize the use of
open parkland located in the southern portion of 220 Island Avenue East, also on Nicollet
Island, as a construction staging and lay down area in connection with the construction of the
water pump station.
The City of Minneapolis, working through its Public Works Water Treatment & Distribution
Service (WTDS), has been charged with the construction of a new pump station on Nicollet
Island. At only a few critical points in construction will Island Avenue East have to be closed
temporarily as large structural members are set in place.
Additionally, WTDS staff reviewed the special events scheduled for Nicollet Island, and
incorporated the events into the construction documents, requiring the contractor to maintain
a 22-foot wide access route under the bridge during construction. This provision ensures that
previously scheduled events are able to be held and not postponed or interrupted by the bridge
construction.
Legal counsel has reviewed and approved the Easement Agreement.

SOURCES AND USES

Resolution 2017-183

Page 3
Packet Pg. 398

5.2

No MPRB funds will be used in the construction of this pump station or the restoration of the
site.
Due to an issue of timing, Staff requests the Board of Commissioners review and approve this
action at committee and full Board at the April 19, 2017 meeting.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Board of Commissioners approve an approximate nine month
intermittent closure of Island Avenue East between Hennepin Avenue and Maple Place,
allowing for the construction of a water pump station, including construction staging, by the
City of Minneapolis. Staff further recommends that the Board of Commissioners grant the City
of Minneapolis a temporary easement on open parkland located in the southern portion of 220
Island Avenue East, which is part of Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park, as a
construction lay down area.

This action is supported by the following vision and goal statements in the MPRB 2007-2020
Comprehensive Plan.
Vision Theme 3: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal:

Focused land management supports current and future generations.

ATTACHMENTS:


ATTACHMENT A - Nicollet Island Pump Station - City of MPLS - WTDS - Temporary Easement



ATTACHMENT B - Nicollet Island - Water Pump Station - Aerial map

(JPG)



ATTACHMENT C - Nicollet Island - Water Pump Station - Civil Site Plan

(PDF)

(DOCX)

Prepared By: Christine Downey,, Strategic Planning
Review:
Cindy Anderson
Completed
04/03/2017 4:21 PM
Adam Arvidson
Completed
04/04/2017 4:24 PM
Michael Schroeder Completed
04/06/2017 10:06 PM
Jayne Miller Completed
04/10/2017 9:02 AM
Planning Committee Pending
04/19/2017 5:10 PM
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 TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION AND STAGING EASEMENT
This agreement (hereinafter “Easement” or “Agreement”) made this ____ day of
__________________, 2017, between the City of Minneapolis, acting by and through its Park
and Recreation Board, a body politic and corporate under the laws of Minnesota, (hereinafter
“Grantor”) and the City of Minneapolis, working through its Public Works Water Treatment &
Distribution Services (hereinafter “Grantee”).
WHEREAS, Grantor is the fee owner of the land located at 220 Island Avenue East,
Minneapolis, MN 55401, legally described on Exhibit A and depicted on Exhibit B, which are
attached hereto and incorporated herein, which land is situated in Hennepin County, Minnesota
(hereinafter referred to as “MPRB Parcel”);
WHEREAS, Grantee intends undertake a construction project to construct, maintain, use,
and operate a water pump station on Nicollet Island on a parcel of land near the MPRB Parcel;
WHEREAS, Grantee wishes to acquire a temporary construction and staging easement
from Grantor on, over, under, and across the southern half of the MPRB Parcel (the “Temporary
Easement Area”) for construction, staging, and access purposes in connection with the
construction of the water pump station;
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum of Four Thousand Three Hundred Ninety
Dollars ($4,390.00), all the covenants, terms and conditions herein contained, and other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, and
intending to be legally bound hereby, the parties agree to the following terms and conditions:

1
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1.

Temporary Construction, Staging, and Access Easement.
a.

Grant of Temporary Easement. Grantor hereby grants to Grantee a temporary
easement on, over, and across the Temporary Easement Area (the “Temporary
Easement”). Grantee may construct temporary barriers around the Temporary
Easement Area and exclude others from entering during the term set forth herein.
This provision shall not operate so as to exclude Grantor from entering the
Temporary Easement Area for purposes of monitoring the area at Grantor’s
discretion. A Detour plan for the project is shown in Exhibit C. The Overall
Traffic Control and Staging Area plan is shown in Exhibit D.

b.

Purpose. The purpose of the Temporary Easement shall be for construction,
repair, staging, and access purposes in connection with the construction of the
water pump station.

c.

Term. The term of the Temporary Easement shall begin on May 22, 2017 and
shall expire on June 30, 2018.

d.

Restoration of Temporary Easement Area. Grantee shall, upon completion of
construction, restore the ground surface of the Temporary Easement Area
exclusive of those areas actually occupied by a structure or equipment and make
reasonable efforts to restore the Temporary Easement Area to substantially the
same condition as existed prior to such construction so far as is reasonably
practicable. This includes soil compaction to 95% of standard proctor density,
matching the original surface grade as far as practicable, and restoration of the
surface to like condition, either by grass seeding or sodding.

3.
Compliance with Laws. In conducting its activities hereunder, Grantee will, at its sole
expense and effort, comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, permits, rules and regulations,
enacted by any federal, state, or local governmental agency having jurisdiction or control over
any activity occurring upon the Temporary Easement Area resulting from or applicable to
Grantee’s usage based upon this Easement Agreement. Grantee further agrees to obtain all
applicable required permits, including but not limited to a Construction Permit from Grantor, for
its activities hereunder at its sole expense and to comply with the conditions all such permits.
4.
Liability. Grantor and Grantee agree that each party will be responsible for its own acts
and the results thereof to the extent authorized by law and shall not be responsible for the acts of
any others and the results thereof. The liability of Grantor and Grantee shall be limited by the
provisions of Minnesota Statutes Chapter 466 and other applicable law. The provisions of this
Section shall survive the termination of this Easement and any subsequent amendments to it.

2

Attachment: ATTACHMENT A - Nicollet Island Pump Station - City of MPLS - WTDS - Temporary Easement (2017-183 : Nicollet Island - City of

5.2.a

Packet Pg. 401

5.
Indemnification. Grantee shall indemnify and hold Grantor harmless from and against any
and all claims, accidents, injuries, liabilities, losses, or damages to any person or property,
arising out of or related to Grantee’s use of the Temporary Easement Area.
6.
Amendment or Cancellation. This Easement Agreement or any part hereof may only be
amended or canceled by a written instrument executed on behalf of each of the parties hereto by
the authorized representative(s) of each party, and neither party shall, at any time or in any way,
assert or contend that amendment or cancellation of the Easement Agreement has been made
other than by a written instrument so executed.
7.
Assignment. This Easement Agreement shall not be assignable by the Grantee except
upon written consent of Grantor’s Superintendent.
8.
Entire Agreement; Modification. This written Agreement constitutes the complete
agreement between the parties and supersedes any prior oral or written agreements between the
parties regarding the Temporary Easement. There are no verbal agreements that change this
Agreement and no waiver of any of its terms will be effective unless in writing executed by the
parties.
9.
Binding Effect. This Agreement binds and benefits the parties and their successors in
interest.
10. Controlling Law. This Agreement has been made under the laws of the State of
Minnesota, and such laws will control its interpretation.
11. Authority. Grantee represents and warrants that it has full power and authority to execute,
deliver and perform under this Agreement.
12. Waiver. Neither the failure by any party hereto, in anyone or more instances, to insist
upon the complete and total observance or performance of any term or provision hereof, or to
exercise any right, privilege, or remedy conferred hereunder or afforded by law shall be
construed as waiving any breach of such term, provision, or the right to exercise such right,
privilege, or remedy thereafter. In addition, no delay on the part of any party hereto in exercising
any right or remedy hereunder shall operate as a waiver thereof, nor shall any single or partial
exercise of any right or remedy preclude other or further exercise thereof or the exercise of any
other right or remedy.
13. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is finally judged by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, then the remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect and
they shall be interpreted, performed, and enforced as if the invalid provision did not appear
herein.
14.

Time of Essence. Time is of the essence with respect to all of the matters contained in this
3
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Agreement.
15. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of
which when so executed and delivered shall be an original, but such counterparts shall together
constitute one and the same instrument.
16.

Recitals. The recitals on pages 1 are hereby incorporated herein.

17. Notices. All notices or communications between Grantor and Grantee shall be deemed
sufficiently given or rendered if in writing and delivered to either party personally; or if mailed
by United States registered or certified mail to the addresses set forth below, or such future
addresses as may be subsequently supplied by the parties hereto to each other, return receipt
requested, postage prepaid; or if transmitted by facsimile copy followed by mailed notice; or if
deposited cost paid with a nationally recognized, reputable overnight courier, properly addressed
as follows:
Grantor:

Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
2117 West River Road North
Minneapolis, MN 55411
Attn: Superintendent

Grantee:

City of Minneapolis
Public Works Water Treatment & Distribution Services
935 5th Ave SE
Minneapolis, MN 55414
Attn: Glen Gerads, Director

4
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands on the date(s) indicated
below intending to be bound thereby.

GRANTOR
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS, ACTING BY AND THROUGH
ITS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD

BY: ______________________________
Anita Tabb
ITS: President
DATE: ____________________________

BY: ________________________________
Jennifer Ringold
ITS: Secretary

DATE:

GRANTEE
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS, WORKING THROUGH ITS PUBLIC WORKS WATER
TREATMENT & DISTRIBUTION SERVICES.

BY:__________________________________
__________________________________
ITS:_________________________________

DATE: _______________________________
5
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Exhibit A
Legal Description of MPRB Parcel
AUDITOR'S SUBD. NO. 092, LOT 2; THAT PART OF LOT 2 LYING SELY OF
A LINE RUNNING NELY AT RT ANGLES FROM A PT IN THE SWLY LINE DIS
115 FT SELY FROM THE MOST WLY COR THEREOF AND NWLY OF A LINE
RUNNING NELY AT RT ANGLES FROM A PT IN THE SWLY LINE DIS 425 FT SELY
FROM THE MOST WLY COR THEREOF
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Exhibit B
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Exhibit C
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Exhibit D
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Attachment: ATTACHMENT C - Nicollet Island - Water Pump Station - Civil Site Plan (2017-183 : Nicollet Island - City of Minneapolis WTDS Water Pump Station - Temporary Easement)
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5.3

Resolution 2017-184
Resolution Granting a Permanent Easement to the City of Minneapolis for Road
Purposes at 46Th Avenue South in Minnehaha Regional Park
Whereas, The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) was created by the Minnesota
Legislature in April 1883 and has the authority to manage and operate park facilities;
Whereas, The MPRB owns and operates Minnehaha Regional Park, which includes a portion of
the roadway known as 46th Avenue South;
Whereas, The City of Minneapolis has for a long period of time operated and maintained 46th
Avenue South to its terminus at Godfrey Parkway, including the portion that crosses MPRB
property;
Whereas, In order to document this existing roadway’s operation and to grant approval for its
repair, maintenance, and replacement into the future, the MPRB and the City of Minneapolis
have negotiated a permanent easement agreement formalizing an existing relationship; and
Whereas, This resolution is supported by the MPRB 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan, which
envisions “Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs;”
RESOLVED, That the Board of Commissioners grant the permanent easement to the City of
Minneapolis for road purposes at 46th Avenue South in Minnehaha Regional Park; and
RESOLVED, That the President of the Board and Secretary to the Board are authorized to take
all necessary administrative actions to implement this resolution.
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TO:

Planning Committee

FROM:

Michael Schroeder,

DATE:

April 19, 2017

SUBJECT:

Resolution Granting a Permanent Easement to the City of Minneapolis for Road
Purposes at 46Th Avenue South in Minnehaha Regional Park

BACKGROUND
This action considers granting a permanent easement to the City of Minneapolis to operate and
repair a public roadway, a portion of which is within a Regional Park. Since nearly its inception,
the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) and the City of Minneapolis have worked
together to accommodate infrastructure and other reciprocal needs of each entity. It is not
uncommon for certain roadways to be maintained and operated by the City even when they
cross MPRB lands without formal easements. This is the case with 46 th Avenue South in
Minnehaha Regional Park. 46th Avenue extends southward to a terminus at Godfrey Parkway.
The southernmost block of the road, between 46th Street and Godfrey Parkway, enters the park
about halfway along its length. The pavement area leaves City of Minneapolis right-of-way and
crosses MPRB land.
For a long period of time, the City of Minneapolis has operated and maintained 46th Avenue
South in its entirety, including the portion on MPRB land.
The existing road is in need of repair. The City of Minneapolis has requested that the MPRB
convey a permanent easement to establish both the rights and responsibilities of the City
related to the future repair, maintenance, and replacement for the road.
This easement codifies an existing condition with a partner agency. In addition, the repair of
46th Avenue provides a park benefit because it serves as an important entry to the park from
the north for cars, bicycles, and pedestrians. Therefore, staff is recommending conveyance of
this easement to the City of Minneapolis for one dollar.
Legal counsel has reviewed and approved the Easement Agreement.
Due to an issue of timing, staff requests the Board of Commissioners review and approve this
action at committee and full Board at the April 19, 2017 meeting.
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RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Board of Commissioners grant the permanent easement to the City
of Minneapolis for road purposes at 46th Avenue South in Minnehaha Regional Park.
This action is supported by the following vision and goal statements in the MPRB 2007-2020
Comprehensive Plan.
Vision Theme 3:
Goal:

Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community
needs
Focused land management supports current and future generations.

ATTACHMENTS:


ATTACHMENT A - 46th Ave S Road Easement - City of MPLS

(DOC)

Prepared By: Christine Downey,, Strategic Planning
Review:
Cindy Anderson
Completed
03/28/2017 1:55 PM
Adam Arvidson
Completed
03/29/2017 4:43 PM
Michael Schroeder Completed
04/06/2017 10:03 PM
Jayne Miller Completed
04/10/2017 11:54 AM
Planning Committee Pending
04/19/2017 5:10 PM
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EXTENSION OF 46TH AVENUE SOUTH - ROAD EASEMENT
This agreement (hereinafter “Easement” or “Agreement”) made this
day of
,
2017, between the City of Minneapolis, acting by and through its Park and Recreation Board
(MPRB), a body politic and corporate under the laws of Minnesota, (hereinafter “Grantor”) and the
City of Minneapolis (hereinafter “Grantee”).
WHEREAS, Grantor is the fee owner of the land legally described on Exhibit A and
depicted on Exhibit B which are attached hereto and made a part hereof, which land is situated
in Hennepin County, Minnesota (hereinafter referred to as the “Easement Area”); and
WHEREAS, Grantor currently maintains a public road across the Easement Area; and
WHEREAS, Grantee wishes to acquire a non-exclusive easement from the MPRB for
right-of-way and other public purposes over, under, and across the Easement Area; and
WHEREAS, Grantor desires to grant an easement to the Grantee subject to the terms and
conditions contained herein.
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration the sum of One Dollar and 00/100 ($1.00), the
receipt of which is hereby acknowledged and in consideration of the promises, conditions, and
covenants contained herein, and intending to be legally bound hereby, the parties agree to the
following terms and conditions:
1.
Grant of Easement. Grantor hereby grants a permanent, non-exclusive easement for rightof-way and other public purposes over, under, across and through the Easement Area.
2.
Use of Easement Area. The purpose of the Easement is to provide non-exclusive use of
the roadway. Use of the Easement Area may include, but is not limited to, construction,
operation, and maintenance of roadways, utilities (public and private), trails, sidewalks, and
associated appurtenances. Said use is not exclusive and Grantor reserves the right to allow the
Easement Area to be used by itself or others.
1
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3.
Improvements. Grantee shall be solely responsible for the cost of capital improvements to
the Easement Area.
4.
Repair and Maintenance. Any and all repair and maintenance costs for the roadway in
the Easement Area will paid for by Grantee.
5.
Liability. Grantor and Grantee agree that each party will be responsible for its own acts
and the results thereof to the extent authorized by law and shall not be responsible for the acts of
any others and the results thereof.
6.
Duration of Easement. This Easement shall be perpetual, shall run with the land, and
shall be binding upon all successors, heirs and assigns of Grantor and Grantee. The Easement
may only be canceled by a written instrument executed on behalf of each of the parties hereto by
the authorized representative(s) of each party, and neither party shall, at any time or in any way,
assert or contend that cancellation of the Easement Agreement (or any part or parts, including
this paragraph) has been made other than by a written instrument so executed.
7.
Assignment. This Easement shall not be assignable by the Grantee except upon written
consent of the Grantor’s Superintendent.
8.
Recording. Grantee shall file the Easement for recording with the Office of the Hennepin
County Recorder and provide a copy of such recorded Easement to Grantor.
9.
Entire Agreement; Modification. This written Agreement constitutes the complete
agreement between the parties and supersedes any prior oral or written agreements between the
parties regarding the Temporary Easement. There are no verbal agreements that change this
Agreement and no waiver of any of its terms will be effective unless in writing executed by the
parties.
10. Binding Effect. This Agreement binds and benefits the parties and their successors in
interest.
11. Controlling Law. This Agreement has been made under the laws of the State of
Minnesota, and such laws will control its interpretation.
12. Authority. Grantee represents and warrants that it has full power and authority to
execute, deliver and perform under this Agreement.
13. Waiver. Neither the failure by any party hereto, in anyone or more instances, to insist
upon the complete and total observance or performance of any term or provision hereof, or to
exercise any right, privilege, or remedy conferred hereunder or afforded by law shall be construed
2
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as waiving any breach of such term, provision, or the right to exercise such right, privilege, or
remedy thereafter. In addition, no delay on the part of any party hereto in exercising any right or
remedy hereunder shall operate as a waiver thereof, nor shall any single or partial exercise of any
right or remedy preclude other or further exercise thereof or the exercise of any other right or
remedy.
14. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is finally judged by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, then the remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect and
they shall be interpreted, performed, and enforced as if the invalid provision did not appear
herein.
15. Time of Essence. Time is of the essence with respect to all of the matters contained in
this Agreement.
16. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of
which when so executed and delivered shall be an original, but such counterparts shall together
constitute one and the same instrument.
17.

Recitals. The recitals on pages 1 are hereby incorporated herein.

18. Notices. All notices or communications between Grantor and Grantee shall be deemed
sufficiently given or rendered if in writing and delivered to either party personally; or if mailed by
United States registered or certified mail to the addresses set forth below, or such future addresses as
may be subsequently supplied by the parties hereto to each other, return receipt requested, postage
prepaid; or if transmitted by facsimile copy followed by mailed notice; or if deposited cost paid with
a nationally recognized, reputable overnight courier, properly addressed as follows:
Grantor:

Grantee:

Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
2117 West River Road North
Minneapolis, MN 55411
Attn: Superintendent
City of Minneapolis
Public Works
350 South 5th Street
Room 203 City Hall
Minneapolis, MN 55415-1390

3
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands on the date(s) indicated
below intending to be bound thereby.
APPROVED:

GRANTEE
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS

BY:
____________________________
ITS: ___________________________
DATE: ___________________________

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN

)
ss)
)

4
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The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of _______________,
2017, by ____________________, the _______________________, on behalf of the City of
Minneapolis.

________________________________
Notary Public
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GRANTOR
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS, ACTING BY AND THROUGH
ITS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD

BY: _______________________________
Anita Tabb
ITS: President
DATE: ____________________________

BY: ________________________________
Jennifer Ringold
ITS: Secretary

DATE: ______________________________

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN

)
ss )
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of _______________,
2017, Anita Tabb and Jennifer Ringold, the President and Secretary, respectively, of the City of
Minneapolis, acting by and Park and Recreation Board.

________________________________
Notary Public

This instrument was drafted by:
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
2117 West River Road North
Minneapolis, MN 55411
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EXHIBIT A

EASEMENT AREA

A 66.00 foot wide easement over, under and across part of Government Lot 1 in Section 18,
Township 28, Range 23 and Government Lot 6 in Section 17, Township 28 , Range 23,
Hennepin County, Minnesota. The center line of said easement is described as follows:
Commencing at the corner of Sections 7, 8, 17 and 18, Township 28 , Range 23; thence
southerly along the west line of said Section 17 a distance of 192.45 feet to the northerly line of
Minnehaha Park as called out in the plat of Walton’s Mississippi Heights, an addition to
Minneapolis, Minn., according to the recorded plat thereof, Hennepin County, Minnesota, also
being the point of beginning of the center line to be described; thence continuing southerly along
said west line of Section 17 to the north line of Godfrey Parkway, as opened April 8, 1892, as
Town Road in a City of Minneapolis Council action regarding Street 538 Opening as noted in
Council Actions Volume 18 at page 173 and said center line there terminating.
The side lines of said easement are to be prolonged or shortened to terminate at said northerly
line of Minnehaha Park and the northerly line of said Godfrey Parkway.

7
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EXHIBIT B

DEPICTION OF EASEMENT AREA
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5.4

Resolution 2017-185
Resolution Approving Findings of Fact and Record of Decision on the Scherer Site and
Hall's Island Reconstruction Project Incorporated Herein, Finding and Determining,
Based Upon the Record of Decision, No Environmental Impact Statement is Required
for the Project and Directing Staff to Distribute This Resolution and the Attached Record
of Decision Within Five Days in Accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, Subpart
5
Whereas, The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) was created by the Minnesota
Legislature in April 1883 and has the authority to manage and operate park facilities;
Whereas, The construction and development of the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island will reintroduce a historic island in the Mississippi River that was removed in the 1960s, and will
provide unique river access, restore habitat, and enhance ecological function;
Whereas, On May 7, 2014 the MPRB Board of Commissioners approved a resolution granting
local approval to laws of Minnesota 2013, Chapter 114, Article 4, Section 98, Pursuant to
Minnesota Statutes §645.021, Subdivisions 2 and 3, authorizing the Minneapolis Park &
Recreation Board to re-create Hall’s Island within the Mississippi River;
Whereas, Permitting for construction of Hall’s Island requires approval from multiple agencies,
including the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources (DNR), Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), U.S Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), Hennepin Conservation District, and the City of Minneapolis;
Whereas, An Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) is required to be prepared to assist
in determining whether a project has the potential for significant environmental effects,
provides permit information, informs the public about the project, and acts as a source of
information to guide other approvals and permitting decisions;
Whereas, The Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board was determined to be the Responsible
Government Unit (RGU) and therefore has jurisdiction over this project and did prepare a
mandatory EAW under Minnesota Rule 4410.4300, Subpart 27A - wetlands and public waters;
Whereas, Notification of the EAW was published in the Environmental Quality Board (EQB)
Monitor on February 20, 2017 for start of the 30 day comment period, and the document was
distributed to the various agencies and organizations noted in the EQB’s distribution list for
review and comment;
Whereas, A press release was published in the Minneapolis StarTribune and Northeaster
Newspaper and a News Release was posted on the MPRB’s website announcing the availability
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of the EAW to interested parties;
Whereas, A total of ten comments were received during the 30-day public comment period,
three from the general public, six from government agencies (City of Minneapolis, Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, U.S. Department of the
Interior – National Park Service, Metropolitan Council, Minnesota Historical Society), and one
from Friends of the Mississippi River;
Whereas, Written comments were also received from the Minnesota Department of
Transportation but were submitted on March 28, 2017, after close of the 30-day comment
period;
Whereas, MPRB staff and the project Consultant have carefully reviewed each comment,
including the comments that came in after close of the 30-day comment period, and prepared
specific written responses to each comment in accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700,
subpart 4, which responses are attached as Attachment B and incorporated herein as the
Record of Decision;
Whereas, The MPRB has determined, based on the findings of fact, that an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Project is not necessary because: (1) the Project does not fall
within a mandatory EIS category as set forth at Minnesota Rules 4410.4400; and (2) the Project
does not have the potential for significant environmental effects according to the criteria and
procedures set forth in Minnesota Rules 4410.1700; and
Whereas, This resolution is supported by the MPRB 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan, which
envisions “Urban forests, natural areas, and waters that endure and captivate,” “Dynamic parks
that shape city character and meet diverse community needs,” and “Parks are safe and
welcoming by design;”
RESOLVED, That the Board of Commissioners approve the Record of Decision on the Scherer
Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction Project, finding and determining, based upon the Record
of Decision, no Environmental Impact Statement is required for the Project and directing staff
to distribute this resolution and the attached Record of Decision within five days in accordance
with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, subpart 5; and
RESOLVED, That the President of the Board and Secretary to the Board are authorized to take
all necessary administrative actions to implement this resolution.
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TO:

Planning Committee

FROM:

Michael Schroeder,

DATE:

April 19, 2017

SUBJECT:

Resolution Approving Findings of Fact and Record of Decision on the Scherer Site and
Hall's Island Reconstruction Project Incorporated Herein, Finding and Determining,
Based Upon the Record of Decision, No Environmental Impact Statement is Required for
the Project and Directing Staff to Distribute This Resolution and the Attached Record of
Decision Within Five Days in Accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, Subpart 5

BACKGROUND
Staff is requesting that the Board of Commissioners adopt this resolution certifying the
Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) as an adequate examination of the
environmental impacts and accepting the Record of Decision, declaring no need for an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Staff requests this resolution be brought before both
the Planning Committee and the full Board of Commissioners on April 19, 2017 to meet the
deadline to formally approve our Record of Decision within 30 days of the comment period
closing (Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, subpart 2, A).
The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) is proposing to restore Hall’s Island in the
Mississippi River and establish an eight-acre riverfront park at the Scherer Site, upstream of the
Plymouth Avenue Bridge in Northeast Minneapolis. The park is envisioned to serve as a
recreational entry point to the Mississippi River, Mississippi East Bank Trail, and upper river
regional park system for cyclists, runners, walkers, canoeists and kayakers, with a focus on
restoring aquatic and upland habitat in the surrounding environment.
Under the State of Minnesota Environmental Rule 4410.4300, Subpart 27A – Wetlands and
Public Water, for projects that will change or diminish the course, current, or cross section of
one acre or more of any public water, a mandatory EAW is required (Attachment A). The EAW
must be completed prior to the project permitting and construction of the improvements. The
EAW is mandated because of work occurring in public waters of the State of Minnesota. The
MPRB, as owner of the property upon which the work is proposed, is, for the purposes of the
EAW, the Responsible Government Unit (RGU).
The EAW examined the potential environmental effects of the proposed island reconstruction
project. Projects determined to have the potential for significant negative environmental
effects must conduct further environmental review in the form of an environmental impact
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statement (EIS). A 30-day public review and comment period is a requirement of the EAW. The
30-day public review period commenced February 20, 2017.
A total of ten comments were received during the 30-day public comment period, three from
the general public, six from government agencies (City of Minneapolis, Minnesota Department
of Natural Resources, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, U.S. Department of the Interior –
National Park Service, Metropolitan Council, Minnesota Historical Society), and one from
Friends of the Mississippi River. Written comments were also received from the Minnesota
Department of Transportation but were submitted on March 28, 2017, after close of the 30-day
comment period; however, responses to those comments were also addressed.
Upon careful consideration of all reviewer comments, MPRB staff and its Consultant have
determined that the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction Project does not have the
potential for significant negative environmental effects. Therefore, an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is not necessary. The Record of Decision – including Findings of Fact, Responses
to Comments, and Conclusions - is referenced in this action as Attachment B.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Board of Commissioners approve the Findings of Fact and Record of
Decision on the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction Project incorporated herein,
finding and determining, based upon the Record of Decision, no Environmental Impact
Statement is required for the project and directing staff to distribute this Resolution and the
attached Record of Decision within five days in accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.1700,
Subpart 5.
This action is supported by the following vision and goal statements in the MPRB 2007-2020
Comprehensive Plan:
Vision Theme 1:

Urban forests, natural areas, and waters that endure and captivate.

Goal:

People and the environment benefit from the expansion and
protection of natural resources

Vision Theme 2:

Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community
needs.

Goal:

People and the environment benefit from the expansion and
protection of natural resources

Vision Theme 4:

A safe place to play, celebrate, contemplate, and recreate.
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Goal:

Parks are safe and welcoming by design.

ATTACHMENTS:


EAW - Attachment A



Attachment B: Record of Decision
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(PDF)

Prepared By: Jonathan Duesman, Construction Project Manager, Design and Project
Management
Review:
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Completed
04/04/2017 2:17 PM
Cliff Swenson Completed
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Michael Schroeder Completed
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Jayne Miller Completed
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July 2013 version

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET
This Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) form and EAW Guidelines are available at
the Environmental Quality Board’s website
at: http://www.eqb.state.mn.us/EnvRevGuidanceDocuments.htm. The EAW form provides
information about a project that may have the potential for significant environmental effects. The
EAW Guidelines provide additional detail and resources for completing the EAW form.
Cumulative potential effects can either be addressed under each applicable EAW Item, or can
be addresses collectively under EAW Item 19.
Note to reviewers: Comments must be submitted to the RGU during the 30-day comment
period following notice of the EAW in the EQB Monitor. Comments should address the accuracy
and completeness of information, potential impacts that warrant further investigation and the
need for an EIS.

Project Title
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction

Proposer
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
Contact person: Jon Duesman
Title: Construction Project Manager
Address: 2117 West River Road
City, State, ZIP: Minneapolis, MN 55411
Phone: 612-230-6471
Email: jduesman@minneapolisparks.org

RGU
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
Contact person: Michael Schroeder
Title: Assistant Superintendent for Planning Services
Address: 2117 West River Road
City, State, ZIP: Minneapolis, MN 55411
Phone: 612-230-6467
Email: mschroeder@minneapolisparks.org
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Reason for EAW Preparation
Required:

Discretionary:

 EIS Scoping

 Citizen petition

X Mandatory EAW

 RGU discretion
 Proposer initiated

If EAW or EIS is mandatory give EQB rule category subpart number(s) and
name(s): Subpart 27 – Wetlands and Public Waters

Project Location
•

County: Hennepin

•

City/Township: Minneapolis

•

PLS Location (¼, ¼, Section, Township, Range): SW ¼ SE ¼ of Section 15, T29W, R24N
Watershed (81 major watershed scale): 20—Mississippi River-Twin Cities
GPS Coordinates: 44.994411°N, -93.272328°W
Tax Parcel Numbers: 053-1502924410018
053-1502924440044
053-1502924440046
053-1502924440065
053-1502924440066

At a minimum attach each of the following to the EAW:
•

County map showing the general location of the project (Figure 1)

•

U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 minute, 1:24,000 scale map indicating project boundaries
(photocopy acceptable) (Figure 2)

•

Site plans showing all significant project and natural features. Pre-construction site
plan and post-construction site plan.
Figures are included in the “Figures” section at the end of the document text.
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Project Description
a.

Provide the brief project summary to be published in the EQB Monitor, (approximately 50
words).
The Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board is proposing to restore Hall’s Island in the
Mississippi River and establish an adjacent eight-acre riverfront park at the Scherer Site,
upstream of the Plymouth Avenue Bridge in northeast Minneapolis. The proposed project
would be located primarily on Park Board-owned land and would be habitat-focused with
opportunities for recreational use.

b.

Give a complete description of the proposed project and related new construction,
including infrastructure needs. If the project is an expansion include a description of the
existing facility. Emphasize: 1) construction, operation methods and features that will cause
physical manipulation of the environment or will produce wastes, 2) modifications to
existing equipment or industrial processes, 3) significant demolition, removal or remodeling
of existing structures, and 4) timing and duration of construction activities.
Project Background
In 2010, the Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board (MPRB) purchased an 11.4-acre parcel of
land formerly owned by Scherer Brothers Lumber Company, with the intent to eventually
develop approximately eight acres of the area into parkland (Figure 1 and Figure 2). The
purchase was funded through the Minnesota Legacy Act’s Parks and Trails Fund, the
Regional Park Acquisition Opportunity Fund, and from Interstate 35W condemnation funds
from parkland purchased for the new Interstate 35W bridge in downtown Minneapolis. This
parkland development is included in the MPRB’s 2013 Draft Above the Falls Master Plan, a
long-range vision to develop Minneapolis’ Upper Mississippi Riverfront as a regional park
and revitalized residential and commercial district from upstream of the Central Mississippi
Riverfront Regional Park to the city limits, essentially the city’s Upper Riverfront. It also
complements the MPRB’s Comprehensive Plan visions to create parkland that “endures and
captivates, shapes city character, and meets diverse community needs.”
RiverFirst is a 20-year vision for development of riverfront parks along the Mississippi River.
The MPRB, along with its RiverFirst partners, have initiated design and planning for priority
projects along 5.5 miles of the Upper Riverfront in Minneapolis, including restoration of
Hall’s Island and a park on the adjacent Scherer Site. The park is envisioned to serve as a
recreational entry point to the Mississippi River, Mississippi East Bank Trail, and upper river
regional park system for cyclists, runners, walkers, canoeists and kayakers, with a focus on
restoring aquatic and upland habitat in the surrounding urban environment.
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Historical photographs show Hall’s Island existing in the Mississippi River channel in 1938,
while the Mississippi River Commission Survey’s drawings show the island in place as early
as 1895 (Figure 3). It was once owned by the City of Minneapolis, which operated public
bathing houses on the island from 1905 to 1926.
Prior to the 2010 land purchase by the MPRB, Scherer Brothers Lumber Company operated
a lumber mill on the mainland adjacent to Hall’s Island. Expansion of the lumber operations
was limited by surrounding industrial developments. In 1965, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers issued a permit authorizing Scherer Brothers Lumber Company to remove most
of Hall’s Island and use it to fill landward, in the backchannel between the island and
mainland. The permit also authorized construction of dock facilities for Scherer Brothers
Lumber Company use. In 1966, Hall’s Island was partially dredged and deposited at the
adjacent shoreline to expand the mainland at the Scherer Brothers site (referred to as the
Scherer Site) (Figure 4).
Due to the Scherer Site’s former industrial use, environmental investigations and response
actions were conducted on the Scherer Site between 2009 and 2012 in anticipation of
redeveloping the site into a park. These investigations focused on the upper four feet of
soils at the site. In 2012, site soils that were found to contain elevated levels of metals and
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) were excavated and backfilled with clean, debrisfree fill so that the upper four feet of soils at the site met the Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency’s (MPCA’s) recreational soil reference values. However, it was noted at that time that
additional investigation or response actions may be needed if soils at greater depths or
along the riverbank are disturbed.
Project Overview
The MPRB is proposing to restore Hall’s Island in the Mississippi River and establish an
adjacent approximately eight-acre riverfront park on a portion of the Scherer Site, property
formerly owned by Scherer Brothers Lumber Company located on the east bank of the
Mississippi River, upstream of Plymouth Avenue in northeast Minneapolis (Figure 5). The
main goals for the proposed project are to: improve biodiversity, create a softer and more
accessible connection to the river, and provide a migratory flyway stopover for birds within
the urban core. Hall’s Island would be maintained as natural habitat, with a single boardwalk
trail supporting only pedestrian use traversing it. The shoreline area of the Scherer Site
would also be maintained as either gravel beach or natural habitat.
Restoration of Hall’s Island would create new habitat within the Mississippi River channel in
a portion of the north/northeast Minneapolis urban environment that is dominated by
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industrial uses and has limited access to natural areas. Hall’s Island restoration nearly triples
park shoreline from 700 linear feet to nearly 2,000 linear feet. Hall’s Island is currently
planned to feature several types of natural habitats, including a shrub-dominated riparian
bench, sandy beach, and an upland zone providing a mix of floodplain forest and mesic to
wet herbaceous layers (Figure 6). The side channel east of the island (between the island
and the mainland) would be designed to incorporate features that improve mussel habitat
along this stretch of river. Additional planned habitat features for fauna include
nesting/basking logs, rock and brush nesting areas, sandy beach area, rock ledges and
standing snags for habitat.
Hall’s Island and the side channel between the island and the mainland Scherer Site have
been designed to have no negative effects on recreational navigation in the river or flood
levels and river flow. Floodplain modeling shows that the proposed island and side channel
configuration will result in no rise in floodplain elevations up and downstream of the
proposed project, though there would be a maximum rise of 0.12 feet (1.44 inches) in the
100-year water surface elevation (approximately 808 feet) near the center to Hall’s Island
and the Scherer Site. In addition, sediment modeling shows that the integrity of the island
will be maintained given local river velocities and engineered erosion control measures. The
sediment modeling also shows that the side channel will flush accumulated fine sediments
(silts and clays) at regular intervals.
In addition to the island, the park design for the Scherer Site would include a gravel beach
designed to withstand seasonal flooding and multiple zones of native vegetation. The
recently-constructed Mississippi East Bank Trail connection through the site would be
preserved, serving as an important bicycle commuter connection with Boom Island to the
south and a trail extension to the north. Additional public amenities that may be included at
the Scherer Site include boat rental and storage for paddlers, a farmer’s market area, a parksupportive café pavilion, and terraced gathering spaces to be programmed throughout the
seasons.
Construction of Hall’s Island and a park at the Scherer Site are consistent with RiverFirst
initiatives to transform currently low habitat-value segments of the river corridor through
island and shoreline restoration. Additional benefits derived from these efforts include
creating economic and recreation opportunities in underserved communities and educating
urban youth about healthy ecosystems.
Commercial development is included in future, long-range plans for the remaining 3.5 acres
of land located in the northeast portion the Scherer Site, known as Parcel D (Figure 5).
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Commercial development in this location would aid in activating and financially supporting
the operations of the park. Parcel D development would occur under a separate process
and is not included with the currently proposed Scherer Site and Hall’s Island project.
Proposed Construction Methods and Sequencing
The proposed project is planned to be constructed in phases, with Phase 1 beginning in late
2017. Phase 1 will consist of soil clean-up, debris removal, and grading at the Scherer Site
and construction of Hall’s Island. It is anticipated that construction would begin by grading
the Scherer Site and then working outward from the mainland to construct the island. The
mainland portion of the project would be contoured according to the proposed grading
plan using on-site materials. Excess materials from grading would either remain stabilized
on-site for future incorporation or disposed of at an approved off-site location.
Approximately 1,500 cubic yards (CY) of fine gravel would be imported to construct the
gravel beach.
Hall’s Island would best be constructed in low-flow river conditions, which typically occur
during winter. The contractor would be responsible for ensuring that construction
methodologies minimize erosion and sedimentation in the river and comply with all permit
conditions. From the mainland, approximately 32,700 CY of imported, clean sand fill would
be placed to form the base of the island below the ordinary high water level (OHWL) at an
elevation of 802 feet. The sand base would be lined with approximately 4,600 CY of
salvaged and new riprap to minimize the potential for erosion. This aligns with island
construction methodologies the USACE has used for island construction downstream in
Mississippi River Pools 4 through 10, in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Approximately
7,900 CY of on-site soils would be placed to form upland portions of the island (i.e. area
above the OHWL). Once island construction is complete, upland portions would be
vegetated with native, habitat-supportive herbaceous seed mixes, shrubs, and trees, and
temporary erosion control measures installed; vegetation maintenance would be required
for up to five years or until performance standards established by permitting are met.
A semi-permanently saturated riparian bench approximately 10 feet wide would be
constructed around most of the island perimeter. This bench would serve several purposes,
including stability, habitat development, and safety. The outer edge of the bench would
consist of a vegetated reinforced soil slope (VRSS). VRSS is a bioengineering method used
to cushion shoreline against hydrologic forces and stabilize slopes (see plan sheets in
Appendix A). In this case, VRSS would provide an additional measure of shoreline
protection for portions of the island subject to higher river velocities. The riparian bench
would include pockets of shrubs within the herbaceous vegetation layer to provide

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

5.4.a

6

Packet Pg. 436

protection from erosion, as well as to create diverse habitat features for songbirds,
amphibians, reptiles, and small mammals. Additionally, the riparian bench would provide a
safety zone between the upland portion of the island and the steep island slope below the
water’s surface. Essentially the riparian bench would be constructed such that it would not
be attractive or easy for users to access the island from the water to protect habitat. It
would also be a deterrent for park users who may venture off the boardwalk and toward the
island edge.
It is anticipated that the side channel would be constructed once the island has been
formed. The central portion of the side channel would be excavated first, with the upstream
and downstream ends remaining blocked to minimize sediment transport. Substrate in the
side channel would consist of imported materials intended to provide suitable mussel
habitat (gravels embedded in sand). Once the majority of the side channel is constructed,
the downstream portion would be opened first to allow for construction in that location to
take place in as dry of conditions as practicable. The upstream opening of the side channel
would be constructed last to minimize through-flow while the final segment of the channel
is being constructed.
Phase 1 construction is anticipated to last up to eight months, with the majority of the inwater work occurring during low-flow conditions.
Additional, future phases of island development would include boardwalk construction, as
well as pedestrian bridge abutments, piers, and pedestrian bridges to connect the mainland
with the island. The boardwalk would consist of an elevated walkway allowing pedestrians
to traverse the length of the island while limiting pedestrian access to other parts of the
island as a means of protecting habitat. In addition, the boardwalk would allow for
movement of water and wildlife below the elevated walkway. Observation platforms along
the boardwalk would allow opportunities for users to enjoy river and skyline views outside
of the main walkway.
Three future pedestrian bridges are planned in association with the proposed project: 1)
replacement of the existing bridge to Boom Island Park along an alignment that allows for
better flow of bicycle traffic, 2) a new bridge to access Hall’s Island from the south end, and
3) a new bridge to access Hall’s Island from the north end. The bridge to Boom Island Park
and the south bridge to Hall’s Island are planned to be clear-spans. The north bridge to
Hall’s Island is the longest and is planned to be constructed with four span segments,
requiring the placement of three piers in the side channel. Piers for the north bridge will be
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designed to be hydrologically efficient and would include proper scour protection at each
pier base as part of installation.
Future phases of the mainland park development include increased landscaping, additional
shared use trail connections, equipment rental facilities, and structures needed to support
activities such as a farmers market, a café, and/or interpretive programming. Construction
timing for future phases of island and park development is dependent on project funding.
c.

Project magnitude:
Table 1 provides a summary of the proposed project’s magnitude.

Table 1

Project Magnitude Summary
Component

d.

Size

Total project acreage

12.2 acres

Linear project length

Not applicable

Number and type of residential units

Not applicable

Commercial building area (in square feet)

Not applicable

Industrial building area (in square feet)

Not applicable

Institutional building area (in square feet)

Not applicable

Other uses—specify (in square feet)

Not applicable

Structure height(s)

Not applicable

Explain the project purpose; if the project will be carried out by a governmental unit, explain
the need for the project and identify its beneficiaries.
The purpose of the proposed project is to begin to create recreational improvements along
this portion of the Mississippi River, as envisioned by the RiverFirst Initiative and other
related comprehensive land use plans, as described below in EAW Item 9. The proposed
project is driven by three key components:
•

Ecological Benefits, protecting and supporting a diverse range of native terrestrial
species and,

•

Community Connections, reconnecting people to the River through a need for
dynamic, year-round park experience;

•

Recreation; providing a softer and more accessible connection to the River and
linking multiple regional routes.
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Beneficiaries of the proposed project include users of park facilities, particularly those in
underserved areas of north and northeast Minneapolis. Beyond local beneficiaries, Hall’s
Island and the Scherer Site would be part of Minneapolis’ regional park system, a large
network of parks that essentially function as the metro-area’s version of the state park
system. As a result, the proposed project would have a regional orientation. Based on visitor
counts, current use at the Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park located immediately
downstream from the Plymouth Avenue Bridge is in excess of 2.1 million users annually. The
connectivity provided by the proposed project between the Central Mississippi Riverfront
Regional Park and upstream parks would likely lead to similar usage levels for both the trail
users passing through the proposed project and park visitors to the proposed project. In
addition to the ecological benefits driving the proposed project, it would serve a growing
need for recreational space within Minneapolis and the larger metropolitan region.
e.

Are future stages of this development including development on any other property
planned or likely to happen? X Yes  No
If yes, briefly describe future stages, relationship to present project, timeline and plans for
environmental review.
As described in detail as part of the Proposed Construction Methods and Sequencing
portion of EAW Item 6, the proposed project is planned to be constructed in phases as
funding becomes available.

f.

Is this project a subsequent stage of an earlier project?  Yes X No
If yes, briefly describe the past development, timeline and any past environmental review.

Cover Types
Estimate the acreage of the site with each of the following cover types before and after
development: An assessment of land cover types was estimated using GIS; the results are
summarized in Table 2.
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Table 2

Summary of Cover Types (in acres)
Cover Type

Before

After

0

0.4

3.1

3.5

Wooded/forest

0

2.9

Brush/grassland

0

1.4

Cropland

0

0

Lawn/landscaping

0.3

3.5

Impervious Surface

0.3

0.5

0

0

8.5

0

12.2

12.2

Wetlands
Deep water/streams

Stormwater Pond
Other – Vacant lot/sparse
vegetation
Total Area

Permits and Approvals Required
List all known local, state and federal permits, approvals, certifications and financial assistance
for the project. Include modifications of any existing permits, governmental review of plans and
all direct and indirect forms of public financial assistance including bond guarantees, Tax
Increment Financing and infrastructure. All of these final decisions are prohibited until all
appropriate environmental review has been completed. See Minnesota Rules, Chapter 4410.3100.
Table 3 lists permits and approvals required.
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Table 3

Permits and Approvals Required
Unit of Government

Type of Application

Status

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

•
•

Section 404 Permit
Section 10 Permit

•
•

To be obtained
To be obtained

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

•

Conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR)

•

In progress

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

•

Section 7 Concurrence

•

To be obtained

U.S. Coast Guard

•

Bridge Permit

Applicability is pending

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

•
•

•
•

To be obtained
To be obtained

•

Section 401 Water Quality Certification
NPDES/SDS Construction Stormwater
Permit
Response Action Plan

•

In progress

Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources

•

Work in Public Waters Permit

•

To be obtained

State Historic Preservation Office

•

Section 106 Concurrence

•

To be obtained

MN Office of State Archaeologist

•

Project Approval

•

To be obtained

City of Minneapolis

•

Preliminary Development Review (will
include Floodplain Permit)
Conditional Use Permit
Right-of-Way Permit (for work under
Plymouth Avenue Bridge)
Bridge Engineer Approval

•

To be obtained

•
•

To be obtained
To be obtained

•

To be obtained

Construction Permit
Maintenance agreement with City of
Minneapolis

•
•

To be obtained
In progress

•
•
•

Minneapolis Park & Recreation
Board

•
•

Cumulative potential effects may be considered and addressed in response to individual
EAW Item Nos. 9-18, or the RGU can address all cumulative potential effects in response
to EAW Item No. 19. If addressing cumulative effect under individual items, make sure to
include information requested in EAW Item No. 19
All potential cumulative impacts are discussed in EAW Item 19, Cumulative Potential Effects.
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Land Use
a.

Describe:
i.

Existing land use of the site as well as areas adjacent to and near the site, including
parks, trails, prime or unique farmlands.
The proposed project is located within a vacant parcel that was the former site of the
Scherer Brothers Lumber Company. No structures are present on the property and the
boundaries are partially fenced. The Mississippi River runs adjacent to the property on
the west. Other adjacent land uses include industrial properties to the north and east
and Boom Island Park to the south (Figure 7).
The combined use Mississippi East Bank Trail runs approximately east-west through
the proposed project area with a connection to the Boom Island Park trails. Additional
land use near the site includes residential properties, commercial establishments, and
five additional parks, including Boom Island and B.F. Nelson Park (approximately 0.20
miles to the southeast), Dickman Park (approximately 0.25 miles to the east), Sheridan
Memorial Park (approximately 0.25 miles to the north) Nicollet Island Park
(approximately 0.65 miles to the east), and Ole Olson Park (approximately 0.75 miles to
the northwest. The James I. Rice West River Parkway is adjacent to West River Road,
across the Plymouth Bridge (a distance of approximately 0.25 miles) from the proposed
project.

ii.

Plans. Describe planned land use as identified in comprehensive plan (if available) and
any other applicable plan for land use, water, or resources management by a local,
regional, state, or federal agency.
Comprehensive land use planning applicable to the proposed project is discussed
below. Unless noted, the proposed project area would be located within the boundary
of these plans.
RiverFirst: A Park Design Proposal and Implementation Plan for the Minneapolis Upper
Riverfront was adopted by the MPRB in 2012. RiverFirst is a 20-year urban design vision
that includes a set of design recommendations for phased parks development,
including priority projects such as river islands. Its main goals include establishing
parks as economic drivers, connecting communities to the riverfront, and refocusing
the city toward the Mississippi River. The Scherer Site/Hall’s Island was identified as
one of five priority projects within the RiverFirst plan.
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Draft Above the Falls Regional Park Master Plan (Plan Update 2013) includes the goal of
developing the upper Mississippi riverfront into a regional park amenity. The plan
includes several objectives related to the proposed project, including:
•

Provide public access to the river through a continuous system of riverfront
parks and trails;

•

Enhance the ecological function of the river corridor.

This updated plan envisions the evolution of some of the industrial uses along the river
and it guides redevelopment of riverfront parcels toward park uses related to the city’s
land use plan.
Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park Master Plan guides the redevelopment and
enhancement of existing MPRB facilities and resources, as well as the acquisition of
additional property and expansion of the regional park boundary. The plan outlines
several guiding principles that relate to the proposed project, including:
•

Connect to and along the river by foot, bicycle, transit, boat, and private vehicle;

•

Restore and enhance natural resources

•

Improve wildlife habitat and water quality;

•

Reveal and interpret past and present, nature and culture;

•

Engage visitors through activities, amenities, food, and events.

The Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park Plan also specifically identifies the
proposed Scherer Site/Hall’s Island as a significant project due to its direct linkage to
Boom Island Park. Though the Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park Plan limits
terminate at Boom Island Park, the connection between the Scherer Site and Boom
Island Park would be in alignment with this plan’s objectives by expanding trail
connections along the river, introducing areas of adjacent natural habitat, and
enhancing the visitor experience.
The Metropolitan Council’s 2030 Regional Parks Policy Plan lays out the goals for the
expansion of the parks system, and the strategies designed to meet these goals. This
plan discusses the 2030 Regional Development Framework that includes a policy to
“work with local and regional partners to reclaim, conserve, protect and enhance the
region’s vital natural resources: encouraging the integration of natural-resource
conservation into all land-planning decisions. Seeking to protect important natural

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

5.4.a

13

Packet Pg. 443

resources and adding areas to the regional parks system. Working to protect the
region’s water resources.”
The Saint Anthony West Neighborhood Association (STAWNO) has filed the Saint
Anthony West Neighborhood Small Area Plan (Volume 2, April 2016) with the City of
Minneapolis for incorporation into the City’s next Comprehensive Plan. The STAWNO
Plan advocates for continued improvements to local parks, including a riverfront trail
connection to the Scherer Site and for creation of a shared use trail between the
Scherer Site and Boom Island Park beneath the Plymouth Avenue Bridge.
The Watershed Management Plan 2011-2021 serves as the guide for the Mississippi
Watershed Management Organization (MWMO) to implement watershed goals. The
management plan acknowledges that the MWMO is a highly-developed watershed
with limited viable fish and wildlife habitat. As such, the areas within the watershed that
foster fish and wildlife populations are important to preserve, monitor, and enhance.
The management plan also identifies Ecosystem Health as one of ten key focus areas,
including finding ways to protect, create, and enhance vegetated areas, springs, native
plant communities, habitat, open space, and green infrastructure.
The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth (2009) is the City of Minneapolis’
comprehensive plan that provides the vision and framework for the City’s urban
renaissance and growth as a great city of the future. Within the Open Space and Parks
Chapter of this plan, one of the stated strategies for creating future parks includes
“continuing to expand physical access to the Mississippi River in a manner that is
aesthetically compatible with the riverfront and sensitive to the environment, giving
priority to implementing the Above the Falls Master Plan.”
iii.

Zoning, including special districts or overlays such as shoreland, floodplain, wild and
scenic rivers, critical area, agricultural preserves, etc.
The proposed project area is currently zoned Medium Industrial (I2) (Figure 7).
Regulations for industrial districts within the City of Minneapolis are “established to
promote industrial development and to maintain and improve compatibility with
surrounding areas. In addition to industrial uses, limited commercial uses, parking
facilities, institutional and public uses and public services and utilities are allowed.” Park
uses are permitted in a Medium Industrial District per Chapter 550.30 in the City of
Minneapolis’ zoning code.
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The proposed project would be located within the shoreland zone (within 300 feet of a
river or stream). The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance
Rate Map depicts the entire proposed project area within the mapped 100-year
floodplain (Figure 8). The segment of the Mississippi River that would border the
proposed project is part of the Minnesota State Water Trail. The proposed project
would also be located within the National Park Service’s (NPS) Mississippi National
River and Recreation Area (MNRRA) and the Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources’ (MNDNR) Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area program (MRCCA); these
areas are described further on EAW Item 13b.
b.

Discuss the project’s compatibility with nearby land uses, zoning, and plans listed in Item 9a
above, concentrating on implications for environmental effects.
The proposed project would be compatible with the nearby land uses, zoning, and plans
previously described in EAW Item 9aii. The proposed project would also provide additional
greenspace and recreational opportunities for existing and future residential development by
transforming a former industrial site into park land. Though restoration of Hall’s Island would
result in the permanent loss of 1.82 acres of existing aquatic habitat, approximately 2.78 acres
of new aquatic habitat would be created within the proposed side channel. This would result in
a net gain of approximately one acre of new, higher quality aquatic habitat within the
Mississippi River channel and a net gain in park land in an urban environment that has limited
access to natural areas. Additional information regarding the proposed project’s effects on
flood and flow levels can be found in EAW Item 11.

c.

Identify measures incorporated into the proposed project to mitigate any potential
incompatibility as discussed in Item 9b above.
The proposed project would be compatible with current land uses and would increase
existing park and recreation opportunities within a part of the City of Minneapolis currently
with limited access to water and natural areas.

Geology, Soils and Topography/Land Forms
a.

Geology – Describe the geology underlying the project area and identify and map any
susceptible geologic features such as sinkholes, shallow limestone formations,
unconfined/shallow aquifers, or karst conditions. Discuss any limitations of these features
for the project and any effects the project could have on these features. Identify any project
designs or mitigation measures to address effects to geologic features.
The bedrock formation in the proposed project area is St. Peter Sandstone (Minnesota
Geological Survey 1989). St. Peter Sandstone is weakly cemented, though well compacted,

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

5.4.a

15

Packet Pg. 445

and is fairly homogenous. It is well sorted, friable sandstone, predominately consisting of
fine to medium grained quartz. Depth to bedrock in the proposed project area is
approximately 50 to 150 feet below ground surface. Surficial geology consists of sandy
floodplain alluvium and gravelly sand, interstratified with clay and silty clay. No geologically
sensitive features are known to occur in the vicinity of the proposed project area.
b.

Soils and topography – Describe the soils on the site, giving NRCS (SCS) classifications and
descriptions, including limitations of soils. Describe topography, any special site conditions
relating to erosion potential, soil stability or other soils limitations, such as steep slopes,
highly permeable soils. Provide estimated volume and acreage of soil excavation and/or
grading. Discuss impacts from project activities (distinguish between construction and
operational activities) related to soils and topography. Identify measures during and after
project construction to address soil limitations including stabilization, soil corrections or
other measures. Erosion/sedimentation control related to stormwater runoff should be
addressed in response to Item 11.b.ii.
Topography of the Scherer Site is generally flat, ranging between 804 to 810 feet elevation,
with some minor downward sloping towards the Mississippi River. There are no topographic
features of note within the proposed project area.
Soil in the Scherer Site is mapped as Urban land-Udorthents, wet substratum, complex,
rarely flooded (Map Unit U5A) and Urban land-Udipsamments (cut and fill land) rarely
flooded (Map Unit U4A) (USDA NRCS, 2015; Figure 9). The historic Hall’s Island was
excavated in the 1960s and excavated materials were used to fill in the channel, which is
currently the western extent of the Scherer Site (Figure 4). Additional fill from other
unknown sources was also placed at the Scherer Site over time. As a result, legacy fill soils
contain a large amount of debris (e.g. concrete, glass, wood, and bricks) and some
documented chemical impacts.
Fill soils at the Scherer Site consist primarily of silty sand. Native soils below the fill are
primarily composed of silty sands, similar to fill, but without the debris. Native soils are
situated within the range of 5 feet below the ground surface on the east side of the site to
18 feet below the ground surface near the Mississippi River.
The proposed project would include excavation, grading, creation of a side channel, and the
restoration of Hall’s Island. Approximately 75,000 CY of soil would be excavated from the
Scherer Site, approximately 10,500 CY of which would be excavated from areas previously
backfilled with clean fill imported to the Scherer Site in 2012 as part of the response actions
(see discussion in EAW Item 12, Contamination/Hazardous Materials/Wastes), and the
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remaining excavation (approximately 64,500 CY) consists primarily of legacy fill soils placed
during the historical Hall’s Island excavation. Some native soil below the legacy fill may be
excavated in some areas.
Approximately 41,000 CY of clean, imported sand would be needed to construct the core of
Hall’s Island (not including rip rap, topsoil, beach stone or other cover materials). A portion
of on-site soils would be screened to remove debris and reused above the OHWL, where
suitable, for construction of Hall’s Island.
Clean sand, gravel, stone and other fill or cover material would be imported to the
proposed project area for use in constructing Hall’s Island, creating the proposed habitats,
and providing erosion control. Imported material placed to construct the island base below
water would be composed of clean, medium-grained sand. On-site soils, primarily reclaimed
from previously imported backfill (from the 2011-2012 site clean-up efforts), would be
reused to build the portion of Hall’s Island that is above the OHWL. Imported gravel-sand
mixture, sized specifically to promote mussel habitat, would be placed in the side channel.
Rip rap would be utilized to protect the outer portions of the island subject to river erosion,
as well as the downstream end of the side channel. The island beach would be covered with
sand and the mainland beach with pea-sized gravel. A riparian bench approximately 10 feet
wide would be constructed around most of the perimeter around Hall’s Island two feet
below the OHWL at an elevation of 800, which would provide added stability. The outer
edge of the bench would consist of VRSS, a bioengineering method used to protect the
shoreline against hydrologic forces, as an additional measure of shoreline protection for
portions of Hall’s Island that are subject to higher river velocities. The riparian bench would
include pockets of shrubs within the herbaceous vegetation layer to provide additional
protection from erosion. Imported sand, stone and other granular materials would be
obtained from a commercial gravel pit and would be required to meet specific gradation
requirements based upon location of placement.
Construction would begin in late 2017 and is anticipated to start with grading the Scherer
Site and working outward from the mainland to construct Hall’s Island (site plans are
provided in Appendix A). Hall’s Island would best be constructed in low-flow river
conditions, which typically occur during winter. Appropriate best management practices
(BMPs) would be implemented to minimize erosion and sedimentation of the river,
including silt curtains or other sediment controls, and total suspended solids (TSS)
monitoring that would be required to meet downstream water quality monitoring
performance specifications. Construction sequencing and materials would be utilized to
control erosion and downstream sediment transport to the extent practicable. Once
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construction is complete, soils would be stabilized with vegetation. It is expected that the
side channel would be constructed once the island has been formed; details regarding
construction of the side channel are provided under EAW Item 11 (Water Resources).

Water Resources
a.

Describe surface water and groundwater features on or near the site in a.i. and a.ii. below.
i.

Surface water – lakes, streams, wetlands, intermittent channels, and county/judicial
ditches. Include any special designations such as public waters, trout stream/lake,
wildlife lakes, migratory waterfowl feeding/resting lake, and outstanding resource value
water. Include water quality impairments or special designations listed on the current
MPCA 303d Impaired Waters List that are within 1 mile of the project. Include DNR
Public Waters Inventory number(s), if any.
The proposed project is located on the east bank of the Mississippi River, near river
mile 855, just upstream of the Plymouth Avenue Bridge (Figure 8). The Mississippi
River is listed on the MNDNR Public Waters Inventory (ID number 01001a). The MPCA
identifies this reach of the Mississippi River (from the Crow River to Upper St. Anthony
Falls) as an impaired water with recreation, aquatic consumption, and aquatic life as the
designated uses and fecal coliform, mercury and PCB in fish tissue, and
nutrient/eutrophication biological indicators as the pollutants/stressors (MPCA 2016).
A wetland delineation was conducted across the proposed project area on October 8,
2014. No wetlands were identified in the proposed project area during the delineation;
the Mississippi River was the only surface water feature identified within the proposed
project area (Barr 2015).

ii.

Groundwater – aquifers, springs, seeps. Include: 1) depth to groundwater; 2) if project
is within a MDH wellhead protection area; 3) identification of any onsite and/or nearby
wells, including unique numbers and well logs if available. If there are no wells known
on site or nearby, explain the methodology used to determine this.
According to the Minnesota Geologic Survey – Hennepin County Geologic Atlas, the
groundwater surface within the proposed project area is approximately 800 feet above
mean sea level, and regional groundwater flow is from west-southwest toward the
Mississippi River. There are no known springs or seeps in the vicinity of the proposed
project area. The proposed project is not located in a Minnesota Department of Health
wellhead protection area. According to the Minnesota County Well Index (Minnesota
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Geologic Survey 2016), there is an abandoned well located in the proposed project
area; the current status of this well is sealed (well ID 329025; Figure 8).
b.

Describe effects from project activities on water resources and measures to minimize or
mitigate the effects in Item b.i. through Item b.iv. below.
i.

Wastewater – For each of the following, describe the sources, quantities and
composition of all sanitary, municipal/domestic and industrial wastewater produced or
treated at the site.
1)

If the wastewater discharge is to a publicly owned treatment facility, identify any
pretreatment measures and the ability of the facility to handle the added water
and waste loadings, including any effects on, or required expansion of, municipal
wastewater infrastructure.

2)

If the wastewater discharge is to a subsurface sewage treatment systems (SSTS),
describe the system used, the design flow, and suitability of site conditions for
such a system.

3)

If the wastewater discharge is to surface water, identify the wastewater treatment
methods and identify discharge points and proposed effluent limitations to
mitigate impacts. Discuss any effects to surface or groundwater from wastewater
discharges.

The proposed project would not produce any sanitary, municipal/domestic, or
industrial wastewater.
ii.

Stormwater – Describe the quantity and quality of stormwater runoff at the site prior to
and post construction. Include the routes and receiving water bodies for runoff from
the site (major downstream water bodies as well as the immediate receiving waters).
Discuss any environmental effects from stormwater discharges. Describe stormwater
pollution prevention plans including temporary and permanent runoff controls and
potential BMP site locations to manage or treat stormwater runoff. Identify specific
erosion control, sedimentation control or stabilization measures to address soil
limitations during and after project construction.
When owned by The Scherer Brothers Lumber Company, the Scherer Site consisted
primarily of impervious surfaces, including buildings and pavement. At present, all
buildings have been removed and the Scherer Site consists of a non-native grass field
(see EAW Item 13; Fish, wildlife, plant communities, and sensitive ecological resources).
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There is no stormwater treatment on the Scherer Site. Local runoff flows through the
Scherer Site towards the Mississippi River.
There is an existing 48-inch reinforced concrete pipe storm sewer line located beneath
10th Avenue that conveys stormwater from the upstream contributing area to the
Mississippi River (Figure 8). This storm sewer line outlets to the Mississippi River
through a 36-inch by 58-inch corrugated metal pipe, which is located in the far
northwest portion of the proposed project area. The proposed project would require
modifications at the outlet in order to tie the proposed project into existing ground;
however, stormwater conveyance through this network would be maintained.
A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be developed prior to
construction as part of the construction National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES)/State Disposal System (SDS) permit. Specific BMPs used for site
stabilization and sediment control during project construction would be identified in
the SWPPP and detailed site plans.
iii.

Water appropriation – Describe if the project proposes to appropriate surface or
groundwater (including dewatering). Describe the source, quantity, duration, use and
purpose of the water use and if a DNR water appropriation permit is required. Describe
any well abandonment. If connecting to an existing municipal water supply, identify the
wells to be used as a water source and any effects on, or required expansion of,
municipal water infrastructure. Discuss environmental effects from water appropriation,
including an assessment of the water resources available for appropriation. Identify any
measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate environmental effects from the water
appropriation.
The proposed project would not appropriate surface or groundwater.
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iv.

Surface Waters
a)

Wetlands – Describe any anticipated physical effects or alterations to wetland

features such as draining, filling, permanent inundation, dredging and vegetative
removal. Discuss direct and indirect environmental effects from physical modification
of wetlands, including the anticipated effects that any proposed wetland alterations
may have to the host watershed. Identify measures to avoid (e.g., available alternatives
that were considered), minimize, or mitigate environmental effects to wetlands. Discuss
whether any required compensatory wetland mitigation for unavoidable wetland
impacts will occur in the same minor or major watershed, and identify those probable
locations.
No wetlands are present within the proposed project area; as such, the proposed
project would not impact wetlands.
b) Other surface waters- Describe any anticipated physical effects or alterations to
surface water features (lakes, streams, ponds, intermittent channels, county/judicial
ditches) such as draining, filling, permanent inundation, dredging, diking, stream
diversion, impoundment, aquatic plant removal and riparian alteration. Discuss
direct and indirect environmental effects from physical modification of water
features. Identify measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate environmental effects to
surface water features, including in-water Best Management Practices that are
proposed to avoid or minimize turbidity/sedimentation while physically altering the
water features. Discuss how the project will change the number or type of
watercraft on any water body, including current and projected watercraft usage.
The proposed project would involve excavating approximately 3.73 acres of the Scherer
Site to restore the historic Hall’s Island and adjacent side channel. Approximately 0.94
acres of the 3.73-acre excavation area would be part of Hall’s Island; the remaining 2.78
acres would become the adjacent side channel. Future components of the proposed
project would include construction of a boardwalk, as well as abutments, piers, and
bridges to connect the mainland with the proposed island.
The restoration of Hall’s Island would result in the permanent loss of approximately
1.82 acres of existing aquatic habitat. However, approximately 2.78 acres of aquatic
habitat would be created within the proposed side channel, resulting in a net gain of
approximately one acre of aquatic habitat. The proposed project would increase the
length of shoreline from 700 feet to approximately 2,000 feet once Hall’s Island and
the adjacent side channel are constructed. The river shoreline would provide an
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interspersion of rock shoreline, large woody structures and shrub community riparian
habitats to protect the shoreline from erosion and enhance habitat diversity.
Hall’s Island would best be constructed in low-flow river conditions, which typically
occur during winter. It is anticipated that construction of the side channel would likely
occur after the island has been formed. The central portion of the side channel would
be excavated first, with the upstream and downstream ends remaining blocked to
minimize sediment transport. Substrate in the side channel would consist of imported
materials intended to provide suitable mussel habitat. Once the majority of the side
channel is constructed, the downstream portion would be opened first to allow for
construction in that location to occur in the driest possible conditions. The upstream
opening of the side channel would be constructed last to minimize through-flow while
the channel is being constructed. The contractor would be responsible for ensuring
that construction methodologies minimize erosion and sedimentation of the river, and
complies with all permit requirements. Appropriate BMPs, such as sediment fencing or
other suitable measures, would be implemented during construction in order to
minimize the potential for turbidity or sedimentation. These BMPs would be outlined in
the SWPPP, site plans, and/or through permitting conditions.
The proposed configuration of Hall’s Island was optimized using USACE HEC-RAS
software with the goal of minimizing impacts to the one-percent annual chance flood
(100-year design flood) at adjacent upstream and downstream properties. The model
indicates that following construction, there would be a maximum rise in the 100-year
water surface elevation of 0.12 feet (1.44 inches) near the center of Hall’s Island and the
Scherer Site; however the 100-year water surface elevation would be at or below the
existing stage at the upstream and downstream extents of the proposed project area.
The proposed water surface elevation impacts are contained on MPRB property and
would be reviewed through FEMA’s Conditional Letter of Map Revision/Letter of Map
Revision (CLOMR/LOMR) process.
Sediment modeling completed for the proposed project shows that the integrity of
Hall’s Island would be maintained given local river velocities and that the side channel
will flush accumulated fine sediments (silts and clays) at regular intervals.
The proposed project would result in the establishment of new habitat and enhancing
existing low-quality habitat within this portion of the Mississippi River, as discussed
under EAW Item 13 (Fish, wildlife, plant communities, and sensitive ecological
resources).
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The proposed project has been designed to have no negative effects on recreational
navigation in the river. Furthermore, commercial navigation on the portion of the river
above the St. Anthony Falls Dam ceased with closure of the lock in 2015. As such, the
proposed project would also not impact commercial navigation.

Contamination/Hazardous Materials/Wastes
a.

Pre-project site conditions – Describe existing contamination or potential environmental
hazards on or in close proximity to the project site such as soil or ground water
contamination, abandoned dumps, closed landfills, existing or abandoned storage tanks,
and hazardous liquid or gas pipelines. Discuss any potential environmental effects from
pre-project site conditions that would be caused or exacerbated by project construction
and operation. Identify measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects from
existing contamination or potential environmental hazards. Include development of a
Contingency Plan or Response Action Plan.
Environmental investigations and response actions were conducted at the site between
2009 and 2012 in anticipation of redevelopment of the site as a park. The concept plans for
restoration of Hall’s Island had not been developed at that time; therefore the initial
investigation and response actions focused on the top four feet of soils at the site.
In 2012, areas of fill soil that contained elevated levels of metals and PAHs were excavated
to ensure the site soils in the upper four feet met the MPCA recreational soil reference
values (SRVs), with the exception of select areas of metals concentrations in the eastern half
of the site that were below MPCA industrial SRVs and reported to be representative of
natural background concentrations (Peer 2012). Areas of soil in the northern portion of the
site with Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) hazardous levels of lead required
stabilization prior to disposal (Peer, 2012). Clean debris-free fill was tested and imported to
the site as backfill (Peer, 2012). Lead concentrations above industrial SRVs remain at the
base of excavation Area 3, shown on Figure 10. A No Further Action letter was issued by
the MPCA in October 2012 for the contamination identified in soil based on recreational use
of the site, with a note that additional investigation or response actions may be needed if
soils at depth or along the riverbank are disturbed (MPCA 2012).
Following the 2012 response actions, three investigations were conducted in support of the
proposed project under the MPCA voluntary program (VP32360).
The 2014 pre-design environmental investigation assessed the soil, groundwater, and soil
vapor conditions at the site to obtain information needed for construction and design of
the proposed island and park, as well as for future development of Parcel D. The soil
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assessment focused on the deeper soil at the proposed project area in order to evaluate
management options for soil that would remain in the future upland portion of the park,
soil that would be left below the new channel between the Scherer Site and the island, and
soil proposed to be excavated.
In 2015, a test trench was completed to characterize and provide a representative visual
confirmation of the fill, including the types and extent of the debris within the fill. A 2015
soil vapor investigation on Parcel D involved the collection of soil, vapor and groundwater
samples to identify the likely source and extent of trichloroethylene (TCE) concentrations in
soil gas on the parcel.
The assessment of data from all previous environmental investigations indicates the
following conditions currently exist at the site:
•

Much of the soil proposed to be excavated would be composed of fill containing
significant debris. Fill at the site is heterogeneous, with various sizes and types of
debris, ranging from 4-foot pieces of concrete, to smaller debris such as glass, wood
and bricks in some areas (Barr, 2015a and 2015b).

•

The soil proposed to be excavated would not meet MPCA guidelines for Unregulated
Fill (MPCA, 2012), primarily due to the significant debris in the fill, as well as
individual sample results above MPCA Residential SRVs. The excavated soil cannot be
reused off-site or used to construct project features below the OHWL, and would
need to be either managed on-site or disposed of at a permitted landfill. The soil
proposed to be excavated is not anticipated to be hazardous for disposal purposes.

•

The previously placed fill soil meets recreational screening levels for human health
exposures above the OHWL, but does not meet sediment screening levels for
ecological exposure below the OHWL.

•

The clean backfill soils that had been imported for the 2012 response action would
be suitable for reuse as the surficial soil layer in restoring the island or upland
portions of the park.

A Response Action Plan (RAP) for the proposed project has been developed to address
environmental impacts at the site and achieve the following objectives:
•

Improve cover over fill soils below the waterline.

•

Appropriately manage excavated fill soils with debris and marginal chemical impacts.

•

Protect water quality during excavation and island construction.
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The RAP was submitted to the MPCA for approval in February 2017. The response action
objectives will be achieved through the following RAP activities during construction:
•

Previously placed fill soils would be reused to construct the portion of the island
above the water line. Soils would be inspected in the field for evidence of
contamination and debris before placement.

•

Excess soils generated for the proposed project would be disposed of at a
nonhazardous waste permitted landfill.

•

Fill soils left in place below the side channel’s waterline after construction of the
island would be covered with appropriate cover materials, engineered to resist
erosion and provide an armored barrier mitigating direct exposure to fill soils
beneath. The cover would be a minimum of 12 inches thick, and include the
following:
o

Riparian bench. A ten foot wide vegetated bench would be constructed at the
normal water level around most of the island and on the mainland near the
upstream end of the channel. The bench would consist of 24 inches of clean
imported cover materials

o

Side Channel. The majority of the new channel between Hall’s Island and the
Scherer Site would be excavated and lined with 12 inches of an imported sand
and gravel mixture.

o

Side Channel – south end. The southern portion of the side channel near the
Plymouth Avenue Bridge would be lined with rip rap and a geotextile filter for
erosion protection.

o

Outer perimeter and upstream end of island. The outer perimeter of the island on
the river side would be lined with 24 inches of rip rap for erosion protection.

•

No actions would be needed to address residual concentrations of contaminants in
soil proposed to be left or reused above the waterline on the island or Scherer Site. If
debris-rich fill soil is reused on the site, the debris would be removed prior to
placement.

•

Water quality best management practices would be implemented to control
suspended sediment transport during excavation and island construction. These
include construction sequencing to minimize water inflow during channel excavation,
use of downgradient sediment control measures such as silt curtains, and water
quality (TSS) monitoring.
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If unanticipated environmental conditions are encountered, they would be managed under
the Site Contingency Plan, which is part of the RAP. Unexpected contingent conditions
could include uncovering an unknown underground storage tank, a water well or vent pipe,
debris, containers, or contaminated soils that are different than those described in the RAP.
b.

Project related generation/storage of solid wastes – Describe solid wastes generated/stored
during construction and/or operation of the project. Indicate method of disposal. Discuss
potential environmental effects from solid waste handling, storage and disposal. Identify
measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects from the generation/storage of
solid waste including source reduction and recycling.
Mass grading and excavation to construct the side channel and Hall’s Island is anticipated
to result in approximately 60,000 CY of excess soil that cannot be reused for island
construction or on-site grading because it contains contamination and/or debris. The excess
fill soils would be excavated, hauled off-site and disposed of at approved permitted
disposal facility. Debris may be disposed of separately at a permitted demolition landfill.
The soil would be managed in accordance with the MPCA-approved RAP. Waste generation
from other sources is not anticipated.

c.

Project related use/storage of hazardous materials – Describe chemicals/hazardous
materials used/stored during construction and/or operation of the project including
method of storage. Indicate the number, location and size of any above or below ground
tanks to store petroleum or other materials. Discuss potential environmental effects from
accidental spill or release of hazardous materials. Identify measures to avoid, minimize or
mitigate adverse effects from the use/storage of chemicals/hazardous materials including
source reduction and recycling. Include development of a spill prevention plan.
Hazardous material storage would include secondary containment of fuels during the
construction phase of the proposed project.
Fuels, oils, lubricants and other materials typical for use by construction equipment would
be used during construction. No other chemicals or hazardous materials would be needed
for or generated by the proposed project.
Refueling spills and equipment breakdowns, such as a broken hydraulic line, could
introduce contaminants into the soil during construction. A spill could result in potentially
adverse effects to on-site soils. However, the amounts of fuel and other lubricants and oils
would be limited to that needed by the equipment on-site. Supplies and equipment needed
to quickly limit any contamination would be located on site.
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The contractor would be required to prepare a Spill Prevention and Response Plan to
address accidental spills or the release of any hazardous material or petroleum products. To
minimize the likelihood of potential spills and leaks of petroleum and hydraulic fluids during
project construction, equipment would be inspected daily for leaks and petroleum
contamination, fuels for construction would be stored at staging areas in upland locations,
and equipment refueling and maintenance would be performed in locations that are not
proximate to the river. In addition, the contractor would be required to utilize doublewalled tanks or secondary containment for single-walled tanks used for on-site storage of
petroleum products. Any bulk lubricants would also be stored with secondary containment
protection. All petroleum and lubricant storage containers would be inspected on a weekly
basis and the inspections would be documented.
d.

Project related generation/storage of hazardous wastes – Describe hazardous wastes
generated/stored during construction and/or operation of the project. Indicate method of
disposal. Discuss potential environmental effects from hazardous waste handling, storage,
and disposal. Identify measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects from the
generation/storage of hazardous waste including source reduction and recycling.
Construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to generate any
hazardous waste. Excavated soils on site are not considered to be hazardous for disposal
purposes.

Fish, Wildlife, Plant Communities, and Sensitive Ecological Resources
(Rare Features)
a.

Describe fish and wildlife resources as well as habitats and vegetation on or in near the site.
The MNDNR, in collaboration with the U.S. Forest Service, developed an Ecological
Classification System (ECS) for hierarchical mapping and classification of Minnesota land
areas with similar native plant communities and other ecological features. Based on the ECS,
the proposed project area is located within the Anoka Sand Plain Subsection of the
Minnesota and Northeast Iowa Morainal Section of the Eastern Broadleaf Forest Province.
The Anoka Sand Plain Subsection consists of a flat, sandy lake plain and terraces along the
Mississippi River. Pre-settlement vegetation was primarily comprised of oak savanna on the
droughty uplands, with upland prairies and floodplain forests forming narrow bands along
the Mississippi River. However, the proposed project area was previously utilized as an
industrial area as early as 1885 (most recently as the Scherer Brothers Lumber Company
mill) and the landscape has been significantly altered from native plant communities
present before development.
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The proposed project is located within the NPS Mississippi National River and Recreational
Area (MNRRA); this area is also part of the Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area program
(MRCCA). There are no designated habitat areas (i.e. wildlife refuges) in the vicinity of the
proposed project.
A wetland delineation completed in October 2014 did not identify any wetlands within the
proposed project area. The delineation included vegetation identification and found the
upland area on the east portion of the proposed project area to be comprised of a highly
disturbed grass field dominated by Kentucky blue grass (Poa pratensis), with the following
non-native species also present: hoary alyssum (Berteroa incana), wormwood (Artemisia
absinthium), white cockle (Silene latifolia), and yellow toadflax (Linaria vulgaris). The
shoreline of the Mississippi River within and adjacent to the proposed project area is rocky,
with upland vegetation present at the top of the bank, approximately two feet from the
water. Upland shoreline vegetation is dominated by Kentucky bluegrass and wormwood in
the understory and Siberian elm (Ulmus pumila) in the overstory, with occasional small
cottonwoods (Populus deltoides) present in the shrub layer. This section of the river is
largely devoid of aquatic vegetation.
A desktop habitat review was completed utilizing publically available sources including
Google Earth, Google Spheres, Pictometry, and historical aerial imagery. Upstream and
downstream land cover is similar to that present within the proposed project area (primarily
industrial uplands and riverine); however other habitat types present within and adjacent to
the river include: wooded river shoreline present on the opposite and
upstream/downstream banks of the river; open grassy areas at local parks; and residential
development and associated urban woodlots further from the proposed project area. Also
present in the surrounding area of the proposed project are a series of islands within the
Mississippi River. Publically available on-site photos available through Google Spheres show
that the first upstream island is dominated by cottonwood and willow species and is home
to a great blue heron rookery. Reports from various sources, including Chanen (2012), state
that the rookery was formerly located at the second upstream island, but was destroyed
during a tornado in 2011.
Because the proposed project area is situated in a largely industrial area and does not
contain any wetlands, floodplain forests, or native terrestrial plant communities, wildlife
habitat is scarce, therefore limiting the number of terrestrial wildlife species likely to be
present. Species expected to be present would be considered habitat generalists or those
adapted to living in an urban environment such as gray squirrels, raccoons, and several
species of common songbirds.
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However, in general, the Mississippi River provides habitat for a diversity of organisms, such
as fish, mussels and other aquatic invertebrates, amphibians, and mammals. Studies
conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey and NPS have documented 14 species of frogs and
salamanders and 8 species of turtles in the MNRRA corridor (Lafrancois et al. 2007, MNDNR
2006). Some of the aquatic mammals present within the MNRRA corridor include the
American beaver, river otter, mink, and muskrat (Lafrancois et al. 2007). Birds also frequent
the Upper Mississippi River. The Mississippi River Flyway is the migration corridor for a
significant portion of North America’s waterfowl and shorebirds. According to the NPS,
approximately 105 species of water-based birds are present or likely present within the
MNRRA corridor (Lafrancois et al. 2007).
Fish
The fisheries community found in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool has reduced species
diversity when compared with downstream pools with the exception of the Lower St.
Anthony Falls Pool, which is habitat-limited and only approximately one-half mile in length.
Historically, St. Anthony Falls functioned as a fish barrier to upstream migration of fishes
with the result being a fish assemblage of only about one-half the species that are found
downstream (Eddy 1963). Species in greatest conservation need (SGCN) found in the Upper
St. Anthony Pool during 2006 and 2008 included: the state-threatened black buffalo
(Ictiobus niger) and the greater redhorse (Moxostoma valenciennnesi). The historic species
list, pool diversity, and SGCN occurrence for the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool is
documented in Schmidt, K. and N. Prolux (2009) and included below in Table 4. Other
species documented between 2006 and 2008 found in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool
include walleye, northern pike, channel catfish, large and smallmouth bass, freshwater drum,
white bass, and short head redhorse. MNDNR (2009) sampling in the Upper St. Anthony
Falls Pool noted most abundant species as smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu) and
channel catfish (Icalurus punctatus).
Sampling in the Upper St. Anthony pool during 2006-2009, as noted in the previous
paragraph, has included documentation of the presence of freshwater drum (Aplodinotus
grunniens), host species to a number of freshwater mussels including the fawnsfoot
(Truncilla donaciformis) (Ohio State University 2015).
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Table 4

Fish Species Documented in the Upper St. Anthony Pool, 2006–2008
Family/Species

Cyprinidae-Minnow Family
Spotfin shiner (Cyprinella spiloptera)
Brassy minnow (Hybognathus hankinsoni)
Common shiner (Luxilus comutus)
Hornyhead chub (Nocomis biguttatus)
Emerald shiner (Notropis atherinoides)
Bigmouth shiner (Notropis dorsalis)
Sand shiner (Notropis stramineus)
Mimic shiner (Notropis volucellus)
Channel shiner (Notropis wickliffi)
Bluntnose minnow (Pimephales notatus)
Fathead minnow (Pimephales promelas)
Bullhead minnow (Pimephales vigilax)

Family/Species
Catistomidae-Sucker Family
River carpsucker (Carpiodes carpio)
Quillback (Carpiodes cyprinus)
White sucker (Catostomas commersonii)
Northern hogsucker (Hypentelium nigricans)
Bigmouth buffalo (Ictiobus cyprinellus)
Black buffalo (Ictiobus niger)
Silver redhorse (Moxostoma anisurum)
Shorthead redhorse (Moxostoma macrolepidotum)
Greater redhorse (Moxostoma valenciennesi

Creek chub (Semotilus atromaculatus)
Centrachidae-Sunfish Family
Rock bass (Ambloplities rupestris)
Green sunfish (Lepomis cyanellus)
Pumpkinseed sunfish (Lepomis gibbosus)
Orangespotted sunfish (Lepomis humilis)
Bluegill (Lepomis macrochirus)
Smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu)

Ictaluridae-Bullhead Catfish Family
Black bullhead (Ameiurus melas)
Yellow bullhead (Ameiurus natalis)
Channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus)
Stonecat (Noturus flavus)

Largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides)
Clupeidae-Herring Family

Esocidae-Pike Family

Gizzard shad (Dorosoma cepedianum)

Northern pike (Esox lucius)

Lepisosteidae-Gar Family

Amiidae-Bowfin Family

Shortnose gar (Lepisosteus platostomus)

Bowfin (Amia calva)

Percopsidae-Trout-perch Family

Atherinopsidae-Silverside Family

Trout-perch (Percopsis omiscomaycus)

Brook silverside (Labidesthes sicculus)

Maronidae-Temperate Bass Family

Umbridae-Mudminnow Family

White bass (Marone chrysops)

Central mudminnnow (Umbra limi)

Percidae-Perch Family
Johnny darter (Etheostoma nigraum)
Blackside darter (Percina maculata)

Sciaenidae-Drum Family
Freshwater drum (Aplodinotus grunniens)

Walleye (Sander vitreus)

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

5.4.a

30

Packet Pg. 460

Mussels
Historically, as many as 41 mussel species, including the federally and state endangered
Higgins’ eye pearly mussel (Higgins’ eye; Lampsilis higginsi), winged mapleleaf (Quadrula
fragosa), and spectaclecase (Cumberlandia monodonta) have been found in the MNRRA
Corridor, as well as most state-listed mussel species (Kelner and Davis 2002). However,
pollution through much of the 1900s decimated populations of aquatic fauna in this stretch
of the Mississippi River. Partially due to water quality improvements over the last 20 years,
and the fact that zebra mussels are not currently abundant, mussel populations are
recovering today (Kelner and Davis 2002; Davis 2007; USFWS 2012). Over the past couple of
decades, the MNDNR, in collaboration with other state and federal agencies, have made
significant efforts towards inventorying and re-establishing mussel communities in the
Upper Mississippi River.
Freshwater mussels are known to occur in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool of the
Mississippi River. As previously noted, St. Anthony Falls has historically acted as a barrier to
upstream dispersal of fish; recent reports indicate that mussels are expanding their range
above St. Anthony Falls. A total of 18 mussel species have been reported from this pool,
including the Minnesota threatened species fawnsfoot (Truncilla donaciformis) and species
of special concern round pigtoe (Pleurobema sintoxia) and black sandshell (Ligumia recta)
(Kelner 2011, Kelner and Davis 2002, Ecological Specialists, Inc. 2014). Kelner and Davis
(2002) surveyed a site on the right descending bank (RDB) at mile 855.2 (directly across the
channel from the proposed project; Figure 11). Six species were collected live at this site, all
of which are considered “common” or “abundant” in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool. Two
additional species were collected as dead shells, including black sandshell.
In the fall of 2014 Ecological Specialists, Inc. completed a Level I mussel survey to document
mussel communities near the proposed project. The 2014 survey was completed along RDB
at the site surveyed by Kelner and Davis (2002) and along the left descending bank (LDB) at
the proposed Hall’s Island site (Figure 11) (Ecological Specialists, Inc. 2014). The full mussel
survey report is provided in Appendix B.
Mussels were present in low abundance in both the LDB and RDB survey areas. A total of
192 mussels of 12 species were collected from both areas combined. Species composition
was fairly similar in the LDB and RDB survey areas. In the RDB survey area 10 species were
collected; mapleleaf (Quadrula quadrula) was the most abundant species at 56 percent of
the total catch; threehorn wartyback (Obliquaria reflexa; 18%) was also common; and the
remaining 8 species each comprised less than 10 percent of the total. In the LDB survey area
mapleleaf was again the most abundant species at nearly 50 percent of the total catch;
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Wabash pigtoe (Fusconaia flava; 10%) was also common; and the remaining nine species
each comprised less than 10 percent of the total. Two state-threatened wartyback
(Quadrula nodulata) individuals were collected, one in the RDB and one in the LDB. This
species had not previously been reported from the St. Anthony Falls Pool. In addition, a
fresh dead black sandshell individual was collected in the LDB.
Mussel abundance appeared to correlate with substrate composition. In both survey areas,
mussels were generally more abundant in the near bank areas, where substrate was a more
heterogeneous mix of cobble, gravel, and sand. Few mussels were collected in the riverward
locations in both sites, where substrate was primarily loose, shifting sand. Among these
were the two wartyback individuals. Both individuals were collected from riverward locations
in loose sand substrate. Overall mussel abundance was relatively low, and catch per unit
effort was less than 1 mussel/minute in both survey areas.
b.

Describe rare features such as state-listed (endangered, threatened or special concern) species,
native plant communities, Minnesota County Biological Survey Sites of Biodiversity Significance,
and other sensitive ecological resources on or within close proximity to the site. Provide the
license agreement number (LA-____) and/or correspondence number (ERDB _____________) from
which the data were obtained and attach the Natural Heritage letter from the DNR. Indicate if
any additional habitat or species survey work has been conducted within the site and describe
the results.
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Conservation (IPaC)
online tool identifies one federally threatened species and 3 federally endangered species
as occurring in Hennepin County. The MNDNR’s Natural Heritage Information System
(NHIS) database (Barr License Agreement LA-722) and Statewide Mussel Survey database
were reviewed in January 2017. Federal and state listed threatened and endangered species
are summarized in Table 5.
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Table 5

Federal and State Listed Species Recorded near the Proposed Project
Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal Status

State Status

Northern long-eared bat

Myotis septentrionalis

Threatened

Special Concern

Higgins eye Pearlymussel

Lampis higginsii

Endangered

Endangered

Snuffbox

Epioblasma triquetra

Endangered

Endangered

Rusty patched bumble bee

Bombus affinis

Endangered

Not listed

Black sandshell

Ligumia recta

Not Listed

Special Concern

Perimyotis subflavus

Not Listed

Special Concern

Tri-colored bat

It is possible but unlikely that the northern long-eared bat would occur within the proposed
project area as desirable habitat, including caves, mines, and large upland forests, are not
present proximate to the proposed project area. It is possible that northern long-eared bats
are found amongst tri-colored bats in Chute’s Cave, located 0.95 miles south of the
proposed project.
According to the NHIS database and Statewide Mussel survey database, the state and
federally endangered Higgins’ eye and snuffbox mussels have not been documented within
the vicinity of the proposed project area. While habitat suitable for Higgins’ eye and
snuffbox is likely present in the proposed project area, the 2014 mussel survey throughout
and adjacent to the proposed project area did not document any individuals of either
species.
According to the NHIS database, two state special concern species—the black sandshell
(Ligumia recta) and the tricolored bar (Perimyotis subflavus)—have been documented within
one mile of the proposed project area (Figure 12). Neither of these records overlaps the
proposed project area and, although the record for black sandshell is located adjacent to
the proposed project area along the RDB across from Hall’s Island, the record accounts for
dead shells identified in 2001 and 2015. In addition to the two species records, NHIS data
document a bat colony approximately 0.95 miles south of the proposed project area in
Chute’s Cave, near St. Anthony Falls.
Data from the MNDNR Minnesota Biological Survey (MBS) were reviewed to determine if
any Minnesota Biological Survey Sites of Biodiversity Significance (SBS), native plant
communities, Scientific Natural Areas, wildlife refuges, or other sensitive ecological
resources are present within or near the proposed project. According to the MNDNR data,
no sensitive ecological resources are present within the vicinity of the proposed project.
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As noted previously, the proposed project is located within the NPS MNRRA, which is a 72mile river park offering opportunities for fishing, boating, canoeing, birdwatching, cycling,
and hiking. This area is also part of the State’s MRCCA. The MRCCA shares a boundary with
the MNRRA and is a joint state, regional, and local program that provides coordinated
planning and management for this stretch of the Mississippi River, which traverses 54,000
acres of land across 30 local jurisdictions.
c.

Discuss how the identified fish, wildlife, plant communities, rare features and ecosystems may
be affected by the project. Include a discussion on introduction and spread of invasive species
from the project construction and operation. Separately discuss effects to known threatened
and endangered species.
General Impacts
The proposed project is not expected to directly impact rare plant communities or
ecosystems, as these rare features are not present within the immediate vicinity.
Within the river, mobile organisms such as fish are expected to avoid and move away from
the work area during construction. Direct impacts may occur to more sessile organisms,
such as mussels, that are unable to remove themselves from the construction area. While it
is possible that the proposed project could affect mussels at the individual level, it is
unlikely that the proposed project would adversely affect mussels at the population level.
Ecological Specialists, Inc. submitted the Level I mussel survey results to the MNDNR
(Richard Baker) for review. On October 16, 2014 Richard Baker responded indicating that no
further mussel surveys, nor any mussel relocation, would be necessary for the proposed
project. A copy of this correspondence is included in Appendix B.
Construction of the proposed project would result in the permanent loss of 1.82 acres of
existing aquatic habitat, which may result in long-term proposed project-related impacts to
aquatic biota. However, 2.78 acres of aquatic habitat would be created within the
Mississippi River channel of the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool upon completion of the
proposed project (Figure 5), resulting in a net gain of nearly one acre of aquatic habitat
that is higher quality than present habitat in the area.
Due to the industrial nature of the proposed project area, terrestrial wildlife habitat is
limited; however, construction activities may cause minor temporary impacts on any
terrestrial wildlife that is present in the vicinity of the proposed project area. Temporary
impacts to terrestrial wildlife, including increased noise and human activity, may occur
during construction. Wildlife species expected to be using the current project area are
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habitat generalists and would likely not be adversely impacted by this temporary
disturbance. Many wildlife species, even those accustomed to human proximity, could
abandon habitats near the proposed project area until work is completed. Wildlife species
are likely to find suitable habitat outside the proposed project area and are expected to
return to areas abandoned during construction shortly after the completion of work.
Furthermore, the proposed project would result in an increase in diverse, high-quality
upland habitat consisting of grasses, shrubs, and trees that is expected to be used by a
variety of migratory and resident birds, small mammals, amphibians, and reptiles such as
turtles.
At present, the upland portion of the proposed project area consists of highly disturbed
grass field comprised of Kentucky bluegrass and non-native weeds. During construction,
soil materials moved off site would follow standard protocols to avoid the spread of
invasive or non-native weedy species. Any fill brought on site would be certified clean.
Ultimately the proposed project would decrease the susceptibility of the site to invasive
species through establishment of native plant communities.
The proposed project would have no influence on the potential for zebra mussels or Asian
carp invasion into the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool. Minnesota Statute 84D.09 identifies
state laws that prohibit the transport of invasive species, including zebra mussels.
Construction equipment would be cleaned prior to arriving on site and cleaned again upon
leaving the site to minimize potential for invasive species transfer.
Threatened and Endangered Species Impacts
Impacts to federally threatened or endangered species are not likely to result from the
proposed project. Since desirable habitat, including caves, mines, or large upland forests,
are not present within the immediate proposed project area, impacts to northern longeared bats are unlikely. While suitable habitat is likely present for Higgins’ eye and snuffbox
mussels, the 2014 mussel survey did not identify any individuals of either species; therefore,
proposed project-related impacts are not anticipated. Impacts to the rusty patched bumble
bee are not anticipated as no flowering grassland habitat or undisturbed soil are present in
the proposed project area.
Impacts to the state special concern tri-colored bat and bat colony are not anticipated. All
work will occur in a heavily disturbed area and no suitable maternal roosting sites such as
trees, crevices, or buildings will be impacted. The proposed project is located far enough
from the nearest known colony location that noise and vibration impacts would not reach
the colony.
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d.

Identify measures that will be taken to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects to fish,
wildlife, plant communities, and sensitive ecological resources.
Potential impacts to fish, mussels, and other aquatic organisms will be minimized by
completing work under low-flow conditions and by excavating the center of the side
channel first, with the upstream and downstream ends remaining blocked to minimize
sediment transport. Once the majority of the side channel is constructed, the downstream
portion would be opened first to allow for construction in that location to occur in the
driest possible conditions. The upstream opening of the side channel would be constructed
last to minimize through-flow while the channel is being constructed. Conducting work
under these conditions will reduce the volume and duration of downstream sedimentation
and turbidity, which can impact fish and other aquatic species. Additionally, erosion and
sediment control BMPs will be installed on the landward side of the proposed project area
to minimize impacts to the Mississippi River.
Potential impacts to terrestrial wildlife species will be minimized by ideally conducting the
majority of work in the winter months, thus avoiding bird migration and nesting periods
and reducing the likeliness of active small mammals within the proposed project area.
No impacts are expected to state or federally listed species and therefore no additional
avoidance or minimization measures are proposed specific to these species.
The effects of the proposed project would be mitigated by creating island habitat within the
Mississippi River, creating mussel habitat in the river, and by establishing native plant
communities along targeted shoreline areas of the proposed project. As discussed above,
two of the goals of the proposed project are to improve biodiversity options and to provide
a migratory flyway stopover for birds within the urban core. The proposed project is located
in a portion of the north/northeast Minneapolis urban environment that is dominated by
industrial uses and has limited access to both the river and natural areas. Once complete,
the proposed project would increase habitat quantity and quality and is therefore expected
to increase the biological diversity and species richness in the immediate area.
Restoration of Hall’s Island would increase the availability, heterogeneity and interspersion
of diverse, natural habitat along this reach of the Mississippi River, including a net gain of
nearly one acre of high-quality aquatic habitat, as well as improvement in habitat quality to
the existing steep riprap shoreline areas. The side channel would be designed to
incorporate features that improve mussel, fish, amphibian, and reptile habitat along this
stretch of river. The establishment of desirable mussel habitat in the Upper St. Anthony Falls
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Pool should create a valuable resource for mussel reintroduction efforts being conducted by
the MNDNR and USFWS.
In addition to the side channel, several other project features have been incorporated to
promote habitat diversity. The riparian bench would include pockets of shrubs within the
herbaceous vegetation layer to provide diverse habitat features for songbirds, amphibians,
reptiles, and small mammals. The upland zone would provide a mix of floodplain forest and
mesic to wet herbaceous layers that would provide habitat for migratory birds. Accumulated
driftwood, snags, rock ledges, and brush nesting areas would be installed to provide habitat
for birds, turtles, and fish. Furthermore, the sandy beach and cobble areas would provide
habitat for migratory shorebirds.

Historic Properties
Describe any historic structures, archeological sites, and/or traditional cultural properties on
or in close proximity to the site. Include: 1) historic designations, 2) known artifact areas,
and 3) architectural features. Attach letter received from the State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO). Discuss any anticipated effects to historic properties during project
construction and operation. Identify measures that will be taken to avoid, minimize, or
mitigate adverse effects to historic properties.
A records review was conducted at the Minnesota Historical Society (MHS) to gather
information about known historic properties and archaeological sites in the vicinity of the
proposed project area. No recorded historic structures or archaeological sites are located
within the boundaries of the proposed project area. There are 206 historic structures and six
archaeological sites located with 0.5 miles of the proposed project area (Figure 13).
Additionally, the proposed project area would be located adjacent to the northern
boundary of the St. Anthony Falls Historic District.
Historic maps and photographs were also used to track the changes to the proposed
project area. Figure 4 shows the approximate historic outline of Hall’s Island that existed
prior to the 1966 dredging, in addition to the location of the proposed island and shoreline.
Information from the historic documents indicate that the majority of the historic island was
removed and placed as part of the 1966 dredging project, with the exception of the
southeast portion of the island lying under and directly north and south of the Plymouth
Avenue bridge. A decorative lighthouse structure is currently located on the south end of
the former island, south of the Plymouth Avenue Bridge. The lighthouse was built as part of
Boom Island Park development, which was completed in 1988.
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No known historic properties exist within the proposed project area. Aside from the
lighthouse, which construction activities would avoid, no standing structures are within the
project area. Due to the heavily disturbed nature of the soils, as a result of historic dredging,
it is not anticipated that intact archaeological deposits would be present within the
proposed project area. As such, it is anticipated that no historic properties would be
adversely affected by the proposed project.

Visual
Describe any scenic views or vistas on or near the project site. Describe any project related
visual effects such as vapor plumes or glare from intense lights. Discuss the potential visual
effects from the project. Identify any measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate visual effects.
The proposed project would be part of the viewshed from the Plymouth Avenue Bridge and
Boom Island Park located to the south, and from James I. Rice West River Parkway and
recreational trails located directly across the Mississippi River.
Phase I would cause temporary visual impacts during soil cleanup and grading activities, as
well as from changes to the river shoreline during the construction of Hall’s Island. No
environmental effects associated with visual glare or equipment vapor plumes are expected
during construction activities.
It is anticipated that the proposed project would improve the visual quality of the area by
converting a former industrial area into parkland, increasing shoreline, and incorporating
native vegetation diversity to a portion of the river where it is presently absent. Therefore,
no measures have been proposed to avoid, minimize or mitigate visual effects.

Air
a.

Stationary source emissions – Describe the type, sources, quantities and compositions of
any emissions from stationary sources such as boilers or exhaust stacks. Include any
hazardous air pollutants, criteria pollutants, and any greenhouse gases. Discuss effects to air
quality including any sensitive receptors, human health or applicable regulatory criteria.
Include a discussion of any methods used assess the project’s effect on air quality and the
results of that assessment. Identify pollution control equipment and other measures that
will be taken to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects from stationary source
emissions.
Not Applicable – no stationary source emissions would be created by the proposed project.
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b.

Vehicle emissions – Describe the effect of the project’s traffic generation on air emissions.
Discuss the project’s vehicle-related emissions effect on air quality. Identify measures (e.g.
traffic operational improvements, diesel idling minimization plan) that will be taken to
minimize or mitigate vehicle-related emissions.
The proposed project would result in short-term, localized air quality impacts due to
emissions from construction vehicles during Phase I construction activities, which are
expected to last eight months. Emissions from the powered equipment would be minor and
temporary in nature during the construction and are expected to have an overall negligible
impact on air quality.

c.

Construction traffic related to the delivery of project materials and the hauling off-site of
excess soil would temporarily increase traffic during construction. To minimize vehicle
emissions. Dust and odors – Describe sources, characteristics, duration, quantities, and
intensity of dust and odors generated during project construction and operation. (Fugitive
dust may be discussed under item 16a). Discuss the effect of dust and odors in the vicinity
of the project including nearby sensitive receptors and quality of life. Identify measures that
will be taken to minimize or mitigate the effects of dust and odors.
After construction, the proposed project is not expected to generate dust. However, during
construction the proposed project would generate limited amounts of dust as a result of
site grading and preparation. No impacts to quality of life are anticipated as any fugitive
dust emissions from construction activities would be minimized through control measures.
These controls include watering or applying dust suppressants. These may be applied to
exposed soil surfaces and unpaved roads.
The proposed project is not anticipated to generate any odors.

Noise
Describe sources, characteristics, duration, quantities, and intensity of noise generated
during project construction and operation. Discuss the effect of noise in the vicinity of the
project including 1) existing noise levels/sources in the area, 2) nearby sensitive receptors,
3) conformance to state noise standards, and 4) quality of life. Identify measures that will be
taken to minimize or mitigate the effects of noise.
Existing noise levels in the proposed project area are typical of an urban industrial setting.
Surrounding properties are largely a mix of commercial and industrial uses. Noise is
generated primarily by traffic and operations at the adjacent Graco manufacturing site.
Other notable noise sources in the area include traffic noise from the Plymouth Avenue
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Bridge which passes over the southern end of the proposed Hall’s Island site. The nearest
residential receptor would be located to the southeast across the intersection of Sibley Street
NE and 8th Avenue NE (Figure 7). The nearest residence would be more than 150 feet from
the proposed project area (the opposing corner of Sibley Street NE and 8th Avenue NE) and
would be more than 500 feet from the proposed island restoration grading.
Construction noise is expected to be minimal and limited to the noise generated by
construction equipment and workers accessing the proposed project area. The equipment
associated with the proposed project is expected to be limited to general earthmoving
equipment (dozers, loaders, excavators, etc.) and trucks used to haul material (i.e. sand,
gravel, and other materials) to and from the proposed project area. Pile driving may be
needed to install bridge piers, resulting in temporary periods of increased noise. Noise
generated from construction activities would be limited to daytime hours. Construction of
Hall’s Island is expected to begin during low-flow river conditions (typically during winter
months) and be completed within eight months.
No change in long-term noise level is expected after completion of the proposed project.

Transportation
a.

Describe traffic-related aspects of project construction and operation. Include: 1) existing
and proposed additional parking spaces, 2) estimated total average daily traffic generated,
3) estimated maximum peak hour traffic generated and time of occurrence, 4) indicate
source of trip generation rates used in the estimates, and 5) availability of transit and/or
other alternative transportation modes.
The proposed project would not include additional parking, and no parking currently exists
on-site. During the construction phase, parking for workers is anticipated to be provided
onsite or in existing lots at Boom Island Park. Once the proposed project is complete,
visitors would use a combination of adjacent street parking along Sibley Street and the
Boom Island Park parking lot, located immediately south of the proposed project. Boom
Island Park has 102 parking spaces in its main lot and 38 parking spaces in its two ancillary
parking lots. B.F. Nelson Park, located immediately east of and connected to Boom Island
Park also has a parking lot with 24 parking spaces that users may access.
A traffic study of the proposed project was performed by Spack Consulting. Trip generation
was based on the rates published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip
Generation Manual, 9th Edition and adapted to a city park of this size. Table 6 shows
estimated total average daily traffic and estimated peak hour traffic generated for the
proposed project, once fully constructed.
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Table 6

Estimated Traffic
Entering
Vehicle Trips

Exiting
Vehicle Trips

Total
Vehicle Trips

195–250

195–250

390–500

AM Peak Hour

28

22

50

PM Peak Hour

22

17

39

Daily

125

125

250

Peak Hour

25

25

50

Timeframe
Weekday
Daily

Saturday

During the eight-month construction phase, it is anticipated that up to 6,000 trucks would
be entering and/or leaving the proposed project area to haul project-related materials. It is
expected that trucks would utilize local haul routes, including Marshall Street NE (located
one block east of the proposed project) and Broadway Street NE (located three blocks north
of the proposed project). To reduce construction-related traffic congestion, hauling would
be minimized during morning and evening peak traffic hours, to the extent possible.
The proposed project is not directly adjacent to current public transit routes; however, the
11A Metro Transit bus route stops approximately four blocks (0.3 miles) east of the
proposed project and the 7E Metro Transit bus stops approximately 0.5 miles west of the
proposed project. A recently completed segment of the East Bank Trail traverses the
proposed project, with further connections included as part of the proposed project. The
trail connections would allow site access for both bicycle commuters and recreational trail
users. The Metro Transit and trail options would allow visitors to access the site using
alternative modes of transportation, potentially further reducing the relatively low traffic
estimates.
b.

Discuss the effect on traffic congestion on affected roads and describe any traffic
improvements necessary. The analysis must discuss the project’s impact on the regional
transportation system.
If the peak hour traffic generated exceeds 250 vehicles or the total daily trips exceeds 2,500, a
traffic impact study must be prepared as part of the EAW. Use the format and procedures
described in the Minnesota Department of Transportation’s Access Management Manual,
Chapter 5 (available at: http://www.dot.state.mn.us/accessmanagement/resources.html) or a
similar local guidance,
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The proposed project is expected to be accessed via Plymouth Avenue/8th Street NE, which
has existing daily traffic estimates of 9,400 vehicles per day. Based on traffic study results,
the proposed project is anticipated to generate up to 250 vehicle trips per day (i.e. 125
vehicles) and up to 50 vehicle trips (i.e. 25 vehicles) during peak hours. Assuming the site
would be primarily accessed from Plymouth Avenue, proposed project-related traffic would
increase Plymouth Avenue/8th Avenue NE traffic estimates to 9,650 vehicles per day, which
is less than a three-percent increase. This level of increase is still within the capacity of both
Plymouth Avenue (four-lane roadway) and 8th Avenue NE (two-lane roadway). Peak hour
traffic increases would be similarly low.
Previously, the proposed project area was used for industrial purposes, which generated
more local heavy truck traffic and more frequent trips concentrated during business hours.
Traffic projected to be generated by the proposed project is considerably lower in both
volume and vehicle size compared to previous industrial operations.
Based on the low traffic volumes anticipated, the proposed project is not anticipated to
impact local traffic flow and no roadway improvements are warranted to accommodate
traffic generated by the proposed project. Construction of the proposed project is not
anticipated to require any vehicular detours, though the segment of the East Bank Trail
through site would temporarily be re-routed to exclude trail users from the active
construction area.
Nearby regional roadways include Interstate 94, Interstate 394, Trunk Highway 55, and
Trunk Highway 65, all of which are accessible within two miles of the proposed project. Both
interstates have existing daily traffic volumes in excess of 100,000 vehicles per day, while the
highways each have daily traffic volumes of more than 10,000 vehicles per day. Given these
regional roadways have multiple driving lanes and are designed to accommodate very high
traffic volumes, the expected increase of up to 250 vehicles per day from the proposed
project is not expected to impact the regional transportation network.
c.

Identify measures that will be taken to minimize or mitigate project related transportation
effects.
Long-term impacts to the transportation network are not anticipated, though there may be
short-term delays for local traffic during phases of construction that require more frequent
construction traffic on and off the site (i.e. when importing/exporting soil). The contractor
would be responsible for ensuring the roadways are kept clean and clear of constructionrelated debris.
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The segment of the Mississippi East Bank Trail that crosses the proposed project area would
be temporarily detoured during active construction. The detour route would follow the
Sibley Street NE and 10th Avenue NE roadways. It would be signed and graded at 10th
Avenue NE to re-connect to the segment of the trail that continues north. Upon
construction completion, the segment of the Mississippi East Bank Trail that crosses the
proposed project area would be repaired when necessary and made available again to the
public.

Cumulative Potential Effects
(Preparers can leave this item blank if cumulative potential effects are addressed under the
applicable EAW Items)
a.

Describe the geographic scales and timeframes of the project related environmental effects
that could combine with other environmental effects resulting in cumulative potential
effects.
The proposed project would primarily positively affect water resources, recreation, visual
aesthetics, and aquatic and terrestrial habitat within the vicinity of the proposed project
area. In addition, some temporary effects on resources, such as water quality and noise,
would occur during construction of the proposed project. The geographic scale with which
cumulative effects were assessed includes north/northeast Minneapolis and the Mississippi
River from the Lowry Bridge downstream to the Hennepin Avenue Bridge (St. Anthony
Falls).
The timeframe for assessing cumulative effects ranges from short-term construction-related
effects to long-term effects. A timeframe of 25 years is used to assess cumulative effects
since this timeframe captures the short-term construction effects and the long-term
visions/plans captured in the RiverFirst Initiative, Draft Above the Falls Regional Park Master
Plan, Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park Master Plan, MWMO Watershed
Management Plan 2011-2021, and 2030 Regional Parks Policy Plan discussed in EAW Item
9aii.

b.

Describe any reasonably foreseeable future projects (for which a basis of expectation has
been laid) that may interact with environmental effects of the proposed project within the
geographic scales and timeframes identified above.
Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects that are geographically and
temporally similar to the proposed project and therefore could potentially interact with the
environmental effects of the proposed project are limited and include the following;
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•

Mississippi East Bank Trail – This project was completed in the fall of 2016 and
includes a two-way, off-street combined use trail for bicyclists and pedestrians along
the Mississippi River between Boom Island Park and the 1600 block of Marshall
Street Northeast. The Mississippi East Bank Trail travels through the Scherer Site and
would be preserved in construction of the proposed project (Figure 5).

•

Parcel D – This planned future project would include some level of commercial
and/or residential development on the remaining 3.5 acres of land located in the
northeast portion of the Scherer Site (Figure 5). A primary goal for Parcel D
development is to activate and help support operations of the park on the Scherer
Site, as discussed in the RiverFirst Initiative and the Draft Above the Falls Master Plan.
There is no timeline for the development of Parcel D.

While the proposed project for the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island is one of the first
components of the RiverFirst vision for riverfront parks along the Mississippi River, there are
several additional projects outlined in the RiverFirst Initiative and master plans discussed
above under EAW Item 9 (Land Use) that may occur in this geographic area in the future;
however, they either are not yet in the planning stage or are in the very preliminary
planning stages at this point in time. As such, these potential future projects (referred to as
riverfront projects below) are discussed here in general terms, rather than individually with
regards to their potential to interact with the environmental effects of the proposed project.
c.

Discuss the nature of the cumulative potential effects and summarize any other available
information relevant to determining whether there is potential for significant environmental
effects due to these cumulative effects.
The cumulative effects analysis for the proposed project assesses both negative and
beneficial potential environmental effects.
Negative Effects
In general the potential for negative environmental effects (e.g., water quality, noise) from
the proposed project would be short-term, as a result of construction activities; these
effects are discussed in detail in the sections above. Because these effects would be shortterm and localized in nature, they are not likely to interact with environmental effects
associated with any future development of Parcel D and/or additional riverfront projects,
which would occur after the proposed project is complete. Construction activities on the
Scherer Site would affect the use of the portion of the Mississippi East Bank Trail that
traverses the site; however these effects would also be short-term and a marked detour
route would be provided for the duration of construction.
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As discussed above under EAW Item 11 (Water Resources), the proposed project is
expected to result in a maximum rise in the 100-year water surface elevation of 0.12 feet
(1.44 inches) near the center of Hall’s Island and the Scherer Site. Because this rise in flood
elevation would be localized within the proposed project area and the 100-year water
surface elevation is not anticipated to rise upstream or downstream of the proposed project
area, cumulative effects from foreseeable future projects are not anticipated.
While stormwater impacts are not anticipated from the proposed project, development of
Parcel D, and associated impervious surfaces, could require the management of stormwater
runoff through the proposed project area. However, stormwater associated with Parcel D
would either be tied in to the Minneapolis municipal sewer system or addressed in another
suitable manner as determined by the MPRB, any development partners for the project, and
City of Minneapolis stormwater rules.
Beneficial Effects
As previously summarized under EAW Item 9 (Land Use), the proposed project is
compatible with and supports the comprehensive land use planning applicable to the
geographic region of the proposed project, including: RiverFirst, Draft Above the Falls
Regional Park Master Plan, Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park Master Plan, MWMO
Watershed Management Plan 2011-2021, 2030 Regional Parks Policy Plan, and The
Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth (see EAW Item 9, Land Use for a summary of each
of these plans). In support of these plans, the proposed project would result in long-term
positive impacts on recreation and aquatic and terrestrial habitat.
Recreation
The proposed project would increase recreational access and opportunities by creating a
softer, more accessible connection to the river in an area of the north/northeast
Minneapolis urban environment that is currently dominated by industrial uses, with little
access to recreation in natural areas. The proposed gravel beach would provide a way for
the public to access and interact with the river, as much of the shoreline in this area is
currently inaccessible. The gravel beach would also provide a safe, smooth location for
people to launch/land canoes and kayaks. The Hall’s Island boardwalk would provide a
unique experience for users to connect with both the river and nature, but in a controlled
way that would minimize impact to the patterns of native plantings and habitat created on
Hall’s Island.
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Once construction of the proposed project is complete, the Mississippi East Bank Trail
connection through the Scherer Site would perpetuate an important bicycle commuter
connection with Boom Island Park to the south and a trail extension to the north.
Development of Parcel D would provide a way of connecting local businesses and
organizations to the park at the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island.
Development of additional riverfront projects would complement the proposed project and
further meet the objectives of the previously mentioned comprehensive land use plans
developed for this geographic area by enhancing public access to the river through a
continuous system of parks and trails along the Mississippi River.
Aquatic and Terrestrial Habitat
The proposed project is located in a portion of the north/northeast Minneapolis urban
environment that is dominated by industrial uses and has limited access to natural areas. As
discussed above, three of the goals of the proposed project are to improve habitat
opportunities, increase biodiversity, and to provide a migratory flyway stopover for birds
within the urban core.
The proposed project would increase the presence of natural habitats in this highly
industrial area. As discussed above in EAW Item 13 (Fish, wildlife, plant communities, and
sensitive ecological resources) the proposed project would involve the establishment of
natural habitats, including shrub-dominated riparian bench, sandy beach habitat, and an
upland zone providing a mix of floodplain forest and mesic to wet herbaceous layers.
Although the restoration of Hall’s Island would result in the permanent loss of
approximately 1.82 acres of existing aquatic habitat, approximately 2.78 acres of aquatic
habitat would be created within the proposed side channel, resulting in a net gain of
approximately one acre of aquatic habitat. The 2.78 acres of created aquatic habitat would
be of higher quality than existing habitat, providing greater aquatic and terrestrial habitat
heterogeneity, interspersion and complexity as discussed above in EAW Item 13. This
habitat would be designed to incorporate features that favor mussel establishment.
Additional planned habitat features would include nesting/basking logs, rock and brush
nesting areas, sandy beach area, rock ledges and standing snags for fish habitat. The
establishment of desirable mussel habitat in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool should create
a valuable resource for mussel reintroduction efforts being conducted by the MNDNR and
USFWS.
The existing Mississippi East Bank Trail and development of Parcel D would not contribute
to cumulative effects to aquatic and terrestrial habitat, as both of these projects are situated
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1.0 Introduction
Barr Engineering is assisting the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) with reconstruction/rehabilitation of
Hall’s Island, located on the left descending bank (LDB) of the Mississippi River at river mile 855 (Figure 1-1). This site
historically featured a small island separated from the LDB by a side channel. The side channel was filled in the 1960s,
connecting the island to the bank. MPRB acquired the property in 2010, and now proposes re-excavating the side
channel and depositing the material off the bank to recreate the island (see Figure 1-1). The LDB will be converted into a
public park.
Unionids (freshwater mussels) are known to occur in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool of the Mississippi River. A total
of 18 species have been reported from this pool, including the Minnesota threatened species Truncilla donaciformis and
species of special concern Pleurobema sintoxia and Ligumia recta (Table 1-1). Kelner and Davis (2002) surveyed a site
on the right descending bank (RDB) at mile 855.2 (within the RDB survey area in the present study). Six species were
collected live at this site, all of which are considered “common” or “abundant” in the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool. Two
additional species were collected as dead shells, including L. recta (see Table 1-1).
Reconstruction of Hall’s Island may affect resident unionids in several ways. Excavation of the side channel should not
directly affect unionids, as this portion of the project area has been above water for many years. Direct impacts to
unionids may result from placement of fill material to reconstruct the island, as unionids may be buried or crushed
beneath the fill material. Placement of fill may also increase turbidity and sedimentation downstream, which may inhibit
unionid respiration. Finally, unionids may be affected by changes in local hydraulics caused by reconstruction of the
island. Hydraulic changes may extend upstream, downstream, or across the river from the island site. Hydraulic
modeling will occur prior to construction to aid in minimizing project impacts and to explore opportunities to create
mussel habitat as part of the project.
Due to the potential impacts of island reconstruction on resident unionids, a Level I mussel survey was conducted along
the LDB at the island site. Unionids were known to occur on the RDB across from the island as well. Therefore, the
RDB was included in this survey for 2 reasons: to document unionid communities near the island project to aid in mussel
habitat creation efforts, and because hydraulic changes (to be determined by modeling) could potentially extend to this
bank. The objective of the mussel survey was to determine unionid distribution and species composition in areas that
may be directly and/or indirectly affected by reconstructing the island.

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

14-026

1

Packet Pg. 526

5.4.a
November 2014

2.0 Methods
Methods for the Level I mussel survey were developed following the Minnesota Freshwater Mussel Survey and
Relocation Protocol (MN survey protocol; MNDNR & USFWS, 2013). The LDB survey area extended from the Boom
Island Park boat launch to approximately 400 m upstream of the Plymouth Avenue bridge, and covered an area of
approximately 47,600 m2 (11.8 acres). The RDB survey area extended from approximately 50 m upstream of the
Plymouth Avenue bridge to 400 m upstream, and covered an area of 36,000 m2 (8.9 acres; Figure 2-1). The MN survey
protocol calls for at least 20 minutes of qualitative search time per 2000 m2 of impact area. Thus, the LDB survey area
was divided into 24 2000-m2 cells, and the RDB survey area was divided into 18 cells (see Figure 2-1). Each cell was
qualitatively searched for unionids for 20 minutes. Qualitative searches entailed a diver searching the substrate visually
and tactually, collecting all unionids and shells encountered. The 20-min search period was divided into 5-min intervals
to enable better coverage of the area and to facilitate development of a cumulative species curve. The starting point of
each search was recorded with a Trimble Nomad GPS unit (Appendix A). Depth and substrate composition were also
recorded at the start of each search.
All unionids encountered in qualitative searches were identified to species and counted. State-listed species were also
measured (length in mm) and aged (external annuli count). At least one individual of each species collected was
photographed (Appendix B). Dead shells were identified and categorized as either fresh (FD; nacre shiny, hinge line
flexible, periostracum in similar condition as live unionids, likely died within the past few months), weathered (WD;
nacre chalky, hinge line brittle, valves may or may not be attached, likely died months to years ago), or subfossil (SF;
single valves, generally no or discolored periostracum, shells very chalky, likely dead decades to centuries). At least one
shell of each species encountered (if available) was retained as a voucher. After consulting with MNDNR, all unionids
collected in the LDB survey area were relocated to the opposite bank immediately upstream of the RDB survey area.
Unionids collected in the RDB survey area were returned to the river near their original collection locations, as no direct
impacts will occur on this bank.
Fieldwork for the Level I survey was conducted on September 30 – October 2, 2014. Results of the Level I survey were
discussed with the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) to determine if a Level II survey was
necessary. Based on the results of the Level I survey, MNDNR determined that a Level II survey was not necessary at
this site.
.

Attachment: EAW - Attachment A (2017-185 : Scherer Site and Halls Island EAW - Approve Findings of Fact and Negative Declaration)

14-026

2

Packet Pg. 527

5.4.a
November 2014

3.0 Results
3.1 LDB Survey Area
Habitat characteristics were variable throughout the survey area. Along the 3 upstream-most cells, the bank was more
naturally sloping and vegetated. The bank was steep and lined with rip-rap throughout the rest of the area. Depth ranged
from 1.2 m (4 ft) near the bank to 4.0 m (13 ft) in the upstream riverward cell (Figure 3-1). Cobble, gravel, and sand
were the dominant substrate constituents in most of the shoreward cells (Figure 3-2). Cell 12, located in the mouth of the
Boom Island Park boat launch, contained only silt and detritus, while substrate in the riverward cells was almost
exclusively loose sand (see Figure 3-2).
A total of 79 live unionids of 11 species were collected in the LDB survey area (Table 3-1). Quadrula quadrula was by
far the most abundant species, comprising nearly 50% of the total catch. Fusconaia flava (10.1%) was also common; the
remaining 9 species each comprised <10% of the total. One Minnesota threatened Quadrula nodulata was collected near
the riverward edge of the area (Figure 3-3). This individual was an adult approximately 7 years old. One additional
species, L. recta, was collected as a fresh dead shell (see Table 3-1).
Unionids were scattered throughout the area, but were somewhat more abundant in the shoreward cells. Abundance was
highest (31 unionids) in Cell 10 beneath the Plymouth Avenue bridge, though unionids were present in 17 of the 24
sampling cells (see Figure 3-3). Catch per unit effort (CPUE) averaged over the whole survey area was only 0.16
mussels/minute (9.9 mussels/hour; see Table 3-1).
3.2 RDB Survey Area
Habitat in the RDB survey area was fairly similar to the LDB survey area. The bank was gradually sloping above the
waterline, but depth increased rapidly in the river itself, ranging from 2.4 m (8 ft) near the bank to 4.9 m (16 ft)
riverward (see Figure 3-1). Substrate in the shoreward cells was a mixture of boulder, cobble, gravel, and sand in varying
proportions. Substrate in the riverward cells was almost entirely loose sand, except for a small patch of more
heterogeneous substrate in Cell 15 (see Figure 3-2).
A total of 113 unionids of 10 species were collected in the RDB survey area (see Table 3-1). Quadrula quadrula was
again the most abundant species at 55.8% of the total catch. Obliquaria reflexa (17.7%) was also common. The
remaining 8 species each comprised <10% of the total. One Q. nodulata was collected in Cell 10, at the downstream end
of the area (see Figure 3-3). This individual was a juvenile approximately 4 years old. Two additional species were
collected as dead shells (see Table 3-1).
Unionids were present in 15 of the 18 survey cells, but were much more abundant in the shoreward cells than in the
riverward cells (see Figure 3-3). CPUE was nearly twice that in the LDB survey area at 0.31 mussels/minute (18.8
mussels/hour; see Table 3-1).
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4.0 Discussion
Unionids were present in low abundance in both the LDB and RDB survey areas. A total of 192 unionids of 12 species
were collected from both areas combined. Unionid abundance appeared to correlate with substrate composition. In both
areas, unionids were generally more abundant near the banks, where substrate was a more heterogeneous mix of cobble,
gravel, and sand. Few unionids were collected in the riverward cells, where substrate was primarily loose, shifting sand.
This substrate type is likely too unstable to allow unionids to maintain their position on the river bottom, thus precluding
unionid colonization.
Species composition was fairly similar in the LDB and RDB survey areas. Two species, Pyganodon grandis and
Lampsilis cardium, were collected only in the LDB survey area, and 1 species (Lasmigona complanata) was collected
only in the RDB survey area. All other species were collected in both areas. Both areas were dominated by Q. quadrula,
and relative abundance of most other species was similar. The cumulative species curve for the LDB survey area
suggests that there may be a few more species in this area that were not collected in the survey, as new species were still
being collected in the last few samples (Figure 4-1). In contrast, the cumulative species curve for the RDB survey area
suggests that most of the species in this area were collected, as only 1 new species was collected in the last 20 5-min
searches (Figure 4-2). Although overall abundance and CPUE were lower on the LDB, this area may have higher species
richness.
Two Minnesota-threatened Q. nodulata were collected in the survey: 1 adult in the LDB survey area, and 1 juvenile in
the RDB survey area. Both individuals were collected from riverward cells in loose sand substrate, rather than near the
bank where unionids were more abundant. This species had not been previously reported from the Upper or Lower St.
Anthony Falls Pools, but is known to occur in Pool 1 (Kelner, 2011). Recent survey results suggest that the range of this
species is expanding in the upper Mississippi River and tributaries such as the St. Croix River (Hove et al., 2014; M.
Davis, MNDNR, pers. comm).
Kelner and Davis (2002) surveyed a site at river mile 855.2, which falls within the RDB survey area in the present
survey. Species richness was appreciably higher in the present study; Kelner and Davis collected only 6 live species,
compared to 10 species in the RDB survey area and 11 species in the LDB survey area. CPUE in the previous study
(10.5 mussels/hour) was comparable to CPUE in the LDB survey area in the present study (9.9 mussels/hour).
Reconstruction of Hall’s Island may provide opportunities to create mussel habitat as part of the project. Numerous
studies have been conducted that examine habitat characteristics with respect to unionid presence/absence or abundance
(ESI, 2014). In general, unionids appear to be constrained to flow refugia, stable areas of a river that maintain some
current velocity during low flow, but are protected from high current velocity during high discharge (Strayer et al., 2004;
Gagnon et al., 2006; Strayer, 2008; Haag, 2012). This led to studies examining the relationship of unionid presence and
abundance to complex hydraulic variables, such as shear stress and Reynolds number (Hardison and Layzer, 2001;
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Steuer et al., 2008; Zigler et al., 2008; Randklev et al., 2009; Allen and Vaughn, 2010). A combination of these hydraulic
variables and other physical variables, such as depth, substrate, and current velocity, appear to be most useful in
predicting mussel distribution. However, the values of these parameters that correlate with unionid presence or higher
abundance vary among rivers and within different river reaches. Thus, there is not a common combination of values that
defines unionid presence/absence in a given river reach. The most suitable approach for creating habitat at Hall’s Island
may therefore be to find other nearby sites that support healthy unionid communities, measure hydraulic and physical
variables at these sites, and attempt to reproduce these measurements at the island site.
Unionids were present in both the LDB and RDB survey areas. Among these were 2 Minnesota threatened Q. nodulata, a
species which had not previously been reported from the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool. However, overall unionid
abundance was relatively low, and CPUE was less than 1 mussel/minute in both survey areas. All unionids collected in
the LDB survey area, where direct impacts will occur, were relocated to the opposite bank. Some unionids may remain
within the direct impact area, but are likely scarce. Therefore, few unionids are likely to be directly affected by the island
reconstruction project. Measures to minimize sedimentation and turbidity, if possible, may help reduce indirect impacts
to nearby unionids. Opportunities to create mussel habitat will also be considered in the construction process to add to
the value of the reconstructed island as wildlife habitat.
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areas into sampling cells, September-October 2014.
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Figure 3-1. Depth in qualitative
searches, September-October 2014.
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Figure 3-2. Substrate composition in qualitative
searches, September-October 2014.
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Figure 3-3. Live unionids collected in qualitative
searches, September-October 2014.
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Table 1-1. Unionid species reported from the Upper St. Anthony Falls Pool, Mississippi River.
Upper SAF Pool 2

RM 855.2 (RDB) 3

C

-

A
R

-

Quadrulini
Quadrula quadrula

A

Live

Anodontini
Lasmigona complanata
Pyganodon grandis
Strophitus undulatus
Utterbackia imbecillis

R
C
A
R

Live
-

Lampsilini
Lampsilis cardium
Lampsilis siliquoidea
Leptodea fragilis
Ligumia recta
Obliquaria reflexa
Potamilus alatus
Potamilus ohiensis
Toxolasma parvus
Truncilla donaciformis
Truncilla truncata

A
C
A
C
A
A
R
R
R
A

Dead
Live
Dead
Live
Live
Live

18
0
18

6
2
8

Species

MN Status 1

Amblemini
Amblema plicata
Pleurobemini
Fusconaia flava
Pleurobema sintoxia

SC

SC

T

Live species
Historic
Total species

Minnesota listing status; T = threatened, SC = special concern; MNDNR (2013)
R = Rare, does not usually appear in sample collections, populations are small either naturally or have
declined and may or may not be near extirpation; C = Commonly taken in most samples, can make up
a large portion of some samples; A = Abundantly taken in most samples. Kelner (2011).
3
Kelner and Davis (2002)
1

2

15
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16

1
38
7
5
1
3
5
5
2
79
11
12
480
0.16

Quadrulini
Quadrula nodulata
Quadrula quadrula

Anodontini
Lasmigona complanata
Pyganodon grandis
Strophitus undulatus

Lampsilini
Lampsilis cardium
Lampsilis siliquoidea
Leptodea fragilis
Ligumia recta
Obliquaria reflexa
Potamilus alatus
Truncilla truncata

Total
Live species
Total species

Search time (min.)
Avg. mussels/min.

FD = fresh dead shell, WD = weathered dead shell

8

Pleurobemini
Fusconaia flava

1

4

No. Live

Amblemini
Amblema plicata

Species

100.0

1.3
3.8
6.3
6.3
2.5

8.9
6.3

1.3
48.1

10.1

5.1

LDB
Relative
Abundance (%)

55

2 FD, 5 WD
1 FD, 8 WD
1 FD
3 WD
2 FD, 4 WD
1 FD, 4 WD

2 FD, 2 WD
1 FD, 8 WD

1 WD
2 FD, 5 WD

3 FD

-

Dead Shells 1

360
0.31

113
10
12

1
20
1
3

2
7

1
63

11

4

No. Live

100.0

0.9
17.7
0.9
2.7

1.8
6.2

0.9
55.8

9.7

3.5

RDB
Relative
Abundance (%)

Table 3-1. Unionids collected in the vicinity of the Hall's Island reconstruction project, September-October 2014.

33

2 WD
1 WD
3 WD
5 FD, 9 WD
1 WD

-

10 WD

1 WD

1 WD

Dead Shells 1
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GPS coordinates of qualitative searches, September-October 2014
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Appendix A. GPS coordinates of qualitative searches, September-October 2014.
Survey Area
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB

Cell

Replicate

Latitude

Longitude

1
1
1
1
2
2
2
2
3
3
3
3
4
4
4
4
5
5
5
5
6
6
6
6
7
7
7
7
8
8
8
8
9
9
9
9
10
10
10
10
11
11
11
11
12
12
12
12

1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4

44.99656
44.99665
44.99654
44.99641
44.99622
44.99615
44.99596
44.99596
44.99586
44.99568
44.99559
44.99573
44.99553
44.99541
44.99528
44.99526
44.99502
44.99512
44.99497
44.99484
44.99479
44.99462
44.99450
44.99440
44.99435
44.99440
44.99418
44.99416
44.99396
44.99393
44.99386
44.99374
44.99353
44.99350
44.99347
44.99361
44.99332
44.99316
44.99307
44.99315
44.99301
44.99288
44.99280
44.99297
44.99324
44.99307
44.99294
44.99277

-93.27385
-93.27386
-93.27388
-93.27369
-93.27396
-93.27367
-93.27362
-93.27372
-93.27356
-93.27354
-93.27352
-93.27361
-93.27318
-93.27324
-93.27328
-93.27315
-93.27342
-93.27332
-93.27338
-93.27321
-93.27302
-93.27316
-93.27294
-93.27312
-93.27312
-93.27294
-93.27308
-93.27268
-93.27282
-93.27271
-93.27267
-93.27258
-93.27275
-93.27223
-93.27238
-93.27246
-93.27215
-93.27233
-93.27217
-93.27210
-93.27205
-93.27190
-93.27170
-93.27163
-93.27149
-93.27137
-93.27109
-93.27118

All coordinates are in NAD83 datum.
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Appendix A. GPS coordinates of qualitative searches, September-October 2014.
Survey Area
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB
LDB

Cell

Replicate

Latitude

Longitude

13
13
13
13
14
14
14
14
15
15
15
15
16
16
16
16
17
17
17
17
18
18
18
18
19
19
19
19
20
20
20
20
21
21
21
21
22
22
22
22
23
23
23
23
24
24
24
24

1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4

44.99241
44.99265
44.99258
44.99234
44.99260
44.99276
44.99283
44.99267
44.99316
44.99306
44.99299
44.99296
44.99340
44.99327
44.99318
44.99331
44.99379
44.99370
44.99357
44.99361
44.99424
44.99422
44.99413
44.99404
44.99460
44.99446
44.99436
44.99431
44.99501
44.99492
44.99483
44.99477
44.99535
44.99528
44.99517
44.99510
44.99575
44.99560
44.99561
44.99554
44.99614
44.99615
44.99599
44.99597
44.99643
44.99624
44.99628
44.99626

-93.27160
-93.27172
-93.27195
-93.27194
-93.27213
-93.27209
-93.27234
-93.27227
-93.27255
-93.27270
-93.27266
-93.27234
-93.27299
-93.27301
-93.27287
-93.27264
-93.27354
-93.27333
-93.27312
-93.27298
-93.27343
-93.27332
-93.27337
-93.27353
-93.27377
-93.27396
-93.27378
-93.27357
-93.27362
-93.27372
-93.27378
-93.27386
-93.27397
-93.27377
-93.27396
-93.27381
-93.27425
-93.27398
-93.27420
-93.27385
-93.27435
-93.27412
-93.27429
-93.27404
-93.27449
-93.27423
-93.27445
-93.27416

All coordinates are in NAD83 datum.
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Appendix A. GPS coordinates of qualitative searches, September-October 2014.
Survey Area
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB

Cell

Replicate

Latitude

Longitude

1
1
1
1
2
2
2
2
3
3
3
3
4
4
4
4
5
5
5
5
6
6
6
6
7
7
7
7
8
8
8
8
9
9
9
9
10
10
10
10
11
11
11
11
12
12
12
12

1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4

44.99654
44.99645
44.99660
44.99653
44.99621
44.99622
44.99594
44.99600
44.99577
44.99587
44.99573
44.99551
44.99516
44.99537
44.99531
44.99514
44.99504
44.99490
44.99479
44.99480
44.99466
44.99454
44.99449
44.99444
44.99420
44.99419
44.99414
44.99412
44.99394
44.99392
44.99391
44.99373
44.99348
44.99351
44.99333
44.99340
44.99346
44.99351
44.99369
44.99360
44.99379
44.99382
44.99387
44.99392
44.99413
44.99411
44.99419
44.99425

-93.27559
-93.27570
-93.27573
-93.27585
-93.27575
-93.27589
-93.27558
-93.27583
-93.27556
-93.27581
-93.27567
-93.27567
-93.27532
-93.27569
-93.27556
-93.27560
-93.27530
-93.27538
-93.27543
-93.27531
-93.27536
-93.27524
-93.27511
-93.27527
-93.27523
-93.27498
-93.27507
-93.27514
-93.27464
-93.27473
-93.27484
-93.27469
-93.27476
-93.27455
-93.27478
-93.27442
-93.27391
-93.27399
-93.27398
-93.27415
-93.27410
-93.27413
-93.27416
-93.27429
-93.27438
-93.27430
-93.27438
-93.27450

All coordinates are in NAD83 datum.
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Appendix A. GPS coordinates of qualitative searches, September-October 2014.
Survey Area
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB
RDB

Cell

Replicate

Latitude

Longitude

13
13
13
13
14
14
14
14
15
15
15
15
16
16
16
16
17
17
17
17
18
18
18
18

1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4

44.99452
44.99452
44.99463
44.99475
44.99483
44.99486
44.99490
44.99496
44.99547
44.99544
44.99542
44.99528
44.99591
44.99578
44.99566
44.99563
44.99628
44.99612
44.99609
44.99600
44.99649
44.99662
44.99642
44.99637

-93.27448
-93.27464
-93.27470
-93.27480
-93.27477
-93.27477
-93.27488
-93.27485
-93.27489
-93.27476
-93.27503
-93.27517
-93.27494
-93.27503
-93.27507
-93.27478
-93.27491
-93.27487
-93.27504
-93.27520
-93.27516
-93.27490
-93.27519
-93.27483

All coordinates are in NAD83 datum.
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Appendix B
Representative photographs of unionid species collected at the Hall’s Island reconstruction project,
September-October 2014
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Above: Amblema plicata. Below: Fusconaia flava.
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Quadrula nodulata
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Above: Quadrula quadrula. Below: Lasmigona complanata.
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Above: Pyganodon grandis. Below: Strophitus undulatus.
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Above: Lampsilis cardium. Below: Leptodea fragilis.
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Above: Obliquaria reflexa. Below: Potamilus alatus.
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Truncilla truncata
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Baker, Richard (DNR)
Emily Grossman
Davis, Mike J (DNR); Jessica L. Butler
RE: Halls Island mussel survey
Thursday, October 16, 2014 4:50:09 PM

Emily,
I have reviewed the results of your surveys and have concluded that no further mussel
surveys, nor any mussel relocation, will be necessary for this project.
I’ll look forward to receiving a full final report on the surveys for the Hall’s Island project.
Regards,
Rich
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>
Richard J. Baker
Minnesota Endangered Species Coordinator
Division of Ecological and Water Resources
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
500 Lafayette Rd., Box 25
St. Paul, MN 55155
Phone: 651/259-5073
E-mail: richard.baker@state.mn.us
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/eco/nhnrp
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>
From: Emily Grossman [mailto:egrossman@ecologicalspecialists.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2014 5:31 PM
To: Baker, Richard (DNR)
Cc: Davis, Mike J (DNR)
Subject: Re: Halls Island mussel survey

Rich,
Here are updated documents with our final Level I results for the Halls Island project. As
anticipated, we didn't find many more mussels today. We had 4 cells left to survey on the
RDB, and found 4 more mussels there (no new species). We had 10 cells remaining on the
LDB side, and collected 11 more mussels in those cells. Among those were one species we
had not yet collected live (Lampsilis cardium) and one more Q. nodulata.
I spoke to Mike Davis today and he mentioned you and he were planning to discuss our results
Friday afternoon. If you could give me a call when you've decided whether Level II is
necessary, that would be great - my cell number is 847-269-4159.
Thanks,
Emily Grossman
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On Wed, Oct 1, 2014 at 9:12 PM, Emily Grossman <egrossman@ecologicalspecialists.com>
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5.4.a

As you know, we've been out working on the mussel survey for the Halls Island construction
project this week. I wanted to pass along our results so far for you to start considering if we
may need to do a Level II survey. We do still have a full day of work to do Thursday, but we
will be out near mid-channel all day and thus far have found very few mussels that far off the
bank (all loose sand substrate), so I don't expect to have very much to add after Thursday's
work is complete. We will plan to go home to St. Louis on Friday if possible, if Level II is not
needed, so I figured sending these partial results now would be preferable to sending you
everything Thursday afternoon.
I have attached a map depicting our survey cells and the number of live mussels per cell, as
well as tables of number live by species for each bank. In summary, we have found 68 mussels
of 8 species on the left descending bank (direct impact area) so far. Quadrula quadrula was by
far the most abundant species. No listed species were collected live; however, we did collect
one fresh dead Ligumia recta shell (species of special concern). In general, mussels were fairly
scattered throughout most of this area. We did encounter a small patch where mussels were
more abundant in Cell 10 (see map), and did exceed 1 mussel per minute in this cell.
On the right descending bank, we have collected 109 mussels of 10 species. As on the left
bank, Q. quadrula was the most abundant species. We did collect what looks like one
threatened Quadrula nodulata at the downstream-riverward end of this area. I sent pictures to
Mike Davis and Bernard Sietman to get their opinion, and also sent them to Heidi, who agrees
that it appears to be Q. nodulata. Mussels were somewhat more abundant on the right bank as
compared to the left bank - we averaged slightly under 1 mussel per minute in many of the
cells along the bank, though we did not exceed 1 mussel/minute in any of the cells.
Please review these results as you have time and advise if we may need to do any Level II
survey work. I will try to get in touch with you when we finish up Thursday afternoon to let
you know what the final result is, but as I mentioned above, we'll be working mid-channel and
are not expecting to find much more out there.
Thank you,
Emily Grossman
Aquatic Biologist
Ecological Specialists, Inc.
1417 Hoff Industrial Drive
O'Fallon, MO 63366

636 281-1982

egrossman@ecologicalspecialists.com

-Emily Grossman
Aquatic Biologist
Ecological Specialists, Inc.
1417 Hoff Industrial Drive
O'Fallon, MO 63366
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SCHERER SITE AND HALL’S ISLAND RECONSTRUCTION
FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECORD OF DECISION
Background
The Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board (MPRB) is the Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU) for
environmental review of the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction Project. The preparation of
the Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) was in accordance with the Environmental Review
Regulations of the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (EQB) for a mandatory EAW.
The EAW was reviewed by the MPRB Board of Commissioners and found to be complete for distribution
at their February 15, 2017 meeting. The EAW was filed with the EQB and circulated for review and
comment to the EQB’s EAW Distribution List. The notice was published in the EQB Monitor on February
20, 2017, announcing a 30‐day comment period which ended on March 22, 2017. A news release was
issued informing the public that the EAW was available at the MPRB’s web page, at MPRB Headquarters,
and at the Minneapolis Central Library. The news release directed people wishing to make comments to
file them with the MPRB.

Brief Project Description
The MPRB is proposing to restore Hall’s Island in the Mississippi River and establish an adjacent eight‐
acre riverfront park at the Scherer Site. This property, formerly owned by Scherer Brothers Lumber
Company, is located on the east bank of the Mississippi River, upstream of Plymouth Avenue in
northeast Minneapolis. Recreation of Hall’s Island would create new habitat within the Mississippi River
channel in a portion of the north/northeast Minneapolis urban environment that is dominated by
industrial uses and has limited access to natural areas. Hall’s Island is currently planned to feature
several types of natural habitats, including a shrub‐dominated riparian bench, sandy beach, and an
upland zone providing a mix of floodplain forest and mesic to wet herbaceous layers. The side channel
east of the island (between the island and the mainland) would be designed to incorporate features that
improve mussel habitat along this stretch of river. Additional planned habitat features for fauna include
nesting/basking logs, rock and brush nesting areas, sandy beach area, rock ledges and standing snags for
habitat.
In addition to the island, the park design for the Scherer Site would include a gravel beach designed to
withstand seasonal flooding and multiple zones of native vegetation. The recently‐constructed
Mississippi East Bank Trail connection through the site will be preserved, serving as an important bicycle
commuter connection with Boom Island to the south and a trail extension to the north. Additional public
amenities that may be included at the Scherer Site include boat rental and storage for paddlers, a
farmer’s market area, a park‐supportive café pavilion, and terraced gathering spaces to be programmed
throughout the seasons.
Construction of Hall’s Island and a park at the Scherer Site are consistent with RiverFirst initiatives to
transform currently low habitat‐value segments of the river corridor through island and shoreline
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
Findings of Fact and Record of Decision
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restoration. Additional benefits derived from these efforts include creating economic and recreation
opportunities in underserved communities.
The proposed project is planned to be constructed in phases, with Phase 1 beginning in late 2017. Phase
1 will consist of soil clean‐up, debris removal, and grading at the Scherer Site, and construction of Hall’s
Island. It is anticipated that construction would begin by grading the Scherer Site and then working
outward from the mainland to construct the island. The mainland portion of the project would be
contoured according to the proposed grading plan using on‐site materials. Excess materials from grading
would either remain stabilized on‐site for future incorporation or disposed of at an approved off‐site
location. Phase 1 construction is anticipated to last up to eight months, with the majority of the in‐water
work proposed to occur during low‐flow conditions.
Additional, future phases of island development would include boardwalk construction, as well as
pedestrian bridge abutments, piers, and pedestrian bridges to connect the mainland with the island. The
boardwalk would consist of an elevated walkway allowing pedestrians to traverse the length of the
island while limiting pedestrian access to other parts of the island as a means of protecting habitat. In
addition, the boardwalk would allow for movement of water and wildlife below the elevated walkway.
Observation platforms along the boardwalk would allow opportunities for users to enjoy river and
skyline views outside of the main walkway. Future phases of the mainland park development include
increased landscaping, additional shared use trail connections, equipment rental facilities, and
structures needed to support activities such as a farmers market, a café, and/or interpretive
programming. Construction timing for future phases of island and park development is dependent on
project funding.

Comments Received, Responses, and Other Documents Reviewed
The 30‐day EAW review and comment period began February 20, 2017 and terminated March 22, 2017.
A total of ten written comments were received during the public comment period, three from the
public, six from government agencies, and one from a special interest group:











Sean O’Brien
Jacqueline Rodkewich
John Binks
City of Minneapolis
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
U.S. Department of the Interior – National Park Service
Metropolitan Council
Minnesota Historical Society – Minnesota Historic Preservation Office
Friends of the Mississippi River

Written comments were received from the Minnesota Department of Transportation after the close of
the public comment period on March 28, 2017; those comments are also addressed here.
The following section provides a summary of these comments and responses to them. Comment letters
are available for review in Exhibit A.
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Public Comments – Sean O’Brien, received 2/21/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:
Comment 2:

Response 2:
Comment 3:
Response 3:

Comment 4:
Response 4:

I am writing to say that I am very excited to see that the MPRB has decided to move
ahead with this project. I look forward to the day when parkland lines the banks of the
Mississippi River from north to south throughout all of Minneapolis.
Comment noted.
Prioritize the environment, with a high value put on returning as much land as possible
to its historic, natural state and protecting native endangered wildlife such as monarch
butterflies and other pollinators.
Comment noted.
Encourage equity by making this land accessible and usable by people of all means and
backgrounds.
Local beneficiaries of the proposed project include users of park facilities, particularly
those in underserved areas of north and northeast Minneapolis. The proposed park
would also extend beyond a particular segment of the City by becoming part of the
MPRB’s regional park system, a network of larger sized parks that essentially function as
the metro‐area’s version of the state park system. The proposed project would be
available to all users and would be designed to comply with Americans with Disabilities
Act access guidelines.
Provide for a variety of physical activities for people of all ages and abilities, especially in
ways that connect people to nature.
Comment noted. As identified in the EAW, the proposed project is being driven by three
key components: ecological benefits (protecting and supporting a diverse range of native
species); community connections (reconnecting people to the River through a dynamic,
year‐round park experience); and recreation (providing a softer shoreline edge and more
accessible connection to the River, and linking multiple regional routes).

Public Comment – Jacqueline Rodekewich, received 2/21/2017
Comment 1:
Response 1:

Return Halls Island to a natural state. Native plants only. Let the river be a river.
Comment noted. The planting plan incorporates use of plants suited for, and native to,
this riparian setting.

Public Comments – John Binks, received 2/25/2017
Comment 1:
Response 1:

I support, wholeheartedly and without reservation, the Hall’s Island restoration project
as outlined in the EAW.
Comment noted.

Comment 2:
Response 2:

The goals for the project appear clear, feasible, interconnected, and laudable.
Comment noted.

Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Comment 3:

Response 3:
Comment 4:
Response 4:

The pedestrian footbridge is a fine idea, especially, too, in combination with the riparian
bench which “would be constructed such that it would not be attractive or easy for
users to access the island from the water to protect habitat.”
Comment noted.
Try to be careful that the uses are not inconsistent with maintaining a sense of the
serenity and naturalness of the area, i.e., don’t “overload” the site with activity.
The proposed project has been developed with a focus on creating a natural setting with
opportunities for recreational use or access to recreational use in defined spaces (i.e.
trails, boardwalk, beach, etc.)

Comment 5:
Response 5:

Consider how uses out of season might be encouraged.
Upon completion, the proposed project would be available for use year‐round. Off‐peak
seasonal uses are expected to be similar to uses at other MPRB parks and areas along
the river and may include activities such as hiking, snow‐shoeing, etc. Trails would be
maintained according to the MPRB’s winter maintenance plan.

Comment 6:

I realize that the neighboring area is out of scope, but it would help to clarify what this
sentence in the EAW actually implies: “Commercial development in this location would
aid in activating and financially supporting the operations of the park. Parcel D
development would occur under a separate process and is not included with the
currently proposed Scherer Site and Hall’s Island project.” My concern, as you might
anticipate, is that in seeking a source of financial support for the Hall’s Island project,
compromises might be made that ultimately imperil and degrade the goals set out in
the EAW.
As described in the EAW, Parcel D is a planned future project that would include some
level of leased development space for office/commercial use, flexible seasonal use as
well as park supportive space on the remaining 3.5 acres of land located in the northeast
portion of the Scherer Site. The MPRB would retain ownership of the parcel of land. A
primary goal for Parcel D development is to activate and help support operations of the
park on the Scherer Site, as discussed in the River First Initiative and the Draft Above the
Falls Master Plan. There is no timeline for the development of Parcel D. Parcel D
development would occur under a separate process and is not included with the
currently proposed Scherer Site and Hall’s Island project.

Response 6:

Agency Comments – City of Minneapolis, received 3/17/2017
Comment 1:
Response 1:
Comment 2:
Response 2:

Section 8, page 11, “City of Minneapolis ‐ PDR” – Floodplain permitting is primarily
completed through the City’s land use application and review, not through PDR.
Comment noted.
Section 11, page 18, “…regional groundwater flow is from west‐southwest toward the
Mississippi River.” – Verify direction of groundwater flow is from the west‐southwest.
This text should state that regional groundwater flow is to the west‐southwest toward
the Mississippi River.

Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

Response 4:
Comment 5:

Response 5:

Comment 6:
Response 6:

Comment 7:

Response 7:

Section 11.b.ii, page 19, “Stormwater Management” – The project appears to trigger the
City’s stormwater management requirements. There appears to be 0.5 acres of post‐
construction impervious surfaces proposed (Table 2). Please address compliance with
the City’s stormwater management requirements.
Coordination with the City Public Works Storm and Surface Water Management staff will
be part of project permitting to ensure that the project is developed in a manner that
complies with City stormwater management requirements.
Section 11.b.iii, page 20, “Water Appropriation” – The EAW does not specifically state
dewatering during construction will not be necessary. Please verify if this is the case. If
dewatering of groundwater would be needed, discuss potential for contamination and
appropriate dewatering measures.
Dewatering is not anticipated to be needed as part of project construction. As such, the
proposed project would not appropriate surface or groundwater.
Page 45, “Cumulative potential effects” – Clarify that the stormwater associated with
Parcel D could tie into the Minneapolis storm sewer system rather than sanitary sewer
system.
Stormwater management for Parcel D will be addressed in a suitable manner concurrent
with development of that parcel. Proposed stormwater management measures will
align with development of the parcel along with City of Minneapolis stormwater rules.
Figure 8 – There is also a City storm sewer located on the south side of 8th Ave NE,
potentially in the Project Area. This should be identified and addressed if impacted.
The City storm sewer will be noted on the plans. The referenced sewer will not be
impacted as part of the first phase of the project. If there is potential for impact to this
storm sewer line in future development phases, then any impacts will be addressed
during the time of design.
Plans, “Existing City storm sewer outfall” – The existing storm sewer outfall on the south
side of 8th Ave NE appears to outlet directly at the proposed Lighthouse Bridge east
abutment. The outfall should be located in relation to any proposed improvements to
allow access and not create conflicts between the flows and infrastructure.
The referenced sewer will not be impacted as part of the first phase of the project. If it is
impacted in the future, under final design of the bridge abutments, modifications or
improvements to that existing infrastructure will be addressed at that time.

Agency Comments – Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR), received 3/20/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:

The [EAW] document provides a thorough analysis of potential impacts and proposed
mitigation methods, but additional information, including an alternatives analysis may
be required as part of the Work in Public Waters permit application process.
Comment noted. It is expected that an alternatives analysis will be included as part of
permitting, per permit application requirements.
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Comment 2:

Response 2:

Regarding mussel species, we would like to note that we have released other mussel
species that are not listed in the EAW below Lock and Dam 1, and fish could have
conceivably brought juveniles upstream prior to the Upper St. Anthony lock closures.
Those include the federally endangered winged mapleleaf (Quadrula fragosa), MN
Threatened spike (Elliptio diatata), mucket (Actinonaias ligamentina), and washboard
(Megalonaias nervosa). We have not seen evidence during any of our recent surveys,
but it is possible that they are present.
Comment noted.

Agency Comment – Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), received 3/22/2017
Comment 1:
Response 1:

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) staff has reviewed the EAW and have no
comments at this time.
Comment noted.

Agency Comments – U.S. Department of Interior – National Park Service (NPS), received 3/22/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:
Comment 2:

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3:
Comment 4:

The entire project is located with the MNRRA and the resulting habitat and recreation
improvements are largely consistent with the policies set forth by our Comprehensive
Management Plan (CMP).
Comment noted.
Section 6(b.), p. 7 – Three future pedestrian bridges are mentioned. The north bridge is
planned to be the longest constructed with four span segments and the placement of
three piers in the new side channel. Is there potential for the three piers and/or narrow
exit of the side channel to present safety risks to paddlers, boats, or park users during
high flow events?
The pedestrian bridges associated with the proposed project are not anticipated to pose
high‐flow hazards greater than other bridge and pier structures that currently exist on
the Mississippi River. Access to Hall’s Island during periods of high flow will be evaluated
on a case‐by‐case basis. Bridges to the island may be closed if use is deemed to pose a
safety hazard at the time.
Section 6(d.), p. 8 – In this section it is stated that, “The proposed project is driven by
three key components:
o Ecological Benefits, protecting and supporting a diverse range of native terrestrial
species and,”
It should be noted that the project would benefit aquatic species as well.
o Ecological Benefits, protecting and supporting a diverse range of native terrestrial
and aquatic species and”
“Aquatic species” was intended to be part of this sentence and inadvertently omitted.
Table 2, p. 10 – The table provides a comparison summary of cover types before and
after the project. In the table, the cover types of “lawn” and “landscaping” are
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Response 4:

Comment 5:

Response 5:
Comment 6:

Response 6:

Comment 7:
Response 7:

combined into one. They should be distinguished from each other and the amount of
lawn in the final project should be minimized given the habitat focus of the project. By
listing these separately, the amount of new habitat created would be better
understood.
Table 2 was populated based on cover types identified in the EQB’s EAW Form, following
cover type definitions in the EQB’s EAW Guidelines. This increase in lawn/landscaping
cover type is due to the planned conversion of the current vacant lot/sparse vegetation
cover type to vegetated park land on the Scherer Site.
Section 9(a.)(ii.), p. 12‐14 – The Comprehensive Management Plan (CMP) for the
Mississippi River and Recreation Area (MNRRA) should be recognized and described in
this section.
Comment noted.
Section 19(c), p. 45 – Stormwater impacts are not anticipated with this project, but it is
noted that development of Parcel D could require stormwater management. The EAW
states that “stormwater associated with Parcel D would either be tied into the
Minneapolis municipal sewer system or addressed in another suitable manner as
determined by the MPRB, any development partners for the project, and City of
Minneapolis. Since the overall project is habitat focused, a commitment should be made
to use BMPs to minimize stormwater impacts. This could be done by committing to
implement the performance goals within the Minimal Impact Design Standards (MIDS)
developed by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)
Stormwater management for Parcel D will be addressed in a suitable manner concurrent
with development of that parcel. Proposed stormwater management measures will
align with development of that parcel along with City of Minneapolis stormwater rules.
Figure 4 – The depiction of the recreated island implies completion in 2014. It should be
changed to 2018.
Comment noted. The current plan for the recreated island generally matches that which
was planned in 2014. The label depicting the image on the far right of Figure for as
“Proposed Project” became omitted in final document compilation.

Agency Comments – Metropolitan Council, received 3/21/2017
Comment 1:

Item 6b, Project Description – The EAW should provide the context that a portion of the
Scherer Site is within Above the Falls Regional Park. Because that portion of the site is
designated as regional parkland, acquisition of the land was eligible for Minnesota
Legacy Parks and Trails Fund and the Metropolitan Council’s Regional Park Acquisition
Opportunity Fund grants. The EAW should clarify that the site was also acquired with
Metropolitan Council bonds. This section references the 2013 Draft Above the Falls
Regional Park Master Plan. Please note that this master plan has not been approved by
the Metropolitan Council, which is required prior to implementation of the plan.
However, the Metropolitan Council approved a separate amendment to the Above the
Falls Regional Park Master Plan in September 2014, which addresses the restoration of
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
Page 7
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Response 1:

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Hall’s Island and the development of Scherer Park. This amendment should be explained
in the EAW.
Comment noted. The Metropolitan Council has approved several separate amendments
to the Above the Falls Regional Park Master Plan; in September 2014 a master plan
amendment for the Scherer Park was approved by the Metropolitan Council.
Item 6b, Project Description – The plan is to ultimately make the proposed island
accessible by boardwalk trail and bridges from the east bank, and by canoe along over
half its eastern bank. This creates challenges for the indicated main project goals of
maintaining the island as a natural habitat environment and migratory bird flyway
stopover location.
The emergent island will only be an average of 100‐125 feet in width when the
Mississippi River (River) is at ordinary high water level, and would be completely
submerged during a 100‐year return frequency flood event. The proposed construction
elevation of the boardwalk at approximately two feet above grade across the length of
the island will place a small portion of the boardwalk above the 100‐year return
frequency flood elevation of 808 feet, while most of the boardwalk will be below the
water level. The proposed north access bridge from the eastern river bank, as well as
either end of the boardwalk, will protrude above the water level at the flood stage,
making it especially vulnerable to damage from floating debris moving downstream
during high water periods.
The information as stated in the comment is correct. Island infrastructure has been
designed to prevent damage in large, rare flow events (i.e., no boardwalk railings,
boardwalk aligned parallel to flow direction, island vegetation will reduce flow velocities,
etc.) and is noted.
Item 6b, Project Description – While the stated intent of the future boardwalk
component of the island reconstruction project is to “limit pedestrian access (from the
boardwalk to other parts of the island) as a means of protecting habitat,” it is extremely
doubtful that efforts to limit island ‘exploring’ will be very successful. If supplied with a
boardwalk down its entire length and a gravel beach along half its east‐facing length,
the island will present itself as an attractive opportunity for sightseeing.

If the ultimate intent is for all island visitors to remain on the boardwalk at all times,
planned signage must make that position very clear. Night access should be prevented,
or a development of footpaths and accumulation of trash will take place throughout the
island, quickly deteriorating its fragile ecosystem and deterring its ability to function as a
‘drawing card’ for either migrating songbirds or refuge for ‘a diverse range of native
terrestrial species.’
Response 3:
The boardwalk would be designed and installed as part of a future phase. Boardwalk
signage will be considered during that phase. It is intended that the boardwalk be raised
up off the ground and include a bumper curb, making access off the boardwalk onto the
island difficult and visually discouraged. The beach proposed on the eastern portion of
the island is anticipated to draw those species that prefer open, sandy areas to breed
and nest and would be comprised of different materials than the mainland gravel beach.
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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The riparian bench would separate the island beach area from the water’s edge. The
shrub community will make access from the water onto this area difficult and, hopefully,
undesirable.
MPRB hours for parks are 6 am‐midnight in developed areas and 6 am‐10 pm in
undeveloped areas; the proposed project would follow standard MPRB operating hours.
Comment 4:

Response 4:
Comment 5:

Response 5:
Comment 6:

Response 6:

Item 6d, Project Description – This section should indicate that Hall’s Island and a
portion of the Scherer site are part of Above the Falls Regional Park, which is component
of the metropolitan regional parks system, rather than the “Minneapolis regional park
system.”
Comment noted
Item 9ai, Land Use – The EAW describes a number of parks that are in the vicinity of the
Scherer site. For context, this section should recognize that these parks are components
of Above the Falls Regional Park and Central Mississippi Riverfront Regional Park to
relate to discussions of these regional parks in other portions of the EAW. Additionally, a
map showing the Scherer site, Above the Falls and Central Mississippi Riverfront
Regional Parks, and the Mississippi East Bank Trail should be added to the EAW.
Comment noted. See Figure 1 (attached as Exhibit B).
Item 9aii, Land Use – This section references the 2013 Draft Above the Falls Regional
Park Master Plan. Since that plan has not been approved by the Metropolitan Council,
the section should be revised to discuss the proposed project’s consistency with the
2014 Above the Falls Regional Park Master Plan Amendment (Business Item No. 2014‐
231), which has received Metropolitan Council approval for the restoration of Hall’s
Island and the development of Scherer Park.
The EAW references the Metropolitan Council’s 2030 Regional Parks Policy Plan and the
2030 Regional Development Framework. These documents are no longer in effect and
have been replaced by the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan and Thrive MSP 2040,
respectively. An analysis of how the project is consistent with these policy documents
should be included in the EAW and the reference to these documents should be revised.
Comment noted. The Metropolitan Council adopted the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan
in February 2015 and Thrive MSP 2040 in May 2014. These are the current policy
documents for the regional park system. Based upon a further review of the current
plans the project is consistent with these policy documents. The project directly
addresses the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan advances the Thrive MSP 2040 outcomes
of Stewardship, Prosperity, Equity, Livability, and Sustainability through expansion of
“the Regional Parks System to conserve, maintain, and connect natural resources
identified as being of high quality or having regional importance”; providing a
“comprehensive regional park and trail system that preserves high‐quality natural
resources, increases climate resiliency, fosters healthy outcomes, connects communities,
and enhances quality of life in the region”, and “strengthen(ing) equitable usage of
regional parks and trails by all our region’s residents, such as across age, race, ethnicity,
income, national origin, and ability.”
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Comment 7:

Response 7:

Comment 8:

Response 8:

Item 9aii, Land Use – This section references the Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable
Growth (2009), the comprehensive plan for the City of Minneapolis. It mentions the
Open Spaces and Parks Chapter, which discusses strategies for expanding access to the
Mississippi River in a manner that implements the Above the Falls Master Plan. The EAW
should be revised to address the guiding land use for the Scherer Brothers site, which is
currently guided as Transitional Industrial. When the City updates its comprehensive
plan, the guiding land use should be consistent with the updated regional park boundary
and use, as well as the planned non‐park uses on Parcel D. If development precedes the
update, it may require a comprehensive plan amendment. In either case, the
Metropolitan Council will evaluate the amendment for consistency with Council policies
and for conformance with the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan.
The Scherer Brothers site is Transitional Industrial; parks are a permitted land use for the
site. The City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan (Minneapolis 2040), is currently being
updated and will reflect the land use changes.
Item 19, Cumulative Potential Effects – References to the 2013 Draft Above the Falls
Regional Park Master Plan and the 2030 Regional Parks Policy Plan throughout this
section should be revised to reflect the 2014 Above the Falls Regional Park Master Plan
Amendment and the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan as described above.
Comment noted. The 2013 Draft Above the Falls Regional Park Master Plan and
subsequent amendments to the plan approved in 2014 and 2015 and the 2040 Regional
Parks Policy Plan are the most current plans.

Minnesota Historical Society – Minnesota Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), received
3/22/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:
Comment 2:

Response 2:
Comment 3:

As you are aware, a part of the proposed project, specifically the area south of the
Plymouth Avenue Bridge, is located within the boundary of the St. Anthony Falls Historic
District, a historic property which is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. We
have reviewed the proposed project documentation as included in the EAW, the Project
overview and 60% Design Plans (dated 12/12/2016) and it is our opinion that the
project, as currently proposed, will not adversely affect the St. Anthony Falls Historic
District.
Comment noted
In regards to the archeological resources, we have reviewed the information included in
the EAW and we have determined that the potential for intact archeological resources
within the project area is low and therefore we believe that no further archeological
investigation is needed.
Comment noted.
If this project is considered for federal financial assistance, or requires a federal permit
or license, then review and consultation with our office will need to be initiated by the
lead federal agency.

Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Response 3:

Comment noted. Table 3 of the EAW, Permits and Approvals Required, identifies the
need for SHPO coordination for Section 106 compliance as a part of the USACE’s
permitting process. Required permits and approvals are also listed below.

Special Interest Group Comments – Friends of the Mississippi River (FMR), received 3/22/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:
Comment 2:

Response 2:

Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

In general, we are very satisfied with the information provided in the EAW document.
We commend MPRB for doing their due diligence to examine potential impacts to the
Mississippi River environment and we do not think an EIS is warranted.
Comment noted
The Planting Plan in Appendix A, L‐04 shows sycamore (Platanus occidentalis L)
plantings, which are not native to Minnesota. Given the fact that sycamore trees are
native in Iowa and Wisconsin and their inclusion may be in pursuit of an assisted
migration strategy for this species (in response to climate change), we can support this
species being planted. We would like to recommend, however, that 50 percent of the
sycamore plantings be replaced with Eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoids), because of
their importance to the riverine ecosystem and because natural cottonwood
regeneration along the river has stagnated. Following the existing plan, which states,
“allowing cottonwoods to naturally regenerate on the lowest areas.” Without planting
new ones, may result in a lack of cottonwoods on the island due to poor natural
regeneration.
Sycamore is included in the 60% design‐level planting plan as a way to provide a long‐
term vegetation strategy that considers species migration in response to climate change.
The recommendation to partially incorporate Eastern cottonwood in place of sycamore
will be considered as part of the 90% design plans.
The plans for a restored Hall’s Island show riprap will be used. If possible, a more
natural approach is desired, as riprap provides little habitat value and is unattractive. If
riprap is used, adding vegetation would increase its habitat value. We recommend
adding live stakes between the rocks, or creating lines of vegetation by adding shrubs,
sedges, rushes, etc. within the riprap matrix.
The use of riprap in island construction is necessary to protect the island from erosion
and portions of the side channel from scour due to river velocities and fluctuating water
levels. Riprap will primarily be placed below the ordinary high level and under typical
circumstances will not be visible. Bioengineering methods, including vegetated
reinforced soil slopes, are included in upper portions of the project shoreline to provide a
more naturalized form of erosion protection.
Pages 6‐8 lay out MPRB’s proposed strategy for construction sequencing. The approach
of dredging out the middle, then the downstream end and then finally the upstream end
makes sense. This will minimize sediment being released into the water, however there
could be some pitfalls. This approach requires that low water conditions persist long
enough to complete the in‐stream work. With rain and flooding becoming more
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Response 4:

Comment 5:
Response 5:
Comment 6:

Response 6:

Comment 7:

Response 7:

frequent, we would like to see a contingency or emergency response plan created in the
event of unexpected high flows during winter months.
The contractor awarded the contract for this project will be responsible for ensuring that
construction is completed in a manner that minimizes sediment transport into the
Mississippi River, to the extent practicable, under a variety of uncertain weather
conditions.
We strongly support the project purposes of ecological benefits, community
connections and recreation.
Comment noted.
Table 2 on page 10 shows that there will be an increase in lawn/landscaping cover from
0.3 to 3.5 acres. We would like to see the use of no‐mow short or native short‐grass
prairie instead of turf. A suggested alternative for the turf area could be a short grass
prairie with an abundance of forbs for pollinators, or even some small pollinator
gardens or patches interspersed with turf.
Comment noted. This increase in lawn/landscaping cover type is due to the planned
conversion of the current vacant lot/sparse vegetation cover type to vegetated park land
on the Scherer Site. The planting plan for upland portions of the Scherer Site will be
developed as part of a future phase as funding becomes available.
We agree with the assessment in sections 9 through 20 that the impacts from this
project will be largely positive, and that negative impacts to water resources, fish,
wildlife, sensitive ecological features, historic properties, air quality and neighborhood
livability will largely be temporary and of little to no long‐term consequence.
Comment noted.

Agency Comments – Minnesota Department of Transportation, received 3/28/2017
Comment 1:

Response 1:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has reviewed the Scherer Site
and Halls Island Reconstruction site plans and has no comments, as the proposed
project should have little or no impact on MnDOT’s highway system.
Comment noted.

Environmental Issue Summary
Based on the information contained in the EAW and in the written comments received, the Scherer Site
and Hall’s Island Reconstruction project does not create significant environmental issues. Adverse
impacts to the environment would all only be temporary in nature and related to project construction.
Long‐term effects are beneficial to both the natural and human environments.

Comparison of Potential Impacts with Evaluation Criteria under Minnesota Rules
In deciding whether a project has the potential for significant environmental effects and whether an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is needed, the RGU (MPRB) must consider the impacts that may
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
Findings of Fact and Record of Decision
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be reasonably expected to occur from the project with four criteria by which potential impacts must be
evaluated (Minnesota Rules, Part 4410.1700, Subp. 7A through 7D).

A. Type, extent, and reversibility of environmental impacts
Based upon information provided in the EAW and the responses to public and agency comments,
including the comments provided by the MNDNR, MPCA, NPS, and FMR, the MPRB concludes that the
potential environmental effects of the project will be limited in extent, temporary, or reversible. In
general, long‐term project effects are beneficial both to the natural and human environments.

B. Cumulative potential effects. The RGU shall consider the following factors: whether the
cumulative potential effect is significant; whether the contribution from the project is
significant when viewed in connection with other contributions to the cumulative
potential effect; the degree to which the project complies with approved mitigation
measures specifically designed to address the cumulative potential effect; and the efforts
of the proposer to minimize the contributions from the project.
The Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction project is not dependent on the initiation or
development of any other project. Development of the Scherer Site park and restoration of Hall’s Island
is a priority project of RiverFirst, serving as an entry point to the Mississippi River, Mississippi East Bank
Trail, and upper river regional park system.
The EAW does not address potential future development of Parcel D as it would occur under a separate
process, independent from this project and is thus not a connected action. While the Parcel D project is
geographically proximate to the project, it and this project are not considered phased actions, as neither
Parcel D nor this project is a prerequisite for the other.
For each of the environmental effects listed in the EAW and Responses to Comments, the Scherer Site
and Hall’s Island Reconstruction project would potentially contribute to only minor increases in
cumulative potential effects on the project area relative to other contributors. There are no related
projects affecting this proposed project area at this time that would result in significant cumulative
impacts when combined with the proposed project.

C. The extent to which environmental effects are subject to mitigation by ongoing public
regulatory authority. The RGU may rely on mitigation measures that are specific and that
can be reasonably expected to effectively mitigate the identified environmental impacts
of the project.
Mitigation of any impacts from the project will be achieved through design and inclusion of best
management practices (BMPs), or regulations currently in place, including permit approvals,
enforcement of regulations, or other programs as listed here in the table:

Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Unit of Government
U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers

Permit/Approval
Section 404/Section 10 Permit

Justification
Required for placement of fill in Mississippi River in
order to construct island.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Section 7 Concurrence

Concurrence that the project will not affect threatened
or endangered species. Accompanies USACE permit.

State Historic Preservation
Office

Section 106 Concurrence

Concurrence that the project will not affect
historic/cultural resources. Accompanies USACE permit.

Section 401 Water Quality
Certification

Approval that the project will not contribute to longterm water quality concerns.

NPDES/SDS Construction
Stormwater Permit

Permit to control and treat construction-related
stormwater.

Response Action Plan

Plan for managing contaminated materials during site
development.

Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources

Work in Public Waters Permit

Required for island construction in the Mississippi River,
which is identified as a state public water.

MN Office of State
Archaeologist

Project Approval

Approval that the project will not affect historic/cultural
resources.

Preliminary Development Review

Review of project for adherence with City design and
development standards.

Conditional Use Permit

Required to develop park in area zoned medium
industrial.

No-Rise Certificate

Demonstrates that project will not result in an increase
in flood elevations.

Right-of-Way Permit

For work under Plymouth Avenue Bridge

Bridge Engineer Approval

For project activities that take place beneath the
Plymouth Avenue Bridge.

Construction Permit

Required for construction activity on MPRB land.

Maintenance Agreement

Define maintenance responsibilities between MPRB and
City of Minneapolis

Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency

City of Minneapolis

MPRB

D. The extent to which environmental effects can be anticipated and controlled as a result
of other available environmental studies undertaken by public agencies or the project
proposer, including other EIS’s.
No other environmental effects, other than what is noted in the EAW, are anticipated. Environmental
effects related to project construction, including stormwater management and invasive species control,
can be controlled per the results of the following studies:
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency. 2005. State of Minnesota Stormwater Manual. Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency, St. Paul, MN.
Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Minnesota Invasive Species Advisory Council. 2009. A Minnesota State Management Plan for Invasive
Species. State of Minnesota, St. Paul, MN.

Decision on the Need for an Environmental Impact Statement
Minnesota Rules 4410.0300, Subp. 3. Purpose, states (in part):
Environmental documents shall not be used to justify a decision, nor shall indications of adverse
environmental effects necessarily require that a project be disapproved. Environmental
documents shall be used as guides in issuing, amending, and denying permits and carrying out
other responsibility of governmental units to avoid or minimize adverse environmental effects
and to restore and enhance environmental quality.
Minnesota Rules 4410.0300, Subp. 4. Objectives, further sets forth:
The process created by parts 4410.0200 to 4410.6500 is designed to:
A.
B.

C.
D.
E.

Provide usable information to the project proposer, governmental decision makers, and the
public concerning the primary environmental effects of a proposed project;
Provide the public with systematic access to decision makers, which will help to maintain
public awareness of environmental concerns and encourage accountability in public and
private decision making;
Delegate authority and responsibility for environmental review to the governmental unit
most closely involved in the project;
Reduce delay and uncertainty of the environmental review process, and
Eliminate duplication.

Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction
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Based on the Environmental Assessment Worksheet and related documentation for the Scherer Site and
Hall’s Island Reconstruction project, the Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board, as the Responsible
Governmental Unit (RGU) for this environmental review, makes the following conclusions:
1. The Environmental Assessment Worksheet and related documentation for the Scherer Site and
Hall’s Island Reconstruction project were prepared in compliance with the procedures of the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act and Minnesota Rules, Parts 4410.1000 to 4410.1700.
2. The record demonstrates that implementation of this project does not have the potential for
significant environmental effects. Therefore, the MPRB makes a Negative Declaration and does
not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Scherer Site and
Hall’s Island Reconstruction Project.

Attached Exhibits:
A. Public and Agency Comments
B. Figure 1
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Exhibit A:

Public and Agency Comments
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From: Sean O'Brien [mailto:smdobrien@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 8:20 AM
To: Duesman, Jon
Subject: Hall's Island Restoration Project Comments

Mr. Duesman,
I am writing to say that I am very excited to see that the MPRB has decided to move ahead with this project. I
look forward to the day when parkland lines the banks of the Mississippi River from north to south throughout
all of Minneapolis.
My comments in regards to this project are as follows:
1. Prioritize the environment, with a high value put on returning as much land as possible to it's historic,
natural state and protecting native endangered wildlife such as monarch butterflies and other pollinators
2. Encourage equity by making this land accessible and usable by people of all means and backgrounds
3. Provide for a variety of physical activities for people of all ages and abilities, especially in ways that
connect people to nature.
I was part of the CAC for the SSAMP and was very impressed with Adam Arvidson and the entire MPRB team.
I believe strongly in the mission and the vision of our park board and am confident that it will continue with this
exciting project.
Best Regards,
Sean O'Brien
smdobrien@gmail.com
(612) 597-9515
6028 10th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55417
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From: Jacqueline Rodkewich [mailto:jgrincphone@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 9:32 AM
To: Duesman, Jon
Subject: Halls Island Public comment

Return Halls Island to a natural state. Native plants only. Let the river be a river.
Thanks
Jacqueline Rodkewich
1603 Adams St Ne
Minneapolis Mn
55413
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From: Jon Binks | Innovating Minds 4 Change [mailto:innovatingminds4change@mailworks.org]
Sent: Saturday, February 25, 2017 10:24 AM
To: Duesman, Jon
Subject: Hall's Island EAW

Dear Jon Duesman,
I’m a Marcy-Holmes resident (601 Main Street SE, #434) who regularly walks along that stretch of the river
with my wife. I support, wholeheartedly and without reservation, the Hall’s Island restoration project as
outlined in the EAW.
A few comments:







The goals for the project appear clear, feasible, interconnected, and laudable
The pedestrian footbridge is a fine idea, especially, too, in combination with the the riparian bench
which "would be constructed such that it would not be attractive or easy for users to access the island
from the water to protect habitat.”
The varied uses for the proposed site are worth thinking through carefully; "Additional public amenities
that may be included at the Scherer Site include boat rental and storage for paddlers, a farmer’s market
area, a park-supportive café pavilion, and terraced gathering spaces to be programmed throughout the
seasons.” Two comments: 1) try to be careful that the uses are not inconsistent with maintaining a sense
of the serenity and naturalness of the area, i.e., don’t “overload” the site with activity and 2) consider
how uses out of season might be encouraged.
I realize that the neighboring area is out of scope, but it would help to clarify what this sentence in the
EAW actually implies: "Commercial development in this location would aid in activating and
financially supporting the operations of the park. Parcel D development would occur under a separate
process and is not included with the currently proposed Scherer Site and Hall’s Island project.” My
concern, as you might anticipate, is that in seeking a source of financial support for the Hall’s Island
project, compromises might be made that ultimately imperil and degrade the goals set out in the EAW.

Again, a notable project with many valuable long-term benefits for the surrounding communities, etc.
All best,
Jon Binks
Jonathan Binks
Innovating Minds for Change
innovatingminds4change.com
612-379-3402 (home)
612-655-2165 (cell)
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From: Dvorak, Hilary A. [mailto:Hilary.Dvorak@minneapolismn.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 17, 2017 2:11 PM
To: Duesman, Jon
Cc: Strehlo, Jeremy T.; Stout, Elizabeth A.
Subject: Comments on the Scherer Site and Hall's Island Reconstruction EAW

Jon,
Below are the comments from the City’s comments on the Scherer Site and Hall's Island Reconstruction EAW.
Section Page

8

11

11.b.ii

Item

Comment

11

City of Minneapolis ‐ PDR

Floodplain permitting is primarily
completed through the City's land use
application and review, not through PDR.

18

.. Regional groundwater flow is from
west‐southwest toward the Mississippi
River.

Verify direction of groundwater flow is
from west‐southwest.

Stormwater Management

The project appears to trigger the City's
stormwater management
requirements. There appears to be 0.5
acres of post‐construction impervious
surfaces proposed (Table 2). Please
address compliance with the City's
stormwater management requirements.

19
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11.b.iii

20

45

Figures

Plans

Water appropriation

The EAW does not specifically state
dewatering during construction will not
be necessary. Please verify if this is the
case. If dewatering of groundwater
would be needed, discuss potential for
contamination and appropriate
dewatering measures.

Cumulative potential effects

Clarify that the stormwater associated
with Parcel D could tie into the
Minneapolis storm sewer system rather
than sanitary sewer system,.

Figure 8

There is also a City storm sewer located
on the south side of 8th Ave NE,
potentially in the Project Area. This
should be identified and addressed if
impacted.

Existing City storm sewer outfall

The existing storm sewer outfall on the
south side of 8th Ave NE appears to
outlet directly at the proposed
Lighthouse Bridge east abutment. The
outfall should be located in relation to
any proposed improvements to allow
access and not create conflicts between
the flows and infrastructure.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Hilary
Hilary Dvorak | Principal City Planner| City of Minneapolis | CPED – Land Use, Design and Preservation
250 South 4th Street | Room 300 | Minneapolis, MN 55415
Phone: 612-673-2639 | Fax: 612-673-2526 | hilary.dvorak@minneapolismn.gov
The City's website is now: www.minneapolismn.gov
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Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Ecological and Water Resource
1200 Warner Road
St. Paul, MN 55106
March 20, 2017

Transmitted Electronically

Michael Schroeder
Construction Project Manager
2117 West River Road
Minneapolis, MN 55411
Re: Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction EAW
Dear Mr. Schroeder,
The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has reviewed the Environmental Assessment Worksheet
(EAW) for the Scherer Site and Hall’s Island Reconstruction project. We offer the following comments.
The EAW correctly notes that a DNR Work in Public Waters Permit will be required for the proposed excavation,
fill, and bridge crossings, as well as a FEMA Conditional Letter of Map Revision and City Floodplain Permit. The
document provides a thorough analysis of potential adverse impacts and proposed mitigation methods, but
additional information, including an alternatives analysis may be required as part of the Work in Public Waters
permit application process.
Regarding mussels species, we would like to note that we have released other mussel species that are not listed
in the EAW below Lock and Dam 1, and fish could have conceivably brought juveniles upstream prior to the
Upper St. Anthony lock closure. Those include the federally endangered winged mapleleaf (Quadrula fragosa),
MN Threatened spike (Elliptio dilatata), mucket (Actinonaias ligamentina) and washboard (Megalonaias
nervosa). We have not seen evidence for this during any of our recent surveys, but it is possible that they are
present.
Thank you for the consideration of our comments. Feel free to contact me with any questions
(keith.parker@state.mn.us or 651-259-5635).
Sincerely,

Keith Parker, Regional Director
CC: Mike Davis (River Ecologist), Kate Drewry (Area Hydrologist), Rebecca Horton (Region Environmental
Assessment Ecologist), Liz Harper (Assistant Regional Manager), Terri Yearwood (Regional Manager)
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United States Department of the Interior

IN REPLY REFER TO:

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Mississippi National River and Recreat ion Area
Ill E. Kellogg 8 lvd., Ste I 05
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1256

L3033
March 22, 2017
Michael Schroeder
Assistant Superintendent for Planning Services
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
2117 West River Road
Minneapolis, MN 55411
RE: Environmental Assessment Worksheet: Scherer Site and Hall's Island Reconstruction
Dear Michael Schroeder,
The National Park Service (NPS), Mississippi National River and Recreation Area (MNRRA), has reviewed
the draft Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) prepared for the Schere r Site and Hall's Island
Reconstruction. MNRRA was designated by Congress in 1988 to "preserve, protect and enhance the
significant values of the Mississippi River and to provide for orderly public and private development in
the Twin Cities metro area ." 1 The entire project is located within the MNRRA and the resulting habitat
and recreational improvements are largely consistent with the policies set forth by our Comprehensive
Management Plan (CMP).
The restoration of Hall's Island and establishment of an eight acre riverfront park at the former Scherer
Site would be a great benefit to the Mississippi River. The project would convert a former industrial site
in the upper river of Minneapolis into an environmentally focused park w ith the potential to establish
new diverse aquatic and terrestrial habitats, and enhanced recreational and interpretive opportunities.
The project viewed cumulatively within the environmental, recreational and economic vis ions set forth
in the Above the Falls and RiverFirst Plans paints a picture of a future healthy, vibrant, and natural
riverfront that will support the economic and cultural vitality of the upper river in Minneapolis. 2
You will find our specific comments regarding the EAW on the following pages. If you have any
questions, please contact my planner, Rory Stierler at 651-293-8440.
Sincerely,

fov~o~n~
Superintendent

Public Law 100-696, Title Vll(b).
City of Minneapolis, Above the Falls Master Plan, June 2013 and Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board,
RiverFirst: A Park Design and Implementation Plan for the Upper Riverfront, March 2012
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MNRRA COMMENTS - EAW: SCHERER SITE AND HALL’S ISLAND RECONSTRUCTION
Section 6(b.) - p. 7
Three future pedestrian bridges are mentioned. The north bridge is planned to be the longest
constructed with four span segments and the placement of three piers in the new side channel. Is there
potential for the three piers and/or narrow exit of the side channel to present safety risks to paddlers,
boats, or park users during high flow events? 3
Section 6(d.) - p. 8
In this section it is stated that, “The proposed project is driven by three key components:
o Ecological Benefits, protecting and supporting a diverse range of native terrestrial
species and,”
It should be noted that the project would benefit aquatic species as well.
o Ecological Benefits, protecting and supporting a diverse range of native terrestrial and
aquatic species and,”
Table 2 - p. 10
The table provides a comparison summary of cover types before and after the project. In the table, the
cover types of “lawn” and “landscaping” are combined into one. They should be distinguished from
each other and the amount of lawn in the final project should be minimized given the habitat focus of
the project. By listing these separately, the amount of new habitat created would be better understood.

Section 9(a.)( ii.) - p. 12-14
The Comprehensive Management Plan (CMP) for the Mississippi National River and Recreation Area
(MNRRA) should be recognized and described in this section. There is suggested text below:
“The Comprehensive Management Plan (CMP) for the Mississippi National River and Recreation Area
(MNRRA) provides a policy framework for coordinated efforts to protect and interpret the nationally
significant resources of the corridor and for analyzing other federal, state, or local plans and individual
actions in the area. The CMP’s primary policies include (1) the preservation and enhancement of
3

Mississippi National River and Recreation Area, Comprehensive Management Plan, Visitor Use
Management (6), “Assess the adequacy of visitor safety and enforcement in the corridor. Increased user safety,
especially in the urban areas of the river corridor, will be a high priority for plan implementation.” p. 40
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environmental values of the area, (2) enhanced public outdoor recreation opportunities in the area, (3)
the conservation of protection of the scenic, historical, cultural, natural, and scientific values of the area,
and (4) the commercial use of the area and its related natural resources, consistent with the protection
of the values for which the area was established.” 4
Section 19(c.) - p. 45
Stormwater impacts are not anticipated with this project, but it is noted that the development of Parcel
D could require stormwater management. The EAW states that “stormwater associated with Parcel D
would either be tied in to the Minneapolis municipal sewer system or addressed in another suitable
manner as determined by the MPRB, any development partners for the project, and City of Minneapolis
stormwater rules.
Since the overall project is habitat focused, a commitment should be made to using BMPs to minimize
stormwater impacts. This could be done by committing to implement the performance goals within the
Minimal Impact Design Standards (MIDS) developed by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA). 5
Figure 4
The depiction of the recreated island implies completion in 2014. It should be changed to 2018.

4

Mississippi National River and Recreation Area , Comprehensive Management Plan , p. 4
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Minimal Impact Design Standards,
https://www.pca.state.mn.us/water/enhancing-stormwater-management-minnesota, (last visited March 21, 2017)

5
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March	
  22,	
  2017	
  
	
  
Mr.	
  Jon	
  Duesman,	
  Construction	
  Project	
  Manager	
  
Minneapolis	
  Park	
  &	
  Recreation	
  Board	
  
2117	
  West	
  River	
  Road	
  N	
  
Minneapolis,	
  MN	
  55411	
  
	
  
Re:	
  Environmental	
  Assessment	
  Worksheet	
  for	
  Scherer	
  Site	
  and	
  Hall’s	
  Island	
  Reconstruction	
  
	
  
Mr.	
  Duesman:	
  
	
  
Friends	
  of	
  the	
  Mississippi	
  River	
  (FMR)	
  is	
  a	
  non-‐profit	
  organization	
  with	
  a	
  mission	
  to	
  
engage	
  community	
  members	
  and	
  other	
  stakeholders	
  to	
  protect,	
  restore	
  and	
  enhance	
  the	
  
Mississippi	
  River	
  and	
  its	
  watershed	
  in	
  the	
  Twin	
  Cities	
  region.	
  We	
  represent	
  thousands	
  of	
  
people	
  in	
  the	
  metropolitan	
  area	
  who	
  care	
  deeply	
  about	
  what	
  happens	
  around	
  the	
  river,	
  
including	
  a	
  growing	
  membership	
  of	
  over	
  2,400	
  people	
  and	
  more	
  than	
  6,000	
  volunteers	
  
engaged	
  in	
  2016.	
  FMR	
  was	
  founded	
  in	
  1993	
  to	
  provide	
  a	
  voice	
  for	
  the	
  river	
  and	
  newly	
  
formed	
  National	
  Park	
  –	
  The	
  Mississippi	
  National	
  River	
  and	
  Recreation	
  Area	
  (MNRRA).	
  
	
  
FMR	
  has	
  been	
  an	
  active	
  participant	
  in	
  planning	
  for	
  new	
  parks	
  and	
  trails	
  along	
  the	
  river	
  in	
  
north	
  and	
  northeast	
  Minneapolis	
  since	
  1998.	
  We	
  participated	
  in	
  the	
  working	
  group	
  that	
  put	
  
together	
  Minneapolis’	
  Above	
  the	
  Falls	
  Master	
  Plan	
  and	
  Vision,	
  and	
  we	
  have	
  played	
  a	
  
leadership	
  role	
  on	
  the	
  Above	
  the	
  Falls	
  Community	
  Advisory	
  Committee	
  (AFCAC)	
  since	
  its	
  
inception	
  in	
  2001.	
  Working	
  in	
  collaboration	
  with	
  AFCAC	
  and	
  other	
  community	
  
organizations,	
  we	
  also	
  participated	
  as	
  a	
  stakeholder	
  in	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  RiverFirst	
  
Plan.	
  
	
  
In	
  addition,	
  we	
  have	
  two	
  professional	
  ecologists	
  on	
  staff	
  that	
  develop	
  management	
  plans	
  
and	
  conduct	
  ecological	
  restoration	
  at	
  more	
  than	
  30	
  natural	
  area	
  sites	
  in	
  the	
  Twin	
  Cities.	
  
Their	
  input	
  on	
  the	
  planting	
  plan	
  is	
  included	
  in	
  this	
  letter.	
  
	
  
We	
  highly	
  value	
  our	
  strong	
  relationship	
  with	
  MPRB	
  and	
  the	
  trust	
  that	
  has	
  been	
  established	
  
between	
  our	
  organizations.	
  We	
  currently	
  have	
  a	
  five-‐year	
  MOU	
  with	
  MPRB	
  to	
  conduct	
  
restoration	
  at	
  Olson	
  Park	
  in	
  north	
  Minneapolis	
  and	
  the	
  Mississippi	
  River	
  Gorge	
  in	
  south	
  
Minneapolis.	
  Additionally,	
  FMR	
  and	
  MPRB	
  enter	
  a	
  park	
  stewardship	
  agreement	
  annually	
  
that	
  outlines	
  our	
  work	
  to	
  engage	
  several	
  hundred	
  volunteers	
  at	
  river	
  restoration	
  sites	
  on	
  
MPRB	
  land.	
  In	
  that	
  spirit	
  of	
  cooperation	
  and	
  shared	
  goals,	
  we	
  offer	
  the	
  following	
  comments	
  
on	
  the	
  EAW.	
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In	
  general,	
  we	
  are	
  very	
  satisfied	
  with	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  in	
  the	
  EAW	
  document.	
  We	
  
commend	
  MPRB	
  for	
  doing	
  their	
  due	
  diligence	
  to	
  examine	
  potential	
  impacts	
  to	
  the	
  
Mississippi	
  River	
  environment	
  and	
  we	
  do	
  not	
  think	
  an	
  EIS	
  is	
  warranted.	
  
	
  
6.	
  Project	
  Description	
  
The	
  document	
  (page	
  6)	
  states,	
  "Once	
  island	
  construction	
  is	
  complete,	
  upland	
  portions	
  
would	
  be	
  vegetated	
  with	
  native,	
  habitat-‐supportive	
  herbaceous	
  seed	
  mixes,	
  shrubs,	
  and	
  
trees,	
  and	
  temporary	
  erosion	
  control	
  measures	
  installed;	
  vegetation	
  maintenance	
  would	
  be	
  
required	
  for	
  up	
  to	
  five	
  years	
  or	
  until	
  performance	
  standards	
  established	
  by	
  permitting	
  are	
  
met."	
  	
  
	
  
However,	
  the	
  Planting	
  Plan	
  in	
  Appendix	
  A,	
  L-‐04	
  shows	
  sycamore	
  (Platanus	
  occidentalis	
  L)	
  
plantings,	
  which	
  are	
  not	
  native	
  to	
  Minnesota.	
  	
  Given	
  the	
  fact	
  that	
  sycamore	
  trees	
  are	
  native	
  
in	
  Iowa	
  and	
  Wisconsin	
  and	
  their	
  inclusion	
  may	
  be	
  in	
  pursuit	
  of	
  an	
  assisted	
  migration	
  
strategy	
  for	
  this	
  species	
  (in	
  response	
  to	
  climate	
  change),	
  we	
  can	
  support	
  this	
  species	
  being	
  
planted.	
  	
  We	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  recommend,	
  however,	
  that	
  50	
  percent	
  of	
  the	
  sycamore	
  plantings	
  	
  
be	
  replaced	
  with	
  Eastern	
  cottonwood	
  (Populus	
  deltoides),	
  because	
  of	
  their	
  importance	
  to	
  
the	
  riverine	
  ecosystem	
  and	
  because	
  natural	
  cottonwood	
  regeneration	
  along	
  the	
  river	
  has	
  
stagnated.	
  Following	
  the	
  existing	
  plan,	
  which	
  states,	
  "allowing	
  cottonwoods	
  to	
  naturally	
  
regenerate	
  on	
  lowest	
  areas,”	
  without	
  planting	
  new	
  ones,	
  may	
  result	
  in	
  a	
  lack	
  of	
  
cottonwoods	
  on	
  the	
  island	
  due	
  to	
  poor	
  natural	
  regeneration.	
  
	
  
The	
  plans	
  for	
  a	
  restored	
  Hall’s	
  Island	
  show	
  riprap	
  will	
  be	
  used.	
  	
  If	
  possible,	
  a	
  more	
  natural	
  
approach	
  is	
  desired,	
  as	
  riprap	
  provides	
  little	
  habitat	
  value	
  and	
  is	
  unattractive.	
  If	
  riprap	
  is	
  
used,	
  adding	
  vegetation	
  would	
  increase	
  its	
  habitat	
  value.	
  We	
  recommend	
  adding	
  live	
  stakes	
  
between	
  the	
  rocks,	
  or	
  creating	
  lines	
  of	
  vegetation	
  by	
  adding	
  plugs	
  of	
  shrubs,	
  sedges,	
  rushes	
  
etc.	
  within	
  the	
  riprap	
  matrix.	
  
	
  
Pages	
  6-‐8	
  lay	
  out	
  MPRB’s	
  proposed	
  strategy	
  for	
  construction	
  sequencing.	
  The	
  approach	
  of	
  
dredging	
  out	
  the	
  middle,	
  then	
  the	
  downstream	
  end	
  and	
  then	
  the	
  finally	
  the	
  upstream	
  end	
  
makes	
  sense.	
  This	
  will	
  minimize	
  sediment	
  being	
  released	
  into	
  the	
  water,	
  however	
  there	
  
could	
  be	
  some	
  pitfalls.	
  This	
  approach	
  requires	
  that	
  low	
  water	
  conditions	
  persist	
  long	
  
enough	
  to	
  complete	
  the	
  in-‐stream	
  work.	
  With	
  rain	
  and	
  flooding	
  becoming	
  more	
  frequent,	
  
we	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  see	
  a	
  contingency	
  or	
  emergency	
  response	
  plan	
  created	
  in	
  the	
  event	
  of	
  
unexpected	
  high	
  flows	
  during	
  the	
  winter	
  months.	
  
	
  
We	
  strongly	
  support	
  the	
  project	
  purposes	
  of	
  ecological	
  benefits,	
  community	
  connections	
  
and	
  recreation.	
  
	
  
7.	
  Cover	
  Types	
  
Table	
  2	
  on	
  page	
  10	
  shows	
  that	
  there	
  will	
  be	
  an	
  increase	
  in	
  lawn/landscaping	
  cover	
  from	
  0.3	
  
to	
  3.5	
  acres.	
  We	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  see	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  no-‐mow	
  short	
  or	
  native	
  short-‐grass	
  prairie	
  
instead	
  of	
  turf.	
  A	
  suggested	
  alternative	
  for	
  the	
  turf	
  area	
  could	
  be	
  short	
  grass	
  prairie	
  with	
  
abundance	
  of	
  forbs	
  for	
  pollinators,	
  or	
  even	
  some	
  small	
  pollinator	
  gardens	
  or	
  patches	
  
interspersed	
  with	
  turf.	
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We	
  appreciate	
  the	
  changes	
  to	
  land	
  cover	
  that	
  will	
  take	
  place	
  as	
  a	
  result	
  of	
  this	
  project,	
  such	
  
as	
  reducing	
  the	
  amount	
  of	
  vacant	
  lot/sparse	
  vegetation,	
  limiting	
  the	
  increase	
  in	
  impervious	
  
surface	
  and	
  the	
  addition	
  of	
  new	
  wetlands,	
  grasslands	
  and	
  woodlands.	
  
	
  
We	
  agree	
  with	
  the	
  assessment	
  in	
  sections	
  9	
  through	
  20	
  that	
  the	
  impacts	
  from	
  this	
  project	
  
will	
  be	
  largely	
  positive,	
  and	
  that	
  negative	
  impacts	
  to	
  water	
  resources,	
  fish,	
  wildlife,	
  
sensitive	
  ecological	
  features,	
  historic	
  properties,	
  air	
  quality	
  and	
  neighborhood	
  livability	
  
will	
  largely	
  be	
  temporary	
  and	
  of	
  little	
  to	
  no	
  long-‐term	
  consequence.	
  	
  
	
  
With	
  the	
  addition	
  of	
  this	
  island	
  and	
  several	
  acres	
  of	
  restored	
  habitat,	
  most	
  of	
  the	
  
environmental	
  impacts	
  from	
  this	
  project	
  will	
  be	
  positive	
  in	
  nature.	
  Healthy	
  native	
  plant	
  
communities	
  are	
  needed	
  in	
  northeast	
  Minneapolis,	
  and	
  where	
  feasible,	
  these	
  opportunities	
  
are	
  essential	
  to	
  improving	
  the	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  for	
  wildlife	
  and	
  nearby	
  residents	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  
other	
  park	
  visitors.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  consideration	
  of	
  these	
  comments.	
  Please	
  feel	
  free	
  to	
  contact	
  me	
  if	
  you	
  
have	
  any	
  questions.	
  
	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Irene	
  Jones	
  
River	
  Corridor	
  Program	
  Director	
  
	
  
Cc:	
  	
  
President	
  Anita	
  Tabb	
  
Commissioner	
  Liz	
  Wielinski	
  
Assistant	
  Superintendent	
  Michael	
  Schroeder	
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