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To:
From:
Date:
Re:

Parks and Recreation Commission
Lonnie Brokke
January 25, 2021
Notes for Meeting on Tuesday, February 2, 2021

1. Introductions
2. Public Comment Invited
3. Approval of Minutes of the January 5, 2021 Meeting Minutes
Enclosed is a copy of the minutes of January 5, 2021. Please be prepared to approve or
amend.
Requested Commission Action: Approve/amend meeting minutes of January 5, 2021.
4. Review of 2021 Draft Park Project Areas and Approach
As possible, throughout the year and seasons, various staff members attend your meeting
to discuss what is going on in their particular area and gather your thoughts and feedback.
Park Superintendent Jim Taylor will plan to be at your meeting to review a draft of the 2021
Project Areas and Approach and to gather feedback. His presentation is included in your
packet and is consistent with the City Asset Management Program.
Requested Commission Action: Discuss and provide advice and potential
recommendations on projects and approach.
5. Follow Up to Joint Meeting with the City Council
You had a joint meeting with the City Council on January 25, 2021 to provide an overview
of what you have been working on and to seek guidance on your upcoming work. This is an
opportunity to debrief on that meeting.
The draft joint meeting minutes were not available at the time of this writing but we will plan
to send them out to you prior to the meeting, if they are available. For reference, attached is
the final Request for Council Action from that meeting.
Requested Commission Action: Discuss and debrief.
6. Staff Report
a. New or Relevant Communication and Update Items
7. Other
8. Adjournment

ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
January 5, 2021 6:30 p.m.
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PRESENT:
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ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Stoner
Boggs, Brokke, Christensen, M. Johnson, Taylor
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1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
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2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Hoag, and Stoner.
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Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No one indicated a desire to
speak.
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3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – DECEMBER 1, 2020 MEETING
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Commissioner Heikkila moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner O’Brien seconds.
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Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
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4) PARK DEDICATION – 196 AND 210 SO. MCCARRONS BOULEVARD
Staff provided a Park Dedication process and option review for the Commission. Staff next gave
details on the specific proposal for The Enclave at McCarron’s Lake. This request is for a proposed
subdivision directly across from Lake McCarrons at 196 and 210 So. McCarrons Boulevard. The
proposal includes 20 lots (17 new lots) on 5.42 acres.
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This project would qualify for Park Dedication. The cash amount for the 17 additional lots/units
would be $72,250 ($4,250 per additional lot).The land amount would be 10% of 5.42 acres or .54
acre. The developer has suggested that cash be accepted in lieu of land and be used to help offset the
1
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cost of installing the sidewalk connection in and out of the development. A map was displayed that
showed the developers suggested sidewalk connections to the Commission. Staff relayed that it was
their understanding that the sidewalk connections may be required as part of the public improvement
contract and would be negotiated as part of the final application for this development. Therefore, this
item should be treated separately from Park Dedication.
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Staff added that this area is located in constellation N. There are no specific plans identified in the
Parks and Recreation System Master Plan for parkland in this area.
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Commissioner Lenhart asked if there was a proposed location for land.
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Commissioner Heikkila commented that the loss of trees will be very apparent to the public with this
new development. In addition, he acknowledged that the Parks and Recreation Commission does not
have authority over tree removal or planting decisions within new developments.
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Commissioner Baggenstoss relayed that he is a part of the Rice-Larpenteur Alliance and that the trail
is very enticing. He questioned if the trail is already worked into the development. Staff noted that it
was there understanding that it will be part of the Public Improvement Agreement. In addition, staff
noted that it would be fair for the Commission to indicate that the trail connection would be a
desirable asset to the area if that is how they feel.
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Commissioner O’Brien noted that if this trail is part of the Rice-Larpenteur Alliance and City of
Roseville’s vision she would like to put support for the trail in the recommendation. She added that
if the developer ends up giving land to create the trail she would support that land offsetting the Park
Dedication monetary amount.
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Commissioner Lenhart added that she would like the trail to be publicly available to anyone.
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The Commission discussed the trail connection and how that may potentially impact their cash or
land recommendation.
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Land Developer, Roger Anderson joined the Commission to provide additional details on the
development and to answer any questions. He relayed that the connection trail was developed with a
staff member from Community Development as a way to complete a link in the City of Roseville’s
Vision Plan. Mr. Anderson noted that the trail connection will cost about $35,000 to build, will be
approximately 2/10 acre and will benefit the city more than the development. As a result of those
factors the Developer is asking for cash in lieu of land to satisfy the Park Dedication requirement.
The Commission discussed the trail layout, property use decisions and project timeline with the
developer.
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Commissioner Baggenstoss asked what would happen to the development if the decision is made to
move forward with land to satisfy Park Dedication. Mr. Anderson responded that would be the
equivalent of 2-3 lots and depending on their location it would no longer make the development
feasible as they are already operating on tight margins. Or he stated that the development may need
to be reconfigured to a higher density apartment building to accommodate the land request.
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Commissioner Dahlstrom motioned to recommend the acceptance of cash ($72,250) to the City
Council to satisfy the Park Dedication for 196 and 210 So. McCarrons Boulevard, with the
caveat that there is a trail included as part of a Public Improvement Contract. Seconded by
Commissioner Stoner.

91
92
93
94

Commissioner Baggenstoss suggested adding “publicly accessible” trail as well as “to meet the
Rice-Larpenteur Vision Plan” at the end of the motion. Commissioners Dahlstrom and Stoner
agreed to these additions to the motion.
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Amended Motion:
Commissioner Dahlstrom motioned to recommend the acceptance of cash ($72,250) to the City
Council to satisfy the Park Dedication for 196 and 210 So. McCarrons Boulevard, with the
caveat that there is a publicly accessible trail included as part of a Public Improvement Contract
to meet the Rice-Larpenteur Vision Plan. Seconded by Commissioner Stoner.
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Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: None.
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5) NATURAL RESOURCES STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM UPDATE
Staff provided the Commission with an update on the Natural Resources Stewardship Program.
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Vision:
 Volunteers, staff and consultants working together to accomplish our goals
 The need to expand beyond the successful third Saturday of the month efforts
 Implement planned structure
Accomplishments:
 Increased number of volunteer led activities throughout the city
 Successful events during COVID-19
 Established protocol and processes to empower our volunteer leaders to be successful
 Implemented quarterly communications newsletter
2021 opportunities:
 Training of volunteer leaders
3
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 Identify and recruit additional leadership
 Further annual work plans with volunteers
Volunteer information:
 Natural resource volunteers are categorized into two main categories:
o General and volunteer led
 Volunteers doing natural resource work could also be categorized into:
o Arboretum (Green Team) Volunteers
o Adopt-a-Park Volunteers
o Community Service Volunteers
o Eagle Scout Volunteers
How a volunteer led project is started:
 Approached by a volunteer leader or captain
 Resident driven
 Staff driven
 Plan driven
Volunteer hours:
 943 total hours (January 2020 – Present)
o 355 Hours – Third Saturday of the month events
o 154 Hours – Volunteer led events
o 346 Hours – Arboretum
o 88 Hours – Orchard
 Total shifts (January 2020 – Present) – 386
 Unduplicated volunteer count (January 2020 – Present) – 194
Arboretum program highlights:
 Held a socially-distanced recognition event
 Donated over 100 pounds of apples to Every Meal
 No apples were wasted this year. Leftover fall apples were made into apple butter by staff
and were given to volunteers as a thank you
 Fresh, herbs, cucumbers, tomatoes, beans, and other small crops were available to Roseville
residents daily throughout the summer
Natural program highlights:
 New/initial invasive brush management
o Acorn Park boardwalk wetland & Central Park (various locations)
 Prescribed burn maintenance (several sites at Central Park)
 Spot treat of herbaceous, invasive weeds
o Two/three spot treatments at most of the 22 parks in Roseville
 Installation of native flower and sedge plugs at Villa Park
 Foliar treatment of invasive, nonnative brush (all parks in PRP except Villa and Langton
Lake)
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 Follow-up cut/treat of invasive, nonnative brush (Langton Lake)
 Continued thinning of invasive/nonnative trees (north shore of Bennett Lake)
 Supplemental seeding at select locations (primarily at sites around Bennett Lake)
2020 Socially distanced events:
 Flower Power
 Tree Planting
o This event brought 19 new volunteers into the Parks and Recreation volunteer pool
Upcoming Projects:
 1/18 – Martin Luther King planning day at Cedarholm Community Building
 2/20 – Buckthorn at McCarron’s Property near Villa Park
 3/20 – Seeding at Villa Park and Reservoir Woods Park
 4/17 – Rain Garden Cleanup at Lexington Park
 5/22 – Lexington Flower Planting
 Other projects yet to be identified
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Chair Hoag asked if the Martin Luther King Day event may become a virtual event. Staff responded
that is an option and the exact plans will be determined as the date moves closer.
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Volunteer Coordinator, Rachel Boggs thanked all of the volunteers for their hard work this last year.
She noted that at some events there may have been fewer volunteers who participated compared to
previous years. However, the amount of hours each volunteer contributed was greater than previous
years. Finally, Boggs thanked Parks and Recreation leadership for their gracious work with
volunteers and for keeping them safe.
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Volunteer Leader, William Jenner joined the Commission to acknowledge the fun that he has
volunteering with the Natural Resources Stewardship Program. He noted all of the work that has
been completed in removing the Buckthorn in Roseville. However, he added that there is always
more to remove. Jenner also commented that the thank you gift of apple butter was delicious.
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6) EMERALD ASH BORER (EAB) PROGRAM UPDATE
Staff presented an update on the current public Ash Tree inventory for Roseville. To date, 651 Ash
Trees have been removed which leaves 1,426 Ash Trees remaining.
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Staff provided yearly data for treatments and replacements of Ash Trees.
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The Proposed Accelerated Ash Tree Program would include:
 More aggressive
 Buddy tree planting
 Targeted removals
 Not decimate canopy
5

200



Current capacity for staffing and vendors

201
202

The Accelerated Approach 2021 and beyond:
Excess
Reserve
Amount

Annual
Budget
Allocation

Remove

Replace

Treat

2021

$150,000

$ 50,000

$135,000
(330)

$57,000
(126)

$8,000

2022

$150,000

$ 50,000

$135,000
(330)

$65,000
(140)

$0

2023

$150,000

$84,000

$169,000
(420)

$65,000
(140)

$0

2024

$150,000

$ 50,000

$120,000
(300)

$80,000
(175)

$0

2025

$ 34,968

$181,032

$116,000
(290)

$100,000
(185)

$0

2026

$150,000

$50,000
(125)

$ 100,000
(220)

$0

2026-?

$112,000

$112,000
(250)

$0

$579,000
(1476)

$8,000

TOTALS

$634,968

$725,000
(1795)

$677,032
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Staff brought up potential discussion topics for the Commission regarding EAB and the Accelerated
Approach including:
 Change to the Roseville Urban Forest Landscape
 Example provides for a 6 year program (with residual in final year) to substantially eradicate
EAB
 Maintains a reasonable canopy throughout time
 Unusual approach
 Timing - decision made early enough to allow for RFP and selection process for any year
prior to implementation
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Finally, staff showed pictures of EAB infested trees around the city and of the fall tree planting
event. The tree planting event was new in 2020 and staff relayed that they hope to make it a yearly
event going forward.
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Commissioner Lenhart asked what species are used to replace the Ash Trees. Staff responded that
there is a Street Tree Master Plan which ensures that there is extensive tree diversity throughout the
city.

221
222
223
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7) DISCUSS AND PREPARE FOR THE JOINT MEETING WITH THE CITY COUNCIL ON
MONDAY, JANUARY 25, 2021
Staff provided history on the joint meetings between the Parks and Recreation Commission and the
City Council. Typically, the Commission meets annually with the City Council in June or throughout
the year as topics arise. The last joint meeting with the City Council was October, 2019 with the key
topic of EAB. The purpose of the joint meetings are to share past work, upcoming work and to seek
guidance on issues.
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The Commission reviewed possible items to include and topics to specifically discuss with the City
Council. The Pocahontas Park naming discussion and EAB were agreed upon by the Commission as
specific topics to present to the City Council.
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Commissioner Lenhart suggested that Youth Commissioner Kim lead the discussion on the
Pocahontas Park name as he originally brought up the topic to the Commission and he is a good
spokesperson for the topic.
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Youth Commissioner Kim agreed with Commissioner Lenhart’s suggestion.
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The Commission discussed how to best present the Pocahontas Park name topic and EAB to the City
Council.
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Commissioner O’Brien commented that when presenting to the City Council it is most important to
come away with an understanding of what the City Council is supporting and thinking. She
continued that for EAB the City Council should hopefully be alarmed with what they are seeing/
hearing and after the presentation they hopefully ask for a resolution plan. For the Pocahontas Park
name discussion it would be beneficial to have the City Council get a good sense of where the
Commission is at in their plan and then find out the City Council’s feelings about the plan and topic.
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The Commission discussed potential City Council responses to the Pocahontas Park naming
discussion and potential answers the Commission could use in responding to the City Council’s
questions.
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Commissioner O’Brien added that historically the City Council has applauded community
engagement efforts and those plans should be emphasized when preparing for the Pocahontas Park
naming presentation.
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Chair Hoag suggested Commissioner Baggenstoss assist Youth Commissioner Kim on the
Pocahontas Park presentation.
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263

Staff agreed to create a Power Point for Commissioners to present at the joint meeting.
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The Commission discussed roles for the joint meeting. Youth Commissioner Kim, Commissioner
Baggenstoss and Commissioner Lenhart volunteered to work on the Pocahontas Park naming
discussion topic. Chair Hoag volunteered to present on the topic of EAB.
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Chair Hoag questioned if a third topic should be included in the presentation. Staff suggested that
perhaps pickleball should be included as the community members had previously submitted a
petition in favor of the sport.
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Commissioner Brown recommended that a slide be included explaining what pickleball is.
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Vice-Chair Dahlstrom volunteered to present the introduction, closing or any other parts of the
presentation that are open.
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Arrangements for the joint meeting were discussed between the Commission and staff including the
PowerPoint presentation and the Request for Council Action (RCA). It was agreed that staff would
coordinate a time for Chair Hoag, Vice-Chair Dahlstrom, Youth Commissioner Kim and
Commissioner Baggenstoss to meet prior to the joint meeting to review. Potential times were
discussed and it was suggested that staff send some time options.
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8) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
 Upcoming Parks and Recreation key dates:
o January 4, 2021 – Practices for youth and adult sports may resume, with significant
restrictions
o January 11, 2021 – Indoor gatherings
o January 14, 2021 – Games and scrimmages with other teams may begin. Further
guidance and restrictions are forthcoming
 What is currently available:
o Parks, playgrounds, tails
o Cross-country ski
o Neighborhood rinks
o Equipment rentals
o Open skating at the MN OVAL
 Open with a natural ice sheet
 Currently limited to public skating with maximum numbers
 Public skating tickets can be purchased at skatetheoval.com
 Temporary check in outside
 Refrigerated ice sheet anticipated the week of January 10
 The Parks and Recreation brochure was located in the most recent City Newsletter
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9) OTHER
Commissioner O’Brien asked staff for an update on the deer reduction. Staff responded that the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) had been out three nights and have removed 22
deer between Reservoir Woods Park and Owasso Hills Park.
Meeting adjourned at 8:46 p.m.

311
312
313

Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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Park Project Areas and
Approach - 2021

Parks and Recreation

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021
Overview

Park Improvement Program (PIP)

Focus:
• Taking care of existing
assets
• Proactive and preplanning
well in advance
• Sharing status and
information

Mid range budget items that can be scheduled and planned for
but need to be more closely prioritized than daily maintenance
items that are more definite. These projects include safety
items that require scheduled minor maintenance (play surface,
field upgrades), items that aid in maintenance efficiencies
(landscaping, mulch), and items that help to maintain park
system facilities up to expected standards (amenities, sign
maintenance and color coating).

Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
Major replacement items that can be scheduled and budgeted
for knowing an average “Life Cycle” for individual components
i.e. roofing systems should last 20 years, flooring 10 years,
HVAC systems 20 years……

Park Maintenance Operational (PM)
Consumable items for daily maintenance activities and small
repairs:

Outside Funding – i.e. FOR Parks, Roseville Central
Park Foundation, Friends of the OVAL Foundation

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021
2021 Park Improvement Projects

Playground Safety Surface

Tennis and Basketball Court

Fencing

• Revolving schedule/inspection
• 2021 identified parks
• Sandcastle
• Howard Johnson
• Bruce Russell
• Langton Lake North
• Materion
• Rosebrook
• CP Dale Street
• Upper Villa

• Crack seal and color
• 2021 Projects
• Acorn

• Curling/bending, leaning posts, etc.
• 2021 Projects
• CP near VB courts

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021
2021 Park Improvement Projects

Facility Improvements

Landscape Mulch

Amenities

•
•
•
•

• Replenish landscaping mulch at
scheduled sites
• Mulch trees
• DYP preparation

• Replace/repair
• Grills
• Drinking fountains
• Picnic tables
• Benches
• Soccer goals

Arboretum drinking fountain
Arboretum Pavilion painting
Tennis backboards
Boardwalk repairs and upkeep at
the HANC

2021 Park System Maintenance Work Plan
2021 Park Improvement Projects

Ag Lime for Pathways/Ballfields
• Upper Villa
• Langton Lake

Sign Program
• Replace and update outdated or
worn signs

Landscaping and Site Work
• Bleacher pads (Dale, Rosebrook,
Langton)
• Oasis Park drainage

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021

Capital Improvement Items

Vehicle and Equipment
•
•

1 Truck replacement
1 Trailer replacement

Playground Replacement – Community Builds
•
•
•

Owasso Hills Park
Pioneer Park
Looking ahead – Lexington, Owasso Ballfields,
Rosebrook, Pocahontas, Applewood Parks

Fence Replacement
•

Concordia Park

Unity Park
•

Landscaping improvements

Pickleball
•

Process and planning

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021
Park Maintenance Operational

Central Park Shelter Near Volleyball Courts
•
•

Roof
Paint

Building Repairs and Painting
•
•
•
•

Foundation siding
Lions Shelter painting
ROG siding
Veterans Building painting

Nursery
•

Enhance/reintroduce nursery bed for 30-40 trees
at the Arboretum

Park Project Areas and Approach - 2021

Park Maintenance Operational Projects

Natural Resources Management Program
• Continue transitioning to Roseville management
• Expand volunteer leadership and volunteer led events
• Continue evolution of a year to year maintenance plan

Emerald Ash Borer
•
•
•
•
•

Treatment in select locations
Removal of hazard trees
Replacement
Buddy trees
Accelerated Plan

Ongoing Operations and Maintenance
• Paint portions of park buildings
• Arboretum fountain repairs
• Trash and recycling enhancements

Park Project Areas and Approach (Outside Funding) - 2021

Park Maintenance Operational Projects

Foundation Playground and Bathrooms
FOR PARK
• Playground enhancements
• ADA bathroom upgrades

Arboretum Lighting
CP Foundation
• Phase 2 of the Arboretum lights

HANC Entrance Sign and Lighting
Potential outside and city funding
• Add an ornate entrance sign
• Explore HANC parking lot and trail lights

MN OVAL Project- State Bond Funds
• Repairs based on Condition Assessment Report

Questions?

THANK YOU
Parks and Recreation

Roseville Parks and Recreation – Infrastructure System – January, 2017
This report summarizes how the City of Roseville Parks and Recreation Department tracks and
rates its assets

Contents
Introduction ……………………………………………………………………………..1
Major Asset Categories………………………………………………………………….2
Asset Details …………………………………………………………………………….2, 3
Asset Condition …………………………………………………………………………3
Summary Description of Asset Category & Intervals…………………………… ……...3
Tennis & Basketball Courts ……………………………………………………...3, 4
Building & Structures …………………………………………………………....4, 5
Playgrounds & Spaces …………………………………………………………...5, 6
Volleyball & Bocce Ball Courts …………………………………………………6, 7
Athletic Fields ……………………………………………………………………7, 8
Gardens & Irrigation Systems ……………………………………………………8, 9
Bridges & Boardwalks …………………………………………………………...9
Appendix
Lifecycle Costs
Capital Improvement Program
Amenities
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Roseville Parks and Recreation Infrastructure January, 2017
1. Introduction

In December of 2015, the City Council identified infrastructure sustainability as a priority. The
associated strategic initiatives include an effort to categorize infrastructure condition and to
ensure capital improvement funding.
The desired outcomes for each strategic initiative include adopting standards for each asset
category and developing a comprehensive infrastructure plan with funding strategies.
Numerous records of assets will be kept in a variety of ways including spreadsheets, word
documents and special asset and data base management software programs as practical and
appropriate.
2. Major Asset Categories

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Tennis and Basketball Courts
Playgrounds
Volleyball and Bocce Courts
Athletic Fields
Gardens and Irrigation Systems
Bridges and Boardwalk
Buildings and Structures
Vehicles and Equipment
Amenities – e.g. signage, …

3. Asset Details

Assets have several items about them that are tracked:
Asset Name –
Description – Brief description of the asset
Division – What division the asset is allocated to
Location – The asset’s fixed location recorded as a specific park location, the facility the
asset is within, or city wide in some instances.
Original Year Purchased Initial Cost – If records are available, the original cost is included. Otherwise the cost has
been estimated.

Life Cycle – An estimation of how many years it will be before the asset needs to be
replaced. This is a budgeting and assessing tool rather than a specific reason to replace an
item. Life cycles are typically based on industry standards and inspection. Some
examples may include:
Buildings – 60 years
2

HVAC – 20 years
Fencing – 10 years
Flooring – 10 years
Irrigation Equipment – 20 years
Lighting – 20 fixtures/60 years full structure
Playground Equipment – 20 years
Roofs – 20 years
Tennis Courts – 3 years for color coating, 6 years for crack seal and
color coat and 12 years for replacement
Current Replacement Year – The original year purchased (or last replacement date) and
the life span.
Current Replacement Cost – all are listed in today’s dollars
Rating Condition: To keep the rating of condition reasonable, a general rating system
based on 1 (brand new) to 5 (in very poor condition) is adopted across all park areas, play
equipment and amenities. The condition ratings will be defined within each asset
category.
4. Asset Condition

An asset data collection and condition assessment process will be conducted and
documented. The condition for all assets is measured using a general 1-5 rating system
(may vary between assets) similar to below.
Condition Rank
1
2
3
4
5

Description of Condition
Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement

5. Summary Description of Asset Category and Sustainable Intervals

5.1 Tennis & Basketball Courts
Condition Rank
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Description of Condition

1
2
3
4
5

Industry useful life

Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement
12 years

Park Improvement Plan:
•

Color Coat on 3 year intervals per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.

Capital Improvement Plan:
•

•

Crack Seal on 6 year intervals per industry standards, included in color coat
intervals. Crack seal includes crack repair and patching, low area repair, and
color coat.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.
Full rebuild on 12 year intervals per industry standards, included in color coat and
crack seal intervals. Full rebuild includes court, fencing, nets or BB standards,
maintenance strip and lighting.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.

5.2 Buildings and Structures: Includes Park buildings, Roseville Skating Center, Cedarholm Golf
Course, Harriet Alexander Nature Center, concession stands, pavilions, picnic shelters, pergolas,
bathrooms, and maintenance/storage structures.
Condition Rank
1
2
3

4

Description of Condition
Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)

4
5

Industry useful life

Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement
60 years

Park Improvement Plan:
•

•

•

Paint, interior on 5 year interval, exterior on 10 year interval per industry
standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.
Flooring, carpet/vinyl on 10 year interval, hard surface on 25 year interval per
industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.
Appliances replacement on 15 year interval per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval according
to inspection program.

Capital Improvement Plan:
•
•

•

•

HVAC replacement on 20 year interval per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff quarterly. Adjust interval according to inspection
program.
Roofing replacement. Shingles on 20 year interval, metal on 30 year interval
based on industry standards.
o Inspection by staff annually. Adjust interval according to inspection
program.
Lighting fixture replacement on 20 year intervals based on industry/Roseville
standards.
o Inspection by staff annually. Adjust interval according to inspection
program.
Full structure replacement on 60 year interval average per industry standards.
Structure type will have an impact on replacement interval.
o Inspection by staff annually. Adjust interval according to inspection
program.

5.3 Playgrounds/Spaces:
Rating Condition:
1 Very good - Sound equipment, designed to current standards, well
maintained with no defects. No work required
2 Good - As grade 1 but may or may not be designed to current standards,
showing minor wear, tear and deterioration e.g., minor impact
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damage, but no loss of protective coatings, staining of fastenings and
welds. Deterioration has no significant impact on strength, appearance and
safety. Only minor work required
3 Acceptable - Equipment function sound, but appearance affected by minor
defects e.g. slight impact damage, vandalism, flaking of protective
coatings, staining of steel and fastenings. Deterioration beginning to affect
the strength, appearance, and safety of the equipment. Some work
required
4 Poor - Equipment functioning but with problems due to significant defects
e.g. loss of protective coatings, corrosion of steel, fastenings
and welds, impact damage, loosening of fastenings and supports, likely to
cause a marked deterioration in strength, appearance and safety. Some
replacement/ rehabilitation needed within 1-2 years
5 Very Poor - Equipment has serious problems and has failed or is about to
fail in the near future, causing unacceptable strength, stability,
safety and appearance. Urgent removal or replacement/ rehabilitation
required
Industry useful life

20 years

Park Improvement Plan:
•

Play surface on an as needed basis based on quarterly inspection program.

Capital Improvement Plan:
•

•
•

Poured in place surface replacement on 10 year interval per industry
standards
o Inspection by staff quarterly. Adjust interval according to
inspection program.
Site amenity replacement on 10 year interval per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff quarterly. Adjust interval according to
inspection program.
Play structure replacement on 20 year interval per industry standards.
Replacement includes all above components and concrete replacement,
included in above intervals.
o Inspection by staff quarterly. Adjust interval according to
inspection program.

5.4 Volley ball and bocce courts:
Condition Rank
1
2
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Description of Condition
Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)

3

Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement

4
5

Industry useful life

30 years

Park Improvement Plan:
•
•

Nets on a 5 year interval per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Sand/gravel on a 5 year interval per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.

Capital Improvement Plan:
•

Full rebuild on 30 year intervals per industry standards. New facilities
will include concrete edge and walls for all and site amenities.
o Inspection by park staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust
interval according to inspection program.

5.5 Athletic Fields
Condition Rank
1
2
3
4
5

Industry useful life
7

Description of Condition
Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement
30 years

Park Improvement Plan:
•

•

•

•

•
•

Fencing maintenance annually per industry standards. Consists of
repairing direct damage issues, curling of bottom areas and other
larger maintenance items
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Foul ball and safety netting replacements on 10 year interval per
industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Outfield/sod maintenance annually per industry standards. Consists of
regrading minor uneven areas and sod replacement.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Infield maintenance annually per industry standards. Consists of
regarding uneven areas and adjusting aglime depth.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Irrigation maintenance annually per industry standards.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Lighting maintenance annually per industry standards. Consists of
bulb and ballast replacements.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.

Capital Improvement Plan:
•

•

•

Full field update on 5 year intervals per industry standards. Full
regrade and resurface field as needed. Major uneven areas including
new sod and aglime as needed.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Fencing upgrade on 10 year intervals per industry standard. Includes
fabric and post replacement as needed.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
Full rebuild on 30 year intervals. Includes full replacement of all of
the above items and dugouts, irrigation, and all site amenities.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.

5.6 Garden and other irrigation systems:
Condition Rank
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Description of Condition

1

Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement

2
3
4
5

Industry useful life of irrigation systems
Industry useful life of gardens

20 years
??

Capital Improvement Plan
•

Full replacement on 30 year interval per industry standard.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.

5.7 Bridges and boardwalks:
Condition Rank
1

Description of Condition
Very good condition – brand new – only
normal maintenance required
Good condition – minor defects only, minor
maintenance required (5%)
Moderate condition – significant
maintenance required to return to accepted
level of service (10-20%)
Poor condition – requires renewal,
significant renewal/upgrade required (2050%)
Very poor condition – asset unserviceable,
over 50% of asset requires replacement

2
3
4
5

Industry useful life

12 years

Capital Improvement Plan
•
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Full replacement on 30 year interval per industry standard.
o Inspection by staff bi-annually spring and fall. Adjust interval
according to inspection program.
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City Manager Approval

Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting with the City Council

BACKGROUND
Periodically, the Parks and Recreation Commission meets with the City Council to review and
discuss accomplishments, activities and work items.
With the COVID-19 Pandemic, 2020 has been an unusual year making joint meetings a
challenge. The last joint meeting was held in October of 2019. However, the Commission still
has been working in adjusted ways and making progress.
At this point, the Commission is interested in catching up, briefly sharing with you what they
have been working on, upcoming items (highlighted below) and, in particular, take some time to
discuss and seek specific guidance on a discussion they have been having regarding the
Pocahontas Park name (see attachment).
The following is an overview of what they have been working on and their anticipated upcoming
work items:
Community outreach activities:
o Limited due to COVID-19
Involvement Activities from November 2019 – October 2020
o Reviewed, discussed, provided advice and contributed to the following:
 Project, program and facility review on various areas of the department
 Chair Hoag and Commissioner Dahlstrom participated on a Forestry Task
Force with the PWET Commission representatives
 Reviewed and provided a recommendation on an accelerated Emerald Ash
Borer Program
 Reviewed and provided a recommended on significant project
contributions by the Friends of Roseville Parks (FOR Parks) and the
Roseville Central Park Foundation
 Reviewed and made recommendations on the Deer Monitoring and
Reduction Program
 Received presentation of Minnesota Recreation and Park Association
(MRPA) Award of Excellence
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Heard a report and provided suggestions on the Bennett Lake Water
Quality
Began a review of the Pocahontas Park name as suggested by some
community members
Reviewed and provided a recommendation on the Park Dedication rates
Heard a report and provided suggestions to the Natural Resource
Stewardship Network
Had ongoing discussion and provided advice on City Legislative Priorities
• Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL State Bonding (successful)
• Cedarholm Golf Course Liquor License (successful)
Reviewed and made recommendations on specific Park Dedication items:
o Park Dedication Review and Recommendation – Lexington
Woods – SE Corner of Lexington Ave. and Cty. Road C2
o Park Dedication Review and Recommendation – Midland
Legacy Estates - 2395 County Road B West
Welcomed a new commission member

Anticipated work items:
o Pocahontas Park name


This item came up as some community members expressed concern to the
commission that the name may be offensive, suggesting that the commission
address it in some way.

In the process of gathering more information about the issue, the
Commission has thus far:
o Heard a brief history about Pocahontas, the person.
o Utilized the Government Alliance on Race and Equity Tool
kit to develop a possible action plan (attached).
o Heard from a leader of a Native American organization
regarding their thoughts on the issue.
o Received preliminary feedback from members of the
community regarding the issue.
 Possible next steps for examining the issue may include:
• To be discussed
o Revive efforts on the:
 Accelerated Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Program
 Pickleball Courts:
• There appears to be growing interest for permanent courts in
Roseville
• Here is a link from Commission Member Heikkila to learn more
about the game and understand why so many older adults are
playing:
https://www.tptoriginals.org/a-serving-of-pickleball-is-more-than-a-sporty-side-dish/
 Third party vendor at Cedarholm
o Review, discuss, provide guidance and advice on:
 Seasonal deer monitoring and reduction effort
 State Bond improvements to the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL
 Community expressed shortage of Pickleball Courts
 FOR Parks funded inclusive play structure
 Central Park Foundation funded Muriel Sahlin Arboretum lighting project
•
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 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP)
 Park Dedication annual rate review
 Park Dedication items that come up
 COVID-19
o Hear reports and provide ongoing advice into various areas of Roseville Parks and
Recreation
o Revive ongoing community outreach as allowed – DYP, Community Park Builds,
Special Events, Natural Resources Restoration Program
Prepared by:

Lonnie Brokke, Staff Liaison

Attachments: A. Pocahontas Park Name - Community Engagement and Analysis Plan
B. Minutes - September, October, November and December of 2020
C. Assigning Names to City Facilities Policy
D. Emerald Ash Borer Presentation
E. Pickleball Petition
F. Deer Reduction Letters
G. PowerPoint
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Attachment A

Pocahontas Park Name - Community Engagement and Analysis Plan
UPDATED December 28, 2020

Background

Pocahontas Park, located on 2540 Pascal, has been in the Roseville Parks and Recreation system
since the 1960s. Its original naming did utilize a community process.
Recently, some community members have expressed some concern that the name may cause
haim to Native Populations. Community members noted the following concerns:
• Pocahontas, the person, has no direct ties to Minnesota, Minnesota's current Native
populations or the indigenous populations who originally inhabited Minnesota.
•

The populai·, commonly told, nanative of Pocahontas' life focuses primarily on her
assimilation to European culture such as her conversion to Christianity and taking a
European naine. The version of events told by her ti·ibe (The Powhatan) says that
Pocahontas was exploited and victimized by the European settlers.

Although there have been some preliminaiy general comments from the community, the topic
has not been widely discussed in a fo1mal way. In accordance with the Government Alliance on
Racial Equity (GARE) Toolkit, and City standai·ds for engagement, it has been suggested by the
Pai·ks and Recreation Commission that a comprehensive engagement process be unde1taken to
ensure that the:
• Issue is thoroughly understood.
• Impacted populations are awai·e of the conversation and have the oppo1tunity to
paiticipate.
• Recommendations are thoroughly vetted and that feedback of all Roseville residents
is considered.

I.

Objective

To engage the impacted communities to assess the impact of the name on their feeling of being
"welcomed, included and respected" in Roseville, including the:
•
•
•
•

Native American people who live in Roseville
Indigenous populations of Minnesota
Neighbors of Pocahontas Pai·k
Entire Roseville community

Utilize the process as a potential oppo1tunity for education on Native Americans in Minnesota
for the Parks and Recreation Commission and the Community.
Develop relationships with the Native Community that can lead to greater long te1m, ongoing
engagement.

Attachment B

ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
September 1, 2020 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag,
O’Brien, Stoner
Kim, Lenhart
Anderson, Brokke, Christensen, McDonagh, M. Johnson, R. Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, O’Brien, Hoag, and
Stoner.
Staff present on the call: Anderson, Brokke, Christensen, McDonagh, M. Johnson, and R. Johnson.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience.
E. Djevi, 1056 Sharon, thanked the Parks and Recreation Commission for their discussion on the
name Pocahontas Park at the meeting this evening. He recommended that the Commission reach out
to people in the community who are of Native American heritage and include them in the renaming
process.
D. Thompson, 2425 Co. Rd. B2 W., shared that she is a descendant of the White Earth Ojibwe tribe
and wanted to relay how significant it is to her that this is on the Parks and Recreation agenda and
thanks the Commission for putting it there. She added that in reference to the name Pocahontas Park
she believes it contributes to Pan-Indianism as it places all Native Americans in the same category
when there are hundreds of different tribes throughout the United States. In addition, the name also
contributes to erasure by not honoring the tribes from Minnesota, as Pocahontas was from the East
Coast. Thompson also relayed that Pocahontas’ name was actually Matoaka and noted that if the
name is kept the city should honor her by using her actual name. However, she again reiterated that
Pocahontas was from the East Coast and she feels it is important to honor the native people of
Minnesota, specifically the Lakota peoples whose land Roseville is on. Finally, Thompson shared
that many native communities refer to Pocahontas as the first victim of human trafficking and she
feels that the use of her name for this park is very disrespectful. Thompson understands that there is
1

no action planned at the meeting tonight. However, she is hopeful that this discussion opens the door
to begin changing the name and that the points she has made are considered.
K. Vandre, 2458 Holton St., lives in the neighborhood of Pocahontas Park. However, she does not
feel comfortable using the name Pocahontas Park and just refers to it as “The Park” to her young
children. She works with many tribal communities within the state of MN and has the same concerns
that have already been mentioned by other community members during this meeting. However, she
also feels that the Commission should take up a consideration of what a land acknowledgement
would mean to reflect our heritage in MN. In addition, she suggested a statement that looks at how
settler colonialism has contributed to all of the reasons that we are here and to look at what a land
acknowledgment would look like to rename this park and all other parks in Roseville. She stated that
this goes along with all of the racial and equity work that has been spurred this summer within the
community.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – AUGUST 6, 2020 MEETING
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Baggenstoss seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: Arneson, O’Brien.
4) PRESENTATION OF MINNESOTA RECREATION AND PARK ASSOCIATION (MRPA)
AWARD OF EXCELLENCE
Staff introduced Tracy Peterson, Awards Committee head with the Minnesota Recreation and Parks
Association (MRPA) and Parks and Recreation Assistant Director for the City of Edina, MN who
was presenting on behalf of the (MRPA). Peterson provided background on the MRPA and the
Awards Committee which oversees professional awards for individuals and the Award of Excellence
program which recognizes projects. The Cedarholm Community Building and Golf Course was
nominated, and won, an Award of Excellence under the “Administrative and Management
Strategies” category. Peterson congratulated Roseville Parks and Recreation on their innovation to
see Cedarholm beyond a golf facility, by creating ways to make it a year-round facility that focuses
on lifelong fitness and recreational opportunities. In addition, to creating a recreation space Peterson
noted that Cedarholm has also become a gathering place providing residents a sense of community
via new program offerings outside of golf.
Brokke thanked Peterson for taking the time to present the award and thanked staff for their
commitment and initiative to the project.
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5) BENNETT LAKE WATER QUALITY REPORT
Ryan Johnson, Environmental Specialist, introduced himself to the commission. Johnson provided
the definitions of two terms that would be used during his presentation on the Bennett Lake Water
Quality. The two terms are listed below:
• Impaired: When a water body fails to meet standards set by the MPCA, it is listed as an impaired
on the MPCA 303(d) Impaired Waters List and a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) study is
required
o Required by Section 303(d) of the Federal Clean Water Act
• TMDL – Total Maximum Daily Load: Water quality study to determine allowable pollutant
loading from point and nonpoint sources determine allowable pollutant loading from point and
nonpoint sources to lakes/rivers so as to achieve the water quality standards.
o Approved by both the MPCA and the USEPA
The brief history and overview of Bennett Lake consist of the following details:
• Drainage Area = ~780 acres
• Primarily single family residential
• Lake area = 25 acres
• Maximum depth = 9 feet
• During the 1940’s Bennett Lake area was only a wetland
Algae blooms happen during the summer months happen as a result of contaminants. One of the
main is Phosphorous. For Bennett Lake Phosphorous sources include:
• External
o Stormwater runoff from hard (impervious) surfaces
o Soil erosion
o Pet/animal waste
o Leaves & grass clippings
o Fertilizers
o Point discharges
• Internal
o Phosphorus can be stored in lake bottom sediments and released when oxygen levels are
low
o Bottom sediment can also be re suspended and bring phosphorus into the water column
o Carp can stir up lake sediments, causing turbidity and phosphorus release
o Macrophyte die off
Staff provided graphs showing the rates of Chlorophyll (1985-2019) Phosphorus (ug/l) (2003-2019)
and Secchi Disk Transparency (2003-2019) in Bennett Lake.
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•

Projects to help phosphorous levels in Bennett Lake include:
o Fountain in Frog Pond
o Bubbler Aeration in Bennett Lake (2021)
o Carp barriers in Frog Pond
o Filtration basin at Willow Pond
o Porous Pavers at Cedarholm
o Chloride reduction via road salt management during winter

For more information www.RWMWD.org has great resources on shallow lakes and Bennett Lake
specifically.
The Commission discussed new projects, algae blooms, education for residents on the adopt-a-drain
program and Carp reduction.
Commissioner Brown suggested a Carp fishing tournament at Lake Bennett.
6) STAFF REPORT
a) HISTORY OF THE NAME POCAHONTAS AS A PERSON
Pocahontas Park was named in the 1960’s after Pocahontas who was a prominent Native
American figure.
•

•

Who was Pocahontas
o A member of the Powhatan tribe
 Born 1956(?) – 1617
 Daughter of Chief of Powhatan tribe
 Associated with the settlers at Jamestown
 Married an English settler named John Rolfe
 Went with Rolfe to England in 1616 and died prior to departing on her return
trip in 1617
 Significant figure in American pop culture
Traditional Narrative
o 1607: Colonists arrive, early interaction between Pocahontas and Smith
o 1609 – 1610: Colonists starve
o 1610 – 1613: Tensions/fighting occurs between the Powhatan and colonists
o 1613: Pocahontas captured as a prisoner
o 1614: Pocahontas learns Christianity marries John Rolfe and adopts the name
Rebecca. Pocahontas and Rolfe have a child, Thomas.
o 1616: Couple heads to England and Pocahontas becomes a symbol of peace between
the settlers and “Indians”
o 1617: Pocahontas dies
4

•

o After Pocahontas’ death, war resumes
o Takeaways:
 Bridge between two cultures
 Story of peace
Powhatan Version of Events
o Pocahontas name
o 1607: Native people offer to help starving colonists
o Early interaction between Pocahontas
 Pocahontas could not have/did not save John Smith
o 1609 – 1610: Colonists starve
o 1610 – 1613: Tensions/fighting occurs between the Powhatan and colonists
o 1912 – 1913: Pocahontas marries Koccum, has a child
o 1614: Pocahontas kidnapped, husband killed and forced to give up her first child
o 1616: Marriage to Rolfe, child Thomas born
o 1616: Trip to England. We can “civilize” Native Americans. During her time in
England Pocahontas learned that England plans to send many more settlers to grow
tobacco. She says that she will tell her tribe of these plans.
o 1617: Pocahontas dies. Speculation that she may have been killed before she returned
to the United States in order to prevent her from providing her tribe with the
information she learned while in England.
o Publication of English narrative occurs after Pocahontas and many other key players
have died.

Commissioner Heikkila questioned what the city’s policy is for naming parks after people. Staff
responded that it is currently significant contributions.
Commissioner Arneson noted that if a park name brings bad feelings or shame and it is not related to
Roseville he agrees with looking into the process of changing its name.
Commissioner O’Brien relayed that it is appropriate for new names or renaming of a park to come
before the Parks and Recreation Commission. She cautioned the Commission to carefully consider
how to rename the park. If choosing to consider continuing with a name that honors our native
population the Commission should speak with appropriate tribal leadership and gain their input.
However, it may also be good to consider using the current criteria laid out in our guidelines so as to
avoid potentially choosing a name that could become controversial in the future as peoples
viewpoints on names and events change over time.
Chair Hoag requested that staff provide an engagement process and name change recommendation
timeline.
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Chair Hoag also noted that the Commission received two electronic messages that had similar
sentiment to all of the community members who commented at the meeting tonight.
Commissioner Baggenstoss said that he felt it was a good time for the Commission to do some
listening to our indigenous community members.
Commissioner Stoner commented that he felt park names serve the main purpose of helping to
identify and differentiate parks within the community. If this specific name is causing concerns it
should definitely be changed. Youth Commissioner Carlson agreed as it does not meet the current
park naming criteria and people are asking for the change.
Commissioner Baggenstoss said that he is excited to bring a decision that is honored and brought
forth from an underrepresented group. Also, he reinforced that this will need to be a responsible
decision. Not a decision that feels like it is “ours”.
The Commission discussed timelines and process for potentially changing the name of Pocahontas
Park.
Commissioner O’Brien commented that it could be decided at tonight’s meeting that the
Commission would like to move forward with changing the name of Pocahontas Park. In addition, it
could be decided if the name should be a generic name or if it should honor a group of people/idea.
Commissioner Hoag cautioned moving forward with any decisions this evening without a timeline
from staff on next steps.
Staff reminded the Commission that they are a recommending body and that the first step of any
timeline would need to be understanding if this is something that the City Council would be
interested in changing.
Commissioner Baggenstoss reiterated that the Commission needs to bring the non-dominant culture
voice to the table and make that voice more important than the dominant culture’s voice. If we hear
from the non-dominant culture and they begin to feel that their voice is trusted in city government
that is a win for everyone.
Commissioner Hoag noted that he feels it is premature to bring it to the City Council and he would
be hesitant to rush the process.

6

b) PROGRAM AND FACILITY UPDATE
Staff provided an update on Roseville Parks and Recreation’s response to COVID-19.
•

•

•

•

•

Summer Review
o Evaluations from (20% response rate): Tennis, Youth Sports, Youth Golf Leagues,
Dance, Roseville Skate School, Art Camps, Sport Camps
 Do you feel Roseville Parks and Recreation offered a safe program during the
Covid-19 Pandemic: 85% Yes, 14% Maybe, 1% No
 Based on your experience, how likely are you to participate in the future RPR
programs during the pandemic: 80% Very Likely, 18% Maybe
• Some of the maybe’s and no’s were due to the winter activities being
indoor
 Based on your experience, how likely are you to recommend this program to a
friend: 90% likely or very likely to recommend programs to a friend.
Community programs:
o Summer Concerts: 2,746 attendance over the summer
o Roll in Movies: 248 at 2 showings
o Puppet Wagon
Fall recreation programs
o Newsletter is in homes
o Many of the programs will occur in modified form
o All programs have a detailed safety plan on the city website
o All subject to change based on conditions
Well received so far
o First day of registration, had more than 480 registrations
o Have seen increased interest as schools have announced distance learning
o Not at Pre-COVID levels
Facilities
o All rentals
 Must sign social distancing compliance form
 Designate a social distancing ambassador
 Extra communication from staff to renters re: rules
o Picnic shelters
 Reduced capacities (25%)
o Indoor space
 Small events with effective social distancing plans
• Physical spacing
• Reduced capacity
7

• Early focus on accommodating already booked events
o Skating Center
 Open for rental ice
 Skating School
 Walking track is open for reduced hours/capacity
 OVAL/Skateboard Camp
o Cedarholm
 Leagues continue
 Resumption of use of clubhouse for payments, restrooms and pre-packaged
snacks
 Patio by reservation
•

Other Opportunities
o Volunteer events
 Tree Planting Sept. 12 (more than 100 trees)
o NEW! Pictures in the Park
 12 of 14 filled
o Full day Nature Center Camps on Wednesday
 After school on Tuesday and Thursday
o Anticipate increased park usage throughout the year
o Modified Halloween Event
o Virtual Holiday Craft Fair

b) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
• The Friends of Roseville Parks is continuing to have conversations with the city on the
enhancement/expansion of the Central Park Victoria playset to create an even more inclusive
playset for those with physical and mental disabilities. This project is preliminarily set for an
early 2021 build. All are welcome to attend one of the meetings below to learn more about the
project and provide feedback or utilize the website and survey:
o Onsite Meeting: Wednesday, September 9 at 5:30, 6:00 and 6:30
o Virtual Meeting: Thursday, September 10 at 6:30pm
o Survey: cityofroseville.com/inclusiveplay
• Three “Roseville in Bloom” roses are located throughout the Roseville Park system at the
Skating Center, Central Park and Lexington Park.
• The City Council reappointed Youth Commissioners Andrew Kim and Corbin Carlson to the
Parks and Recreation Commission. Their new term is set to expire in August 2021.
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7) OTHER
• Commissioner Brown asked staff about the spraying for invasive plants at Valley Park that
inadvertently killed some Horse-chestnut Trees in the process. Staff responded that often natives
do come back after a treatment like this. Brown and staff agreed to further look into the issue.
Meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
October 6, 2020 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Stoner
Kim
Brokke, Christensen, M. Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Lenhart,
O’Brien, Hoag, and Stoner.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No one indicated a desire to
speak.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – SEPTEMBER 1, 2020 MEETING
Commissioner Baggenstoss moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Lenhart seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
4) POCAHONTAS PARK NAME DISCUSSION
Staff provided the racial equity narrative that was adopted by the City Council and information from
the Government Alliance on Race and Equity (GARE) to the Commission. GARE is a national
alliance of Government entities making a commitment to achieving racial equity. Agencies who join
GARE commit to putting focus on normalizing racial equality by using their influence for change.
The city became a member of GARE in 2018.
The Racial Equity Tool Kit is used by GARE to articulate the process and its impacts prior to
implementing a change. Staff suggested that this tool be used to understand and analyze the
Pocahontas Park name project and noted that they will be sending out a questionnaire related to the
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Racial Equity Tool Kit via e-mail for the Commission to fill out prior to next month’s Commission
meeting.
The six areas that are reviewed as part of the GARE Racial Equity Tool Kit include:
x Objective: What is the desired result of what is being proposed?
x Data: What data is relevant? Who does the data tell us in the impacted group?
x Engagement: How are you most affected communities targeted? Must be a planned and thorough
approach.
x Analysis: How will the proposal increase or decrease racial equity? What are the potential
unintended consequences? Does the objective, impacts and engagement plan align?
x Implementation: What is the plan? Is it realistic? Adequately resourced including personnel?
x Accountability: How will actual impacts be evaluated/addressed? What is the communication
strategy? How can we leverage inroads made in the process into the future?
The Human Rights Inclusion and Engagement Commission (HRIEC) has also put together an
Engagement Best Practices (draft) document that has been presented to the City Council. This
document has valuable points on community engagement that should be remembered during this
project:
Quality Engagement…
x Ensures quality decision making
x Engages community members who are impacted
x Creates broader diversity of opinions/views prior to decision making
x Increases public understanding/support of the process
Engagement Best Practice:
x Be intentional about engagement and outreach (utilize planning tools)
x Identify existing assets and leverage them for effective engagement
x Go where the people are (will need to be creative with this during Covid-19)
The staff proposed process for this project could potentially include the following steps:
x Process conversation – Oct. 6
o Commissioner input (due by Oct. 13)
x Process developed/presented based on feedback – Nov. 3
x City Council input – Nov. 30
x Process revision and/or finalization – TBD (based on the City Council’s input)
x Implementation and assessment
The Commission discussed the origin of the current name and the request to change the name.
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Commissioner O’Brien commented that she believes the GARE toolkit is a good way to move
forward with this process. Her understanding of the current issue is that there are two parts to the
project. First, a fair number of people have expressed that they find the name Pocahontas Park
hurtful and the Commission and city need to listen to their concerns as no name in Roseville should
cause hurt or harm. Second, is what direction should be taken for renaming? Should indigenous
peoples be honored with the name or is there another route that should be utilized?
Commissioner Baggenstoss noted that he believes the park name should honor local indigenous
people and the city/Commission should reach out to groups in the area who can bring those voices
forward.
Commissioner Lenhart agreed with both Commissioners O’Brien and Baggenstoss on changing the
name due to it causing harm and that engagement is extremely important in this process. She also
added that she would like to understand the history of the land and any connection to American
Indian tribes who were here pre-European settlement as the park already has a connection to
American Indian history and she would like to see that same sentiment leveraged in an updated way.
Chair Hoag reminded the Commission that if they have any questions on this issue they should reach
out to staff directly and not CC all Commissioners. He also asked if any other Commissioners would
like to present at the City Council meeting on this topic as he may have a conflict during that
timeframe. Vice-Chair Dahlstrom volunteered to help.
Commissioner Stoner suggested that context be included in all communication about the name
change project so as to avoid any potential misunderstandings.
5) PARK DEDICATION ANNUAL RATE REVIEW
Staff provided background on Park dedication including:
x Land – set by ordinance in code
x Cash – set by resolution
o Resident – $4,000/unit
o Non-Residential – 10% of Fair Market Value (FMV)
x Last increase was in 2017
Park Dedication is defined in state law. Requirements include a Comprehensive Plan and a Parks and
Recreation System Master Plan as well as a Capital Improvement Program to indicate need.
Staff reviewed a comparison of recent residential and non-residential properties that were eligible for
Park Dedication and potential different ways to assess collections. Including:
x FMV
x Flat Rate Percentage
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x
x

Per acre rate
Per 1,000 sq. ft. (non-residential)

Staff discussed a comparison of other metro cities Park Dedication rates. The average 2020
residential rate is $3,329 of the metro cities surveyed.
Chair Hoag noted that it does not appear that the League of Minnesota Cities formula that the
Commission reviewed last year has been adopted by other cities in the metro based off of the
comparison chart. He also added that as the last increase was in 2017, the city may be due for a cost
of living increase. However, it does appear that the current rate is right in the middle of the metro
rates.
Staff relayed that they are continuing to look at the League of Minnesota Cities formula. However, at
this time some parts of the method need further examination and explanation before staff would feel
comfortable with moving forward.
Commissioner Baggenstoss stated that based off of the metro cities comparison chart it appears that
some cities have built in a system for single family vs. multifamily residences and vice-versa. He
questioned what the City of Roseville’s priority would be.
Commissioner Stoner analyzed the metro cities comparison table and relayed that a rate of $4,500
would put Roseville’s Park Dedication rate in the upper 75% of cities. Stoner offered that a $500
increase is appropriate for residential rates because Roseville does not use FMV and land prices are
increasing along with Roseville placing a high priority on its parks compared to other cities. In
addition, he noted that the non-residential rates appear appropriate to other cities.
Commissioner Brown questioned what justification would need to be provided by the Commission
to increase the rates. Staff responded that it would be based off of the needs laid out in the Master
Plan.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom stated that a $500 increase would be 12.5% which he feels is too high. He
would support an increase of 2%-4%.
Commission Heikkila asked if staff has ever spoken with developers to understand their feelings or
feedback on potential increases.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom relayed that he felt that developers and the Builders Association may view a
12.5% increase as too high and they may start lobbying for a change in the laws to limit the Park
Dedication fees. Dahlstrom stated that he believes that a consistent incremental increase each year
would be a better approach to reach the 12.5%.
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The Commission discussed the option to increase Park Dedication and the risks of increasing by a
large amount versus incrementally.
Commissioner O’Brien agreed that land prices are going up and that it does make sense to increase
the rate. However, she feels that a 5% increase this year would be appropriate. She added that the
Commission looks at Park Dedication rates each year and the rate can be increased again next year
when society is a little more settled.
Commissioner Lenhart asked who pays the Park Dedication fee. Staff responded that the developer
pays the fee and then passes it on in the property sale price.
Commissioner Arneson reminded the Commission that Roseville is landlocked with finite land to
develop.
Stoner recounted to the Commission that when he started serving on the Commission that the rate
that was being charged was well below average, even when the city was providing an above average
park system. He stressed that the Commission should not be afraid to charge more as the city
provides more and Roseville can justify the higher rates. However, he does understand that it makes
sense to increase the rate in smaller increments each year and he advocated that the Commission
increase it yearly so as to avoid having to do a larger rate correction after a few years.
Chair Hoag motioned to recommend an increase of $250 in Park Dedication for the residential
land rate from $4,000 to $4,250 to the City Council. Seconded by Commissioner Stoner.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
6) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
Operational Update
x ALL programs, events and rentals are modified and have safety plans
x Indoor fall programs have started and have very good participation
x Larpen”TOUR”
o Parks and Recreation staff participated in this community event with crafts and outreach
x Fall photo shoot
o New offering at the Arboretum. All slots were filled.
x Halloween Spooktacular – Sat. Oct. 24 (1 – 4 p.m.)
o Pre-registration required
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Skating Center
x Skate park season ends – Oct. 11
x MN OVAL winter prep
x Figure Skating School (230 signed up for the fall session)
x Open hockey and public skating
x Banquet room increase in requests
Cedarholm
x Building Use
x Golf Season
o Green fees up 15%
o Fall registration up 25%
Projects
x Tennis court resurfacing and repair
x Youth bike track – Pump Track at Autumn Grove
o Thank you Matt Johnson for leading it from the city perspective
o Thanks to Derek Brown, a neighbor for leading from a volunteer perspective
o Thanks to all the volunteers!
x Natural Resources Group
o Tree planting
o Thanks to Jim Taylor and Rachel Boggs for organizing
o Thanks to all the volunteers!
x Muriel Sahlin Arboretum Lighting Project
x Orchard harvest
o With the help of volunteers and Wells Fargo Bank, who contributed the funds, the
orchard idea went from conception to fruition. Those volunteers and contributions made
it possible to donate 100lbs. of fruit to Second Harvest Heartland from the Orchard this
year.
7) OTHER
Meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
November 5, 2020 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Kim, Lenhart,
O’Brien, Stoner
Heikkila
Brokke, Christensen, M. Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Kim, Lenhart,
O’Brien, Hoag, and Stoner.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No one indicated a desire to
speak.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – OCTOBER 6, 2020 MEETING
Commissioner O’Brien moved to approve the minutes. Vice-Chair Dahlstrom seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
4) POCAHONTAS PARK NAME DISCUSSION
Staff began with a discussion on the process, reiterating that this is the Commission’s process and
that the goal is to find an option that meets the needs of the Commission and community in order to
best evaluate the Pocahontas Park name and its potential change. In addition, Staff briefly
summarized the information provided at the last meeting regarding the engagement tools that will be
utilized for this process including:
x Racial Equity Tool Kit
x Human Rights Inclusion and Engagement Commission’s (HRIEC) Engagement Best
Practices (draft) document
The goals for the meeting to move the item forward included:
x Facilitate a conversation that allows the Parks and Recreation Commission to sort out its
process
x Summarize feedback in GARE format
x Establish targets/goals
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x
x

Discuss implementation format and next steps
Look for blind spots – what are we missing?

Staff presented a draft objective for this project based on feedback that the Commissioners sent in.
The draft objective statement staff provided for review was:
To engage the most affected communities to assess the impact of the name on their feeling of being
“welcomed, included and respected” in Roseville, including the:
x Native American people who live in Roseville
x Indigenous populations of Minnesota
x Neighbors of Pocahontas Park
x Entire Roseville Community
x Other??
Staff added that the draft objective coincides well with the main Community Aspiration for
Roseville: “As a community we aspire to be welcoming, inclusive, and respectful.”
Commissioner Lenhart said that she is hopeful that the people of Roseville will learn more about the
history of the indigenous people, their history and culture through this process.
Commissioner Baggenstoss agreed with Commissioner Lenhart and suggested that the education
piece be added to the objective so it is focused on through the process, not just at the end.
Commissioner Lenhart noted that historians or non-profits may also be valuable experts.
Data options discussed by the Commission included:
x Data on population included in packet
x Commission has received comments and feedback (through a full call for feedback hasn’t
been put out yet)
x Need:
o Opinions or target demographics
o Other
The Commission discussed contacts to gather additional information from the Native American
Community. Potential organizations and contacts discussed:
x Minneapolis American Indian Center
x Minnesota Indian Affairs Council
x St. Paul Schools American Indian Education
Commissioner O’Brien added that the community perhaps may not have engaged with these groups
and that this will be a learning process. She questioned why the Commission is starting from scratch
and why she personally is starting from scratch in her familiarity with these groups and their
offerings and programs. Finally, she added that she feels like this will be an eye opener for many, in
a good way.
Staff agreed that the hope is that this process will create long term relationships.
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Potential engagement targets discussed included:
x Native Americans who live in Roseville
o Website
o Newsletter
o Direct outreach through community contacts
o School district group
o HRIEC
x Native Americans with expertise
o Direct outreach/initiatives
o Existing resources
x Neighbors of Pocahontas Park
o Direct mailing/survey
o Electronic Notice
o Events
o Social Media
x Roseville residents as a whole
o Website
o Newsletter
o HRIEC
o Multicultural Advisory Committee
o P&R Commissioners soliciting feedback
o Newspaper
o Nextdoor App
x Other
x Thoughts on prioritizing
x Thoughts on benchmarks/targets
Commissioner Baggenstoss reiterated that it is very important to send a positive educational message
to residents as you only get one first impression.
Commissioner Lenhart suggested potentially having a strategic message available prior to a
newspaper picking up the story.
The Commission discussed next steps for moving forward in the process.
Commissioner Lenhart noted that it may be nice to have an ongoing relationship with some experts.
Chair Hoag relayed that he would appreciate having a dialogue with an expert to allow the
Commission to ask questions and understand the concerns from an alternate perspective.
Staff asked the group how you prioritize which experts to reach out to.
Commissioner Baggenstoss said that he feels you should invite many voices to the table to allow for
the organic flow of voices. He added that it is a better problem to have too many voices than too few.
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Commissioner Brown suggested that it may be helpful to understand the process that was used to
rename the Bde Maka Ska Park in Minneapolis.
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom noted that he feels the Commission should reach out to institutions rather than
individuals as he believes this will allow for more voices to be heard.
Commissioner O’Brien stated that she agreed with Vice-Chair Dahlstrom. Also, she referenced an email the Commission received from Shannon Geshick, Executive Director of the Minnesota Indian
Affairs Council, who urged the Commission to reach out to members of the Dakota tribe as experts.
O’Brien felt that Ms. Geshick could be a knowledgeable resource to utilize for this project.
Commissioner Stoner mentioned that former Parks and Recreation Commissioner Jamie BeckerFinn may also be a good resource.
Staff revisited the Roseville Inclusion Statement with the Commission along with other potential
considerations to think about during this process, including:
x Broad cross sections of feedback
x History of Park/community/equity
x Other considerations that we may not know about
x Racial Equity Action Plan
Commissioner Lenhart advocated for collaborating with the HRIEC on this process. Her proposed
ideas included inviting the HRIEC members to the next Parks and Recreation Commission meeting
and then to potentially have a joint meeting with them in the future.
Youth Commissioner Kim added that it is important to remember that education is not all about
History. By acknowledging and teaching about indigenous people’s current state in MN it can
connect the effects of History.
Staff relayed that the joint meeting with the City Council will be scheduled for early 2021.
5) 2021 DRAFT MEETING CALENDAR
The Commission reviewed the 2021 draft meeting calendar. There were no objections to the draft
meeting dates.
Commissioner Baggenstoss suggested that the joint meeting with the City Council be on June 7, if
possible.
6) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
x Inclusive Playground
Staff showed the Commission new images, and a video, of the expanded inclusive play structure
that was designed for Central Park Victoria West. The new structure will provide additional
inclusive opportunities for all ages via turf, poured in place rubber ground material, connected
ramps and accessible equipment. The expansion and updates are made possible via a generous
donation from FOR Parks and will provide seamless play for all people.
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In addition, three to four fitness pods will be added throughout Central Park as part of this
project. Staff asked the Commission for any location recommendations that they may have for
the pods.
Commissioner Baggenstoss thanked all who are involved with this project. He especially called
out the idea of universal design. Noting that nothing makes someone feel more like they belong
than when you take away the feeling of them being left out.
x
x
x
x
x

x

Cedarholm Golf Course is back open again after the snow event and will stay open as long as
weather permits.
The Guidant John Rose MN OVAL is tentatively scheduled to open on Friday, November 13.
The second track of the pump track at Autumn Grove Park has been completed. A special thanks
to all of the volunteers who helped make the additional loop!
Adult softball is just finishing up their season thanks to the nicer weather.
The Guidant John Rose MN OVAL has been approved in the Governor’s bonding bill for $3.9
million. It is anticipated that most of the identified projects will be completed in 2021 and 2022.
o Commissioner Stoner clarified that items 1-6 of the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL
Project and Cost List 1-15-19 (Modified 7-1-20) are approved items within the Bonding
Bill. Staff agreed, adding that they are working with the state on the agreement and will
suggest that all items remain on the list to work down in priority order as far as the $3.9M
goes. Staff discussed options, including joint procurement.
The City Services General Fee Schedule will go to the City Council on Monday. The
Commission’s recommended $250.00 Park Dedication increase is included in the fee schedule.

7) OTHER
Commissioner Arneson inquired about the updated signs and when they may be going in at the
Harriet Alexander Nature Center. Staff relayed that the artist and the contractor have both declined
to move forward with the project. Therefore, staff will be picking the project up again but will need
to utilize different options to complete it.
Meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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ROSEVILLE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES FOR
December 1, 2020 6:30 p.m.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
STAFF:

Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Hoag, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Stoner
Brokke, Christensen, M. Johnson

1) INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Hoag introduced the virtual Zoom format for the meeting due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
State Law allows for an exception to in-person public meetings during pandemics to ensure the
safety of commissioners, staff and the public. The public was still encouraged to participate in the
meeting using the Zoom platform.
2) ROLL CALL/PUBLIC COMMENT
Roll Call Commissioners: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Carlson, Dahlstrom, Heikkila, Kim,
Lenhart, O’Brien, Hoag, and Stoner.
Chair Hoag called for public comment by members of the audience. No one indicated a desire to
speak.
3) APPROVAL OF MINUTES – NOVEMBER 5, 2020 MEETING
Vice-Chair Dahlstrom moved to approve the minutes. Commissioner Lenhart seconds.
Roll Call
Ayes: Arneson, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Hoag, Lenhart, O’Brien and Stoner.
Nays: None.
Abstain: Heikkila.
4) POCAHONTAS PARK NAME DISCUSSION
Staff began with a review of the previous background that the Commission has completed on the
Pocahontas Park name discussion, including:
• Reviewing the history of Pocahontas
• Utilization of the Government Alliance of Racial Equity (GARE) Racial Equity Toolkit as
the framework to examine the issue
• Identifying and agreeing upon engaging the communities that are directly impacted by the
name
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•

Utilizing the process as a potential opportunity to educate the Commission and community
on Native Americans in Minnesota

As part of the process it was identified to reach out to members of the Dakota Tribe as the land
would have been theirs historically.
Shannon Geshick, Executive Director of the MN Indian Affairs Council, founding member of the
Roseville Indian Affairs Parent Committee, a consultant with the St. Paul School District Indian
Education Program as well as a Roseville Resident was introduced to the Commission by staff. Ms.
Geshick thanked staff for the introduction and also added that she is a mother, grandmother and a
member of the Bois Forte Band from Northern Minnesota. She relayed that she was very
appreciative of the outreach that the Commission has already done. In addition, she reiterated that
the Dakota should be included in the discussion as Pocahontas Park would be on their ancestral land.
Geshick relayed that Pocahontas is not a villainous character. However, there is a concern of
historical inaccuracies, as the victor has the advantage of telling the story. To address this there has
been a push for updating stories with truth telling that would highlight multiple perspectives. In
addition, she shared that a conquered people can sometimes be seen as “mythical people” instead of
modern people. However, indigenous peoples are doctors, lawyers, etc. all living current lives. She
explained that this could be a good opportunity to tell a shared story and bring indigenous peoples
into modernity.
Commissioner Stoner asked if the name should honor an indigenous person.
Ms. Geshick relayed that she only speaks on behalf of herself, she acknowledged that she feels that
reclaiming the name and honoring what it once was is a good idea. She stated that she did not know
Roseville’s naming policy. However, she offered using the name of a Dakota person such as
Lieutenant Governor, Peggy Flanagan. She also added the idea of “#landback” which would give the
land back to the Dakota people.
Chair Hoag questioned if the name needed to be changed if an educational component was added at
the park.
Ms. Geshick responded that she does not find the name Pocahontas personally offensive. However,
she noted that there is a thriving Native American community/culture and history in MN that could
be reflected in the name and this could potentially be a good opportunity for this teaching.
Commissioner Dahlstrom asked Ms. Geshick how you give historical significance to a place without
losing the education of modern indigenous people.
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Ms. Geshick responded that there are multiple avenues to historical knowledge. However, an
acknowledgement that indigenous people are still here is important with projects
Commissioner Baggenstoss added that indigenous people are not only modern but are a valuable
piece of the world. He acknowledged that Roseville has the opportunity to do the right thing and get
in front of the discussion as it pertains to the name Pocahontas.
Commissioner Arneson suggested having a QR reader at the park to connect park-goers with
educational information about the native people who originally lived on the land.
Commissioner O’Brien noted that she has read much of the information put out by the Roseville
Historical Society. However, she relayed that it generally all starts with Rose Township. She stated
that she would like to read about the Dakota people who were here originally. She added that
partnering with indigenous communities to provide educational experience at the park would be a
great opportunity.
Ms. Geshick commended the Commission for the work they have done already. She said that any
recommendations that she would have offered (include the native voice, contact native agencies,
include the Dakota Tribe) have already been addressed by the Commission.
Staff asked Ms. Geshick what Parks and Recreation can do to further the narrative that indigenous
people are still here as a modern people.
Ms. Geshick responded that the Commissioners has already discussed some great ideas such as:
Using the QR code to connect to a website that has historical and current information, include tribal
nation information, and highlight current indigenous people. She noted that Roseville could be a
model for other cities.
Commissioner Heikkila recognized Youth Commissioner Andrew Kim who brought this topic to the
Commission originally.
Former Mayor, John Kysylyczyn, provided a review of Roseville City Code 204 and 205 to the
Commission. He relayed that it appears to him that much of the information in the Pocahontas Name
Process falls under 205 and may fall under the Human Rights Inclusion and Engagement
Commission (HRIEC). In addition, he noted that he does not believe that a Commission has the
authority to engage other sovereign government bodies, discuss reparations or land donations. In
addition, he noted that historical research would be done by the Roseville Historical Society.
Kysylyczyn noted that he does not have any evidence of historic settlements on the specific piece of
land that Pocahontas Park sits on. He acknowledged that per the Roseville Park Naming Policy parks
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are only named after fallen Roseville officers. Kysylyczyn brought up different examples of parks
that would need to be revisited if the park naming policy is no longer followed and parks are named
after people other than fallen Roseville officers. He noted that there is a specific naming policy and
he feels that the Parks Commission is obligated to follow that. Finally, he cautioned the Commission
that he feels members of the City Council may not appreciate the Commission engaging other
sovereign governments without approval.
K. Vandre, Thanked Ms. Geshik for being at the meeting. She relayed that she lives in the
Pocahontas park neighborhood and she does not feel comfortable using the name of the park. She
relayed her appreciation to the Commission for taking up the issue. Also, she pointed out that if we
are worried about policies, Pocahontas was a real person. Therefore, if we are worried about having
parks named after people, and following policies, the park name should be changed. She also relayed
that the HRIEC should be involved in this process. In addition, she felt that the public should be
allowed to have a voice. She concluded by stating that the people whose land was taken should
especially have a voice in the discussion and not including them would be wrong.
Commissioner O’Brien reconfirmed that the Commission is thinking about a strategy that would be
proposed to the City Council and is currently in the information gathering stage. Staff confirmed that
is where the Commission is at with gathering information to present at a joint meeting with the City
Council in early 2021.
Commissioner Baggenstoss added that there is nothing wrong with bringing new voices to the table
and asking questions. He added that if in the end, the worst thing to come out of all of this is that
more people believe in government, the Commission is on the right track.
The Commission discussed next steps in the process, including reaching out to representatives of the
Dakota Nation and the Roseville Historical Society. They also discussed meeting with the City
Council and if any additional information was needed prior to that meeting.
Commissioner Stoner noted that he would like to potentially have this as a topic next month, if
possible.
Staff clarified the process and reasoning for having a joint meeting with the City Council as a next
step, as it will ensure clear communication, guidance and support for the renaming of Pocahontas
Park to the Commission.
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5) ANNUAL REVIEW OF PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION EDUCATION
PRIMER
Commissioner O’Brien suggested updating the reference to “pocket parks” on page 6 to the specific
names of the parks (Midland Gardens Park and Unity Park).
6) STAFF REPORT
a) NEW OR RELEVANT COMMUNICATIONS AND UPDATE ITEMS
• As part of the four week pause that started on November 20 all park buildings, facilities and inperson programs are closed until December 18. Parks, playgrounds and trails are still available
for residents to use.
• Cedarholm Golf Course is still open and will remain open, weather permitting.
• Cross country ski trails will be groomed at Cedarholm and Acorn Park once the weather allows.
Ski and snow shoe rentals will begin out of City Hall at that time as well.
• The outdoor neighborhood skating rinks are beginning to be flooded by maintenance staff. The
determination has not yet been made on opening warming houses. Extra benches will be placed
outdoors at the rinks.
• Virtual programs are still taking place during this pause time.
• Deer reduction letters have gone out to residents to notify them of the program with the United
States Department of Agriculture (USDA). The program will begin in the coming days with the
USDA baiting and monitoring the sites.
• The winter/spring brochure will be included in the City Newsletter again. It is anticipated to be
in houses around January 1, 2021.

7) OTHER
Commissioner Arneson asked how the snow and ski rentals will work with COVID-19. Staff
responded that residents would call in and pay via credit card to confirm their rental. Once they
arrive their rental order would be brought outside and placed there for them to pick up. Staff noted
that this process is in the finalization stage and may have some updates prior to going live.
Commissioner O’Brien inquired if the Commission would be reviewing the Natural Resources
Program in January. She added that it may be a good idea to invite the four volunteer leaders to the
meeting.
Chair Hoag asked staff if Cedarholm has been open in December previously. Staff confirmed that it
has.
Meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Danielle Christensen, Department Assistant
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Attachment C
Roseville Parks and Recreation Department
2660 Civic Center Drive - Roseville, Minnesota 55113
651/792-7006
OPERATING POLICY #
POLICY TITLE:
PURPOSE:

40

DATE: October, 1988

Assigning Names to City Facilities

From time to time there is a need to name City of Roseville parks and recreation
facilities. The adopted policy contains an orderly process for accomplishing this
need.

DESCRIPTION:
The following policy adopted by the City Council on October 5, 1988, shall be used for
assigning names to city Parks and Recreation facilities:
It shall be the policy of the City of Roseville to refer to the Parks and Recreation Commission,
any activity involving the naming or changing of names of any city-owned parks or recreational
facilities.
The Commission shall recommend to the City Council for approval, names for new sites,
facilities or portions of facilities. This includes any changes in names to existing facilities.
The naming of parks and recreational facilities will be given consideration by the Parks and
Recreation Commission based on the following factors:

• natural habitat, i.e., vegetation, terrain, animals, etc.
• geographic location, i.e., street names, directions, etc.
• appropriate non-descript terminology, i.e., acronyms or joining of two words or names or
activities, etc.
Only under certain and exceptional circumstances will consideration be given to the names of
individuals (alive or deceased) and/or organized groups, associations or businesses. To be
considered the individual, group, association or business must have made a significant and
exceptional contribution to the site involved or to the community as a whole. Such
contributions, (immediate or deferred) should be for recreation purposes and may include:

•
•

substantial financial donations
substantial property donations

In addition, recognition plaques, memorial plaques or dedications may be placed throughout the
Park and Recreation system by the Parks and Recreation director and with the recommendation
of the Parks and Recreation Commission.
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Attachment E

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lonnie Brokke
"Robin Martinson"
RE: Pickleball
Monday, August 19, 2019 4:56:00 PM

Robin,
Thanks again for the note.
Thus far I have been sharing the information about your petition/request with others and will be including that as
information for our Parks and Recreation Commission. So, have been sharing the community interest with others.
Also, word must be getting around about the request as I have had tennis players indicate that they would not like to
lose those courts.
As far as what you and other interested residents can do, I would say is to keep on talking about it and sharing your
strong interest, desires and thoughts with others. Don’t hesitate to have them reach out to me.
No timeline, exact location or funding has yet been identified.
Thanks again (and for the call on the lock) and please stay in touch.
Lonnie
Lonnie Brokke CPRP
Director of Parks and Recreation
2660 Civic Center Drive
Roseville MN 55113
651-792-7101 (direct)
* 651-792-7006 (general)
www.cityofroseville.com/parks
-----Original Message----From: Robin Martinson <robinmartinson13@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2019 2:53 PM
To: Lonnie Brokke <Lonnie.Brokke@cityofroseville.com>
Subject: Pickleball
Hi Lonnie
Thought I would check in to see if anything is happening with Pickleball and if there is anything we can do further
The group stays steady at Evergreen and I know it will only continue to grow.
I was in Eagan last week and what the city has done for pickle ball is amazing. More and More I hear of what other
cites are doing in terms of Pickleball.
We Truly hope the city does something sooner then later.
Not sure if you had a chance to measure the courts at Evergreen to look feasibility of putting in permanent courts at
that location.
Thanks again
Please let me know if there is anything else we can be doing
Also Thanks for getting lock fixed ( I called about the issue of it being broken on Friday)
Robin

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Lonnie Brokke
Lake Johnson
Winter Pickleball at Evergreen Park
Wednesday, January 13, 2021 9:42:33 PM
ATT00001.txt
ATT00002.txt

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Lonnie snd Lake,
We had a great turnout today! This afternoon we had players playing on all 4 courts. Tonight, under the lights, we
had 2 courts of pickleball and 2 people playing tennis. We are loving the exercise and fresh air. We all hope this
mild winter continues!!
I was told there was a group playing pickleball this morning.
We are making sure we only use plastic shovels. So far no issues with the lock.
Jane Morley
Roseville Resident

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Luke Heikkila
Danielle Christensen
; Lonnie Brokke
Thursday, October 3, 2019 9:45:24 AM

G'morning all,
Earlier this summer, for a work project, I spent a morning in Shoreview with some pickleball
players. Up until this point I didn't understand the draw to the game. Now I do. Take a look, it
may help you better understand why so many older adults are in to playing pickleball.
https://www.tptoriginals.org/a-serving-of-pickleball-is-more-than-a-sporty-side-dish/
Regards,
Luke

Attachment F

November 23, 2020
Dear Neighbors,
This letter is to inform you about the upcoming deer management activities that will take place in
the City of Roseville. Locations include the city storm water pond off Western Avenue and
Hillsview East, Harriet Alexander Nature Center in Central Park, Owasso Hills Park, Reservoir
Woods Park, Villa Park, and the Roseville Leaf Compost and Recycling Site (please see the
enclosed site map for details).
The city will again be working with the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) to
provide sharpshooters for this project. These sharpshooters are employees of the USDA and are
specially trained to remove a predetermined number of deer in a relatively short period. They
will utilize equipment and methods that are efficient and effective to prioritize the safety of
residents.
The City of Roseville’s deer population is currently estimated to be above the number needed for
a healthy herd. Based on the amount of suitable habitat in Roseville it has been determined that
a population of 15-19 deer can best be supported. This year, an attempt will be made to reduce
the herd by up to 85.
The goals of the program are to maintain a healthy herd, reduce property damage, respond to
resident concerns as appropriate/possible and coordinate efforts with the USDA and the DNR
(Department of Natural Resources).
In early December, the USDA will begin baiting deer within the areas noted above. Control
efforts will start once the appropriate number of deer begin using the bait stations. We expect
these efforts to take place between December 1, 2020 and the end of March 2021 on either
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday evenings between dusk and dawn. Suppressed
firearms will be used, but some residents may still hear muffled gunshots. All meat will be
donated to citizens in need by the USDA.
For more information on the City’s Deer Management Plan, please give us a call or visit our
website at cityofroseville.com/deermgmt.
Sincerely,

Lonnie Brokke CPRP
Parks and Recreation Director
651-792-7101
lonnie.brokke@cityofroseville.com

Jim Taylor
Parks Superintendent
651-792-7107
jim.taylor@cityofroseville.com

Situation Update - EAB Minnesota
Date and Time Completed: January 7, 2021 10:00 AM
Update Period: July 9, 2020 to January 6, 2020

New Finds
•

Current EAB Status Map, www.mda.state.mn.us/eabstatus

Survey
•

Faribault, MN (Rice County) Delimit survey performed in conjunction with city staff. Over 45 infested trees
identified in downtown area of city.

•

New city finds within already quarantined counties: Comfrey (Brown), Byron (Olmsted), Harmony (Fillmore)
Belle Plaine (Scott), Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux (Scott), Savage (Scott).

•

Visual surveys are being planned for parts of Brown, Carver, Noble, Olmsted, Scott and Sibley Counties in
January and February.

Regulatory
NOTICE: No Regulated Articles are legally allowed to move outside of a quarantine (untreated
or treated), unless they are accompanied by a certificate or limited permit. Certificates and
limited permits are only available when a compliance agreement is signed between the
Minnesota Department of Agriculture and the firm interested in moving the regulated article.
•

Current Formal Quarantine

•

25 Counties are now under EAB Quarantine
o

o
o
•

Sibley County was discovered after a tree care professional noticed symptomatic ash trees when
working in the area.
Carver County was discovered shortly after when MDA staff visited the area to visually assess the
infestation and collect EAB larvae for official identification.

Compliance Agreement Holders
o

•

Two newest counties, Carver (September) and Sibley (September)

o

28 Active EAB Compliance Agreements
Mitigation methods – Mulch, firewood, composting, lumber, safeguarding

MDA Heat Treatment Certified means the company operates a kiln that has passed a rigorous inspection and
testing process and has successfully demonstrated the ability to heat their firewood to a minimum core
temperature of 140˚F for 60 minutes OR Heat Treatment for Various Wood Pests, 160⁰F for 75 minutes.
o

o

•

o

Currently there are 8 MDA certified and 2 USDA certified firewood producers.
USDA certified producers will be transferred to MDA after federal deregulation takes place on
1/14/2021.
There are 3 new firewood producers that are considering becoming heat treatment certified in 2021.

MDA Enforcement Actions: A $6,000.00 penalty has been paid by a firewood seller who was found in violation
of EAB quarantine transportation rules going back as far as 2018. The original penalty was $12,000 but a
reduced settlement was offered by MDA in the hopes that it could actually be paid by the Regulated Party, with
the remaining balance available to be reapplied should the seller be found in violation in the future.

•

EAB Regulatory contact information
o

Danielle DeVito – Plant Health Specialist Danielle.Devito@state.mn.us 507-384-1129, contact Danielle

o

David Simmons – Plant Health Specialist David.Simmons@state.mn.us 320-808-9357, contact David for

o

Dan Born – Enforcement Specialist Daniel.Born@state.mn.us 651-201-6174

for all EAB quarantine questions and EAB compliance agreements
all heat treatment certification of firewood

Outreach
MDA
•

EAB biology, detection and management workshops
o

Minnetonka, MN – workshop held for city staff on 12/8/2020

•

Emerald Ash Borer: Current Status, Trends, and New Resources for Landowners and Managers through the
University of Minnesota Sustainable Forests Education Cooperative & University of Minnesota Extension
Webinar Series held on 9/15/2020.

•

EAB Biocontrol Forest Management presentation was given on 11/6/2020 for the Upper Midwest Invasive
Species Conference.

•

EAB Community Forestry Webinar – hour long webinar held on 12/10/2020 with presentation from Emily Ball
(City Forester) and Emma Schultz (MNDNR Community Forest Project Specialist). Recording can be viewed here
or at MDA’s EAB webpage.

•

The MDA is contracting Don’t Move Firewood advertisements with Wildlife Forever. Streaming TV, gas stations,
billboards, and newsprint are a few of the media outlets being utilized. Ads ran through November 2020 and will
also run in April 2021.

•

Plant Pest Insider articles about EAB are typically sent out monthly.

•

If you need copies of EAB handouts please request them by email arrest.the.pest@state.mn.us

Upcoming MDA Outreach
•

Outdoor EAB biology, detection and management workshops are being planned for the month of March. Dates,
locations and registration will be available soon. Each hour-long workshop will be limited to a maximum
attendance of 25 people. Likely locations include Nobles, Rice, Scott, Stearns and Washington Counties.

•

EAB community and forest management webinars are being planned for the end of March or early April. An
agenda with topics and speakers will be available in February.

•

All EAB workshop and webinar dates/times/registrations will be posted at www.mda.state.mn/eab.

•

The MDA was awarded a USDA PPA 7721 grant to continue Forest Pest Outreach including Don’t Move Firewood
advertisements. Part of the funds will be used for advertisements May-Oct 2021 and April 2022.

DNR
•

No Updates

Biologoical Control
•

Parasitoid releases concluded the last week of September for the 2020 season. MDA released a total of 16,847
parasitoids across seven sites. This included 4,465 Spathius galinae, 4,062 Tetrastichus planipennisi and 8,320
Oobius agrili.

•

Release numbers were down due to COVID precautions at the rearing facility as well as a restructuring of the
methods for parasitoid releases to allow for a greater production of the larval parasitoid Spathius galinae.

•

Beginning in 2020 and moving forward, release sites will receive primarily Tetrastichus planipennisi in the first
year of releases and the two other parasitoids in year two. Only one release site was in the first year of releases
which accounts for lower numbers of T. planipennisi released in 2020.

•

MDA will continue to release parasitoids at five sites throughout the state in 2021. MDA is currently working
with USDA on planning releases and gaining permission from land managers for new sites. Four new sites have
been identified for the upcoming release season: Lake Elmo County Park in Washington County, Coon Rapids

Dam Regional Park in Anoka County, Joy Park and Ramsey County Open Space in Ramsey County. The Grand
Lake release site will receive parasitoids for the second year in 2021.
•

Release Site Characteristics
o

Parasitoid-release sites are typically in forested areas, woodlots, wooded wetlands, and riparian zones

o

Sites should be at least 40 acres in size or have a high density of ash and corridors that connect to other

o

Sites should consist of 25 percent ash or higher with varying size class.

o

that will not be harvested or developed for at least 5 years.
wooded areas.
EAB must be present in the environment to release parasitoids as they need EAB to complete their life
cycle. Low to moderate EAB infestations are preferred so that the ash trees won’t be killed before
parasitoids are established and dispersed.

•

Chris Mallet christopher.mallet@state.mn.us 651-201-6249

Total By Year
Year

Total

Spathius galinae Tetrastichus planipennisi Oobius agrili

Spathius agrili

2010

3326

0

2154

0

1172

2011

30717

0

19480

3641

7596

2012

45321

0

19822

10241

15258

2013

51176

0

42579

8597

0

2014

46496

0

34434

12062

0

2015

182512

0

151022

31490

0

2016

89043

1613

45130

42300

0

2017

68496

2151

43245

23100

0

2018

44546

4636

27310

12600

0

2019

47616

4609

34607

8400

0

2020

16847

4465

4062

8320

0

Total

626096

17474

423845

160751

24026

Parks and Recreation Commission Considers the Name of Pocahontas Park
Draft update – 1-27-21
The Parks and Recreation Commission is currently examining the name of
Pocahontas Park after concerns were raised that the name may be offensive. At
recent meetings, the Parks and Recreation Commission learned more about who
Pocahontas, the person, was, heard feedback from representatives of Native
American groups, received feedback from residents and discussed the issue.
Based on initial conversations, the commission has developed an Engagement and
Analysis Plan based upon the Government Alliance on Race and Equity (GARE)
Racial Equity Toolkit and the draft HRIEC engagement best practices.
The Parks and Recreation Commission is planning to hear more from Native
American communities, Native American residents of Roseville, neighbors of
Pocahontas Park and other Roseville residents who are interested in the
conversation.
To learn more about the Pocahontas Park name conversation, visit
cityofroseville.com/parks.

