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EDINA PARK BOARD 
7:30 p.m. 
AUGUST 12, 1997 
 
_______________________________  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Jim Fee, Bill Jenkins, Becky Bennett, Mike Burley, Phyllis Kohler, 

Dave Crowther, Jean Rydell, Beth Hall, John Dovolis, Andrew 
Montgomery 

 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Andy Herring 
 
STAFF PRESENT: John Keprios, Ed MacHolda, Janet Canton 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: Chris Bauleke, Greg Bauleke, Mary Pate, Linda Hays Witzel, Mo 

Massopust, Katherine Bradbury, Cynthia McGarvey, Robert 
McGarvey, Lisa Beaupre, Laura Nisi, Paul Cederberg, Anne Braun, 
John Witzel, Carol Kaiser-Milan, O.P. Portu, Jody Portu, Tim 
Walton, Barb Goramella, Barb Nelson, Jack Galvin, A.E. 
McQuinn, Gene Hangland, Katy Bennewitz, Kathy Monson Lutes, 
Rick Lutes, Stan Nelson, Claudette Debrey 

 
________________________________   
 
 

I. APPROVAL OF THE JUNE 10, 1997 PARK BOARD MINUTES 
 
 Jean Rydell MOVED TO APPROVE THE JUNE 10, 1997 PARK BOARD MINUTES.  

Beth Hall SECONDED THE MOTION.  MINUTES APPROVED. 
 

II. EDINA AQUATENNIAL SWIM MEET 
 
 Mr. Keprios indicated that at the June 10th Park Board meeting there were some residents 

present who expressed their concerns that they were displeased with the fact that the 
Aquatic Center facility was shut down during the second weekend in July to host the 
annual Edina Aquatennial Swim Meet.  He stated this is something that the city has dealt 
with for many years.  In the past, some compromises have been made in being able to 
shut down the facility at 5:00 p.m. or 6:00 p.m. and then open it up to the public.  
However, that no longer is an option because the electronic timing devices that are 
needed to run the program cannot be easily taken down and put back up.   

 
 Mr. Keprios stated that the public has been informed of this meeting as well as the Edina 

Swim Club and the Park Board will hear the comments from both sides and then make a 
recommendation to the City Council.  

 
Mr. Keprios explained that Mr. Witzel, President of the Edina Swim Club, met with Mr. 
MacHolda and himself to discuss the situation and try to find a compromise so this 
wouldn’t have to be discussed in a public forum.  Mr. Keprios commented that it is very 
difficult to serve both needs at the same time and a decision needs to be made.   
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Mr. Keprios indicated that that this is the one swim meet the Swim Club puts on all year 
and they have brought a lot of great pride to Edina.  It has been an excellent swim meet 
since the late 1950’s and he stated that residents should be very proud of what the has 
done and hopes that a way could be found to serve both groups.   

 
 Mr. Burley asked if this meet has changed because years ago he remembers it being more 

of a community event with entertainment in the evening.  Ms. Massopust indicated that it 
actually was a bigger event and was part of the Minneapolis Aquatennial.  She indicated 
that the Edina Swim Club has always held a three day swim meet and yes, there used to 
be entertainment in the evening.  However, in the late 1960’s or early 1970’s the 
Minneapolis Aquatennial had to re-evaluate some of their events and had to cut some of 
their community suburb events.  Therefore, there is no longer financial backing available 
to field that kind of entertainment anymore.   Mr. Witzel added that in a sense it has 
become more of a local meet, however, they do draw swimmers from all over the state as 
well as a few outside of the state.   

 
Carol Milan, resident, indicated that she did attend the June 10th Park Board meeting and 
was told the Aquatennial Swim Meet is a fundraiser for the Edina Swim Club.  She 
explained that she speaks as a mom who uses the pool quite a bit and every year, even 
though it’s on the schedule, lots of families go to use the pool just to find out that it’s 
closed for the weekend.  Also, that weekend usually happens to be one of the nicest 
weekends of the summer.  She also noted that she was under the impression that this 
swim meet was affiliated with the Minneapolis Aquatennial.  She couldn’t figure out how 
Edina was roped into this when Richfield, Bloomington and St. Louis Park have gotten 
rid of their meets because they needed to serve the communities more than one particular 
group.  Ms. Milan stated that she questions the number of people who would have used 
the pool on that weekend and also track the previous weather reports.  Ms. Milan also 
pointed out that it is her understanding that the Edina Swim Club pays the City of Edina 
$3,000 for use the pool for the entire weekend.   An  Edina Swim Club representative 
noted that just this past year it did rain and they did have to get the kids out of the pool.   
 
Mr. Montgomery asked Mr. MacHolda to give a brief synopsis of what the city forfeits 
for this swim meet.  Mr. MacHolda stated they now charge $1,200 per day as well as 
anything they use from the concession stand at cost.  He indicated that this year the total 
bill was $4,500.  Mr. Montgomery asked Mr. MacHolda approximately how much 
revenue he would make if the pool remained open on that weekend.  Mr. MacHolda 
responded that particular weekend comes at a good time of year to generate daily 
admissions, concessions and continued season ticket sales.  He noted that the three days 
following the meet they grossed $30,000.  However, he stated that the public feels that 
access to the facility during that particular weekend is more of an issue than the loss of 
revenue.  
 
Mr. Keprios pointed out that weekend results in approximately a $15,000-$20,000 net 
loss.  However, without including season ticket sales throughout that weekend, the net 
loss is probably significantly lower.  He also pointed out that the main issue is lack of 
public access to the facility during the second weekend in July.   
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Mr. Keprios then explained that what makes 1997 different from previous years is that we 
no longer have a reciprocal agreement with the City of Richfield because they no longer 
host a meet.  He also indicated that he tried to cut a deal with St. Louis Park for next year 
and their answer was no because they already have such a tremendous turn-out.  Also, 
we’ve just renovated the pool and unfortunately we were delayed due to a variety of 
problems.  Therefore, the public was real eager and anxious to use the pool and when it 
was finally opened we had to shut it down for a weekend.   
 
Ms. Bennett asked Mr. MacHolda what the present average day is at the pool and he 
replied they still see 2,000 plus a day but has seen as many as 4,000 people on a warm 
sunny July day.  
 
Mr. Crowther asked if anyone else could rent the pool for three days at $1,200 a day and 
shut it down the public.  Mr. Keprios replied they obviously would not encourage it and 
they would have to go through this same process.  
 
Jack Galvin, Edina Swim Club Representative, indicated that the Edina Swim Club is a  
community based non-profit organization that is run solely by volunteers and invites the 
children of Edina to participate in a competitive swimming program.  Ms. Milan asked if 
it is free and he noted that it is not free.  It is there for the purpose of the youth of Edina to 
enjoy competitive swimming as they do hockey, basketball, soccer, etc.   He informed the 
Park Board that the Edina Aquatennial Swim Meet is the one opportunity that the Edina 
Swim Club has to host a meet and invite children from other communities into our 
community because throughout the rest of the year we go to other communities for meets. 
Mr. Galvin noted that the emphasis he would like to put here is this is not a private for 
profit organization.   
 
Claudette Debrey, resident, stated that she has been an adult lap swimmer for the past 30 
years and has been turned away for 30 years for that prime weekend.  She noted that every 
year it hurts to be turned away and feels that the greater good for the majority of the 
residents of Edina should be addressed. 
 
Mr. Montgomery asked why the University of Minnesota is not an acceptable alternative 
for that three day meet.  Mr. Witzel replied that it’s not necessarily available.  Mr. 
Montgomery stated that according to Mr. Keprios's Staff Report it is available and the U 
of M needs to know by mid-September.  Mr. Keprios explained that he to talked to Duane 
Proell at the U of M and was told that if the Edina Swim Club can give them a 
commitment by mid-September then it is guaranteed theirs and they will not be booted 
out in spite of the U of M's opportunity to host a National Diving Meet.  Mr. Witzel 
commented that is for one year only.  We were told that this year they can be guaranteed a 
spot but next year they don’t know.   
 
Mr. Keprios stated that according to Mr. Proell the U of M does have to host one National 
Division I meet a year and they can bank roll those.  The U of M is not obligated to host a 
National Meet next year.  Mr. Proell also stated that the U of M was also developed for 
local swim groups and these types of meets is part of their mission statement. 
 
Mr. Burley asked the Swim Club how much money is raised through the swim meet and 
Mr. Witzel replied that it varies from $3,500 and $11,000 and noted that this year they did 
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a lot of fundraising in which they raised $11,000.  Ms. Witzel pointed out that pool costs 
right now are skyrocketing.  Mr. Witzel commented that they budget approximately 
$6,000 to $7,000 and their overall budget for the program for the coming year is 
approximately $175,000.  Mr. Burley asked if the rest of that is funded by the individual 
families and it was noted that is correct.  
 
Ms. Milan indicated that she understands you have to have meets in order to compete, 
however, what she is taking exception to is the monopolizing and the time frame in which 
it happens because we already have a very abbreviated summer. 
 
Tim Walton, head coach for the Edina Swim Club, brought up the point that several years 
ago the city made a commitment to maintain the Edina Aquatic Center 50 meter pool.  A 
lot of money was spent on the gutter systems, starting blocks, etc. and  he believes that 
was a statement of commitment.  He noted that pools like St. Louis Park have closed 
down their 50 meter pool and there is a severe lack of competitive facilities with 50 meter 
pools.  He noted they really need the 50 meter pool to provide that opportunity for the 
competitive swimmers who really are forming the Edina High School swimmers.  Mr. 
Walton indicated that his second point is that he feels there are many hours that the 
outdoor pool is open from Memorial Day through Labor Day and he does not feel they are 
monopolizing the pool. 
 
Joe Curoso, resident, asked the Park Board to clarify two questions.  First, how did staff 
arrive at $20,000 to $30,000 forgone revenue and secondly is there a staff 
recommendation to the Park Board on this issue. Mr. MacHolda explained that how he 
arrives at the foregone revenue is with the daily operation reports for sale of admissions, 
including season ticket sales, and concessions over the 100 day season.  Mr. MacHolda 
indicated that the three day period prior to or just after the meet was approximately 
$35,000.  That includes season ticket sales, daily admissions and concessions.  Mr. 
Curoso noted that it doesn’t seem to him like the season tickets would go away but would 
just be deferred for those three days and is not sure that is a fair way to look at it for non-
revenue.  Mr. Keprios noted that he agrees with that argument and that it is a fair 
statement, however, with our current accounting system it would be difficult to know 
exactly what the loss would be not including season ticket sales.   
 
Mr. Keprios indicated that staff has come up with alternatives which are not listed in any  
order of priority.  First, leave the event where it is.  Second, offer the Edina Swim Club 
the first or second weekend of the season either late May or early June as opposed to the 
second weekend in July.  Third, no longer offer the Edina Aquatic Center to the Edina 
Swim Club for their meet and have them go to another facility.  Fourth, to offer the Edina 
Swim Club the facility once every two, three or four years as a compromise.  Mr. Keprios 
also noted that another option has been suggested that if it is a financial issue we could 
help them in some way, shape or form.  Mr. Keprios stressed that staff worked hard to 
establish a workable compromise with the Swim Club, however, without success.  
Therefore, staff does not have a recommendation because it’s a no win situation for staff.  
 
Paul Cederberg, Director of the Aquatennial swim meet this year, pointed out that under 
the rules of Minnesota swimming it is not arbitrary when they have that swim meet, 
because it is assigned.  Ms. Massopust explained that there is a reason for how that 
determination is made.  The meter swimming starts at the end of the high school year and 
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there are a certain number of weeks to taper through to the national competition.  
Therefore, you have to fit it in a certain period of the training season and it can’t be too 
close to the state meet and it can’t be too close to the national competition.  It  has to fit 
within four to five weeks into the season.  Ms. Massopust noted that she can identify with 
all of the people who have made comments because she was the parent of three small 
children and was also an adult lap swimmer.  However, after chairing the Aquatennial for 
the last four years and talking to NCAA swimmers from the University of Minnesota it is 
well worth closing the pool for the meet for one weekend.  Ms. Massopust also pointed 
out that swimming is one sport where there is equity in which little girls can beat the little 
boys and gain self-esteem.  Therefore, she would like to see the City of Edina continue to 
support this sport the way we do with Braemar ice arena and hockey.   
 
Ms. Kohler indicated that this is a situation where you can’t please everyone.  She noted 
that she would like to commend the Edina Swim Club because they provide a wonderful 
service for the children.  Also, she understands that the Edina Swim Club uses the aquatic 
center most days from 5:30 a.m. until 1:00 p.m., so they are getting use of the pool.  Ms. 
Kohler also commented that she would like to commend the staff for trying to find a 
viable compromise in a very tough situation.  She indicated that she would propose that at 
least for next year we look at keeping the pool open on that weekend to the public 
because there is a viable alternative at the University of Minnesota.  However, we will 
want to visit this again in a year and determine if it was wholly unacceptable for the 
Edina Swim Club or whether there would be some sort of a compromise.   
 
Jean Rydell SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
Mr. Fee stated that in principle he agrees with this because of the volume of people that 
are using this facility now, but he doesn’t want to leave the Edina Swim Club out in the 
cold.  However, since they do have a guaranteed alternative for next year, that is what 
they should do.  Mr. Fee stated then next summer come back to us and let us know if 
there is another weekend that would be more conducive to the citizens of Edina and still 
work with the Edina Swim Club’s schedule.  He noted that it’s unfortunate that this 
happens to fall probably on the busiest weekend of the summer and with 2,000 to 4,000 
citizens using it a day he doesn’t think there is any other choice.   
 
Ms. Bennett indicated that she has a swimmer in the Swim Club program and this is a 
tough one for her but she feels the numbers speak pretty clearly and the Park Board’s job 
is to represent as many people as they possibly can.  Also, if the Edina Swim Club has an 
opportunity to go to the University of Minnesota they should try to do that and come back 
next year and let us know how it works.   
 
Mr. Burley noted that he would just reiterate what everyone else has said and the Park 
Board has to think of the overall community.   
 
Ms. Witzel asked if in the process this is something that the Edina Swim Club could 
appeal.  Mr. Montgomery replied that the Park Board can only make a recommendation to 
the City Council.  Mr. Keprios replied that if the Edina Swim Club is not pleased with the 
outcome of the Park Board meeting and want to pursue the issue to the City Council it 
will be on the agenda at the September 2nd City Council meeting.  Mr. Keprios also 
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indicated that he will talk to the University of Minnesota so that he can have in writing 
what he has already been told on the phone.  
 
Mr. Montgomery clarified that the recommendation to the City Council is THAT THE 
EDINA SWIM CLUB MOVE THEIR AQUATENNIAL SWIM MEET TO THE 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA AQUATIC CENTER FACILITY FOR THEIR JULY 
10-12, 1998, SWIM MEET AND WE WILL REVISIT THE ISSUE A YEAR FROM 
NOW.   
 
IN FAVOR - 9 - Jim Fee, Bill Jenkins, Becky Bennett, Mike Burley, Phyllis Kohler, Dave 
Crowther, Jean Rydell, Beth Hall, Andrew Montgomery 
 
OPPOSED - 1  -   John Dovolis 
 
MOTION CARRIED. 
 
Mr. Keprios asked the Edina Swim Club if they wish to pursue this to the Edina City 
Council on September 2nd and it was noted definitely.   
 

III. FOX MEADOW PARK DEVELOPMENT 
 

Mr. Keprios indicated that he had been contacted by a couple of residents from the Fox 
Meadow Park neighborhood area as to what the process would be if there were a strong 
interest in developing the park in some way, shape or form.  These residents felt that the 
demographics and attitude about the development of the park have changed from what 
was been in the past.  
 
Mr. Keprios showed on a map the parcel of property that is being talked about and noted 
that it is a very heavily wooded area.  He also pointed out that the closest parks to this 
area are Walnut Ridge Park and Highlands Park.  Mr. Keprios gave a brief history on Fox 
Meadow Park.  He noted there were 3 bond issues on the agenda on September 4, 1975, 
one was for park open space supposedly to not be developed.  There was an issue to 
purchase park land to be developed as local or neighborhood parks and a third one, 2.2 
million, to develop those local neighborhood parks.  Mr. Keprios indicated that the Fox 
Meadow Park property was purchased with the park land money and was never 
developed.  However, Mr. Rosland has indicated to him that there used to be a plan to 
develop the park that was proposed to the neighborhood and the neighborhood felt very 
strongly at that time that is not something that they wanted at that time.  That is why it has 
been undeveloped for all of these years.  Mr. Keprios pointed out that no one stepped 
forward during this past bond issue to develop Fox Meadow Park and currently there is 
no money available to develop this park.  He commented, however, that does not mean 
that it should not be addressed because if people have concerns they need and deserve to 
be heard. 
 
Mr. Keprios explained that when the Nisi family and the Beaupre family approached him 
about the park he suggested to them that they have a couple of options either do it by 
petition or do it by survey.  Therefore, they took it upon themselves and administered a 
survey of 80 mailings in which they received about 72% back indicating they would be in 
favor of the development.  Mr. Keprios then explained that the word spread quickly 
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throughout the neighborhood and another petition has surfaced on the opposite side of the 
issue, which includes approximately 100 names.  However, a large number of the names 
are not anywhere near Fox Meadow Park.  
 
Mr. Keprios informed the Park Board that Fox Meadow Park is a 3.84 acres parcel of 
land and is considered to be a neighborhood park, which by definition would service one 
square mile and is typically for ages 6 to 14 years of age.  Typical things you put in a 
neighborhood park are tennis courts, softball diamonds, basketball courts, ice skating 
facilities, playground equipment and pathways.  However, that does not mean that every 
park should have all of these things.  Mr. Keprios did indicate that Fox Meadow Park 
does have a very mature stand of trees as well as a lot of wonderful prairie grass.  He 
pointed out that he is not a fan of tearing down any trees for the sake of development.  
However, the issue comes down to a couple of things, number one and the most 
important is there is no money to do anything right now.  That doesn’t mean that we 
shouldn’t plan for the future but for us to do that we need to know what the people want 
and what they will agree to.  Mr. Keprios explained that it is important to establish a long 
range Capital Plan and it would be nice to know if we should plan on any future 
development of that site.  
 
Mr. Burley indicated that he doesn’t see why we are discussing this if we don’t have any 
money to do anything and there obviously are strong points on both sides from the 
neighborhood who are arguing over something we can’t do anyway.  
 
Mr. Burley MOVED THAT THE PARK BOARD TABLE THIS UNTIL THE CITY 
HAS THE MONEY TO EVEN MAKE A DECISION ABOUT WHAT TO DO WITH 
THE PARCEL OF LAND.  Jim Fee SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
Mr. Montgomery indicated that his only concern is that this topic was put on the agenda 
and people are here for the Park Board to hear their concerns, therefore, it is only 
appropriate to hear a couple of their comments.  Mr. Crowther commented that his 
concern is that by the time the city does have the money to essentially develop this park 
the sentiment of the neighborhood may be changed and there may be different people 
living there.  Mr. Montgomery stated that he would like to take five minutes to let a 
couple of people comment on this issue.  
 
O.P. Portu, resident, indicated that he agrees with the statement that was made if there is 
no money we are kidding ourselves.  However, when he moved to Edina 8 years ago one 
of the things that impressed him is the fine balance that the city does between recreation 
centers and the natural setting.  Mr. Portu noted that when he saw the first petition he 
thought it would be very convenient for his family to just go across the woods to the park.   
However, he quickly realized that would be somewhat selfish because there are other 
residents who do not have children and they enjoy the balance of the peace and quiet.  Mr. 
Portu pointed out that in his petition against developing the park you will find that almost 
all of those people have houses directly adjoining the park and that to him matters more 
than people who live 2 blocks away from it.   
 
Laura Nissi, resident, stated that she was one of the instigators of the survey for 
developing the park.  She indicated that the prairie grass and weeds are so high that you 
cannot walk through it.  She pointed out that she heard from 74% of the people she sent 
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surveys out to and those people were very enthusiastic about developing the park.  She 
explained that no one wants baseball, basketball, swimming pools, tennis courts, parking 
lots, etc.  Most people want a place to go to meet their neighbors.  Ms. Nissi noted that if 
the Park Board tables this issue because there is no money she will come back and send 
out a survey again if in the future there are funds available and it can become an issue.  
Mr. Montgomery indicated that he would like for the City to cut the grass.   
 
Mr. Keprios commented that as staff he will never tell a resident no, you cannot bring 
your concern to the Park Board.  He stated that he indicated to these residents there is no 
money and he doesn’t anticipate there being any money for some time.  However,  if you 
want to pursue it that’s certainly the democratic process and he can’t fault them for doing 
that.  
 
Mr. McQuinn, resident, indicated that he wrote the Park Board a letter and stated several 
positions about living on the south side of that park.  He felt that mowing the area two 
times a year, like they do at the arboretum, to keep that grass about 6 inches would serve 
a lot of peoples purposes and would broaden the use of that park as well as save the city a 
lot of money.  
 
Mr. Keprios thanked Matt Peterson, resident, for adopting the Fox Meadow Park.  Mr. 
Peterson commented that he thinks the idea of access is important.   
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY TO TABLE THIS ISSUE AT THIS TIME. 
 

IV. 3.2% BEER ORDINANCE 
 

Mr. Keprios stated that Chairman Montgomery asked to have this issue be addressed by 
the Park Board.  Mr. Keprios explained that the city has been changing it’s ordinances 
through the years with regards to serving and selling liquor in Edina.  The most recent 
significant change in the liquor laws in Edina have been to allow restaurants in town to 
sell both wine and strong beer without having to serve a main course meal first.  
However, this was not granted to City owned facilities.  We can still serve 3.2% beer and 
wine at the golf dome, golf course, Edinborough, Centennial Lakes, and by permit at Van 
Valkenburg.   Mr. Montgomery would like these facilities to be able to serve (but not sell) 
strong beer. 
 
Mr. Keprios stated that we can currently serve wine which can be as high as 12% alcohol 
while we are limited to serving only 3.2% beer.  There is little difference between 3.2 
beer and strong beer, which can be as high as 5%.  He indicated that Mr. Montgomery felt 
that we should at least allow the caterers to serve strong beer, similar to all of the other 
restaurants in town.  
 
John Dovolis MOVED TO ACCEPT MR. MONTGOMERY'S RECOMMENDATION 
TO CHANGE THE ORDINANCE TO ALLOW CITY OWNED FACILITIES THAT 
ARE CURRENTLY ALLOWED TO SERVE 3.2% BEER THE OPTION TO SERVE 
STRONG BEER.  Becky Bennett SECONDED THE MOTION.  MOTION CARRIED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

V. PARK REFERENDUM UPDATE 



 9

 
Mr. Keprios handed out the Senior Center booklet that Ms. Weigle put together to answer 
questions that were raised at the recent Park Board meetings.   Mr. Keprios indicated that 
he met with Mr. Rosland, Mr. Dragseth, Mr. Johnson, and  Mr. Hughes to discuss the 
option of working with the school district.  They have now progressed to point of hiring 
an architect to do a feasibility study and draw some conceptual plans to see what it would 
be like to add on a “free standing” senior center facility.  This would be located on the 
south end of the existing community center.  
 
Mr. Montgomery asked what is happening with YMCA and Mr. Keprios replied they are 
on hold at this point, however, it has not been ruled it out totally.  
 
Mr. Keprios indicated that they opened bids on the shelter buildings today and the lowest 
bid came in at $1,129,000, which includes accepting all the proposed deduct alternates.  
This is only for three shelter buildings and  three comfort stations.  Mr. Keprios pointed 
out that in his budget he was hoping to build the little shelter buildings for $220,000 
which would include utilities and architect fees.  He stated that they are going to have to 
go back to the architect and make some changes.  Mr. Dovolis noted that the prices on the 
bids do not make sense.  Mr. Keprios explained that one of the problems they are having 
is we are in such a glut of construction that he has been calling and begging people to bid.   
Therefore, we need to go back to the drawing board and we are going to have to itemize 
building by building as well as scale down the comfort stations and shelter buildings.  

 
Mr. Dovolis asked when these buildings need to be completed by and Mr. Keprios 
responded that better than 90% of  the money needs to be spent by next August 1st.  Mr. 
Dovolis told Mr. Keprios that he will help him with this and they will start from the 
beginning.  Mr. Keprios indicated that he appreciates that and that he will ask the City 
Council to reject all of the bids and we will come up with a Plan B so we can stay within 
budget.   
 
Mr. Keprios indicated that with the Courtney Ball Fields they had to bite the bullet to stay 
within budget.  They had hoped to be able to re-grade all four fields but bids came in so 
high that we are able to do only three of the four fields.  
 
Mr. Jenkins asked about Pamela Park and Mr. Keprios replied that it is currently under 
construction and we are a little over budget.  Mr. Burley asked if there will be a 
concession stand and Mr. Keprios noted there will be no concession stand, no electronic 
scoreboards and no lights because that is not part of the plan right now.  At this time they 
are reorienting the three fields as well as adding some adequate parking.  Also, the fields 
will be irrigated which they never have been in the past and there will be black fencing 
put up.  
 

VI. OTHER 
 

A. Advertising at the Baseball Fields -  Mr. Burley asked about advertising at the 
baseball fields and Mr. Fee commented that the City Council doesn’t want it.  Mr. Burley 
asked if he can challenge the City Council on this because it’s time and we are running 
out of money.  Mr. Burley stated that Edina is a unique community in that we isolate 
ourselves and don’t allow advertising particularly in a socially accepted park were 
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minimal advertising would be put on a scoreboard in a controlled environment.  This 
certainly could provide the funds we need especially now while all of the construction is 
going on we could raise a lot of money.  Mr. Fee pointed out that there is a new City 
Council but the former City Council was really against it.  Ms. Bennett asked if this issue 
went before the City Council after the Park Board had their recent discussion and it was 
noted no because there was no recommendation to change the existing policy and no one 
challenged the issue any further.   
 
Mr. Montgomery informed the Park Board that he recently was at a baseball facility in 
Eagan and they had advertising on their scoreboards and it was almost inconspicuous.  
Mr. Jenkins added that everywhere you go you see advertising and people are used to it. 
 
Mr.  Keprios pointed out that the cola companies are willing to give a lot of money 
without advertising if you sign a contract with them to just buy their product for pre-
determined number of years.  He noted that he doesn’t have a preference one way or 
another regarding advertising.  
 
Mike Burley MOVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL CONSIDER REVISING THE 
CURRENT ADVERTISING POLICY TO ALLOW FOR ADVERTISING AT 
BALLFIELD LOCATIONS IN NEED OF FUNDING FOR CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENTS SUCH AS SCOREBOARDS.   
 
John Dovolis SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
Mr. Fee commented that he thinks the City Council is going to send this back to us and 
maybe it would be prudent to pull out the previous Park Board minutes were there was 
discussion on this that we should review before the next Park Board meeting.  Mr. Burley 
stated that he thinks Mr. Fee is right, however, the problem he has is we are up against the 
wall time wise because we are in the process of currently working on the fields in need of 
new scoreboards.  
 
Ms. Hall asked if we should try this at one field before we do the overall city.  Mr. Burley 
stated that his concern with that is we are redoing Courtney and Pamela right now and he 
would hate to see Pamela Park get done and then say well we should have done that when 
we were redoing it.  Mr. Montgomery asked how extensive is the advertising, it’s one 
thing to put the advertising on the scoreboard and get that one going and it’s another to 
revisit the whole issue as Mr. Fee is saying to get the paperwork that we’ve had in the 
past again in front of us. 
 
Mr. Burley asked Mr. Keprios is it realistic to put scoreboards at Pamela Park if we were 
to receive funds from one of the cola companies.  Mr. Keprios replied that it’s realistic 
but it’s not something he’s recommending because he doesn’t want to see that park turned 
into a tournament site.  There is a lot of activity at that park and there is not a lot of 
parking.  He noted that Van Valkenburg Park is already set up for fast pitch softball 
tournaments and it works well for that purpose.  
 
Ms. Rydell commented that none of the private people that could have funded some of 
these things came forward with a penny so why should we go out on a limb.  She noted 
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that Ms. Bennett even offered to call people if she was given a list and they never did 
anything.   
 
Mr. Burley MOVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL CONSIDER ADVERTISING ON 
SCOREBOARDS. 
 
IN FAVOR - 9  - Jim Fee, Bill Jenkins, Becky Bennett, Mike Burley, Phyllis Kohler, 
David Crowther, Beth Hall, John Dovolis 
 
OPPOSED - 1  -  Jean Rydell  
 
MOTION CARRIED. 
 
B.   Lake Cornelia Grand Opening - Mr. Keprios indicated that we were hoping to have a 
Lake Cornelia Park Grand Opening, however, it was significantly washed out.  Therefore, 
he suggested next year having a grand opening to celebrate a whole multitude of new 
development to be proud of, which would be a great way to kick off the season.  Mr. 
Keprios noted that he feels there should still be a separate grand opening for the arena 
because that deserves its own grand opening.   
 
C.   Lewis Park Basketball Court - Mr. Burley asked what the status is with the Lewis 
Park basketball court.  Mr. Keprios explained that specifications were drawn and bids 
were opened for three courts.  The three courts were Weber, which is being funded 
through the referendum, Utley and Lewis, which are both proposed to be funded by the 
Basketball Association.  The bids came in about $4,000 higher than they had hoped.  The 
Edina Basketball Association also indicated that they were disappointed in the delay.  He 
indicated that was delayed because there were some issues regarding the exact location of 
the court at Utley that needed to be resolved before specifications could be established.   
The Basketball Association indicated they would just fund Utley if we could guarantee it 
would be ready by August 1st.   The low bidder indicated that was impossible so the EBA 
withdrew their offer and will consider to do both courts next spring.   
 
D.   Bangu Soccer - Mr. Burley indicated that it was his understanding that the Park 
Board voted that Bangu Soccer cannot play in Edina.  However, he has heard that they 
currently are still playing soccer in Edina and it’s their home field.  Mr. MacHolda replied 
that he is not scheduling them to play but that they have been notorious for just showing 
up.  
 
Ms. Kohler indicated that the Park Board told Bangu in the spring that we had no 
alternatives so now is the time to tell them that they cannot use parks that are controlled 
by Park and Recreation so they can make other arrangements.  Mr. MacHolda stated that 
Bangu has never been allowed on city owned fields.  They had permission in the past 
from the school district.  However, this year because of the field shortage with the bond 
referendum we need to use the school fields for at least the next two years.  Mr. 
MacHolda indicated that Bangu probably used the field without any authorization.  Mr. 
Keprios noted that they will inform Bangu that we do not anticipate we will have any 
soccer fields available for them to use.  
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E.    Van Valkenburg Park - Mr. Keprios showed the Park Board the first concept plan for 
the small parcel left at Van Valkenburg park that was promised to the neighborhood.  
What the plan shows is a small playground area, a path and a half court basketball  area.  
Mr. Keprios indicated that he is going to show this plan to the neighborhood committee 
and then have the consultant put together cost estimates for development.  Mr. Fee asked 
if this is part of the referendum and it was noted no, this project will have to be done 
through the Developer’s Fund, if funds are available.  
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 John Dovolis MOVED TO AJOURN THE MEETING AT 9:20 P.M.  Phyllis Kohler 

SECONDED THE MOTION.  MEETING ADJOURNED.   


