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STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT UPDATE: ISSUES AND NEEDS 
4 August 2013 

Overview 
As outlined in the Stakeholder Engagement Plan, the City and Consulting team sought input from community 
stakeholders on issues and needs related to the 54th Street reconstruction and area stormwater management 
plan. The City launched the process in mid-June with letters to neighborhood residents and businesses in the 
area (see map) explaining the projects and 
engagement process, as well as a stormwater-
specific letter to businesses near 50th and France.  
 
On 20 June, the online survey went live, a Ground 
Team kicked off doorknocking and intercept 
surveys in the area shown, and City and 
Consulting team staff began arranging input 
sessions with several stakeholder groups.  
 
The Ground Team consisted of nine trained 
graduate students, along with several volunteer 
City staff and Consulting team members. There 
were two Ground Team leads, one responsible for 
managing the fieldwork and the other for data 
management and analysis. Ground Team 
members wore City-issued identification badges 
and bright green shirts to be easily recognizable.  
 
Through mid-July, over 450 adult and youth 
stakeholders contributed their issues and needs 
via doorknocks, intercept surveys, small group 
sessions, and the online survey.  
 
The two core questions were the same for the 
doorknocks, intercepts, online survey, and small 
group sessions: 
 

 What issues and needs do you see on 54th 
Street, including the bridge? (Please focus on 
needs and issues rather than specific 
solutions. Examples might include: We live 
west of Arden Park and kids can't walk there 
safely. Or, The bridge isn't wide enough for cars, bikes, and walkers.) 
 

 What issues and needs do you see for Minnehaha Creek and Arden Park? (Please focus on issues and 
needs rather than specific solutions. Example: Stormwater runoff dumps directly from the road into the 
Creek. Or, The canoe landing is primitive and slippery after a rain.) 

  
Doorknocking was done in the evenings. Intercept surveys were conducted in Arden Park near Minnehaha Creek 
or on bridge and at all times of day in order to get a wider range of participants. We tracked a variety of mostly 
observable demographics and activity information for the intercept surveys, which are described in that section. 
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For doorknocks, intercepts, and online surveys, we asked about decade born; most people answered, as shown 
on the chart below.  

 
The following sections provide additional information on doorknocking, intercept surveys, and small group 
sessions; maps of survey locations; and compiled results for all stakeholder input on these two questions. Those 
results are being reviewed and analyzed by the project Consulting Team and will shape the design components 
brought back to stakeholder in August and September for feedback and further guidance.  

Doorknocks 
Between 20 June and 12 July, trained graduate students 
canvassed local residences during evening hours seeking 
stakeholder issues and needs related to the Edina 54th Street 
reconstruction and stormwater management plan. The list of 
residences was provided by the City of Edina. Ground Team 
members stopped at each household at least once over the 
course of the project, and two attempts were made to contact 
people within one block of 54th Street, along Bruce Avenue,  and 
in the 5300 blocks of Wooddale and Kellogg Avenues. 

Crew members tracked completed surveys, refusals, no input, 
vacancies or under construction, and people who had already completed either an intercept or online survey. 
See map of doorknock and intercept survey locations below, and results are included in the compilation at the 
end of the report. 

Intercept Surveys 
Ground Team members conducted 202 intercept surveys from 20 June through 1 July. The intercepts stopped 
when members began intercepting the same people more than once and the content become substantially 
repetitive. See additional information below along with a few photos; results are included in the compilation at 
the end of the report.  

Activities and Demographics 

Information on the activities people were doing at the time of the intercept survey, along with basic 
demographics, were gathered by visual identification and are shown on the charts below. Color indicates 
frequency, with the highest number in each category shaded the darkest.  
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Adults   
Standing/waiting/sitting/car 32 
Walking, strolling, wheelchair rolling 86 
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 16 
Canoeing, kayaking, tubing, swimming 23 
Picnicking, eating 2 
Playing (sport, playground) 21 
Wading, fishing 6 
Other 2 

  188 

 

Youth    
Standing/waiting/sitting/car 4 
Walking, strolling, wheelchair rolling 11 
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 7 
Canoeing, kayaking, tubing, swimming 7 
Picnicking, eating 2 
Playing (sport, playground) 9 
Wading, fishing 8 

  48 

 

Females   
Standing/waiting/sitting/car 18 
Walking, strolling, wheelchair rolling 65 
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 11 
Canoeing, kayaking, tubing, swimming 11 
Picnicking, eating 2 
Playing (sport, playground) 18 
Wading, fishing 4 

 
129 

 

Males   
Standing/waiting/sitting/car 17 
Walking, strolling, wheelchair rolling 44 
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 12 
Canoeing, kayaking, tubing, swimming 24 
Picnicking, eating 1 
Playing (sport, playground) 13 
Wading, fishing 7 
Other 1 

  119 

 

People of Color   
Standing/waiting/sitting/car 1 
Walking, strolling, wheelchair rolling 4 
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 0 
Canoeing, kayaking, tubing, swimming 0 
Picnicking, eating 0 
Playing (sport, playground) 1 
Wading, fishing 1 

  7 

 

Non-English speaking   
Bicycling, inline skating, running, etc. 1 

  
Disabled 0 
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Small Group Sessions 
The Consulting Team conducted small group input sessions to 
gather input from various stakeholder groups on the same two 
questions used for the doorknocks, intercepts, and online 
surveys.  
 
These were conducted with the following groups: 

 Edina Transportation Committee 

 Edina Energy and Environment Committee 

 Edina Park Board 

 Edina Community Lutheran Church 

 Bike Edina Task Force 

 City staff 
 
Results are included in the compilation at the end of the report.  
 
Team members also organized a stormwater-only meeting with businesses at 50th and France, which will 
support ongoing planning and design discussions with the City.    
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Respondent Maps 

Doorknock and Intercept Surveys in Project Area 

 
Following letters 
from the City to 
property owners 
in mid-June, 
Ground Team 
members 
doorknocked the 
project area and 
conducted 
intercept surveys 
near Arden Park.  
 
The mapped data 
provided by the 
City shows 
contact results in 
the project area.   
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Intercept and Online Surveys in Edina  

The mapped data below provided by the City shows contact results Citywide; intercept survey addresses or 
intersections were mapped as they were provided by respondents.    
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Intercept and Online Surveys Outside Edina 

The map below shows intercept survey contacts outside of Edina; these addresses or intersections were mapped 
as they were provided by respondents In addition to these, a handful of out-of-town visitors were intercepted 
and shared their perspectives; they are not mapped here but were from Hutchinson, Princeton, Redwing, 
Annandale, and Chicago.  
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Results 
The results are provided in three forms: A “word cloud” of all responses (via www.wordle.net) where the word 
size reflects its frequency; rough categories of responses; and all responses compiled and organized by question.   

Word Cloud 
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Categories 

Responses from doorknocking, intercept surveys, online surveys, and small group sessions were all entered into 
Survey Monkey. The initial analysis focused on the two key survey questions: 1) Issues and needs on 54th Street, 
including the bridge, and 2) Stormwater-related issues and needs for Minnehaha Creek and Arden Park.  
 
After thoroughly reviewing all responses, they were roughly organized into categories that emerged from the 
stakeholder input. All stakeholder input on issues and needs will inform the preliminary street design 
components and stormwater management plan on which the City will seek stakeholder feedback in August and 
September. The initial categories were as follows (alphabetically): 
 

 Aesthetics 

 Creek  

 Access and safety  

 Cleanliness  

 Drainage 

 Environmental impact, runoff 

 Maintenance issues  

 Water preservation  

 Parking availability 

 Pavement conditions  

 Road geometry  

 Safety 

 Bicycles  

 Lights  

 Pedestrians  

 Vehicles 

 Water  

 Signage  

 Traffic, speeding 

 
Some respondents also identified issues specific to future park design or other City issues that are outside the 
scope of this project focusing on 54th Street and the area stormwater management plan. Those responses are 
included in the compilation below, but because they will not affect this current project have been pulled out and 
provided to the appropriate City boards, commissions, and staff for future consideration.  

Detailed Input: Stakeholder Issues and Needs 

STAKEHOLDER INPUT: Edina 54th Street/Stormwater 
Management Plan  
QUESTION 1: What issues and needs do you see on 54th Street, including the bridge? (Please focus on needs and 
issues rather than specific solutions. Examples might include: We live west of Arden Park and kids can't walk there 
safely. Or, The bridge isn't wide enough for cars, bikes, and walkers.) 

NOTE: This is all input from doorknocking, intercept surveys, online surveys, and small group sessions (such as City 
committees) from 21 June-18 July 2013. Content is in random order and only personal names and phone numbers have 
been removed.  Input from this and the other key question is being categorized and in combination with design and 
regulatory requirements will be used to generate scenarios for stakeholder feedback in August and September 2013. 

Response Text (filtering out none, no response, no comment, etc.) 

 The condition of the street is a big issue. 
The speed at Minnehaha Blvd is also an issue. 

 More places to view Creek as it goes over dam 

 More room on bridge to view Creek 

 Bridge too narrow for pedestrians, bikes, and cars 

 Complicated intersection at 54th and Minnehaha is unsafe because there are too many competing uses (cars, 
bikes, pedestrians) 

 Cars and bikes don’t always stop at eastbound stop sign—sign isn’t obvious 

 Private needs of church relying on public roadway 7 days a week 

 Optimize cycling opportunities and further build out bikeway system by providing dedicated bike lanes on both 
sides 

 Improve pedestrian and bike access to Creek by providing sidewalks  
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 Big dip in road at creek makes it less safe 

 I am a whitewater paddler, so I will just stick to the areas that concern me (not to dismiss others' concerns, but I 
am not familiar with things like "walkability or what have you, so I am only semi-informed there.) 
With that caveat, there are two very nice play waves at this bridge--one just upstream, and one just 
downstream.  I certainly hope that any reconstruction either leaves these features intact, or improves them.  
For example, a flip on the upstream one can have serious consequences as you get dragged over the abrasive 
bottom. 

 I am a whitewater kayaker and would like to see the wave persevered and even made better.  There are lots of 
possibilities to create a fun surf area that is safe for people to play on. 

 The safety of walking all of 54th Street.  
The safety of cyclists with not continuous bike lanes of 54th street. 

 The safety for walkers.  
The lack of connection up to Halifax.  
The bridge is not historic of aesthetically pleasing. It is drab looking and lacks a feature.  
The walkers interact with the water and nature. 

 Safety 

 Walkers 

 crossing the street and how to do this safely 

  there is only 1 sidewalk, basically nonexistent 

 there is no place to wait for the bus; you have to wait in the street or on someone's property 

 elderly people and kids have to cross the street to get to the bus 

 the sidewalk narrows, and there isn't a crosswalk 

 no clear place to cross 

 cars run the stop sign. bikers also 

 the signs for cars are not clear. Some people stop at the "warning" sign but roll through the stop sign. There are 
problems with visibility and with the sight lines, especially at the narrow bridge. 

 East bound 54th is slick in the winter 

 There is no path to the park and creek. There are access issues, it is basically inaccessible 

 For the church, there are liability issues for people portaging across the street and back down to the creek. The 
church lands extend all the way to the creek, and it is not public land. 

 Parking 

 There is limited parking, and lots of people use the street. The parking works now, as long as there options for 
people to park on both sides of the street, from the creek to France and into the neighborhood. 

 Users at busy times block the street unloading or loading, to the point where others cannot drive past, and also 
sometimes cannot access the water 

 The most pressing needs are a sidewalk from Wooddale to France avenue, improved lighting and well defined 
crosswalks.  Beyond that, I love watching people enjoy the creek around the bridge; it's fun to stop and watch 
people fish, kayak, wade, and canoe.  Anything that can be done to encourage safe participation and 
observation of those would be great! 

 Bike path is confusing 
don't like the building of big mansion house in the neighborhood 
Oaklawn doesn't have curbs, but know the rest of the city is getting curbs 

 Road gets icy (8 years ago, there was that school bus accident near the bridge) 
no sidewalk the length of the street,  
need better lighting 
don't like how if you bring up safety issues like not having a sidewalk you have to then in turn pay for that  
don't like the bike lanes 
want skating boarding banned  kids come down the hill and are out of control 
worried about hitting confirmation class coming out and running through road by the church 

 It would be nice to have sidewalk 
lot of people walk down to 50th and France on 54th 
We love the stop sign at Minnehaha and 54th 

 sometimes people go to fast 
w/kids it is a little dangerous 
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 don't like the bicycle lanes (this is the least favorable amenity, would rather have a sidewalk. 
people like to stand on bridge and take in nature 
bridge is pretty narrow 
Could you create a way to walk under the bridge as a boater so they don't have to cross the road 

 why are we redoing the whole thing  didn't they just repair that road 
bridge seems okay 
bike lanes seem extremely wide  where the sharrows are.  It is just confusing on 54th 

 The bike paths are erratic.  It is kind of like a patchwork quilt.  Would like to see some consistency on the road. 
Like the parking spaces near the bridge with the bump out.  Would like to see more of that and maybe some 
more benches near the bridge for better water access 

 Need more stop signs on the way down the hill. 
Also, it gets slippery in the winter  last year lots of cars were sliding down when trying to go up the hill. 

 Don't get rid of the stop sign by the creek. 
We wouldn't mind more stop signs on 54th to slow traffic down  could be at Halifax. 
The bridge is wide enough already. There should be a sidewalk on at least one side like there is now. 
Very worried about if there is a grassy boulevard and then a sidewalk put in, it will really cut into their property. 
The odd side would be better for the sidewalk. If the sidewalk is at the curb, that'd be fine, but it would be too 
wide if there was grass before. 
We have the telephone poles on this side of the street too. 
They're trying to put so much on this street. 
With the bridge  shouldn't do anything to hinder the kids crossing from one side of the creek to the other. 

 It's confusing as it is currently; you end up driving down the center. 
Need to redo painting. Nothing against bikes, but no one knows where to bike or park. That should be more 
clear because it's dangerous right now. I don't see many bikes anyways. 
They should fix the potholes. 
Don't need to change the bridge much. 
Do not want roundabouts. 

 Fixing the potholes and rough surfaces. 
Don't want them to repeat what happened with Wooddale. It was painted poorly and they had to repaint it. 
There wasn't enough space for a 2way. Were forced to cross into parking area. 

 Standard street lights used by the City shine light upward and outward creating glare and are unfriendly to the 
night sky. 

 Pavements produce lots of runoff, we need to take an opportunity to demonstrate pervious pavements. 

 Need to maintain the quaint feel of the bridge and creek. 

 Stormwater runoff solution should not cause a hazard. 

 There are sometimes very thin natural buffer areas along the creek, natural buffer zones should be used to 
protect the creek. 

 Runoff from 54th street goes directly into the creek, we need rain gardens to protect the water. 

 Riding a bike eastbound, you pick of a lot of speed on a uneven surface, it feel dangerous, and then you have to 
stop at the bottom of the hill. 

 Future road should calm traffic, and slow its speed. 

 There are not options for recycling as a park user. 

 Construction equipment causes air pollution affecting sensitive users, require greener working equipment 

 Residents need access to homes during the construction project. 

 traffic is horrendous here 
taxes go up for roads, but it is big trucks for construction and multiple garbage providers that are wearing the 
roads (would like to see go to all in garbage) 

 bridge is really narrow 
not enough room and kind of dangerous 
lots of traffic on Sunday morning 

 nice to have center lines on road 
disappointed in the quality of the job did on sidewalks on Halifax, (uneven surface) 
Challenge to do the construction project in 40 days 

 Would like to see a clear line for who goes where 



Edina: Stakeholder Input on Issues and Needs, June-July 2013  Page 12 

need sidewalks on south and north side 
don't feel safe, no space to walk so have to walk on street 

 no comment, 
new renters to area 

 Speed is too fast, would like to see traffic calming measures like a blvd in middle of road 
Cars drive up to 40 including the public buses driving too fast 
We support sidewalks to connect Arden park to make the park more functional 
We support and changes that encourage safety in the neighborhood 
worried about grass getting killed with 9 ft sidewalk configuration 
Think some studies could be done to see if a stop sign could work on 54th//Halifax 
This isn't 50th street so there are many people walking 

 sidewalks are needed 
no designated walking areas so it is a little precarious (walks her dog) 

 cars are freewheeling (driving fast) 
road is kind of narrow b/c of bike path, do people use bike path 
take away bike path and it gets a bit wider 

 better bike access across bridge, it gets narrow 
54th people drive fast = especially down the hill, it is a cut through  
would like to see some of the traffic calming measures similar to Tracy Ave (speed limit signs) 
along Minnehaha Rd it is poor biking with blind spots (kids have fallen in sunken storm drains when they hit it 
with there wheels and there are blind corners. 

 Sidewalk would be used, we walk in the road. 
It is especially dangerous walking at night 
there is good biking traffic, but too narrow for bike and elk 
continue sidewalk to and on bridge 

 I think the bridge needs to be widen 
The current sidewalk doesn't connect to bridge and the park 

 The width of bridge is too narrow  can barely fit 2 cars and a biker 

 The current bridge is unsatisfactory 
Lake of sidewalks is an issue, there is no place for kids to walk (can't even get to Concord Elementary) 
cyclists don't stop at the Minnehaha/54th intersection 
There is graffiti on bridge 
parking is okay even with the church parking 
would like bridge design to not look industrial but the fit the neighborhood feel (like in Countryside not 56th) 
buses are noisy, is this the best route for buses (haha, tell metro transit to get quieter electric buses) 

 The bike lanes are confusing 
I have rode my bike in the past on 54th and Wooddale and never had a problem on those roads before the lanes 
went in 
The bridge is narrow and I would like to see the changes fit into the decor and not be obtrusive 
The 3 way stop is good, if people are courteous it is fine 

 We have lived on the corner of 54th and Oaklawn for 27 years.  One of our concerns is safety for walkers and for 
those using the creek to canoe, fish, etc.  My own safety has been compromised when I do yard work close to 
the road.  I was instrumental in getting the stop sign put in at the Creek.  Before the stop sign was put in cars 
would speed up and down this street.  Locals know this is a great feeder street, and an alternative to get around 
congestion on 50th and France, but this leads to a lot of traffic and often times cars go well above the speed 
limit.  Drivers try and pass me as I try and turn into my driveway, which is on 54th.   I hope the new plan puts in 
some traffic safety precautions, such as stop signs, or even speed bumps.  
I would also like to know what side of the street a sidewalk may be put on.  Also, since our home is on a hill, and 
if the street is wider, what measures will be taken to help prevent further deterioration of the hill that is 
alongside my home?  We have a paved driveway and in recent years the runoff from further west ends up at the 
end of my driveway, leaving behind a pile of sand and dirt in the summer and ice dams in the winter. 
I have been gone for two weeks so I missed the door to door canvasing that occurred.   

 1. 54th Street is too bumpy and needs to be resurfaced 
2. It gets icy in the winter from the runoff of the hill west of the bridge 
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3. I like the stop signs but without a crosswalk it still feels unsafe to cross 54th street at that spot 
4. When cars are parked on the south side of 54th street, the road gets tight; there is not enough space for 
parking 
5. I don't let my kids bike on 54th street because I don't feel safe 

 1. 54th Street is bumpy and I can feel them when I'm driving 
2. The road is too narrow for driving, biking, and walking 
3. I like the simplicity of the bridge and wouldn't want that changed 
4. I like that there is not a lot of room for parking because it keeps the park from being overrun by people from 
outside the area 

 1. "I don't feel safe biking in the street on 54th"  10 year old son 
2. 54th is a busy street and we don't use it very often 

 1. We recently moved from Chicago and don't feel safe walking in the streets (not on a sidewalk) 

 1. 54th Street has heavy traffic and is not wide enough for walking along safely with kids 
2. The bike lanes are not pronounced 

 1. When we are walking to Arden Park with babies in the stroller, we avoid 54th because we don't feel it is safe 
to use 

 1. Traffic control  people driving on 54th travel too fast and need to slow down 
2. We have become a cut-through community. Many drivers utilizing 54th Street aren't from the neighborhood 
and make it unsafe for community members to use the street 
3. Many residents are elderly or have children and don't feel safe using 54th Street 
4. School buses stop on 54th Street and children don't have a safe way to walk home 
5. There is not enough parking for residents near 54th 
6. The city has been putting up more signs that are polluting the streets 

 1. We don't live far from Arden Park but must drive when we want to visit it because we don't feel safe walking 
on 54th with the kids 
2. 54th Street has potholes and needs to be resurfaced 

 Concerned about what side the sidewalk will be on 
Concerned with how the street will work with the bike trails 

 Road is very bumpy 
The bridge is unattractive, need for a fishing area off side 

 Shouldn't make bike path too big, like on Wooddale 

 Need to redo bridge 
More visible bike lanes, maybe painted 

 Need for better pavement on street 

 New pavement could equal faster speeds, need for regulation 

 New pavement could equal faster speeds, need to ensure speed regulation 

 Need for sidewalks 
Street is too narrow for cars, bikes, and walkers 

 My major concern is the creek and it's use as a canoeing river. 

 The bridge clearance is low for canoeing and kayaking the creek during high water periods.  Please plan for extra 
clearance over the creek. 

 Bridge is not wide enough for cars, bikes and walkers 
Bike lanes should be more clearly marked, like on Valley View 

 The road is rough 

 Traffic safety and pedestrian safety and homeowner sanity along a residential street are the biggest needs. The 
blighted 50th and France area (I do mean blighted in the city planning sense) has caused far greater traffic loads 
in the neighborhoods, certainly including 54th Street. Law enforcement is virtually nil, from observation. 
What has happened is that the burden of development has shifted from the areas benefitting from the 
development elsewhere, namely here. 50th Street is a traffic choked joke. Four lanes into two at Wooddale 
Avenue? 54th is dangerous to walk along, or in my case mow along, because speeding cars do not deviate in the 
smallest amount when driving by. It is unnerving when a car whooshes by and the wind it creates flaps your 
jeans. It happens every week. 
We were told that the speed limit might/would be reduced if the bike lanes were put in. That hasn't happened. 
There is, as I mentioned before, there is little enforcement of the 30 mph limit, anyway. 
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The street is very much in need of traffic calming. And law enforcement. 
The roadbed itself is in terrible shape, but everyone knows that. My son, after a trip through eastern Europe for 
school, said to me, "The roads in Bosnia are better." 
My biggest concern is that the city will further sacrifice the quality of life for residents along our street to 
overcome the traffic clot created (and it was created) at 50th and France. 

 Bridge needs to maintain residential character 
Bridge shouldn't invite increased traffic/scale. AKA shouldn't be widened too much in order for future expansion 
of road. 

 Bike lanes are confusing 
Lack of sidewalks all the way down the street 

 The bridge is too narrow for walking 

 Street is not pedestrian friendly, need for a sidewalk 

 Need for sidewalks, difficult to walk in street 

 Don't pollute the creek, need to preserve the water. 

 Need for bike lane: existing one doesn't seem available. 

 No sidewalk, needs better plowing in winter to be able to walk on street. 

 Bike lanes are treacherous. 

 high traffic along 54th near Creek, limited parking, parking not close enough to high traffic areas such as boat 
launches, lots of children using the Creek are crossing the road, low head room for boaters under bridge, traffic 
is fast on 54th, bridge not wide enough for cyclists/motorists/pedestrians to use simultaneously, 54th is a major 
east/west thoroughfare so safety for those using the area is an issue, need way for cyclists to not use bridge at 
all because of safety issues and to create a more enjoyable bike ride, desire to increase number of cyclists but 
concerned that it won't happen without a separate and designated bike area, need a larger Citywide plan for 
bike lanes and bike transportation goals, disappearing bike lane on bridge is an obstacle to getting more people 
to bike, Creek users have to cross 54thsafety issues for pedestrians, biking along 54th feels unsafe 

 test 

 Safe pedestrian and bicycle access to Arden Park. Minnehaha water quality. Aesthetics  design should enhance 
the beauty of the area. 

 crossing the bridge is tough due to lack of decent sidewalk 

 Put some whitewater kayak play waves in while you have the opportunity. 

 We live at the intersection of St John and Tower.  54th street is our gateway to the Minneapolis Chain of lakes as 
well as Minnehaha parkway.  I have three children under the age of 10 and family bike rides are an important 
part of our families recreation.  The current state of 54 street is unsafe for bikers young and old.  Please make 
ensure the 54th is a safe thruway for bikers. 
I am also a whitewater paddler and will soon be introducing my son to the sport.  Having a quality whitewater 
park on the site, regardless of the size would be a great asset to both me personally and to the community. 

 We live on the west side of Arden Park and the creek, and I would like to see a bike lane dedicated only to bikes, 
utilizing a solid line as all three of our children bike and it is dangerous. The bridge needs to be widened for cars, 
bikes and walkers. 
We would also like the speed limit to be no more than 25 mph as cars come speeding west on 54th by our 
house and it is dangerous when balls bounce into street or young bikers who may not know there is a speeding 
car approaching.  
A sidewalk would be nice on the south side of 54th Street for walkers. 

 A bike lane between the sidewalk and car lane would improve mobility and safety. 

 As a whitewater kayaker, I see a need to  in the least  keep the two whitewater features of the hole above the 
bridge and wave below the bridge as they are. 

 To ensure this truly rare gem of a site can be enjoyed by all participants  tubers, rec boaters, fisher folk, kayakers  
I would strongly suggest enlisting the consulting services of: http://www.boaterparks.com/index.html 

 I myself am an A.C.A. certified Whitewater Kayaking Instructor who has volunteer participated in flow studies 
such as the Mississippi River's LSAF (Lower St. Anthony Falls Lock & Dam) turbine installation effect on 
recreational boat traffic.  Accordingly, I would be more than happy to volunteer any help in the development at 
this site.  

 not a great sidewalk along 54th, need more protection for pedestrians, bike lanes along 54th never seem to be 
used 
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 cars blow through stop sign on 54th, bridge is very narrow, not enough room on bridge for traffic and 
pedestrians and cyclists, small kids running around is a safety issue 

 keep area looking natural 

 bike lanes are confusing on 54th 

 need more safe spaces to walk along 54th 

 keep any changes natural 

 In that section 54th is very much a residential road.  I think any new bridge should fit in with the residential and 
park like feel of the area.  Walkers and bikers frequent the road so accommodations should be made for them. 
There is a small car pull off area just to the west of the bridge with space for about 34 cars.  It would be nice if a 
couple more spots for cars could be allocated. 

 The issues I see are a lack of parking next to the bridge. I have heard kayakers, canoeists, fishermen and visitors 
all say that the nearby parking is seriously lacking. I agree since the number of paddlers and other river users has 
increased a lot, so a need for more roadside parking areas would be great so we don't get hit by a car. This has 
not happened yet but it is only a matter of time. 

 There is an opportunity to add a couple more parking spaces for people that would like to have access to the 
creek at that location for canoeing and kayaking (put in and takeout location for creek paddling trips). 

 Saw that road conditions are deteriorating on 54th street. 
Also mentioned parking on the street with the church and mentioned that sometimes it is hard to turn onto 
54th St. when all the cars are on the street. Mentioned it as a safety issue. 

 Expressed concern over the runoff that comes from 54th down Halifax that pools at the bottom of Halifax and 
creates a drainage problem. Mentioned that she has cleaned the drains. 

 Concerned with the potential aesthetics of a new bridge. Expressed that she would prefer it not to look like the 
56th bridge. Also mentioned the potholes between France and Halifax, feels unsafe. 

 Finds the placement of the bike lanes confusing for drivers. 

 Please make a safe play boat wave at the bridge. 

 The wave and drop is the only feature for whitewater canoeing and kayaking folks in the twin cities. The wave is 
ok and gets better with flows above 150.  The upstream drops are mostly wasted as the water is spread too 
thin/wide.  Would be better to constrict it more over a longer length with small spaced out ledges/boulder 
drops. Please contact me and we would love to provide guidance. 612.245.8693  
It has the potential to be a world class city amenity for tubers rafters and kayakers for six to 10 weeks a year. 

 The river underneath the 54th street bridge represents an important recreational whitewater resource to the 
city of Edina and the Twin cities metro area.  Any modification to the bridge needs to maintain or  improve upon 
the current whitewater hydrology aspects of the river. Further, creation of a "whitewater park" at this site 
would create an important community resource.  Whitewater parks are being built all over the USA and the 
54th street bridge would be an ideal site. 

 The whitewater wave below the bridge needs to be preserved and/or enhanced for kayaking and canoeing. 

 Don't feel safe o 54th, even in the parking lane. Striping doesn't help. 

 It's too narrow, but I don't want to disrupt the ecology of the area. 

 Deal with it being narrow  already too many things packed in. Concentrate the pedestrians, slow the speed 
down. Clearer crossing for pedestrians and boaters. 

 The road is too fast 

 The recreational whitewater wave under the bridge must be preserved as it is the only destination of its type in 
the metro area for kayakers, canoeists, tubers, and riverboarders. 

 Make sure to keep it sustainable, and can be driven safely while also having pedestrians and bikes. 

 No walkway, too skinny, too close to cars, road condition isn't great. 

 Street is too dark at night, especially on the W side of the bridge 

 Bike lanes are screwy too narrow and confusing. Wooddale is hard to walk with strollers because there are so 
many potholes. 

 Bridge unsafe for biking 

 Bad pedestrian access. No disabled access. 

 Need to be walking lanes. Bike lanes make it complicated. 

 I would like to see the small rapids area just below the bridge left intact or even improved to provide a small 
whitewater recreation area for swimmers, tubers, fishermen and whitewater boaters.  
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Many cities have undergone such projects with fabulous results financially, ecologically and with regards to 
recreation in the area, including the park in Wausau WI, the new Charles City IA whitewater park as well as 
many in Colorado and other states. 
I believe the cost of these improvements would be largely mitigated if incorporated with the proposed bridge 
replacement. 
Rapids help to improve the water quality for fish and other aquatic life and may help the city to meet the 
requirements of the DNR and PCA. They are also attractive in their own right and draw visitors to the area for 
other recreation such as picnics and hiking. 
Thank you for your consideration and please feel free to contact me regarding these changes and how some of 
this may be able to be incorporated into the proposed projects. 

 Bike path is nice but a little narrow. Lots of kids hang out on the bridge near the street. Speed limit is slow. 
Better access for canoes. 

 Leave it alone. It is fine. 

 Cars slide through the stop sign when it is slick or icy. The road is narrow for bikes. Needs to be safer for 
pedestrians and bikes. People fishing off the road, it needs to be safer for them to get down and up from the 
creek. 

 Bike lane is bumpy 

 Parking for the church. If you have bikes on the road you can't have two cars. It should be safe for both. 

 not enough room for cars and pedestrians  
IT is a hilly road for kids to bike 
The road condition 

 No concerns, don't like roundabouts in Edina 

 The bike path has made it easier to walk on 54th 
The current sidewalk goes only a little way, there aren't too many cars on road though 

 Closer to Wooddale the road is bumpy 
Bridge is a little narrow (I see a lot of walkers and joggers) 
no stop signs or cross walks on many of the intersections 
Blind spot on the hill (a sidewalk might help with this) 
At the four way stop heading down(west) it sneaks up on your before bridge 

 Ability to have nonmotorized transport access on this road. Being a good steward of the land. 

 To me the biggest issue is the safety on the road and having no sidewalk is a safety issue 
Actually try to avoid it 
"It would be nice to have a crosswalk on Brookview, not safe to walk across busy road and that is how lots of 
people get to the backside of the park 

 Walk this road almost every day, side walk would be nice 

 People speed down the street because they are cutting over to Wooddale. 

 Steep hill at Park Pl, almost got hit there before 
Maybe we can straighten curve 

 more beautiful bridge, not like the one on 56th 
Would like to see a Sidewalk on one side, because the road is always busy 
Park Place and Woodcrest = bad visibility (this is because of the hill and the angle of the turn) 
Road gets very icy in the winter 

 I live in downtown Minneapolis and use Minnehaha Creek, at the 54th St bridge, for kayaking.  At the proper 
water levels, it's great for surfing and is a lot of fun.  It'd be great if the flow would be controlled so that it's 
always "runnable." 
Aside from being an extremely fun sport, kayaking is also about being part of a community and the community.  
Paddlers are a friendly, tight bunch of people that are always helpful and open to new paddlers.  I think it'd be 
ideal if the paddling community had a place to kayak in the cities, a way to engage new boaters, and use the 
resources Minnesota has to offer. 

 It would nice to have a sidewalk 
I typically use 56th Street, I find the bike lanes confusing on 54th 

 condition of roads 
City of Edina has no sidewalks, it is worrisome to walk and bike 
I grew up around here 



Edina: Stakeholder Input on Issues and Needs, June-July 2013  Page 17 

 The road could be wider 
would like to see bike lanes on north side 
designated parking doesn't seem like enough near boat landing 

 Nice whitewater play spot under/just downstream of the bridge. Please do what you can to leave or improve. 

 Not from area, just canoeing by 

 Usually I park on 54th street for church.  I am worried I am going to hit a biker when I open my car door. 

 Many people use 54th to cut through to Lund's (both walking and riding) 
Park Place is pretty steep in winter (cars slide on ice) 
Would like to match bridge look with other "cute" bridges in Edina, a standing lookout would be nice 

 The surface needs repairs 
There isn't a place for sidewalk for walkers 

 It is a pretty narrow street especially with bike lanes. 
I find the current bike stripping confusing 

 Often seem people running including running teams on 54th 

 Access for walkers and bikers to pass in both directions safely is key! 

 Railings on the new bridge should not obstruct scenic views of the creek corridor. 

 as a whitewater kayaker, I enjoy being able to run the rapid under the bridge and several of my peers enjoy 
surfing the wave below it. I would hope that the new construction will consider the recreational uses of the 
creek when designing the new bridge. an access path/steps down to the water would help decrease manmade 
erosion here. 

 Don't have any problems 
no complaints 

 lot of people canoeing not enough parking 
kids are a lot are/especially 

 The walking section of bridge is a problem, narrow 
nicer rails (the ones on 56th street are really ugly) 

 it is nice having stop sign at bottom of hill (54th and Minnehaha) 
would like to use green space by canoe landing more 
Maybe a better walkway to near bridge to get down to creek 

 don't know the road much, just canoeing through 

 cyclists don't stop at stop sign on 54th, not enough room and not safe to walk along 54th 

 Lot of people paddling (canoe/kayak) but there isn't not many places to park 
There is no sidewalk it would be nice if it was widen 
Lots of people walk on this street 

 don't know 
crosswalk or marked area for people to portage boats, tubes 

 tough to walk along 54th with potholes, not enough room for walking along 54th, need center lane on 54th so 
that drivers have more perspective on walkers, keep traffic along 54th manageable 

 not from around here, don't know 54th street much 

 not enough walking space along 54th, pedestrian safety, people drive too fast on 54th 

 Worried about traffic coming through 56th during construction and would like to see a temporary strop sign and 
56th and Park during construction 
54th is a cut through and is filled with traffic 
road seems little 

 need place to walk along 54th, road is narrow with cyclists 

 need safe way to walk in and to and from Arden from 52nd54th 

 I don't walk on that road, very safe (we avoid it) 
funky little area 

 Traffic is heavy, but don't see need to raise taxes 

 speed limit needs to stay low so that it is safe for kids to cross 54th, it will be unsafe for pedestrians if they make 
54th any wider with greater traffic flow 

 Afraid the after the construction 54th will be a worse thoroughfare 
People on 56th (ignore stop signs) 
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Would like to see construction accept buses and heavy traffic (utilize better engineering) 

 some initial confusion as to where cyclists were supposed to ride and motorists were supposed to drive with the 
bike lanes on 54th 

 bumpy pavement on 54th 

 no center line creates confusion as to where people should drive and bike with bike lanes along 54th 

 Sidewalk would be nice (the road is very congested) 
Sidewalks currently connect 
weird corner where you cross (54th/Minnehaha) 

 bridge is aesthetically not pleasing, concern that traffic will be rerouted through the neighborhood during 
construction and that traffic will increase on side streets 

 side walk would be good 
it would be nice if that sidewalk would also connect and access the park 
54th is a busy through street, there are lots of kids walking 
 

 It is a very busy road (people are distracted) 
It is a major thorough way and busy 

 Sidewalks would be nice 
It is most busy from Brookview to Church)  This stretch gets really busy 

 With biking and parking the road seems too narrow 
Pedestrians and Bikers don't stop at stop sign (Minnehaha and 54th) 

 The condition of the road is bad. 

 Pedestrian walkway (the bridge is narrow and doesn't have a sidewalk 
There is often pedestrian traffic 

 sidewalk would be good, there is no sidewalks now. (we want to encourage people to walk) 
have to be alter (depends  on visibility)  As a walker I am constantly changing what side of street was walking on 

 On the bridge, more space for pedestrians is the main thing 
railing seems small and not safe. 

 54th and Park Place is very dark  it would be nice to have a light 
There are a lot of walker including kids 
It is tricky for cars to see people 
Sidewalks would be nice because I see many kids walking to school 

 Too tight for bikes and is dangerous of pedestrians.   
Slippery for cars in the winter 

 Road condition is rough 
54th and Park Place is a problem spot (there is a kind of blind spot) 
A sidewalk would be nice at least on one side 

 The stop gets confusing with the fork near Minnehaha and 54th 
No sidewalks is a problem  wanted to scooter down with kids but it was not safe to walk on the road. 

 Would like to see it safer for bikers (widened) 
Minnehaha to Wooddale is where it is too narrow. 
My kids bike  
Safer for pedestrian 

 We walk all year round on the road. Sidewalks.  Think need mrs bike lanes (the current ones are confusing to 
drivers) 
Usually have to walk in the street during both the winter and summer 
There is lots of traffic 

 1. 54th Street is busy without enough ways for kids to bike and walk across safely 

 1. Wish is was easier for people to fish on the bridge & kayak under the bridge at the same time.  There is 
currently not enough room for both to enjoy their activities safely. 
2. It is unclear if parking east of the bridge on the south side of 54th interferes with the bus stop. 

 1. There is not enough room for cars with the current bike lanes 

 1. The bridge isn't wide enough for bikes 
2. There aren't designated bike lanes on both sides of 54th Street to safely accommodate bike traffic 
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 1. The bridge is too narrow.  There is not enough space for biking or walking across safely. 

 1. There is not a consistent sidewalk along 54th 
2. There is not a middle line separating driving lanes along 54th 

 1. Enjoys the modest bridge and ability to see the park/creek.  He is concerned that the project will construct a 
new bridge that will obstruct this view. 

 1. The lanes are confusing 
2. 54th St. is labeled as a bike friendly street yet there is not enough space for cars and bikes to travel safely 

 Sight lines are difficult with parking on 54th Street when turning from Halifax Ave onto 54th St (specifically the 
church parking) 

 Halifax to France is particularly rough on the road 
Parking on 54th St obstructs the view when turning from Halifax onto 54th 

 Concerned drivers are more aware 
Lots of people go down to the creek area (it is busy area) 

 Refinish the bumpy road 
A clear and defined crosswalk 

 Place to walk would be nice (I usually walk in the bike lanes) 
Between Oaklawn and church is trouble spot 

 Sidewalk would be good as well as a bike lanes 
I have kids and I would feel safer with them on sidewalk 

 Needs to be widen  Could be a dangerous without doing that 

 There is a blind spot on the Minnehaha Blvd (it is windy) 
Sidewalks (not wide enough) 
People/walking biking in busy street 

 I like the bike path 
nothing else 

 More room for biking and walking.  Traffic goes real fast and there are a lot of kids around. 

 People just zoom by in cars. 
Would like to have a more designated walking area on the bridge 

 Overall Street need repairs 
icy in winter coming down the hill on 54th street near Brookview 
Cars zoom through and it seem narrow. 
Is worried about widening because of losing peoples easement though 

 54th is a mess with potholes 
Has heavy traffic including both public bus and school buses 
Seems very narrow for all of this 
I have seen kids stand in road waiting at bus stop for bus. 

 Don't have enough room for pedestrian 
Speed of traffic is too fast 
All of 54th not very pedestrian/bike friendly. 

 Road condition is bad 
Would love a sidewalk (people use and kids use the street) 
Lots of people crossing the road as well 
54th too busy, I don't have my kids bike on it yet 

 Lots of traffic on this road  
At 54th and Brookview it is hard to see.  The two hills converge and people come down too fast. 
Would like to see a pedestrian crossing at 54th similar to that at the bottom of the hill by the bridge 
There are lots of people biking 
At 54th and Brookview, it gets icy because the water built up from the runoff in the winter 

 see a lot of people walking  
Would like to keep the biking option 
54th and Brookview (hard to see left/west because of bushes and the hill) 

 nice to have a crosswalk near 54th and Brookview not just down by the bottom of the hill. 
Because of hedges it is hard to see west on 54th street from Brookview 

 The car speed is too fast  would like it reduced 
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Worried the road will get overused  with speedy cut through drivers 
I like the bike lanes, but some drivers are not honoring them 
Would like to save mature trees and is worried about the easement for a sidewalk in his yard. 
Would like to see the plans 

 road condition is terrible 
nice walking path (everybody uses that space) 
on 54th there is not enough room to walk dog  there is no shoulder 
problem area is from church to brook view 

 More pedestrian friendly  it gets pretty tight 

 The road is in terrible condition  
widen the bridge= retain the falls aspect because canoes and kayaks do use that 
retain and much of the recreational value as you can 

 Sometimes busy when people are parking at church time  
Sometimes people try to get boats (canoe, kayaks) out of water to skip the rapids and then must cross the street 
to avoid it.  There must be a better way to get these people past the rapids or have a better cross walk. 
Lots of kids bike on 54th street to get up to the gas station 

 they see many people walking in the street 
sidewalks would be nice as a safety issue 

 A little confusing with the veer by stop sign 
hasn't noticed anything else 

 This is a super busy area 
not many complaints 

 Incorporate the original park history or WPA pictures in the reconstruction ( the old bridge was a WPA project 
and the hockey rink was the first in Edina) 

 People drive to fast 

 Kids are playing a lot in the area  it is not safe to cross the road 
Maybe there could be more of a statement to say "stop" or "kids playing" 

 Space is an issue (precarious if walking) 
It would be nice if there was a crosswalk because of the bike/walking traffic 
Maybe some bright neon signs to signal to stop and yield 
Lots of kids sometimes just dart across the road by the bridge 
The speed of the cars is fast 

 Dangerous with curve in road on Minnehaha (can't see) 
Not very much parking if you want to go down by bridge (canoe, kayak, tubers) 

 Pot holes, road condition 
It is more busy by bridge  This does make us more cautious 

 Never really had an issue. 
The stop sign by the creek on 54th street is a little wonky.  Also the curves are not so smooth 
54th is busy for when she walks a dog  A side walk would be nice 

 The street feels unsafe, because there is no sidewalk and there is lots of traffic especially feels unsafe when 
walking and biking. 

 Concerned with traffic control once the project starts especially with people leaving the neighborhood, 
specifically mentioned the 56th and France intersection. 

 Condition of the road, it is quite bumpy and uneven. 

 The road is in bad condition (rough). 
Aesthetics of bridge (compared it to the 58th St. bridge and mentioned how nice that was). 
When walking, feels unsafe, the street is quite narrow. 
Very little street lighting especially around the intersections. 

 Safety is a concern when walking with children. 
Street lights are lacking, the street seems very dark at night. 

 Feels that the lack of street lamps at night make the area feel safe since it can get so dark. 

 The aesthetics of the bridge. 
Also feels the street is dangerous. 
Mentioned that the stop sign on 54th St. people approach the intersection very fast or miss it completely. 
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The way 54th St. drains downhill in the winter creates ice and can be slippery at times. 

 Need to keep stop signs by creek, rollercoaster-like road there where cars could speed through 
Need for bike paths 
Need to completely resurface the road, no patches 
Unappealing, old/rusty bridge 

 For visibility a sidewalk would be nice for walkers. Currently, resident feels that safety is a concern with the 
narrow road. 

 Rough road by bridge 

 Safety is a concern as a walker, cars come down 54th pretty fast. There also is a concern with the amount of 
traffic. 

 Not enough street lights, the street is dark 
No marking of bike lanes, she has seen green stripe before in other cities to indicate bike lane 

 Need for sidewalks, road is too busy for pedestrians 

 Safety concerns as a pedestrian, mentioned being able to cross the street was sometimes difficult.  
Going east there is no access for bikes because of the narrowness of the road. 

 Needs an update: a walking/biking lane that could be the same lane, need to cover potholes 
Unsafe bridge overall 

 No middle, yellow stripe 
They had taken out the stop sign by the creek, so there are speed problems 

 Need for safe path for pedestrians from Arden park to 54th along Minnehaha Blvd, and along 52nd to France. 
"Arden Falls" needs a sense of place. 
Need for access under the bridge. 

 I live on 54th St. I'm worried about parking  don't want to lose any street parking on either side of the bridge. 
Don't want a dedicated bike lane in lieu of parking. Concerned that they'll put in sidewalks with a boulevard and 
it will be too wide. Their houses are already close to the street and they don't want pedestrians too close to 
their houses. It's more of a thoroughfare already so they don't want any extra traffic. I prefer no sidewalks, at 
least on the south side. 
Also, don't want a roundabout at Halifax and 54th St and no stop sign. 
He also doesn't want any more signs in his yard. He already has a bus stop sign. 

 The sidewalk is broken. Overall it could use some improvements like new paint on the railings. 

 No center striping on 54th St. Seems like a one way. Very confusing intersection when coming from Minnehaha: 
wasn't sure if it was a 3 way or 2 way stop since you can't see the signs for the other drivers from Minnehaha. 
(These were people who were doing work on one of the houses on Minnehaha) 

 There is no median, could have head-on collisions 
Bike lanes are a mess 

 Road has steep slope, could lose control when icy, also could have pooling water 
There are obstructed views when turning onto 54th such as hedges 
Poorly designed bike lanes, they are a disaster 

 It is a rough road 
It is unfriendly to pedestrians, bike lane doesn't help pedestrians 
Needs to be more bike friendly 

 Redo entire road, need to address gas leak that happened a few years ago 
How can it be widened to accommodate everyone such as bikers, buses, pedestrians, cars, standing on bridge) 
Safety of pedestrians, kayaks, bikers 
No garbage cans by bridge 

 Lack of parking for those who live on 54th St 

 Needs to be totally redone, no more patches 
Opportunity to make bridge more user-friendly 
Make sure pedestrians use both sides of bridge/street 

 Bike lanes are confusing/bad 
Bridge looks like it'll fall 
Aesthetics of WPA project (bridge, park) should be preserved 

 Not safe to walk with dogs or bike around 
Not aesthetically pleasing bridge 
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 Lack of sidewalks, moving off to the side during busy periods 

 Wider landing to stop and look at bridge 
Railing doesn't seem safe for kids 
Not enough space for pedestrian, bike, cars (seems to be confusing at intersection) there is no labeled cross 
walk 
Think bike lanes and sidewalks would be key 

 Parking lot bump out helps a lot 
walking on bridge in winter is tough because it is narrow 
Walkway should be widened 

 No problems really, don't travel it too much 
big advocates of sidewalks though 

 adding the bike lanes have been great 
sidewalk ( I see a lot of people walking) 
resurface 

 The road is not wide enough (sidewalks would be nice) 
People walk on that road to commute between the two major roads, France and Wooddale 

 Been here a long time 
Would like to see it a bit wider 

 Street is just so narrow 
Stop sign always seems like a trouble area 

 It is a very busy area  sidewalks would be nice 

 Think it is fine, haven't seen too many problems. 
not enough room, for all traffic (bike, walk, car) 

 The bridge is not wide enough or the speed limit is not slow enough  
People just cross in front of cars 

 She is an avid runner 
sidewalk would be nice 
So many cars go through 54th 
Sometimes they go fast on intersections turning on 54th 

 Bike lanes are not working (people seem to get too close and don't understand how they work) 
little parking area is good 
Need road resurfacing 
people do stop at the stop sign, but it would be good to have a sidewalk (many kids fish near the bridge) 

 enhance visually 
It is not too busy but seems confusing 
would like sidewalk with nicer curbs 
Bike lanes 

 I am a bike commuter and would like a bike path (Lanes are confusing to drivers) 
like the bridge in the country club area (would like to see the 54th bridge to be just as nice) 
Lot of kids use the area  clearer pathways to water especially for pedestrians 
The road is very busy and there are many buses that come by 
more defined for creek use 

 Seems like bottleneck for bike or foot traffic, maybe it could be widened 

 Repair needs on road based on the physical state of road 
it is complicated how people, cars, and bikes converge on the bridge and at the stop sign 

 Erosion of grass/yard from bus, closer to Wooddale 
No area for bus stop, not aesthetically pleasing 
Need for barrier between bus stop and lawn 
Need for more pedestrian safety, especially by bridge where people are standing/fishing/boating 

 Road not easy for pedestrians or bikes 
Visibility on intersection with Brookview is not good, trees blocking cars/pedestrians 
Bridge seems to keep sinking 

 No more capping of road, great need for total resurfacing 
Bridge looks like it'll fall into the water 
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Too many potholes 
Poorly designed bike paths 

 Road is in bad condition, shouldn't do anymore temporary fixes 
Bike paths are a mess 
Need for a sidewalk, unsafe to walk in street 
Narrow bridge 

 If made too wide, it would cut driveway, feels like road would be at dining room 
Concerned with how it will be paid for, the other 20% 
The bridge is ugly 

 Prefer not to have bike lanes, there is a greater need for parking 
Poorly designed bike lanes 

 Yard is sloppy without a curb on 54th street, grass just runs into the street 
Seems unsafe for people to just walk on the street 

 Bike paths are gone/covered on Wooddale, unsure if they're coming back 
People stop on bridge to fish/canoe instead of pulling further off to the side. Seems unsafe for other drivers who 
are unsure what the car in front of them is doing 

 Unsure who would pay for the other 20%, when state pays for 80% 
The stop sign by the creek/bridge seems good for safety, but is a nuisance at times since it isn't a high traffic 
area 
Poorly designed bike lanes, unsure where to drive 

 pedestrian safety, need safe space to walk on at least one side of 54th, bike lane on 54th is inconsistent, would 
like a wider road with a center line, more frequent street sweeping to encourage cyclists, concerned that as 
54th becomes more user friendly traffic will increase 

 Safety of the bridge and the width of road, not enough room for both cars and pedestrians.  
Run off from street during the winter creates icy roads coming down from the hill. 

 Not wide enough for both cars at the same time. 
Parking for church traffic on 54th St. can create over crowding on the street and narrow the street even more. 

 Aesthetics of the bridge, the bridge seems unsafe. 

 Narrow walkways, high traffic area, can be scary with kids on bikes. 
Lack of space for pedestrians. 

 Lack of sidewalk on 54th, walkers do not feel safe with their children. 

 Condition of the road. 
Safety issue with location of bike lanes, emphasized the lack of a center lane. 
Lack of a walk way makes pedestrians feel unsafe. 
It can also be scary walking along with dogs not a lot of space for all on road. 

 The surface of 54th St. and it's condition. 

 The condition of the road.  
With a lot of construction on houses in the area, he doesn't feel safe walking. 
Not a lot of room on the road for both pedestrians and cars, seem to fight each other. 

 Hard to walk along road and feel safe at the same time. Once a biker complained that he was in bike lane. 

 Safety on the road and coming up over the hill, traffic comes up fast.  
The bridge is narrow, potentially a safety issue. Not enough space for walkers and cars. 

 bridge aesthetics, no shoulder for cycling on 54th especially at the bridge, need wider sidewalks for walkers 

 safety issues for runners and bikers along 54th, concerned that there will be simultaneous construction on 54th 
and 58th that will cause congestion 

 pedestrian safety along 54th 

 pedestrian safety for people portaging across 54th, graffiti on bridge could be more aesthetically pleasing 

 safety for bikes along 54th, traffic on 54th, bike lane on 54th stops 

 bridge and road are too narrow, concerned about bike safety, lack of sidewalks make it hard to get across 54th 
St 

 not enough parking, not enough space on the sidewalk 

 dangerous to cross 54th Street with strollers, no place to walk down street 

 not enough space to walk along 54th street with tubes, not a good place to walk along 54th in general 
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 not enough parking, bike lane is confusing-hard to know where to drive 

 safety for motorists and cyclists, with new signs saying that cyclists can use the entire lane there is confusion 
about where people are supposed to ride or bike, need clearer bike and driving lanes, need to be able to still see 
river from bridge 

 Paths near the bridge (especially south of the Creek) are overgrown  used to be maintained better. Would like 
better visibility from the bench. 
Better/safer portage across 54th at the bridge, with easier access to Creek for swimmers, fishers, tubers, etc. 

 The walking path going up the hill from the bridge is dangerous. Also, there's not enough parking and it needs to 
be better labeled. Also, they could mark the crosswalk. It just needs better marking all over  signs saying what's 
legal or not. It's not clear right now whether you're supposed to fish, or tube, or what. It looks dumpy now. 

 That bridge is awful  it's the worst intersection in Edina for potholes. Even when they get repaired they just 
come back. I want walking paths by the creek. Also, it would be great if there were dog bags available for people 
to pick up after their dogs. People aren't used to those new bike paths so there needs to be better signage. Cars 
don't know what to do. I would want bike trails, but that's probably not going to happen. 

 It's good they're redoing it. It's a safety hazard  too narrow for bike lanes. Very treacherous in the winter 
because it gets icy and there's no room for bigger vehicles. Wish they would post a "slow" sign on Minnehaha 
because people drive too fast. For bikers the 54th St bridge is dangerous too. 

 It would be nice to have a bike path/more of a shoulder for bikers. 

 Need for safety for walkers from 54th to 52nd, along Minnehaha Blvd, and along 52nd Street to France. 
Need for pedestrian safety along 54th to the park 
"Arden Falls" needs a better sense of place. 
Need for access under the bridge 

 None, she only is dropping off her child for a parks program. 

 not enough parking 

 traffic is dangerous and creates safety issues with kids, feels unsafe walking with stroller, traffic goes too quickly 
down 54th 

 not enough parking when wave is high 

 Not enough parking when Creek is high 

 confused about where to drive along 54th with the bike lanes, driving safety with all of the drivers distracted by 
the water 

 safety and efficiency for cyclists: bike lanes are helpful 

 worried about traffic disruption and assessment costs from construction, issues with increasing traffic, unsafe 
for walking and cycling, church parking increases traffic congestion, walks through others' yards along 54th to 
feel safe 

 bridge is aesthetically unappealing, kayak portage is difficult across 54th 

 safety for walkers and cyclists, hard to cross 54th 

 Safety issues walking along all of 54th 

 safety issues for pedestrians walking during high traffic times down from Brookview past the bridge 

 pedestrian safety at the intersection of Minnehaha Blvd and 54th, not enough parking 

 ensure access to the church 

 Uneven 

 Surface in terrible shape. Unattractive. Falls ugly. concerned about road closures for this project. 

 safety concerns since no sidewalks.  safety with boat parking, but don't want it to be an eyesore. Wooden posts 
make it harder to park 

 Don't' feel safe biking, narrow. Bike path seems stupid when narrow roads. No dedicated bike path. Narrow 
walking 

 None keep as is 

 Narrow 

 bridge too tight, bumpy, potholes. concerned about safety for bikes and walkers 

 the bridge is ugly, could have stone face added. too many trees cleared. not enough shade. 

 Concerned it won't be residential if it changes 

 None don't use 

 None I avoid street 
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 Road in bad shape west of bridge. sidewalk not at the curb the whole way. concern that would have to maintain 
the grass if sidewalk built. 

 Bridge not maintained 

 Concern with safety for kids & pedestrians. street condition bridge to Wooddale. confusion with bike lane 

 Confusion at intersection of Minnehaha. Not safe for walking 

 No spot to sit and see creek. Road too bumpy 

 blind corners. feels unsafe. hard for pedestrians without sidewalks. not bike friendly 

 Safety concern walking on 54th 

 The bridge is in tough shape 

 Graffiti under the bridge 

 Bike lanes are confusing nervous to drive with the bike lanes people bike on sidewalk to avoid lanes 

 too busy don't feel safe walking no lights or sidewalks can't see people around the corners 

 54th sty is rough and not well maintained. Safety for walkers is also a concern because the streets are narrow. 

 Safety as a walker is a concern because of the narrow streets. The intersection of 54th St. and Minnehaha blvd 
for walkers as it is not clear who has the right of way with the stop signs and yield signs coming together. 

 The lack of clearly defined bike lanes. 

 The road striping does not make it clear where bikers should ride and where cars should drive. 

 Safety is a concern especially with children as it relates to the width of the road. The speed at which cars 
approach the intersections especially along 54th. 

 Both the condition of 54th St. as well as the width of the road present safety concerns. 

 Safety concerns with the width of the roads especially for bikers and walkers. 
The hand rail on the bridge is not seen as aesthetically pleasing. 

 Narrowness of the bridge is a concern especially for children and kids on bikes too. The rough surface of 54th St. 
makes it difficult for bikers and walkers alike. 

 Safety for both kids and bikes, including narrow roads, steep and bumpy roads. Also safety at the intersections 
including the safety while crossing the streets. 

 The condition of the road  including potholes and upkeep of the road. 

 The lack of room on 54th St. for walkers. 
At the corner of Brookview and 54th St. and specifically for those coming east, it is not clear if people should 
stop or not. 

 Safe place to walk the dog 

  Reduce conflicts between bike and car 

  Poor pavement surface/safety 

  Kids need safe access to the park/creek 

  Concerns about traffic volume and speed 

  Drainage and flooding problems 

  Park access not obvious from 54
th

 

  Missed opportunity/utilizing natural resource 

  Eastbound traffic run Stop sign. need natural traffic calming 

  Kids need safe place to wait for the bus (on bridge) 

  Poor sight lines create safety risk on both sides of creek 

  People 8-80 need safe place to walk 

  Maintain pedestrian park access 

  Bike trail connection to Minneapolis 

  Smooth traffic flow 

  Maintain reasonable speeds 

  Ensure enough parking at the park, especially seasonally 

  Ensure enough parking at Church, especially Sundays 

  Look at grade control structure, maintain rapids for fun paddling 

  Too much noise at the carwash at 54th and France 

  If roundabouts or other, consider if they large enough for Fire access 

  Maintain wooded feel of the road 

  Incorporate historical bridge design 
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  Is there enough money to address issues? 

  Ensure lighting for pedestrians, auto traffic, and park users 

  Bridge does not match the quaint character of the neighborhood and park 

  Bridge needs to accommodate a multitude of uses 

 Bridge has short remaining service life 

  Concrete spillway looks in need of repair 

  Establish historical look of the bridge to enhance and beautify the area 

 Prioritize solutions to match funding 

  Bridge feels narrow for drivers 

  Ensure and separate space for pedestrians across the bridge 

  Is the pedestrian bridge width adequate? 

 I live on the corner of 54th and Kellogg and there is significant land erosion on 54th street caused by the bus. 
This is not only aesthetically unpleasant, but potentially unsafe as that is a bus stop location requiring 
passengers to stand further on my lawn to avoid traffic on the road. 
Standing water on 54th street after rain showers. 

 The sidewalk on the street is not continuous between Wooddale and France 
The bridge is not wide enough to handle vehicle traffic, pedestrians, cyclists, and canoeists. 
Snow removal is lacking for pedestrians in the area 

 I would like to be able to let my kids ride their bikes to school (Normandale French Immersion), but the bike 
paths are inadequate for small children to navigate safely. 

 Bridge isn’t wide enough for bike, pedestrian, motor vehicle facilities 

 Not safe for kids to cross 54th at the bridge carrying innertubes 

 Confusing to travel along 54th without continuous striping 

 Skewed intersections and hill impact sight distance; contexts change 

 Variety of activity at park block: tubers canoeists, pedestrians, cyclists, and transit – all used by a 
variety of ages and abilities 

 Wooddale and 54th: Golf course hedge impedes sight distance…in row, not trimmed; weeds, as well 

 Bridge clearance for canoeists on Creek is insufficient 

 Church parking takes right-of-way from travel; can’t they build their own? No longer just Sunday and 
Wednesday; this is a 7-day facility with activities all week that need parking. 

 Stop sign at Minnehaha Blvd is a challenge for bikes when they’re headed uphill, and also when 
they’re headed downhill and must stop 

 We were informed that most likely the speed limit along 54th, due to the bike lane would be reduced. 
It was not. 

 The traffic along this lane travels in excess of the current limit and endangers cyclists and pedestrians. 

 The condition of the bike lane is not very good, and in some places dangerous 

 Even with the presence of police there was a bicycle/auto accident at the corner of 54th and 
Brookview 

 Retain street parking on both sides of the street. They have guests a lot, as well as for a traffic-calming 
measure. 

 Cars speed down 54th, safety 

 Lots of pedestrian traffic of kids, people launching canoes, would like to keep stop sign for safety 
reason. 

 Prefer not to have sidewalks, just because the houses sit close to the street so people would be 
walking close to the house. The mature tree provides privacy, and it would be devastating to lose it. If 
they have to have sidewalks, prefer not to have a boulevard. 

 Don’t want to see deforestation or trees coming down on 54th street, like it wooded 

 Bridge is in need of repair 

 Don’t want any more signage in our yard, already have a bus sign and an electrical pole 
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STAKEHOLDER INPUT: Edina 54th Street/Stormwater 
Management Plan  
Question 2: What issues and needs do you see for Minnehaha Creek and Arden Park? (Please focus on issues and 
needs rather than specific solutions. Example: Stormwater runoff dumps directly from the road into the Creek. Or, The 
canoe landing is primitive and slippery after a rain.) 
 NOTE: This is all input from doorknocking, intercept surveys, online surveys, and small group sessions (such as City 
committees) from 21 June-18 July 2013. Content is in random order and only personal names and phone numbers have 
been removed.  Input from this and the other key question is being categorized and in combination with design and 
regulatory requirements will be used to generate scenarios for stakeholder feedback in August and September 2013. 

Response Text (filtering out none, no response, no comment, etc.) 

 The openings of park equipment is too big and is a safety issue. The safety and park for kids. 

 Clear snow on pedestrian bridge and walkway to west so it is safe in winter• Water runs off lawns on 
Minnehaha directly into Creek• Hard for canoeists to get across, over, and under bridge• Parking at NE corner 
of Park is inadequate; need more without increasing surface water runoff• No safe place to keep bikes at Park• 
Improve Creek water quality by encouraging bike vs. auto use • Algal blooms in Creek reduce aesthetics• Park 
shelter blocks view of Creeks so it is less visible, inviting, and attractive• Would be nice if people could see Creek 
looking east from higher ground on Oaklawn• Want to be able to access more of the NW part of the Park 

 There are a lack of facilities such as ice rinks. There are dead fish in the water. 

 There are invasive plants like buckthorn. There is a lack of shaded picnic facilities. 

 -Safety issue shooting the rapids. There is potential for injuries, however, if people could shoot the rapids they 
wouldn't have to portage which creates a safety concern.-It is not clear what is park/public land and what is 
private/church property. The liability of this is a principal concern. Trees fall, people make unofficial paths, all of 
which present safety hazards that the church is legally liable for.-The entrance to church property next to the 
stormwater drain/creek is very eroded-The two huge pipes that go directly into the creek stick out-There is a 
huge concrete culvert sitting in the woods on church property, but it is not the church's-The storm water drains 
back into the woods and the creek-Concerns about water run-off from the new Sanctuary roof that is being built 

 Arden needs an updated warming house, with year round toilet access.  In particular, it is frustrating to be at the 
playground with a toddler That needs to use the bathroom when there isn't one available!!! 

 -too much governmental management gets in the way (building more amenities)-it is gorgeous -keep the nature 
feel 

 -we should limit the amount of fertilizer.  Have seen the runoff especially form the Edina Country Club, it is a big 
problem.-maybe we could have a U of M landscape architect school come help teach neighbors how to maintain 
there year without the fertilizer-did you know we use more fertilizer for our lawns in the suburbs than actual 
farms-this could have a major impact on the environment 

 not down there too much-On Minnehaha can't see pedestrians.  I try not to drive on it because it don't want to 
hit a walker or a biker 

 -water quality is bad (daughter class went down and measured the levels, it didn't do so well)-can't think of any 
runoff issues 

 -I don't know-gets really wet in the open field 

 -gross and crammed w/ crap, it is dirty-cross bridge by Arden park - big trees fall and stay in river. 

 rapids is a little rough right now 

 I don't really have an issue 

 Just want them to do it correctly. 

 Wary of this term "environmental". 

 Should keep the park as much as the same as it can be. 

 There could be a small area for an off leash dog park in Arden Park. There would still be room for tables and the 
kids' playground. 

 I've seen standing water in the park. 

 Need to be careful about what runoff goes into the creek, like fertilizer. 

 The creek is a jewel - should protect it. 

 Flow needs to be steadier in the creek.  Not too little, not too much.Nutrients wash off the landscape and dirty 
the creek.Park needs to be more accessible from 50th street and Wooddale area.Natural character of the park is 
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an amenity, we need to preserve it.The park lacks identity, we should create a vision for how it should look.Park 
is a great place for people to experience and learn about natural resources, demonstrate and showcase with 
signs varieties of trees and landscaping.Use educational kiosks to provide natural resources and water resource 
public education.Need greater visibility of park from 54th street, I don't even know it's there.  Wayfinding and 
signage to call out park and amenities to encourage use.Stop cutting down trees. 

 -Arden Park under water-There are lots of Raccoons in the park 

 In the alley behind Minnehaha/Halifax the drain clogs so sand runs into drain and consistent runoff problem 

 no different 

 no comment, but we do use the park a lot 

 great park 

 -I don't know-we like to skate at park-the playground is average, would like to see a bigger park-the baseball 
field leaves something to be desire, it is sad shape. 

 -Haven't seen a lot of overflow-can't comment 

 -when there is heavy snow/rain the middle of Arden floods-time the lights on France avenue please. 

 -portage should be on other side from the stop sign  because of the water flow-maintain trees = take out that 
falling trees-The city doesn't trim trees on the park side of Minnehaha Blvd but then we get asked to trim our 
trees-Would like to see a walking path from bridge to park on Minnehaha to get people off the windy/blind spot 
road-we like that Arden park is a children's park-Maybe a bit more shade at the actual park would be good. 

 There is sediment and sand that runs from our Ally behind Minnehaha into the drain that makes its way to the 
creek. 

 don't see any problems 

 Safety for canoeist to cross the street. 

 Steps and path leading into the park as fallen apart and floods in the spring. 

 1. There is flooding near the creek when it rains heavily2. There is not enough space for picnicking along the 
creek 

 1. There is not a lot of easy access to the creek 

 1. I like when there are open spaces in the parks - 10 year old son 

 1. There are rocks in the playground under the play set and it is dangerous for the kids 

 1. There is flooding in the neighborhood and not enough ways for it to drain 

 -Creek should still be useful for boaters/kayakers of all levels, need to keep them safe-There is an excess of 
buckhorn along creek 

 -The warming house is too old 

 -There are dying trees, need for more replanting-Warming house looks like a pit, no windows for parents to sit 
and monitor children 

 -Better upkeep of creek-Need for naming the falls so people know where to meet one another-A water basin 
would attract more mosquitoes at the park, that would be an issue 

 Need to maintain woods alongside creek. 

 Want to maintain woods, especially by the church on 54th; unsure what the church plans on doing. 

 -There is no bathroom at the park, when the warming house is closed-There is not adequate light at night 

 It would be nice to not have to portage a canoe across traffic. 

 The 54th Street rapids are the most popular rapids on the entire stretch of the 20 mile Creek, for canoeists and 
kayakers alike.  Anything that can be done to enhance the space above and below the rapids would be 
appreciated.  Better landings above and below would be welcome, as would be a more defined portage path.  
Ideal would be a pedestrian/portage path under the bridge, adjacent to the Creek, so that portages would not 
require crossing 54th Street.  This would also be helpful for kayakers that enjoy running the rapids over and over 
again for practice.  They could safely transport their kayaks upstream via a convenient portage path under the 
bridge. 

 Warming hut is deteriorating, needs re-doing 

 -No loss of natural habitat/drainage-Need for water to soak into park, not re-routed to creek-No curbing around 
park, so that it soaks in instead of being re-routed-Need to maintain natural wilderness feel of park, no 
sidewalks/paved walkways. Can be mulch/woodchips 

 Need to maintain access to park 

 Park is difficult to use during spring due to flooding 
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 Lack of milkweed for monarchs. 

 There are sick trees in the park that should be trimmed more. 

 The park floods, water should be rerouted. 

 There are kids with drugs (using, offering) on the Brookview side of the creek. Needs to stop. 

 Need to keep as quiet space along creek. 

 -Stormwater comes into yard-Park needs better field conditions-Park should cater to all age groups, tends to be 
younger kids. What are older kids to do? 

 need easier way for boaters to safely get in and out of Creek, boat launches/landings are primitive and slippery, 
area by bridge and Creek could be more aesthetically pleasing, need a way for Creek and trail users to avoid 
being on the street at all to increase safety and quality of experience, need more parking near Arden with easy 
and safe access to the park, flooding issues at both the north and south ends of Arden, need space for people to 
fish, no place to park bikes, make sure improvements are used strategically to attract wildlife and natural 
features to Arden and the Creek, use floodwater creatively so that it becomes an asset not a detriment, need for 
greater/more intentional community gathering space around the Creek---could become a unique City feature 
and asset, need greater and intentional focused lighting that is aesthetically pleasing and environmentally 
sustainable to improve safety, eventual need for updated warming house in Arden, space around Creek should 
be a more prominent City feature, Park Board would like to see City plan for area so that they can think through 
how the plan may affect future Arden renovations, stormwater pipes dumping into the Creek are ugly 

 although at certain levels there is good kayaking at this drop, I am sure it could be improves which would greatly 
increase use 

 Would like to maintain canoe/kayak play area under bridge. 

 this is the premier location for both canoes & kayaks.  The bridge should accommodate observers & walkers, 
bikers, rollerbladers.  Upgrading the landing in conjunction with bridge renovation would make the landing safer 
for ages & abilities of landing users. 

 Aside from wet fields at Arden Park after strong rains, the only issue we face if the rainwater dumps lawn 
chemicals, etc. into the creek. 

 Improving the creek features to make the water more fun for canoes, kayaks and inner tubers. 

 a) The jagged surface of the spillway running underneath the bridge presents a hazard to any recreational 
boater or tuber coming through and taking a face-first spill. b) "Shoreline landscaping" rocks downstream of the 
bridge present foot entrapment hazards.c) The old "dam gate" on river left above the bridge, presents an 
entrapment hazard at higher water levels.d) The last thing we want to have happen is a Minnehaha "50th street 
drop" into crushed rocks which -- as scenic as some may see it -- is a man-made hazard to all users.  A more 
favorable goal for the "54th St. site" would be -- a mini-whitewater park constructed with multiple features to 
take advantage of all Minnehaha Creek flow rates for the enjoyment of all users.I applaud the City Of Edina for 
investing the time in doing this survey -- and also the many local residents I have spoken to who favor the idea 
of a mini-whitewater park for the enjoyment of both kids and adults alike!! 

 The current layout of the rapid creates a "play wave" for kayakers at high flows.  It would really be a shame if a 
new bridge/landscaping worsened the ability of whitewater kayakers to enjoy the creek in high water. 

 warming house is dilapidated 

 buckthorn and plant debris in the Creek, more landscaping needed by the Creek, drainage issues in the park, 
warming house is shabby, more lighting in park, whitewater course on the Creek 

 more plantings in park 

 keep area looking natural 

 keep Creek high so that people don't walk in it 

 grassy area in park is underutilized--would like a soccer net to practice shooting 

 more flowers and shrubbery 

 warming house could look better aesthetically, flooding in road around house (5116 Arden) that drains into 
Creek, water is not moving freely enough to keep from pooling around house and park which makes the trees 
less stable 

 I am a canoeist (both flat water and whitewater).  I very much enjoy paddling Minnehaha creek.  In higher water 
the wave that forms just beneath the bridge is an excellent spot to play in whitewater boats.  I spent more than 
5 hours there last week along with several other boaters, many of whom were there more than 4 days in a row.  
Any changes to the bridge need to be done to insure that this wave remains the same or is improved.  A new 
bridge should have enough clearance so that boaters can safely go down the creek even in higher water.  All 
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debris from removal and construction of a bridge must be cleaned up to keep paddlers safe.I think it would be 
excellent if some thought toward improving the wave and the small rapids for the purposes of white water 
paddlers could be given.  Judicious placement of rocks and/or barriers could make this spot much more of an 
attraction than it currently is for whitewater enthusiasts.  I assume that the concrete apron on the creek bed 
beneath the bridge would need to be modified.  This would be a prime time to improve the flow into more of a 
mini-whitewater park.  Check out the Charles City Iowa whitewater park: http://ccwhitewater.com/For paddlers 
that choose to portage this section there is a decent landing on the upstream side but nothing definitive on the 
downstream side.  There is a dirt trail which is fine but it might be worth considering stairs or a more formal trail 
just down from the bridge.  No need for anything too fancy as the 'wild-ness' of the area is very much desired 
but it would be good to reduce erosion near the bridge.  Similarly a path from the parking area down to the 
creek would be nice.  Again there is currently a dirt one which is fine but if the area is to be developed a new 
path should be included. 

 The 54th street canoe landing downstream of the bridge is not very convenient, it is way down a path you could 
fall into the water while trying to get through. The left side of the creek has a much more commonly used area 
for people loading their boats. 

 I cannot stress this enough: There is an opportunity to add a couple more parking spaces for people that would 
like to have access to the creek at that location for canoeing and kayaking (put-in and take-out location for creek 
paddling trips).  And Please, Please, Please do not allow the construction contractors to dump construction 
waste material into the creek (like they did the last time the bridge was worked on). 

 Concerned over neighbors knowledge of how to take care of their lawn or their impact on the creek, specifically 
for people whose property backs up to the creek. Gave an example of neighbors feeding the ducks. 

 Something should be done to keep runoff from going into creek. Concerned also with keeping the creek clean. 

 A good canoe  landing. 

 Water Recreation for my kids. 

 Maintain the fun nature of the creek for kayaking and canoeing fun. 

 Some areas in the creek are too shallow for kayaks to go through. 

 Vending machines in the park. Wayfinding signs along the creek 

 Seems like a lot of water flowing, it's a safety issue. Unclear where water/kayak access is on the S side of the 
bridge. 

 Specify where the landing is, designated parking for kayakers, clearer idea of portage. 

 Keep it nature, plenty of good birdwatching 

 The features of the creek could be improved with good planning to make the location an even better draw for 
recreational users. 

 Trees need to be cleaned up, keep it sustainable. 

 Baseball field not very diamond-like. Have rubber for play lot instead of rocks, would use the warming hut more 
if it was nicer. 

 Flooding 

 Warming house is dark and unsafe 

 Improvements to landing - a ramp instead of a dock. 

 Expand the playground 

 I believe it is important to the wildlife and aquatic life in the area, including associated wetlands, that the flow of 
the creek remain largely unchanged or increased. 

 The dam at Lake Minnetonka has already compromised the flow of Minnehaha Creek substantially and further 
flow decreases may prove disastrous to the local wildlife. I hope that any solution to the storm runoff problem 
be dealt with in a way that takes these concerns into mind and that thorough study of the impact of diverting 
storm water is done to avoid inadvertently doing harm in the name of good. 

 I look forward to hearing the proposed solutions and an improved recreation area as well as a cleaner, more 
sustainable river! 

 Thanks! 

 Signage for kids to be careful. 

 Have a kayak park to encourage more kayakers to gather. 

 The park could use a pool 

 It would be nice if the project could address river recreation needs. I see whitewater kayakers and children 



Edina: Stakeholder Input on Issues and Needs, June-July 2013  Page 31 

inner-tubing at that site on a routine basis. If, as a part of the overall project, the character of the river can be 
maintained or improved for recreational use, it would be a great service to the community at large. 

 Two skating rinks and no basketball or tennis courts! There needs to be use of space for other sports. Bigger or 
better landing for canoes, it's congested. 

 It would be nice to not change the configuration of the creek. Let it flood if it needs to. 

 Love the park, it is nice and simple-Better signage for the rapids (dangerous for canoes and kayakers) 

 -let it run natural, take the dam off 

 -more walking paths along the parkway (near bridge)-Would like to see more paths go into woods 

 Sustainability of the environment. How can the congregation (of the Lutheran church on 54th) contribute to the 
sustainability of the land and be a good steward? 

 No issues, but did find a broken glass alcohol bottle at park today 

 No place for bikes to ride along the creek. No drinking water access in the park. 

 bug control at parks, there are a lot of kids-kids go down to creek-a wider path in park, often times the water is 
flooded on path 

 The creek overflows the banks after it rains 

 -dogs are sometimes off leash and not very friendly-worried about runoff have seen cut grass go into creek 

 Ensure that trees are cleared after the rain 

 -don't know much-have seen people pitching tent son the backside of woods-found bra and trash in woods 

 To echo my response to the first question, the inclusion of any additional rapids, making another play spot, or a 
short run, would be absolutely ideal in engaging the local paddling community. 

 Would like to see updates to warming house 

 -kids often play in back woods-would like to see more paths that go back through the woods-don't often go to 
Arden Park because it is small 

 Can't see sign for dam or rapids 

 -Sometimes there are down trees-The boulder walls and retaining wall up the creek have helped with tricky 
turns-It would be nice if people didn't over fertilize 

 See above, plus the canoe landing is slippery 

 -tree downs in river, flipped our canoe-nothing out of ordinary-don't like rapids by bridge 

 -there are lots of tress down-the canoe landing seem fine 

 -Trees are down in creek-There is standing water and puddles, it holds a lot of water in park-Want to be able to 
play baseball and soccer in fields but can't with water.-We usually go to Todd Park 

 -Love the parks and enjoy the open place.-I like how there is vegetation and greenery 

 It would be nice to have a higher bridge 

 Currently, whitewater kayakers make regular use of the surf waves that features in the creek substrate create. 
It's an excellent friendly water feature for beginners, and the neighborhood and general street situation are 
welcoming. At a minimum, we'd like to be able to continue coming to the 54th street bridge for basic surf wave 
play! Key features for a wave to be playable include - smooth rock or ledge setting up a stationary wave, vs. a 
surging breaking wave, or a circulating hydraulic (which can be difficult to escape, and so is dangerous); eddies 
on each side of the wave so that the kayaker can enter/exit the wave without being washed down stream; deep 
enough pool on bottom side of wave so that the kayaker doesn't impact the bottom when rolling; stream bed 
clear of sharp construction debris or riprap. Also key is good pedestrian access to the bank so that kayakers can 
put in upstream of the feature, and exit downstream of the feature with minimal traffic conflict and manageable 
foot access to the stream. Enhancements to the current situation would include access (similar to for 
walkers/bikers but with clearance to the actual stream). Strategic placement of rocks on the stream bed up and 
downstream of a ledge creating a wave would add a few eddies that would provide additional play 
opportunities for kayakers, tubers, and canoeists, as well as enhancing stream quality for aquatic life! Anything 
that will control/filter street runoff will help the water quality and enhance the recreational experience of this 
urban gem! Thanks! 

 Right now, at certain levels, there is a fabulous surfing wave for kayakers.  It would be wonderful if that wave 
could be maintained or even improved upon.  It's great to have a surf spot in the cities and it would be a shame 
if construction destroyed it. 

 Arden Park and Minnehaha Creek in the vicinity of the 54th Street bridge crossing provides a unique location 
within the metro area for kayaking and canoeing.   Water sports enthusiasts should be included in the design 
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process to ensure the proposed design does not adversely affect the navigability of the creek and the desirable 
hydraulic features located at 54th street. 

 -lot of trees on river - it would be nice if they were cleared-keep water clean of chemicals/pollutants 

 better area for portaging boat-worried about chemicals on peoples down that is diverging down the street-Keep 
the rapids-Storm is draining right into creek at Brookview-it nice having skate park, but it would be nice if it was 
refurbished-We really like the 2nd landing 

 -signage is hard to see; nothing to say about these canoe landings-gets so calm, low flood plan for storm-keep 
nature and the rapids under the bridge-There is the invasive species carnai-invasion in the creek-Maybe could 
have a high/low rapids for paddlers of different abilities-Wider span under bridge would be nice 

 shoreline restoration, whitewater park on creek for greater recreational access 

 need more modern warming house 

 warming house is too small 

 -Water often comes barreling down 54th from East and West and goes straight into river-tons of trees are down 
- hard to paddle around-more trees are on north side-don't know where landing was (hard to see sign, covered 
with vegetation 

 water cleanliness is an issue when the Creek is low, warming house is aesthetically unpleasing and is too small 
and rundown, need cleanup of natural debris in Creek 

 -would like to get trees out of river - at least move them more out the way if can't fully remove-worried about 
stormwater-it would nice to be able to portage boats on the west side of creek on 54th 

 trash in Creek, keep area pristine and not disrupted, keep canoe launches 

 -tree blown down in the creek (it was very slippery and dangerous)-where do you report hazards, maybe could 
make that clear-would like to see an app for iPhone where you could see hazards-past Nicollet the bridge really 
low, hard to fit canoe/kayak under 

 no safe path to Arden for pedestrians, people drive too fast on Minnehaha, not enough places to sit in the park, 
the current benches are showing a lot of wear and tear 

 mini ponds at park - worried about erosions with capacity 

 park flooding, more lighting in the park for safety at night, litter in the park 

 -we kayak down there-canoe is easy to get in and out of-Sometimes see brown foam and other pollutants 

 keep Creek and park natural, no significant clearing of natural growth 

 -It is a spawn new bridge (carpe)-Standing water all over the place, do something-Arden Park Not conducive for 
people to walk or play-More signs about picking up droppings-being used a great deal, especially younger 
families-Off leash park would be nice, improve drainage 

 park drainage, need more invasive species cleanup along Creek, bank erosion and the shifting creekbed may 
impact 54th eventually 

 -Nice if bathrooms where open all year round (sometime see boys go in wood and pee)-The equipment is nice, 
but a better picnic area could be useful-Usually we go to Mill/Work Park-Bigger signs where canoe landing is-It 
would be nice if you could keep it cleared a bit 

 Creek cleanliness, worried that Creek level may rise depending on stormwater plan and will impact back of 
property 

 -would like to see a tennis court-haven't seen any issues on the creek 

 Everything is okay 

 Arden Park is nice General maintenance would be nice (grass cutting) 

 flooding is and issue 

 -I like it the way it is-There are low areas that cause flooding 

 The park is a holding are for access water (flood plan) 

 -No access to a bathroom during the summer 

 -See people using the creek a lot.-Like the new southside landing-I would like the park to be as natural as it is 

 -drainage from the houses is a problem-there are a lot of dogs drinking in the creek-make sure the creek stays 
clean-buckthorn is taking over-rocks are mossy and slippery when wet 

 -Park has standing water with ebb and flow of water -Play and keep walkway-Keep creek healthy 

 -bathrooms would be nice-Wooddale has two separate parks for different aged kids 

 There are no recycling bins near the park. 

 Don't know-Would like to keep the wildlife-Bathrooms open like May-August (like Wooddale park 
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 1. The concrete block under bridge is dangerous for those kayaking or tubing 

 1. Field gets flooded when it rains/storms 

 1. There aren't any indicators/signs to say whether or not it is safe to inner tube 

 1. The rapids are unsafe for tubing2. It is difficult to walk down to creek on the south side of the bridge3. There 
is not clear enough signage for the dam4. Wishes there was a more accessible place to exit when tubing before 
the bridge/rapids5. There is not a place to throw away trash that is found in the creek 

 1. The canoe landings could be improved 

 1. The creek is not protected from stormwater runoff2. Would like another way to cross the creek north of 54th 
street3. Wishes there were more toads in the creek 

 1. Enjoys the beauty of the park and is concerned that water tanks or other obstructions will be put in place as a 
result of this project. 

 1. Felt unsafe walking on Minnehaha Ave next to Arden Park without a sidewalk 

 1. Stormwater runoff dumps directly from the road into the creek 

 Doesn't drain well (Arden Park)-Water fountains rarely work 

 I don't know.  I love the park 

 Arden Floods a lot 

 Larger play area (kids are young)the water floods or sits in the open part of the park-Haven't experience much 
of the creek. 

 Creek is beautiful, leave as natural as possible 

 A larger dock or canoe area to fish on would be great by the bridge 

 -Would like the warming house hours to be extended-Drinking foundation doesn't usually work 

 It's okay.  There is a lot of water built up on ground 

 Looking for a more younger kid friendly park (ages 4 to 5) 

 Like the nature part of the parkDon't know much about runoffWildlife is great - Make sure to keep it! 

 -Lots of standing water in park-Lots of trees hang over creek and interfere with flow for kayak and canoes near 
the skating rink 

 no opinion really-It does flood a lot in spring at the park 

 -Afraid of runoff from homes-Kids fish a lot down by the bridge-Everything else seems to be good. 

 -Better way to avoid rapids -- people portage across the road with boats-Park doesn't drain well-runoff 
grass/chemicals from the yard - would like a better way to deal with that-preserve wildlife 

 -Needs new warming house (IT would be nice to have the windows out looking the park like some of the newer 
warming houses).  Would like it to have more a community feel-ARDEN PARK is GREAT 

 Nothing really here. 

 Just wanted to know if you would redirect the flow near the bridge. 

 -don't know much about storm water-at night there are obnoxious teenagers-garbage in the park and creek-lots 
of flooding at the park 

 -There has been drainage on bottom of hill on Brookview (manholes are on top of hill instead of bottom and 
water collects at bottom - gets icy.-On the north canoe landing sometimes people can't use because there is 
floating bog-On the south canoe landing the later level is so low that it doesn't touch the water.-There is a 
natural spawning bed for fish and crawfish (try to be mindful of that near the creek) 

 -It is a wonderful park-sometimes some mischievous teenagers hang in the woods at nice (it is hard to police but 
they are unruly-It is pretty dark near the entrance by there house - the car has been keyed. 

 -water foundation has rarely works in the past-pretty good space for the bird life (would like to see that protect) 
there are some Eagles nests in the area. 

 -different play structure would be nice-Kids are getting older (they like York and Chowen Park)-Flooding of the 
open space at the park 

 -Flooding of the east side (drainage) as been a problem 

 Doesn't really effect me -- the creek -- her older kids have grown out of using the creek 

 Would like an off leash area in the park (in the wood area)Overall this is a really nice park 

 -better facilities-Please don't disturb wildlife-runoff should be publicized or enforced better 

 -expand the play area (missing some bolts on existing play area)-would be nice if the baseball field had at least a 
home plate. 
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 Wooddale down is sloped towards the creek.  So most of that is going into the creek 

 Drains into the woods off of 52nd Street-Buckthorn is back in the creek 

 Not here too much - no issues 

 The Park is good 

 -Stairway done to creek - small for tubing-Lots of flooding in the park-A picnic pavilion would be nice (they 
usually go to Todd Park for that)-New Basketball Court 

 Condition of the warming house (including aesthetics.) 

 Attention needs to be devoted to the warming house, both the interior and exterior. When trees were 
replanted in the area, they have since died. Mentioned that the cottonwood tree in near the bridge looks like it 
could fall. 

 The aesthetics of the warming house, seems old. 

 Consistency of the bathrooms being open is another issue. 

 -Make sure water is clean-No barricade around fire hydrant and downhill path into park; kid broke jaw once-
Community should have more pride in the creek and the infrastructure around it-Warming house isn't open very 
often-Ensure lights around park, helps with safety-Unsafe steps from Brookview Ave into park 

 -Too much groundwater that turns into standing water 

 -No wheelchair accessible path to warming house 

 The integrity of the creek is an issue and runoff. Often the sewer gets full of mud (mentioned this was around 
the curb cut out at the park).Sometimes there is trash in the creek. 

 There is standing water, and bugs are an issue. 

 Used to be able to see the creek from the neighborhood, now the view is blocked by overgrown vegetation. 
Need for invasive species removal, and active management of vegetation. 

 Need to keep the natural character of the creek. 

 Some sedimentation issues in creek. 

 Want them to maintain the wooded and natural along the creek. "Keep it natural" 

 -There is standing water in the open grass, breeding ground for mosquitoes/ice 

 -Erosion of land nearby-Ensuring it stays recreational and has open access to all-No off-leash area for dogs-
Garbage not emptied enough-Lack of community organizing events to clean up park (boy/girl scout troops do, 
but not entire park community)-Lack of working water fountains (unsure if it was fixed, kids are older now so 
hasn't been over there) 

 Lowland collection is critical for creek health, needs to be preserved 

 -There are no steps by the creek, it is unsafe 

 -Preserve integrity of park/hockey rink since it is historic-No off-leash area for dogs 

 -Lack of pathway along creek-Only property owners near creek have access to creek 

 -Boat landing on south side bridge is small (there is a gap between the dirt and the dock-benches are over run 
with vegetation -Not clearly labeled where the boat launches are-The park open space is often flooded-off leash 
dog park would be great 

 Canoe landings are good. Didn't notice anything else 

 Nice to have a place to bank fish 

 -updating warming house (tacky looking)-It is less up kept then other parks-would like to let dog off leash in ice 
rink 

 -More picnic area-Its nice to have a shade play area like Arden park.  The trees are nice 

 She has no kids (*Was walking a dog) -Suggested that lots of money is spend on kid focused amenities at parks, 
might be nice to have things focused on seniors-Thinks we really need little parks like this one 

 -no input for this question, noted brother lives in the area 

 It is good 

 Shelter for skating rink could use some work-play area; water settles in the park and floods 

 New to neighborhood, so hasn't really seen the park. Is excited to use creek 

 -park is great-Couple more amenities for kids play area-picnic area 

 -Love warming but needs maintenance update -Sidewalks flood a lot-Stair case is run down-Signage could be 
improved-there are tree debris in the river that could be cleared up 

 -It has been neglected including the park-steps are a bit wobbly-not very attractive warming house is beat up 
(not good condition of bathrooms) 
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 -Noticed the skating rink turns into pond.  Maybe could do something about drainage potentially drain tiles. 

 -People like to walk on western bank (not trail)-Warming house upgrades (polls showing rust, etc.)-haven't 
noticed the storm runoff 

 -Lack of community festivities (St. Louis Park, former residence, had park programs/engagement opportunities 
for neighbors)-Need for easier access to park-Nothing really happening in park**(unsure if this fits, but she 
mentioned it) - Sump pump floods yard since it's not allowed to go into street, also above ground & not allowed 
to be underground 

 -Lights on hockey rink are too bright, shines well beyond park into neighboring houses 

 -Branches/trash in water and park; unpleasant looking 

 -Seems unsafe for people with canoes/kayaks and kids to be by and under the bridge, no landing. 

 Could be cleaner 

 need a way to get from one side of Arden Park to the other; make Arden more accessible and user friendly; 
need space for larger groups to assemble, they cut back the buckthorn which is good, but now those areas are 
aesthetically ugly 

 Posts in the park falling over. 

 The safety of the stairs from 53rd down to the park. 

 Flooding at park, over saturation from a lack of drainage. 

 The launch area for canoes is inadequate. 

 Lack of leisure activities. 

 The amount of obstructions in the creek, down trees, dangerous for tubers. 

 Cleanliness of creek, people littering in the creak. 

 Lack of picnic benches at 54th St. bridge. 

 Lack of accessible canoe landing, the north edge of creek (by the peninsula). 

 Lack of bathroom facilities in Arden Park. 

 concerned that construction will negatively impact Creek and surrounding wildlife 

 ecological needs along the Creek 

 water cleanliness, keep the area natural 

 no bathrooms in Arden, pea rocks in park are slippery for cyclists---need something less slippery but still usable 
for cyclists and people with strollers 

 no restrooms in Arden, park flooding 

 trash, water cleanliness 

 water cleanliness 

 ice rink is very busy--lots of use creates lots of damage, concerned that construction will change Creek 

 litter, Creek cleanliness 

 Creek cleanliness, concerns about construction runoff and construction disrupting the natural land 

 Flooding in park 

 water quality, not many options for Whitewater in the Cities---concerned that construction might destroy the 
existing wave 

 Creek gets crowded so there isn't enough room for tubers and boaters 

 construction shouldn't interrupt summer activities in the park or along the Creek 

 No place to get water 

 need places along the Creek to sit, lots of skaters in the park in the winter, needs clarity about the "harm" that is 
occurring to the Creek 

 "Tone down" the rapids a bit to make it easier to use the Creek near the bridge. 

 Sometimes kids find litter/objects in the park that are "inappropriate" (e.g. marijuana pipe). 

 A lot of people bring their kayaks or canoes there and people take wedding pictures by the willow. The road is 
windy and sometimes you almost hit cars that are parked there to unload boats or do photos. 

 Cleaner water. We used to tube, but now it's too dirty. They say there's too much mercury. 

 We need more lighting in the park. There was graffiti on the skating house and people used to hang out there, 
but that's all been solved. I like the naturalness. I hope they don't rip out all the foliage. I like all the wildlife that 
lives in there. 

 Can't see the creek from the neighborhood, and would like to. 
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 Need to keep the natural character of the area. 

 Need to remove the invasive species, and manage the vegetation along the creek. 

 Sedimentation in the creek near bridge. 

 There is standing water in the park and bugs. 

 water cleanliness, garbage in Creek, not many opportunities for whitewater in The Cities and worried that 
construction will ruin the wave under the bridge 

 keep Creek area natural 

 water cleanliness, worried about wave disappearing if construction is done 

 don't want to interrupt the flow of the Creek, specifically the wave created under the bridge 

 runoff into the creek, no buffer to stop fertilizer running into the creek 

 safety issues with kids falling into the creek 

 concerned about damage to nature with construction, increasing litter 

 Water cleanliness, difficult to get down to the creekside after portaging across the road (east side of creek), 
concrete block under the bridge is unnatural: it could be improved for boaters with a whitewater designer, 
water safety issues with people getting feet stuck between rocks 

 warming house is aesthetically unappealing 

 yard and nitrogen run-off into the creek, hard for homeowners to use lawn services without chemicals leaching 
into the Creek 

 water cleanliness, trash, eutrophication and algae in the Creek 

 too much buckthorn. concerned about unnecessary removal of good habitat along with buckthorn 

 flooding 

 Flooding on paths 

 No off leash area for dogs (like ice rink). No way to walk along the creek. Creek polluted 

 flooding. chemicals & salt in creek. Pea rocks in playground too small for kids- also cause dust 

 pea rocks are a choking hazard. not enough paths. No paths near creek. need wading pool 

 Flooding 

 water pools in the park 

 overgrown, it's hard to get to canoe landing. no place to sit in the NW corner of 54th & Minnehaha intersection. 
no place to sit to put skates on in winter by warming house. Canoe signage poorly done, no warning for 
canoeists with/rapids. ugly, worn warming house. too much buckthorn. No off leash dog park. Falls not named. 
bench by bridge overgrown with moss. 

 Flooded 

 Concern with parking being too busy 

 Concerned that the park would be made less natural 

 Flooding 

 Safety on bridge 

 Drainage problem. Small playground. No basketball court. No waterslide. Too much dog poop 

 field not used. No place to sit. no light in warming house. not enough swings 

 garbage in park. no off-leash dog park. not dog friendly 

 flooding 

 Too much deadfall for canoeists and tubers 

 Tents in the park are concerning 

 Dirty- creek foamy- polluted by the golf course- trees in the creek- no places to sit- no drinking fountains 

 Flooding. Dangerous walking in the winter. 

 The bridge has a low clearance making it difficult to get under. 

 Access to the creek is a challenge as there is not a well-defined path. 

 Access to the creek, there is not a clear path down to the creek. 

 The size of the playground equipment is seen as a safety issue for small children. 

 The signage is good for kayakers and sees the need to preserve and keep it. 

 The speed of the creek at the 54th St. bridge. The signage up the creek that warns kayakers/canoeists that the 
rapids are coming. This is a safety concern for people that are using Minnehaha Creek who may not be familiar 
with the area. 
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 Warming house bathroom not open in the summer and no toilets to use especially a concern with small 
children. There is also a lack of picnic tables. 

 For bikers around the perimeter of the park there is a lack of space. Also seen as an issue is the darkness around 
the warming house at night. 

 Lack of accessibility to bathrooms during the winter for people coming from their cars, far away from the road. 
The drainage of the park, especially after heavy rains. 

 Lack of amenities at Arden Park for older children and their parents. 

 Trail maintenance seen as an issue. Including in the winter on the hill which can get icy and muddy making it 
difficult to run. 

 Also, safety on the perimeter of the park with not enough room for walkers/runners/bikers and cars. 

 There is not bathroom for children playing at the park in the summer. 

 With the small bridge on the trail, there is a safety concern for little kids if they are not careful about the way 
they approach the bridge. 

 - No amount of runoff from neighborhood to Creek, lots of unfiltered outfalls- Park floods and reduces use, but 
there is an area we use for skating rink- With slope of the road, rain runs down the road vs. off the road and 
causes deterioration- Retain usable park space- “Lake 54th St” – by Kellogg St.- Canoeists need to safely portage 
over 54th or under creek- Difficult to access under the creek, South of the street- Maintain/improve parking at 
the creek- Park is underutilized- Invasive species in the park- Need to store rainwater to facilitate 
redevelopment at 50th and France- Educate neighbors about how to protect the creek-wetland buffers, etc.- 
Retain/increase pedestrian access along the creek- Need parking for the park- Park shelter needs updating: 
warming house, bathrooms—fit historical character of the area 

 The storm water drains from Lunds & 50th and France drain directly into the Creek. 

 The roadway runoff dumps directly into the Creek and this is not acceptable. 

 Creek needs to be cleaned – stagnant near waterfall and behind playground 

 North of bridge the creek looks unappealing; debris in structures 

 North of bridge the creek is not welcoming to activity 

 Dangerous to go over waterfall; need to be experienced to navigate curves, structures, and rapids 

 Unsafe to go under or across 54th 

 Need to enhance the creek’s recreational opportunities through the park and beyond 

 Paved paths are in poor shape 

 No parking in park – bikes or motor vehicles 

 Need for more walking paths that are accessible and defined to keep people where they should be 

 Not enough native plants to keep out invasive species (flora and fauna) 

 Buckthorn taking over; poison ivy? 

 Does park lawn maintenance natively impact water quality? How much? If so, it is an issue. 

 Runoff issues 
 Keeping it natural 
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Introduction 
 

The City of Edina has begun two important infrastructure projects in the Arden Park neighborhood, both of 

which are highly collaborative, inclusive, and transparent. 

 54th Street reconstruction: In 2014, the City will reconstruct 54th Street from France to Wooddale 

Avenue. Community input, ideas and feedback will help ensure we update the roadway to current 

standards and better meet the community's needs. 

 Stormwater Management Plan: Minnehaha Creek water quality is impaired from untreated stormwater 

runoff. In partnership with the Minnehaha Creek 

Watershed District, we are gathering community 

input to plan a cost-effective solution to meet State 

requirements. 

 

Process to Date 
Gathering Input on Needs and Issues: In June and July, 

more than 450 community members offered issues and 

needs for both projects. See detailed results in 

the community issues and needs report.  

 

Gathering Feedback on Design 

Components: Based on that input, the 

consulting team developed a variety of design 

components and received great feedback from 

over 62 stakeholders attending an August 19 

workshop and another 55 completing the 

online survey that closed August 31. This 

report is the compilation of all feedback from 

the workshop and online survey. 

 

Gathering Feedback on Complete 

Scenarios: The design team is now developing 

alternative scenarios that bring together 

feedback on the design components with 

MnDOT and the City rules and policies.  

 

We will ask for stakeholder feedback on these 

scenarios in late September or early October 

2013.  

 

Based on that feedback, we will then prepare 

final design recommendation for the City 

Council's consideration in December. 

 

  

Map of participants in August 2013 workshop and online survey who 
provided address information (106 out of c. 120); not shown are nine 
addresses outside this cluster (2 in Minnetonka, 6 in Minneapolis, and 1 in 
Columbia Heights) 

http://www.edinamn.gov/edinafiles/files/City_Offices/Engineering/Construction_Projects/54th_Street/54th-Street-stakeholder-issue-and-needs-report.pdf
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Compilation Information 
The compilation of feedback below is organized by design component. In the workshop and online these were 

shown as “cards” containing information about that component. Cards were numbered for convenience only; 

numbers were non-sequential and randomly assigned.   

 

The card design is illustrated and explained below.  

 
Participants provided either positive or negative feedback on each design component. Note that based on 

feedback at the in-person workshop on August 19, the subsequent online survey combined or eliminated some 

of the design components that were unlikely to apply to these projects, generated no feedback at all, or could be 

decided later in the process.   

 

That feedback is shown below organized by the following categories:  

 Roadway Configurations (sidewalks, bike lanes, parking) 

 Pedestrian and Bicyclist Safety, Speeding 

 Bridge Safety and Creek Access 

 Water Quality, Road Drainage, Park Flooding  
 

Within each category, the design components (cards) are arranged in order of the random ID number. The 

design components (cards) are in numerical order within the category. At the end of each section are images 

of the cards for reference. 
 

(Content note: We did our best to accurately transcribe handwriting from the workshop and fix spelling errors 

in the survey responses; we did not, however, attempt to correct survey responses with missing words or 

incomplete content. Responses such as “none” or “no input” are not included.) 

 

Summary Findings 
At a very summary level, a variety of perspectives emerged as described below by category. 

 

Roadway Configurations (sidewalks, bike lanes, parking): The various design components generated a lot of 

discussion. With all the issues being discussed, many participants still weren’t aware of the MnDOT/City 

roadway requirements stated from the outset of this project, including bike lanes in both directions, a sidewalk 

on at least one side, and 11’ lane widths. To help clarify that the road configuration, the “cards” used in the 

online survey were fewer and more explicit, which generated more refined responses. Not surprisingly, 
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feedback on these design components varied considerably and was often very personal. Stakeholders with 

children, people who frequently walk or bike in the community, and those who visit Arden Park or use the 

Creek more often provided positive feedback on the practical and safety advantages of these requirements.  

 

There was generally positive feedback on one vs. 

two sidewalks, and varied feedback on where 

parking was needed and why, and the value of 

boulevards. As would be expected, there were 

more concerns about these in the narrower 

western section of the road than on the east. We 

also heard frustration from drivers and bicyclists 

about the “mixed messages” about bike 

lanes/sharrows on the east end of the road. We 

heard feedback from people interested in more 

parking for Arden Park and Creek users and for 

church attendees all week long, as well as concerns about components of the new roadway encroaching on 

homeowner lots – even though the City owns that right-of-way.  

 

Pedestrian and Bicyclist Safety, Speeding: Original stakeholder issues and needs prioritized pedestrian and 

bicyclist safety, so numerous design components focused on those topics. Feedback continued to support safety 

as a key priority. Many stakeholders supported increasing safety by reducing car speeds in some form, and 

some wanted that accompanied by better enforcement. Some wondered whether there really was a speed 

problem and whether data were available to answer those questions. Many concerns, questions, and opinions 

reflected the interconnections among effectiveness, costs, appropriateness of the various speed reduction and 

pedestrian crossing safety design components. Some stakeholders proposed additional options, and others had 

questions about the viability of those. 

 

There were various concerns about any of the flashing signs for pedestrian walkways or speed limits, as well as 

a desire to look at the all the pieces of the 54
th

 Street/Minnehaha intersection together. Stakeholders took 

various positions on pedestrian crossing aesthetics, but not on the need for safe crossings. 

 

Bridge Safety and Creek Access: Feedback on the bridge designs varied, and many participants preferred a 

bridge that maintains the area’s “country” feel and fits with the residential area. Others encouraged designs that 

allow Creek users sufficient headroom; many were attracted to the possibility of a path underneath the bridge. 

Stakeholders posed important questions about Creek access and use as well, including positive feedback on an 

updated canoe landing that is not “slickery” when wet, and how landings or steps can double as places to play, 

watch, and otherwise have fun and be safe alongside the Creek. 

 

Water Quality, Road Drainage, Park Flooding: While there appeared to be general understanding and 

support for the need for stormwater management, a number of the design components in this category garnered 

a range of positive and negative feedback. The positive comments varied, while most of the negative comments 

were about some of the large-scale components and focused on cost, maintenance, size and location, and 

aesthetics. There was a lot of feedback on filtration design components, with generally positive feelings about 

including native plants. Stakeholders generally favored maintaining green space and existing park uses, and 

ensuring that any new design components address water safety especially in play areas.  
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Roadway Configurations (sidewalks, bike lanes, parking) 
2: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH 
PARKING: Parking on 
both sides; sidewalk 
on one side 

 Best option for street layout 

 Like only one sidewalk, does not take up too much space. Park next to 
the curb 

 Like parking, 

 Only one sidewalk lanes like that is narrow and people will  

  

3: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH 
PARKING: Parking on 
both sides; sidewalk 
on one side with 
boulevard 

 I like the existing treatment. Bicycle safety, speeding, water quality. 
Bicycle boulevards are also good if no room for lanes. Narrow auto 
traffic lanes can help slow traffic. 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 1 parking lane. Never enough cars to need 2 
parking lanes. Good to have 2 sidewalks 

 Sidewalks on 2 sides and 1 parking lane would allow for pedestrian 
safety. 

 Need parking for the church. Either option with parking fine 

 Sidewalk on one side and two parking lanes. Expands the currently 
available space (needed in my opinion). 

 sidewalk on 2 sides and 2 parking lanes 

 sidewalk on 1 side 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 2 parking lanes from France to the creek 
w/bike lanes would be great! 

 sidewalk on 2 sides, 1 parking lane 

 I like a sidewalk on at least one side and at least one side of parking for 
residents not on a corner 

 People should be able to walk to park without being on the road. 

 sidewalk on 1 side and two parking lanes with sidewalk on the church 
side of the street good idea because it separates pedestrians from 
traffic 

 If we can do sidewalks and parking lanes on both sides, that would be 
great! for church parking and traffic flow 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 1parking lane - pedestrians or go either 
direction without having to cross (unsafe) for safe space. 

 Like the sidewalk on the left side. Good for walkers 

 Sidewalk on 1 side and 2 parking lanes. 

 I suggest one sidewalk and one parking lane and then a wider road way 
to accommodate cars and bikes. It is way too tight for cars with those 
bike lanes taking up so much of the roadway. Cars need wider lanes. 

 Shared/sharrows or adv. Lanes are enough 

 East end with advisory or shared bike lanes, like they are now Parking 
lane is sufficient for bikes to use on the east end of the project. 

 Don’t like boulevard 

 Let's not let auto parking wishes from no longer decrease a lower 
quality of life and environment. Water and air quality are very 
important. 

 Too wide a roadway. Sidewalk on 1 side. Parking on 1 side 

 Do not need two bike lanes. One sidewalk, two parking, one 
(adequate) bike, two (adequate) travel lanes. The above creates too 
much paved space and less green. 

 not enough room for 2 sidewalks and too costly 

 Is it really a City requirement to have two bike lanes? I would prefer a 
sidewalk on just one side, and one parking lane. 

 I live at this end an am very concerned about reduction of my lot size 
and removal of tree coverage 

 Is there room for all of this? 

 Not enough room for dedicated bike lane! 

 poor visibility for traffic and pedestrians when parking on both sides. 

 I don't live on this end; there is the church that I know is concerned 
about parking. 

 I feel the actual residents in that section should have the most say. 
NOT concerned about bike lanes! Not too big of lanes so that weaving 
and speeding increase even more 

 SAFETY 

 sidewalks on both sides of street not really needed, save the taxpayers 
some money 

 Existing conditions (proximity of homes, trees, utility poles) obviously 
would prohibit this; this is a quiet neighborhood which has been here 
for DECADES! This configuration would cut into my yard and most likely 
require my very mature tree to be cut down (not to mention several 
other homes); two bicycle lanes are not needed because the demand 
just is NOT there; I've observed traffic on my own at several times 
during the day during the week and find that bicycle traffic just isn't 
there; bikes are currently able to use the road with cars, why widen 
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road when there is NOT the space? This will totally change the 
character of the neighborhood and will most likely lower property 
values; Why not just do what is done East of France on 54th and create 
more of a "Bike Boulevard"- have a yellow center line and have bike 
symbol on the road at a couple/several locations along the way? we 
wouldn't have to widen an already encroaching road and cars would be 
aware of a biking presence. 54th Street is a "Secondary" route, NOT 
"Primary" like Wooddale. What happens on the West end? There 
doesn't appear to be a proposed design for that portion. A wider street 
just promotes more use of speed. The lack of bicyclists will provide no 
visual buffer for cars to slow down (most of the time) 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 2 parking lanes - concerned about what would 
be "taken" to provide the space needed. 

 Parking only on one side, no bike lanes..10 foot travel lanes....the 
whole concept is way too wide 

 Church parking needs the 2 parking lanes, but does it need to go all the 
way to the bridge? 

 2 sidewalks and 2 parking lanes. There is not enough room in the 
roadway to safely navigate a car with bike lanes going both ways. 

 Too much signage at 5401 Oaklawn: we have a stop sign, a bike sign, 
and a walking sign 

6: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH 
PARKING: Parking on 
one side; sidewalk 
on one side with 
boulevard 

 Like narrower lane if slows traffic 

 Good that parking is on same side as the sidewalk 

 11 ft for travel lane—slightly smaller 

 On the east side of the creek but the sidewalk on the N side, and west 
of the creek but it on the South side 

 Like one sidewalk 

 Like parking 

 Like sidewalk on one side 

 Narrow traffic lanes keep traffic speed 

 Like parking on one side 

 Like wider road because it gets narrower in the winter 

 Slows traffic 

 Too wide 

 Angry homeowners 

 Require retaining wall 

 Boulevard 

 No separation between bike lane and parking 

 No bike lanes, they are confusing 

 Bike lanes cut into road surface area 

 Bike lanes are dangerous because of speeding cars 

 Traffic too close to house and cuts into property 

 Bike lanes cut into parking 

 Only one bike lane 

 Parking cuts into pedestrian walkways 

 Boulevard pushes sidewalk into property 

 No increase of width – keeps traffic slower if it is narrower 

 Boulevard is a bad idea 

 Pedestrian safety – bikes come in too fast 

 Blind corner on 54th and Park Place 

 Boulevards become weeds in the future. Do not want to take care of it. 
Gets full of sand and salt 

 Narrow lane width because of traffic drive safety 

 Two bike lanes take up space 
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7: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH NO 
PARKING: No 
parking; sidewalk on 
both sides 

 Best option, but provide parking along Brookview near 54th 

 Opp.-undergrounding electric safety improvement 

 One sidewalk only 

 No parking 

 Something for cycles 

 State plows sidewalks 

 One sidewalk sufficient 

 No parking 

 Two sidewalks 

 No need for two bike lanes 

 No boulevard- too large 

 Able to reroute buses 

 Too many sidewalks 

 Too much space devoted to bikes 

 No need for parking 

 Encroachment 

 Impact to residents 

 Visually too much concrete 

 Too wide 

 Infringement on property 

 No parking, and we need parking 

 Need parking. The street is the only spot for guest parking 

 No bike lanes, pedestrian safety 

 One sidewalk is enough. It takes away homeowner green space 

 Sidewalk safety going down a steep roadway, down the north side is 
safer 

8: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH NO 
PARKING: No 
parking; sidewalk on 
one side 

 Bike lanes 

 Like the sidewalk. It is dangerous for kids waiting for the bus 

 Parking not needed 

 Too much, more than we need 

 Need parking 

 No parking 

 Wasted space with boulevards 

 Difficult to maintain 

 Takes up a lot of personal house parking/yards 

 Dedicated bike lanes 

 ECLC church needs parking on 54th St. Been part of Edina for 65 years; 
if no parking, they will overflow onto residential-heavy streets 

 Bike lanes 

 Too many sidewalks 

 Not enough pedestrians for two sidewalks 

 Need parking 

 Don’t need bike lanes 

 Bike lanes 

 Wasted space for boulevards 

 Have to mow boulevards 

 Sidewalk on opposite side of the bus 

 Still too wide 

 Bike lanes cut into the road 

 Too wide 

 No parking 
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 Bike lanes 

 Boulevards – weeds, road space 

 Sidewalk on south side 

9: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH NO 
PARKING: No 
parking; sidewalk on 
both sides with 
boulevards 

 Less encroachment on adjoining properties 

 Like it the most because of the narrowness 

 Widening the bridge! 

 Have the single sidewalk on the down-stream side. It provides an 
observation point for people to watch boaters on the wave 

 Good width 

 Most efficient use of space: parking, sidewalk, and bike lanes 

 Bike lanes 

 Bike lanes only if dotted 

 54th St. significant barrier 

 No parking 

 No parking 

 Bike lanes 

 Bicyclists not following traffic laws 

 No parking 

 Bike lanes 

 boulevard 

10: 54TH ST CROSS 
SECTION WITH NO 
PARKING: No 
parking; sidewalk on 
one side with 
boulevard 
 

 Like sidewalk with boulevard 

 Sidewalk on one side 

 Bike lane for kids 

 I like the existing treatment. Bicycle safety, speeding, water quality. 
Bicycle boulevards are also good if no room for lanes. Narrow auto 
traffic lanes can help slow traffic. 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 0 parking lanes. I've never seen cars parked in 
this area, so no parking lane needed. 

 Sidewalks on 2 sides and 1 parking lane. 

 Sidewalk on 1 side and 0 parking lanes 

 sidewalk on one side and 0 parking lanes 

 Need a sidewalk. 

 sidewalk on 2 sides and 1 parking lane 

 sidewalk on 1 side and 0 parking lanes 

 Sidewalk on one side, no boulevard, 0 parking lanes 

 Love the sidewalk 

 Sidewalk on 1 side and 2 parking lanes. I believe the corridor narrows 
from the creek to Wooddale Ave. 

 No positive 

 sidewalk on 2 sides and 0 parking lanes 

 Sidewalk on one side and zero parking lanes. Everyone affected as 
parking in front of residences on the Avenues. 

 Need a sidewalk for residents and pedestrians. Would like one parking 
lane and NO BIKE LANES. Share the Road is sufficient!!! 

 People should be able to walk to park without getting on the street, 

 sidewalk on one side and no parking lanes separate pedestrians from 
traffic is good idea parking lanes not needed never see anybody 
parking along here anyway 

 Sidewalk on 2 sides, no parking lane. Too much traffic goes through 
that intersection to have parking. 

 No parking for the church or neighbors 

 Don’t want 10 ft of my yard (person lives on 54th) 

 No parking 

 Boulevard 

 No boulevard 

 No dedicated bike lanes 

 Need parking on one side only 

 Bike lanes 

 Boulevard 

 No parking 

 Let's not let auto parking wishes from no longer decrease a lower 
quality of life and environment. Water and air quality are very 
important. 

 Those residents bordering 54th don't need parking on 54! They already 
have parking in front of their homes. 

 Do not observe demand for parking in that area. Don't need more than 
one sidewalk 

 for safety street has to be as wide as possible a few cut-outs could be 
used 

 the street is hilly and site lines are bad. Parking will make it worse for 
neighbors to cross over 54th street. As it is, many cars come zooming 
up the street and do not see crossers until they get close to them. 
Especially when the sun is low in the sky. 

 Need a sidewalk on at least one side. Neighbors and visitors need to 
have available parking on at least one side. 

 Need parking 

 no particular need for parking on this portion, significant benefit from 
sidewalk on both sides 

 I certainly don't want more of my lawn eaten up for impervious 
surfaces. 
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 Sidewalk on 2 sides and 1 parking lane - pedestrians can go either way 
without having to cross - and won't spill onto bike lane because there 
is no sidewalk 

 I want the sidewalk on the south side of 54th and that is it 

 Sidewalk on 1 or 2 sides and 0 parking lanes. Should at least be 
sidewalks on one side. If there is room, 2 sides is good. 

 •Sidewalk on 1 side and 0 parking lanes. We need room to operate 
cars. Bike lanes take up too much space and parking isn't needed on 
54th with plenty of parking on side streets. Parked cars just add more 
congestion and hazards to the road that is not being clogged by bike 
lanes 

 VERY concerned with "city requirements". I KNOW that we do not have 
to have bike lanes. (Josh Sprague created this problem) I want ONE 
sidewalk and potentially one side of parking. 

 SAFETY 

 adding parking lanes would increase width of the street increased 
width means more asphalt, more storm water runoff and greater 
expenses 

 Existing bike demand isn't there to warrant having two lanes, which 
would widen an already encroaching road; a boulevard requires 
maintenance- does city handle this or property owner? I don't like this- 
I grew up in Minneapolis where this is common and find that its looks 
unkempt; widening street will run the risk of killing my mature trees 
(roots during construction)- many other neighbors have beautiful 
trees, as well; quality of life would DECREASE, not very sustainable; 
lack of bike traffic will mean that cars will have their own "highway" to 
drive down....speeds will increase! BAD idea. Why is this a "city 
requirement"? 54th Street is considered a "secondary" bike route 

 too wide, get rid of bike lanes and have parking on the north side of 
54th 

 2 parking lanes: too much congestion. Why is so much parking area 
needed for residential area? 

 Doesn't seem to be room or need for parking lanes here. concern 
about encroachment on property owners land. 



             

All Cross sections - 
Other 

COMMENTS 

 Oaklawn and 54th: major school bus stop 

 Two dotted bike lanes 

 Parking on the corner of 54th and Woodcrest (SE) need sidewalk and 
crosswalk 

 Sidewalk on either side, opinion varies based on what side residents 
live on 

 The drop off on side of church parking lot is a challenge for sidewalk 

 As much parking as possible for the church 

 We value parking rather than the bike lanes 

 We want parking 

 Two-sided parking east of the bridge 

 Avoid green paint for bike lanes, it is ugly 

 Like 10’ bike lane dedicated two-way, if on South side the bike lanes 
could go without stopping 

 One-side sidewalk on street on street and bridge 

 Prefer sidewalk on south side for whole corridor 

 Do bike lanes have to be designated 

 Need a dotted center line 

  I am dismayed that the city is not considering a wide, well-marked 
multi use trail/sidewalk to allow bikes AND pedestrians to be curb 
protected from moving car traffic and parked cars. Other cities have 
successfully installed these trails where space is limited and have 
realized an increase in bike ridership without an increase in safety 
issues. Please allow a safely designed protected bike path along 54th to 
be an option for residents to evaluate!  

 Sidewalks and dedicated bike lanes will be a most welcome  

 improvement. 

 We would appreciate more police attention to speeders like we give 
50th and highway 100. Thank you. 

 are people going to be able to comment on the bridge design at some 
time? I hope so. 

 Please don't take on street parking that would result in taking of other 
space to create off-street parking. 

 Possible round-a-bout 

 Would prefer to see solutions that don't encourage lots of new people 
to come to this small, natural, and residential area. Could become 
overwhelming. Arden Park area overall is a small neighborhood park. 

 Roads: the narrower the better, for speed and visually 

 Bridge hump is a great idea to reduce speed 

 Junction box requires a lot of access; may need parking space 

 Create a way to slow down cars and reroute city buses 

 Love the boulevards. Can they filter storm water? Make them concave 
instead of convex 

    th 

 I have many concerns about this project. This is going to greatly impact 
my living space, my real estate value, and affect the quality of life in 
our home - I do not want or think we need to make the street wider. 
These homes along 54th Street were not designed to be put in a high 
volume  area. It was essentially a feeder street, a country road back in 
the early  development of this neighborhood. Yes, times have changed 
but we residents do not need or want major changes to our 
neighborhood. 

 Wooddale has a 5' sidewalk (maybe even 4') without a boulevard; 
again, why is there consideration for options that increase/widen the 
road when there is already an encroaching road? My front 
door/Master Bedroom faces 54th street...I am already barely 20' from 
the road!!!! Do NOT bring it any closer to my home! Use a bike 
boulevard (similar to 54th street east of France) and eliminate devoted 
bike lanes. Bike lanes are only needed if there are equal amounts of 
cars to bikes...obviously, that is currently NOT the case here. Sidewalk 
boulevards are difficult to maintain and can easily become unkempt 
(see Minneapolis) 

 If you make more hard surfaces, water will run downhill faster and 
warm and dirty the creek even more. It's a terrible idea.  

 VERY CONCERNED ABOUT KEEPING THE QUAINT, NEIGHBORHOOD 
FEELING! NO flashing lights, less signage (not more), No designated 
bike lanes and no flashy crosswalks. The road has worked fairly well 
except for pot holes and the mess we made with the bike "project".  

 Don’t want a state highway in the back yard 

 The widening of the bridge will affect the rapids (negative) for the 
boaters, more pooled water by Woodcrest Drive 
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11: ADJUST 54TH ST 
VERTICAL 
GEOMETRY: Raise 
the vertical elevation 
of 54th St near the 
bridge  

 Like it because it decreases the slope, slows down traffic, and can help 
with snow and winter condition 

 Helps with speed east of Brookview 

 Decreases speed for stop sign 

 May decrease speed 

 Raise grade from church to Brookview 

 Helps with Park Place intersection 

 Better to go underneath bridge 

 See cars sooner 

 Change profile if safety increase (i.e. ice and snow) decreases speeding. 
Do not if this would increase water runoff  

 Grading at 54th and Park Place 

 Raise elevation of bridge 

 Impact on the low side (N. side of 54th St.) 

 Takes away the charm, want the area to feel country 

 Difficult 

 Cuts into property 

 Property value 

 Cost for small change? 

 Encroachment 

 Questions about speed 

 Under construction from Wooddale to Brookview 

12: ADJUST 54TH ST 
HORIZONTAL 
GEOMETRY: Shift the 
54th St cross section 
horizontally within 
the ROW 

 Need to consider grades on side yards 

 Like “middle-cline” 

 Inequitable use of people’s property 

 Retaining walls, property values 

 Who is assessed costs for walls? 

 Possible trees dying 

 Not equitable to property owners on both sides of the street 

56: NARROWER 
STREETS: Reducing 
impervious area 
thereby reducing 
stormwater runoff 
and pollution to 
water bodies 

 Sidewalk/different materials: sidewalks pervious 

 Like narrower streets for traffic calming 

 Good for safety, slower traffic 

 Safety 

 Reduces speed 

 Increases neighborhood feel 

 Wide street 

 Large vehicles will obstruct the street 

 Utility trucks obstruct the roadway 
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54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH PARKING 
Parking on both sides; sidewalk on one side 

 

54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH PARKING 
Parking on both sides; sidewalk on one side with boulevard 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH PARKING 
 Parking on one side; sidewalk on one side with boulevard 

 

54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH NO PARKING 
No parking; sidewalk on both sides 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH NO PARKING 
No parking; sidewalk on one side 

54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH NO PARKING 
No parking; sidewalk on both sides with boulevards 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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54TH ST CROSS SECTION WITH NO PARKING 
No parking; sidewalk on one side with boulevard 

ADJUST 54TH ST VERTICAL GEOMETRY 
Raise the vertical elevation of 54th St near the bridge 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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ADJUST 54TH ST HORIZONTAL GEOMETRY 
Shift the 54th St cross section horizontally within the right-of-way 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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NARROWER STREETS 
        Reducing impervious areas reduces stormwater runoff and pollution to water bodies 
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Pedestrian and Bicyclist Safety, Speeding 
13: ADJUST 
MINNEHAHA 
BOULEVARD 
INTERSECTION: 
Reduce curb radii 
and increase 
boulevard space 

 Less confusing 

 Works better 

 Narrows street and slows down traffic! 

 Less curve=more of a corner, slows people down 

 Like it 

 Love making the intersection about the pedestrian, less about the car 

 This creates more of a country lane feel 

 Interesting 

 Current turn is sometimes confusing 

 Like it if it slows traffic 

 Improves sight lines, slows traffic, reduces impervious surface 

 Nothing 

 ok 

 Fine option 

 Safe crossing 

 Anything to make the intersection more straight forward. 

 slows intersection traffic 

 shorter crossing is safer with additional striping 

 I'm okay with that provided boulevard space and curb is not too big 

 Makes the turn more obvious and hopefully increases use of turn 
signals 

 Looks safer than current road layout. 

 I like this options, seem safer 

 friendlier to pedestrians 

 NOTHING! 

 Looks good 

 Slow turning speeds at intersection 

 Cars would need to slow down more to make turn; safer for users of 
both 54th street and Minnehaha Boulevard 

 Unnecessary. More concerned that it doesn’t address speed 

 Wider road gives enough road if you slide in winter 

 Like sense of “lane” vs. this boulevard 

 Could we plant boulevard? 

 How would this help vs. sidewalks? 

 By shortening the intersection, will there be room for a bike lane on 
Minnehaha Boulevard.? 

 Way too wide. Looks like a major CO Rd. Not a residential street 

 no benefit from shorter crossing 

 Harder for bikes to navigate 

 No need for extension of boulevard. 

 TOO BIG!!! Digging into existing yards for NON RESIDENTS. 

 Harder for drivers to make the corner, especially delivery trucks 

 No sidewalk on Minnehaha--will there be room for pedestrians if 
intersection narrowed? 

 Don’t like the wall being built...confusing 

 Not sure how this improves safety for pedestrians on Minnehaha since 
that is already a problem. Don't see crossing as a problem now. It's 
walking on Minnehaha that is and this plan seems to give pedestrians 
even less space. 

 no side walks 

 I don' like it. It works fine the way it is and allows for greater volume to 
traffic to pass through. You are just creating a choke point. 

 Where is the cross walk? Do pedestrians have a way to get to a park 
pathway from this intersection? 

 Extra width will encourage drivers to drive too fast 

 TOO wide and convenient for speeding. I don't feel this makes things 
"safer". 

 Can it be t-ed up more than shown? 

 Lived here for 30 years and have never seen speeding as a problem. 

14: ADJUST PARK 
PLACE 
INTERSECTION: 
Reduce curb radii 
and increase 
boulevard space 

 Narrower-slower speed decrease 

 Reduces amount of cementenvironmental precedent 

 Narrows street and slows down traffic! 

 Slows down traffic 

 Hard to walk by Park Place so sidewalk is helpful 

 Improves sight lines, slows traffic, reduces impervious surface 

 The intersection is too wide and undefined and this will remediate 
these issues. 

 nothing 

 Fine option 

 Safety 

 Would be too tight for a plow 

 Concern about drainage into the creek 

 Is this intersection wide enough for fire trucks to make the sharp turn 
onto Park Place? 

 way to much hard cover. Feels like a freeway entrance. This is a 
residential street 

 Don't make the intersection too small or narrow 

 Sidewalk all along 54th is more important--this just narrows road 

 not needed 

 Harder for bikes to navigate 

 Why develop "choke point" for cars traveling E on 54th turning onto 
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 slows intersection traffic 

 shorter crossing is safer 

 Again, road looks safer for pedestrians, More green space too? 

 looks good, anything to keep people safe is best 

 friendlier for pedestrian 

 Maybe elevate the road a bit 

 looks good 

 Same as above 

 See #13 

 Wouldn't be opposed. 

Park Place? 

 This concerns me again for being too BIG AND TOO WIDE. 

 Harder for drivers to make the corner, especially delivery trucks 

 Same as above--in all cases want to make sure there is adequate room 
for bikes/pedestrians and turning needs of buses accommodated 

 Not sure there is a need for this. 

 no side walks 

 why make it more difficult to turn right when heading east? Makes no 
sense to force cars to artificially slow down to make that right turn? It's 
perfect the way it is. 

 Is there room for pedestrians and bikers along the roadside? Or will 
there be sidewalks on Park Place? 

 speeding due to wide streets 

 Disregard for neighbors. Will increase speed and traffic. 

 visibility already bad at this intersection, not sure if this does anything 
to help an already bad situation 

15: CURB 
EXTENSION: Shorten 
pedestrian crossing, 
improve sight 
distance, and 
provide parking bays 

 Like it 

 Love making the intersection about the pedestrian, less about the car 

 Good idea to slow traffic 

 Could use at Park Place too 

 Subliminal traffic control 

 I would like to see this at all Edina intersections, where feasible 

 Pedestrians have a clearly defined walk area 

 takes away less green space 

 ok 

 Parking 

 Seems reasonable. 

 moving parking back from crossing w/bays improves visibility of 
pedestrians 

 Good visibility for pedestrian 

 Excellent. Safety and Plants more trees 

 shorter pedestrian crossing 

 Much thought given to all users 

 Good for pedestrians 

 Can see it east of Minnehaha where there is parking 

 Less distance for pedestrians to cross the road 

 Parking is good 

 Seems to address safety issues. 

 I like the parking bays 

 may slow down traffic 

 Sidewalk is drawn here--that is more important than curb extension 

 Dedicated bike lane 

 better sight lines 

 Doesn’t help with church parking—no go 

 Negative 

 Don’t want to do this IF it moves stop signs 

 No bump outs for parking – unnecessary 

 The bike lane is not protected and runs next to parked cars. 

 This can be accomplished without shortening cross walk--no need 

 car could hit biker at bridge 

 Too much property taken for boulevard. 

 Does not fit into the look of our neighborhood 

 Encroaches on my property, removes trees 

 Sorry but I don't know where this example applies. One way street? 
Looks nice though. 

 still potential for accidents between bikes and parked cars 

 I need a parking bay on 54th Street by my house like I need a hole in 
the head. 

 Not sure where these would be located. If on 54th, I propose making 
the road SMALLER by no designated bike lanes and single lane 
markings on the road. 

 East ward bike access? 

 Don’t like the sidewalk on 54th. Don’t like the bike lane. The road looks 
way to wide 

 Is the road wide enough to accommodate the extension and bike lanes 
and cars? 

 Does this mean there will be sidewalks on 54th, that is the priority 

 Do not want a boulevard or parking 

 Reduces property value 

 This "plan," if I may be so generous to call it that, will just increase 
speed on 54th. 
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 Pedestrians separated from traffic 

 Reduces crossing distance, insets parking spaces, provides additional 
boulevard for planting 

 "pinch point" would seem likely to slow cars 

 Curbs are good 

 Appears aesthetically pleasing which is important. 

17: 5-FT GUTTER PAN 
BICYCLE LANE: 
Bicycle lane is 
distinguished by 
concrete with no 
longitudinal gutter 
seam to negotiate 

 Good width for bike lane 

 More noticeable 

 Hardcore bicyclists use bike lanes 

 Concern about upkeep long-term 

 Bikers do not like potholes 

 Differences in aging properties 

 No thanks, need parking (church member) 

 Loss of parking 

 Bumpy to ride on 

 Kids don’t use bike lanes 

 Concrete is expensive 

 Do not need separation 

20: PEDESTRIAN 
ACTIVATED FLASHER: 
Yellow flasher when 
activated by 
pedestrian 

 These might work better than stop signs 

 Reinforces concept that pedestrian safety is a priority 

 I think these provide a safer environment. 

 safety 

 Only on when needed 

 Safety 

 Sure 

 provides needed pedestrian safety 

 Looks to be the best option, is used in other locations 

 Alerts drivers to use of crosswalk 

 this option seems less intrusive 

 NOTHING!! 

 Great. Speed bumps would be a good addition. 

 This works well behind Lund’s so would be a good addition. 

 Yellow flasher that is activated by the Pedestrians is good safety 
feature 

 No flashy, not in the residential areas 

 Not attractive 

 Don’t like the flashing 

 Keep stop signs – much better than before stop signs 

 Don’t like the flashing lights 

 The one at Lund’s doesn’t stop people 

 Drivers still may ignore it 

 Having them in too many places along 54th will be ugly 

 not enough activity to justify 

 Noise if beeper is installed. 

 cars don't pay attention to this between Halifax and the back of Lund’s 

 I am absolutely opposed to any flashing lights. Out of character for our 
neighborhood and would be a nuisance 

 Flashers often take too long to turn off after pedestrian crosses road 

 I like the flasher crossing system used near Lund's but I wouldn't favor 
a flasher crossing on 54th St.. 

 Too much signage, too high visual impact re: natural surroundings 

 nobody ever stops even when lights are flashing - as example 51st and 
Halifax by Lund’s 

 The flashing light will not improve my quality of life. 

 Ridiculous option. Definitely put forth by engineer, biker or residents 
NOT on this street. 

 don't think traffic volume warrants flashing sign a waste of taxpayers' 
money 

 Not sure how effective it would be to slow traffic on 54th; I prefer a 
stop sign 

 too many signs, expense and lights. makes the neighborhood look like 
a circus 
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 We DO not need an annoying speed sign flashing at us. It's distracting 
to drivers and could pose a safety risk. 

 Motorists often don't obey 

 Urban and insulting 

21: HYBRID 
PEDESTRIAN 
BEACON (HAWK 
SIGNAL): Red signal 
when activated by 
pedestrian 

 Better than the yellow flasher 

 Effective 

 This would stop traffic and is better than option 20 

 pedestrian control 

 Drivers need to stop 

 Yes near Concord School (58th & Concord) 

 Nothing 

 Safer for kids 

 These might work better than stop signs 

 No flashing 

 Too flashy and unattractive for residential area 

 Keep stop signs – much better than before stop signs 

 This seems too big, intrusive and unsightly for the character and 
density of this neighborhood. 

 seems a bit excessive. not a huge safety issue as it exists 

 did you measure activity? not much 

 More expensive 

 Cost 

 Too big 

 Do not like overheads for this location, too obtrusive 

 NO!!! For reasons above, yet this example is worse. 

 Would not favor a Hawk Signal. I think it's overkill. 

 No need. 

 same as above, not sure enough cars atop to make this safer for 
pedestrians 

 Butt ugly and urban for what was once a quiet suburban 
neighborhood. 

 HORRIBLE 

 waste of taxpayers' money 

 Would pedestrian use cause traffic issues? 

 I prefer a stop sign; I want cars to always know that they will need to 
stop 

 too many signs...see above 

 Seems like overkill to have a red light. The yellow flasher is enough. 
Not that much constant traffic on 54th. 

 Way to much infrastructure. Let's keep it simple. This isn't 50th and 
France. It's a neighborhood. 

 Bright light for homeowner at night 

 Are you serious?? 

 Don’t like it 

28: RECTANGULAR 
RAPID FLASHING 
BEACON (RRFB): 
Pedestrian-activated 
flasher with high 
visibility and 
demonstrated high 
rate of compliance 

 "High rate of compliance" makes me think it must be safer, so 
preferable to number 20. 

 less obtrusive than the other options 

 May work well at lower cost 

 High visibility 

 Sure 

 improves safety 

 this seems most effective 

 No flashing lights 

 Keep stop signs – much better than before stop signs 

 people ignore crosswalk signs as it is 

 seems overkill given the amount of activity here. Why spend this with 
budget limits 

 Bright light for homeowner at night 

 How do you know there would be high rate of compliance? 

 Way too intense and way too high a visual impact on our neighborhood 
that values our natural appearance and resources 
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 Nothing 

 Better looking than number 21. 

 looks good 

 Only if it is at the bridge, no flashing if in residential areas 

 Like if stop sign is included with it 

 These might work better than stop signs 

 Again. NO! 

 I have never seen one, may be confusing to others 

 Unnecessary. 

 Volume of pedestrian traffic doesn't warrant stop light or flashing 
beacon. 

 No flashing lights please. I'll come and flash lights into your bedroom 
and see how you like it. 

 Again, Horrible! 

 waste of taxpayers' money 

 "Annoying" blinking light at night for nearby residents 

 same as above 

 only barely better than 20, 21 is best 

 Industrial looking, NOT in a quiet neighborhood!! 

 Not a super busy street, so no need for overkill. 

 Not sure how this is different from yellow flasher above. 

 I think the other pedestrian flasher is a little more subtle and gets the 
job done 

 Don’t like it 

23: RELOCATE 
TRANSIT STOPS AT 
MINNEHAHA: 
Explore new 
locations for transit 
stops to optimize 
pedestrian visibility 
at intersection 

 For school bus purposes, nice to have a place for the kids and lights 

 Like that it takes the bus stop away from the bridge 

 Bus stop at Park Place going East 

 Yes! Move both ways 

 Add permanent shelter 

 Permanent bus shelter please 

 Permanent bus shelter 

 Would like to remove stop altogether. No customers getting on at 
France 

24: LIGHTING: Styles 
shown are what the 
City typically uses on 
lighting projects. 

 Less is more 

 Light pollution is a problem 

 Like it by the bridge—warm lighting and makes it safer 

 Streetlight good for safety 

 Must be down lighting 

 Bury clines 

 Safety for walkers, bikers, drivers 

 Keep lighting minimal 

 safety 

 Lighting should fit with neighborhood preferences 

 No. Don’t want the added costs (resident comments) 

 Electrical poles on south side of 54th 

 Comcast electrical box 

 Over-signing 

 No street lighting 

22: ZEBRA OR 
CONTINENTAL 
CROSSWALK: Highly 
visible pavement 
marking design 
option indicating 
heavily crossed area 

 Can avoid slippery white stripes 

 Best option out of the two 

 Prefer this option to Card 26 

 Greater visibility 

 Safety 

 Caution 

 Be aware 

 Florescent crosswalks 

 Somewhat garish looks 

 Not a fan of the design 

 Less aesthetically pleasing 

 Safety with the hill grade 

 Do not belong on side streets 
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 Could there be a raised sidewalk? 

26: DECORATIVE 
CROSSWALK: 
Decorative 
pavement marking 
design option 
indicating heavily 
crossed area 

 Need to think of cost first 

 Like it over Card 22 [Zebra or Continental Crosswalk] for visual 
purposes and residential areas 

 Looks 

 Crosswalk is good 

 Looks nice 

 Pretty 

 Would be used in conjunction with other components – good idea 

 Need crosswalk for walkers 

 A painted crosswalk across the bridge for boaters would be nice 

 Safety 

 Caution 

 Be aware 

 Prettier 

 If it wears well 

 Obvious markings, crossing 

 Don’t like texture 

 Longevity 

 Durability 

 Difficult to maintain and sustainability 

 Dangerous for 54th. Location is key 

 Only at stop sign 

 Wear out 

 Unnecessary expense 

 Concerns about plowing, visibility, wear over time 

 Expense 

 Paint wears out easily 

 More maintenance 

 Does not fit neighborhood 

 Does not belong on side streets 

 Wear out 

 Initial cost 

 Cost 

 maintenance 

22/26 Crosswalks - 
Other 

 Increase crosswalks everywhere and especially near the 54th St. bridge 

 Is there another style possible? 

 Definitely need crosswalks, especially around the portage 

  

25: DYNAMIC SPEED 
SIGN: Real time 
driver feedback to 
calm traffic 

 Good idea, those work 

 Makes drivers think about their speed 

 Traffic speed is a problem on 54th, this would help slow it down. 

 slows traffic 

 detracts from area - big time 

 Fairly effective in short term 

 Yes. Helps keep speeds down 

 a useful alert to reduce speed 

 May help to control traffic. Would depend on placement. I live on this 
street and I know at what point cars speed up 

 Reduces driver speed 

 I find that option annoying 

 Good for speeding (Wooddale) 

 may be helpful on section where traffic goes downhill to bridge over 
creek 

 Nothing!! 

 looks good. Add same to 52nd/Halifax, and speed bumps. 

 Do cars really slow down? 

 Is there another style possible? 

 Too invasive for neighborhood and ineffective 

 Not sure they work 

 Invasive for neighbors 

 No flashing 

 Light 

 Ugly 

 Unattractive 

 Ineffective 

 Too many signs 

 Doesn’t make a difference 

 Not useful, overkill 

 Nobody cares 

 Better compliance if there is an occasional officer patrolling for speed, 
too 

 Only would need it going westbound from France on 54th. 

 don't see a speeding issue today so unneeded spend and distasteful 
looking 

 Short term effect on locals 

 Didn't think speeding was an issue here 

 This is a form of nagging and not effective, cars know they are speeding 

 I would prefer occasional police traffic control like the one of 50th and 
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Wooddale. That has been a great for retraining local people about the 
speed limit there. 

 Increases biker speed as they try to see how fast they can go 

 I don't like these either. 

 Existing stop sign at bottom of hill tames traffic. 

 People ignore these; spend the money on overtime for the traffic cops. 

 Once again, NOTHING flashing. 

 I don't think traffic speed is an issue on this street 

 Not sure if nearby residents would like to see a flashing light at night 
("Annoying") 

 same as above 

 Don't see speeding here and have lived here 30 years. 

 No, very distractive to drivers. Could pose a safety risk. 

 About the only place I ever see signs like that are around schools. This 
is a residential area. 

 We start looking like a highway 

 Do cars really slow down? 

 These are obnoxious and only needed on busy streets. 

27: REDUCE SPEED 
LIMIT TO 25MPH: 
State statute allows 
for 25MPH speed 
limits on streets with 
bike facilities  

 Yes, please 

 Probably a good idea 

 Like the idea 

 Like the lower speed limit 

 Really like this one 

 Like!! 

 Safety 

 Less intrusive 

 Cheaper than leveling? 

 Reduced speed 

 That would be good 

 Lots of kids, too unsafe at higher speeds 

 Benefit to reduce speed 

 Safety!! Pedestrians, bikers 

 Calming, safer for pedestrians and bikers 

 Necessary to make this safe as a bikeway. Would like to see on all 
streets except major connector routes 

 Very good for keeping bikers alive. 

 safer 

 ok but probably not needed 

 Safer 

 Good if speeding is an issue 

 This should reduce speed to about 30 

 very good idea, lots of foot and bike traffic in the area 

 It would be great to slow down traffic 

 Does not matter if not important 

 Tried before but failed 

 Difficult to enforce 

 Too slow; unreasonably slow 

 Enforcement 

 Not going to change it anyways 

 Needs enforcement! 

 not necessary 

 probably overkill from what is needed 

 People don't do 30 now. This won't change it. 

 Too slow. 30 mph is fine 

 do not think it is needed or adds safety to 30 mph 

 I think this would be very hard to enforce - unrealistic 

 dropping speed limits does not by itself make the street safer, need to 
build infrastructure so it would be safe even if cars went 30 or 35. 

 It's never enforced 

 30 mph is fine as long as cars comply; bikes can share the road; don't 
need own individual bike lane (demand is not there) 

 Not opposed to reduced speed but don't want it to result in increased 
traffic on cross streets ( Oaklawn) to get through neighborhood. 

 Again, not necessary. Seems to be overkill. 

 No 30 miles per hour is appropriate 

 My residential street is 30. 54th can remain 30 

 Don't want the bike lanes at all!! 
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 Reducing overall speed helps everyone 

 This may be a good option to get drivers to slow down and be more 
observant on 54th St. 

 Good idea! 

 YES 

 This is a good idea; finally. 

 Slow down traffic 

 good idea slower speed limits make it safer for all users 

 Great idea! 

 Traffic would slow down 

 fine with me. reduces speeding 

 speeding tickets should reinforce this speed with motorists 

25/27 Reduce Speed 
- Other 

 Would like to introduce stop signs to decrease speed 

 Add roundabout, that would slow people down 

 Reduce speeds on 54th  

 Roundabouts wouldn’t work with church around on Sundays 

 Some people don’t understand roundabouts 

Web comments from 
13, 14, 15, 20, 21, 25, 
27, 28 

COMMENTS 

 Speed bumps should be part of the plan to reduce speeds 

 I believe that by narrowing 54th st. with the addition of sidewalks, bike 
lanes and green space, traffic will naturally slow down. 

 I feel most cars comply with existing 30 mph speed limit, but there is 
the occasional car/bus that goes way too fast, Police should have a 
stronger presence to stop "speeders" like they do when they camp out 
at 54th/Wooddale to get cars that roll through the stop signs. 

 If 54th is 25MPH all surrounding cross streets (Oaklawn, Brookview, 
etc..) should also be 25MPH. Not sure if they are now. Lots of people 
drive fast down Oaklawn. 

 There must be a big pot of somebody else's money somewhere here. 
I'm not paying for it, that's for sure.  

 Has activity and speed been measured? Having been on these streets 
for 25 years, most of these "solutions" seem spendy and overly solving 
a problem that does not exist 

 Concerned that you are listening to actual residents and not others. 
We want the neighborhood to stay QUAINT, QUIET, PEACEFUL. That's 
why we paid the high prices for our homes and maintain them as we 
do. 

 I'm not a proponent of flashing style lights in a residential area 

29: CONCRETE BUS 
STOP PAD: Provide 
waiting area for 
transit users 

 Like place for kids 

 Like it for school buses, not for public transit 

 Safer for kids to wait for the bus 

 Not pretty, needs landscapes 

 No concrete 

 Keep size small 

 School bus routes change; may not end up at a stop 

 City isn’t maintaining trees 

 Fearful of giving it to the city 

31: REPLACE ALL-
WAY STOP: Explore 
alternatives for safe 
crossing and traffic 
calming 

 Stop signs slow down buses 

 Paint a crosswalk on this option Cyclists prefer no stops 

 Need stop signs 

 Keep all-way for safety – people already go too fast 

 Keep stop sign at the bridge 

 Keep stop signs 

 Keep stops to slow drivers 

 Won’t fit in our neighborhood – flashy isn’t the right choice near this 
park 

 Kayaking in way and more people parking 

 They need stop sign 
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 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 

 Road geometry   
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ADJUST MINNEHAHA BLVD INTERSECTION 
Reduce curb radii and increase boulevard space 

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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ADJUST PARK PLACE INTERSECTION 
Reduce curb radii and increase boulevard space 
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KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
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 Road geometry   

 

CURB EXTENSION 
Shorten pedestrian crossing, improve sight distance, and provide parking bays 
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15 

5-FT GUTTER PAN BICYCLE LANE 
       Bicycle lane is distinguished by concrete with no longitudinal gutter seam to negotiate 
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PEDESTRIAN ACTIVATED FLASHER 
Yellow flasher when activated by pedestrian 
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HYBRID PEDESTRIAN BEACON (HAWK SIGNAL) 
Red signal when activated by pedestrian 
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ZEBRA OR CONTINENTAL CROSSWALK 
Highly visible pavement marking design option indicating heavily crossed area 

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 

Quality 
of Life 
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World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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RELOCATE TRANSIT STOPS AT MINNEHAHA 
       Explore new locations for transit stops to optimize pedestrian visibility at intersection 

 23 

 

 

 

 

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 

Quality 
of Life 

Leader-
ship 

Resource 
Allocation 

Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 

 

    

 



Edina Design Component Workshop and Survey Feedback, August 2013 –  Page 28 

 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 

 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

LIGHTING 
       Styles shown are what the City typically uses on lighting projects 
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DYNAMIC SPEED SIGN 
Real time driver feedback to calm traffic 
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DECORATIVE CROSSWALK 
Decorative pavement marking indicates heavily crossed area 
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REDUCE SPEED LIMIT TO 25MPH 
State statute allows for 25MPH speed limits on streets with bike facilities 
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RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACON 
Pedestrian-activated flasher with high visibility and high rate of compliance 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
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Natural 
World 

Climate 
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CONCRETE BUS STOP PAD 
Provide waiting area for transit users 

29 
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REPLACE ALL-WAY STOP 
Explore alternatives for safe crossing and traffic calming 

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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Climate 
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31 



Edina Design Component Workshop and Survey Feedback, August 2013 –  Page 32 

Bridge Safety and Creek Access 
32: WAYFINDING 
SIGNING 1: 
Wayfinding for 
parking off 54th St 
(recreational use) 

 Good to have signs near park 

 Like signs. Similar to “Grand Rounds” signs 

 Minimal signs 

33: WAYFINDING 
SIGNING 2: Park 
wayfinding signage 
for amenities 

   Concerned with signs in yard 

32/33  More aesthetic 

 Like some type of sign on creek 

 Map of entire Minnehaha Creek at 54th  

 Unnecessary, nothing to find anyway 

 Not enough to point to 

 Signs might be big 

 Adds to sign pollution 

35: PRECAST 
CONCRETE BEAM 
BRIDGE WITH ARCH 
VALANCE: The arch 
valance adds 
aesthetic value and 
'hides' the concrete 
beams on the 
underside of the 
bridge 

 Bridge should keep “country lane” feel  

 Style perspective, arch is very pleasing to the eye 

 The higher the better 

 Head room for kayakers 

 More connected with water if you can walk underneath 

 Like concrete bridge 

 Better looking 

 Yes! 

 Raise bridge, love concrete bridge 

 Good height 

 Architecturally pleasing 

 Like the fence 

 Nice look 

 ok 

 Fits neighborhood style 

 Very good looking 

 This bridge style looks very nice! 

 I like the look of this, aesthetically pleasing 

 Prefer this over the other option 

 Arch helps to "soften" the hard concrete lines of the beams 

 allows for more natural flow response to fluctuating water levels (vs 
vertical walls or round tunnel). 

 sight lines to creek for pedestrians & cyclists seems clear - hard to tell. 

 If it can be in scale to the surroundings, could be aesthetically pleasing. 

 Yes this looks good. This is a beautiful park like setting and the bridge 
should have attractive features to match. 

 Concerned about graffiti 

 Surface too big, highway like? 

 Needs headroom for boaters 

 No. Too big and there is no need for a path 

 Looks out of place 

 Looks like a highway 

 Looks like a highway 

 Industrial-looking 

 Is not quaint 

 Cost 

 Seems overbuilt for the creek. 

 Too slick looking. NO CHARM AT ALL! 

 Will it look too massive? 

 Is it wide enough for 2 cars, bikes, and sidewalk(s)? 

 Need enough room for tubers, kayakers and canoeists to safely travel 
under the bridge. 

 Would this obstruct view of the creek? 

 Ensure design stays "quaint" and consistent with neighborhood 

 Clearance for canoes & kayaks at high water flows 

 stream bed too channelized - promotes "scouring" and doesn't allow 
for irregularities that support stream life and provide whitewater 
recreation options 

 Looks like s small freeway bridge. Too much? Again, needs to fit the 
nature of the creek. 
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36: CONCRETE SLAB 
SPAN BRIDGE: This 
type of bridge is 
located at 56th St 
over Minnehaha 
Creek in Edina 

 Like it visually 

 Get pedestrians and canoes on paths under bridges; it is safer 

 Prefer this bridge 

 Prefer this bridge. Fits neighborhood style better 

 Raises bridge 

 Might narrow the passage underneath (with a higher roadway) 

 If done, the bridge should be as high as possible 

 This has a less urban feel than 35. and is more appropriate for the 
setting. 

 ok 

 Simple 

 This looks to be less expensive 

 Seems more compatible with needed length of bridge span. 

 prefer the arched bridge 

 Seems easy to see the creek as one crosses 

 Not pretty, need something nice 

 Don’t like it, looks too much like what is there 

 Make it higher because of safety issues 

 Concrete is not pretty 

 Unattractive 

 Ugly/simple 

 No! 

 Still, not much architectural interest. 

 Looks a little too industrial 

 Is it wide enough for 2 cars, bikes, and sidewalk(s)? 

 Not very good looking 

 I'd like to see the area near 54th st. and Minnehaha Creek developed 
into a more park-like area. 

 Looks rather hard and cold; not visually interesting 

 Square walls channelize the stream and promote stream bed scouring 

 Meh, boring. 

 Definitely not. This is way to utilitarian for such a beautiful nature asset 
as the creek area around Arden Park. The bridge design should 
enhance not detract from this scenic area 

 Could it mimic the 50th & Browndale (falls) structure? Or the stone 
bridge near St Stephens Church 

 Not very aesthetic bridge 

 Appears to be very little clearance for canoeists who may want to go 
underneath 

35/36 Bridge - Other  Like being able to cross under for portage 

 Opportunity for clearance for people on the water 

 Safety increase  

 The simpler the better 

 Bridge design- higher level but fit style of neighborhood 

 Keep area looking wooded: non-engineered, non-graffiti bridge, stones 
or non-flat surfaces 

 Ugly – don’t want like 56th 

 Want to keep wooded, not engineered 

 Concern about graffiti 

 Concern about increased traffic speeds 

 Concern about trash with more traffic 

 Concern about everything getting bigger 

 Crosswalk is enough 

 Concern will pinch the creek and lose rapids 

 Concern will make it more urban 

 Concerned how bridge area will affect the boating culture 
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38: CANOE LANDING 
1: Wood timber 
steps are set into the 
creek bank 

 Avoid erosion 

 Easier for boaters 

 Opportunity for safety 

 Fits with park looks 

 Need for official landing 

 Prefer timber over stone 

 Good design for varying water levels 

 ease of getting in the creek 

 ok 

 Enables use of the creek 

 Low maintenance 

 wide "lawn" space for setting up and getting out. 

 Seems to solve any possible soil erosion problems from canoeists, etc.. 

 seems better and more stable 

 Looks safer than other 

 Appears to be functional; inviting place to sit as well 

 Accessible at various water levels 

 Good access, seems safer than current. 

 Looks good and provide good access. 

  

 Concern about safety 

 Wood gets very slippery when wet. 

 removal of existing trees to accommodate 

  

 wood will begin to rot during spring floods, not long term solution 

 I'm unsure. I'll leave this choice up to the professional designers. Both 
options look better that the existing landing. 

 wood would rot and need freq. upkeep 

 Maintenance over the years 

 Placement should take into account potential for high water to 
dislodge timbers. 

 Wood steps need to replaced. 

 Timbers can be slick when wet 

39: CANOE LANDING 
2: Boulder steps with 
pea gravel base are 
set into the creek 
bank 

 Avoid erosion 

 Easier for boaters 

 Opportunity for safety 

 Fits with area 

 Good incline 

 This option looks very natural. 

 don t like 

 Nicer looking 

 More durable than 38 

 Looks more natural; maintenance-free? 

 Looks nice! 

 Looks nicer, more natural than timbers in previous photo. 

 Looks good as well. Has a more natural feel which may match the area 
better 

 I think this option would be less expensive to maintain/replace. 

 Seems solid - less potential for being dislodged by high flows. 

 Concern about safety 

 Less concrete 

 Could damage canoes 

 Could rot sooner 

 More slippery 

 Higher maintenance requirements 

 cheap and ugly 

 gravel in this situation looks unstable and dangerous 

 Perhaps higher maintenance 

 How will it hold up during spring floods 

 I'm unsure. I'll leave this choice up to the professional designers. Both 
options look better that the existing landing. 

 looks slippery and difficult to keep up 

 Can't see "set up" space approaching landing. Need room to prep gear 
before getting on. 

 Pea gravel would maybe not stay in its place, sliding into creek. 

 Slick rock, unstable base, damage to watercraft 

 Too easy to slip on pea gravel and fall while carrying a canoe 

 Risk for vandalism 

 looks nice, but is it safe? 

 Seems slipperier than timbers, so maybe less safe when pulling a canoe 
out. 
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Web comments from 
35, 36, 38, 39 

COMMENTS 

 I'm assuming this would be desired north of the bridge? 

 Nice options! It's great to see consideration of water access for canoes 
and kayaks being considered, thanks! Please share options for the 
actual stream bed structure - important consideration for recreational 
use and water quality for aquatic life! 

  

40: CANOE LANDING 
3: Paved path with 
concrete steps and 
rip rap are set into 
the creek bank 

   Too much hard surface 

57: CREEK 
ACCESSIBILITY 

 Need access by pedestrians under 54th at Creek 

 Opportunity for safety on street 

 Keep it looking natural 

 Move portage so it’s not on private property, but KEEP portage 

 Concern with no pedestrian sign at 54th 

 Fencing blocks access 

 Hard to get boat in now 

 Bad erosion on paths 

 Concern put-in and out-out to the river on different sides 

 Concern that bridge and park won’t look natural 

 Keep access limited  

 Parking increase 

58: RECREATIONAL 
CREEK USE 

 Opportunity to make safe 

 Opportunity to improve 

 Opportunity for safety on street 

 Very important 

 Not found many places, maintains character 

 Concern about safety of kids 

 Concern about trees to creek 

 Concern about all people who travel 

 Increase parking in residential areas 

 Could turn into influx of visitors, detrimental to residents 

 Dangerous to park on Minnehaha boulevard 

 Concern that bridge and park won’t look natural 

57/58 Creek - Other  Good for playing and watching 

 Name “Arden Falls” would help have a place to meet, ownership, and 
safety to define the falls 

 Do not use Arden Park – 54th and Brookview – as staging area. Too 
noisy – 3rd time in 10 years 

 Wood paths and different surfaces 

 Straightens and directs 

 Creek bed after construction should be smooth 

 The widening of the bridge will affect the rapids (negative) for the 
boaters, more pooled water by Woodcrest Drive 
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WAYFINDING SIGNING 1 
Wayfinding for parking off 54th St (recreational use) 

 

WAYFINDING SIGNING 2 
Park wayfinding signage for amenities 

 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 

 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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World 

Climate 
& Risk 

 
    

 

32 

33 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 
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Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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       PRECAST CONCRETE BEAM BRIDGE WITH ARCH VALANCE 
Arch valance adds aesthetic value and hides the concrete beams on the underside 

       CONCRETE SLAB SPAN BRIDGE 
This type of bridge is located at 56th St over Minnehaha Creek in Edina 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 

 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 

 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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Leader-
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Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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       CANOE LANDING 1 
Wood timber steps are set into the creek bank 

       CANOE LANDING 2 
Boulder steps with pea gravel base are set into the creek bank 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 

 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 

 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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       CANOE LANDING 3 
Paved path with concrete steps and rip rap are set into the creek bank 

CREEK ACCESSIBILITY 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 

 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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& Risk 
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RECREATIONAL CREEK USE 

 
 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 

 

POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 

Quality 
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Water Quality, Road Drainage, Park Flooding 
41: REGIONAL 
FILTRATION BASIN: A 
large stormwater 
basin that does not 
contain permanent 
standing water 

 Improvement in park flooding 

 Works with low points 

 North side not used besides dogs 

 Nice idea for containing water 

 Would be pretty 

 Benefit to do somewhere else – at source – with parking lot 

 No standing water 

 water quality 

 Best solution for water quality and low maintenance 

 This sounds like a good solution. 

 Effective 

 Looks like the best looking option :) 

 good idea gets storm water runoff away from the creek 

 Worried about steepness for people walking, could be a hazard 

 Concerned about size, smell, look, mosquitoes 

 Safety issue for children playing 

 Concern will attract bugs and be swampy 

 General concern of sacrificing park for commercial 

 Concern will lose space for baseball or hockey 

 Concern will flood where we don’t want it to 

 Concern of cost 

 Concern about impact to hockey rink 

 Concern about loss of usable space 

 Don’t want to lost any amount of park 

 Concern not a benefit for the neighborhood but for down the creek 

 Looks like a gravel pit 

 Serious aesthetic issue 

 Area could smell bad 

 Could wreck skating rink 

 Is it ugly 

 ugly and not natural 

 Takes a lot of space 

 Where is it to be located? 

 too obtrusive 

 Where would it go? It looks large and ugly. Would it be this large? 

 Can do better 

 Loss of park area. 

 looks like an eyesore, potential refuge for debris, garbage etc. 

 UGLY and not clearly explained in size, scope and location 

 How big does this get? Eyesore? 

 Is there enough space in the project area to install? 

 Unattractive. Really would detract from natural look of park. 

 No this is unsightly 

 will it be source for mosquito hatching 

 who will keep this clean? 
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42: UNDERGROUND 
RETENTION: A series 
of large pipes or 
chambers 
underground for 
storage and slow 
release of runoff 

 Anything better than straight shot pipes 

 Multi-use 

 Benefit to do somewhere else – at source – with parking lot 

 Good for Lund’s runoff and other 50th and France chemicals 

 Could go anywhere 

 Stops flooding 

 Completely disguised 

 Use in the worst places 

 Concern about cost 

 General concern of sacrificing park for commercial 

 Concern it wouldn’t look wooded and country 

 Concern will lose space for baseball or hockey 

 Concern will flood where we don’t want it to 

 Concern of cost 

 Concern about impact to hockey rink 

 Don’t want to lost any amount of park 

 Concern not a benefit for the neighborhood but for down the creek 

 More maintenance/operating costs 

 Potential for more maintenance 

 Tougher to access 

 More expensive, construction costs 

 Calls for more construction and digging 

43: POROUS 
PAVING: Paving 
bricks or a special 
mix of asphalt or 
concrete that has 
pores for water to 
soak through 

 Yes to porous 

 This also sounds like a good solution. 

 More environmental 

 good idea 

 If this works and is part of the repaving of 54th street, fine. 

 Good use of technology 

 If it helps... 

 better esthetics than filtration basin 

 Sounds positive 

 Would provide drainage relief (I would think) 

 Good alternative if no room for, or in combination with the basins or 
grass pavers 

 Assuming this is for the sidewalk, seems like a good idea. 

  

 Is this durable? 

 terribly ugly 

 how will this hold up during freeze thaw cycles? 

 more concrete 

 What is proposed site for this application? 

 Have you been clear about the facts and placement? 

 is it a durable product and will it out last regular asphalt 

 Maintenance over the years? 

 is it a cost effective product 

 does it have the same life span? need to balance cost and durability 

44: GREEN ROOF: A 
roof that is partially 
or completely 
covered with 
vegetation and a 
growing medium 

   Where would that be? 

45: CISTERNS/REUSE: 
A system for 
collecting 
stormwater and 
storing it until it's 
needed for other 
beneficial uses 

    

46: SNOWMELT  Prolongs life of the bridge  Cost 
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SYSTEM: Embedded 
electric cables or 
hydronic tubing 
under hardscapes 
that melt snow and 
ice 

 Less need for salt--better water quality 

 safe 

 Safe 

 fine if it works under roadway 

 Certain areas of 54th street could benefit from this 

 I am unfamiliar with the downside to this. It looks good but I don't 
know enough about it. 

 This sounds great. 

 Pretty awesome for walking & biking conditions in this short section, 
but 

 Gets very icy much of winter by hockey rink. This would help for safety 
of walkers there. 

 Great idea. Works well in all cold, snowy climates. 

 expensive to install 

 a total eyesore 

 Expensive to maintain 

 where does snow and ice go? into filtration basin? 

 too costly? 

 unsure of the cost/benefit... 

 No need. 

 maintenance costs? 

 Cost? Location? Not necessary. It's not anywhere else in 
neighborhoods in Edina. 

 cost, cost, cost treat the taxpayers' money like your own 

 Cost? Sounds extremely expensive 

 This seems expensive to install and maintain. 

 No too costly 

 expensive to maintain when it fails of breaks down 

 excessive? 

 How does this impact/help water quality, erosion, etc.? 

47: SAFL BAFFLE IN 
SUMP MANHOLE : A 
baffle to promote 
sediment and debris 
settling in a manhole 
with storage below 
the outlet pipe 

 Could be good to avoid SW corner raccoons 

 Stop debris into creek 

 Want to treat closer to the course 

 Concern with maintenance 

 Does not filtrate 

48: GRASS PAVERS: A 
product for grass 
reinforcement of 
trafficked areas like 
overflow grass 
parking lots 

 Great idea for SE where possibly could have parking 

 Looks nice, I’ve seen it in Eau Claire 

 Add parking to the East side 

 Pretty 

 Ok for the South side 

 Generally like the look 

 Makes sense – not asphalt 

 Good for parking by the park – no standing water 

 Looks nice 

 Better by creek 

 I like the look of these. 

 ok 

 looks nice 

 Look nicer 

 Cool idea 

 Would seem to be least obtrusive; functional and visually preferable 

 Aesthetic - less pavement, cooler 

 grass parking without mud! 

 This works well where needed. Just don't see where it would be 

 Completely against public park 

 Don’t want destination park – should be neighborhood 

 Don’t want to park to turn into anything but a toddler park 

 Don’t want to increase speeding 

 Concern there won’t be an obvious boundary 

 How will it hold up in the MN winter? 

 Parking not concern since the turnover is quick 

 Difficult to maintain in the winter; it gets torn up 

 Could look bad after a while in MN climate, with the freeze/thaw 

 Could take land away from the park 

 we don't need a parking lot. this is a residential neighborhood, not a 
city park 

 can't tell where this would go, however 

 Will they work to maintain grass? 

 wouldn't gravel be a better alternative, and less expensive 

 No parking lots in Arden Park 

 where would that go? 

 For where? 

 I don't see vehicles parked on the grass near 54th & Minnehaha Creek 
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needed in this area. 

 Please don't increase parking in the area without hard numbers 
showing it's needed! 

 looks good 

now. Unnecessary? 

 usually are eyesores, poorly maintained 

 Where and what size? 

 Ugly 

 uncontrolled parking 

 we don't want any new parking lots. 

 Not sure where this would go as we don't have any overflow parking 
lots now. 

49: IN-PARK 
FILTRATION 
BASIN(TURF): A 
small grassed 
stormwater basin 
that does not 
contain a permanent 
standing water 

 If could play baseball and not hockey on it, fine 

 Benefit to do somewhere else – at source – with parking lot 

 Allow land use 

 Could be multiple used with other types 

 Concentrates the water problem into a smaller area 

 more natural 

 effective 

 should solve issue of standing water in grass 

 better option 

 better than storm water basin 

 good way to keep storm water out of the creek 

 Would be good to get better drainage in park 

 Most likely would contain water in a more concentrated area 

 aesthetic 

 maybe more than one need to be built to cover all of the park area 

 Better than the filtration system referenced above. More in scale to 
the park. 

 looks okay, depends on where it's located. In the Arden Park open field 
area this would look fine 

 Not attractive 

 Concerned how big or deep it would be 

 Concern will lose space for baseball or hockey 

 Concern will flood where we don’t want it to 

 Concern of cost 

 Concern about impact to hockey rink 

 Don’t want to lost any amount of park 

 Concern not a benefit for the neighborhood but for down the creek 

 Could become unusable 

 Concern about park use 

 Could take up larger area and become deeper 

 Slower filtration 

 Could take up more volume/space 

 Could flood or pond 

 Looks like a dent in the ground 

 Not attractive 

 dangerous for children during a flood. 

 cannot tell where it would go in plan 

 space and looks manmade 

 need to be located away from ice skating area around tree and away 
from baseball diamond and playground 

 not attractive 

 where? I asked this question at last Monday nights meeting and the 
person from water management told me he had not even been in 
Arden Park to look at potential sites. 

 Looks large and ugly 

 Unattractive. 

 Unattractive. Once again, size and location 

 Not sure I understand 

 How large would this need to be for the location we are talking about? 

 Is there enough space in the project area to install? 

 Not sure where it would be placed without harming the aesthetics of 
the park 

 Ugly 

 Possible interference with current recreational uses of park 
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50: IN-PARK 
FILTRATION 
BASIN(NATIVE 
PLANTS): A small 
planted stormwater 
basin that does not 
contain a permanent 
standing water 

 Pretty 

 Good for native plants on flowers 

 Would improve that we have now 

 Generally like look 

 Benefit to do somewhere else – at source – with parking lot 

 Replacing invasive species 

 Adds aesthetics to the park 

 Beautiful and functional 

 Better looking than #49 

 I like this option better than 49, since it could save money on mowing 
while giving a pleasant natural appearance. 

 Looks natural 

 nice to see nature 

 Great option. 

 This seems equal to 49--which works better 

 Rain garden is great idea 

 Best option 

 Great use of native plants and very good looking 

 Look nice and would enhance the beauty of the area. 

 Best choice. 

 I like this idea. Natural and beautiful to look at 

 best option of all 

 Attractive 

 adds beauty and habitat to the environment cost effectively 

 First choice 

 Perhaps visually preferable 

 Beautiful and functional! 

 little maintenance 

 Encourages biodiversity - not only the plants but especially insects, 
amphibians and small mammals that may use them for feed and cover. 

 Would be better than a grassed basin, more natural. 

 would be best match in terms of aesthetics for the area around the 
creek 

 Looks nice 

 May lose some turf grass area 

 Concern will lose space for baseball or hockey 

 Concern will flood where we don’t want it to 

 Concern of cost 

 Concern about loss of usable space 

 Concern about impact to hockey rink 

 Don’t want to lost any amount of park 

 Concern not a benefit for the neighborhood but for down the creek 

 Could turn land back into a wetland 

 More geese, more waste 

 Maintenance of vegetation 

 Concern about remote area vs. used area 

 Could detract from wide grassy area (play soccer, Frisbee) 

 Looks out of place 

 Should not take up 1/3 of park  

 see concerns from 49 

 Where? 

 Size and location 

 Native plants or WEEDS? 

 I hope there is enough space to install in conjunction with other space 
needs. 

 Aesthetics 

51: CATCH BASIN 
INSERTS: Device that 
traps trash, debris, 
sand, silts, and other 
contaminates in 
runoff before 
entering the pipe 
system 

 Anything that will work 

 Like this for water quality positives 

 Favorable 

 Stop raccoons 

 Good to be underground 

 functional 

 Sounds good to me. 

 better for environment 

 probably not? 

 Concern about maintenance 

 Maintenance issue 

 Concern of large rain event 

 getting clogged resulting in flooding 

 cannot tell from photo what neighbors would observe 

 Maintenance 

 who cleans up to avoid clogging, how frequently 

 Sounds good but again, where and how often is it maintained? 

 Will they be emptied on a schedule and often? 
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 good idea, keeps silt out of creek 

 Sounds good 

 Yes 

 Very contained, functional 

 Seems to be an obvious good idea. 

 Need more information 

 Cost-effective? 

 Who would maintain this system? 

 What storm water elements would be trapped. How often would filters 
be cleaned/replaced? 

 who keeps this clean? 

 who's going to clean it out? 

 Require regular maintenance 

 looks like something that would be plugged all the time and costly to 
maintain 

 when clogged, creates flooding 

 Potentially used as a crutch to justify/balance extending paved/parking 
areas 

52: TREE TRENCHES: 
Trees planted in 
amended soils and 
rock to capture 
runoff and 
store/treat it 
underground 

 Great for urban area (50th and France) 

 beautiful, functional 

 Adding trees to roadway plans enhances the look of a neighborhood 
and treating the runoff water is a worthwhile bonus. 

 look nice 

 natural 

 Like it 

 good idea 

 Does provide natural shade option in cityscapes 

 Sure. 

 OK 

 Yes 

 More trees improve aesthetic, cooling, air - all around good! 

 added greenery 

 Looks great another good option aesthetically speaking 

 Looks too urban 

 Many trees die and then a hole 

 Loons like 50th and France 

 Too urban 

 Not good for park/residential 

 Will the city water them so they don't die in the first few years 

 This is a park not a city street--not appropriate 

 This looks like something you would see in a commercial area 

 Too urban 

 extra expense this is already a heavily wooded area 

 Trees seem to die more often; proximity to heavy traffic (I'm assuming 
this would be part of boulevard option?) 

 Potentially used as a crutch to justify/balance extending paved/parking 
areas. 

 Doesn't seem to fit the park's natural setting. Seems to be for a more 
urban setting. 

 Better fit for commercial districts 

53: RAIN 
GARDENS/GRASS 
SWALES: A planted 
depression or 
grassed swale that 
allows collected 
stormwater to 
infiltrate 

 Fits neighborhood 

 More suburban look, not wild 

 Looks more attractive over a grass hole 

 Supports water quality 

 Done well in moderation 

 beautiful 

 Love these--they look nice and function well 

 A nice natural way to handle storm water. 

 very attractive 

 Like it, Yes 

 see 49 and 50--which works better 

 superb idea 

 Again, it serves a purpose and looks very nice. 

 I like this option.  Natural and beautiful to look at. 

 anything with plants, vegetation etc. is better than metal, dirt, sand 

 Looks like it does not belong 

 Needs maintenance 

 Could be overdone 

 Careful not to impede sight lines for traffic & pedestrians 

 cannot tell where this would go 

 snow melt comes before plants grow 

 Who maintains? 

 Maintenance 

 I doubt this idea would improve water quality. 

 Size and location 

 Upkeep? Photo to left shows a nice garden, but in reality are we just 
talking about a bunch of weeds? 

 Make sure it does not interfere with current recreational uses of park; 
soccer, softball, ice rink, etc. 
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etc. 

 Looks nice, attractive 

 Looks to be a nice "natural" response to a problem/opportunity 

 Beautiful and functional! 

 A good idea if done in the right place. Aesthetics are really important. 

 Encourages biodiversity - insects, amphibians, small mammals that 
may use the plants as cover and feed. 

 Looks great another good option aesthetically speaking 

Web comments from 
41, 43, 46, 48-53 

COMMENTS 

 Would love to see a combination of these solutions - porous paving or 
grass blocks where there must be paving, native plant basins, rain 
gardens & turf basins where space allows. Please don't take/add space 
for parking unless there are hard numbers showing it is needed! I 
never have an issue when visiting for kayaking. Parking is an 
intermittent need that seems to always require sacrifice of space for 
plantings or other more natural features that can help with water 
quality on an ongoing basis. 

  

54: EDUCATIONAL 
SIGNAGE: Signs to 
educate and 
encourage the public 
to recognize water 
resource issues and 
solutions 

 Would be nice to have a yardstick sign to note CFS flow 

 Good to have for safety 

 Sign to safety of kids tubing 

 Good to deter people who litter and pet owners 

 Good for map of creek, helpful to establish location 

 Don’t over sign 

 Only appropriate 

 Don’t like signs – people know better 

 Concern about graffiti 

 Concern about not overdoing signage 

 Want to leave natural 

 Instead make it easy to do what you are supposed to do (trash, dog 
bags, etc..) 

 Adds to too much sign pollution 

 Overkill, cluttered 

 The fewer signs the better 

 Looks out of place 

 Cannot be top priority because of money 

 Could get damaged, need to be maintained 

55: BUCKTHORN 
REMOVAL/REFOREST
ATION: Buckthorns 
are nonnative shrubs 
or small trees that 
crowd out native 
plants 

 Unanimous agreement 

 Overwhelmingly positive 

 Would solve over-growth and driving blind spots, and help manage 
pedestrians 

 Opportunity for nature walk throughout park 

 Yes, and replace with vegetation natural plants like Card 50 

 Everyone agrees YES remove 

 Native species over buckthorn 

 Removes buckthorn 

 Allows good stuff back 

 Removes trashiness 

 Reforestation brings life 

  
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       REGIONAL FILTRATION BASIN 
A large stormwater basin that does not contain permanent standing water 

 

       UNDERGROUND RETENTION 
    A series of large pipes or chambers underground for storage and slow release of runoff 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   
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POROUS PAVING 
        Paving bricks or a mix of asphalt or concrete that has pores for water to soak through 

GREEN ROOF 
   A roof that is partially or completely covered with vegetation and a growing medium 

 KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   
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KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

CISTERNS/REUSE 
A way to collect and store stormwater until needed for other beneficial uses 
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SNOWMELT SYSTEM 
Electric cables or hydronic tubing under hardscapes that melt snow and ice 
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       SAFL BAFFLE IN SUMP MANHOLE 
    Promotes sediment and debris settling in a manhole, with storage below the outlet pipe 

       GRASS PAVERS 
For grass reinforcement of trafficked areas such as overflow grass parking lots 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   
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 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   
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POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

IN-PARK FILTRATION BASIN (TURF) 
Small, grassed stormwater basin; no permanent standing water 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
of Life 

Leader-
ship 
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World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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IN-PARK FILTRATION BASIN (NATIVE PLANTS) 
Small, planted stormwater basin; no permanent standing water 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
of Life 

Leader-
ship 

Resource 
Allocation 

Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

CATCH BASIN INSERTS 
Traps trash, debris, sand, silts, etc., in runoff before entering the pipe system 

 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
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& Risk 
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TREE TRENCHES 
Trees in special soils and rock that capture runoff and store/treat it underground 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
of Life 

Leader-
ship 
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Natural 
World 

Climate 
& Risk 
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RAIN GARDENS/GRASS SWALES 
A planted depression or grassed swale that allows collected stormwater to infiltrate 

EDUCATIONAL SIGNAGE 
Educate and encourage the public to recognize water resource issues and solutions 

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 
  

KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   
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POTENTIAL ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS 
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KEY ISSUES ADDRESSED 
 Safety, pedestrians  Parking 
 Safety, bicyclists  Water quality 
 Creek access/safety  Road drainage 
 Speeding  Park flooding 
 Road geometry   

 

BUCKTHORN REMOVAL/REFORESTATION 
Buckthorns are nonnative shrubs or small trees that crowd out native plants 

ENVISION SUSTAINABILITY CREDITS THAT MAY APPLY 

Quality 
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Overview and Executive Summary 

The project design team developed alternative scenarios for three different segments of the project area:
 East, from Minnehaha to France
 Middle, from Brookview to Minnehaha and including the bridge, plus Minnehaha Creek and

stormwater issues
 West, from Wooddale to Brookview

Each scenario was anchored in the issues and
needs that stakeholders identified in June-July,
shaped by the August feedback on the design
components, and then integrated with MnDOT and
City plans and policies.

On 30 September over 50 people attended an in-
person session at City Hall, and nearly 70
contributed via an online survey open through 10
October. Below is a very high-level summary,
followed by complete details.

East end: These scenarios generated varied
responses, with many concerns about property
impacts with an additional sidewalk plus dedicated
bike lanes and parking in various configurations.
The option to mix bike lanes and sharrows caused
some to worry this would confuse drivers and
bicyclists. Feedback generally supported one-sided
parking, with mixed feedback and questions about
the need for extra or special parking on the north
side. (See West+East below.)

Middle/bridge, Creek, stormwater: There was
consistent and strong support for Scenario 1. This
directly addressed stakeholder-identified safety
issues at that intersection for both crossings and
vehicle/bicycle stopping, and also maintained the
rapids for recreational use. For the canoe landing,
bridge, and railing designs, there was solid
preference for a more natural look, but these component design choices merit more specific input and
feedback once the process moves forward.

West end: The scenarios for this narrower section of roadway generated the most response, especially
from residents on 54th Street. The concerns were overwhelmingly focused on ways to avoid or minimize
property impacts from any of the options. Widespread objections to dedicated bike lanes in Scenario 1
focused on the property impacts of the additional 10ô of pavement; the sharrow scenario garnered more
support. (See West+East below.)

Of the approximately 120 in-person and online 
participants, the map shows those who provided 

addresses. Not shown on this map are 11 participants 
from Minneapolis and one each from Chaska, New 

Brighton, and Robbinsdale. 
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West+East: Most stakeholders supported a sidewalk on one side,
but the varied opinions about north versus south side suggest that
the volume of information may have resulted in
misunderstandings about impacts. Some recommended centering
the roadway to ñshare the painò on both north and south sides.
Many questioned the purpose and width of even the smaller 2ô
curbs.

Almost no one saw any value to having a bike rail at bus stops,
and some noted that most buses now have bike racks in front.
Most objected to concrete pads at any bus stops, although some of
those assumed a sidewalk without noticing that a sidewalk on
only one side of the roadway serves only half the bus stops.
Everyone preferred preserving trees. Most supported more and
better lighting, and many specified the design must be downward-
facing/sky-friendly.

Envison: This innovative new tool to evaluate the sustainability
of infrastructure investments was further applied to each of these scenarios and the results displayed at
this feedback session. These results will be further refined and included in the Feasibility Study and
design recommendations for the Cityôs further consideration.
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East End Scenario 1 

E1 Description 

Tree removal

Sample section

5’ sidewalk with 2’ concrete curb
5’ bike lane 

2  11’ travel lanes
5’ bike lane
7’ parking
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E1 Appealing
 Prefer #1 over the other two scenarios. Like

sidewalk on one side, like street width same versus
changing

 Love the sidewalk
 Sidewalks, bike lanes, clear parking lane
 Sidewalk on north side.
 This layout seems to be a very logical way to

arrange the street for all types of users and drivers.
Bike lanes for each direction are a good idea.

 Yes to sidewalks along north side of 54th
 Sidewalk
 preserving parking on south side
 no parking on north side of street
 sidewalk only on one side of street

 This is best solution
 Nothing
 Important to have bike and pedestrian passage for

safety.
 Dedicated bike lanes; parking on one side
 Sidewalk and bike lanes
 Multi-use considerations.
 As the street is wider on the east side it makes more

sense to have the wider sidewalks/bike
lanes/parking areas

 Narrower travel lanes, bike lanes and sidewalks
 Yes to limiting parking to one side of 54th street

(on the south side)
 full sidewalk and keeping the bike lanes

E1 Concerns 
 Need width for winter. Too narrow at Minnehaha

boulevard
 Limit the number of bus stops, less rather than more
 Too wide. Put sidewalk in south side, no dedicated

bike lanes
 No dedicated bike lines
 No bike lines or lanes
 No dedicated bike lanes
 Too wide! No dedicated bike lanes please
 Donôt like 3 (too wide). Scenario 1 or 2 are

preferred
 Consider permeable application for 2' boulevard
 Minimize tree removal
 Width of street; don't need dedicated bike lanes; 2'

concrete curb is ugly and takes away from
appealing greenery

 Do not need dedicated bike lanes for rarely used
bike traffic.

 No to bike lanes, no bike lane lines -- impedes
driving & unnecessary in winter

 11Foot Travel Lanes are not wide enough. Will
have same problem as we had on Wooddale.

 During church events parking will extend further
into Halifax

 tree removed
 street is to wide, loss of tree
 WAY TOO WIDE!! Separate bike lanes are NOT

needed. We have spoken to MnDOT....11' travel

lanes are NOT required. Nor are the 5' sidewalks or
5' bike lanes. They are merely RECOMMENDED!
Should have bump outs for parking and to slow
traffic.

 2 feet for a concrete boulevard? Why is this
necessary?

 Why take parking away (north side) and replace
with dedicated bike lanes? (they are NOT required
on a secondary route); with the exception of Sunday
(church) and isolated evenings those parking lanes
will be empty and can be utilized by bicyclists

 What will you do when the Edina Community
Lutheran Church junk bond finances a HUGE
PARKING LOT in the southeast corner, allowing
unchecked, polluted run-off to enter the creek right
at its point of major recreational opportunity???

 We can't accommodate the same width on the west
side of 54th Street

 Adding the permanent parking lane adds to an
excessive road width

 I think the sidewalk has been put on the wrong side
of the street. It should be on the south side. People
use the south side of the street to go the Lutheran
church and the convenience store at 54th and
France. I rarely see people walking to Arden Park
along this part of 54th Street.

 Width of street - just propagates faster traffic and
makes the street less safe for all.
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 Shared bike lanes, parking both sides of street.
 Yes to center lines for cars
 street too wide
 concrete boulevard is to wide, 1' like the west end

of 44thst is better
 This section is already too wide...SHOULD NOT

be wider. Encourages speeding!

 Again, north side of road is bearing the brunt of
proposed change

 From what I've heard from residents, the current
pastor is using this project merely as a jumping off
point for his career ambitions, leaving us with the
destructive outcomes!!!

 Tree loss

E1 Questions, comments 
 Can we better control speeders?
 Why do we need a street this wide?
 Do area residents get a final say? Is there a town

hall meeting for resident input, to be heard by city
council & engineers?

 why not have two 13.5' shared bicycle/travel lanes
 I am intentionally not weighing in on this section

because the opinions of those directly impacted by
the scenarios are the only people who should be
listened to.

 Loss of tree (against Living Streets Policy)
 Has the church been contacted to get on board with

the design?

 Can you consider using the bike lane(s) for Sunday
parking?

 Why can't you have a shared-lane (bike/motorist)
concept along entire 54th Street? Keep it simple and
consistent the entire length; reduces confusion
among bicyclists/motorists

 What means of injunction have you prepped if they
proceed with turning the southeast corner into a
blacktop wasteland that essentially scuttles your and
the residents well thought out planning?

 When are the parking lanes most utilized?

E1 Lights 

 Yes to lighting. Safer, people can become more
visible

 Lighting is needed but it must be downward-
directed, eliminating light pollution and providing
better pedestrian lighting

 Yes
 I do not see a 1
 New lights for safety are a good idea, so long as

they fit with the styling of the neighborhood and
there aren't so many or so bright of lights that they
flood the area with light pollution.

 Yes
 Halifax and 54th already has street light, additional

lighting not needed
 yes
 Yes
 OK
 Yes!
 not needed
 only if there is not an existing light or it is in lieu of

existing
 yes
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 #3
 Looks good
 Yes. Pedestrians need lights. Shouldn't make safety

optional.
 Yes. Why not use downward facing lights as

recommend by the International Dark Sky
association?

 yes
 It IS a dark street so lighting would be an

improvement; I would tend to put them at bus stops

 No opinion...
 I prefer the first light design with glass bulb like

top, they should continue to Wooddale Ave
 Yes. Making sure to limit excessive light pollution
 I like option 1 for the lights, but I don't have a

strong feeling about the need for them.
 More decorative/softer/residential lighting options
 Like lights for safety

E1 Bus pad  

 Bus stop pad not needed or wanted. Nobody uses
this location. Don't make pad

 Bus stop pad not needed
 Donôt need to add pad; use sidewalks including

Church's
 No bike rack/pad here. Check with Metro Transit to

eliminate stop due to low use?
 NO! These concrete slabs are ugly and totally

unnecessary for the # of bus riders that this street
has.

 No, those bus stops are rarely if ever used.
 yes to concrete pad on south side (for eastbound

buses)
 Good

 This will be very helpful in winter for bus-users
 no
 no
 No, more concrete, more runoff
 Good
 Better defines the bus stop...keeps riders off the

road; would seem to be a good idea
 No pad needed or wanted
 No bus stop bike pad here. This bus stop is never

used. South side of 54th and Halifax (by power
pole)

 Absolutely no and never used
 Ugly - don't need slabs of concrete
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E1 Bike rail 

 This is hideous!
 No...unnecessary both for the extremely low # of

bus riders.
 Absolutely not. They will never be used and are

unsightly. Keep area natural and green.
 no way; waste of tax dollars
 Eliminate, why have bikes parked there all day.

Invites problems.
 no
 no
 no
 Horrible idea....ugly and unused. Barely ANY bus

riders and they can hitch their bike to the bus.

 No. Add bike parking at church and eastward, but
not west of church.

 As a bike owner, would never use it.
 No
 Don' like bicycle racks!!
 During peak times no more than 2 buses (per hour)

go by; not sure how often they would even be used;
why not have a bike rack more Arden Park specific
and bikers/transit riders can just use those?

 Bike racks on east end is good, away from creek
(Church to East)

 Not to have bicycle railing. Few bikes and fewer get
on bus here

E1 At Minnehaha, create new island and move west-bound stop there
 No - keep the greenery and DON'T add more

concrete.
 Not needed keep the way it is. What is the problem

here?
 sure, but keep the street width the same for cars
 OK
 good
 use sidewalk
 yes
 Not sure where the original bus stop was

 Drawing doesn't appear to show island. Island has
been removed and curb lines changed.

 Good
 no
 I like the idea of modifying the road and having

only one access point northbound on Minnehaha
Blvd (traffic calming effect); seems like a logical
location for a bus stop

 As long as the Bus Stop is moved away from the
creek...

E1 At Minnehaha, move the east-bound bus stop out of intersection 
 See above
 Yes
 Move East to other side of intersection, leave

intersection as is.
 bus stops should be at stop signs; keep the bus stop

at stop sign
 OK
 extend church sidewalk to this location
 yes
 Where was it originally? NOT in front of

someoneôs house!

 Can you continue sidewalk on Minnehaha where
curb line will be changed to get pedestrians off
roadway near intersection?

 Good
 yes
 It's not like you have 10 riders getting on/off at this

stop. Stops are very short, and again, during peak
times you are talking about TWO times per hour

 See above...
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East End Scenario 2 
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E2 Appealing 
 Need boulevard; can it be green? Flowers/native

plants?
 Key is historic. #2 is best
 Scenario 2 is preferred
 4015 W 54th street like this option Scenario 2
 Edina should be a leader in being bike friendly
 We like this best of all!
 Parking both sides of street with shared bike lanes.
 yes to sidewalk on north side of 54th
 width of street
 north side parking only at the church

 Keeping parking on both sides would help meet
church's parking demand

 Shared bike lanes
 Shared bike lanes. Sufficient parking for

neighborhood (like church)
 4015 west 54th street likes this option the best.
 yes to center lines for cars on 54th
 Shared-lane bike/travel reduces need for additional

width, while still providing with bike route
 sidewalk

E2 Concerns 
 Is boulevard needed? No 2' boulevard
 Don't like dedicated bike lanes. Prefer parking here
 Consider sidewalk on west side of Minnehaha
 Love "share the road"; dedicated bike lanes are not

needed given bike traffic

 As narrow as possible, 11' lanes, please line all
others

 Ideal is narrow street shared with bikes, two-sided
parking, no sidewalk boulevard

 Less signs, no flashing lights
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 Sidewalk needs to be on the church side. South side
sidewalk is there

 Sidewalk does not need to be on the south side
 Sidewalk on north side, why?
 No need for dedicated bike lanes, parking instead
 Too wide, no dedicated bike lanes please
 Bike lanes are not required for a state-aid road.

Eliminate bike lanes. They are rarely used: yes! I
second

 We can be bike "friendly" w/out lanes, signs. We
were for 30 years: yes! Yes! Second that

 Move bus stop to in front of church
 The shared bike lane and signs might be confusing

to cyclists and drivers
 No concerns
 Why do we have two different scenarios on one

street? It makes it feel disconnected and is also
confusing to people.

 Parking stops on North side of 54th East of Halifax.
Keep shared lanes with parking to avoid confusion.

 no to bike lanes -- no bike lane lines. the bike lines
impede car traffic and are not used the majority of
time. Waste of tax dollars

 sidewalk and boulevard are too wide
 too wide

 Still too wide. Scenario D is the better of the two,
but parking on both sides seems unnecessary when
we are striving for narrower, SLOWER roads.

 Either bike traffic benefits from dedicated lanes, or
it doesn't. If it does, then the lanes should be
continuous and not displaced by parking to serve
the church. If bike lanes are not indicated then why
include them? You're sending mixed messages not
only to cyclists who will have to change their path
to avoid parked cars, but also to all of us who want
to understand the criteria for adding bike lanes.

 Shared bike/travel lanes not as appealing for biking
with kids.

 North side bears the brunt of the construction
 Sample B with two bike lanes (not shared)
 We don't need dedicated bike lanes. Do shared

lanes & narrow the street to increase safety and
slow down traffic.

 yes to limiting parking to one side of 54th street
 Once again, we have read the documents and

spoken to MnDot....we KNOW what the actual
requirements are. Please be more honest.

 Transition from dedicated to shared bike lanes
confusing for both cyclists and drivers.

 Why introduce a 5' dedicated bike lane for one
block? I would just continue with the shared
concept all the way to France; KEEP IT SIMPLE

E2 Questions, comments 
 Parking counts. Is parking needed on both sides?
 Narrower streets are safer...why are we focused on

such wide streets?
 why not use two 13.5 shared bicycle / vehicle lanes
 Why are we focusing on adult bike riders from

Minneapolis and have NO bike lanes on Concord
Ave.? That road services THREE public schools
and our community center. SO STRANGE!!

 Why do we compromise safe and convenient travel
for all modes in order to provide on street parking?

 I would just flip the sidewalk to the south side and
connect with the existing church sidewalk

 Have the designers explored creative traffic-
calming measures along this part of the road? Curb

bump-outs? to help define parking and produce
pinch points to help slow traffic? This part of 54th
is wider that the west side and drivers tend to drive
a little faster at this point. The parking is used
heavily on Sunday (obviously) and rarely when
church doesn't have activities. The parking lane
essentially becomes a bike lane when there's no cars
present. Why not kill two birds with one stone? I
think more can be done to help make this end of
54th tie in more closely with the west side and
make more cohesive. PLEASE explore this
possibility!

 Church parking extends on north side onto
Minnehaha
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East End Scenario 3 

5’ sidewalk with 2’ curb
5’ bike lane
2  11’ travel lanes 

5’ bike lane
7’ parking

B

5’ sidewalk with 2’ curb
5’ bike lane with Sunday parking

1 12’ travel lane; 1 11’ travel lane 
2

5’ bike lane
7’ parking

E



Design Scenarios: Compilation of Stakeholder Feedback                                                                                                            Page 12 

E3 Appealing 
 Like reducing speed of turn to Minnehaha Blvd
 Yes to sidewalk the entire distance
 Yes to option of bike lane/parking on Sundays
 Scenario 3 best options for all!
 Parking on Sundays is a good idea (like at Mt.

Olivet)
 I prefer the Scenario 3 plan

 Parking on Sunday but prefer D
 Nothing
 parking only on south side
 no parking on north side of street
 Dedicated bike lanes.
 shared bike lanes

E3 Concerns 
 Scenario 3 is too wide
 Move bus stop to in front of the church
 Too wide! Go to sharrows all the way through
 No dedicated bike lanes. 11' lanes please
 No dedicated bike lanes. Parking both sides
 Sidewalk should be on the church-side of the street
 Sharrows is necessary. No dedicated bike lanes
 Too much emphasis on bike lanes; very little used

and they do not follow rules of the road
 Narrow as possible! Do not widen more than

existing
 Reduce signage - too many

 We do not need bike lines in the road
 Keep bucolic feel please!
 Opposed to Sunday-only parking, or parking in bike

lanes ever
 Too much parking; 2' concrete curb; 2 dedicated

bike lanes
 Keep it safe keep it narrow. Do not widen street.
 street is to wide
 street is too wide
 Again, why would we put on street parking ahead

of bike lanes IF we believe bike lanes are indicated
by traffic volumes (and they are) and other factors?

B

E
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 Biking is more popular on weekends just like
parking, why favor one over the other?

 Getting rid of parking on north side reduces need
for sidewalk; will force people to have to park
deeper into neighborhoods (wouldn't think
neighbors would be too happy with that)

 two bike lanes (not shared)
 Parking both sides for all 7 days/week.
 Dedicated bicycle lanes are not required on

secondary bike routes
 big signs

E3 Questions, comments 
 How do we reduce speed on 54th?
 Why do we need 2 dedicated bike lanes - why can't

they share the travel lane?
 why not provide two 13.5 shared bicycle / vehicle

lanes
 What is a holiday? For example can I park there on

Yom Kippur? How about MLK Jr. day? Once
somebody complains, it will be difficult to enforce.

 5' bike lane with Sunday parking? Why not have a
dedicated parking lane that is occasionally used by

bicyclists? This stretch of the road will RARELY
have the parking used, allowing for 7' to 8' of wide
open space for bicyclists; you don't need to have a
dedicated bike lane

 Why do we need such a wide road?
 Why have a 2' concrete boulevard?
 Show existing homes/easements in your renderings.

Widening road removes trees, utility poles, etc.
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Middle Scenario 1 
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M1 Appealing 
 Good idea to dredge creek and do what you can do

clean it up
 Make creek visible to auto and foot traffic
 Remove all buckthorn and all else that is not a real

tree
 Prefer Scenario 1 to 2
 I really like Scenario 1 and the opportunity for

canoe access
 I like the under-bridge walkway for portaging

boaters
 Prefer scenario 1 over scenario 2. Keep rapids
 Good to raise bridge to not have to portage on 54th

Street
 Keep bump-out parking
 I like #6 [grass pavers]
 I like grass pavers
 I like the shelf under the bridge
 Looks good.
 rapids and greenery protected
 Looks to be more stable
 Rapids stay and grade remains the same. This is

imperative as it is a unique feature in the area that
attracts creek users.

 like raised bridge -- street is hazardous when icy
and cars slide trying to stop/start at bottom of hill

 The rapids staying is appealing for continued
recreational use.

 Raising the bridge level and eliminating need for
boaters to cross over via road.

 wider bridge appears safer
 Like that localized gradient (rapids) in creek are

maintained.

 stop sign remains
 rapids
 new bridge
 side walk is important
 Rapids are maintained
 rapids should stay as they are
 Sidewalks on both sides of bridge!
 Rapids remain
 The rapids stay as they are! Thank you!
 A raised bridge. Consider raising the bridge to the

level of the first driveway on the east end and to
Park Place on the west. Will need to bring
Minnehaha up to meet 54th starting back several
hundred feet.

 Boat landing area
 Love the shelf!
 Raising the bridge deck is a fine idea, but it is

unlikely that it could be raised enough to
accommodate foot traffic for those walking back up
to the top of the rapids.

 yes to walkway underneath the bridge
 Sidewalk on both sides.
 Appreciate providing method to bypass (or carry

back up to top of) rapids without crossing road.
 Higher bridge to allow those portaging the rapids to

pass
 Pedestrian access to upstream under bridge.
 The invasive species and loose shore rocks are

cleaned up
 Raising bridge for "boaters"

M1 Concerns 
 Bridge needs to be updated
 Allow height for portage (no crossing street for

safety)
 Natural canoe landing
 Concerns about under-bridge walkway: access

during high water, Height - can you carry a boat
over your head?

 Keep natural
 I donôt care for the look of a paved boat landing. I

like a more natural look

 Erosion control as long as it is not ugly
 Parking "lot" is ugly and unnecessary
 I would not feel safe walking under bridge at

dusk/night
 [Under bridge] Great place for kids to drink alcohol
 Concern with illicit behavior under bridge
 Parking is manageable now. No parking lot!
 Goal is to keep bucolic/rural feel. Narrow street.

Use bridge material that discourages graffiti
 Clean the creek - preserve the rapids!
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 Keep rapids
 Keep rapids!
 Preserve rapids
 Yes please keep the rapids, fun for all!
 No parking
 Preserve trees along creek north and south of 54th
 Whitewater boaters do not want a large water park

but instead preserving and improving the wave
under the bridge

 If portaging over the road, a crosswalk would be
nice

 Do not use this area for the third time as
construction staging/depot. Share the "pain" to the
other side of the creek

 Keep the rapids
 Keep the rapids
 Bridge design is uninspired. Needs character
 Increase the height of the bridge even more
 Get rid of the ugly faux-stone approaches to the

bridge; replace with stones and appropriately-sized
boulders

 There are some places to sit on and listen to the
creek and enjoy the water. Some of the bridge and
creek design plans will ruin the view.

 Flat design, does it fit the area?
 Safe hideaway for lascivious behavior under bridge
 Efforts by the Watershed District to change the

grade in this section of the creek are wrong-headed
and run contrary to the wishes expressed in the past
by the community and the recreational users of the
creek. Arguments about the need to 'return' this
section to a 'natural' grade are bogus. This area
undoubtedly has always been one with a quickly
dropping grade and this is why it was previously
selected for a dam years ago. Altering the grade
would not be 'natural' but instead willful
modification of the natural topography of the river.
It will also do nothing to aid with the water quality
and is not an efficient way to address concerns
about fish needing to travel up the grade. As far as
recreational use goes, addressing the placement of
the landings and marking the rapids with better
signage to warn of the upcoming feature will also
be very helpful in making the portage for those who
do not wish to boat or tube down the rapids much
safer and simpler. Portages are an expected part of

many river trips and removing the grade here is an
irresponsible waste for a nonexistent problem. In
short, leave the rapids alone.

 Adding expense to this project by raising the bridge
 People hanging out under shelf.
 do not narrow roadway for cars
 What happened to boat landing area on south side

of bridge?
 this rapid is a great resource and I have enjoyed

playing on these waves in my kayak many times
and would hate to see this really fun spot go away

 May be difficult to provide sufficient width/height
under bridge for carrying canoe (especially if on
someone's shoulders carrying it solo).

 speed limit, should be 25 mph
 lack of sidewalk on bridge, travel lanes should

match the street, hopefully two 13.5' shared
bicycle/vehicle lanes

 Room for bike lanes??
 At high water levels (times when boaters may be

more likely to want to portage) it is likely the shelf
will be under water and unsafe.

 Don't think the bridge should be raised. Worry
about people "hanging out" under there. Share the
road designation is more than satisfactory.

 A walkway under the bridge could become a
magnet for teenage drinking alcohol, graffiti, and
vagrancy.

 I heard they might remove the grade, this is an
important whitewater spot that we do not want
destroyed.

 Do NOT raise bridge! Being low to the creek is a
main reason why people love to go through this
area. Feels more intimate, connected to creek.
Canoe landing north side of bridge appears to be
too close to rapids

 The riverbed below the bridge, while nicely graded
is comprised of grating, deteriorated concrete. The
slab downstream of the bridge is disintegrating.

 Keep the look neighborhood feeling not commercial
 Very narrow area for kids to fish on sidewalk
 How often are the "rapids" running? Seems like an

awful lot of design for very few "users"...there must
be a more economical approach. The creek is not a
park and should not be treated like one.
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 We are too focused on recreational users of 54th St.
They are not paying Edina property taxes or even
paying a portion of this project...let's prioritize the
needs & feedback of the people & residents who
will be funding this.

 Keep bridge natural that blends into the
environment.

 Appreciated having parking right by the bridge.
Unclear if there is still parking near the
creek/bridge.

 no side walk on bridge
 The current rapids are created by the gradient as

well as the concrete apron under the bridge. I am
assuming the apron will need to change with a new
bridge. Please consult with whitewater park
designers to see how best to replace the concrete

apron with something safer while maintaining
rapids that are desirable to whitewater boaters

 Starts to look like a state park. We are a
RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD.

 No sidewalk on bridge.
 There is not sidewalk on the bridge to link the east

and west end neighborhood and for creek viewing,
so the walkway is now convenient for kayakers, not
neighbors.

 Again, why have dedicated lanes when crossing
bridge. Keep the shared concept the entire length of
road

 With careful consultation with a design firm, the
rapids features could be kept and improved.

 Narrow walking area

M1 Questions, comments 
 Will raising the bridge cause icing?
 [On 54th facing Minnehaha] Possible canoe landing

downstream left?
 Why is the street and bridge not curved to the south

to add interest and calming effects and a better view
of the rapids

 Why no sidewalk on bridge?
 I am intentionally not commenting on this section

because the people most directly impacted should
really be the only points of view that count.

 Pedestrian safety? The bridge needs sidewalk on
BOTH sides so people can gather and look out over
the creek on both sides.

 Has a Whitewater Consulting company been
contacted to at least provided a guiding vision for
keeping the rapids intact?

 Is there a parking area? Blue area?
 curve street and bridge to the south
 I can just imagine where all the teenage kids are

going to want to hang out at night
 Will the rapids not be "dumbed down" to make

them easier?
 Regarding biking/sidewalk: Keep 54th street as

narrow as possible to reduce speed. Sharrows, not
designated bike lanes

 Plant a tree where the giant cottonwood on the
corner (inexplicable cut down) used to be
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Middle Scenario 2 

M2 Appealing 
 Yes remove buckthorn
 Better scenario - want to keep area around creek as

natural as possible
 Like mitigation of speed [at 54th and Minnehaha]
 Keep parking [Park Pl at 54th]
 Prefer Scenario 2 for watershed improvement plans

2(b)
 Prefer scenario 2 for watershed improvement
 We like other option better.
 Really want to keep rapids
 Nothing about this is appealing.
 nothing

 I guess it returns it to its "natural" state.?.
 scenario 1 is better, rapids are important
 Continuous float for users of creek.
 Rapids eliminated!!!??? NOTHING ABOUT THIS

IS APPEALING!!!
 AGAIN, NOTHING ABOUT THAT IS

APPEALING!!! I have used the rapids as a teaching
area for the Wounded Warriors project and
introduced neighborhood kids and parents to the
sport of whitewater boating here.

 Improving aquatic habitat
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M2 Concerns 
 Do not use as a staging area
 Like a more natural looking [canoe landing], less

concrete
 Leave natural
 Keep park as natural appearing as possible
 Keep as is: yes please!
 Don't lose the rapids!
 No parking in park
 Consider curved bridge
 Please see concerns from the previous scenario.
 Eliminating the rapids is like removing a park and

putting in a parking lot.
 Don't like that the rapids have been removed. I

appreciate the challenge that they provide and enjoy
how it is a break from the flatter sections.

 OMG take away the rapids and there goes the creek.
really a bad idea

 Really? illumination of rapids is more than goofy
 Once you take out the structure what happens to the

creek level all the way north? During the summer it
turns into a trickle?

 No sidewalk on bridge
 Over the years I have seen both rapids and no

water, depending on rain/snow fall for that year.
Why disturb Mother nature?

 Why eliminate very aesthetic rapids?
 rapids removed
 MY GOD! DON'T TOUCH THE RAPIDS!!!!

GEEZ! Don't create a "lazy river"
 Less experienced boaters have 99% of the creek to

enjoy.
 Additionally, I will reiterate that this scenario was

proposed by no community member or recreational
user, but instead by an outside group with it's own
agenda and it's own idea of the natural features of
the creek.

 The existing rapids are challenging enough to bring
in serious paddlers, but also very low consequence
so that even a novice that goes through them and
flips will not be in any danger. Removing them
would really be a bummer for the paddling
community.

M2 Questions, comments 
 Should creek be dredged?
 Which bridge options are easier to clean graffiti?
 Are control structures historic?
 Move stop sign to west side of bridge? [stop sign at

Minnehaha on 54th]
 This will destroy a feature that draws recreational

whitewater boaters and novice boaters alike for a
fun run down a very simple and basic rapid. Please,
leave this feature for people to enjoy.

 Why do we want to pay for work that is not
needed?

 If sidewalk not possible on bridge, is it possible to
sign bike lane to be shared with pedestrians (bikes
yield to pedestrians on bridge)?

 You can't be serious about taking the "rapids" out?
There will never be any water above the rapids,
right?

 Who in their right mind would want to turn this
presently beautiful area into the concrete
monstrosity which can now be seen upstream at the
50th St. Bridge.
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M2 Address natural creek slope 

 No. This is a modification to the natural flow of the
creek, ruins a fun feature for creek users, and is a
waste of funding to address a nonexistent problem.

 Don't like that the rapids have been removed. I
appreciate the challenge that they provide and enjoy
how it is a break from the flatter sections.

 I like the rapids
 no
 no
 Does that dry up the creek upstream?

 No
 We want rapids
 don't remove the rapids
 DON'T TOUCH SLOPE! KEEP RAPIDS THE

WAY IT IS!
 No - no - no!!! I have PERSONALLY witnessed

fish making their way up the rapids as they now
stand and seen 100's of schooling bullheads in the
eddies!!!
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Middle Sections 1 and 2 

M1+2 Potential new boat landing locations 

 Both north and south
 Not necessary
 New landings at the areas marked 3 are a good idea.

The current landing on the west side of the creek
downstream from the bridge is rarely used and
mostly unknown to creek users because the takeout
landing is on the opposite side of the creek. This
makes absolutely no sense. Moving the takeout to
the south side of the creek not only fixes this
problem, but is safer for those portaging the rapids
as they will no longer have to cross the current to
reach the landing.

 No - this is an unnecessary expense to this project.
 I do not have a problem with the landing as is.
 no -- already sufficient boat landings no need for

new boat landings

 A
 Good
 ok
 OK
 both
 Note that #3 is located in a place that is before a

paddler can get a full view of the rapids - a novice
boater may not take/see the landing, continuing on
until they learn that the rapids are more they can
handle. Then they may not know where to exit.

 Don't understand the location markers.
 A is more desirable - natural
 Yes
 North only
 Would seem to be logical; Canoe landing north side

of bridge appears to be too close to rapids
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M1+2 Boat landing type

 A, more natural
 We like A.
 Not necessary
 Option A is the far better option. This area is

currently fairly natural and wild. Maintaining a
more natural landing is more fitting. However, there
is really no need currently to change the landing
south of 54th street. This is a deck style landing and
completely adequate the way it is.

 Neither...again, why are we adding expense &
prioritizing recreational users of the area versus the
residents who are actually investing in this
community on a daily basis?????

 A, Why would city have to pay for maintenance.
Have private donors pay for maintenance, i.e.
people who use it.

 A
 Prefer A
 much prefer A
 I like the more natural look but appreciate the desire

to make it more durable as well. Even just having a
cleared grassy bank is enough in my opinion.

 A
 A
 B
 more durable
 I prefer the less industrial looking landing A.
 #A The more natural
 like more natural look
 Prefer a
 B
 A
 Keep it natural (A); that's part of the character and

ties in more closely with the Living Streets Policy
 A
 ... The "B" look which paves over everything.
 A
 Natural
 A is preferred
 The "A" look has a much more natural and better

aesthetic than...
 I like the more natural look
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M1+2 Grass pavers to control erosion, and location 

Grass pavers 

 Good
 good idea
 like the idea, but don't appreciate the use of the

creek...too few users to put this much investment
into a few months of enjoyment for the minority of
people that use it for this purpose.

 Grass paver are a great idea for specific areas.
 Yes
 these look good
 yes
 no, looks ugly and unnatural
 

 this is unclear
 Yes
 Seems to be a good idea
 No opinion either way here...

 Yes.
 Looks ok
 Good idea
 

Location 

 The area marked 6 are really not good candidates
for this style of pavers. The area marked 8 would
be a much more suitable area for them.

 Yes
 yes
 Not sure why pavers are needed here? As a

landing? That would be fine.
 Yes
 Seems to be a good idea
 ...looks very nice.
 OK
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M1+2 Potential locations of rain gardens or natural swales 

 Either.
 rain gardens
 In any location where natural swales can be added

to help with stormwater they should be.
 Not sure will really help.
 Use natural Swales. Keep it natural vs. city.
 the natural look of B seems like it will be lower

maintenance and lovely
 B looks better
 A
 no
 option B
 I like B but to the uninitiated this may appear like

weeds whereas A is more clearly delineated as
something intentional

 Direct neighbors should have the most input.

 I like rain garden option, very visually appealing
and natural

 Yes-- who maintains?
 Looks like itôs on my neighborôs lawn
 I like B
 Confused by the drawing; not sure where these

locations are but it seems like a fine idea; only
concern is upkeep and maintenance; how will this
look over time? Option "A" looks great but it looks
as if someone is out there tending to it daily;
concerned that it will just look like a bunch of
weeds.

 How does this affect flooding south of 54thh street
 Looks very nice!
 yes, I like them
 Both are nice options.
 may be good idea; however this is a problematic

road intersection with steepness and lines of sight
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1 

4 

8 

10 

M1+2 Bridge design preferences 
From this small sample, the preferred designs are as shown. Discussions at the in-person session were
similar to some of the comments below, focusing on a
more ñnaturalò look. At the next stage of the project
these initial preferences will be coupled with the clear
consensus for the Middle Scenario 1, and additional
feedback should be sought on specific design options.

Below are comments from the online survey.

 Priority order - 10, 4, 1
 The best bridge design would be one that maximizes the

space under the bridge for creek users to pass under.
 4 is the only appealing bridge - the others provide a lot

more spaces for graffiti and defacing;
 Prefer to not have concrete piling in middle of the creek

like in 3.
 like natural stone look
 it looks less expensive and fence is important feature
 All are fine except #3 and #7 which are too industrial

looking. A country lane bridge look would be good.
 Natural stone and quaint.
 I like the stone
 only want a stone and natural looking bridge, in

character with my neighborhood, 10 is top choice if its
in the budget

 4 and 10 feel much more in character with the
neighborhood (Living Streets Policy); p.s. I like the rail
design of 4

 For the simple fact that a "squared-off" design allows
for more navigable options for boaters of ALL
ABILITIES beneath the bridge.

 It matches the bridge crossing the creek on 56th Street.
My second choice would be 8 or 10 because they are
similar to the bridge crossing the creek by the
Episcopalian church on Wooddale.

 Love the rock and iron railings #10 needs railings
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M1+2 Railing design preferences 
From this small sample, the preferred designs are as shown. At the next stage of the project these initial
preferences will be considered in conjunction with the bridge design and will factor in the clear
consensus for the Middle Scenario 1. Additional feedback should be sought on specific design options.

Below are comments from the online survey.

 Priority - 3, 2, 1
 Rail 4 is ugly. Rails 2 or 3 would be best so that

pedestrians and children can look onto the creek and
rapids below.

 Also like the railing from the bridge design option #4; the
others are unappealing

 option 4 provides safety while preserving the view of the
water

 iron please
 I like an open look so that passersby can view the beauty

of the creek.
 Quaint
 I donôt really like any of these. Bridge design 10 had a

built in railing (high enough stone work)
 Mostly concerned about child safety.
 4, but I need more choices. If 1 did not have the solid half-

wall at the base I would have preferred that. That obstructs
the view of the creek. 4 is more transparent. 2 and 3 are
too cold and soulless.

 As the rapids there invite a communal, observational activities, the less of a barrier, the better
 Like #4 the best.
 2 makes me nervous, that a child could fall through, 1, blocks too much of the scene.

4 

1 
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West End Scenario 1 

Sample section

5’ sidewalk with 2’ concrete curb
5’ bike lane
2 11’ travel lanes
5’ bike lane

Tree removal
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W1 Appealing 
 I know I am in the minority but 40' is not too wide,

given that 5' of that is for sidewalks that make our
neighborhood safer. I also bike and appreciate the
lanes

 Agree with no parking
 yes to sidewalks on north side of 54th
 Sidewalk
 None...To evasive
 very little
 nothing is appealing about this scenario
 Side walk
 This is a good plan, even with tree removal
 Absolutely Nothing!
 Nothing is appealing - there is a better way to

achieve goals with a far less negative impact

 Nothing...Hate it. we do not need dedicated bike
lanes

 Dedicated bike lanes.
 not appealing at all
 Sidewalk
 This scenario is a nightmare for the property owners

on 54th
 There is NOTHING appealing about widening to 40

ft.!!!!
 Like bike lanes, sidewalk
 yes to center line for cars on 54th
 best safety approach
 Bike lanes

W1 Concerns
 Too wide!!
 Widening the streets will cause heavier, faster

traffic, less safe!
 Too wide!!
 The road is only this wide because of poor tar jobs!
 Wider street would encourage drivers to drive faster
 Too wide! The street doesn't need to be this wide.

Narrow road = safe/slow traffic
 Too wide
 Driveways become too short to park on: yes!
 Do not widen streets or lose trees which preserve

the quality of the neighborhood
 Do not widen street! Willing to forgo parking
 Dislike due to removal of trees: agree!
 There is no good reason to remove trees: agree!
 40' roadway is too wide. Too close to houses:

agree!
 40' is way too wide!
 40' too wide - why trade greenery for cement?
 No concrete boulevard
 Bike lanes not needed, less signs
 Too wide, compare with 44th street design at the

west end
 Sidewalk: yes on the south side. Bike lanes: No

share the road
 40' is too wide

 Don't need dedicated bike lanes
 Separate bike lanes not needed for number of daily

bikers
 40' too wide - why trade greenery for cement?
 Lowering garage floor not good, cast with

foundation
 Drain would not work well while still frozen in

spring
 Water would flow into the driveway
 [Utility boxes] Bury these, ugly, workers leave

garbage
 Look at 44th for resolution
 [Garage relocation...] What?!! No!!!
 [Back-pitched drivewayé] This is a big problem

for homeowners!
 Street can't be narrowed for safety at Park Place
 Sidewalk should be on the south side to match

canoe landing and bridge sidewalk
 Prefer Scenario 1
 10' vehicle lanes?
 Ugly utility boxes
 Minimize tree removal
 Road is too wide. Really 2' concrete boulevard.???
 Too wide which will not slow traffic and will

ultimately be less safe.
 Extremely concerned about widening the road &

impact on greenery and charm of the street &
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neighborhood; Shared bike lanes with travel lanes
more feasible and will not have as much impact on
the property values of houses on this street

 no to bike lane lines -- unnecessary and impedes
traffic

 11-foot travel lanes are not wide enough.
 tree removal, loss of side yards on the north only is

unfair, take equal yard space from both sides of
street

 removal of trees, garages, driveways and retaining
walls in order to have a street that is too wide

 Cramming too much into a limited space. Did we
not learn from the Wooddale experience?

 TOO WIDE; Loss of trees; side walk is too big
(really, 7 feet) dedicated bike lanes are unnecessary
and eat up too much road. Destroying of peoples'
property??? Really?? Unfairness in road width, the
North side is taking a huge brunt of the project. The
whole project is unnecessary except road repaving
and adding a sidewalk.

 These are unusual obstacles. I couldn't support this
scenario. Sidewalk is need more than dedicated bike
lanes if we have to make a choice.

 Tree removal is a very bad trade off
 get rid of bike lanes...and we do not need 2 foot

concrete curb
 Removal of trees, could they be relocated instead?
 garage, tree removals, widens street too much,

facilitating speeding
 one bike lane should be sufficient. wiping out trees

and widening the road is ridiculous to accommodate
special bike lanes. We don't need a sidewalk either.

 Dedicated 5' bike lane adds unnecessary width;
dedicated bike lanes are NOT required on
secondary bike routes

 Dedicated bike lanes widen the street unnecessarily.
As someone who has biked a lot over most of my
adult life, I have observed that bike lanes are the
place that all the glass and sharp little rocks collect,
especially if the road has any crown, as it really
must if water is not to collect on the road. Veteran
bikers avoid bike lanes. If you look at southbound
Wooddale today, you will see that it is full of leaves
and debris. Younger people cannot ride in a narrow
lane; they don't have the skills or balance to do it. If
they hit a gutter seam or the curb, they'll bounce

into the traffic. Shared lanes with chevrons, couple
with a little public education, are much safer.

 Inequitable amount of land taken from North side of
street for sidewalk

 The street and add-ons are MUCH TOO WIDE
 2 ft. concrete boulevard. is unnecessary
 don't need dedicated bike lanes
 Property values will be reduced significantly
 Dedicated bike lanes - let alone 2! - are not needed

given current level of bike traffic; bikers can share
the travel lane with cars; 2' concrete curb is ugly
and takes away from more appealing greenery; very
concerned about garage & driveway removal and
replacement - why widen the road & take on this
expense?

 Bike lanes.. Make them two ways and on one side
only.

 street is too wide
 street is too wide and improvements are not

centered on the right of way unfairly burdening the
property owners to the north

 It looks like it gets way to close to existing houses.
 You can rip out someone's yard, garage, driveway,

etc...but we don't have the ability to move a
telephone pole??

 Roadway too close to houses on the north side
 I looked it up and it is not required, either is a

sidewalk
 Very close the private residences, unsafe for

children.
 Iôm giving up lawn for bike lanes - I have lived here

for 30 years and there is too little bike traffic to
warrant this

 We don't need a sidewalk on every street in Edina.
Stop trying to turn this neighborhood into a urban
space.

 Beautiful trees need to be removed, which goes
against Living Streets Policy

 This will kill the majestic oak tree at the corner of
54th and Oaklawn.

 Two bike lanes, only one side is needed - it pushes
sidewalk deeper into our side of street

 Moving existing structures and trees just to widen is
not in the neighborhood interest
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 Removing and moving existing garage and
driveways is a waste of money for the project and is

very burdensome to the property owners

W1 Questions, comments 
 Can the staging area go elsewhere? (3x in the last 5

years)
 Will we lose Transit for Livable Communities

funding?
 Do we need to stripe the road?
 Too many trees removed...takes away from

character of the neighborhood
 Why should widen the road?
 Why so much impervious surface? not

environmentally sensitive
 narrow road to two 13.5 shared bicycle / vehicle

lanes
 Who pays for a new garage, new retaining walls?
 Why are the renderings inaccurate?
 Driveways become too short
 My suggestion is keep the road the same with, put

in side walk and 11 foot driving lanes.
 why is this even being considered?

 Concrete boulevard adds unnecessary width (it is a
glorified 7' wide sidewalk, completely unnecessary)

 The driveways on 54th street are SHORT - you
must take that into consideration when adding more
width to this project

 narrow concrete boulevard. to 1' and center
everything on the right of way

 Wider roadway encourages higher speeds
 why are you pushing everything to the

north...unnecessary. You will lose trees
 what is the budget?
 North side bears the brunt of the expansion; NOT

fair to those residents; REALLY? Replace garage?
NO! Unnecessary expense and absolutely
UNACCEPTABLE! Just don't encroach much
further onto property!

 Can you shift. street so that south side of street
loses a few feet to help with driveways on the north
side?
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West End Scenario 2 

 

Sample section

5’ sidewalk with 2’ concrete curb
2 13.5’ shared bike and travel lanes
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W2 Appealing 
 Shared bike lanes are great
 2' concrete boulevard is for ADA (different texture)
 Definitely need a sidewalk on at least one side of

the street
 Prefer Scenario 2 to 1
 Scenario 2 better than 1
 Prefer this plan. Less loss of trees
 sidewalk
 Shared bike lanes;
 Keeping the road as narrow as possible.
 Better, share Bike and Car lane, forces cars to

SLOW down.
 narrow over all width
 13.5' travel lane with shared bicycle
 side walk to Arden park
 scenario 1 is better, safer for bikes and pedestrians
 Share the road
 This is a far superior alternative. It achieves key

objectives with fewer negative impacts
 No dedicated bike lanes is good. sidewalk is good
 this is the preferred scenario with modifications
 May use full lane for bike travel (as in other parts of

54th east of France).
 LOVE the idea that shared concept is embraced;

there are just too many existing site constraints
which make widening road detrimental. Shared

arrows are a better way to alert bicyclists/motorists
of the shared concept;

 Better than scenario one.
 No one's garage needs to be moved to

accommodate this plan.
 The much narrower width in this scenario is MUCH

better but can be improved to be a bit narrower yet
 Houses on corners were never "Plotted" with

anticipation of widening the road. Keep road the
same width

 shared bike lanes
 saves trees versus plan 1
 Keeps trees, more green space between road and

homes
 Why can you make the drive lanes 12 feet instead

of 13.5?
 like the shared bike/car concept without dedicated

bike lanes, want the road to be as narrow as
possible

 Not a significant loss of trees or yards in existing
homes.

 Better than the other option (keep the shared-lane
concept the entire length of road)

 shared bike lanes assists in keeping the width to an
acceptable level

W2 Concerns 
 The street is too wide because of erosion
 Too wide because of erosion
 Too "splayed out" at Wooddale
 Tree does not come out
 Street too wide - lose too much greenery
 Too wide!!
 Have to lose trees - that is NOT green
 Lose too many trees!
 Keep new 54th sidewalk on old road, not onto

existing grass
 Currently 29 ft. - losing 6 ft.
 Too wide
 Maintain width over whole length. No increase in

width at Wooddale

 Center 35' so both sides of the street share the
widening

 Street width should be shared
 Save the trees
 Road too wide still!
 Do not widen streets, keep 32'
 Very similar to 44th street at Coolidge, 33'6" total

width
 Limit concrete boulevard to 11" - similar to west

end at 44th St
 Like 44th street
 We want to be like 44th street
 Too wide
 Remove the 2' concrete boulevard
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 Put texture on the edge of 5ft. sidewalk - don't need
boulevard.

 Too wide
 2' concrete boulevard unnecessary. Why not 10"

wide?
 If concrete boulevard is necessary, why 2'? Could

be 1'!
 Is 7' [=5' sidewalk+2'boulevard] more than it needs

to be?
 How about a 4' sidewalk and 2' concrete boulevard?

Otherwise the two elements are too large
 Why concrete boulevard? Reduce by 2', less

concrete
 3'6" apron, 10' drive lane, no concrete boulevard
 Scenario 2 is better than scenario 1, but street still

too wide
 Scenario 2 better than scenario 1, but street still too

wide
 Scenario 2 better but still too wide
 This scenario is better than #1 but still too wide
 Reduce travel feet
 32' would be better
 12' shard on East End #2 - narrow street still
 What about signs? Too many now!
 13.5' too wide for road
 This illustration is not accurate
 Let's make this more narrow, slows traffic
 Park Place at 54th is too narrow, dangerous, nuts
 Park Place needs to remain at current width. With it

narrowed, will be dangerous in winter because of
steep slope on Park Place and steep Eastward slope
on 54th Street at Park Place

 Merge the two scenarios
 5' sidewalk, 5' bike lane, 11' travel lane, 14' share
 5' sidewalk, 4' bike lane, 11' travel
 10' lanes; can we get a variance
 Don't want to widen road, remove trees, or put in

more impervious surfaces
 Dedicated bike lanes are dangerous because they

are often filled with debris or road hazards and
bikers avoid the lanes

 Donôt remove the rapids
 I object to moving the footprint of the project to the

north, especially as I am concerned about losing
trees (including a huge mature oak on my property)

 Place the footprint more equitably
 The sidewalk is too wide, especially with the 2'

"rumble strip". Consider a 1' strip like
 Losing the trees, Changing the charm of the

neighborhood
 still too wide. Needs to be narrower so traffic

maintains a slow pace
 Width of road is expanding from current width;
 Sidewalk on North side. Residents will have

sidewalk right at doorway.
 width of side walk, to wide
 concrete boulevard. is too wide. 1' wide like the

west end of 44th St. is best
 STILL TOO WIDE! Utility lines can be moved.

The pain should be "shared". NO TREES should be
lost.

 This is a narrow WOL.
 All the expansion is to the north. It's better to bury

the power lines and balance the width increase
between the north and south side. Also, narrow the
travel lane to 12 to 13 feet - This way key
objectives can be met with no change to the total
width of the street.

 Get rid of 2 foot curb,
 only need 1 foot curbs, no rumble strip , drawing is

not centered
 Still 1' wider than necessary; 34' CENTERED along

the 60' right-of-way can work along 54th from
Wooddale to bridge

 It is still unnecessarily wide.
 the 2 ft. concrete boulevard. is excessive and adds

to the overall widening
 Turning 54th into a speedway and NOT a

neighborhood
 no parking. Not good have it on at least one side.

Why do you need bike lanes?
 2' concrete curb adds more concrete & takes away

from more appealing greenery;
 Tree removal.
 loss of side yard space only on the north side of

street
 improvement is not centered on the street right of

way
 The plans show the "eroded" areas like that is a lot

line. A 7' sidewalk is completely unnecessary! We
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are limited for space....every inch counts. This
could be 2' smaller.

 7 feet of walkway will be very ugly. There are
better alternatives - keep it at 4 of concrete. It's
better to have 4 foot sidewalks and 3 feet of grass or
total width of 5 feet for both the sidewalk and
concrete boulevard.

 Narrower street is better. that way you donôt disturb
the trees and grass on the north side

 we oppose more signs and the presence of bike
racks

 Why have 2' wide concrete boulevard?
 The two foot rumble strip is wider than any other

I've seen in the city. It's an extra poke in the eye to
residents.

W2 Questions, comments 
 Do these replace utility pole lights?
 Is the road centered
 Why not center-split the loss between North and

South?
 Can sidewalk go to south side? Church, school bus

stops, bridge, businesses, etc.
 Are the existing street lights to be replaces with

more neighborhood "friendly" lighting in addition
to the proposed sidewalk lights?

 How would power lines be affected/moved?
 Why remove the trees?
 Why do we need a 2' concrete curb? Why 13.5 ft.

travel lanes vs. 11 ft.? Other streets with shared
bike lanes have 11 ft.

 Have lanes, curbs, sidewalk designed into current
width. Remove bike share.

 why not be fair and center street and sidewalks in
right of way

 can the sidewalk be narrower?
 None of the street are named above....where exactly

is this?
 Does center need to be striped?
 why are we only seeing half the map? Oaklawn and

Brookview not shown. Are there tree removals or
other disturbances there?

 Have you attempted to view the design scheme the
residents (along this stretch of the road) have come
up with? 34' CENTERED along the right-of-way
and adheres to Edina's Comprehensive and Bicycle
Plans AND Living Streets Policy!

 Why are dead creosote covered trees more
important than living ones?

 Why 2 bike lanes?
 Why do we need to increase the road width?
 can you get the total width to 33'?
 Where can I see the map for 54th and Oaklawn? If

you can remove garages, why can't the utility boxes
on 5401 Oaklawn property be buried?

 Who pays for the tree removal? How does tree
removal adhere to the Living Streets Policy?

 Poor forum, should be able to dialogue!
 Make creek visible from both sides of the street
 Insist that Xcel replace utility boxes
 No "staging" of construction equipment/supplies or

"share with other side of bridge" [by 54th and
Brookview]

 Address and improve the community
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W2 Lights  

 Lights good!
 Lights are positive
 Yes lights
 Need lighting [by Park place]
 Lights are good!
 Lights are attractive
 No
 lights a good idea...very dark now
 Yes
 Do we really need more lights.
 Street Lights?
 Only if ugly existing lights are removed
 Only if they are replacements for the existing street

lights which are really ugly
 Yes
 no
 Where would they be installed? The "pink"

rectangle is covering up something. I live at 54th
and Wooddale and can't put much more in my yard!
We have multiple signage, stop sign, front
sidewalks and a fire hydrant. PLEASE, NO
MORE!!

 Yes. Safety should not be an option, but a
requirement.

 The new lights are attractive and we will benefit
from the increased light.

 Do not take out all these trees. You are killing home
values for some reason we canôt figure out.

 lights ok, if not shining into peopleôs homes
 Yes, but consider downward facing lighting

principals from the International Dark Sky
association? Consider not adding light pollution to
our neighborhood.

 okay
 Yes
 Lights at bus stops are nice. It is extremely dark at

night.
 In lieu of or in addition to existing lights? If you

could get the yellow monster off the pole at
Oaklawn, that would be great.

 HUGE CONCERN - we need lights overhead at
Park Place and 54th - many neighbors have
requested this over the years - for safety for bikers
and children and drivers at night who can't see
where Park Place is

 Let the immediately affected neighbors decide.
 There already exists street lighting at these

locations...why is MORE lighting necessary ? If the
additional lighting is adopted, then the existing
street lighting should be improved to "focus" on the
street more effectively and not add to the burden of
those homeowners nearby that will have to put up
with the excessive amount of ambient light
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W2 Bus pad 
 Ugly concrete slab - not needed for the number of

daily users
 Too big of a concrete pad for limited users
 No additional concrete
 Do not put concrete bus stopsépromotes loitering
 Ugly
 Ugly
 Ugly
 Edina does not need more concrete to shovel snow

from
 Ugly concrete slab not necessary
 No bus stop pads
 If students stand on the grass for the bus, why not

for the metro?
 Ugly and not needed for the low number of bus

riders
 No bus stop area!
 No! Ugly! Many agree! I agree!
 Unnecessary impervious surface; riders can fit on

the sidewalk [don't need an additional space]
 Not within the scope of the right of way grant by

the platter of South Harriet Park
 No
 NO...just will become a place to loiter
 NO...these are ugly concrete slabs that are

completely unnecessary for the extremely limited #
of bus riders. Why are we taking away greenery to
add unappealing concrete? This is a neighborhood,
not downtown Minneapolis! Let's keep the charm &
recognize how few people actually pick up the bus
on 54th street.

 No, Rarely used keep green.
 Good move
 no

 no
 No
 no
 More hard surfaces? No! This is not 50th and

France.
 Check with Metro Transit about ridership and if

possible to consolidate bus stops. Add pad, but be
mindful of aesthetics.

 These are ugly and very unnecessary. We very, very
rarely seen anyone standing at the bus stop in our
yard today. Hundreds of kids wait for school buses
on the grass or along the street. Even the bus stops
on Vernon near Interlachen have people standing on
grass or in a parking lot area.

 Terrible...Ugly, expensive and no need for it. are
you kidding me. Quit trying to junk up our
neighborhood this isnôt Blaine!

 sounds ugly, and the fewer impervious surfaces the
better for the environment

 Yes
 okay
 Yes
 I am neutral with this idea. I tend to like it because

it will get riders waiting for buses OFF the street.
Wouldn't need to be big at all, though.

 Bike racks and concrete bus stops are not permitted
uses in the right of way.

 I have a hard time seeing the purpose. I see many
negatives including additional expense, snow
removal, another hard surface not allowing runoff
to permeate the soil.

 This is not at all needed...to ruin the property for the
sake of this feature that serves only a handful of bus
users weekly is a waste of effort and resources

W2 Bike rail 

 Bike rail not needed. Who will use a bike rail?
 No bike park
 Who uses a bike rail? Not needed at a bus stop.

Very ugly!
 Better bike rack
 No need for bike racks, out of character for

residential area

 Hazard to navigation for pedestrians and sidewalk
snowplow operators

 No not necessary
 NO....it's a neighborhood not a transit stop
 NO! It is unnecessary given the current LOW

number of bus riders, especially those with bikes.
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This will just provide a place for transients to hang
out and for graffiti and other trash to collect.

 Absolutely not, very unsightly. Will rarely be used.
 no
 no
 no
 No.
 no
 NO, please no!!
 No. Add bike parking near church.
 Even worse than the concrete slab. No one will ever

use it but it will be a constant eye sore.
 Worse. Stupidest idea ever. Hate it. I would

personally cut it down if you put them in. Donôt do
it.

 NO! this is not a school yard or a commercial area -
unnecessary and obtrusive

 Who would use it?
 not needed on this street.
 No
 Why on earth would you need to have a bike rack at

these locations? NO! Look at the bus schedule
(#6)...no one is riding their bikes here to catch a
bus!

 Bike racks and concrete bus stops are not permitted
uses in the right of way.

 Good idea to have one near the creek. I see bicyclist
there regularly.

 This is totally out of character for this neighborhood
setting, and like the concreter bus stop pad is a
waste of effort and funds which could be better
implemented at the bridge area
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Final comments, online only 
 I live in this neighborhood and it's important to all

of us to maintain the "feeling" of the neighborhood.
The narrower the roads the better, prevents
speeding. We all feel it is important to not make
54th street a "cut through" for all the traffic on 50th.
All of this is making the street look too "modern"
and does not maintain the integrity of the
neighborhood! We are concerned about our
property values and what this project is going to do
to them! Let's not "cater" to the bikers and lets
maintain the neighborhood. Common sense should
prevail on this project, not some grand scheme to
make this a major road!

 It seems to me that we are very much equalizing all
voices in this feedback, instead of focusing on those
that have and will continue to invest in the Edina
community through their property purchases &
property taxes. It is critical to the wellness of the
neighborhood and to the values of our home to keep
all sections of the street at their CURRENT
WIDTH and to maintain the charm and quaintness
of the neighborhood. We shouldn't let recreational
users, one season bike riders and other non-
residents overly influence the direction this project
takes. Let's ensure the charm, greenery and appeal
of the neighborhood is ENHANCED by this
project, not destroyed.

 I'm worried that the survey will be overwhelmed by
people who do not live on 54th and whose agenda
for 54th does not contain safety and quality of life
for the actual residents along 54th street. From the
survey meetings a lot of people were there with
strong opinions who are not residents (bikers,
whitewater enthusiasts) and people who are just
concerned with getting to Lundôs.

 To keep 54th SAFE keep it NARROW.
 Bike lanes impede traffic flow and are not used

most of the time. We in Minnesota do not have safe
road conditions for biking during 6 months of the
year. Waste of tax dollars because bicyclists know
how to ride on roads without bike lines, and drivers
know how to drive with bicyclists without bike
lanes. Bicycle riding is healthy exercise, but
becomes dangerous activity when roads are wet,
icy, and cars slide. One might say bicycle riding on

busy winter streets is dangerous, risky behavior
possibly endangering lives.

 Please do NOT change the flow of the river of the
gradient.. MANY whitewater kayakers use the
wave under the bridge.

 This section of the creek is a highlight when I
paddle the creek because of the rapids. I understand
the desire to make it more accessible and eliminate
pedestrian traffic by removing the rapids but I don't
think that removing the rapids is the answer.
Having a challenging section gives new paddlers
something exciting to look forward to trying. I also
enjoy the rapids because they provide a local park
and play section where whitewater paddlers come
and hang out. It's really fun and valuable having
this local play feature for new paddlers to learn on
right here locally. Thanks!

 Street and sidewalk development should be as
narrow as possible in order to reduce the impact on
adjacent properties. The total improvement should
be centered on the street right of way in order to not
discriminate. This project should improve the
neighborhood not make it less desirable to live on
this street.

 This project, along with the Wooddale project, has
been incredibly discouraging and frightening for
residents of the neighborhood. We do not
understand the engineering dept. obsession with
bikers and a disregard for the actual residents who
this most affects. There are no bike lanes or
signage on Concord Ave. which serves THREE
public schools and our community center. You are
willing to alter the naturalness of the creek,
demolish peoples' personal property, destroy trees
well over 100+ yrs. old and create ill will and
distrust for your dept. Yet we can't move a couple
of telephone poles and a utility box? There is
something else at work here...

 Many of the 54th Street residents have read all the
literature published by Edina and MnDot and we
KNOW that sidewalks, designated bike lanes and
travel lanes are not either required or have to be the
width you have ""drawn"".

 Also, the pain has to be shared!! It is unfair and
stupid to put this all on the north-side residents. We
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have measured each corner, and every corner along
this street and it is MORE than possible to center
the road. It is the city engineers which keep coming
up with ""new ideas"" to spend money. There are
literally few bikers and even fewer bus riders and
you at City Hall are willing to disregard our ideas
for these token few.

 Edina's schools are great because of the
RESIDENTS. Our homes retain and gain property
values because of the RESIDENTS. It is the
RESIDENTS that have maintained our properties
and made enhancements. PLEASE, LISTEN TO
THE RESIDENTS!

 Some residents have requested that west side not be
expanded at all. This is unrealistic. Whatever the
final design, do not permit substandard bike
lanes(less than 5') or sidewalk (less than 5' plus 2'
boulevard). Safety is infinitely more important than
someone's lawn. On west side where roadway is 30'
can you do 5' dedicated bike lane (westbound), 12'
westbound travel, and 13' shared lane (with or
without pavement markings)?

 I just want to reinforce my firm belief that as long
as the key objectives of the project are being met
the residents living on Kellogg should be the only
ones to make the final call on the alternatives. We
would prefer to simply resurface the road as it is
today with no sidewalk or bike lane - but we
understand that for the safety of walkers and bikers
the community would benefit from these. The
second narrower alternative provides for this so
there is no good reason to go with the wider
version. No one who lives on the street wants the
wider alternative and since the key objectives of
sidewalks and bike lanes are met - it makes no
sense to allow the opinions of anyone else to
override the decision.

 I am very concerned that my beautiful street and
neighborhood is going to be transformed to meet a
vision that is not ours. Please be respectful first of
the citizens that live here who have paid taxes for
many years. We do not want an Eden Prairie look.

 Our collective desire is to keep a quaint, narrow and
safe street which is typical of East Edina. We have
enjoyed our neighborhood for many years, and want
to preserve and protect it.

 We will fight this if it looks like most of the
drawings you showed us at the meeting last week.
consider the residents that live on 54th and not the
special interests of your planning group or the
bikers and river folks that donôt even live in
Edina...let alone on 54th. You could potentially
decrease all of our property values and ruin the
integrity of the neighborhood look and feel. That is
not your job. Your job is to serve the community
that pays taxes which funds YOUR paycheck.

 Thank you for taking the time to put together these
surveys! I think the owners of properties on 54th
street deserve to be treated with respect like all the
other users of the street. I think scenarios were
created that can appeal to most of the homeowners
who live on the street and also maintain the value of
the properties and the character of the
neighborhood.

 Keep or improve the whitewater features.
 54th Street is designated as a secondary route per

Edina's Bicycle Comprehensive Plan. Dedicated
bike lanes are NOT required when the road is
""reconstructed"". I am certainly glad to see that
certain design proposals are embracing this concept.
A shared lane approach is still a bicycling option
which provides a safe means for bicyclists and
motorists! Widening the road from the existing
footprint on the west side (from Wooddale to
Brookview) would be disastrous and invasive,
resulting in many felled trees, driveway/garage
conflicts, unequal distribution of project's scope
(north side has more project encroaching on their
side). All 12 homes along the stretch from
Wooddale to Brookview have a side yard setback of
15', meaning they are already 15' closer to the road
than your typical 30' front yard setback. Moving
the road any closer than it currently is DOES have
an negative impact. Several of those homes have
non-conforming uses, meaning their homes were
built (in the 1930's and 40's) outside those setbacks
(before the current zoning requirements). The
residents west of the bridge are very concerned with
widening road from current footprint. We have
come up with a design scheme which is very close
to the 35' wide option that we all agree on. We
have submitted this design to all city council
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members and feel that it follows guidelines set out 
in Edina's Comprehensive Plan, Edina's Bicycle 
Comprehensive Plan and The Living Streets Policy.   
The design balances needs of bicyclists, pedestrians 
(both disabled and able-bodied), motorists, transit 
riders and the residents who actually ""reside"" on 
54th Street.  The design has very little 
environmental impact and observes existing site 
constraints (utility poles, utility boxes, trees, slope, 
etc.).  We have a design everyone can be happy 
with and hope you can follow it.  After all, wouldn't 
you feel better if you could build something  that 
everyone would like? 

 The design options presented are breaking the 
project into three areas...I really wish more would 
be done to make it feel more cohesive.  I realize the 
road is wider on the east side and parking is 
desired/needed, but I wish more would be done to 
help calm traffic along the east side and features 
could be added to help it tie more with the west 
side's scale.  This project CAN really be GREAT!  
Keep it simple.  Keep it consistent.  Keep it 
cohesive.  You have the opportunity to create a 
wonderful half-mile stretch of road that can truly be 
enjoyed and experienced by thousands of people on 
a daily basis.  The average length of stay for all of 
the current residents along 54th Street (20 homes 
between Wooddale and France) is at least 17 years.  
We don't take these ""improvements"" very lightly 
and want to see this done right!  We have seen how 
this road gets used and feel that our input is unique 
AND invaluable. 

 Again, as a NON-resident, I applaud the City Of 
Edina's careful and thoughtful efforts in preserving 
this gem of a park.  As a whitewater boater, I've 
already stated my concerns with the church issues 
and the hope that a whitewater consulting company 

is brought in to at least give cursory advice on the 
project.  THANK YOU! Bob Winston, A.C.A. 
Whitewater Instructor Volunteer, Wounded 
Warriors Project, 612/432-0334 

 I didn't see any area addressing over head lights at 
Park Place and 54th - this is so critical for bike and 
pedestrian safety - and cars cannot see the street 
sign at night.  There is a pole at this spot but we 
neighbors have repeatedly asked for a street light 
here and it is not being addressed anywhere in this 
survey.  This is a critical safety issue when you are 
addressing many mundane issues of visual 
landscaping.  Please have this issue addressed at the 
next meeting.  Thank you! 

 We very much want to fit into the "Living Streets" 
model, but keeping in mind our limited space 
constraints with only 15' setbacks to our homes.  
The average resident on 54th Street has lived here 
16 years and have generally no plans to move 
unless our property values diminish due to 
increased traffic patterns down 54th Street. Please 
listen to the residents who LIVE on this street, who 
are raising children on this street, who have loved 
this neighborhood because of its livability. We love 
Edina for so many reasons, most importantly our 
neighborhood. 

 It would be nice to see some space designated for 
public art in the master plan for the reconstruction 
project. I don't expect it to be a part of this project, 
but maybe in the future, some of the neighbors may 
want to make this kind of a contribution to the 
community. 

 It looks great! 
 I assume that all the information gathered at the 30 

Sept meeting in the form of "sticky notes" were 
documented to add to this survey? 
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