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Minutes of the 
Edina Park Board 
Work Session 
August 9, 2010 
Edina City Hall, Community Room 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Todd Fronek, Dan Peterson, Bill Lough, Randy Meyer, Joseph Hulbert, 
Keeya Steel, Louise Segreto 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Jennifer Kenney, Rob Presthus, Ben Pobuda, Ellen Jones 
 
STAFF PRESENT:  John Keprios, Ed MacHolda, Janet Canton 
 
I. DONATIONS/MEMORIALS POLICY 

 
Mr. Hulbert informed the Park Board that he thought it would be a good idea to have a 
work session to discuss policies for donations and memorials.  He indicated that during 
the past year they have had two memorials.  One was for Timothy Nunn, a 14 year old 
who passed away unexpectedly.  The second was for Dwayne Lindberg, a member of the 
Bike Edina Task Force, who passed away.  He noted that currently there is a 
donations/memorial policy in place with specific dollar amounts.    
 
Mr. Hulbert indicated that in some cities they literally have a catalog where if you donate 
X amount you can get a park bench or X amount you can get a water fountain, etc.  He 
commented that he also thought it might be a way for the city to prioritize items that are 
important to them so that they are not wasting time and resources on certain donated 
items that maybe aren’t important to them. 
 
Mr. Hulbert pointed out that as an example there were some challenges with the Timothy 
Nunn memorials.  The neighborhood raised money to surprise the Nunn Family with 
improvements at the York Park baseball field where Timothy liked to play ball.  Mr. 
Hulbert noted there were some beautiful improvements made.  However, there was a 
large concrete structure, which staff did a nice job of putting together, but it looks like a 
tombstone.  He commented that in theory something like that could be there for 300 years 
unless someone moves it, whereas if it were a park bench with a 20 year life cycle it 
would naturally turn over on its own.  Mr. Hulbert pointed out that some cities will say in 
their policies that things that are going to be constructed should not be in open 
spaces/right-of-ways and should be made out of green materials, etc.  He stated that he 
would like to come up with a way that people who want to make a donation to the city 
have a frame of reference of what is within reason and what is asking too much.   
 
Ms. Segreto stated that she thinks directing giving would be a great idea because she 
thinks a lot of people who are trying to make a donation can’t come up with an idea and 
if they had a wish list maybe that would help.  Mr. Keprios replied he has thought about 
that; however, for most people to give $5,000 scares them away.  He noted that to come 
up with a wish list that’s affordable is very challenging.  He commented that what he has 
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learned through the years is that what’s most important to those who want to donate is a 
permanent plaque because it's part of their grieving process.  It really doesn’t matter what 
the amenity is, they want the plaque. 
 
Mr. Keprios informed the Park Board that he did make some mistakes in the process with 
the Nunn Memorial.  He explained that when the neighborhood approached him about 
making improvements at the baseball field in memory of Tim Nunn to surprise the 
family.  Mr. Keprios informed them that it’s never going to be a scheduled field; it’s a 
minimally maintained small area.  He also informed them that it’s a minimum $5,000 
donation to have a plaque.  The neighborhood raised the money and it went through the 
Edina Foundation.  He explained that it was supposed to be a surprise but word leaked 
out and when construction started the Nunns stopped the contractor on the field and told 
him to stop working because it was supposed to be a grass infield to look more like a 
little league baseball field and not a multi-purpose baseball/softball field like we have at 
other small unscheduled fields.  Mr. Keprios noted that the grieving parents came in his 
office in tears and he tried his best to make it a positive experience for all involved.  He 
said that his first lesson was you can’t make these things a secret; you must bring the 
family into it at the beginning of the process.  He noted that he did make sure the family 
was aware that it was not going to be called the Timm Nunn Field to which they agreed 
“In Memory of” was fine.  He explained that to name a park or facility requires Park 
Board and City Council approval.  Mr. Keprios noted that his second mistake was when a 
staff member, who is really good with concrete, drew up a plan to put the plaque on 
which the Nunn family really liked.  In hindsight he felt that he should have gone with his 
original plan to place the plaque on a flat rock surrounded by flowers.  He noted that they 
had to redo what they already did to have the field the way the Nunns wanted and so they 
had to get involved in change order pricing with the hired contractor and commented that 
there were some other challenges when dealing with a grieving family. 
 
Mr. Hulbert asked if having some policy would have helped in that situation.  For 
example, it cannot say anything more than “In memory of” or it can’t be any more than 
so many inches, or you need to pick from specific items, or the city prioritizes what they 
want to have done.  Mr. Keprios replied that he thinks part of these things should be left 
to staff to deal with; however, we admittedly may make some mistakes but will hopefully 
learn from those mistakes.     
 
Mr. Meyer asked Mr. Keprios what the Park Board can do to help.  Mr. Keprios replied 
there currently is a policy in place that helps him.  Mr. Meyer asked what tools could 
have been in place that could have helped with the Dwayne Lindberg Memorial.  Mr. 
Keprios responded that the Lindberg Memorial plaque was a departure from the current 
policy.  He noted that he was directed to put the plaque in place.  He pointed out that 
there was no money donated; however, there is a plaque on stone at Centennial Lakes that 
says “In Memoriam, Dwayne Lindberg, Member of the Bike Edina Task Force 2006-
2010.”  He stated that in this case, the City Manager directed him to purchase and install 
the plaque as requested by a City Council member.  Mr. Keprios pointed out it’s not an 
ordinance it’s a policy so another policy would not have helped in that case.  He stated 
that the policy that’s in place now does detract from what would otherwise be filling the 
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parks with plaques because to the donor the plaque is more important than the park 
amenity. 
 
Ms. Segreto asked what if something was done besides a plaque.  What if they did a brick 
in place of a plaque at Arneson Acres, that way you wouldn’t be turning away donations.  
Mr. Keprios stated that gift bricks are a good fundraising method for larger projects like 
the gazebo at Arneson Acres Park.  We have not used that method for ongoing donations.  
 
Mr. Keprios pointed out that what the current policy has eliminated is donating a tree that 
costs approximately $100.00 but the donor wants to place a $200.00 plaque at the base of 
the tree.  If a mower hits it the city is responsible to replace it.  That is what they’ve been 
able to avoid with the current policy.     
 
Mr. Fronek asked if they could put a policy in place with regards to a material change in 
the park that when a donation is made there are conditions and certain steps that need to 
be followed.   
 
Mr. Meyer asked if something is changing in the park and the improvements need 
maintaining, does the city allow for those costs as part of the process.  Mr. Keprios 
replied that with the Nunn Memorial had it been requested to have a grass infield at the 
very start he would have rejected it and they would have been done with the issue.  Mr. 
Meyer asked if there is a policy that they could put in place so that not only are they 
requiring the cost of the impact but also the maintenance over a period of years.  Ms. 
Segreto stated that she doesn’t think anyone will want to get hooked with that.  Mr. 
Meyer replied probably not, but that they could structure it in such a way that they say the 
cost of implementation is X and with the special trimming that will need to be done in the 
next five years the total number is 2X, would you like it or not.  Mr. Keprios indicated 
that he has talked to the Park Foreman and City Forester and they have decided to 
increase the charge of donated trees so that it will cover the cost of future maintenance as 
well as administrative and forester time.   
 
Mr. Lough asked what the recognition is for donating a tree to which Mr. Keprios replied 
that in the past they would put a plaque in concrete next to every tree that was donated, 
however the current policy has eliminated that.  Mr. Lough asked when the tree dies if the 
plaque goes too.  Mr. Keprios replied the way he has been handling it is when a tree dies 
that has been donated and has a plaque he contacts the family and asks if they want to 
donate money for a new tree and continue on.  If they choose not to then he gives the 
family the plaque.   
 
Mr. Meyer asked if they are going to a standard plaque or is it always specific per project.  
Mr. Keprios replied it’s been specific per project.  Mr. Meyer asked would it help to have 
something standard for e.g., an 8 x 8 inch brick with “In Memory Of” and up to 20 digits.  
However, if you’re donating $50,000 or more you may be able to pick out something 
different.  He noted that if people are picking out something every time they make a 
donation that takes a tremendous amount of staff’s time.  Mr. Meyer suggested saying 
there are 100 spots available to place a tree, they are $1,000 each and we are going to put 
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a 10 x 10 paver in the ground.  Pick the one you want and it will be installed within the 
next six months. 
 
Ms. Steel stated that if recognition really is the key to getting donations maybe they need 
to be more creative in giving that recognition and it would be different for every park.  
She noted that she thinks they need to be a little more creative than just putting a plaque 
next to every tree.  They need to help people think about different ways of donating to the 
parks.   
 
Mr. Peterson asked Mr. Keprios what happened when they closed the “Brian 
Wippermann Gun Range”.  Mr. Keprios replied that when the new training facility was 
built they named the training room the “Wippermann Training Room” and the plaque is 
still there. 
 
Mr. Peterson asked what the situation is with the couple that left over $300,000 to 
Braemar Golf Course.  Mr. Keprios replied it’s in the Braemar Memorial Fund.  Mr. 
Meyer asked where is the Braemar Memorial Fund to which Mr. Keprios explained that it 
is held by the City of Edina under an agreement approved by the City Council.  It is in the 
City coffers and it’s in a specific fund that’s a dedicated fund which the City Council 
voted on and approved.  The language is very specific that it cannot be used to pay off 
debt or used for operating fund things.  It needs to be used for things that the golf course 
could otherwise not afford to do.   
 
Mr. Keprios informed the Park Board that regarding plaques they are in all shapes and 
sizes throughout the park system.  He noted that, if the Park Board wants, he could try to 
come up with something that says on certain donations the size of the plaque would need 
to be limited to 8 x 10, etc. 
 
Ms. Segreto asked Mr. Keprios if a standard donor contract would make his life easier.  
She noted that they would address everything that’s problematic in the contract. 
 
Mr. Meyer indicated wouldn’t they be doing themselves a favor if they said here is our 
ten year vision for each of these parks and these are the things we are going to do.  You 
are welcome to do one of these things.  If you would like to do something outside of this 
you will need to jump through some more hoops.  Mr. Keprios commented that they have 
their capital plan but that they are really large dollar items and thinks that, if the Park 
Board wants, he could work on a wish list of smaller more affordable items for donors to 
choose from. 
 
Mr. Meyer indicated that he still likes the idea of donating trees at $1,000 each.  He noted 
doing this would be more of a process versus going around taking pictures, etc. and spend 
countless hours with these requests.   
 
Mr. Lough asked of the handful of donations that have met the requirements for a plaque 
in the past two years how many would have not gotten it if there was no plaque.  Mr. 
Keprios replied he does not know the answer to that off the top of his head.  Mr. Lough 
asked, "What is the City’s obligation to the citizens of the community in recognizing 
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fellow citizens in memorials through plaques in the park?"  Mr. Keprios responded that is 
for the Park Board to decide.  Mr. Lough stated it’s a two sided question, what if they 
were to raise the amount to $50,000 before they can get a plaque and everything else goes 
into the general fund or Park and Recreation Fund.   
 
Mr. Meyer asked Mr. Keprios if a contract had been there would it have avoided a lot of 
issues and maybe the contract thing is a starting point for them.  Mr. Keprios replied 
that’s a wonderful idea. 
 
Mr. Fronek commented that just to streamline the process maybe they should unload 
some of the work on the Edina Foundation because that’s what it’s there for.  Mr. Fronek 
indicated that if all of the donations could be funneled through the Edina Community 
Foundation it may be a better way to deal with them.   
 
Ms. Segreto stated that there was reference in the Edina Policy about a large plaque 
displaying the names of all large donors that was never erected.  She asked if this is 
something they should do now.  Mr. Keprios explained that at the time of the policy they 
were going through the anguish of what to do with the old building.  Should they 
renovate it or tear it down and therefore was directed to not do a large plaque at that time.  
He noted that when they first moved into the new city hall everyone was directed to not 
hang anything on the walls so nothing has been done.  Mr. Keprios informed the Park 
Board that his advice at this point would be to drop the whole language about the 
recognition board.  Ms. Segreto commented that if it was standardized and the names 
were up for five or ten years maybe that would satisfy a donor.  Mr. Keprios pointed out 
that all donors are listed yearly on the city website and quarterly in the About Town as 
well as they are given letters and are recognized at every City Council meeting so there is 
public recognition, it’s just not on a permanent plaque.   
 
Ms. Steel indicated that she thinks there is a sentimental connection with the 
neighborhood parks and donations that are made.  Therefore she doesn’t know if a central 
city location would really meet the wants of all the people donating.   
 

Mr. MacHolda indicated that maybe there is a section of the city’s website welcoming 
donors.  He suggested someone from communications explore where places like the 
Guthrie for e.g. are going out and getting these donations as well as find out how they 
give recognition.   
 
Mr. Lough stated that one of the nice points of this discussion is that it’s really trying to 
do something for Edina and contributing money for Edina and less so about the memorial 
and remembrance part of it.  Looking at doing something for the city but not invest a lot 
in plaques. 
 
Ms. Steel asked the Park Board to keep in mind there is a task force that is currently 
looking at considering a Veterans Memorial.  Therefore she doesn’t want them to come 
up with a policy that is in contradiction with what they are doing.  Mr. Keprios indicated 
that there is a big difference between honoring those who made the ultimate sacrifice for 
your country versus grieving a lost loved one.  Ms. Steel commented that she still thinks 
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they need to think about if there is any future donations to that or recognitions having to 
do with the memorial as well as what specific things can be replaced during its lifespan.   
 
Mr. Keprios stated that he is still not clear on how the Park Board feels about the 
elimination of the permanent plaque that is currently in the language of the policy.  He 
asked the Park Board how they would feel if he took a shot at tweaking the current policy 
to include a contract as well as put something in there about a minimum donation for 
specific items.  He noted that as staff they will work toward a wish list so that people can 
make it simple rather than going case by case.  He asked as far as recognition with 
plaques, "Should it be left at a $5,000 threshold?"  Mr. Meyer replied to maybe raise it a 
little bit but he would like to see something really, really simple that is pre-done and 
straightforward.  
 
Mr. Fronek indicated that he definitely thinks there needs to be a threshold, whether it’s 
an automated thing where if you donate X amount you get this.  However, if the donation 
is $50,000 or more then there can perhaps be a little bit more back and forth.  He noted 
that would be valuable staff time for those larger donations.  Mr. Meyer commented that 
regarding plaques he still doesn’t think they should be doing custom plaques.  He noted 
that maybe if the donation is $20,000 and up then you get an 8 x 10 plaque, if it’s less 
than $20,000 it’s a 3 x 5 plaque. 
 
Ms. Steel indicated that in her vision a wish list would take care of all of this.  It would 
just be the cost, location of the item, what recognition if any would be on it and the 
lifespan.  The donor would know everything up front when they are shopping for an item. 
 
Mr. Keprios explained that as an example when the neighbors of Fox Meadow came 
forward wanting to develop the area into a park.  They were able to raise a lot of money 
and get it done but they also wanted their names on a plaque, which ended up being a 
good size plaque.  He noted that he could see this same thing happening at Van 
Valkenburg Park where the neighborhood wants to see the park developed and finished.  
What should that standard be?  Ms. Steel replied that personally she thinks that things 
outside of the wish list should come to the Park Board to be fully vetted to have a good 
discussion so that everyone knows what is going on and has gotten their ideas across.  
Mr. Meyer asked how much funding is required to do what they want to do.  Mr. Keprios 
replied approximately $300,000 to $400,000 for what they plan to do.  He commented if 
they get motivated to raise money and do the whole thing, what do you do for those who 
donated?  Mr. Fronek replied that’s why they would have the threshold, if it’s above 
$50,000 then the Park Director, Park Board and City Council should have a certain 
amount of leeway to figure out some sort of plaque or memorial that would be 
appropriate for a gift of that size.   
 
Mr. Meyer asked how many people would be donating, 3 or 50 to which Mr. Keprios 
replied 50.  Mr. Meyer noted that he would have the plaque that says “Renovated by the 
neighbors of the park, 2010”.  He commented that he thinks they need to keep it simple. 
 
Ms. Segreto stated that she thinks they need to be able to make an exception when they 
want. 
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Mr. Lough indicated that for part of the policy he thinks they ought to consider the idea 
that they would like to increase participation among all of the citizens of Edina and 
encourage people to give something.  He noted that he thinks they need to start a list and 
publish the list of people who give to the City and give a lot of hoopla to that list.  He 
stated that you want to build that habit at a low level, $50, $100, etc. and then someday 
someone is going to turn around and give $5,000, $10,000 or $300,000 because they were 
reminded each year how much they appreciate the city and what has done for them and 
their families.  He would like for people to start to consider building a habit of giving and 
getting recognition through their name on a list.  Mr. Keprios pointed out that they 
already have a great program that does that.  He stated that he knows there will still be 
people who will want something meaningful to them and their loved ones at a specific 
park that is not on the list.  He asked how he should handle those requests.  Mr. Meyer 
suggested he tell those people that he Park Board requires the Park Director to work only 
on equipment/materials that are part of their ten year vision for each park unless the gift 
is over $100,000.  He stated that they need to have a framework that Mr. Keprios can 
operate with. 
 
Mr. Peterson commented that he doesn’t see the reason why someone cannot have a 
plaque if they’ve donated a water fountain, bench, etc.  Mr. Fronek indicated that if it 
meets a certain dollar amount they can.  He added there are a thousand different ways for 
people to be memorialized, it doesn’t necessarily need to be in a park or on city land. 
 
Mr. Keprios informed the Park Board that they will get special requests like the one Park 
Board just approved for Willard Ikola at Braemar Arena.  He noted those types of things 
he will continue to bring to the Park Board to rule on. 
 

II.  NAMING PARKS AND FACILITIES POLICY 
 
 Mr. Keprios informed the Park Board that the naming of parks and facilities has always 

been the City Council's call on a case by case basis, there is no written policy.  He asked 
if this might be a discussion to have in a work session with the City Council.  Mr. 
Keprios stated that naming things is strictly politics and something that as a matter of 
practice staff stays away from. 

 
 Mr. Meyer suggested that if it is brought up at a public hearing to name something after 

someone for the first time that the actual approval cannot take place for at least six 
months.  This way something doesn’t just show up on a building.  There should be a 
separation timeline between when somebody is leaving or retiring versus when it can 
happen.  Ms. Segreto asked why would the City Council approve that, why would they 
want to have their hands tied.  Mr. Meyer replied because he thinks it’s in their best 
interest so that it is not done out of emotion. 

 
 Mr. Hulbert noted that he read some cities are no longer going to change the name of 

parks.  However, facilities are still on the table for discussion.  He noted that he does like 
the idea of having a timeline before naming of something can be approved. 
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 Mr. Keprios indicated that he thinks the difficult thing for future Park Boards and City 
Councils is that it’s difficult to change the name of a real estate that’s been named after 
someone.  It’s a little different when it’s a building because buildings have a life 
expectancy and eventually have to be rebuilt and then it’s an appropriate time to rename 
it.  At what time does it feel okay to rename a park?   

 
   Mr. Peterson indicated that since Braemar Golf Course Manager John Valliere is retiring 

after 40 plus years of service he would like everyone to think about renaming the nine-
hole golf course to the “Valliere Golf Course.”  He pointed out that Mr. Valliere has done 
so much good with Braemar Golf course and especially with the Sister Kenney Golf 
program.  He noted that it wouldn’t cost much to redo a plaque above the little pro shop 
and someday when they are out of scorecards reprint them to say “John Valliere 
Executive Course.” 

 
 Dan Peterson MOVED THAT MOTION.  Todd Fronek SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
 Mr. Fronek indicated that he thinks these are exactly the types of situations that a policy 

should be written for.  Mr. Hulbert commented that he thinks one of the reasons they are 
talking about this is to kind of slow it down a bit.  Mr. Meyer stated it comes back to his 
window of reality where they should wait six months.  At that time after everyone has 
thought about it and talked about a half dozen other options, then decide what it is they 
would like to do for Mr. Valliere and what really makes sense. 

 
 Todd Fronek MOVED TO ACKNOWLEDGE MR. VALLIERE’S SERVICE TO THE 

CITY OF EDINA AND AS APPROPRIATE AND CONSIDER OPTIONS FOR 
EITHER NAMING A FACILITY OR PROVIDING SOME SORT OF RECOGNITION 
FOR THE SERVICE THAT HE HAS GIVEN.     

 
 Dan Peterson SECONDED TODD'S MOTION AND WITHDREW HIS ORIGINAL 

MOTION. 
 
 In Favor – 5 – Todd Fronek, Dan Peterson, Randy Meyer, Joseph Hulbert, Keeya Steel 
 Against – 1 – Louise Segreto 
 Abstained – 1 – Bill Lough 
 
 Mr. Lough noted that since he is not completely familiar with the extent of Mr.Valliere’s 

service to the city, therefore before voting for such a motion he would like to see a brief 
write up as to what it is and why they are voting and therefore has abstained. 

 
 Keeya Steel MOVED TO RECOMMEND TO THE CITY COUNCIL TO WAIT TO 

APPROVE THE NAMING OF FACILITIES AND PARKS FOR SIX MONTHS 
AFTER THE DEPARTURE OF CITY STAFF OR THE PASSING AWAY OF A 
RESIDENT. 

 
 Mr. Meyer asked Ms. Steel if this is a motion that she would like to see pass now or is it 

part of a policy they are thinking about incorporating.  Mr. Lough stated that for purposes 



 9

of a working session he would be willing to pass something that says my sense of the 
group is we are trying to slow this thing down and extend the period. 

 
 Ms. Steel noted that her hesitation is sending that recommendation forward and not 

having any accompanying policy.  Mr. Meyer pointed out that since Ms. Steel voted yes 
for the recommendation she can bring this up again because she wants to change her vote 
and see if it fails the second time around.   

 
   Mr. Fronek stated that he thinks they are talking about two separate issues.  He thinks 

one is recognition on behalf of the Park Board for Mr. Valliere’s service.  Secondly does 
the Park Board want to recommend a particular policy to the City Council in terms of 
naming parks and/or facilities?  Mr. Fronek stated it might be helpful to implement a six 
month cooling off period. 

 
 Mr. Peterson stated that he can see why the City Council would want to commemorate 

Gordon Hughes right away and name the pavilion at Centennial Lakes after him.  He did 
an incredible job for the city as has Mr. Valliere.  He doesn’t see a need for a cooling off 
period.  He sees a cooling off period for the death of a loved one who may want 
something out of the ordinary but can’t quite get the $5,000 or $10,000.  Maybe the 
grieving process will change their mind during those six months.  Ms. Steel pointed out 
to her it actually seems like increasing the importance of the service of that person 
because by waiting six months and then having a ceremony and really recognizing the 
person.   

 
 Ms. Segreto noted that she has a procedural issue question as to whether Ms. Steel can 

amend the motion that was passed.  Mr. Meyer noted that she supported the motion and 
she is choosing to switch her vote so she can call up the motion again and see if there is 
support to vote it down.   

 
 Mr. Hulbert stated that he thinks the City Council wants to have the flexibility when it 

comes to naming of parks or facilities.  Mr. Lough asked if the Park Board would 
typically look at naming a park or facility before it goes to the City Council for a vote or 
does it bypass the Park Board altogether.  Mr. Peterson replied they are just an advisory 
Board and if the City Council wants the Park Board’s advice they will ask for it. 

 
 Ms. Steel indicated that she thinks the discussions are going to take place regarding 

peoples' retirements or passing away no matter what.  She stated that giving people time 
to really discuss which parks or facilities have meaning to this particular person have 
everyone included and take a little time to think it through.  She commented that she is 
fully confident in the City Council’s decision to pick the appropriate place, she is just 
asking for a little more time and not streamline it as soon as someone retires.   

 
 Mr. Meyer indicated that maybe it’s not appropriate tonight but at the next formal Park 

Board meeting recommend that they wait a minimum of six months from the person’s 
separation of employment or duty from the city before any naming rights are considered. 
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 Ms. Steel stated that she approved the recommendation because she does believe Mr. 
Valliere should be recognized and should be considered for having something named 
after him.  However, at the same time she also believes that there needs to be some 
waiting time to fully think it through and get other people’s input.  Mr. Hulbert added that 
they may even find a better idea.   

 
 Mr. Hulbert commented that when he initially saw that the promenade bike path was 

going to be named after Dwayne Lindberg he thought that was a pretty big gesture.  He 
noted that in that case it may have been a good thing to wait the six months before doing 
anything.   

 
 Mr. Hulbert asked if this could be put on the agenda for the next Park Board meeting.  

Mr. Keprios replied that what he hears the Park Board saying is that they prefer a waiting 
period and therefore the language that he will put together will be from the comments he 
has heard that the waiting period would begin the day that a suggestion is made 
regardless who the person is.  Also, formal action wouldn’t be taken for six months after 
the day that it is proposed and the departure.      

 
 Mr. Meyer indicated that in addition to the six month waiting period so that it isn’t an 

emotional response but what about the costs and long term implications.  He gave the 
example what if they wanted to put up a 12 x 24 bronze plaque and it’s coming out of the 
city fund what are the financial implications of that.  Mr. Keprios asked Mr. Meyer if he 
is suggesting that the dollars should come from another source.  Mr. Meyer replied 
possibly but more so he thinks in understanding of what the long-term cost implications 
are in terms of either city manpower or recognitions.  Mr. Keprios replied that typically 
in naming of things there really are not a lot of costs.   

 
 Mr. Keprios asked the Park Board to think about a couple of things between now and 

their next meeting.  In addition to a waiting period give some thought to whether the 
policy should state that the person should be deceased before naming a park or facility 
after them.  Also, give some thought to perpetuity once you name something, does it 
always have to be that name or do you want to put a sunset on it.  He indicated that these 
are just some ideas he has heard kicked around in other naming policies.   

 
 Mr. Meyer indicated that he thinks what Mr. Keprios is struggling with is sometimes 

when they name something down the road nobody remembers who they are and is it a 
value.  He suggested that maybe the language is something along the lines of we are 
naming this park for a minimum of 50 years and after that it can be changed. 

 
 Mr. Keprios indicated just so he understands what the Park Board would like him to work 

on the naming of facilities.  He asked if they would like him to come up with something 
to look at for the September meeting.  Mr. Peterson and Mr. Hulbert both replied yes.  
Ms. Segreto replied she is not expecting anything, she doesn’t think they should get into 
it.  Mr. Hulbert asked Mr. Keprios to tell them what he comes up with and they can talk 
about it at their next meeting.  Mr. Keprios replied that he is happy to work on whatever 
the Park Board would like him to do as staff.  He just wants to make sure he is doing 
what it is they are requesting of him. 



 11 

 
 Ms. Steel noted that she thinks it might be valuable to meet in a work session setting 

again.  She suggested meeting an hour before the next Park Board meeting.  Mr. Hulbert 
asked Mr. Keprios if that gives him enough time to work through the memorial donation 
ideas.  He replied that may not have it completely ready but that the wish list will be 
ready.  Mr. Hulbert asked about having another work session after the next Park Board 
meeting to which Mr. Keprios replied that would help a lot.  Mr. Hulbert also suggested 
that they try to have another work session so that they are not trying to cram everything 
into an hour.   

 
III. PARK BOARD COMMENT 

 
     A.   Three Rivers Park – Mr. Meyer asked Mr. Keprios if there is any chance the Park 

Board could meet with someone from Three Rivers Park to give them all the up-to-
date information.  He indicated that he knows currently there are a couple of different 
plans and routes.  He noted that he thought it would be helpful to understand what 
they are currently proposing before the joint meeting that is currently scheduled for 
September 29th.  He commented they could do it in another work session type setting.  
Ms. Steel asked if there are documents available that speak about the issues that 
would be helpful and asked if they could be sent out electronically. 

 
 Mr. Keprios pointed out that as of today there are three options that will be presented 

at the joint work session.  He noted that it is now staff’s mission to come up with the 
pros and cons of each option.  He indicated that he will see if Kelly Grissman from 
Three Rivers Park District can meet with the Park Board one hour before their 
September 14th Park Board meeting to bring the Park Board up-to-date on 
everything. 

 
 Mr. Peterson asked what role the Park Board plays regarding the bike path.  Mr. 

Keprios replied that he thinks they are just asking for the Park Board to voice their 
own views on this.  They are not looking for any specific recommendations from the 
Park Board yet at this time.   

 
 
MEETING ADJOURNED 
 


