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INTRODUCTION
Beginning in the summer of 2020, a team of University of Minnesota students was selected as
Resilient Community Project Fellows. The purpose of this fellowship was to partner with the
City of Little Canada to create a new master plan for Pioneer Park. Early in the process, the
Fellows realized there was a need for greater community engagement to ensure that any
changes made to the park truly represented the wishes of the residents of Little Canada. This
report is a direct result of this recommendation.
Through the group’s research—which included a combination of surveys, focus groups,
interviews, and meetings with key stakeholders and residents of the community—several
themes emerged related to feelings about the community of Little Canada, the importance of
parks and open spaces, and the role of a park in a community. By identifying these themes, the
team was able to articulate some of the values that are important to the residents of Little
Canada, and consider how those values might be enhanced through any future park design. By
considering what the residents consider important to them personally and their community as
a whole, the City will be in a better position to invest in park equipment, facilities, and
programming that strengthen the community through positive interactions among residents,
city staff, and public spaces.
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METHODOLOGY
In September of 2020, the RCP Fellows team developed an interview protocol (Appendix A).
This protocol originally consisted of eight questions designed to learn more about the opinions
of residents of Little Canada, as well as non-residents who frequent Pioneer Park. Questions
explored how long people had been residents of Little Canada, how they see Little Canada in
relation to surrounding communities, and what they like about the community at large as well
as current park spaces in the city.
The RCP team set out to conduct focus groups representative of the previously identified
stakeholders. Given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, our research approach was designed to
identify and engage stakeholders while practicing safe social distancing. All potential
participants were contacted via email and phone, if a phone number was available. Ultimately,
some of these efforts were more successful than others.
Participants in our team’s interviews and focus groups represented many different ages and
experiences with the community of Little Canada. Special focus was placed on identifying
stakeholders who have been less well-represented in previous engagement efforts. All potential
participants were contacted twice in an effort to make initial contact. All those who replied
with a desire to participate were then placed on a new list and contacted by email to explain
how to sign up for an interview or focus group (Appendix B).
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PURPOSE
The purpose of the individual interviews and focus groups was to gather qualitative data about
residents' attitudes toward parks and open spaces in general, as well as their relationship with
the City of Little Canada. A community’s shared spaces, such as parks and other open areas, are
often considered in hyperlocal terms. While it is true that these spaces belong to the entire
community, those that live in closest proximity to the space usually have the most interest in
that space. When conducting our initial research to determine the best use of the current space
in Pioneer Park, it became clear that a representative sample of the attitudes and opinions of
the residents was not available. This research project was intended to fill that gap with depth
and detail not provided through other forms of engagement.
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PARTICIPANT DEMOGRAPHICS
No demographic information was formally collected at the outset of this project to lower
participation barriers. Participants in the interviews and focus groups were generally
representative of the community as a whole on the basis of sex and race. One focus group was
devoted to youth, while all others consisted of adults. Other interest groups that were
represented include
!
!
!
!
!

local community-serving organizations such as the Little Canada Recreation Association,
YMCA Neighborhood Centers, and iBall4Life;
Pitrina Park Townhomes;
Montreal Courts youth;
Little Canada parents; and
Native Americans.

All formal demographic requests were made via follow-up communication after people had
participated in the study (Appendix D). All participants were asked to self-report any
demographic information they were willing to share via an online Google form. No racial or
ethnic identifications were explicitly requested at any time during this portion of the study.
Half of the participants chose to respond to this demographic request. For future engagement
efforts, it may be advisable to ask for any desired demographic information at the conclusion of
the interview meetings to ensure collection of this data from all participants if it is deemed
important to the study.
Of those respondents who replied to our demographic request,
!
!
!

22% were between the ages of 26 and 30
22% were between the ages of 36 and 45
44% were between the ages of 56 and 70

!
!
!
!

22% reported living in Little Canada 0–10 years.
22% reported living in Little Canada 11–15 years
22% reported living in Little Canada 16–20 years
33% reported living in Little Canada 21–30 years

!

Respondents reported living an average of 0.46 miles from Pioneer Park
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OBSTACLES
It is important to note that there were several obstacles to gathering data for this portion of the
project, mostly due to restrictions on public gatherings and congregation due to the current
COVID-19 pandemic. Stay-at-home orders from Governor Walz made it impossible to conduct
in-person meetings or use more traditional forms of recruitment. Meetings moved to an online
format using Zoom. Participants were recruited through email and phone calls. While the intent
was to conduct primarily focus groups, it became clear early in the process that current
conditions required more flexibility. To that end, we added an individual interview option to be
heldany time between 8 am and 9 pm on most days. An online scheduling system was used to
allow individuals to choose whatever times worked best for them. A phone number was
provided to allow any potential participant another means by which to contact the interviewer
with any questions at any time. Potential interviewees who were uncomfortable with the online
tools were able to schedule directly with the interviewer through the phone number. These
interviews were completed via phone.
Another obstacle was the amount of time allocated to making an initial contact. Devoting more
time and resources to participant recruitment would be a good investment in any future
engagement efforts. On average, the amount of time spent making contact, scheduling, and
following up to ensure participation was 45 minutes per participant. This included personally
contacting approximately 100 potential participants twice, following up with those who
responded up to two times (ensuring a meeting was scheduled) and then reaching out 1–2
more times (every 3 days) to ensure continued contact before the interview. Allocating more
resources to initial contact with in-person solicitation and partnering with identified
stakeholders may ensure greater participation. Use of automated tools like online scheduling
and reminder emails and phone calls may decrease the amount of time needed for recruitment,
but it is important to note that personal interaction may increase participant investment in the
project and ensure greater turnout. A suggested future recruitment model would be to employ
in-person techniques for initial contact. This would include phone calls and in-person
canvassing of targeted communities. After initial contact is made and a preferred method of
communication is identified, use of automated tools within the preferred communication style
may be employed. It is recommended that future interview appointments be scheduled no
more than one week into the future. Scheduling meetings of this nature too far out increases
the chances of non-participation and the need for continued follow up.
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PARTNERSHIPS
While the inability to meet and recruit participants in person limited the reach of this study, it
should be noted that key partners helped with recruitment using their existing networks. If
more engagement is undertaken in the future, it is recommended that community partners be
identified to aid in the recruitment process from the beginning. These partners might include
!
!
!
!
!
!

community-service organizations
home associations
professional groups
parent teacher associations
property management staff
local government staff

By partnering with existing organizations from the outset of the project, researchers may be
able to achieve greater participation. Participants who lack the technology or knowledge to
engage through online platforms may be able to do so with the help of existing trusted
partners. Partnering with existing organizations may also allow for greater buy-in to the
research efforts. It may be a more efficient use of resources to contract with existing
organizations for the recruitment process. This relationship would allow the engagement
practitioners to devote their resources to data collection and analysis, while allowing the
existing community-service organization the opportunity to empower their clients and further
their mission. Separating the recruitment process from the duties of the research team may
result in a more efficient use of City funds while increasing the depth of research and analysis.
Partnering with existing community-serving organizations may also help to build a working
relationship with such organizations and lead to other future benefits for all involved. For the
current study, these relationships allowed for recruitment of participants who may not
otherwise have been reached.
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RECOMMENDATIONS
This section summarizes our team’s recommendations based on the key themes that emerged
from focus groups and interviews.
Recommendation 1: Walking Trail
The most often referenced feature in Pioneer Park was the walking trail. Many participants
reported using the trail for exercise purposes while in the park. Walking was a commonly
reported activity or reason for going to Pioneer Park. One of the respondents even noted
“knowing” the current trail was 0.6 miles long due to logging her walks so often.
The most common concern with the trail was congestion on the trail. Participants felt it would
be best to widen the trail. When lane markers or signage were suggested to participants, many
agreed it may help, but no participant suggested these options as the solution. Widening the
trail was the most frequent suggestion. Other suggestions were to change trail usage and
create separate trails for walkers/runners, and bikers or others who may use the trails.
Our recommendation would be to consider widening the trail surface and including lane
markings. According to the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials,
best practices for multi-use trails include a trail width of 12–14 feet with a minimum of 10 feet.
A planning document is available at: www.railstotrails.org/resource-library/resources/shareduse-path-level-of-service-calculator-a-user-s-guide/.
Lane markings are known to increase feelings of safety for pedestrians. Bike lane markings also
help direct traffic and provide recommendations for proper positioning on the trail. Many other
communities and park systems in the Twin Cities already employ lane markings. The Bike
Alliance of Minnesota (www.bikemn.org) would be a great local resource for best practices to
optimize bike safety within the park, as well as throughout the city of Little Canada.
Combining these two approaches can increase feelings of safety and overall comfort with
increased traffic on the trail.
Another concern was safety and usability of the current trail. Several participants reported
water on the trail and an uneven surface as their primary safety concerns. Any update to the
trail should ensure proper water drainage. Lighting along the trail may also help improve
usability by increasing visibility on the trail itself. Several participants reported that while the
lights from the ball fields provide ample light if they are turned on and you are near them, it
would be nice to have lights closer to the trail that were specifically designed to illuminate the
trail surface and immediate surrounding area. Illuminated trails and paths are generally rated as
safer and more secure than trails without lighting. Several participants reported that winter
usage, when daylight is shortest, is when they would most appreciate lighting. Adding trail
lights may lead to increased use of the park.
The idea of adding signage around the trail was also well received. Several participants reported
examples of educational or informational signage enhancing their experience on other trails,
and they felt it may do so in Pioneer Park as well. Possible ideas for signage included identifying
flora or animal habitats, sharing historical information about the city or the park, or providing
9

some sort of seasonal information. A local youth-serving organization, YMCA Neighborhood
Center, currently uses the park for programming. Any educational signage could be a benefit to
their programs, as well as parents in the Little Canada community who bring their children to
the park. This may present an opportunity for ongoing engagement to identify the type of
information that could be displayed on any educational signage. We recommend including the
Little Canada Historical Society in this discussion as the City considers what historical
programming may be appropriate in Pioneer Park.
Finally, distance markers are another form of signage that was well received by respondents
overall. Many people liked the idea of some sort of marker that would let them quickly note
their distance traveled while on the trail. While apps and technology allow for personal
tracking, not everyone has access to these technologies, and distance markers are an easy way
to promote exercise and healthy living.

Key Takeaways:
•

Improve surface

•

Widen path

•

Add lane/right-of-way markers and signage

•

Include distance markers

•

Lighting

•

Water mitigation

Recommendation 2: Parking Options
Parking was the second-most-talked-about concern about the current park. The closer the
participant lived to the park, the more likely they were to report concerns about current
parking capacity. Specifically, the residents of Pitrina Park Townhomes reported feeling the
current parking situation needs attention. When Pitrina Park residents were asked to explain
why they felt this way, they said the issue is people parking on their privately maintained
streets and then walking into the park. Residents reported feeling people choose to park on
their streets to be closer to the ball fields and not because the park’s parking lots are full.
We recommend that the City work with the residents of Pitrina Park Townhomes to improve
messaging around where parking is permitted and preferred parking options. The residents
reported feeling they have not been communicated with in the past about construction or
other matters involving the area around their property. When asked why they felt excluded, the
example of new sidewalks being installed was mentioned. Pitrina Park residents reported that
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they were unaware of the planned sidewalk construction before being informed when the
sidewalks would be installed. It is important to note that, while the residents acknowledged the
sidewalks were funded by the City, they felt ignored and left out of the process regarding a
decision that affected them greatly. Including residents in the process early on through regular
updates, with some mechanism for two-way communication, may minimize these feelings and
reassure the residents closest to the park that their unique concerns have been considered.
We also recommend installation of signage to inform park users that the streets of the
townhome association are private property. This will be especially important as park traffic
increases. We also recommend beautifying the area surrounding the existing parking lots to
encourage people to use them more. Some suggestions were planters with seasonal/changing
plantings or signage with interesting information that people want to read (e.g., a community
information board). Strategies to encourage use of the existing parking lots may provide a
simple, cost-effective way to alleviate the majority of the concerns about parking. No
participants reported feeling the parking lots were constantly full or unable to handle the
current parking needs. One participant did report a single incident where the lots were full due
to multiple sporting events taking place at the same time. This seems to be an issue best
handled through scheduling and overflow parking planning.
Key Takeaways:
•

Enlarge parking lots

•

Beautify parking lots

•

Address overflow parking issues

•

Encourage pedestrian travel (install bike parking/racks,
sidewalk signage, social media campaigns)

•

Collaborate with Pitrina Park to encourage alternative
parking behavior

Recommendation 3: Community Garden
We recommend that the city consider creating a community garden in Pioneer Park. Almost
every participant reported a desire for a community garden of some sort. Responses as to the
type of community garden varied, from a city-maintained garden for the enjoyment of
residents to a garden space that is available for residents to plant their own vegetables and
flowers.
A common theme was the idea that a community garden could be another opportunity for
residents to get to know each other through a shared interest. Many people also suggested
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growing their own food could help the less fortunate residents of Little Canada who may
benefit from free produce. A resident of Little Canada who reported being the mother of two
children talked about her desire for a community garden as a place to learn how to grow things.
She reported that she had the space at her home, and that her children wanted to garden, but
that she didn’t have the knowledge to make it happen. She envisioned educational
programming in conjunction with a community garden space.
Many people saw a community garden as a way to enhance the natural beauty of the park as
well. Those who expressed concerns about a community garden were worried about the looks
of the garden space. One group noted that community gardens can sometimes look uncared
for. It may be beneficial for any community garden program to address these concerns
structurally from the outset. Rules regarding height, type, and density of plantings may alleviate
this concern. Residents also reported liking the idea of city-maintained community planters as a
way to introduce residents to different plants and flowers while beautifying the park.
Community gardens and plantings may be another programming opportunity for the city to
consider. This programming could be targeted to residents of all ages. Programming around a
community garden may also be of benefit to community-serving organizations as a way for
them to expand their programming. It may be beneficial to involve these groups in the planning
and implementation stages to ensure maximum buy-in. Existing organizations like Urban Roots
(urbanrootsmn.org) may provide an opportunity for the city to benefit from the knowledge and
community connections this organization would bring to the relationship.
Overall, people regarded community gardens very highly for a variety of reasons, almost all of
which focused on the benefits they would bring to others or the community as a whole. Very
little was said about the personal benefits a community garden would provide, but most
participants seemed to feel this amenity would be a good choice for Pioneer Park.
Key Takeaways
•

All ages reported liking some form of community garden

•

Bare plots for residents

•

City-maintained gardens for resident enjoyment and
education

•

Possibility for programming

Recommendation 4: Winter Activities
We recommend that the City focus on winter activities when redesigning Pioneer Park. Many
participants reported feeling Pioneer Park is underutilized in the winter. While any respondents
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who reported walking as their primary use of the park said they continue to do this in the
winter, they did note the opportunity to do so is limited by the daylight as well as the quality of
the trail surface. Respondents suggested many uses or amenities that could be added to the
park during the winter months. A popular suggestion was to create an ice-skating surface. As
many respondents noted, the surface could be smaller and need not have many amenities. A
small skating pond that would allow for ice skating, but not necessarily lend itself to organized
team sports like hockey or broomball, seemed to be the most popular idea. Another
respondent who was of senior age suggested a simple cross-country skiing track. He specifically
noted the idea of being able to participate in this activity on an easy track, as opposed to the
usual cross-country skiing trails in the area. While Minnesota is considered a popular
destination for cross-country skiing (selling some 10,000 passes per year), a short groomed ski
trail designed for those looking for a less strenuous workout may allow older residents,
beginners, and those just looking to do a few laps at a nearby location the opportunity to
engage in the sport. Providing a groomed trail at the park would also allow riders of fat-tire
bikes a local, low-barrier trail to ride. As our population continues to age, it is important to
consider ways to allow those who are still willing and able to be active to do so with less chance
of injury or need for endurance. A trail at Pioneer Park may be well suited for this purpose.
Key Takeaways:
Suggested Activities:
•

Ice skating surface

•

Cross-country skiing track

•

Fire Pit

•

Small snow mound for “little kid” sledding

•

Winter playground

Recommendation 5: Enhance and Promote Natural Features
A major theme throughout the responses from participants was that they valued the natural
and open spaces of Pioneer Park. Youth reported valuing quiet spaces as a place to relax. Older
adults reported using the park primarily as a place to walk and enjoy nature. Many respondents
regard Pioneer Park’s current natural and open spaces positively. We recommend that the City
seek ways to enhance and promote the current natural features of the park. Possible ways to
accomplish this would be to add seating to allow for nature watching. Creating private natural
spaces that allow for individuals or small groups to gather outside but feel secluded was viewed
positively by participants.
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Many respondents focused on the pond area. Currently the pond has an abundance of natural
growth at the water’s edge. Respondents expressed a desire to reduce this growth in an effort
to see more of the pond. Respondents from the Pitrina Park townhomes also reported negative
feelings about the rain garden area and the natural border growth that separates their
neighborhood from the park. The current style of growth was seen as dirty and unkempt. Some
programming or education about the natural growth and what it means for the park and the
ecosystem in general may improve feelings toward non-landscaped areas. It may also be
possible to add some programming or partnerships with community groups, like the townhome
owners, who may be interested in maintaining these areas more. Working together may help
the City to better meet the desires of the residents while also allowing the residents to
understand the need for and benefits of natural growth.
Another way people would like to be able to enjoy the park is by having the option to grill in the
park. Adding more grills was a frequently reported desire. Many respondents said they would
take advantage of this option if it were available and would end up spending more time in the
park. The softball league director saw this as a major benefit for his teams. He felt the addition
of grilling options would be ideal for tournament days in the park, when friends and families
may come to watch.
Covered picnic areas would allow for more use of the park by providing shelter from the sun
and elements. A focus on smaller structures that fit a single-family unit (large enough for 1–2
tables) may be most beneficial for those who don’t have the opportunity or space to host
outdoor gatherings at their own home.
Finally, any promotion of natural features may benefit from increased programming around the
natural space. This could include educational signage, as well as traditional program activities
about the space. Opportunities exist for partnerships with existing community organizations to
both design and implement this programming. The youth group talked about how they use the
park almost daily for recreational programming, but would welcome the opportunity for more
educational or fun learning activities. Adults reported appreciating opportunities to learn about
new flora, ecosystems and habitats. While signage provides constant programming with
minimal effort, staffed events that allow for more specialized learning may be appreciated as
well. One resident spoke very positively about their experience in a stargazing class. They noted
the ease of participating and the enjoyment they got from learning about a possible activity to
do in the park that they had not previously considered. Programming can enhance the quality
of life for residents of all ages, as well as expose people to new potential uses of the park.
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Key Takeaways:
•

Provide areas for meditation/quiet reflection

•

Expand seating and picnicking options

•

Small covered areas

•

Private areas

•

Grills

•

Beautify rain garden area

•

Clean up around the pond

•

Plant native plants and wildflowers

Recommendation 6: Concession Stand Services
We recommend that the City consider expanding concession stand services. Many residents
reported wanting the concession stand to be open more hours and more regularly than it
currently is. It was often reported that, if light snack and meal options were available, people
would spend more time in the park. Residents reported wanting to buy food and eat it in the
park. Retired residents said they may go eat lunch and walk in the afternoon. Parents reported
having options for a family treat would be nice. The softball league director suggested if there
were options like hot dogs and hamburgers, his players would patronize the stand more.
Many respondents also noted the concession stand does not currently operate on a regular
basis. While many acknowledged the current pandemic as an immediate reason, many felt it
was irregular before COVID shut things down. Providing regular and expanded hours of
operation of the concession stand may lead to greater usage of the park. Considering options to
make this happen and discussing potential costs associated with expanded hours may help
increase resident understanding of the operating status of the concession stand. The idea of
opening up the space above the concession stand for use as a place to sit, eat, and view the
park was well received. We recommend the City consider options for improving this space and
offering it as another gathering option. The idea of opening up the space by removing the roof
and making it an open-air space was well received. Respondents felt this would create a unique
and enjoyable amenity. All participants who were asked said they would definitely use an openair, upper-level public space. This space could also serve as a community room. While the stairs
create a barrier to use for some, the space is currently underutilized and would benefit the City
through increased use of the park. Further study of the options for this space and the related
expenses to remodel it for those purposes should be done.
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Key Takeaways:
•

Participants reported a desire to purchase healthy snacks
or light meal options (burgers, hot dogs, sandwiches)

•

Would choose to sit and eat in the park

•

Softball league participants would appreciate greater
options

Recommendation 7: Avoid Regional Draws
As stated in recommendation two, parking-related issues were the main reported concern.
After hearing from all participants, it appears that the underlying concern is fear of Pioneer Park
turning into a regional draw. The main issue is the potential added traffic this type of attraction
would create. Some residents reported having this same concern about specific features like a
splash pad or a community building intended to host large social gatherings. Several
participants reported feeling that a regional draw would be a waste of taxpayer dollars because
Little Canada does not having the types of businesses that might benefit from attracting people
from outside the immediate community. Participants also reported concerns about capacity to
handle a large increase in traffic to the park, and the effect it would have on the surrounding
neighborhoods. Participants reported feeling that any feature being considered for this space
should benefit the residents of Little Canada, while not necessarily encouraging people from
the greater Twin Cities region to visit the park. Possible ways to achieve this stated desire
would be to keep any new features smaller in scale or to duplicate an already existing feature
found elsewhere in the region. Other cities have mitigated regional use concerns by charging
fees to nonresidents. The addition of a fee structure may help address concerns about expense
to taxpayers. Limiting the number of passes available may also address concerns about
increased traffic.
Key Takeaways
Reported concerns:
•

Increased traffic

•

Noise

•

Parking issues

•

Congestion

•

Expense
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Recommendation 8: Land Acknowledgement
A final recommendation is for the City of Little Canada to create a formal land
acknowledgement. During the research process, the RCP team discovered a lack of knowledge
about the Native American history of Little Canada. While the colonial history is well known and
still told today (many families still living in Little Canada can trace their roots to the first white
settlers in 1844), it is important to acknowledge and share the long Native American history of
this land as well.
According to the Little Canada Historical Society,
The Mdewakanton Dakota from Little Crow's Village or Kaposia (seasonal home) made
their summer home in the area that is today Little Canada because of the abundant
fishing and hunting resources. The first white settlers in the region were
French/Canadians. Many of the descendants of these settlers still reside in Little Canada.
The city's largest lake, Lake Gervais, was named after Benjamin Gervais. He was the first
white man to claim land here in 1844.
Little Crow was a prominent Dakota leader, involved in signing many of the treaties with the
United States, and a leader in the U.S.-Dakota war. It is highly likely that there would have been
interactions between his village and the Canadian settlers who arrived in 1844. These
interactions may or may not have been friendly; our team could not find information about this
during our research.
If the first person to claim land in Little Canada did so in 1844, this was before the treaties of
Traverse des Sioux and Mendota, through which the Dakota lost most of their land. So at that
time, that land may have still have belonged to the Dakota. The Maplewood Historical Society
recounts the experiences of the Dakota around this time:
The written history of Maplewood begins about 165 years ago when European and
French-Canadian settlers began farming in this area. Prior to this time, the land was
inhabited by the Dakota Indians with occasional visits by French and English fur traders
and explorers.
In 1850, a group of families ventured from St. Paul along an Indian trail that is now
Hazelwood Street. They were the Bells, Caseys, Conlins and Vincents. At today’s County
Road C, they turned to the east and began to build their log cabins. The sound of their
axes alerted the Dakota who had a hunting camp nearby and thought the land was still
theirs.
The Dakota asked them to leave and the newcomers quickly retraced their steps. The
settlers made repeated attempts to claim the land they had bought for two dollars per
acre from the Federal government. Finally in 1853, after the Dakota moved to a
reservation on the Minnesota River, the pioneers could build their cabins.

17

While the French-Canadian settlers who built Little Canada may not have been actively involved
in what ultimately happened to the Dakota, most likely the town was built on land that was
purposely taken from the Dakota to be given to such settlers.
After considering this history, our team set out to learn more about contemporary feelings
toward Little Canada and Pioneer Park among Native Americans. This led us to the Roseville
Area School District’s American Indian Parent Advisory Council (AIPAC). Two of Little Canada’s
schools are part of this school district, so the members of this group are connected to Little
Canada through this affiliation. At the meeting (see meeting notes later in this document), we
learned that there are some negative feelings around the word “pioneer,” as well as the
behavior of the first white settlers who allowed for settlement of these lands. While no specific
grievances related to the settling of Little Canada were cited during the meeting, general
negative feelings were reported. Little Canada has an opportunity to work with Native
American stakeholders to reconcile the past with the present in a way that honors the entire
history of the land and moves forward in a way that is truthful, honest, and educational for
future generations.
Land acknowledgements have become a best practice for acknowledging the history of
settlement. It is a way to provide perspective and invite everyone to think about the Native
American history of the land we occupy. In Minnesota, there are many organizations that may
be helpful in creating a land acknowledgement. The first organization is the Native Governance
Center (nativegov.org). The Native Governance Center, located in St. Paul, is a nonprofit
organization whose mission is to strengthen tribal governance. The Native Governance Center
has created an online toolkit to aid institutions like city governments in the creation of their
own land acknowledgements. These tools are available at nativegov.org/a-guide-to-indigenousland-acknowledgment/. A representative from the Native Governance Center offered to review
any acknowledgement document created by the City (see meeting notes for follow-up and
contact information). Another organization that may be of value is the Minnesota History
Center (www.mnhs.org/historycenter). The Center has extensive information about the
complete history of Minnesota and may be able to provide helpful insights and connections.
We also recommend working with AIPAC and other Native American community members to
develop this land acknowledgement. AIPAC has a history of working with the Roseville Area
School District. Structuring the relationship in a similar fashion may help to strengthen the
relationship and allow for a more productive process. Engaging Native community members to
be involved in and lead the process may create trust in the relationship, in addition to including
relevant but often unheard voices and perspectives in the development of the declaration. If
this approach is taken, it is important that the work undertaken is genuine, and that Native
American participants steer these efforts.
A representative from the school board suggested at the AIPAC meeting that there may be
opportunities for AIPAC to be involved in curriculum development and programming,
specifically for younger grades. Including youth voices in the process may be another way to
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include more of the community and increase buy-in. A large, community-wide effort may be
best undertaken after a smaller working group has begun the process.

Key Takeaways
•

Collaborate with AIPAC on land acknowledgement efforts

•

Involve classrooms/youth in the development of the document

•

Resources for creating the acknowledgement are available through the
Native Governance Center in St. Paul (nativegov.org/a-guide-toindigenous-land-acknowledgment/)

•

Make land acknowledgement a piece of the grand reopening of the park
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APPENDIX LIST
The following appendices are available upon request from the City of Little Canada
(https://www.littlecanadamn.org/):
Appendix A: Interview Script
Appendix B: Initial Interview Request Email
Appendix C: Participant Follow Up Email
Appendix D: Follow Up Demographic Questions
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