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Mni Sota Makoce, aka, Minnesota as the sacred
homeland of the Dakota and Anishinaabe people
was not a concern for the mid-19th-century
“governing and developing” state bodies. While City
Council was erecting bridges and hospitals, settlers
found themselves taking refuge in Lakewood
Cemetery. The call for public recreational green
spaces was growing.




| Despite community calls for parks, the City Council
didn’t take the movement seriously until land-owning
elites got involved. That’'s when park development
became a political issue. Union workers raised concerns
about land being taken from the working class, while
Republican spokespeople framed it as a matter of
“progress and development,” claiming it would create
jobs.
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Minnesota elites hid behind sentimental claims
about giving mothers a place to bring their
children for “nature’s enrichment”—but, like the
creation of Central Park in New York, it was really
about boosting property values and
consolidating wealth.




It wasn’t until influential landowners and capitalists like
Charles Loring, often referred to as, “the grandfather of
Minneapolis parks”, had allies within the Minneapolis City
Council that a bill for a Parks Board was proposed. During

this period, voting remained a privilege exclusive to white

male landowners. Despite concerns regarding who would

benefit the most, the bill for a Parks Board was ultimately
passed on April 3rd, 1883.




William King, a newspaper owner, donated part of his
Lyndale Farm estate and the northern shore of Lake
Harriet—but only on the condition that the state build a
park and road there. This move boosted his property
value and set a pattern for land speculators and real
estate developers to use parks as a way to grow their
wealth. These early parks were often placed next to
neighborhoods with racial covenants—legal restrictions

that prevented Black, Indigenous, and other people of (#a
~#4 color from living there. Parks became tools not just for &
; profit, but for reinforcing racial segregation, protecting {8

" white property values while excluding communities of
** color from public investment and green space.
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This strategy became
a formula for the elite
throughout the 20th
century: “donate” a
slice of their land, get
the city to pay for
park development,
then watch the value
of their remaining
property skyrocket.
Property facing parks
could triple in value.
Park planners and
real estate
developers worked
hand in hand,
reshaping entire
neighborhoods to line
their pockets. |




Wetlands were drained and destroyed to
build parks like Nokomis and Hiawatha.
Today, 98% of Minneapolis residents live

within 10 minutes of the city’s waterfront—but
at what cost? What landscapes, homes, and
communities were erased to make way for
these parks?
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Today, wealthy homeowners are the primary
beneficiaries of the Park Board’s independent power.
With its own police force, union, and a budget
exceeding $100 million, the board often puts parking
lots and roads for businesses ahead of the
community’s needs.




MAP OF
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

SHOWING PARK SYSTEM

Parks and Power:is a grassroots, community-led
initiative to strive towards racial, gehder, and economic
~ justice in the Minneapolis parks system




