city of saint paul

planning commission resolution
file number

date

WHEREAS, Paster Development, File # 20-013-859, has applied for a conditional use permit to
increase maximum height from 50 feet to 58 feet, parking variance (147 spaces required, 90
proposed), variance of minimum percentage of first floor devoted to non-residential principal use
(50% required, 4.4% proposed), and variance of maximum percentage of first floor devoted to
residential use (50% maximum, 95.6% proposed) under the provisions of § 61.501; § 61.601;

§ 61.202(b); and § 66.531(a) of the Saint Paul Legislative Code, on property located at 2225
University Avenue W, Parcel [dentification Number (PIN) 32.29.23.11.0015, and 2224 Charles
Avenue, PIN 32.29.23.11.0016 legally described as Hewitts Qut Lots, Lot 61 2 and Hewitts Out
Lots, Lot 62 EX S 260 FT of E 35 FT, and Lot 63 EX S 260 FT, and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Committee of the Planning Commission, on March 12, 2020, held a
public hearing at which all persons present were given an opportunity to be heard pursuant to
said application in accordance with the requirements of § 61.303 of the Saint Paul Legislative
Code; and

WHEREAS, the Saint Paul Planning Commission, based on the evidence presented to its
Zoning Committee at the public hearing as substantizlly reflected in the minutes, made the
following findings of fact:

1. The application is to allow a five-story mixed-use building with 147 housing units and 1,400
sq. ft. of commercial space, fronting on University Avenue within the Raymond Station Area
of the Green Line LRT.

2. §61.501 lists five standards that all conditional uses must satisfy:

(a) The extent, location and intensity of the use will be in substantial compliance with the
Saint Paul Comprehensive Plan and any applicable subarea plans which were approved
by the city council. This condition is met. The most detailed guidance for this site comes
from the Raymond Station Area Plan, which identifies this location as being within the
"Raymond Historic Village” character area. Section 4.1.1 Built Form states:

a) New development along Universify Avenue should be 2 to 6 residential stories in
height with transitions that respect the existing scale and character of the historic
buildings along the street. The northeast corner exhibits potential for taller building
heights, and could reach 6-8 stories if setback from the intersection on a 3-4 story
podium-type building.
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At five stories, the proposed project is within the desired height range.

The use is also consistent with the approved 2040 Comprehensive Plan, particularly
Policy LU-1:
Encourage transit-supportive density and direct the majority of growth to areas
with the highest existing or planned transit capacity.

(b) The use will provide adequate ingress and egress to minimize traffic congestion in the
public streets, This condition is met. Vehicle access will be provided off Pillsbury
Avenue, a low-volume street.

{c) The use will not be detrimental to the existing character of the development in the
immediate neighborhood or endanger the public health, safety and general welfare. This
condition is met. The use with the proposed building height is consistent with other
existing uses near the site. It is not anticipated to have any negative impact on the
immediate neighborhood.

(d) The use will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of the
surrounding property for uses permitted in the district. This condition is met. The 58 ft.
building height that is the subject of the conditional permit will not impede the normal
development of surrounding properties. The residential use, which is permitted in the
district, will introduce new spacing standards (60 ft. from residential use) for the adjacent
drive-thru use, an allowed use in IT. However, the restaurant with the drive-thru use has
been a nonconforming structure since the site was rezoned to IT in 2011. If and when
restaurant is rebuilt to IT design requirements, it would be able to meet the spacing
standards for the drive-thru.

(e) The use shall, in all other respects, conform to the applicable regulations of the district in
which it is located. This condition is met subject to approval of the following requested
variances:

3. The application seeks a parking variance (147 spaces required, 90 proposed). Zoning Code
§ 61.601 states that the Planning Commission shall have the power to grant variances from
the strict enforcement of the provisions of this code upon a finding that:

(a) The variance is in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the zoning code.
This finding is met. The variance is in harmony with the following purposes of the zoning
code (§ 60.103) in particular:

(b) To implement the policies of the comprehensive plan;

(i) Toencourage a compatible mix of land uses, at densities that support transit,
that reflect the scale, character and urban design of Saint Paul's existing
traditional neighborhoods;

() To provide housing choice and housing affordability;

(b) The variance is consistent with the comprehensive plan. This finding is met. The site is
within the Raymond Station Area Planning Boundary of the Raymond Station Area Plan,
which is adopted as part of the Comprehensive Plan. Plan section “4,5 Managed Parking
Strategies” states:

d) Parking requirements should be reduced or eliminated to reduce development
costs, support transit ridership and open new possibilities for flexible live-work
spaces on smaller sites where on-site parking is not available.

(c) The applicant has established that there are practical difficulties in complying with the
provision; that the property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner



Planning Commission Resolution
20-013-859
Page 3 of 4

not permitted by the provision. Economic considerations alone do not constitute practical
difficulties. This finding is met. IT zoning is not frequently used within transit station
areas and does not account for parking reductions commonly used there. Since LRT has
been operational in Saint Paul, housing projects built within Green Line station areas
have been generally providing well under the parking required in the IT district. Building
off-street parking at the required rate for housing at this location would be likely to over-
supply parking.

(d) The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created
by the landowner. This finding is met. Although the property is within the “Station Area
Planning Area” and within the “Area of Change” (which means redevelopment is
anticipated and encouraged) the site was rezoned to IT rather than a T district in 2011. T
zoning districts within the Raymond Station Area Planning Boundary and within one
block from this site are not required to provide any off-street parking.

(e) The variance will not permit any use that is not allowed in the zoning district where the
affected land is located. This finding is met. Both residential and commercial uses are
allowed in the IT zoning district.

(f) The variance will not alter the essential character of the surrounding area. This finding is
met. The surrounding area is a transit station area and intended to have transit-oriented
development. Transit-oriented development prioritizes the use of transit and walking
over driving and parking automobiles.

4. The application seeks a variance of the minimum percentage of the first floor devoted to
non-residential principal use (50% maximum, 4.4% proposed) and maximum percentage of
first floor devoted to residential use (50% maximum, 95.6% proposed). Section 61.601
states that the Planning Commission shall have the power to grant variances from the strict
enforcement of the provisions of this code upon a finding that:

(a) The variance is in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the zoning code.
This finding is met. The variance is in harmony with the following purposes of the
zoning code (Section 60.103) in particular:

{b) To implement the policies of the comprehensive plan;

(i) To encourage a compatible mix of land uses, at densities that support transit,
that reflect the scale, character and urban design of Saint Paul's existing
traditional neighborhoods;

() To provide housing choice and housing affordability;

(b) The variance is consistent with the comprehensive plan. This finding is met. The
Raymond Station Area Plan identifies this site as being within the “Raymond Historic
Area,” which calls for a mix of uses in Section 4.1.1 Built Form:

All new development should promote transparency and activity at street level.

f) First floor commercial or retail uses should help to animate the street by
incorporating large glass frontages that allow the activity within to be seen from
the street and have at least one entrance that is oriented towards Raymond or
University Avenue, access points to the station platforms, and/or key gathering
places.

Because the site is also outside of the “Priority Active Frontage” zone, which
prioritizes commercial uses, having a smailer portion of the frontage dedicated to the
use is consistent with the plan.

(c) The applicant has established that there are practical difficulties in complying with
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the provision; that the property owner proposes to use the properly in a reasonable
manner not permitted by the provision. Economic considerations alone do not
constitute practical difficulties. This finding is met. By providing commercial space on
the first floor along University Avenue, the application is mesting the intent of the
Raymond Station Area Plan for the site to provide building transparency and “eyes
on the street,” which support a pedestrian-oriented environment. Providing additional
commercial space in the building would remove parking while simultaneously
increasing the amount of parking required. This would be impractical because it
would increase the requested parking variance.

(d) The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not

(e)

(f)

created by the landowner. This finding is met. The requirement for 50% ground floor
commercial uses in the IT zoning district is intended to preserve employment uses in
industrial planned areas. However, this site is within both the “Area of Change,” and
“Raymond Historic Village” character area as defined in the Raymond Station Area
Plan, meaning the policy intent for the site is to be redeveloped as mixed-use. The
site is also specifically excluded from the West Midway Industrial Area Plan study
boundary, which identified land to be preserved for industrial uses.

The variance will not permit any use that is not allowed in the zoning district where
the affected land is located. Both residential and commercial uses are allowed in the
IT zoning district.

The variance will not alter the essential character of the surrounding area. This
finding is met. The use and variance are consistent with the mixed-use character of
the area.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Saint Paul Planning Commission, under the
authority of the City's Legislative Code, that the application of Paster Development for a
conditional use permit to increase maximum height from 50 feet to 58 feet, parking variance
(147 spaces required, 90 proposed), variance of minimum percentage of first floor devoted to
non-residential principal use (50% required, 4.4% proposed), and variance of maximum
percentage of first floor devoted to residential use (50% maximum, 95.6% proposed) at 2225
University Ave W and 2224 Charles is hereby approved subject to the following condition:

1. Final plans approved by the Zoning Administrator for this use shall be in substantial
compliance with the plan submitted and approved as part of this application.
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St. Anthony Park Community Council/District 12 ST. ANTHON: PARK
2395 University Avenue West, Suite 300E 5«;&‘
Saint Paul, MN 55114 2

To: Paul Dubruiel, Planning Tech for Zoning
Planning & Economic Development

1400 CHA 25 W. 4th St.

Saint Paul, MN 55102

March 9, 2020

Dear Mr. Dubruiel,

Per the recommendation of the SAPCC Land Use Committee, our Executive Committee voted
unanimously via email on March 8, 2020 in support of Paster Properties and Yellow Tree Development
for a conditional use permit and two variances for a housing project at 2225 University Ave.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

E N Lt

Kathryn Murray, Executive Director
kathryn{@sapcc.org | 651-649-5992
WWW.Sapee.org

cc: Mike Sirudivant, Pastor Properties
Robb Lubenow, Yellow Tree Corp.



ZF# )0-013-894
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Capital
= Partners

March 9, 2020

Re: Letter of Support for 2227 University Ave

To whom this may concern,

Capital Partners has reviewed Paster Properties submittal set for their upcoming project at 2227
University Ave and is please to offer our support of this project. We have worked with Paster
Properties on past ventures and have experienced nothing but professionalism and care by their
team.

As ownership of 1.8M SF of real estate [ocated within a square mile of the proposed project, we see
nothing but positivity's for the neighborhood. The addition of the proposed project will further
grow and develop the area into a bustling residential and vibrant economic area. We look forward
toit! ’

Sincerely,

S
Becca Krieger
Property Manager
Becca@capitalpartnersmn.com
612.430.3006

Capital Partners Management
5201 Eden Avenue S, Sulte 50
Edina, MN 55436

www.CapiiaiPartnershN.com




20-012-351
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Nicki Shiljahngnim <stpaulksw@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 11:32 AM '
To; Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Proposed parking variance

Think Before You: Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Dear Representative,

I have been encouraged by the property manager of my apartment building to join them in opposing a requested
parking variance. | absolutely disagree with my property manager, and | completely support the proposed variance.

| strongly encourage the District Council to address climate change in this finy way by reducing the availability of free
parking for cars. One of the only tools your office currenily has is the ability to reduce or eliminate parking requirements
for developers. Devoting less land and resources to single occupant vehicles is absolutely necessary in helping to shift
our communities away from a reliance on driving and toward walking, biking, and transit use.

Thank you,

Nicki Jones
765 Hampden Ave Apt 337
5t Paul, MN 55114
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Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Zac Delventhal <delventhalz@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 8:54 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-5tPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance on University is a Great First Step!

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization,

As a St. Paul resident, living in the University/Raymond area, I'was excited to hear that you will be reducing the number
of required parking spaces for the new properties on 2225 University and 2224 Charles Ave. | am committed both to a
more walkable neighborhood, and to lower housing costs generally. These are big long terms goals, but this parking
variance is a small step in the right direction. When we set aside space for cars, we make invariably make it harder for
pedestrians to get around (not to mention the impact on our climate). Furthermore, onerous building restrictions are
one of the chief contributors to the affordable housing crisis gripping our communities. Why should we all pay higher
rents just so 57 more cars have space set aside to park?

Thank you for your thoughtful decision making on this issue. Going forward, | hope we see the St. Paul government, at
all levels, continue to thoughtfully reduce restrictions on affordable walkable neighborhoods. While there is a concerted

effort amongst my building’s management to oppose this change, know that residents are in full support of your
decision.

Thank you, and take care,
Zachariah Delventhal

2285 University Ave W #411
Saint Paul MN, 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Cade Holmseth <cholms@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 1:.03 PM

To: Jerve, Anton {C]-StPaul)

Subject: Parking decisions in proximity to 2225 University Ave. in St. Paul

Think Eéfqré_ Y;éu_ click: Th i-élema_'i_li_br?igi_hat_ed outside our organization.

Anton:

I am writing this e-mail concerning the upcoming decision regarding parking near the 2225 University Ave. and
2224 Charles Ave. area. | am very much in opposition to granting a parking variance for the proposed
developments, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

I have lived in the area for over 10 years and the parking is already atrocious over here, even before the 2
most recent developments were built. There is already extremely limited (definitely not enough to support
those that live within a half mile of any of the developments for overnight parking) even in the best of
conditions. With the less than stellar plowing in St. Paul, and Minnesota being as weather unpredictable as it
is, and almost every street within a reasonable walking distance from the living complexes in the area being
night plow routes, there already is a vast overuse of what is available. Some of the housing in the area is
subsidized housing and this puts an undue burdon on the people that live there.

Please do not vote to allow the parking variance to pass.

Sincerely,

Cade Holmseth
2285 University Ave. W. #311




Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: r.g. <skeletonmachinery@gmail.com> .

Senf: Monday, March 09, 2020 7:46 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance for 2225 University/2224 Charles

Thi_nk Before Yﬂu.ﬁl_ie'l.(i This email originated outside our organization.

Goaod evening,

1am a resident of the Raymond Village neighborhood, and | am writing to oppose any parking variance for a
development project at 2225 University Avenue and 2224 Charles Avenue.

| wish to exprass vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 1o 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Sincerely,

River Gordon

2323 Charles Ave #201
St. Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From; Milan Mockovak <oldisanattitude@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 8:47 PM

To: Jerve, Anton {CI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking

think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

| oppose the granting of a parking variance reducing parking
spaces from 147 to 90. Do not grant this variance.

Milan Mockovak. 787 Hampden Av. Apt 223



20-013-859

Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: ugee75 <ugee75@aol.com>

Sent; Tuesday, March 10, 2020 7:55 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-SiPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. 8 2224 Charles Ave,

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organizatioh-._

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance,

Thank you,
Ugo Onwuneme
Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts

2285 University Ave. W
Si. Paul, MN 55114

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device




Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Chad Bush <chad.t.bush@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 3:46 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (C1-StPaul)

Subject: Proposed Parking Permit

Think Before You €lick: This ermal originated outside our organization:

We the undersigned resident(s} living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if It were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, lfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Chad Bush
2285 University Ave W, Apt 210
Saint Paul, MN 55514
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Jennifer Brown <lynnjb33@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 2:23 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization:

We the undersigned rasident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose Iif it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do noi grant this variance.

| feel this would make it more difficult for our guests to park near our building and also make it harder to find parking for
local retail and restaurants.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Brown

765 Hampden Ave, St. Paul 55114

Unif 604
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Marcella Spears <marcie@marciespears.com:>

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 2:04 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (C|-StPaul)

Subject: Vote NO to proposed parking variance near University and Charles Avenues (Saint Paul)
Importance: High

Think Before You Click: This email origin'ated outside,o'ur organization.

Dear Represeniative Jerve,

I am a resident at The Lyric, on the corner of University and Hampden Avenues. When | moved here in May 2016, on-
street parking was satisfactory for neighborhood residents and businesses. Since then, both the RAY and Union Flats
apartment buildings have opened. Now, on-street parking is extremely difficult to find. Also, driving on both Charles and
Hampden Avenues is problematic and somewhat precarious, especially when residential on-street parking is combined
with the significant volume of industrial truck traffic in this area.

Given the current parking situation, 1 VIGOROUSLY oppose the granting of a parking variance for proposed development
near 2225 University Avenue and 2224 Charles Avenue. It is my understanding that the proposed variance would reduce
the number of required off-street parking spaces from 147 to 90, further exacerbating the known shortage of on-street
parking in this neighborhood.

Please do not grant this proposed parking variance. In conjunction with considering development proposals for this
neighborhood, please enforce the minimum number of off-street parking spaces as prescribed by current zoning
regulations.

With gratitude for your service,
Marcella Spears

765 Hampden Avenue

Unit 440

Saint Paul, MN 55114
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295 nivority

Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Garrett Hoffman <hoffim873@umn.edu>

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 12:56 FM

To: Jerve, Anton {CI-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance for 2225 University Ave W and 2224 Charles Ave

developments

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Dear Councilman Jerve,

I, the undersigned resident living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave, wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Parking in the neighborhood is already scarce, and I'm specifically worried about street navigability during the
winter months when street parking disappears and the city of st paul does a notoriously bad job of clearing
the streets and enforcing parking rules during snow emergencies.

The conditions this winter were dangerous and I contacted the city several times to ensure parking rules in the
neighborhood were enforced. Despite these efforts, low visibility given cars parked far into the street and too
close to stop signs and intersections caused a motorist to hit me while on my bicycle and I had several near
misses of me as a pedestrian crossing the street inside crosswalks. More corgested street parking would
absolutely unequivocally create more unsafe conditions than what already exist.

The additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum
off-street parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1 feel, excessively burdensome and unsafe.

In fact, I would urge the city to evaluate the safety of current parking conditions especially along Charles Ave
between Raymond Ave and Vandalia, consider making that stretch of road a snow emergency route, and
regularly patrol this neighborhood for parking violations.

In sum, please do NOT grant this variance.
If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.

Dr. Garrett Hoffman
765 Hampden Ave #640
St Paui, MN 55114

Garrett D. Hoffman, PhD

Gender Pronouns: they/them/their or he/him/his
(e) hoffm873@umn.edu

(c) 612-508-2217

“Turn soft and lovely anytime you have the chance.”
-lenny Holzer '
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Carly Peterson <carlypeterson@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 11:51 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul}

Subject: | oppose the proposed parking variance

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

| live in close proximity to 2225 University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave. and wish to express vehement opposition to the
granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-street
parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prascribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Carly Peterson

765 Hampden Ave Apt 5168

Sent from my iPhone
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Matthew Gramlich <matthew.gramlich@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 11:03 AM

To: ' Jerve, Anton (Cl-5tPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance

Think Before You Click: This email driginated outside our organization.

District Council Representative:

|, the undersigned resident living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 80.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Additionally, due to the high cost of paid parking, this variance will ultimately end up having a disproportionately
negative effect on lower income families, often people of color and immigrant families, who have already made this
neighborhood their home. | think it is the developer's ethical responsibility to follow the guidelines which the zoning
rules mandate. These guidelines are put in place to ensure the sustainable and enjoyable use of city resources by all
residents. It is unethical to ask the community, local businesses and neighbors, to shoulder the burden of providing such
a substantial amount of parking to their residents. If they are unable to satisfy the zoning regulations, then it seems to
me that they should be unable to proceed with their project. | imagine there is a financial component to this request for
variance, and if so, | think it is inappropriate to ask the community to assume responsibility for the developers financial
concerns and motivations.

All this said, | would eagerly welcome a new development, new neighbors, their property taxes, their support of local
businesses, etc. as long as the developers and owners are held to the same standards as we all are in the establishment
of their property. Our neighbarhood will continue to grow and expand, and | am confident that it is dangerous to set the
precedent that new developments should be allowed to circumvent regulations as a matter of convenience and financial
self-interest.

Respectfully,

Matthew Gramlich
765 Hampden Ave N, #242
St Paul, MN 55114

Matthew Gramlich

matthew.gramlich@gmail.com
612.282.5065




20-013-691

2205 universtky
Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)
R
From: Butler, Corey <Corey.Butler@smsu.edu>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 10:40 AM
To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)
Subject: Parking variance

Think Before You Clidk: This email originated outside our drganization.

Dear Mr. Jerve,
1 live near 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., and | am opposed to the granting
of a parking variance for the housing developments on these sites, which would reduce

the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90. Street parking
along Hampden and Charles Avenue is already scarce and difficult
to find, which makes it hard for guests to visit and customers to
shop, and the additional parking pressures from this development
would make it much, much worse. Please do not grant this

variance.

Really, what's the point of having a rule if we just grant variances whenever we want?
Sincerely,
Corey Butler

465 Hampden Ave APT 422, Saint Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barb Hawes <hwsbrb@yahoo.com>
Friday, March 06, 2020 10:29 AM
Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

oppose variance at 2224 Charles Ave

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Greetings.

o0 - (%- 49
2119 UN wr’;ﬂ’w

I am voicing my opposition to the parking variance being sought at 2225 University and 2224 Charles.

As a resident of The Lyric, | can attest to how congested street parking already is along Charles. The roads become

especially difficult in winter.
Barb Hawes

765 Hampden Ave Apt 422
St Paul MN 55114

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul) '

From: Dylan Karsten «<dylanhkarsten@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 9:32 AM

To: . Jerve, Anton {ClI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance Opposition

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organizaiioh.

Good Morning,

1 live in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave. and wish to express vehement opposition to the
granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-
street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find. The additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance!

Sincerely,

Dylan Karsten
2323 Charles Ave
Apt 201

St. Paul, MN 55114
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Travis Stratton <travis.stratton@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2020 9:.09 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking variance opposition

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Travis Stratton
2323 Charles Ave, Apt 212
St Paul, MN 55114

Travis Stratton
travis.stratton@gmail.com
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Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Haewon Jun <junxx068@umn.edu>
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2020 5:22 PM
To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance

Think Before You Click: This email or_iginéted outside our organization.

Hello,

We the undersigned resideni(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult fo find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, l/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Haewon
2323 Charles Ave, St Paul, MN 55114
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Beth Banta <hethebanta@gmail.com>
Sent; Thursday, March 05, 2020 4:42 PM
To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Neighborhood parking

Think Before _You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

As a resident of Ray Apartments at 2323 Charles Avenue | am vehemently opposed to the loss of any more

parking spaces in this neighborhood. We pay alot in rent and it can be a real difficulty sometimes when we can’t park
near our home. Granted, we chose to live in this congested area because my husbhand can walk to work but please don’t
add to the problem unnecessarily.

Thank you,

Beth Banta
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: David Banta <david.nmn.banta@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2020 4:31 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Parking at 2225 Charles

Thi'nl-c_iBefbre-"lon Click: This email originated outside our organization,

Hi
I live at The Ray. Parking is very tight at present.

Lots of people living at Union Flats currently park on'the street rather than using their garage space. There are also
people parking in the neighborhood and getting on light rail.

Any additional tax on street parking will make living here unbearable.
Sincerely,

David Banta

David Banta
2323 Charles Ave
Saint Paul
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Andrea Mislan <andreamislan@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 3:30 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our orga'nization.‘

1, living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement opposition to the
granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-
street parking spaces required from 147 to 90. Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely
scarce and difficuit to find, and the additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to
provide the minimum off-street parking prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not
grant this variance. Thank you.

Andrea Mislan
Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts 2285 University Ave. W St. Paul, MN 55114 355
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Laureen Gibson <gibson.laureen@gmail.com>

Sent: ' Friday, March 06, 2020 3:52 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (C1-StPaul}

Subject: Oppaosition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave,

Th_‘iﬁk Before You Click: This e'rﬁailr‘t'jrriginated outside our organiZat‘ion.

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which
would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,

Laureen Berlin-Gibson

Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts
2285 University Ave. W

St. Paul, MN 55114

Laureen Gibson

(651) 308-5949
www.linkedin.com/in/laureenberlingibson
pronouns: she / her / hers

You have a more interesting life if you wear impressive clothes - Vivienne Westwood
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Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)
From: Joey Miller <jophesdavid@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 3:53 PM
To: Jerve, Anton (Ci-StPaul)
Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. 8 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, i feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,
Joey Miller
Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts

2285 University Ave. W
St. Paul, MN 55114

Sent from my iPhone
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Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Alec Steers <alsteers@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 2:41 PM
To: Jerve, Anton {CI-StPaul}

Subject: : Parking Variance

Tl-i'iink Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, 1 feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

[ feel this would make it more difficult for our guests to park near our building and also make it harder to find parking for
local retail and resfaurants.

Sincerely,

Alec Steers

765 Hampden Ave, $i. Paul 55114

Unit 604



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Casey Beck <caseybeckart@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 7:54 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-SiPaul)

Subject: Parking near Hampden Ave. and University Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Helio Anton,
| hope that you are having a nice start to you week!

I am writing to you regarding the parking situation in the Hampden Ave. and University Ave. It has
been brought to my attention that the folks putting together a new apartment complex in this area are
requesting to have a significantly smaller amount of parking spots than what the zoning currently
allows. | want to voice my concerns about this as someone that lives in the Carlton Place Lofts. Not
only for myself, but for many other that live here will be effected greatly by this; many of us, including
myself are already required to park on the side of the street. There is currently already a very limited
selection of parking and sometimes | need to walk quite a ways just to get home after parking my car.
| am not okay with the proposed changes to the current zoning. | truly believe that allowing for this
new complex to be required less parking spots that what it should be will negatively effect the
surrounding community and interrupt many folks' day to day lives.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
All the best,

Casey

Casey Beck

262-751-8389

CaseyBeckArt.com

Instagram: @beckpots

Shop for pottery: https://mww.etsy.com/shop/BeckPots



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: annette hyder <annette.hyder@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, March 08, 2020 7:39 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email ofiéinated out-si,de ourfbrganization.

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

3

Thank you,

Annette Hyder

Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts
2285 University Ave. W

St. Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Craig Hill <craig.hill.chill@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, March 08, 2020 4:46 PM

To: Jerve, Anton {C1-StPaul)

Subject: Unacceptable changes to neighborhood parking availability

Think Before You Click: This email _c':_fi_‘g_ihated 6u_ts_i-d_.e our organization,

Anton,

| am a resident at the Carleton Artist Lofts in the 2225 University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave. area. The request for
lessening off-street parking for new properties is highly problematic. Driving and parking in the area is currently
chalienging, and having fewer parking options with an influx of people, will make this area extremely difficult to travel
through and to live. :

This section of Charles Ave. has street parking on both sides, which are typically full. During the snow season, the
plows place drifts hetween the parked cars and the drivable road. These small drifis become ice, which last until the
thawing weather returns. The end result is that the two-lane road becomes a 1.25 lane road. With constant parking on
both sides of the street, there are few areas to pull off in order to allow free-flowing traffic.

At my residence, we are paying for lot parking. However, the lack of off-street and street parking for the nearby
residences lead to some of those individuals illegally parking in our lot in the later evenings. As a late-night artisan, I find
that there are no parking spaces in my lot about once per week, due to non-residents parking here. if we increase the
amount of residences nearby and decrease their parking availability, it will likely decrease my access to my paid
parking. This leads to more residents circling the area for street parking and overflow lots on either side of the train
tracks.

With additional street parking needs and no available street parking, one can estimate that some individuals will
choose to park on the routes that the large trucks require for offloading in this industrial area. You are already aware of
the constant pothole issues and truck routing. There is potential for street parking to interrupt this flow of truck traffic
through space and speed, due to trucks only having one route through the potholes.

Thank you for listening, and | appreciate you requiring the new area businesses to continue to follow the city planning
courses that benefit cur residents.

Sincerely,

Craig HIlI



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

s e —

From: Molly Anderson <molly.em.anderson@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 08, 2020 10:14 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subjeci: Parking Grievance

Think Before You clicl@: This email originated.outside our organization,

Hello represeniative Jarve,

We the undersighed residents living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Molly Anderson, Ben Petermeier 765 N Hampden Ave, St Paul, MN 55114. Apt. 613



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul) '

From: Renee Guittar <renee.guittar@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 5:27 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul); Rush Benson
Subject: Parking Variance

_'T_tilhk_-Befoi"e You Clicle This email'origi_nated 6u_tside_ bur__brg_ahiiation.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity fo 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose If it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, /we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

variance.

Renee Guittar & Rush Benson
2285 University Ave W, St Paul, MN 55114
Apartment number 406



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Chas Kennedy <chaskennedy@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 5:20 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance 2225 University/2224 Charles Ave

Think B?efofé You Click: This e'mrélil originated outside our organization.

Hi Anton/To whom it may concern:

| live down the street from 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., and | am very opposed to granting a parking
variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces
required from 147 to 90.

Street parking in this neighborhood, in particular along Hampden and Charles Avenues, is already extremely scarce and
difficult to find. The additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the
minimum off-street parking prescribed by zoning would be excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Chas Kennedy

765 Hampden Ave
Apt 610

St Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (Ci-StPaul)

From: Tyler Michaels King <tylermichaelsking@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 3:11 PM

To: Jerve, Anton {(CI-StPaul)

Subject: Concerns on Parking

—Th_ir_a;k Before \{bu Clic!{: Thi':_'{'eriiai'l oriEinaté_d outsidé Gur o_rgéniz.é'ftidn'.

We the undersigned residents living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement oppaosition to the granting of a parking variance for the propesed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 fo 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Tyler and Emily Michaels King
Address: 2285 University Ave W #451, St. Paul MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

S

From: Connie Brock <brock108108@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 2:36 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Parking Variance Request for 2225 University and 2224 Charles

Think Before You Click: This email ariginated outside our organization.

| live in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave. and would like to express vehement opposition to
the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-
street parking spaces required from 147 to S0.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find. The additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would further exacerbate the parking problems. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you for your consideration.

Connie Brock
765 Hampden Ave #307



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Travis Wycislak <traviswycislak@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 10:22 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email orig_in'atéd outside our 6rgani;aftib,n;

We, resident(s} living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charfes Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,

Travis Wycislak

Resident of Carleton Ariist Lofts
2285 University Ave. W

5t. Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Scott D, Cole <scott.cole@collectivity.coop>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 9:17 AM

To: . Jerve, Anton {C|-SitPaul)

Cc: #CI-StPaul_Ward4

Subject: No variance @ 2225 University / 2224 Charles

Think Before You Click: This email originated ouiside o'urro'rganizatio'n.

Hi Anton -

i've been a resident at The Lyric at Carlton Place now for 2 1/2 years, and have seen first hand the serious challenges the
neighborhood faces with insufficient street parking. With the recent completion of the Union Flats property on Charles
and Hampden last fall, the area has endured increased pressure on street parking, to the extent there is typically never a
spot to be found unless its after folks have left for work in the morning. Given our close proximity to the Raymond Ave
light rail stop, many people who take the train also use Hampden and Charles to park when they take the train (for work
or geiting to games).

While as residents we appreciate the improvements new properties can add to our neighborhood, we must vehemently
oppose granting parking variances to potential developers who attempt to put more money in their pockets to save
money on on-site parking build outs for their new buildings. There is simply no way the existing limited street parking
can sustain/support adding another 60 cars, especially given the majority of the adjacent street directly north of the
proposed development (Charles) can't be parked on the north side due to the warehouse loading dock areas that are no-
parking the entire length of that street.

Please include our concerns in the testimony and remarks that come before the public hearing on March 12th in council
chambers. Again, we welcome the development at 2225 University, but oppose any parking variance for that property.

Thank you for your time.

SCOTT D. COLE
CEQ / Co-founder

Pronouns: he/him — Why is this important?

COLLECTIVITY - a colleciive impact software & consulting cooperative

| creating equity 4 all |
2288 UNIVERSITY AVENUE WEST, SUITE 201 | ST. PAUL, MN 55114
651-276-5775 CELL

WIWW.COLLECTIVITY.COOP - Scheduls a Mesting with Me via Calendiy!

“he who conquers himself is the mightiest warrior.” - Confucius



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Rush Benson <rush.benson@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 8:54 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul) _

Subject: Opposition to Parking Yariance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

To whom it may concern,

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90. Street parking afong Hampden and Charles Avenues is
already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional parking pressures this development would pose if it
were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively
burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,
Rush Benson
Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts 2285 University Ave. W St. Paul, MN 55114
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: eringregory.naturalhealth@gmail.com

Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 8:22 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

We, resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,

Erin Gregory

Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts
2285 University Ave. W

St. Paul, MIN 55114

Sent from my iPhone




Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Andrea Lien <andrea_kristin_lien@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 7:15 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Proposed Parking Variance

Think Before You Click: Thns e_rriail originated outside our or:ga-n-_nqujc'ién;

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required fo provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you very much.
Signed,
Andrea Lien

2341 University Ave W, #209
St. Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Marissa Dorschner <mdorschner@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 5:51 PM

To: Jerve, Anton {Cl-5tPaul)

Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave,

Think Before You Click: Tﬁis email originated 'qu'i':rside our 6fga:niza.tion‘

|, a resident living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement
opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would reduce the
number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90. '

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. There are too many units already in this area that are
creating severe parking congestion on the streets.’

Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,

Marissa Dorschner

Resident of Carleton Artist Lofts
2285 University Ave. W

St. Paul, MIN 55114



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

|
From: ' Jennifer Granneran <jenngranneman@®gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 5:30 PM
To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)
Subject: Opposition to Parking Variance Request @ 2225 University Ave. & 2224 Charles Ave.

Think Before You Click: This emall originatéd outside our organization.

Hello,

1 wish to express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development near the
Carleton Artist Lofts, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90. Street
parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already exitremely scarce and difficul to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, | feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Thank you,

Jenn Granneman

Resident of Carleton Arfist Lofts
22385 University Ave. W

St. Paul, MN 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Andre S6lo <andre@andresolo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 4:55 PM

To: : Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: No street parking variance

Think Before You Click: ThlS email pr_iginéfed outside our orgaization,

Hi Representative Jerve,

This is regarding a proposed street parking variance for a development at 2225 University Ave W / 2224
Charles Ave in Saint Paul.

I'm a resident at the Carleton Artist lofts at 2285 University Ave W. We currently have a street parking
shortage. With all the recent development in the area, it's common for both sides of all nearby streets to be
completely lined with cars. The squeeze is already being felt by residents, and both guests and residents
frequently find themselves walking four blocks or more on cold, icy nights.

This Is especially a problem when female residents or guests have to park at night and then walk alone in the
dark.

If you haven't already, I would invite you to take a drive down Charles Ave any evening after rush hour and
scope out how little parking is available. We're happy that this area has attracted a vibrant community of
residents but any new developments need to make sure they provide ample parking.

Please do NOT grant a variance that allows less than the required 147 off-street spaces for any new
development. )

Thank you,
Andrew Jaccb a.k.a.

Andre Sélo
Author & Co-Founder at HighlySensitiveRefuge.com, the world's largest website for highly sensitive people.

Wiriter at Psychology Today | Forbes | Introvert Dear | Huffington Post | The Muse | Quiet Revolution | State of Formation




Dear City of St. Paul Zoning Committee, March 11, 2020

I, John O’Brien, along with my wife Amy Sundberg O’Brien, manage the Wright Building,
located at 2233 University Avenue West, St. Paul. We also manage the Dow Building across
University at 2242 University Avenue West. This Letter is written IN OPPOSITION to the
requested variances related to the proposed development at 2225 University Avenue and 2224
Charles Avenue. We wish to be supportive of our friendly neighbor, but specifically we find the
three variances under consideration harmful fo the Wright Building, and ask they be denied. All
four Owners of Goodrich Gardens, Inc., the Sundberg family Corporation which owns the
Wright and Dow, approve this Letter in Opposition.

The Wright Building, built in 1913, is directly west of and adjacent to the proposed
development. Increasing the height from 50 to 58 feet would mean the new building is TALLER
than the Wright Building. Our Building is 55 feet tall in front, and 47 feet tall in back. That extra
8 feet of variance would:

A) Block 8 feet more of the view and light east of our building than is permitted under
current zoning. Our large east facing windows presently let in a lot of light, and the view is
fantastic. We are worried that allowing an extra eight feet of height will make it much
harder to lease spaces on the east side of the Wright. Furthermore, the thought of
balconies roughly 15 feet from our building, with tenants and residents looking back and
forth at each other, is troubling.

B) Aiter the historic commanding presence of the Wright Building. How to protect the
historic nature of the Midway and allow for new developments is a challenge, but | think the
impact and scale of new buildings needs to be considered. Losing the Wright Building as
the dominant Building on the block would drastically affect the historic feel of this section of
University Avenue.

Secondly, we are also opposed to the parking variance. Parking is at a premium all
around the neighborhood. Many of the local city streets are designated as no parking, including
Charles Avenue directly behind the Wright. A shortage of 57 spaces would have a multiplying
effect, with visitors and residents having practically nowhere in the immediate vicinity to park.
We already have a serious parking battle at the Wright. | am forced to tow far more than | wish,
and people get furious. Imagine the anger, vandalism, graffiti, and accidents resulting from
frustrated drivers circling endlessly in search of a place fo park. We applaud the extra bicycle
parking proposed, but that will not adequately offset the vehicle parking shortage.

Lastly, we oppose the variance to allow 95.5% residential use on the first floor. We are
in a commercial district, and business activity is critical to the longterm health of the Midway.

In summation, we are OPPPOSED to the development as presented, but wish to help
our neighbor within the confines of the existing zoning requirements.

Respectfully,

John O'Brien

Building Manager Wright Building

2233 University Avenue West, Suite 335
Saint Paul, MN, 55114



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From; Nick Jensen <jens1445@umn.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 11:58 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-5tPaul)

Cc: Avery Moe

Subject: Proposed Changes to Parking Availability

Think Before Yéu Click: This émai_l-ori'g'ihat'ed 6u¥siﬂe‘oqr _orga‘niz_ét_ibh.

Hello—

We the undersigned residents living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish o express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 20.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-sireet parking
prescribed by zoning would be, lwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Nick Jensen and Avery Moe
765 N Hampden Ave #311, St Paul, MN 55114

Nick Jensen
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Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Claudia Klug <claudia.klug@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 089, 2020 11:13 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (C1-StPaul)

Subject: Re: Parking Variance Concerns University Ave

1T hir_ﬂt ef_t'_:fir;er YouCIch( This email oﬁgiriatéd o’ﬁts_iﬂe c_:u_r organization.

765 Hampden Ave #502
St. Paul, MN 55114

Thank you,
Claudia

On Mon, Mar 9, 2020 at 11:02 AM lerve, Anton {CI-StPaul) <anton.jeryve@ci.stpaul.mn.us> wrote:

Hi Claudia,

| just realized | do not have your address, which is required for public testimony. Would you mind confirming it so | can
provide your message to the Zoning Commitiee?

- Thank you,

=% Anton Jerve

s Principal City Planner

Planning and Economic Development
i il 25 West 4th Street, #1300
] saint Paul, MN 55102

S8 b: 651-266-6567

anton.jerve@cl.stpaul.mn.us

Equlty. Innovation. Resilience.

From: Claudia Klug <claudia.klug@gmail.com>
: Sent: Friday, March 06, 2020 10:06 AM
- To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul) <anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us>

. Subject: Parking Variance Concerns University Ave




Think Before You Click: Thls email originated outside odr-prganizatiéf'i':;

| Hello,

Wea the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
+ vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would

i reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 fo 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficulf to find, and the additional
. parking pressures this development would pose if it were nof required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, [/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this varianca.

Thank you,

Claudia
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We the undersigned resident{s} living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces reqguired from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if It were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, l/_we feel, excessively burdensome, Please do not grant this
yariance, _
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces reguired from 147 to 50.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose If it were hot requited to provide the minimumi off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do hot grant this

variance.

AT Eedsacel o Thomas Pelan 2634/ flompden fve. fipt 65

Name Address Apartment #




We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehenient opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development en these
sites, which wauld reduce the number of off-street parking spaces.required from 147 to 90,

Street parking afong Hampden and Charles Avenures is already extremely searce and difficult to find, and the

additional parkiing pressures this development would pose if it were not reguired to provide the mirimuins off-
sireet parking prescribed hy zoning would be, kfwe feet, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

A ﬂlp"w\ (r“”‘-‘ ““3“’*’\. 124) &wixjuﬁljm\ TR 109
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-streéet parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimurm off-
street parking prescribed by zonlng would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

variance,
-, '
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Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehiement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the propesed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenuses is already exiremely searce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance,

\ro @@%W M\msﬁ[\? MW’#’%@} 5414
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed developmenton these-
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden.and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minioum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, tfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance,
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Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proxfmity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish tor
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampdén and Charles Avenues is afready extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pese if it were not required to provide the mirdmmem off-

street parking prescribed by zaning would be, ifwe feel, exc‘essiitely burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close preximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish io
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which waould reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is alieady extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off- -
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1fwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance. )

AALEY gENMNET . ZE41 VNNEESITY Av. W. APT. 8513

Name Address Apartment #
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excéssively burdensame, Please do net grant this
variance.

Yh/\(,\ {id 78¢ N HUDW?D(% Ae, Avtaob,

Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s} fiving in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
e_xpress \fehement opposition to the granting of a parkiiig variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Stre'et parking a}long Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required o provide the minimum off-

strz?et parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome, Please do not grant this
vatiance,
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Name _ Address Apartment #




We the undersigned resident(s) living in close prosdmmity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish te
express vehement opposition ta the granting of a pasking variance for the proposed development ok these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-sireet p_arki‘ng spaces required from 147 t0.90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Aventies is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minirmwm off-

street parking.presetibed by zoning would be, ijwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grand this
variance. -
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Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity fo 2225 Uhiversity Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to

-express vehement opposition ta the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these

sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charlés Avénues is aiready extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to: provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensorne. Please do not grant this
varighce.

Vil Hanie, 2255 Unueisity fo 0 (gt Ao

Name Address Apartment #
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15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the uadersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 Uniiversity Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave,, wish fo
express vehement apposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, witich would redluce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 te 90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely searce and difficult to find, and the
additforial parking pressures this development would pese if it were not required to provide thé minimum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would he, Ifwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variahce.

okt Cobuora § Stoy Ko | 40 6 Wity el 4

Name Address . Apartment #

15 West Keflogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident{s) living in elose proxfimity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these:
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Streét parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely searce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this developrment would pose if it were not reéquired to provide the minimem off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, bfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grand this
vatlance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in clese proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development o thése
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenes §s already extremely scarce and difficult to fiﬁd, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minirewm off-
street parking prescribed by zoning wauld be, tfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant ikis
varignce.

SA’LM Peders WA, 22¢S Univmity Ave W #1067
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Name Address : Apariment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement oppositlon to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Streef parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were hot required to provide the minimum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

variance.
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Name. Address Apartment #

We.the undersigned resident(s) llving in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking varfance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hafnpden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, Ifwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in tlose proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this devefopment would pose if it were not required to provide the minirmuem oft-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feef, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance,

0Son, M \\SC«P kA Uy e W) 2400
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We the undersigned resident{s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the propased devetopment on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-sireet parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

varlance. : CAL-
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Name Address

We the un_de_rsi“gned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
e?cpress ‘{ehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required frem 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-

street parking preseribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
e-xpress vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development an these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Stre_et parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already exiremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional ‘parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, l/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do nat grant this

variance.
b e “Fehr 2341 Universita Ave W., apt, 1[0
d - T pparments
(‘-j, Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned restdent(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the nurber of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is afready exiremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the mihimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

N AloNarum et aagg#wﬁﬁt%ﬁw
~ Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close preximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
e.xpress vehement opposition ta the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development o these
sites, which would reduce the number of ofi-sireet parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Sireet parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and diffieult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not reguired to provide the mindvurn off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, t/we feel, excessively hurdensome. Please do not grand this.
variance,
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We the undersigned resident({s) living in close proximity 10.2225 Univérsitv Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish tor
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avensies is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development weuld pese If it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, tfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave,, wish to
express vehement opposition te the granting of a parking variance for the proposed devélopment on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely searce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would he, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave, and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement oppasition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development op these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required 1o provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90,

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Aventies is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additioral parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minfraum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grang this
variance,
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We the undersigned resident{s) living in ctose proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition te the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 80.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minirrum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance,
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close prexiinity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed developrnent on these
sites, which woutd reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose If it were not required to piovide the minimem ofi-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, lfwe feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance,
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Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Brita Ingvalson <brita@arcadiamanagement.com:>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 9:11 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (C[-StPaul)

Subject: FW: Your Voice Counts! Street Parking Variance Concern

.'-I:hink Befqré You (_:Ii_;k:_This_. _email _o;fg__inated -OUj:s"ide- our orgarii;atiori_.i

Hi Mr. lerve,

Please see response below from the resident living in 2323 Charles Ave #215 5t Paul, MN 55114.
Please let me know if a physical signature is required.
Thank you!

Brita Ingvalson

Community Manager

RAY | Platform

651-238-7274

From: Seung Min Oh <kei28520@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2020 4:36 PM

To: ray@raysmartliving.com
Subject: Fwd: Your Voice Counts! Street Parking Variance Concern

CAUTION: This'em_ail-briginated from phtside of therorgéhizatio_n. Do not click 'Iinl_(_s or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Brita,
Thanks for bringing this to my attention.

Please add my notes when sent to Anton. Let me know if my physical signature is required.

We the undersigned reslident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
veherment opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Stireet parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, /we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Q)\jSeungMin Oh/ 2323 Charles Ave, Saint Paul, MN/ Apartment # 215

1



--------- Forwarded message ————
B LHALRE Arcadia Management, LLC <no-reply@rentcafe.com>
Date: 20205 38 5% (5) 2F 4:.01

Subject: Your Voice Counts! Street Parking Variance Concern
To: <kei98520@gmail.com>

.

Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood. Your voice counts!

St. Paul Planning Commission is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the number of currently required
{ing spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave. Prior to this announcement, fellow
Jents had shared concems about the growing shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposet
nge will result in a significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.

request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 80 parking spaces.

w agree that this variance is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether it gets approved.

rolce your concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly fo the District Council Representative. You may
representative direcily at anton.Jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us

iu would prefer, you may also sign/complete the bottom half of the email and send it to ray@raySmartLiving.com. We will submit it ¢
r behalf. Al commgnts should be submitted no later than Wednesday - March 11.

1u are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.

ation of Public Hearing:
Council Chambers

d Floor, Room 300
Hall

Nest Kellogg Blvd.
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the undersigned resident(s} living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express vehement

osition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed devslopment on these sites, which would reduce the number of off-stre
{ing spaces required from 147 ta 90.

et parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional parking pressur
development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-strest parking prescribed by zoning would be, Wwe feel,
assively burdensome. Please do not grant this vartance.

1e [ Address / Apariment #

CONTACT INFO

2323 Charles Avenue
St Paul, MIN 55114
(651) 288-7274

OFFICE HOURS

Monday
10AM-GPM
Tuesday
10AM-6PM
Wednesday
10AM-6PM
Thursday
10AM-6PM
Friday
SAM-5PM
Saturday
T1AM-4PM

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENT MAY BE PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL,
FPROPRIETARY OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED FROM DISCLOSURE, If the reader of this message is not the intended
reciptent, you are hereby noiified thal any dissemination, distribution, copying or use of this message and any attachment is
strictly prohibited, If you hava received this message In error, please nofify us Immedialely by replying to the message and
permanently delete it from your computer and destray any prinfoul thereof,

2323 Charles Avenue, St Paul, MN 55114



This emall was sent to kei98520@qgmail.com. To ensure you continue receiving our emails, please add us to your address book or safe list. You can opt
out of email notifications by clicking here.

CONFIDENTIAL EMAIL: This e-mail is intended solely for the addressee. The information contained herein is confidential.
Any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, other than by its Intended recipient, is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this e-mail in error, please notify me immediately and delete this message.

Thank you






Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: Rasun Mehringer <rasunm@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 9:51 AM
To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Proposed Parking Permit

Think Before You Click: This email originated ouiside our organization.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to express
vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these sites, which would
reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the additional
parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-street parking
prescribed by zoning would be, [/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variance.

Rasun Mehringer
2285 University Ave W, Apt 210
Saint Paul, MN 55514



Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

|
From: Helen Buron <helen.buron@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 9221 AM
To: Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)
Subject; Parking Variance Opposition

Think Before You Clit;lt; This email originated outside our organization.

Ta whom it may concern,

I am the center manager for the Women’s Drum Center locates in the Dow-Building on University and Hampden. | just
learned about the permit zoning request to reduce parking for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave
and 2224 Charles Ave and I'd like to express my opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed
development.

We have many students and teachers coming to our center on a weekly basis and we often recommend the restaurants
and businesses along University to help support the health, growth, and thriving of our local community. We rely heavily
on street parking for our community and reducing resident parking from 147 to 90 will make parking that is already
scarce and difficult to find even more impossible.

With the future of our non-profit in mind and all the other artists, residents, and businesses in the area, please do not
grant this variance.

Sincerely,

Helen Buron

Wamen's Drum Center manager
2242 University Ave West

St Paul, MN 55114

Helen Buron

artist + healing practitioner
she/her

helenburon.com




Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

From: David Kosciolek <kosciolekdavid@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 7:35 AM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul}

Subject: Opposed to Parking Variance Request

ThlnkBefore You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Hello,

We are residents at 765 Hampden Ave. We are in opposition to granting a parking variance for developments at 2225
University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave. Street parking is already scarce. We'd prefer you increase the number of required
off-street parking spaces to 155.

Please, do not grant a variance.
In earnest,

David Kosciolek
Jody Tharp



Jerve, Anton (Cl-StPaul)

From: Union Flats <union.flats@Dominiuminc.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 6:27 PM

To: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul)

Cc Union Flais

Subject: On Behalf of our Residents - Parking Variance
Attachments; Parking Variance 3.11.20.pdf

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

To Whom 1t May Concern,
The following recently came to our attention;

The St. Paul Planning Commission is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the number of
currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and 2224 Charles Ave.
The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.

The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

This concerns us because we often hear from our residents about how limited parking is in the neighborhood. On
Monday we reached out to our tenants encouraging them voice their concerns to the Planning Commission.

We have attached all of the letters that were turned into our office as of the end of day on Wednesday. If we receive any
additional letters before the hearing tomorrow we will send an follow up email.

Thank you,
Courtney Urman and Sabrina Keefe
Community Manager and Assistant Manager

Union Flats

Dominium

787 Hompden Ave

St. Paul, MN 55114

Phone: 763-392-9897 Fax: 763-249-8729

This email has been scanned for email related threats and delivered safely by Mimecast.
For more information please visit hitp://www.mimecast.com




Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood.
Your voice counts!

shortage of avallable on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.,

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.
The request for a parking variance Is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

I you agree that this varlance is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.ierve@ ch.stpaul.mn.us
If you would prefer, You may aiso return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apariment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday - March 11.

If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12,2020 @ 3:30pm.
Lacation of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave,, wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces reqﬁ_ir;ed from 147 to 90,
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From: kylie milbrandt <kmilbrandt11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 6:04 PM

To: Lyric

Subjact: Street Parking

CAUTION: This email 6riginatéd‘ from outside offtﬁe; ofgén-izatigﬁ. Do _no;_c"é[ick links or o‘pén éttap.hménté -

unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe, L o

Ws ths undersignad resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 Univarsity Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to eXPrass
vehemant opposition to ths granting of a parking variange for the proposed devalopmeant on thase sites. which would
reduce the number of off-streat parking spacas reguired from 147 to 9Q.

Street parking along Hampden and Charlas Avenuas is already extremely scaree and difficuli to find, and the additional
parking presstiras this davelopment would pesz if il were not requiced to provide the minimuni. off-streat parking
prescribad by zoning would be, Wwe fael excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this variancz.

Kylie Milbrant

f65 N Hamprdan Ave Apt 411
St Paul, MN 55434

Mame / Address / Apartnant #

CONFIDENTIAL EMAIL; This e-mail is intended solely for the addressee. The information coniainad herein is confidential.
Any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail, other than by its intended recipient, is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this é-mail in error, please notify me-immediately and delete this message,

Thank you



Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood.
Your voice counts!

The St. Paul Planning Commission is revlewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Prior ta this announcement, fellow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requlres this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.
The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

If you agree that this variance is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that you can emall directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.ierve_@ci.stpaul.mn.us

i you would prefer, you may also return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday ~ March 11.

If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
Location of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 Woest Kellogg Bivd.

We the undersigned resident(s} living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood.
Your voice counts!

The St. Paul Planning Commission is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for 3 new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Prior to this announcement, feliow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.
The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

If you agree that this variance is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice yaur concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.jerve@cl.stpaul.mn.us

If you would prefer, you may also return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday ~ March 11.

If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
Location of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 Unlversity Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces requlred from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, i/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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The St. Paul Planning Commission is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Prior to this announcement, fellow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.
The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

If you agree that this varlance is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that yoi can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us

If you would prefer, you may also return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday ~ March 11.
If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
@ 4 /
/) /(@

Location of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 Waest Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resldent(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood. Your voice counts!

The St. Paul Planning Commission Is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Priorto this announcement, fellow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.

The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

If you agree that this variance is prablematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us

If you would prefer, you may also return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday — March 11.

If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
Locatlon of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
varlance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking varfance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-

street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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Name Address Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charfes Avenues is already extremely scarFe and difficult to finc!, .and theﬁ:
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum oft-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

variance.
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Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood. Your voice counts!

The St. Paul Planning Commission is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Prior to this announcement, fellow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will result in a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.

The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 parking spaces.

If you agree that this variance is problematic, your volice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us

If you would prefer, you may aiso return the bdttom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

All comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday ~ March 11.

If you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
Location of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the
additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, |/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this
variance.
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We the undersigned resident(s) living in clos

€ proximi 23 i
express vehement opposition to the grantin proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 222

4 Charles Ave., wish to

i i ofa i i
sites, which would re duce the number of . g parking variance for the Proposed development on thase

street parking spaces required from 147 to 9p

Apartment #

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampdenand Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the

additional parking pressures this development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, I/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

' W N. famprens, *62s

Name Address Apatiment #




552IpPPY A _ qu SWEN
-goueHen
) oz A vmncamaa guped 199415
-0 vanuuTL 3 apl 3 sainssald gupyied __mcoEﬂvm
ayl pue ‘pu} 0} YMILHP pue 294838 kpLIRIXD pdwer quoje aupred 12915
.06 0} LV oM ﬁm,._z_umh saoeds gupired 19a115-Ho jo joquinu 343 FNPa4 pinom YoM I5as
asal ud EmEmo__a:wﬁ _,uwmago.a auy 10} gaueueh gupiied € 1° Sy uR3 U3 01 :oEmonno uswyRh 55210%2
gy SOUEUD gl pue ang Aussaniufl 67TT 9 B_E_.xo.a 250[2 W Fuind ﬁﬁcmﬁ__mw._ vwcm_ﬂmﬂc: aul @MW

03 UsIW




Proposed changes to parking availability in your neighborhood.
Your voice counts!

The St. Paul Planning Commission Is reviewing a request for a Conditional Use Permit that will reduce the
number of currently required parking spaces for a new property being developed at 2225 University Ave and
2224 Charles Ave. Prior to this announcement, fellow residents had shared concerns about the growing
shortage of available on-street parking in the neighborhood. We believe this proposed change will resultin a
significant burden to existing residents and businesses along Charles and Hampden Avenues.

The existing zoning requires this new development to provide 147 off-street parking spaces.
The request for a parking variance is asking that this be reduced to only 90 pa rking spaces.

If you agree that this variance Is problematic, your voice matters and will have a significant impact on whether
it gets approved.

To voice your concerns, we are including a template below that you can email directly to the District Council
Representative.

You may email the representative directly at anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us

If you would prefer, you may also return the bottom half of this letter, with your name and address and
apartment #, and we will submit it on your behalf.

Al comments should be submitted no later than Wednesday — March 11.

if you are interested in attending the public hearing, it will take place on Thursday, March 12, 2020 @ 3:30pm.
Location of Public Hearing:

City Council Chambers
Third Floor, Room 300
City Hall
15 West Kellogg Blvd.

We the undersigned resident(s) living in close proximity to 2225 University Ave. and 2224 Charles Ave., wish to
express vehement opposition to the granting of a parking variance for the proposed development on these
sites, which would reduce the number of off-street parking spaces required from 147 to 90.

Street parking along Hampden and Charles Avenues is already extremely scarce and difficult to find, and the

additional parking pressures thls development would pose if it were not required to provide the minimum off-
street parking prescribed by zoning would be, 1/we feel, excessively burdensome. Please do not grant this

Faljunsi 7 Lt pelesnt AU Hoos

Name Address Apartment #




Pereira, Luis (CI-StPaul)

From: Monte M. Hilleman <mmh@®sppa.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 3:08 PM

To: Pereira, Luis (CI-5tPaul)

Cc: Jerve, Anton (CI-StPaul); Guild, Kristin (CI-StPaul); Torstenson, Allan (CI-StPaul)
Subject: Re: 2225 University Ave W/Paster Development - mxu housing proposal
Think Before You Click: This email originated oitside our organization.

Hi Luis,

We have discussed the below internally. As you know the Port Authority is generally very concerned about the loss of
industrial zoned land available for job creation/retention (acknowledging this is a variance request and not a zoning
conversion, maybe a distinction without a practical difference here).

It's unclear if the developer attempted to meet the IT zoning requirements (specifically 50% commercial) and proved via
some analysis {proforma, market study, etc) that it was unable to achieve or not. We have been requested to do so on

other proposed projects that don’t align perfectly with station area zoning.

It's also unclear if the City has a line of sight on the amount of industrially zoned/used land and buildings needed to
achieve its economic development goals.

We are aware of an adaptive reuse project near the site that is 100% commercial, maker/small scale production space,
that is looks to perform well and meet city economic development goals. While not new construction it would seem to
be an example of demand for such space.

Hope this is helpfull

monte...

ﬂ Saint Paul

PORTY AUTHORITY

Monte Hilleman
Senior Vice President, Real Estate Development
651-204-6237 | mmh@spDa.com

380 Sornt Poter Stroesd #2501 Satnt Blaid MN S50

From: Luis Pereira <Luis.Pereira@ci.stpaul.mn.us>

Date: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 at 3:37 PM

To: Monte Hilleman <mmh@sppa.com>

Cc: Anton Jerve <anton.jerve@ci.stpaul.mn.us>, "Guild, Kristin (Ci-StPaul}" <Kristin.Guild@ci.stpaul.mn.us>,

1



city of saint paul

planning commission resolution
file number |
date

WHEREAS, Project Paul, LLC (Ryan companies) File # 20-011-817, applied to satisfy the
requirements under Zoning Code § 66.953 for submission of a master site plan for the entire
site, for planning commission review and approval, to demonstrate general compliance with the
land use mix requirements in the Ford Site Zoning and Public Realm Master Plan (Ford MP), for
property located at 2192 Ford Parkway, et al, Parcel Identification Number (PIN) 17-28-23-13-
002 et al; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Committee of the Planning Commission, on March 20, 2020, held a
public hearing at which all persons present were given an opportunity to be heard pursuant to
said application in accordance with the requirements of § 61.303 of the Saint Paul Legislative
Code; and

WHEREAS, the Saint Paul Planning Commission, based on the evidence presented fo its
Zoning Committee at the public hearing as substantially reflected in the minutes, made the
following findings as required under the provisions of Zoning Code § 66.953 and § 61.402(c)
that the site plan is consistent with the following:

1. The city's adopted comprehensive plan and development or project plans for sub-areas of
the city.

This finding is met. Section § 66.953 provides a specific provision for the master developer
to submit a master site plan for conformance with the land use mix requirements inh the
Ford MP. The Ford MP requires a mix of land uses by zoning district, rather than by parcel.
In other parts of the City the zoning of a parcel determines the permitted uses. The Ford
MP provides an additional requirement that each F District must meet certain minimums
based on the type of use (see Table 4.2 below). Additionally, The Ford MP provides for a
minimum and a maximum for dwelling units, retail & service, office & employment, and civic
& institutional for the entire site.

moved by
seconded by
in favor
against




Planning Commission Resolution
ZF #20-011-817

Page 2 of 4
TABLE 4.2 REQUIRED MIX OF USES; PG 40 OF FORD MP
F1-River F2- F3- F4- F5- F6-
Residential Residential Residential Residential Buiness Gateway
Mixed Low Mixed Mid Mixed Mixed
Highr
RESIDENTIAL Min 90% 60% 50% 40% 20% 50%
Max 100% 100% 100% 100% 75% 50%
COMMERCIAL Min 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 5%
Max 0% 20% 20% 30% 50% 50%
EMPLOYMENT Min 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 40%
Max 0% 10% 10% 20% 50% 85%
CIVIC/INSTITUTIONAL | Min 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Max 10% 10% . 10% 10% 10% 30%
DEVELOPMENT RANGE FOR MASTER PLAN
LAND USES MINIMUM MAXIMUM
HOUSING 2,400 Dwelling Units 4,000 Dwelling Units
RETAIL & SERVICE 150,000 Sq. Ft. GFA 300,000 Sq. Ft. GFA

OFFICE & EMPLOYMENT | 200,000 Sq. Ft. GFA 450,000 Sq. Ft. GFA
CIVIC & INSTITUTIONAL | 50,000 Sq. Ft. GFA 150,000 Sq. Ft. GFA
GFA: Gross Floor Area |

Additionally, this site plan is in conformance with the Land Use Chapter of the 2030
Comprehensive Plan, which identifies the site as part of a mixed-use corridor and an
opportunity site. While not yet adopted, it is also consistent with the draft 2040
Comprehensive Plan submitted to the Metropolitan Council, which also identifies the site as
mixed-use, an opportunity site and a partial contributor to the Highland Village/Ford Site
neighborhood node. The proposed Master Site Plan is also in conformance with the Ford
MP and Highland Park District 15 Plan, which references the Ford MP and describes a
future site consistent with it in its Land Use chapter.

. Applicable ordinances of the City of Saint Paul.

This finding is met. The application submitted by Ryan meets the intent of Section § 686.953
to demonstrate compliance with the land use mix requirements in the Ford MP. Ryan is
required to submit site plans for each phase of the project including grading and demolition,
parks and open space, and infrastructure development. Additionally, each individual vertical
project will be subject to § 61.402 (c), Site Plan Review, and will meet the findings in §
61.402. Applications for individual sites are expected later this spring, with the projects
anticipated to be completed in 2022.

Note, Ryan requested a reduction in the required amount of Commercial Space in the F6
from 10% to 0% as part of their Master Plan Amendment (Zoning File 20-010-013)
submittal which is reflected in the application submittal.

For Civic and Institutional uses, the Planning Director determined community rooms in
multi-family and mixed-use buildings can count towards the percentage of Civic and
Institutional uses, if those rooms are accessible to the public.



Planning Commission Resolution
ZF #20-011-817
Page 3 of 4

The Planning Administrator determined that the portions of the senior living developments
may count towards the percentage of employment uses in the F6 District, given that the
Health Care and Social Assistance sector is one of the fastest growing sectors in the Twin
Cities. Portions of the senior living that are nof used as residential rooms will count towards
the GFA for required employment uses in the F6 District.

3. Preservation of unique geologic, geographic or historically significant characteristics of the
city and environmentally sensitive areas.

This finding is met. The environmental review (Alternative Urban Areawide Review-AUAR)
which was ceriified as complete on November 4, 2019 did not find and unique geologic,
geographic or historically significant characteristics on the Ford Site.

4., Protection of adjacent and neighboring properiies through reasonable provision for stich
matters as surface water drainage, sound and sight buffers, preservation of views, light and

air, and those aspects of design which may have substantial effects on neighboring land
uses.

This finding is met. The Ford MP was developed over 10 years and considered present and
future surrounding land uses, including sight lines, views, light, and a centralized
stormwater feature where runoff from the site would be collected. This master site plan
fulfills the vision of the Plan with a centralized feature. Additionally, the AUAR identified
mitigation necessary for surface water, which references the central stormwater feature.

5. The arrangement of buildings, uses and facilities of the proposed development in order fo
assure abutting property and/or its occupants will not be unreasonably affected.

This finding is met. The Ford MP was developed over 10 years and considered present
and future surrounding land uses including different building types based on the zoning
district ensuring a variety of housing types and affordability levels. This master site plan
meets that intent by demonstrating different types of buildings next to one another.
Additionally, the requirement of §66.953 s to provide a master site plan for the purpose of
meeting the land use requirements in the Ford MP. Individual buildings for all F Districts will
be subject to §66.421 and will have to meet this finding demonstrating that abutting
property will not be unreasonably affected.

8. Creation of energy-conserving design through landscaping and location, orientation and
elevation of structures.

This finding is met. The Ford MP envisioned a 21% century community and each individual
building will be subject to the City’s Sustainable Building Policy which means that the
energy the buildings use over time will create 80% less carbon emissions compared to
standard construction in 2005, Each individual building also will be designed to be solar
ready per the Ford MP. Additionally, individual site plans are subject to the landscaping
requirements in the code in addition to the requirements in the Ford MP.

7. Safety and convenience of both vehicular and pedestrian fraffic both within the site and in
relation to access streets, including traffic circulation features, the locations and design of
entrances and exits and parking areas within the site.

This finding is met. The Ford Site underwent an environmental review (AUAR) that
analyzed the transportation impacts of vehicular, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian modes
within the site and in the surrounding area. The analysis determined that along with specific



Planning Commission Resolution
ZF #20-011-817
Page 4 of 4

10.

11

traffic improvements the area transportation network and the transportation network within
the site (as can be seen on the master site plan) can safely support the redevelopment for
all modes of transportation. Individual site plans will be required to meet this finding and
relevant mitigation identified in the AUAR.

The satisfactory avallability and capacity of storm and sanitary sewers, including solutions
fo any drainage problems in the area of the development.

This finding is met. The Ford AUAR determined that that the regional treatment facility and
the waster water collection system have sufficient long-term capacity to handle the
additional wastewater flow generated by the development, Additionally, a new centralized
stormwater will treat drainage of the development. Every vertical project on the Ford site
will be subject to site plan review and will required to meet this finding and relevant
mitigation identified in the AUAR.

Sufficient landscaping, fences, walls and parking necessary to meef the above objectives.

This finding is met. Chapter 5 of the Ford MP is dedicated to design standards which are to
be used in concert with the building type details and zoning code requirements for the Ford
Site. The design standards regulate lawns and gardens, walls, fencing and furnishing that
prioritizes the walkable, pedestrian-and bike-friendly built environment of the Ford Site.
Additionally, the design standard regulate vehicular access to private lots should be located
to minimize conflict with people on more pedestrian focused streets.

Site accessibility in accordance with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA), including parking spaces, passenger loading zones and accessible routes.

This finding is met. The Ford MP provides a street grid that reweaves the site into the area
transportation network, ensuring access for all modes of transportation. Additionally,
individual site plans will be subject to meet this finding related to parking spaces,
passenger loading zones, and accessible routes.

. Provision for erosion and sediment control as specified in the **Ramsey Erosion Sediment

and Control Handbook."

This finding is met. The AUAR states that where required the City of Saint Paul's erosion
and sediment control standards must be met. Additionally, every vertical project on the
Ford site will be subject to site plan review and will required to meet this finding.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Saint Paul Planning Commission, under the
authority of the City's Legislative Code, that the application of Project Paul, LLC for master site
plan review to demonstrate general compliance with the land use mix requirements in the Ford
Site Zoning and Public Realm Plan is hereby approved subject to the following conditions:

1.
2.

The minimum commercial requirement for the F6 district must be met.

The Ford Site Master Site Plan shall be updated every 5 years during the development of
the Ford Site with dwelling units and GFA for Retail & Service, Office & Employment, and
Civic & Institutional in coardination with the environmental review (AUAR) update.

The Ford Site Master Plan shall be updated every 5 years during the development of the
Ford Site with percentages of Housing, Retail & Service, Office & Employment, and Civic &

Institutional by F Zoning District in coordination with the environmental review (AUAR)
update.
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Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul) —

From: Mohan, Menaka (CI-StPaul)

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 8:34 AM

To: Langer, Samantha (CI-5tPaul)

Subject: Fwd: Comments on Ford Site zoning amendments request

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Heidi Schallberg <heidils@gmail.com>

Date: March 12, 2020 at 8:16:01 AM CDT

To: "Dan.edgerton@stantec.com" <Dan.edgerton@stantec.com>, "Pereira, Luis (CI-StPaul)"
<Luis.Pereira@ci.stpaul.mn.us>, "Mohan, Menaka (CI-StPaul)" <Menaka.Mohan@ci.stpaul.mn.us>,
"cedrick.baker@gmail.com" <cedrick.baker@gmail.com>, "adejoy@esndc.org" <adejoy@esndc.org>,
Nathaniel Michael Hood <nmhood@gmail.com>, Kristine Grill <kristinemariongrill@gmail.com>, Bill
Lindeke <blindeke @gmail.com>, "christopher.james.ochs@gmail.com"
<christopher.james.ochs@gmail.com>, #C1-StPaul_Ward3 <Ward3@ci.stpaul.mn.us>, #Cl-StPaul_Ward4
<Ward4@ci.stpaul.mn.us>, "Brendmoen, Amy {Cl-5tPaul)" <amy.brendmoen@ci.stpaul.mn.us>
Subject: Comments on Ford Site zoning amendments request

Reply-To: heidils@gmail.com

This smailargihated dutside our organization

Zoning Committee Members, Council Members, and city staff,

I have reviewed the requested zoning amendments for the Ford site and write in concern both as a
Highland resident who lives close to the site and as a community member on the city's Transportation
Committee. | will note the Transportation Committee has not had the transportation-related
amendment request presented to it at a meeting; we were only informed by email with no meeting time
for discussion before your meeting today, which is also a concern.

On the day on which the city is jointly announcing with Minneapolis it is reducing speed limits on local
streets (as | understand it, changing to 25 mph on city arterials and 20 mph on neighborhood streets), |
find it inexplicable that the city would consider going back on what is in the adopted Ford site master
plan that planned for Woodlawn to be a shared street. Design is important for drivers to actually drive
lower speed limits.

Woodlawn was originally planned (in the Master Plan adopted by the City in 2017) with no demarcation
to separate cars, pedestrians and bicycles - a 23" shared street. It is now proposed as a more traditional,
wider 30' cross-section with distinct spaces for pedestrians and other users.

We should be taking this opportunity to use new street designs to help us with our critical policy goals
related to the climate crisis, safety, and the need for mode shift. There is no clear reason to abandon the
shared street in the master plan for a standard design. I've been told this is consistent with the City’s
adopted Pedestrian Plan that states that all newly constructed streets will have sidewalks on both sides

1



of the street. That plan can be amended just as much as anything else to allow for the shared street
concept. It feels disingenuous to use that plan to remove the shared street from the Ford site master
plan.

During preparation of the Ford Site Master Plan, it's my understanding that Planning and Public Works
staff went through extensive

conversations regarding the narrow, shared lane concept, which has no hierarchy between cars,
pedestrians and bicyclists. The modes share the space and cars move slower and more carefully as a
result. This helps us reach our goals related to slower speeds and safety for all people traveling within
the city.

The other reason for a lane, since the original design, is that the form allows residential structures to
both face it and to have their back side to it. Alleys are planned to run behind the townhomes on the
east and west. The introduction of alleys means that many of the local trips will travel by alley, instead
of on Woodlawn. This keeps the vehicular volumes low, and therefore Woodlawn remains suited to a
shared street design, or perhaps even a bike-ped only right of way.

The city is fond of aspirational slogans ("the most livable city" and the Ford site was to be a "21st
century community" looking to the future), but often it feels like it can fall frustratingly short in its
implementation. You have a choice to make a recommendation to be consistent with the original vision
in the master plan, or go back to the same old approach without any apparent valid reason. We're at a
time in our city when the same old approaches won't work to help us reach our stated policy goals,
whether they are those in the comprehensive plan or the Climate Action Plan or the new speed limits
announced today. Please recommend denying the request to change Woodlawn from a shared street to
a traditional street.

Please also oppose the request for what counts as open space. The proposed change would allow for
open space to be internal to the building, such as an enclosed courtyard, which makes it open space that
is only available to residents, not the community as a whole. The intent of the open space requirement
was supposed to benefit the community at large.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Heidi Schallberg

Transpertation Commitiee Member
706 Mississippi River Bivd S Apt 204
55116



March 12, 2020
Dear Members of the Zoning Committee,

| am writing to express my opposition to the Ryan Companies proposed changes to the Ford
development. Residents of Highland and surrounding communities have repeatedly expressed
opposition to the extremne high density proposed for the Ford site, yet our voices have been
ignored. The plan is too dense to be compatible with the surrounding community and now even
greater density is being proposed.

It is a disappointment that Ryan Companies worked to earn the trust of the community but now
betrays that trust by decreasing setbacks, increasing lot coverage, and actually proposing
rooftop space to compensate for space lost by increasing lot coverage. The community trusted
that Ryan Companies would “do the right thing” and work to make sure that this development
would be more compatible with the community, enhancing the community instead of degrading
it. Greater lot coverage equates to less open space. This would be magnified by the number of
large buildings for which this is being proposed. Twelve buildings covering 90% of the lots is
dramatically more dense than twelve buildings covering 75% of the lots. The huge buildings are
human warehouses—highly undesirable for those living at the Ford site as well as for those who
live in the surrounding community.

City planners, council members, and developers should consider the health risks they are
creating with this overcrowding. Not only will the increased traffic create unhealthy emissions
into our neighborhoods, but the high level of population density raises concerns relating to
physical and mental health. The current pandemic is a case in point.

| respectiully request that members of the Zoning Committee vote no on the Ryan proposed
changes. The entire proposal is oo extreme and creates an unhealthy living situation.

Kathryn McGuire
2203 Fairmount Avenue
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Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul) )

From: Beth Friend <bethrfriend@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 2:10 AM
To: Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

Subject: Changes to the Ford Plan area plan

T R O S
This'email originated outside our organization.

g

Dear Samantha,

1 am writing to express my strong opposition to the extensive changes proposed by Ryan Companies for the .
redevelopment of the Ford plant expanse. '

They are requesting:

- a further increase in the number of housing units, adding to the already high housing density;

- a reduction in the amount of publicly accessible open space by counting rooftops as "open spacel”

-a large increase to the size of some building footprints from 70% to 955 of the lot, which would nearly
eliminate any green space on some building lots; and

-a decrease in some building setbacks, resulting in further encroachment of oversized buildings on streets
and pedestrian walkways.

Why are the legitimate concerns expressed by those of us who live in this community consistently ignored
and contradicted? Why won't Ryan Companies and the City of St. Paul have as their goals the decrease of
density, traffic and congestion? This development was supposed to integrate with our existing community!

Ryan Companies is focused on their profits and the City of St. Paul government is focused on increasing its tax
base - at the exbense of the quality of life in our community. If these proposed changes go through we will, very
shortly, face traffic, congestion and pollution problems that could have been avoided. People living in the newly
developed area will not - as the city has naively suggested - be using bicycles as their main mode of
transportation.

Please make wise decisions now so that we don't have to face serious problems in the future - probiems that
could have been avoided.

Sincerely,
Beth Friend
15 Orme Court

St. Paul, MN 55116



Forp

From: Jeff Zaayer <jeffzaayer@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 2:51 PM

To: Pereira, Luis (CI-StPaul) <Luis.Pereira@ci.stpaul.mn.us>

Cc: Dan.edgerton@stantec.com; Tolbert, Chris (Cl-StPaul) <chris.tolbert@ci.stpaul.mn.us>
Subject: Ford Site Zoning and Public Realm Master Plan Amendments Comments

Think Before You Click: This email briginated outside our'organiz-at,io‘n.

Luis and all,
| am writing to express my concern and opposition to some of the amendments to the ford site master
plan that are a step backwards from a site that is built to be a 21st century community that is livable for all

it's residents and surrounding community members. There are 3 points that | take issue with and they are
listed as follows:

Opposition to the proposed reduction of commercial in F6 zoning to Zero. The initial plan
included commercial zoning in F8 to increase walkability in this area, and create vitality near the
ball fields and the significant number of residents in this area. Removing this zoning will
centralize commercial in one area and undermines the initial plan for more integrated
community space throughotit.

Opposition to the adjustment to allow all rooftop space to count towards the minimum lot
coverage for open space. The initial plan included commercial zoning in F6 to increase
walkability in this area, and create vitality near the ball fields and the significant number of
residents in this area. Removing this zoning will centralize commercial in one area and
undermines the initial plan for more integrated community space throughout.

Opposition to Woodlawn redesign. During preparation of the Ford Site Master Plan, Planning
and Public Works staff went through extensive conversations regarding the narrow, shared lane
concept. Lanes have no hierarchy between cars, pedestrians and bicyclists. The modes share
the space and cars move slower and more carefully as a result. The other reason for a lane,
since the original design, is that the form allows residential structures to both face it and to have
their back side to it. Alleys are planned to run behind the townhomes on the east and west. The
introduction of alleys means that many of the local trips will trave! by alley, instead of on
Woodlawn. This keeps the vehicular volumes low and therefore Woodlawn remains suited to a
shared lane desigh, or perhaps a bike-ped only right of way.

Sincerely

Jeff Zaayer

1750 Saunders Ave
Saint Paul MN 55116
952-237-6942



Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul) .

From: catherine hunt <katemhunt@outlook.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 1:32 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (Cl-S5tPaul)

Subject: Public Comment about Ryan Zoning Amendments

Think Before Ydi.; Click_: This email originafed outside our organization.

Dear Ms. Langer and Zoning Committee Members:

| oppose the Ryan the following zoning amendments. Ryan promised one zoning plan in 2018 and is delivering
-quite another in 2020. Ryan initially committed to 3800 units at the site but now is requesting 3809 *
units. Will Ryan continue to increase density at the expense of neighborhood livability to reach the city’s
desired 4000 units and maximize profitability? Ryan proudly committed to significant "open space” and now -
requests that rooftops, which are not usable public space, be counted toward the minimum lot coverage of
open space. Ryan requests that some building footprints be increased from 70% to 95% of lot coverage. Ryan
requests that building setbacks be reduced from 10’ to 4’. All combined, these proposed zoning amendments
will create more city and less village.

| ask Ryan Cos. to honor its previous commitment and stay true to serving the best interests of the
community.

Sincerely,

Catherine Hunt

2081 Highland Parkway
St. Paul, MIN 55116



Tm
O EL)

Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: Hoppe, Bruce <Bruce.Hoppe@nVent.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 2:41 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Public Comments for the Zening Committee - prior to March 12 Meeting

Think Before You Click: This emall originated outside our organizatib'n.

PLEASE SUBMIT TO THE ZONING COMMITTEE PRIOR TO PUBLIC HEARING — March 12
Dear Ms. Langer (Zoning Committee Secretary):

I am a home owner at 531 Mount Curve Blvd. in Hightand Park who is taking this opportunity to voice some
concerns regarding the Ford site development in preparation of the upcoming Zoning Committee hearing on

Thursday, March 12. | cannot be in attendance, but would like the committee to objectively consider the
following points:

- The Ford site plan already has more cement, built-out footprint and hard surfaces than greenspace. But
Ryan wants to be allowed to further reduce the amount of publicly-accessible green space by counting
rooftops as “open space.” Let’s be honest here, rooftops are not usable public green spaces — they are private
and very expensive to install and maintain. What guarantees that the future builders will accommodate and
install usable public rooftops? Please comprehend what Ryan is trying to do here — The City should mandate
all public green space to be on the ground and publically accessible

- Ryan proposes to decrease building “setbacks”, resulting in further encroachment of apartment buildings
against streets and pedestrian walkways — this development will look more like downtown St. Paul, out of
character for Highland

- The city’s plan called for building footprints to cover no more than 70% of any lot, but Ryan wants to be

allowed to practically eliminate all landscape, expanding construction coverage to 95% - this should not be
allowed

The community is closely monitoring what the City and Ryan Companies are amending / modifying from
original plans. In my view, Ryan is quickly losing the goodwill that they created with the community. 1ask
that the Zoning Committee maintain mindfulness of what's in the best interest of the community they serve
and not make compromises {amendments} that only serve the interests of Ryan Companies. Ryan claims that
the core plan is not changing regarding land uses, zoning and densities - but under close scrutiny these key
plan parameters are changing — only to benefit Ryan.

Regards,

Bruce Hoppe
531 Mount Cruve Blvd

We have updated our Privacy Statement. Click here for details.



Langer. Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: Rose Sherman <rasherman@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 12:14 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (C|-StPaul)

Cc: #CI-StPaul_Ward3

Subject: Feedback on Ryan Companies Proposed Changes at Ford Development

Think Before You Click: This email originated outside our organization.

Hello,

| am writing to give feedback on Ryan Company's proposed changes at the Ford Development.
Previously | have supported the plans the city and Ryan Company put forth for housing unit density and
green space. However, now | feel like we've had a bait and switch.

| am concerned about the request to further increase the number of housing units and impact on traffic in
our nearby neighborhoods.

| am concerned about the plan to count rooftops as open space in the total amount of publicly accessible
open space. How can a rooftop be open space that is publicly available? | do not support any reduction of
ground level publicly accessible open space.

Thank you,

Rose Sherman
525 Mount Curve Blvd
St Paul 55116

rasherman@®gmail.com



Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul) — —————————————

From: Renate Sharp <rmesharp@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 12:06 P

To: Langer, Samantha (CI-5tPaul)

Cc Renate Sharp

Subject: The Ryan Companies' Proposed Changes to the Ford Master Plan

'i'hink Before You Click: This email originated outside our ofganization.

Dear Members of the Zoning Committee,

I respectfully request that Ryan Companies' proposal be denled in its entirety. Climate change poses an
existential threat and we need to do everything within our power to preserve and create more green spaces
with trees. Further, such spaces support mental health.

Thank you!

Renate Sharp

536 Mt. Curve Blvd.

St Paul, MN 55116



Lanﬂer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: Georgiana Podulke <podu0001@umn.edu>
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 11:35 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

Subject: - Ryan changes to the Ford Master Plan

LA A L R [hH i I e ST e D
Think Before You.Glick: This email originated olitside our organization,

These are terrible moves, taking us in the wrong direction:

» A further increase in the number of housing units, adding to the already ultra-high housing density

= A reduction in the amount of publicly accessible open space by counting rcoftops as "open space”

» A huge increase to the size of some building footprints from 70% to 95% of the lot, which would nearly
eliminate any green space on some building lots.

» A decrease in some building setbacks, resulting in further encroachment of oversized, overshadowing
buildings on streets and pedestrian walkways

We need lower housing density, not higher. Counting rooftops is cheating. Building footprints should be much

smaller and green space much bigger. Buildings should be well set back from the street and pedestrian
paths. Greater openness all around.

Our goal after all, is not to create a future slum!

Our goal is to foster neighborhood friendliness, greater neighborhood harmony, a peaceful and beautiful place to
live, a continuation of the quality of life that brought St. Paul to be called a truly livable city.

We can certainly do this.

Sincerely,
Georgiana Podulke
168¢ Dayton Avenue
St. Paul, MN 55104
(651) 645-1065



HoD
Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: Georgiana Podulke <podu0001@umn.edu>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 11:01 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul)

Subject: Missing Middle cancept for the Ford Plan

Think Before You Click: This email ofiginated outside our organization.

Dear Ms. Langer:

The concept of Missing Middle for the Ford site is the best approach. You can see examples of it on the link on
this website:

https://www.livablefordvillage.com

In the lower left section of that page are several examples of this in practice, and at the right of those photos is a
link showing many others.

We need much more green space than is in the existing plan, and much less density. The Missing Middle
concept embodies both. I see it is an extremely helpful advance in creating a livable Ford area.

Sincerely,

Georgiana Podulke
1689 Dayton Avenue
St. Paul, MN 55104
(651) 645-1065



Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: McQuillan, Jim (MMA) <Jim.McQuillan@MarshMMA.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 5:5% AM

To: Langer, Samantha {CI-StPaul)

Subject: Ford Site Development

origInated outside our orgariization!]

Hello, | am writing to voice my strong opposition to the changes proposed for the development to the Ford Site. | live at
519 Mount Curve Blvd and have participated in virtually all the meetings on this issue over the last several years. | had
been very impressed by the community engagement and the willingness of people to come together and find a
compromise.

I have no idea who is pushing for these recent changes but | can state two things unequivocally:

1. The changes are NOT the result of listening to the neighboring community. Those voices were incredibly clear
over the last several years.

2. The changes are not the result of living up to the goal of integrating the development into the neighborhood, as
was proposed from the beginning.

These adjustments need to be stopped if there is to be any integrity to the process of soliciting feedback from the local
community. Please reconsider this and ask yourselves how these recent changes came to be. What voices are you
listening to?

Thank you. Jim

James R, Mcquﬂ'an, ChFC | President, Financial Services — Upper Midwest | Marsh & McLennan Agency LLC

7225 Northland Drive North, Suite 302| Minneapolis, MN 55428 | Phone: 763-746-8244
Our office is moving!

Effective Feb. 24, 2020, our new address wlill be:

6160 Golden Hills Drive

Minneapolis, MN 55416

MMA Upper Midwest is a part of Marsh & McLennan Agency LLC (MMAY). Securities offered through MMA Securities LLC (MMA Securities),
member FINRA / SIPC, and a federally registered investment advisor, Main Office: 1166 Avenue of the Americas, New York, NY 10036, Phone:
(212) 345-5000. Variable insurance products distributed by MMA Securities LLC. MMA and MMA Securities are affiliates owned by Marsh &
McLennan Companies.

planadviser's 2017

RENAEMENT PLAN ADVISERS

James McQuillan was selected to Plan Adviser's Top 100 Individual Advisers List for 2017] Read more at: http://planadviser.comftop100/#1/2017/1ist-By-Category

. Selected based solely on quantitative factors, including plan assets and number of plans, as reported directly by nominees. The PLANADVISER Top 100 Advisers Is an
annuol listing of the retirement plan advisers and adviser teams that stand out In the Industry In terms of a series of quantitative measures. individuals had to have
110 or more plans or at feast 5900 million in AUA to be considered.

The Informatlon contained in this e-mail message Is being tronsmitted to and is intended for the use of only the Individual{s) to whom it Is addressed, If the reader of
this message is not the intended reciplent, you are hereby advised that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this message Is strictly prohlbited. If you have
received this message In error, please immediately delete,
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From: E.S. <magicrabbit369@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2020 9:27 AM

To: Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul) <samantha.langer@ci.stpaul.mn.us>
Subject: Opposing Ryan Company's changes

ThlnkBefore‘{ou CllckThlsemallorlglnated outslda our drganization:

| honestly don't understand why this company wants to increase our traffic and congestion and reduce
our green space. Is it that they make more money the more things they build? | have lived in Highland
Park for 10 years and we already don't have enough parking. We don't need thousands of additional
residents and we don't want them. Some are ok. But not thousands. That is not integrating with the
existing community. Us who already live here deserve to have a say in something that will drastically
affect our quality of life. Please stop the corporate greed.

Emily Saunders 1609 Ford Parkway



HORD

Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul)

L _
From: Anne Horst <ahorst@alumni.nd.edu>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 3:37 PM
To: Langer, Samantha (Cl-StPaul)
Subject: Ryan Ford Site Plan

Think Befpfé You (;Iii:k: 'Thi_s.e'm.a'il -:)'r'iginat,éd'oqjt'sic:ié our o;ga hi’iatio_n_.

To whom it may concern,
I am a resident of Highland Park in St. Paul and my address is 1972 Norfolk Avenue, St. Paul, MN 55116.

| am writing to voice my opposition to the changes proposed by Ryan Companies to the Ford Site plan. The changes that
| oppose are as follows:

« A further increase in the number of housing units, adding to the already ultra-high housing density

= A reduction in the amount of publicly accessible open space by counting rooftops as "open space"

» A huge increase to the size of some building footprints from 70% to 95% of the lot, which would nearly
eliminate any green space on some building lots.

= A decrease in some building setbacks, resulting in further encroachment of oversized, overshadowing
buildings on streets and pedestrian walkways

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Anne Keenan
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Langer, Samantha (CI-StPaul)

From: Tanya Adelman <tanyaadelman@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2020 1:47 PM

To: Langer, Sarnantha {CI-StPaul)

Subject: | oppose changes to Ford Master Plan

Think Before You Click: T hi's"_'é'm_éil nr_igiriated ou_tlsi_‘de‘bur organiza't_ion'.?

Hi- I live at 2212 Scheffer Avenue, just blocks away from the old ford plant and houses from Mount Curve Avenue. I
am adamantly opposed to the most recent changes that the he Ryan Companies has proposed to the Ford Master
Plan. Should the number of housing units be increased, this will increase traffic to Mount Curve Boulevard which
lacks a sidewalk and I walk/bike multiple times a day to get my 2 yx old to daycare. Counting rooftops as “open
space” is criminal. Roof tops are not accessible open space to the community. Increasing building footprints from
70-95% of a lot will also eliminate green and open spaces. Should the density and changes proposed fo through, I
worry my family and I will be forced out of our home that I currently see as a safe and lovely neighborhood. I believe
there is huge potential to make the old ford plant site a space for new housing but also to respect the current
neighborhood and make the space something that makes this neighborhood even more desirable. Please oppose the
Ryan company proposal at the next vote.

Tanya Adelman

Sent from my iPhone
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Langer, Samantha (CI-StPa_l_ll)

From: Jacquelyn Thorson <jathorson@hotmail.com:
Sent: Sunday, March 08, 2020 12:34 PM

To: Langer, Samantha (Ci-StPaul)

Subject: More Live-able St. Paul

Thiril':'Be'fore You Click: This email originated ou'ts'i"dé,_ﬁm_ﬁ:jﬁgé’ﬁi‘zéii%oﬁ.

Hi Samantha,
These are things we do NOT want at the Ford Site.

» A further increase in the number of housing units, adding to the already ultra-high housing
density

» Areduction in the amount of publicly accessible open space by counting rooftops as "open
space”

» A huge increase to the size of some building footprints from 70% to 95% of the lot, which would
nearly eliminate any green space on some building lots.

- A decrease in some building setbacks, resulting in further encroachment of oversized,
overshadowing buildings on streets and pedestrian walkways

I don't expect our objections will matter really. I'm sure it's money that matters and if these things can
make people money, or the people with money want these things, then this bad plan will prevail . I
just wanted to add my voice since I live on Woodlawn Ave. just across from the Ford Site. I did not
expect the plan to really folllow the wishes of the neighborhood, so these changes do not surprise me,
but I hope it will be reconsidered and more green space, lower building height, and fewer housing
units will be the final result.

Thank you

Jacquelyn Thorson
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Date: March 8, 2020

From: Merritt Clapp-Smith, former Saint Paul City Planner and resident at 228 East 8" St, 55101
To: Zoning Committee of the Saint Paul Planning Commission

RE: Ryan Companies proposed amendments to the Ford Site Zoning ard Public Realm Master Plan

Dear Zoning Committee Members,

Thank you for taking the time to read the foilowing comments which [ humbly submit on the proposed
changes to the Ford Siie Zoning and Public Realm Master Plan. As the project lead for the Ford Site
Planning at the City of Saint Paul for a decade, | have a keen interest in any change io the Ford site
plans. This said, | sat out commenting on the first round of amendments, to give needed space to myself
and to others. There is nothing quite like the designer of a car sitting in the back seat and judging people
for how they are driving it. Now that more time has passed, | wish to provide comments on this round
of amendments. | speak from the perspective of knowing exactly why things were written as they were
in the original Ford Site Zoning and Master Plan.

1. TOWNHOMES

1a) Addition of Townhouses to allowah!e building types in F1 zoning district. OKAY

My Comment: The original intent of the F1 district was 1-6 unit residential
buildings facing MRB and Carriage houses facing the eastern side of the block on Woodlawn Ave.
The lots of the block would extend from MRB to Woodlawn and share parking. No alley was
envisioned. The previously amended F1 is 1-6 unit homes along MRB, an alley and then townhomes,
This creates two parcels between MRB and Woodlawn instead of one parcel, making it a traditional
2-sided block. This change is significant from the original master plan in design, the added
impervious ROW, and the residential type, but the overall density doesn't change much.

1b) Adjustments to the Townhouse minimum lot width from 30’ to 20'.

SUPPORT
My Comment: The rationale for the change is very logical and market
responsive. It does not change the intent or general look of the area and
may enable lower priced units which is a benefit.
1c) Adjustmenis to the Townhouse maximum building width from 150’ to 350°.
OKAY
My Comment: The rationale for the change is logical. The 150-foot width

limit was intended to encourage design variation along the block face. However, that may now be
addressed in the design standards for the site. Proposed change okay if there is some requirement
for fagade variation at regular intervals along the block.
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1d) Adjustments to the Townhouse maximum lot coverage by buildings from

50% to 60%. OPPOSE

My Comment: Planning staff report has alternative text change that can meet Ryan’s stated
interests. It is unnecessary to change in the % coverage. | support staff recommendation.

1e) Adjustments to the Townhouse minimum setbacks, for properties only
adjacent to the shared bike/ped paths, from 10’ to 4’. OPPOSE

My Comment: The proposed change would create a straight edge of
buildings along the path. The current plan intentionally created variable setbacks along the path to
provide visual interest, and a bit more privacy between the public trail and the residential windows.

2. AFFORDABLE HOUSING

2a) Adjustment to allow Multi-Family Medium huildings in F2 zoning district. .
VA v 8 8 SUPPORT

My Comment: The rationale for the change is logical and market responsive.
It does not change the intent or general look of the area and enables more affordable housing near
the national scenic riverway.

2b) Adjustment to allow Multi-Family Medium building in F5 zoning district.

SUPPORT

My Comment: Request is logical. It allows a residential only building with the
district but doesn’t change the base requirement for commercial across the district.

2c) Adjustment to allow Supportive Housing in F6 zoning district.

SUPPORT

My Comment;: The original intent of R6 was to designate land for job-based
uses, by specifically prohibiting residential. However, the City Council already approved the addition
of residential uses to F6 in the last round of amendments. The current change would enable
Supportive Housing as a residential type in the district, thereby enabling a good affordable housing
project by Project for Pride in Living.
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3. LAND USES

3a) Adjustment to the minimum commercial in the F6 zoning district to 0%.

OPPOSE

My Comment: The commercial minimum was specifically included in the
district to provide at least a little bit of retail in those areas of the site. It can be hard to do retail, but
not impossible. An eating spot and coffee shop would be a perfect fit in this area, adjacent to the
ball fields and near many residences that don’t have such a use as a neighbor. It was also thought
originally, that if parents have a nice shop or two nearby, then they might stay in the area during the
game, instead of driving there, leaving, then returning and leaving again. That creates a lot of trips.

3b) Adjustment to allow Religious Institution, Place of Worship in F1 zoning

district. SUPPORT

My Comment: Ryan’s rationale makes perfect sense.

4, BUILDING TYPE REQUIREMENTS

4a) Adjustment to the Maximum Lot Coverage by Buildings allowed from 70%

to 95% for all applicable building types listed in Table 6.2 OPPOSE

My Comment: The Ryan Co rationale seems to make sense, but it would have the impact of reducing
ground leve] open space on the parcels. The intent of the original plan was ground level open space
for shared use by residents, vegetation or other decorative features, with intended visibility from
the public rights-of-way. Such space would provide greenery and openness to passersby, to offset
the monolithic look of buildings with all sides up to the property lines. City staff has identified a text
clarification that can address Ryan Co’s stated concern. | support the staif text amendment.

4b) Adjustment to allow all usable rooftop space to count towards the
Minimum Lot Coverage for Open Space.

OPPOSE

My Comment: The intent of the original zoning was to only allow “rooftop” space to count for up to
50% overall open space. We defined rooftop as “above the third floor” to ensure that it would only
apply to an actual roof {top of the building). Roofs were expected to be on 4-, 5- and 6-story
buildings, thus being “above the third floor”. We considered If intetlor courtyard space elevated
above underground parking should count, but based on observing other projects, we saw that this
open space typically is completely privatized and provides no sense of the space to passersby -- it is
open space as a building amenity, not as a community amenity. Open space visible to the public
right-of-way visually breaks up the strong line of building facades, which we thought was important
for creating more of a neighborhood feel within the tallest built area of the site. If “rooftop” space
at lower levels counts as 50% of the open space, then these blocks will likely develop with internai,
private courtyards accounting for 15% of the open space, and only 15% of the lot remaining for
publicly visible open space. This is 15% of the lot for publicly visible open space as compared to 30%
under the original and current zoning language.
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5. ROADWAYS

5a) Adjustment to the Woodlawn Ave roadway section. OPPOSE

My Comments: The stated reason for wanting to change the design of the
- right-of-way is pedestrian safety. This is silly and

incorrect, because the proposed street design is
generally considered to be less safe for
pedestrians than the original shared lane design
{which has since been amended once in the first
round of amendments). The original plan
intentionally designed Woodlawn Lane as a

“Low-volume residential sireets,
-..have the potential to be... shared
streets. Shared streets can meet the
desires of adjacent residents and
function foremost as a public space

narrow, shared street design. for recreation, socializing, and
leisure.”
The shared lane design has been completely
“removed and replaced with a traditional street - The National Association of City
design over the course of the last amendments Transportation Officials (NACTO)

and these proposed amendments. The following
images show the evolution.

Original Plan — Woodlawn as 23-foot shared ROW with no curk cuts
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Ryan Amendments 1 — Woodlawn as 30-foot ROW with curbs and ped separated space (the
description in the plan didn’t change, but the section clearly did)
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Ryan Amendments 2 (proposed) — Woodlawn as 30-foot ROW with curbs, boulevard and then

sidewalks
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Comments Continued...: During preparation of the Ford Site Master Plan, Planning and Public Works
staff went through extensive conversations regarding the narrow, shared lane concept. Despite
being ‘new’ and non-traditional, the group eventually agreed to include it In the recommended
Master Plan. The shared lane design was reviewed by the Ford Task Force and at numerous
community meetings and was a widely embraced and supported design.

The form and feel of a lane compared to a street is very different. Lanes have no hierarchy between
cars, pedestrians and bicyclists. The modes share the space and cars move more slowly and carefully
as a result. Lanes can incorporate more natural and informal forms of vegetation and space
between the right of way and adjacent buildings. Saint Paul has an existing lane — West Irving
Avenue that runs off of Summit Avenue. It is beautiful to walk, bicycle and drive along.

The other reason for a lane design in the original plan, is that the form allows residential structures
to both face it and to have their back side to it. In the original plan, the lane was an interface
between townhomes on the east and hoped for carriage house garages on the west.

The type of residential to the west of Woodlawn Lane was amended in late 2019 to replaca the
carriage houses with townhomes, making Woodlawn a right-of-way faced by townhomes on either
side. Alleys now run behind the townhomes on the east and west. However, these changes do not
mean that a shared lane is no longer possible or interesting. The alleys will carry many of local trips
going to rear garages, instead of Woodlawn. This will keep the vehicular volumes low and therefore
Woodlawn remains suited to a shared lane design, or perhaps a bike-ped only right-of-way.

A shared lane design can accommodate parking too, as shown in the photo an the next page.
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The National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) has good information about
shared streets and how to design them. https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-

guide/streets/residential-shared-street/

From the NACTO website — “Low-volume residential streets, especially in older cities, often have
narrow or crumbling sidewalks. Many of these streets operate de facto as shared spaces, in which
children play and pecple walk, sharing the roadway with drivers. Depending on the street’s valume
and role in the traffic network, these streets have the potential to be redesigned and enhanced as
shared streets. Shared streets can meet the desires of adjacent residents and function foremost as a
public space for recreation, socializing, and leisure.”

Woodlawn, or at least a couple blocks of it, is a perfect place to do a lane / shared street design.

6. SIGNAGE

6a) Addition of F Districts to Section 64.502 of the Zoning Code. SUPPORT

My Comment: Existing sign zoning in the city is pretty good and can be
applied across many settings. There is nothing different about this site to necessitate unique sign
standards.

In Conclusion

Thank you for reading and considering my comments. | hope that they convey the intent and reasoning
on these elements of the original Ford Site Zoning and Public Realm Master Plan. We always knew that
things would change as a developer came to the site. Let us just make sure that the changes that are

approved, are done with knowledge and respect for the original plan, a plan that was carefully designed
and reviewed by the Ford Site Task Force, the public and many stakeholders over a number of years.

Thank you,

Merritt Clapp-Smith

Page 7 of 7






