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MEMORANDUM
 
 
DATE: 3/7/2016 
 
 
SUBJECT: 2/29/2016 Cleveland Avenue Open House Comments Received 
 
 
This memorandum presents all the comments received at the 2/29/2016 Open House for Cleveland Avenue Bike 
Lanes and Parking Mitigation Strategies. A transcription of all written comments received at the Open House as 
well as scanned copies of the original comment forms are attached to this memo. 
 
 
 
 
Attachments:  
 

1. Transcription of all Open House statements received by city staff 
2. Scanned copies of the original Open House sign-in sheets and Comment Forms 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Transcribed Open House Comments 
(Scanned copies of the original statements are also included in this 

document) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1. Sean Ryan 203 Montrose 
 

I think the layout looks great. Expanding bike facilities in the city will be a net positive 
for our neighborhoods. The minimal loss of parking for residents is a non-issue. 
The mitigation for the 128 café looks great. A business that has been in operation since 
the 1920s has just as much right to public streets as a homeowner (that likely has a 
garage) who has lived here for 20 years. 
One only has to look to Fairview to see that this will work! 
Now can we do something about Cretin? It’s awful and dangerous. 

 
2. Terrance Michael Thomas Bushard 
Don’t do it. The kids can’t afford it. If you do it, please explain how much it will cost 
each child in the 4th ward and, given that each 4th ward child’s share of the national 
debt is over $58,330, what information do you have that leads you to believe they can 
afford it. 
 
3. Michael Wilson 2053 Dayton Ave 
I am dismayed by several things in the proposal. I am a biker April – October. I have not 
used Cleveland Ave and would not use it with bike lanes. The car traffic is too 
aggressive. There are better routes. For bike traffic St. Thomas to St. Kate’s. Prior would 
be so much more accommodating. The other main item is that now parking on 
Cleveland south of Marshall to Dayton will be eliminated. These businesses, our 
neighbors, will lose these spaces for their customers. These businesses, and others 
down Cleveland have been there for decades and will suffer greatly. Cleveland ave is 
such a poor choice for bike traffic, others are better, and it is not business friendly. Will 
St. Thomas be required to build more parking ramp space for spaces lost along 
Cleveland, Dayton to Summit. There is so little accommodated of people who are 
looking parking the whole length of Cleveland.  
 
4. Andrew Singer 
I think they’re great! 
I live a ½ block from Cleveland and will ride them every day. My niece and nephew 
both attend U.S.T. and ride bikes and will use them. Go for it! 
 
5. Kirk Withers 
Your traffic study shows very little parking on Cleveland between Lincoln and 
Goodrich during early morning hours and weekends. This implies home owners do not 
park on Cleveland. If that is true why are we handing out 6 permits for area 22 to those 
homes? Are they even asking for them? 
What mechanism will stop the student rental houses there from just selling them to 
their friends? Since the folks who actually live on Cleveland have ample parking in 
their alley? 
 
6. Angel Chandler 
Please do not remove our parking 



 
7. Emily Metcalfe 
I support the bike lanes on Cleveland. It is an important north/south route and the 
lanes will support cycling in this corridor. I am a resident of Union Park and I support 
changes to permit parking to accommodate residents and businesses who currently 
use on-street parking on Cleveland. We have abundant on-street parking available and 
by optimizing it, we can accommodate the needs of cyclists for safe bike infrastructure 
and the needs of businesses and residents for on-street parking. 
 
8. Tom Mollner 
I am an avid bicyclists, but I am opposed to the Cleveland Ave bike lanes. This also is a 
sham of a political process. A public hearing means a hearing. Not writing down notes. 
Allow us our right of freedom of speech. 90% of the people here raised their hands in 
objection to the lanes. 
 
Where are the numbers that show we need another north/south bike lane? The plan 
wants to increase the 2%-5% of bikes. Why is a 3% increase important + not the 
people who live in the area? 
 
How many bicyclists actually use bike lanes compared to cars? Where do all the cars 
actually prove that it is needed, and prove the side streets can handle the parking 
load? 
 
9. Dick Trotter 
As a business owner I’m concerned how the lack of parking will effect my business. I 
can’t afford to lose too busy of a street (traffic wise) to encourage bicycling.  
 
Prior would be a better alternative. 
 
10. Jeani Maas 
Very pleased w/ the accommodation made for the businesses between Randolph and 
the intersection of Palace. Small business contributes to a thriving community + to the 
lifeblood of Mac/Grove + Highland. 
 
Still concerned w/ the safety of bikers/drivers on a street (Cleveland) to narrow for 
busses/traffic/+bikes. 
 
11. Doug Hennes (St. Thomas) 
1. City staff should have done a brief powerpoint presentation on the proposed permit 
parking zone changes so everybody had a clear understanding of what will happen 
then allow people to walk around and talk with city staff who had maps taped to the 
walls. Just doing the walk around was not sufficient. 
 
12. The 1-hr permit areas on the south side of Grand form Cleveland to Finn will be 
effective only if they are maintained/policed by parking enforcement staff. If not, 



people will park in those areas for a long period of time and the zone will not help 
businesses such as Davanni’s and those in the building owned by the Chandler’s. 
 
13. It was a mistake for the city not to allow any public Q+A during the open house. 
That smacks of “we don’t want to listen to you or answer your questions.” Setting 
Aside 15-30 minutes for open Q+A would have demonstrated openness. 
 
14. Craig Hamm 
No enough parking on Selby + Dayton to cover the cars coming off Cleveland Ave. 
Student houses have 4 cars per house. Selby + Dayton are full. 
The alleys are full. 
We have handicapped elderly parent who can’t walk 2 blocks to our home. 
Snow emergency on Selby + Dayton, cars park on Cleveland Ave – where will they 
park? 
We live on Cleveland – are you trying to get us out of St. Paul? 
 
15. Craig + Nancy Hamm 
Essentially – at any given time our family can only have the number of guests to out 
home that we are allowed permits. 
 
Craig + Nancy Hamm 
Who exactly did you speak with regarding this bike lane back in 2012 – not us. 
 
Craig + Nancy Hamm 
This bike route will make relations with St. Thomas off campus housing worse. 
Students will park in our alley more often then they do now. 
- High school daughter missed school because of student cars blocking our garage 
- Cars are actually parked in the alley, blocking alleyway. – Students will not answer 
doors when knocked on to move cars 
 
16. Nancy Hamm 
Don’t insult us by saying the bike lanes are “proposed.” That is what we were told last 
time. 
 
17. Elise Amel 
There may be an initial increase in demand for parking in neighborhoods once bike 
lanes reduce Cleveland parking. However, safe bike lanes will increase the number of 
people biking instead of driving/parking. I believe well beyond the #s of lost parking 
spots.  
 
More biking = fewer cars needing to park 
 
Businesses along Cleveland between UST and Highland will get more business than 
when people drive from point A (UST) to point B (Highland) as it is currently set up. 
Check out the benefit to businesses along the “bike highway” in Copenhagen! 



 
18. Jeff Fenske, Fenske Law Office, 239 Cleveland Ave. N SW corner Cleveland + 
Marshall 
Proposal takes away parking in front of my office and north of Marshall on west side of 
Cleveland 
Need to accommodate clientele  
Now also find out won’t renew permit parking for self & staff, need accommodation in 
form of continued exemption for business in permit parking zone. No conflict because 
opposite hours of residents permit parking area 16. 
 
No analysis of cost-benefit to business owners affected by parking v. bike lane 
Lane [??] University in [??] space [??] sign, etc. 
Now routes changed for which accommodations are needed. 
Short term parking for clients 
Permits for self + staff 
 
 
19. John Thompson, The 128 Café 
We are losing 15 to 25 spaces on the west side of Cleveland and we are concerned that 
the mitigation efforts, so far, do not go very far to replace that parking. The 85’ of 
Laurel on each side provides a total of 8 to 10 spaces. As I look at those spaces at this 
time, they are at least 50% filled with residential permit parking. Many of the houses 
are rentals and there are many people who get resident passes. Offering 8 to 10 spaces 
when half are always going to be full does not go very far in mitigating the situation 
for us. I am concerned that we will lose our entire investment of time, energy and 
money because no on will be able to find a spot to park so that they can come into our 
restaurant.  
 
20. Cara Anthony 
I live in Mac-Groveland + work at the University of St. Thomas. I commute on foot or by 
bike. 
 
I strongly support the bike lanes! Many students + employees live nearby + commute 
by bike. Any loss of parking would easily be offset by the number of new bike 
commuters. 
 
My nephew is a good example/ he is a sophomore at UST + lives off campus. He is 
currently not comfortable traveling to campus form his apartment north of campus in 
Merriam Park. He sometimes bikes on sidewalks. Bike lanes on N. Cleveland would 
make a big difference for people like him. 
 
21. Marjorie Kelly 2164 James Ave 
The proposals seem to me a great compromise between people who are concerned 
about parking and adding lanes for biking. The studies show how little parking is 



needed south of St. Clair and the permit adjustments should meet the needs of 
residents north of St. Clair. 
 
Please add the lanes to Cleveland. 
 
22. Pat R.  
Would like to see “parking preservation” strategies and “expanded parking” strategies 
so there is no loss – but a gain – in parking in existing locations… and preservation of 
all parking on all streets in entire area – including for example, Finn Street. 
 
23. Thomas Hielsberg 
If the street conditions between St. Anthony and Marshall are such that the bike lane 
would not be implemented in this segment, then focus for public works should be on 
improving that section and to repair Cleveland Ave between Marshall and Highland 
Parkway instead. 
 
The proposed parking mitigation will increase overcrowded parking within alleyways, 
increasing conflicts between neighbors.  The effort and expense of implementing this 
“make-work” project could be better spent maintaining the existing infrastructure.  
 
Please do not implement this plan. 
 
24. Peter Pitman 
I’m thrilled that the bike lanes will be implemented along Cleveland Ave. The 
proposed parking mitigation should solve the problems that were raised by business 
concerns along Cleveland Ave. In addition, the bicycle lanes will serve as a traffic 
calming measure so speed should be reduced. This as a win – win situation. 
Congratulations to the bicycle planning commission and the Mac Groveland 
Community Council, and the City Council in having the progressive thinking to bring 
St. Paul [??] modal transportation into the 21st century. 
 
25. Bob Buck 
I’m excited about having a clear north/south bike route from Highland Pkwy to Univ 
Ave. Its such a difficult to take by bike presently. 
 
Generally I thing the comprehensive bike plan will serve the city well. 
 
I also think that its imperative that we extend all reasonable efforts to accommodate 
parking for businesses, including [??] provisions for adding parking comes in special, 
though limited areas.  However, my view is that the future is less about providing 
parking for all, and more about encouraging multiple forms of transit. 
 
26. Brian Martinson 



I’m wondering whether the businesses adjacent to the proposed new parking bays 
will be assessed any part of the costs?  These businesses stand to financially benefit 
from this new “off-street” parking, so it seems only fair they share in some of the costs. 
 
27. Ryan Nelson (2149 Selby Ave) 
Permit Area # 16 has 184 permits issued for 2016. South side of Selby is not permit 
parking. College students leave cars there for a week at a time. Area 16 is already tight 
on parking. If permits were maxed out just for the 10 properties on Cleveland an 
additional 152 permits could be issued! Because one of the properties is an apartment 
unit (29 units) that is eligible for 4 permits a piece that woud move to Dayton or Selby. 
There is not enough room in Area 16 to accommodate permit parking that will be 
removed from Cleveland Ave. I recommend taking 2062 Marshall (Apt building) out of 
Area 16 permit parking. College students already over run the streets with parking. 
University Ave to St. Anthony Ave needs to be finalized before anything else moves 
forward. “ A future date on completion” is unacceptable. 
 
28. Lynn Meyer – Rising Sun 2058 Marshall Ave – Corner of Marshall and Cleveland 
I am definitively not in favor of the bike lanes if they will remove the parking that is 
vital to the survival of my business. I had some ideas of how to make everyone happy 
at Marshall and Cleveland 
#1 Narrow the sidewalk on the west side, thereby allowing both a parking lane and a 
bike lane for the one block from Marshall to Dayton 
#2 Remove the bus stop & gain a minimum of 4 spots 
#3 Increase the 15 min parking in front of Trotter’s & Midway Cleaners to 1 hr 
#4 Remove the bumpouts at either end of Marshall between Cleveland and Finn – 
resorting another 4 spots to the street 
#5 Route the bike lane over to Prior for the route from Marshall to Summit Where it 
meets with another route 
 
29. Jerry Brennan 
Where is the data about bike traffic that warrants any changes? 
 
How many bikes now use north-south routes of all kinds? 
 
Please publicize the data on the economic impact of the changes that are being made. 
 
Without valid parking data, decisions are speculation with taxpayers money. 
 
30. John Dan  
The meeting format dodges the concerns of your citizens. Same St. Kate’s. 
 
Cleveland is very narrow from Randolph to St. Anthony + has a lot of traffic including 
city busses. It is not safe for all especially with bike lanes taking over 1/3 of the road. 
 



Why no residents included in the core group including side streets which are being 
impacted! 
 
This is a horrible decision to appease a small group of bikers + the desire to 
demonstrate how bike friendly the city is. 
 
Why are you ignoring our rights. Also we are now increasing costs for construction + 
increasing frustration of those living in the area? 
 
31. (No Name) 
Haters gonna hate. Put in the bike lanes! Your kids will thank you! 
 
32. Michael Ramstad 
As a bike commuter and local resident (2014 Berkeley) I support bike lanes on 
Cleveland 
 
33. Patricia Trotter 
I am co-owner of Trotter’s Café at 232 N. Cleveland. I am a biker and a driver. We had 
bike racks put in front of our business and we give a discount if you bike to Trotter’s. I 
would much prefer the bike lane not be on Cleveland but rather Prior, but if it is a 
done deal I’m very concerned about losing almost all our parking. We have permit 
parking on our neighborhood which further takes away parking. I realized today that 
the Cleveland bike route ends at Highland Pkwy – what? Where will the bikes go at 
that point? That is not safe. My understanding is that the Prior Ave bike lane proposal 
ending at Randolph was unsafe. That is inconsistent thinking. If the bike lane is to 
remain on Cleveland Ave we need better parking mitigation. There are 2 parking bays 
going (proposed) south of St. Clair – the sidewalk on the SW corner of 
Cleveland/Marshall is wide enough for a bay to be put in there, I know because I 
worked with Nice Ride to put a bike rack there and then it was moved to Wilder & 
Marshall Ave.  We would like you to look at changes to the permit parking also on 
Dayton Ave one block to the west and east of Cleveland Ave. Also, to look at the 
parking bay west side of Cleveland Ave south of Marshall. It is not fair if bays are going 
in areas that had more people speaking out and not considering al the places that 
could benefit form a parking bay. Please work with us to help get parking back. It is 
challenging to be a small business owner and you will further challenge us if you take 
away all this parking. 
 
BTW – the show of hands tonight was unanimous for not wanting to lose all this 
parking. 
 
34. Amy Schwarz 
I support the bike lanes on Cleveland Avenue. I was a part of the task force that looked 
very closely at all the options. I believe Cleveland is the best north/south route in this 
part of St. Paul. It provides connectivity to Highland Park and the businesses along 
Cleveland. The bike lanes will make the road safer for bikes, cars + pedestrians. We 



need to move towards recognizing multiple modes of transportation. The city has 
proposed great parking mitigation strategies that will help. The parking on Cleveland 
is underutilized. The task force was balanced, fair + worked hard to come up with a 
good solution. The bike lane will have a positive impact on the community. 
 
35. Vicki Ryan  
Hi – I am new to the neighborhood and I am shocked that taking away any more 
parking spaces in this neighborhood is even being considered seriously. Home values 
and quality of life have already been affected negatively by the parking issues here in 
the St. Thomas area. This issues has served to alienate numerous neighbors. Please be 
a good neighbor, contribute to the health of the neighborhood and model this type of 
behavior to college students. 
 
Cleveland Avenue (in  the St. Thomas area) is high traffic, congested, many alleys & 
driveways, many people (cars) stopping-starting is not a safe street on which to 
encourage biking. PLEASE RECONSIDER this idea; respect the neighborhood, work 
with the neighborhood. 
Thank you 
 
36. Stephen Maas 
I’m concerned the current plan does not accommodate parking needs of businesses 
like 128 café, Trotters, Davannis. Proposed parking mitigation will fail because 
students will take any 1 hour parking around the university. 
 
Cleveland is too narrow for bike lanes. It’s not safe for riding even with bike lanes. Too 
busy, too many busses and big trucks. 
 
Busses need to be moved back to Cretin. 
 
37. (No Name) 
- No permits to be given to #22 units 
 *Vetted thru [??] 
 *Process in place and to control sale/giveaways to other students 
 
- Have you made sure Metro Transit in the loop on narrowing lanes on Cleveland for 2 
busses passing (sure looks tight!!!) 
 
38. George Tiers 
 

1. Comments on the accompanying statement titled “A Practical Soultion for the 
Grand Round on Cleveland Ave.” 

2. Cleveland Ave residents south of the currently designated permit areas NEED 
parking permits usable on their adjacent side streets. No such provision is 
currently being proposed. 



3. All the side streets south of Grand Ave. (and maybe also north) NEED to be 
designated as permit parking, as the side streets will become crowded with 
UST students parking – if not restricted – all those residents as wekk as the 
displaced Cleveland Ave, residents will find parking difficult at best if not 
restricted. 
 

A Practical Solution for the “Grand Round” on Cleveland Ave  2/28/2016 
 
My suggestion, which can be easily enacted, is to designate the Cleveland Ave 
SIDEWALKS to be bike lanes (south on west side, north on east side). They are used 
lightly, even by children, and at present many bikers ride both ways on them – the 
new mandated curb-replacement ramps are quite convenient for (and popular with) 
the bikers, and also with rollerblade skaters and skateboard riders. Whenever bike 
traffic increases significantly, the sidewalks can then be widened appropriately. 
 
It is neither cost-effective nor reasonable to SEIZE ONE_THIRD of the full width of the 
deeply-paved arterial Cleveland Ave. (carrying about 10,000 vehicles per day) for the 
EXCLUSIVE use by 50 or 100 bikes per day – much less in winter or during storms. Note 
that the car/bus lanes will be squeezed to 11 feet, barely enough for bus side mirrors 
to pass without damage. 
 
It is generally understood that bicycle travel on Cleveland Ace is perceived as vary 
hazardous even with bike lanes. This will be true even if the “striping” were done with 
“rumble strips” to remind inattentive drivers. Bikers seeking safety will use the 
sidewalks. 
 
We are well aware that banning ALL residential parking on Cleveland Ave. will inflict 
hardship on the residents, as UST students will shift cars onto the side streets. During 
periods of street cleaning, and especially snow removal, cars on side street could be 
forced to go great distances for parking. For some – elderly or disabled - the long hikes 
could be lethally hazardous. 
 
I am told that bikers are currently by ordinance forbidden to ride on sidewalks. 
Granting an exception for Cleveland Ave. should be feasible. However, if street lanes 
are imposed, I believe we should demand that signs be posted warning bikers to stay 
off the sidewalks. 
 
A final suggestion – require all bikes being ridden in streets, in bike lanes, or on 
sidewalks, to bear a rear-facing reflective license plate. This plate, whether annual or 
multi-year, would be purchased and thus provide revenue. 
	  
	  
	  
	  
	  



 
Scanned Open House Comment Forms 
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