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Hanauer, Aaron M.

From: Ritchie, Heidi on behalf of Frey, Jacob
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 10:57 AM
To: Hanauer, Aaron M.
Subject: FW: Java Companies - 420 East. Hennepin

For the record 
 
Heidi Ritchie 
Aide to Council Member Jacob Frey, 3rd Ward 
350 South 5th Street – Room 307 │ Minneapolis, MN 55415‐1382 
612.673.2203 | heidi.ritchie@minneapolismn.gov  

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and thereby subject to the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota 
Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney‐client or work product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise protected, and the 
unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use or disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the 
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the email address or the telephone number included herein and delete this message and any of its attachments 
from your computer and/or network. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney‐client, work product, or other applicable 
privilege, protection, or doctrine. 

 
From: Dore Mead [mailto:dore.mead@usa.net]  
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 10:56 PM 
To: Frey, Jacob 
Subject: Java Companies - 420 East. Hennepin 
 
Hi, Jacob. The consent agenda for this Thursday's Zoning & Planning Committee meeting includes an 
alley vacation to accommodate a low-density, car-oriented proposal at this site. I find that confusing 
at best.  
 
Only two comments were received during the Planning Commission's process, both of which 
(including the neighborhood's) opposed the proposed development. No expressions of support were 
received. Even the staff report indicates that the proposal is not in 100% compliance with all of the 
City's requirements. That being the case, why would the City approve the request for the alley vacation
No one is ever entitled to an alley vacation. Unless needed to accommodate a great project, I don't 
know why the City would approve it. Why grant the vacation to accommodate an unpopular, low-
density project that is exactly the type of development the neighborhood's Small Area Plan intends to 
prevent?  
 
Apparently, City staff tried without success to get the developer to propose a more appropriate 
building. I don't understand why the City would take "no" for an answer to that and then turn around 
and approve the alley vacation. In effect, what the City is getting in return for its alley vacation is a 
development that neither the City nor the neighborhood wants. Why do that? The site in question is 
not in the historic district. Its use should be maximized, not minimized.  
 
The proposed development does not belong in a pedestrian- and transit-oriented, near-
downtown neighborhood that is on the cusp of signficant growth. We can do better than this. The City 
should demand better than this. Please encourage your colleagues on the Zoning & Planning 
Committee to vote "no" on the alley vacation and send the developer back to the drawing board.  
 
Thanks, Jacob. I appreciate all of your good work on behalf of our neighborhood.  
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Hanauer, Aaron M.

From: Ritchie, Heidi on behalf of Frey, Jacob
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 11:05 AM
To: Hanauer, Aaron M.
Subject: FW: Another Reason to say no

For the record 
 
Heidi Ritchie 
Aide to Council Member Jacob Frey, 3rd Ward 
350 South 5th Street – Room 307 │ Minneapolis, MN 55415‐1382 
612.673.2203 | heidi.ritchie@minneapolismn.gov  

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and thereby subject to the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota 
Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney‐client or work product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise protected, and the 
unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use or disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error, or are not the 
named recipient(s), please notify the sender at either the email address or the telephone number included herein and delete this message and any of its attachments 
from your computer and/or network. Receipt by anyone other than the named recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney‐client, work product, or other applicable 
privilege, protection, or doctrine. 

 
From: Kevin Upton [mailto:upton006@umn.edu]  
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 9:02 AM 
To: Frey, Jacob 
Cc: Dore Ronald Mead; Clegg, Barry F.; P. Victor Grambsch, Eudaemonics, Inc. 
Subject: Another Reason to say no 
 
Dear Jacob, 

Yet another reason to oppose vacating the alley on E. Hennepin for Java.  As you know residents and businesses 
have long struggled with the traffic problems caused by the short sections of 5th St. and 6th St. in the triangle 
between Hennepin and Central. 

A few years ago one traffic official told Mayor Rybeck "It's on our problem list but we can't come up with a 
solution." !!! 

We know that a solution will come when two-way traffic is restored on Hennepin and !st. Once that happens, 
those short sections of 5th and 6th will be closed. This makes the existing alley on the Java site an important 
part of the traffic solution, allowing access to the interior of what could become a larger parcel of land. 

You have already heard from others several key arguments against the proposed development and the alley 
vacation. Add this to the list and rally your fellow council members to block this short sighted proposal. 

Thanks, 

Kevin 
 
 
--  
Kevin J. Upton, Senior Lecturer 
Adjunct Faculty Coordinator,  
Undergraduate Marketing Coordinator, 
MBA Marketing Coordinator 




