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interpretation would be in Category 1
2
. Historical sites that are currently used as residences would be in Category 2. 

Historic buildings with indoor use of an interpretive nature involving meditation and study would be in Category 3. 

These include museums, significant birthplaces and buildings in which significant historical events occurred. 

Most downtown areas have buildings which are historically significant because they represent a particular 

architectural style or are prime examples of the work of a historically significant designer. If the buildings or 

structures are used for commercial or industrial purposes and are located in busy commercial areas, they are not 

considered noise or vibration sensitive and the impact criteria do not apply.  

Similarly, historical transportation structures, such as terminals and railroad depots, are not considered noise or 

vibration sensitive land uses. These buildings or structures may however be afforded special protection under Section 

4(f) of the DOT Act and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  

In the Section 106 process protecting historic and cultural properties,  noise may or may not be considered an 

ñadverse effectò depending on the individual circumstances and whether or not the use is noise sensitive, because, as 

previously noted, historic and cultural properties are only noise sensitive based on how they are used. The regulatory 

processes stemming from these statutes require coordination and consultation with agencies and organizations having 

jurisdiction over these resources. Their views on the project's impact on protected resources are given careful 

consideration by FTA and the project sponsor, and their recommendations may influence the decision to adopt noise 

reduction measures
3
. 

For vibration, there is only one impact category. Vibration impacts are considered to be significant, and should be 

mitigated, unless it is not reasonable or feasible to provide mitigation. The need for mitigation is based on the 

vibration sensitivity of the land use, as with noise. One difference between noise and vibration is that outdoor land  

uses are not considered vibration sensitive. Only indoor land uses are considered vibration sensitive. The 

determination of whether or not a historic or cultural site is vibration sensitive and any additional need for mitigation 

is similar to that described above for noise.  

5 Historic and Cultural Resources within the Supplemental Draft EIS Segments 

Based on data provided by MnDOT CRU of listed and eligible historic properties within the Supplemental Draft EIS 

study areas, an assessment of the historic and cultural resources was conducted for the Southwest LRT Project. The 

assessment was conducted to determine the noise and/or vibration sensitivity of the resources along the corridor. For 

each resource site, a determination was made regarding the noise or vibration sensitivity of the use and the FTA 

category it would fall under based on FTA guidance. The result of the assessment, which is summarized in Table 5 , 

is that the Kenilworth Lagoon/Channel is a historic resource that is potentially noise and vibration sensitive and close 

enough to the  proposed Southwest LRT  project to warrant a noise and vibration impact assessment. 

In addition to the operational (long-term) assessment described above, the potential for vibration-related construction 

(short-term) impacts also was conducted. The criteria for construction vibration impacts to damage buildings is based 

on the building category and fragility of the building, not its designation or use as a historic resource. In most cases, 

vibration generated by construction activities does approach levels high enough to cause damage, even for very 

fragile buildings. The exceptions to this can be for activities such as vibratory rolling and impact pile driving. At 

                                                      
2
 Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, Chapter 3 (FTA, 2006) 

3
 For historic or cultural resources, the following two circumstances in assessing impacts and mitigation measures: 1) The noise 

sensitivity of the property. While Table 1 gives a comprehensive list of noise sensitive land uses, there can be differences in 

noise sensitivity depending on individual circumstances. For example, an historic park or recreational area could vary in its 

sensitivity to noise depending on the type of use of the park (active versus passive recreation) and the settings in which it is 

located. 2) Special protection provided by law. Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and Section 4(f) of the 

Department of Transportation (DOT) Act (which protects historic sites, as well as publically-owned parks, recreation areas, 

wildlife and waterfowl refuges) come into play frequently during the environmental review of transit projects. See pages 3-12 

and 3-13 of the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment for additional information on considerations given to 

resources that have special protection provided by law. 
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distances within approximately 50 feet, these activities have the potential for damage to the most sensitive structures. 

Based on the list of the structures contained in Table 5, they would either not be included in the most stringent 

category or would not be close enough for there to be any potential for damage. Therefore additional assessment is 

not warranted. 

Table 5. Supplemental Draft EIS SWLRT Historic Properties 

Inventory # Property Name Address 
FTA 

Cat.
1
 
Notes 

Historic Districts      

XX-PRK-001 
Grand Rounds Historic 

District (E) 
Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-9860 
Lake of the Isles Residential 

Historic District  

Vicinity  of E/W Lake of 

the Isles Parkway, 

Minneapolis 

2 Outside the limits of noise impact 

HE-MPC-18059 
Kenwood Parkway 

Residential Historic District  

1805-2216 Kenwood 

Pkwy, Minneapolis 
2 

Most of this district is outside the limits of 

noise impacts. A few residences near the 

northern end will be assessed for noise 

impact as a part of the standard 

assessment in the Final EIS. 

HE-MPC-16387 
StPM&M RR Historic District 

(E) 
Minneapolis N/A  

Individual Resources
2
     

HE-SLC-0008 CM&StP RR Depot (L) 
6210 W. 37

th
 St, St. Louis 

Park 
N/A  

HE-SLC-0009 
Peavey-Haglin Concrete 

Grain Elevator (L, NHL) 

Hwys 7 and 100, St. Louis 

Park 
N/A  

HE-SLC-0055 Hoffman Callan Building (E) 
3907 Hwy 7, St. Louis 

Park 
N/A  

HE-MPC-17102 Minikahda Club (E) 
3205 Excelsior Blvd, 

Minneapolis 
N/A  

HE-MPC-1811 Lake Calhoun (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-1833 Cedar Lake Parkway (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-1820 Cedar Lake (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-1822 
Kenilworth Lagoon/Channel 

(E)
3, 4

 
Minneapolis 1 & 3 

The banks of the lagoon are considered 

Category 1 land use.  The channel and 

lagoon are active use parks and are 

considered Category 3.(see Exhibit 1. 

Kenilworth Lagoon/Channel Noise 

Categorization) 

HE-MPC-6901 Park Bridge No. 4 (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-1825 
Lake of the Isles Parkway (E)

 

3, 4
 

Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-1824 Lake of the Isles (E)
 3, 4

 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-6068 Frieda & J. Neils House (L) 
2801 Burnham Blvd, 

Minneapolis 
2 Outside the limits of noise impact 

HE-MPC-6766 

Mahalia & Zachariah 

Saveland House (aka 

Benjamin & Cora Franklin 

Residence) (E) 

2405 W 22
nd

 St, 

Minneapolis 
2 Outside the limits of noise impact 

HE-MPC-1796 Kenwood Parkway (E)
3, 5

 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-6603 Frank & Julia Shaw House (E) 
2036 Queen Ave S, 

Minneapolis 
2 Outside the limits of noise impact 

HE-MPC-1797 Kenwood Park (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-6475 Kenwood Water Tower (E)
3
 Minneapolis N/A  

HE-MPC-8763 Mac Martin House (E) 1828 Mt. Curve Ave, 2 Outside the limits of noise impact 
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Inventory # Property Name Address 
FTA 

Cat.
1
 
Notes 

Minneapolis 

21HE0409
6 

 (E) Minneapolis N/A Not noise sensitive resource 

(notes for Table 5) 

Note: L = Listed; E = Eligible; NHL= National Historic Landmark; N/A = Not Applicable; Cat. = Category. 
1
 Under FTA guidance, historic sites are designated as noise or vibration sensitive depending on the land use of the site, not their 

designation as historic. Sites of national significance with considerable outdoor use required for site interpretation would be in 

Category 1. Historical sites that are currently used as residences would be in Category 2. Historic buildings with indoor use of an 

interpretive nature involving meditation and study would be in Category 3. These include museums, significant birthplaces and 

buildings in which significant historical events occurred. N/A notes those resources that are not noise sensitive and thus do not 

fall within any of the FTA categories. 
2
 Two existing wood pile bridges spanning the Kenilworth Lagoon were evaluated for eligibility to the NRHP as Section 106 

historic resources (HE-MPC-1850, HE-MPC-1851). The Burnham Road Bridge (HE-MPC-1832), a two-lane automobile bridge 

with a steel beam span, was also evaluated for eligibility to the NRHP as a Section 106 historic property. The three bridges were 

found to be non-contributing features to the Grand Rounds Historic District and were not found to be eligible for listing on the 

NRHP as individual properties. 
3 
Eligible as a contributing feature to the Grand Rounds Historic District. 

4
 Eligible as a contributing feature to the Lake of the Isles Residential Historic District. 

e
 Eligible as a contributing feature to the Kenwood Parkway Residential Historic District. 

5
 This property is considered a sensitive historic resource under Section 304 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as 

amended. In accordance with Section 304, locational information on this sensitive historic resource may cause a significant 

invasion of privacy and/or put the resource at risk to harm and is not included in this document. 






















