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Appendix A-4 Appendix Chapter 4: Cultural Resources Documents

Appendix A-4 Appendix Chapter 4: Cultural Resources Documents are companion documents to the Supplemental
Draft Environmental Impact Statement containing Chapter 4 (Community and Social Analysis). These documents
are available online: https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-
Extension/Environmental/Supplemental-Draft-EIS.aspx

Documents included:

Section 106 Compliance Plan

Section 106 Consultation Meeting Materials

Historic Property Outreach Letters and Responses

Invitations to Consulting Parties

Memorandum of Agreement

Re-opening of Consultation Letters August 2023

Responses to Invitations to Consulting Parties

Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Correspondence
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Section 106 Compliance Plan

To: Bill Wheeler, FTA Region V
Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA Region V

From: Jennifer Bring, Senior Environmental Project Manager, HDR
Jeanne Barnes, Cultural Resources Practice Lead, HDR

Date: 5-16-2023

Introduction and Project Background

The proposed METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project consists of approximately 13 miles of
new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. This project anticipates
funding from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and, therefore, must comply with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 306108 (previously Section 106 and hereinafter referred to as Section 106) of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 United States Code § 306108) and its implementing
regulations, 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800 et. seq. The Metropolitan Council (Council) is the
project sponsor and federal grantee and is leading the process for preliminary engineering, final design, and
construction. The Council is the local public agency and is required to comply with the requirements of the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).

FTA, as the Lead Federal Agency, and the Council, as the local project sponsor, published the BLRT Extension
project’s Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with NEPA and MEPA. FTA
signed a Record of Decision (ROD) on September 19, 2016. For compliance with Section 106, FTA consulted with
the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and other interested parties with assistance from the
Minnesota Department of Transportation Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE),
conduct surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project on historic
properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA agreed to implement to avoid,
minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are documented in the Memorandum of Agreement
between the Federal Transit Administration and the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue
Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016, and amended September 20, 2022.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new LRT guideway from
downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden
Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park. Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed
to operate in BNSF right-of-way. Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow
construction of the project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and jurisdictions began to identify
and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route
Modification Report outlining the recommended modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input
received following publication of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project
sponsors to engage stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council
and Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIS/Amended ROD to
determine the anticipated social, economic, and environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with
NEPA and MEPA. In anticipation of reopening review of the project under Section 106, this memo outlines a
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recommended APE for the modified route and the approach for completing additional cultural resources studies, as
necessary, for compliance with Section 106.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting some of the region’s
most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The modified route is located within the cities of
Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park. The project includes new stations; four park-and-ride
facilities (one existing at 634 Avenue Station and three new at Robbinsdale, Bass Lake Road, and Oak Grove
stations); and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route in Brooklyn Park.
The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and the region’s northwest suburbs with the
region’s system of transitways that consist of existing LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line
Extension under construction); bus rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South),
C Line, D Line, and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and stated goals, and
will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

B West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park.
Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn Boulevard.

m Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to the intersection of
County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass
Lake Road in Crystal, and a station in the downtown (three location options being considered) and at
Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Avenue Station) in Robbinsdale.

B West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North Minneapolis. This includes
a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue or
Washington Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue. Includes stations at Penn Avenue
(CSAH 2) and either one station at North Emerson/Dupont Avenue or two stations, one at Irving/James
Avenue and the other at Bryant/Aldrich Avenue along either the West Broadway Avenue or 21st Avenue
North alignment.

m  Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

O North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55), eventually
terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown Minneapolis. Includes a station at
Plymouth Avenue North.

O A new bridge over |-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of West Broadway Avenue, and an
alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects to Target Field Station
using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

The modified route includes potential new or reconstructed vehicular bridges to accommodate LRT. Design options
under consideration may also add or eliminate some of these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions:

m  New bridge parallel to the existing West Broadway Avenue bridge across TH 610

m  Elevated structure to transition LRT from West Broadway Avenue over 73rd Avenue North to County Road
81

m Potential new bridges to elevate the County Road 81 traffic lanes over Bass Lake Road

B Reconstruction of the existing bridge over the Canadian Pacific (CP) railroad corridor in Crystal
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B Reconstruction of the existing bridge over TH 100 in Robbinsdale

m Elevated structure at the North Memorial Hospital to carry LRT over North Lowry Avenue and Theodore
Wirth Parkway

B Reconstruction of the existing North 7th Street bridge to carry LRT over 1-94 to follow North 7th Street or
to East Lyndale Avenue North and Olson Memorial Highway (Lyndale Option only)

m  New bridge over 1-94 either at 21st Avenue or just south of West Broadway Avenue (I-94 east option
only)

B Reconstruction of the Plymouth Avenue Bridge over the west-bound 1-94 ramps (I-94 east option only)
B Reconstruction of the 3rd Street Connector Viaducts over 10th Avenue North (1-94 east option only)

m  New bridge parallel to existing LRT bridge at Target Field Station

Area of Potential Effects

The APE for the project was originally defined in 2011 and refined in 2018 by FTA based on the former
preferred alternative reviewed in the 2016 Final EIS. Although the project traverses almost all the same
municipalities and has similar features (stations, park-and-ride facilities, OMF), the modified route follows a
different alignment, a substantive change as defined in Stipulation Ill.A of the MOA necessitating a reexamination
of and a revision to the APE. Based on the potential effects of the modified route and to align with APEs for similar
FTA transit projects throughout the region and nationally, changes to the parameters of the previously defined APE
are recommended. A summary of the previous parameters and the current proposed APE parameters are
summarized below. As design of the project advances, FTA in coordination with the Council’s Preservation Lead
(Preservation Lead), may revise the APE as appropriate in consultation with the SHPO.

Archaeology APE

The previously defined APE included all areas of proposed construction activities or other potential ground
disturbing activities associated with construction with 500-feet buffers from the center point of stations and from
the limits of disturbance (LOD) for proposed park-and-rides and the OMF. Based on the project as currently
defined, and in keeping with FTA’s other projects in the state/region, the recommended archaeology APE would
include areas of potential ground disturbance, which would be defined through the modified route’s LOD (see
Figures 1-5). The archaeology APE includes areas subject to ground disturbance associated with the construction of
the alignment, stations, park-and-rides, parking lots, new bridges, OMF, and areas where roadway, parking,
pedestrian, bicycle, utility, or trail segments are being improved.

As design advances and details for these and other ancillary project elements are known, the archaeology APE
would be adjusted as appropriate, by FTA in consultation with the SHPO.

Architecture/History APE

Potential effects of the project include increases in noise and vibration due to construction, demolition activities, and
increased rail or bus traffic. The construction of new stations and other ancillary features have a higher potential
for physical, auditory, or visual impacts due to the new construction, as well as the increase in traffic around the
station areas and possibility for increased development in suburban areas.

The elements of the previously defined APE and the current recommended APE parameters are summarized in
Table 1.
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Table 1. Revised Architecture/History APE Parameters

Project Element

APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%

APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

Alignment

(2018)

500 feet on either side of
the proposed alignment to
account for potential
vibration effects during
construction, construction
and operation noise, and
permanent visual effects.

All properties within 200
feet of the centerline of the
proposed alignment not
blocked from view to the
alignment by vegetation,
topography, intervening
development (e.g., other
buildings), or infrastructure
(e.g., the interstate) to
account for construction and
operation noise and
vibration effects, and
permanent visual effects
that have the potential to
change the character or use
of the historic property.

Noise — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual, the noise screening distance for LRT
is 175 feet with intervening buildings, 350 feet unobstructed
(see Attachment A, Figure 1). However, not all potential noise
impacts result in an adverse effect to historic properties. It is
anticipated that potential noise impacts that could rise the
level of adversely affecting an historic property would be
located in close proximity (adjacent) to the alignment.

Vibration — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, vibration from impact pile
driving, which generates the highest vibration level for typical
construction projects, has the potential to cause superficial
damage to structures up to 150 feet from the piling,
depending on the type of building (see Table 7-4, Equation
7-2, and Table 7-5 in Attachment A, Excerpt 1). Vibration
levels generated by other construction activities would be less
than those generated by piling. Vibration levels generated by
operations are well below the thresholds for damage.

Visual — Given the low profile of the LRT track and
intervening buildings and vegetation along much of the
corridor, it is anticipated that potential permanent visual
effects would be limited to properties immediately fronting
the alignment (approximately 150-200 feet from the
alignment).
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APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%

Technical Memorandum

APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

Stations

(2018)

0.25-mile radius from the
center point of proposed
stations to account for
potential vibration effects
during construction,
construction and operation
noise, permanent visual
effects, and potential
increased redevelopment.

All properties within 500
feet (roughly equates to
one block in urban areas)
from the center point of the
station to account for
potential construction and
operation noise, vibration
effects during construction,
permanent visual effects
that have the potential to
change the character or use
of the historic property, and
potential for increased
redevelopment which would
likely be limited within close

proximity to the new station.

Noise — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual, the noise screening distance for
stations is 100 feet with intervening buildings, 200 feet
unobstructed (see Attachment A, Figure 1). However, not all
potential noise impacts result in an adverse effect to historic
properties. It is anticipated that potential noise impacts that
could rise the level of adversely affecting an historic property
would be located in close proximity (adjacent) to the station.

Vibration — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, vibration from impact pile
driving, which generates the highest vibration level for typical
construction projects, has the potential to cause superficial
damage to structures up to 150 feet from the piling,
depending on the type of building (see Table 7-4, Equation
7-2, and Table 7-5 in Attachment A, Excerpt 1). Vibration
levels generated by other construction activities would be less
than those generated by piling. Vibration levels generated by
operations are well below the thresholds for damage.

Visual — Given intervening buildings and vegetation along
much of the corridor, it anticipated that potential permanent
visual effects would be limited to properties immediately
fronting the alignment (approximately 150-200 feet from the
alignment). Potential visual effects may extend further in
locations of a park-and-ride structure.

Redevelopment — Some areas of potential redevelopment
are located along the alignment. Land use planning and
potential redevelopment is occurring on a regular basis in
these communities. Potential redevelopment more directly
associated with the introduction of the station would be limited
to the close proximity (up to 500 feet/~1 block) of the new
station.
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Project Element APE Limit and Rationale = APE Limit and Rationale =  Notes
Previous Route 90% Modified Route (2022)
(2018)

Operations and 0.25-mile buffer from the All properties within 750 Noise — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration
Maintenance perimeter of the OMF site  feet from the perimeter of Impact Assessment Manual, the noise screening distance for
Facility (OMF) to account for potential the OMF site to account for  yards/shops is 650 feet with intervening buildings, 1,000 feet
vibration effects during potential construction and unobstructed (see Attachment A, Figure 1). However, not all
construction, construction operation noise, vibration potential noise impacts result in an adverse effect to historic
and operation noise, and effects during construction, properties. It is anticipated that potential noise impacts that
permanent visual effects. and permanent visual could rise the level of adversely affecting an historic property
effects that have the would be located in close proximity to the OMF, even in an
potential to change the unobstructed area.
character or use of the
historic property. Vibration — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and

Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, vibration from impact pile
driving, which generates the highest vibration level for typical
construction projects, has the potential to cause superficial
damage to structures up to 150 feet from the piling,
depending on the type of building (see Table 7-4, Equation
7-2, and Table 7-5 in Attachment A, Excerpt 1). Vibration
levels generated by other construction activities would be less
than those generated by piling. Vibration levels generated by
operations are well below the thresholds for damage.

Visual — The OMF is located in an area with few intervening
buildings or vegetation. However, it is anticipated that
visibility of the OMF building would dissipate with distance.
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APE Limit and Rationale = Notes

Modified Route (2022)

APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%

Project Element

(2018)

New locations or
replacements of
an existing bridge
with a profile
(deck surface /top
of railhead) no
more than 12 feet
above an existing
grade and/or
surface of the
feature being
crossed

*Previous project
profile was no more
than 6 feet above
grade

All properties within 600
feet from the perimeter of

the structure to account for

potential vibration effects
during construction
(assumes the potential for
pile driving), construction
and operation noise, and
minor permanent visual
effects.

All properties within 200
feet from the perimeter
of the structure and not
blocked from view by
vegetation, topography,
intervening development
(e.g., other buildings), or
infrastructure (e.g., the
interstate) to account for
potential vibration
effects during
construction (assumes the
potential for pile
driving), construction and
operation noise, changes
in traffic, and permanent
visual effects that have
the potential to change
the character or use of
the historic property.

Noise — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual, the noise screening distance for LRT
is 175 feet with intervening buildings, 350 feet unobstructed
(see Attachment A, Figure 1). However, not all potential noise
impacts result in an adverse effect to historic properties. It is
anticipated that potential noise impacts that could rise the
level of adversely affecting an historic property would be
located in close proximity (adjacent) to the alignment/bridge.

Vibration — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, vibration from impact pile
driving, which generates the highest vibration level for typical
construction projects, has the potential to cause superficial
damage to structures up to 150 feet from the piling,
depending on the type of building (see Table 7-4, Equation
7-2, and Table 7-5 in Attachment A, Excerpt 1). Vibration
levels generated by other construction activities would be less
than those generated by piling. Vibration levels generated by
operations are well below the thresholds for damage.

Visual — Bridges in this category (see Table 2) would be
constructed adjacent to reconstructions of existing bridges.
Any difference in grade between the bridge and the
surrounding area is anticipated to be small and potential
visibility would be further blocked by intervening buildings
and vegetation. It anticipated that potential permanent visual
effects it anticipated that potential permanent visual effects
would be limited to properties immediately fronting the
alignment (approximately 150-200 feet from the alignment).
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Project Element APE Limit and Rationale = APE Limit and Rationale —

Previous Route 90%

Modified Route (2022)

New locations or
replacements of
an existing bridge
with a profile
more than 12 feet
above (higher) an
existing grade
and /or surface of
the feature being
crossed

*Previous project
profile was more than
6 feet above grade

(2018)

All properties within 0.25
miles from the perimeter of
the structure to account for
potential vibration effects
during construction
(assumes the potential for
pile driving), construction
and operation noise, and
more substantial
permanent visual effects.

All properties within 500
feet from the perimeter of
the structure and not
blocked from view by
vegetation, topography,
intervening development
(e.g., other buildings), or
infrastructure (e.g., the
interstate) to account for
potential construction and
operation noise, vibration
effects during construction
(assumes the potential for
pile driving), changes in
traffic, and permanent
visual effects that have the
potential to change the
character or use of the
historic property.

Noise — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual, the noise screening distance for LRT
is 175 feet with intervening buildings, 350 feet unobstructed
(see Attachment A, Figure 1). However, not all potential noise
impacts result in an adverse effect to historic properties. It is
anticipated that potential noise impacts that could rise the
level of adversely affecting an historic property would be
located in close proximity (adjacent) to the alignment/bridge

Vibration — According to FTA’s 2018 Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, vibration from impact pile
driving, which generates the highest vibration level for typical
construction projects, has the potential to cause superficial
damage to structures up to 150 feet from the piling,
depending on the type of building (see Table 7-4, Equation
7-2, and Table 7-5 in Attachment A, Excerpt 1). Vibration
levels generated by other construction activities would be less
than those generated by piling. Vibration levels generated by
operations are well below the thresholds for damage.

Traffic — Although traffic patterns may shift or be otherwise
temporarily affected during construction of the bridges, it is
anticipated there would be little impact to existing traffic and
shifts in traffic patterns would not result in rerouting major
traffic volumes into areas not already affected by traffic.

Visual — Bridges in this category (see Table 2) would likely
be more visible but it is anticipated that potential permanent
visual effects would dissipate with distance, especially given
the intervening buildings and vegetation along the corridor.
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Project Element

APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%
(2018)

APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

Modifications to
existing collector
(local) streets and
access within
existing right-of-
way

Modifications to
existing major
arterial streets
and highways
(non-limited
access) within
existing ROW

Modifications to
existing highways
(limited access)
within existing

ROW

All property within 125
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for potential
changes in traffic,
temporary and permanent
noise and vibration effects,
and minor permanent
visual effects.

All property within 150
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for potential
changes in traffic,
temporary and permanent
noise and vibration effects,
and permanent visual
effects.

All property within 300
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for potential
changes in traffic,
temporary and permanent
noise and vibrations
effects, and permanent
visual effects.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.
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APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%

Technical Memorandum

APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

New and
relocated/

realigned collector

(local), major
arterial streets,
and highways
(non-limited
access) not within
existing right-of-
way

New surface
parking facilities
(no buses),
modification to
existing surface
parking facilities
(no buses), and
new access roads

(2018)

All property within 200
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for temporary
and permanent noise and
vibration effects, new
traffic, and permanent
visual effects.

All property within 150
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for temporary
and permanent noise and
vibration effects, new
traffic, and permanent
visual effects.

First tier of properties
directly fronting the
roadway and intersections
not blocked by vegetation,
topography, intervening
development (e.g., other
buildings), or infrastructure
(e.g., the interstate) to
account for construction and
operation noise, changes in
traffic, and permanent
visual effects that have the
potential to change the
character or use of the
historic property.

First tier of adjacent
properties not blocked by
vegetation, topography,
intervening development
(e.g., other buildings), or
infrastructure (e.g., the
interstate) to account for
construction and operation
noise, changes in traffic,
and permanent visual
effects that have the
potential to change the
character or use of the
historic property.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.
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Pedestrian (ADA)
ramps

Sidewalks and
trail improvements
(no above grade
elements other
than curbs and
medians)

Pedestrian
enhancements
(e.g., sidewalks
and trails) that
include above
grade elements
(e.g., lighting,
trees, signage,
etc.)

APE Limit and Rationale —

Previous Route 90%
(2018)

All property within 50 feet
from the perimeter of the
construction limits/LOD to
account for minor visual
effects and construction
related noise and vibration
effects.

All property within 100
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for potential
minor visual effects and
construction related noise
and vibration effects.

All property within 125
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for potential
visual effects and
construction related noise
and vibration effects.
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APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic
property.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic
property. If proposed
sidewalk or trail
improvements directly abut
a property, the property
would be included within the
APE.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic

property.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.
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Below ground (no
pile driving)

Above ground
utility lines other
than high-voltage
transmission lines
(no pile driving)

Borrow /fill and
floodplain/stormw
ater/ wetland
mitigation areas

APE Limit and Rationale —

Previous Route 90%
(2018)

All property within 25 feet
from the perimeter of the
construction limits/LOD to
account for construction
related noise and vibration
effects.

All property within 125
feet from the perimeter of
the construction limits/LOD
to account for permanent
visual effects and
construction related noise
and vibration effects.

Generally, all property
within 125 feet from the
perimeter of the
construction limits/LOD to
account for vibration
during construction and
potential permanent visual
effects.
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APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic
property.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic

property.

All properties within the
construction limits/LOD to
account for physical effects
and temporary noise and
vibration effects during
construction that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic

property.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.
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Project Element

(2018)

Noise walls (no
pile driving)

*Noise walls are not
part of the current
design but may be part
of the updated design.

APE Limit and Rationale —
Previous Route 90%

Not previously addressed.

METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)

Technical Memorandum

APE Limit and Rationale —
Modified Route (2022)

All properties within 100
feet of the construction
limits/LOD to account for
physical effects, temporary
noise /vibration during
construction, and potential
visual effects that have the
potential to change the
character or use the historic
property. This may be
increased or decreased,
depending on the change in
grade and the method of
construction.

5514 West Broadway Avenue, Suite 200, Crystal, MN 55428 www.bluelineext.org

APE for similar project element with similar effects for Gold
Line BRT project.
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The APE limit and rationale for the proposed new or reconstructed bridges is summarized in Table 2 below.

Table 2. Architecture/History APE for Bridges

Bridge Location APE Limit and Rationale

New bridge over TH 610 200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from existing TH 610. The new bridge will
parallel an existing bridge along West Broadway Avenue
over TH 610. It is assumed the new bridge will have a
similar height and massing to the existing bridge, which will
minimize potential permanent visual effects.

Elevated structure at 734 Avenue North 500 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) during construction and
noise during construction and operation. The new structure
will be more than 12 feet above the surrounding grade
and has potential for increased permanent visual effects.

New bridges at Bass Lake Road 500 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) during construction and
noise during construction and operation. The new structure
will be more than 12 feet above the surrounding grade
and has potential for increased permanent visual effects.

Bridge reconstruction over CP Railroad 200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from the existing CP Railroad and roadways.
It is anticipated the reconstruction will maintain a similar
height to the existing bridge, which will minimize potential
permanent visual effects.

Bridge reconstruction over TH 100 200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from the existing roadways. It is anticipated
the reconstruction will maintain a similar height to the
existing bridge, which will minimize potential permanent
visual effects.

Elevated structure at North Memorial Hospital 500 feet from perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) during construction and
noise during construction and operation. The new structure
will be more than 12 feet above the surrounding grade
and has potential for increased permanent visual effects.
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APE Limit and Rationale

Bridge Location
Bridge reconstruction along North 7th Street
over |-94

New bridge over |-94 at either 21st Avenue or
just south of West Broadway Avenue

Bridge reconstruction along Plymouth Avenue
over |1-94 on ramps

Bridge reconstruction of 3rd Street Connector
Viaducts over 10th Avenue North

New bridge parallel to existing LRT bridge at
Target Field Station

200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from existing highways and roadways. It is
anticipated the reconstruction will maintain a similar height
to the existing bridge, which will minimize potential
permanent visual effects.

500 feet from perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) during construction and
noise during construction and operation. The new structure
will likely be more than 12 feet above the surrounding
grade and has potential for increased permanent visual
effects.

200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from existing highways and roadways. It is
anticipated the reconstruction will maintain a similar height
to the existing bridge, which will minimize potential
permanent visual effects.

200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from existing highways and roadways. It is
anticipated the reconstruction will maintain a similar height
to the existing bridges, which will minimize potential
permanent visual effects.

200 feet from the perimeter of the structure — Potential
vibration (possible pile driving) and noise effects during
construction will be temporary and short in duration.
Potential noise during operation will be nominal compared
to the noise from existing highways and roadways. The
new bridge will parallel an existing bridge at Target Field
Station. It is assumed the new bridge will have a similar
height and massing to the existing bridge, which will
minimize potential permanent visual effects.

The recommended architectural history APE for the route based on the current design is shown on Figures 1-5.
Design is continuing to advance and details regarding roadway, parking lot, pedestrian, bicycle, and utility
improvements, or the location of borrow /fill and floodplain, stormwater, or wetland mitigation areas are being
identified. As design develops, the recommended revised APE parameters summarized in Table 1 will be applied.
Further changes to the design details which result in changes to the APE as outlined above will be coordinated with

FTA and SHPO as appropriate.

15



Technical Memorandum

METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)
5514 West Broadway Avenue, Suite 200, Crystal, MN 55428 www.bluelineext.org

Cultural Resources Studies

Identify Historic Properties

For the purpose of Section 106, historic properties include resources that are listed in or determined eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). As determined through conversations with FTA, the
Preservation Lead will be responsible for overseeing cultural resources investigations for the proposed project,
including a literature review, Phase | and Il (if necessary) surveys to identify historic properties within the APE, and
an assessment of effects the project may have on historic properties. FTA, as the Lead Federal Agency, will review
these studies and make final determinations of eligibility and findings of effect for each historic property in the
APE, in consultation with SHPO and consulting parties. A summary of the proposed methodology for the
investigations is provided below. All work will be conducted in accordance with all federal, state, and local laws,
and the reporting will be prepared in accordance with Stipulation | of the MOA, SHPO’s Manual for Archaeological
Projects in Minnesota (Anfinson 2005), Minnesota State Archaeologist’s Manual for Archaeological Projects in
Minnesota (Anfinson 2011), SHPQO’s Historic and Architectural Survey Manual (2017), and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation (NPS 1983).

Archaeological Resources

The following work plan outlines the approach to identifying and evaluating (Phase | and |l, respectively)
precontact and post-contact archaeological properties that are eligible for inclusion in the NRHP in the project’s
archaeology APE. The primary tasks that comprise this approach include research and assessment (Task 1),
inventory and evaluation (Task 2), and analysis and reporting (Task 3).

Under the direction of the Preservation Lead, archaeological investigations will be conducted by a principal
investigator who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology. The
survey will be conducted in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local requirements including the
Minnesota Field Archaeology Act and the Minnesota Private Cemeteries Act.

Task 1: Research and Assessment

To inform the route modification process, a review of known cultural resources along alternative modified routes
under consideration was completed in November 2021. At this early stage of design, a 0.25-mile study area was
used as a buffer to encompass areas that may be included within a final APE. Supplemental research at the
Minnesota Historical Society (MNHS), the Minnesota Office of the State Archaeologist (OSA), and the SHPO will be
conducted to identify known archaeological sites that have been previously identified within a one-mile radius of
the project area. The one-mile radius aids in the determination of archaeological sites potential. Reports of
previous archaeological surveys, including the archaeological assessment completed for the previous route, will be
reviewed. Research will also be conducted at the University of Minnesota to access historical aerial photographs,
historical plat maps, and soil data. Precontact and post-contact period contexts will be briefly reviewed, with a
focus to inform the discussion of potential site types within the APE and assessment of potential for intact
archaeological resources to exist.

Based on the results of the research and desktop map analysis, the principal investigator, in coordination with the
Preservation Lead, will identify portions of the APE that have not been previously surveyed and do not appear to
be disturbed and conduct a preliminary field assessment. This preliminary investigation will assess archaeological
site potential, identify areas of previous disturbance, and attempt to identify surface features that may not be
depicted on historical maps or aerial photographs. Portions of the APE that have been previously assessed for this
project will be reviewed to determine whether investigations have occurred in the area since it was last reviewed
or if there are substantive changes in field conditions. The results of this assessment will inform the locations of
Phase | survey, if necessary (Task 2).
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As the design of the project and location of ancillary features are identified, it is assumed areas that may be
impacted by proposed construction may change. Therefore, assessment of new areas identified outside of the
current APE will be conducted as they are identified and will inform the Supplemental EIS.

The research results will be compiled in an archaeological assessment report. This brief report will identify:

Known archaeological sites and historic properties within a one-mile radius of the project area
Sections of the APE that have been previously documented /surveyed

Sections of the APE that have been previously disturbed

m Portions of the APE that have not been previously surveyed that may require survey in the future.

At the conclusion of the archaeological assessment, the Council and Preservation Lead will meet with FTA to discuss
the results and confirm identified areas requiring Phase | archaeological survey, if any. The Preservation Lead will
submit a report of the archaeological assessment results to FTA for its review. The Preservation Lead will work with
the principal investigator to address comments and submit a revised version of the report to FTA. FTA will then
transmit the report to SHPO and consulting parties for review.

Task 2: Inventory and Evaluation

If any portions of the APE were identified during Task 1 as requiring additional survey, and FTA concurs with the
assessment, Task 2 will begin with a Phase | archaeological survey of those areas. During the Phase | survey,
subsurface testing, likely in the form of shovel testing, may be employed in the high potential areas identified in
the archaeological assessment report. In addition, limited shovel testing may be completed for identified sites to
more clearly determine the overall character and delineate the horizontal and vertical extent of the sites. Newly
identified archaeology sites will be documented on a Minnesota Archaeological Site Form. At the conclusion of the
Phase | archaeological survey, the Council and the Preservation Lead will meet with FTA to discuss the results and
confirm areas requiring Phase Il archaeological evaluation, if any.

If the results of the Phase | survey identify archaeology sites within the APE that are potentially eligible for inclusion
in the NRHP, a Phase Il evaluation of these properties will be completed to determine their eligibility. A Phase Il
archaeological evaluation may involve the excavation of formal test units to assess the soil stratigraphy, types of
artifacts present, vertical artifact densities, potential for features, site extent, and site condition. Test unit
excavations are controlled excavations of typically 1 x 1-meter squares to determine the presence of buried
artifacts and /or features.

Artifacts encountered during the Phase | and Il investigations will be collected in a manner consistent with SHPO'’s
Manual for Archaeological Projects in Minnesota (Anfinson 2005) and the Minnesota State Archaeologist’s Manual
for Archaeological Projects in Minnesota (Anfinson 2011).

Task 3: Analysis and Reporting

Following completion of any Phase | and Phase Il archaeological survey that may be necessary, the principal
investigator will analyze the data and prepare a technical report of the investigations describing project
methodology, previous investigations, appropriate historical contexts, results, and recommendations. The reporting
will be prepared in accordance with the SHPO’s Manual for Archaeological Projects in Minnesota (Anfinson 2005)
and the Minnesota State Archaeologist’s Manual for Archaeological Projects in Minnesota (Anfinson 2011). Sites
documented during the survey will be recorded on new or updated Minnesota Archaeological Site Forms. Collected
artifacts will be processed and analyzed in compliance with the survey guidelines of the SHPO. Artifacts from
private property will be returned to the landowner after they are analyzed. Artifacts identified on publicly owned
lands during the Phase | and Il investigations will be curated at the MNHS, per the requirements of the OSA
archaeological license.
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The Preservation Lead will submit the report to FTA for its review. The Preservation Lead will work with the
principal investigator to address comments and submit a revised version of the report to FTA. FTA will then transmit
the report and their determinations of eligibility to SHPO and consulting parties for review. If FTA determines
there are historic properties in the APE and SHPO concurs with FTA’s determinations of eligibility, effects will be
assessed as discussed below. If SHPO does not concur with FTA’s determinations of eligibility, the disagreement will
be resolved pursuant to Stipulation XVIII of the MOA.

Architectural History Properties

The following work plan outlines the approach to identifying and evaluating (Phase | and Il, respectively)
architectural history properties that are eligible for inclusion in the NRHP in the project’s APE. The primary tasks
that comprise this approach include research and assessment (Task 1), inventory and evaluation (Task 2) and
analysis and reporting (Task 3).

Under the direction of the Preservation Lead, architectural history investigations will be conducted by a principal
investigator who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for architectural history
and/or history. The survey will be conducted in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local requirements
including the Minnesota Historic Sites Act.

Task 1: Research and Assessment

As noted above, to inform the route modification process, a review of known cultural resources along alternative
routes under consideration was completed in November 2021. At this early stage of design, a 0.25-mile study
area was used as a buffer to encompass areas that may be included within a final APE. Supplemental research will
be conducted at the SHPO to review reports of previously conducted surveys within the APE. Research will be
completed at MNHS and local historical societies to locate historical maps, aerial photographs, and local histories
to aid in the development of historical contexts. Previously developed historic contexts will be identified and
utilized. Existing contexts may be updated, or new contexts may be developed (e.g., for new geographic areas),
as needed, to facilitate evaluation of properties within the architectural history APE.

As shown in Figures 1-5, most of the architectural history APE for the modified route was surveyed as part of the
Section 106 review during previous stages of this project. The first survey for the project was completed in 2012 to
support the Draft EIS (properties built in 1965 or earlier). This investigation covered several alternatives that were
under consideration at that time. A second survey was completed in 2013 to evaluate properties within the APE for
the Plymouth Avenue Station, which had been added to the project. In 2015, a Cultural Landscape Study was
prepared for Theodore Wirth Regional Park. In 2017, a supplemental survey was completed to document
properties built between 1966 and 1972 per Stipulation | (Identification of Additional Historic Properties) of the
MOA. In 2018, another supplemental survey was completed to document properties within a revised and
expanded APE, evaluate the Park Lane Residential District, and to address additional information received about
properties associated with Prince Rogers Nelson within the APE. It is recommended that properties previously
surveyed for this project, which were completed within the last 10 years, do not need to be resurveyed unless a
new area of potential significance for a property is identified. Other properties surveyed within the last 10 years
for Section 106 compliance will also be excluded from further survey and evaluation if the documentation of the
evaluations is adequate for the purposes of this project.

According to Stipulation I.A of the MOA, properties 50 years of age or older from the estimated start of
construction date meet the criteria for survey. Project construction is anticipated to start in 2025-2026; therefore,
properties built in 1976 or earlier will be included in the survey. The Hennepin County property database provides
building construction dates for tax parcels. These dates are assumed to be generally reliable for properties
erected in the second half of the twentieth century and will be used to eliminate properties from the survey that
were built after 1976. Additionally, parcel data will be reviewed to identify if properties that were built in 1976
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or earlier that fall within the APEs for previous surveys were not previously evaluated due to their age and,
therefore, would now require survey. It will not be necessary to re-evaluate NRHP-listed or previously determined
eligible properties unless there has been a significant change in their integrity or if additional information is
needed to assess potential project effects.

The Council recommends use of new desktop tools for the initial assessment of architectural history properties to
inform and streamline the Phase | survey. Available Google Street View imagery within the APE, which dates from
2019 to 2022 throughout most of the corridor, will be reviewed to complete an initial assessment of properties
built in 1976 or earlier and not previously evaluated for Section 106 compliance within the last 10 years. In
addition, imagery dating to November 2020 through Hennepin County’s Cyclomedia program will be reviewed to
supplement the Street View imagery and further inform the initial assessment. Properties will be assessed further in
the field (see Task 2 below). Properties within the APE that are built after 1976 with no potential for exceptional
significance and, therefore, per the SHPQO’s Historic and Architectural Survey Manual (2017), do not meet the
requirements for survey will be documented with Street View or Cyclomedia imagery, recorded in table format,
and mapped.

Task 2: Inventory and Evaluation

For properties within the APE that meet the requirements for survey (built in 1976), the principal investigator, in
coordination with the Preservation Lead, will conduct a Phase | (reconnaissance) architectural history investigation.
The study will be conducted according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Identification (NPS 1983),
SHPQO'’s Historic and Architectural Survey Manual (2017), and the recommended methodology outlined below.

Following the initial desktop assessment, a windshield reconnaissance of the properties within the APE that meet the
requirements for Phase | survey will be completed. During the windshield reconnaissance, surveyors will be
observant of all properties to identify those that may have been incorrectly assessed as lacking significance or
integrity during the desktop assessment due to inaccurate or incomplete data, or to identify potential historic
districts. Outreach to local community members and stakeholders, including Section 106 consulting parties, will be
completed to gather input regarding locally important properties, as well as identify local community members to
potentially accompany field staff to further inform and facilitate in-field survey and documentation.

Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps and historical aerial photographs will be reviewed to narrow construction dates and
understand the land use history of each property. Each property that meets the criteria for survey (built in 1976 or
earlier) will be assessed during the Phase | study for potential eligibility for the NRHP. Based on the results of the
desktop review, community outreach, windshield reconnaissance, and supplemental research, a supplemental field
visit to properties or districts identified as potentially eligible will be completed. Each potentially eligible property
or district will be documented with field notes and photographed with a digital camera from the public right-of-
way. Additionally, the principal investigator will assess the historic integrity of properties within the APE that were
previously determined eligible within the last 10 years and NRHP-listed properties within the APE to determine if
there have been significant changes to each property’s integrity. If there have been no significance or integrity
changes, each previously determined eligible or NRHP-listed property will be photodocumented, mapped, and
recorded in table format, but will not be documented on an inventory form unless its integrity has been
compromised.

Each property surveyed (constructed in 1976 or earlier) will receive a SHPO inventory number and will be
documented on a Minnesota Individual Property Inventory Form. An example Phase | Minnesota Individual Property
Inventory Form utilizing available Google Street View and Cyclomedia imagery is included as Attachment B.
Documentation will include architectural descriptions, assessments of integrity, brief narratives and statements of
significance, recommendation of eligibility, photographs, and GIS mapping. A Minnesota Multiple Property
Inventory Form will be completed for linear resources or potential historic districts identified within the APE.
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If any of the Phase | properties are recommended as having potential significance, the Council and the
Preservation Lead will meet with FTA to discuss the results and receive concurrence from FTA to proceed with
completing a Phase Il (intensive) survey and evaluation of those properties to determine their eligibility. A Phase Il
architectural history evaluation will include additional property-specific supplemental research at MNHS, SHPO,
the University of Minnesota and other local repositories as appropriate. Properties will be documented with
detailed field notes and additional photographs with a digital camera may be taken. Each property will be
evaluated for eligibility according to the NRHP criteria. The principal investigator will also evaluate the seven
aspects of integrity for each property. The results of the Phase Il evaluation will be recorded on an updated
Minnesota Architecture-History Inventory form.

Task 3: Analysis and Reporting

Following survey, the principal investigator will compile the Phase | and Il survey results into a report that will meet
the requirements outlined in the SHPQO’s Historic and Architectural Survey Manual (2017). Separate reports may be
prepared to align with and inform the Supplemental Draft EIS. The report(s) will describe project methodology;
survey results; include maps of the project location, APE, known historic properties, and survey results; and provide
recommendations of eligibility for each surveyed property. The Preservation Lead will submit the report(s) to FTA
for its review. The Preservation Lead will work with the principal investigator to address comments and submit
revised versions of the survey repori(s) and inventory forms to FTA. FTA will then transmit the report(s), inventory
forms, and their determinations of eligibility to SHPO and consulting parties for review. If FTA determines there are
historic properties in the APE, and SHPO concurs with FTA’s determinations of eligibility, effects will be assessed as
discussed below. If SHPO does not concur with FTA’s determinations of eligibility, the disagreement will be resolved
pursuant to Stipulation XVIII of the MOA.

Assess Effects to Historic Properties

The potential effects from the project on historic properties within the revised APE will be assessed by the
Preservation Lead pursuant to Stipulation I.C of the MOA. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5, the assessment of effects will
summarize the significance of each historic property within the APE, assess how the project may affect each historic
property’s integrity and/or ability to convey its significance, and apply the criteria of adverse effect. The results of
the study will be presented in a report with recommendations for FTA’s findings of effect. The report will also
clarify whether any of the findings of effect presented in the Section 106 Assessment of Effects and Final
Determination of Effect for Historic Properties (January 2016) remain valid.

If FTA finds that the project will result in No Adverse Effect to historic properties and SHPO agrees, no further
consultation is required pending implementation of any conditions tied to the finding. If FTA finds the project will
result in adverse effects to historic properties and SHPO agrees, FTA will resolve the adverse effects as discussed
below. If SHPO does not concur with FTA’s finding of effect, the disagreement will be resolved pursuant to
Stipulation XVIII of the MOA.

Resolve Adverse Effects

If a finding of Adverse Effect is made for the project, FTA will consult with SHPO, the Council, and consulting parties
pursuant to Stipulation XIV of the MOA to determine the appropriate means to resolve the adverse effects and
develop mitigation plans as required. The MOA will be amended to document the historic properties within the APE
for the modified route and the resolution of any adverse effects to those properties.
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Table 4-7 Screening Distance for Noise Assessments

Project Systems

Screening Distance, ft*

Unobstructed | Intervening Buildings

Fixed-Guideway Systems
Commuter Rail Mainline 750 375
Commuter Rail Station With Horn Blowing 1,600 1,200
Without Horn Blowing 250 200
Commuter Rail Road Crossing with Horns and Bells 1,600 1,200
RRT 700 350
RRT Station 200 100
LRT 350 175
Streetcar 200 100
Access Roads to Stations 100 50
Low and Intermediate Steel Wheel 125 >0
Capacity Transit Rubber Tire 90 40
Monorail 175 70
Yards and Shops 1000 650
Parking Facilities 125 75
Access Roads to Parking 100 50
Ancillary Facilities: Ventilation Shafts 200 100
Ancillary Facilities: Power Substations 250 125

Bus Systems

Busway 500 250
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on exclusive roadway 200 100
Access Roads 100 50
Transit Mall 225 150
Bus Facilities Transit Center 225 150
Storage & Maintenance 350 225
Park & Ride Lots w/Buses 225 150
Ferry Boat Terminals 300 150

Measured from centerline of guideway for fixed-guideway sources, from the ROW on both sides of the roadway for
highway/transit sources, from the center of noise-generating activity for stationary sources, or from the outer boundary

of the proposed project site for fixed facilities spread out over a large area.

Figure 1. Selection from the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (2018, page 35) showing

the screening distances for noise assessments.
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Excerpt 1. Selection from the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (2018, pages 184-186)
showing the vibration source levels for construction equipment (Table 7-4) and the equation to calculate the

distance from construction equipment at which damage may occur (Equation 7-2), and the thresholds for damage
for various types of buildings (Table 7-5).
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Minnesota Individual Property Inventory Form [y} S5t vrt o

Please refer to the Historic and Architectural Survey Manual before completing this form.

ADMINISTRATION

STATE MISTORIC PRESERYATION QFFICE

Must use Adobe Acrobat Reader to complete and save this form. Adobe Acrobat Reader can be downloaded at: https://get.adobe.com/reader/?promoid=KLXME

General Information

Historic Name: House & Garage

Other Names:

Inventory No.. HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Fo

rm (Name and Inventory No.):

New or Updated Form: New

Review and Compliance No.: 2022-XXXX

Extant: Yes Agency Proj. No.: XXXX
Survey Type: Reconnaissance (Phase 1) Grant No.:

Location Information

Street Address: 1324 Upton Avenue North

County: Hennepin City/Twp:  Minneapolis

If Multiple, List All Counties:

If Multiple, List All Cities/Townships:

Total Acres: L€ss than one acre

UTM Coordinates:

USGS 7.5 Quad Name(s): Minneapolis South

Township: 29  Range: 24 E/W: E

QrQtrQtr: ~ QtrQtr: swse Qtr:

Township: Range:_ E/W:

QrQtrQtr: ~ QtrQtr:  Qtr:
Urban:

Subdivision: WH Lauderdales Addn to MPLS

Datum: NAD83
UTM Zone Easting Northing
£ Section: 17 15N 475228 4982157

Section:

Block(s): 003

Lot(s): 022

Property Identification Number (PIN):

Previous Determinations

Previous Individual Determination:

[] National Register Listed

[] NPS DOE
[ ] State Register Listed

[] CEF

[] SEF

[] Locally Designated
[] Not Eligible

1702924430205

Previous District Determination:
District Name:

[] Within a National Register-Listed District

Contributing Status:

[] Within a State Register-Listed District
Contributing Status:

[] Within a CEF District
Contributing Status:
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[] Within a SEF District

Contributing Status:

[] Within a Locally Designated District

Contributing Status:




Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: House & Garage

Inventory Form Inventory No.: HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

Classification

Associated Properties (Name and Inventory No.):

Property Category: BU”dmg Number of Resources on the Property:

Buildings: 2  Structures: Sites: Objects:

Function or Use

Historic: Current:
Function/Use Category: Domestic Function/Use Category: Domestic
Function/Use Category (if other): Function/Use Category (if other):
Function/Use Subcategory:Sing|e Dwelling Function/Use Subcategory: Single Dwelling
Function/Use Subcategory (if other): Function/Use Subcategory (if other):
Description

Provide full Narrative Description on Continuation Sheet.

Architectural Style: Bungalow

Architectural Style (if other):

Exterior Material:  Stucco

Exterior Material (if other):

Significance
Provide full Statement of Significance on Continuation Sheet.

Applicable National Register of Historic Places Criteria:

Criterion A: Property is associated with significant events. []Yes No [ ] More Research Recommended
Criterion B: Property is associated with the lives of significant persons. [ ]Yes No [ ] More Research Recommended
Criterion C: Property has significant architectural characteristics. []Yes No [ ] More Research Recommended

Criterion D: Property may yield important information in history/prehistory. |:| Yes No |:| More Research Recommended

Criteria Considerations? [v/] No []Yes If yes, describe in Statement of Significance on Continuation Sheet.

Area of Significance: Additional or Other Area(s) of Significance:

Period(s) of Significance:

Date(s) Constructed: ca. 1923

Other Significant Construction Dates: Discuss in Statement of Significance on Continuation Sheet.

Date Source(s):  Hennepin County Assessor

Architect/Builder/Engineer: Unknown

Architect/Builder/Engineer Documentation:
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Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: House & Garage

Inventory Form Inventory No.. HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

Bibliography
Complete Bibliography on Continuation Sheet.

Additional Documentation

For all properties, the following additional documentation must be submitted with the inventory form. Refer to the Historic and
Architectural Survey Manual for guidance.

1. Photographs
2. Maps

Preparer's Information and Recommendation
Preparer Name and Title: Jeanne Barnes, Senior Architectural Historian

Organization/Firm (if applicable): HDR

Date Inventory Form Prepared: ~ 10/04/2022

Recommended Individual Evaluation: Recommended District Evaluation:
[] Eligible for the National Register [] Within a National Register-Eligible District
Not Eligible for the National Register Contributing Status:
] More Information Needed for Evaluation District Name:

District Inventory Number:

] Eligible for Local Designation [] Within a Locally-Eligible District
[] Not Eligible for Local Designation Contributing Status:
[] More Information Needed for Local Designation District Name:

District Inventory Number:
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Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage
Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

Narrative Description

The one-and-a-half-story, two-bay, front-gabled house sits on a solid concrete foundation and has a rectangular
plan. The house is covered with stucco and has three intersecting front gables that are finished with wide
overhanging boxed eaves with a bracketed cornice. The Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of 1930 indicates the house
is wood-frame construction, covered with stucco, and originally had a composition roof. The roof is now covered
with asphalt shingles and is pierced by an interior brick chimney with a plain cap and a front-gabled dormer,
both on the southern slope. The main entry is a single-leaf entry on the northern bay of the facade that is
reached by a set of concrete steps with metal railing. Window openings hold replacement single and paired one-
over-one, double-hung windows, and in the southern bay of the facade, a large picture window flanked by
narrow one-over-one, double-hung windows. The rear of the house has a one-story, one-bay projecting front-
gabled bay fenestrated with paired window openings and the same material treatment as the main block.

The house sits on the east side of the street and is set back approximately 35 feet from the road. The property is
fronted by a concrete sidewalk and a concrete walkway with stairs and a metal handrail leads to the main entry
on the facade. The back yard is enclosed with a wood privacy fence. Landscaping is minimal with a small
flowerbed on the facade and a few mature trees.

To the rear (east) of the house is a one-story, one-bay, two-car, wood-frame garage clad with T-111 siding. The
garage appears to date to ca. 1985 based on its form and materials. It sits on a poured concrete foundation and
is capped with a front-gabled, asphalt-shingled roof with wide overhanging eaves. Visible fenestration is limited
to a metal roll-up vehicular garage door.

The house retains its integrity of location, design, setting, feeling, and association. Integrity of workmanship and
materials has been minimally affected by replacement windows and doors.

Statement of Significance

1324 Upton Avenue North is located within W.H. Lauderdale’s Addition to Minneapolis, which was platted in
June 1889 by William H. Lauderdale and his wife Susan A. Lauderdale. The subdivision consisted of four blocks
between Sixteenth Avenue North on the north, Sheridan Avenue on the east, Plymouth Avenue on the south,
and Upton Avenue on the west. Each block contained 29 or 30 lots, roughly 40 feet wide and 129 feet deep,
each with an alley. Parcels within this subdivision were not developed until the early 1920s.

The property at 1324 Upton Avenue North is typical of the suburban development of Minneapolis and Hennepin
County in the first half of the twentieth century. It is not associated with any significant events in local, state, or
national history, not is it associated with any significant individuals (Criteria A and B). The house is typical of
Bungalows constructed in the 1920s and does not represent a significant architectural type, style, method of
construction, or the work of a master (Criterion C). The property is unlikely to yield information important to
historical study (Criterion D).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage
Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

Due to an overall lack of historic significance found during the Phase | reconnaissance level survey, the property
at 1324 Upton Avenue North does not warrant further investigation.

Bibliography

Sanborn Insurance Maps of Minneapolis, Minnesota. Sanborn Map Company, Vol. 2, 1930. Sheet 182. Map.

Hennepin County Library.
https://digitalcollections.hclib.org/digital/collection/p17208coll17/id/5057/rec/1

W.H. Lauderdale’s Addition to Minneapolis. 1889. Plat Map. Hennepin County Library.
https://digitalcollections.hclib.org/digital/collection/p17208coll17/id/6820/rec/1



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage
Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):
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HE-MPC-9170, Hennepin County Property Interactive Map (parcel highlighted in red).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage
Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):
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Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage

Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

Photographs

HE-MPC-9170, November 2020, front elevation, view east (Hennepin County Cyclomedia image).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage

Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

HE-MPC-9170, November 2022, front elevation, view northeast (Hennepin County Cylcomedia image).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage

Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet  Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

HE-MPC-9170, November 2020, front and side elevation, view southeast (Hennepin County Cyclomedia image).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage

Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

HE-MPC-9170, May 2019, rear elevation and garage, view west (Google Street View image).



Minnesota Individual Property Historic Name: _House & Garage

Inventory Form — Continuation Sheet Inventory No.: _HE-MPC-9170

Associated MN Multiple Property Form (Name and Inventory No):

HE-MPC-9170, May 2019, garage, view northwest (Google Street View image).
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Meeting Notes
METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)

www.bluelineext.org

Section 106 Consultation Meeting

Meeting Title:

Date: August 7, 2023 Time: 11:00am-12:30pm (CDT)
Location: BPO North Conference Room (6™ Floor) and Microsoft Teams
Attendees: Federal Transit Administration (FTA): Hannah Smith, Anshu Singh

Metro Transit: Kelcie Young, Neha Damle

HDR: Jenny Bring, Scott Reed, Laura Koski, Catherine Judd

State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO): Sarah Beimers

Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT): Barbara Howard

Hennepin County: Dan Soler, Cathy Gold

City of Brooklyn Park: Amber Turnquest

City of Golden Valley: Jason Zimmerman

City of Robbinsdale: Tim Sandvik

City of Minneapolis: Jim Voll

City of Minneapolis Heritage Preservation Commission: Andrea Burke, Erin Que
Minneapolis Parks and Recreation Board: Emma Pachuta

Brooklyns Historical Society: Diane Sannes

Heritage Park Neighborhood Association: Andrea Young

Jordan Area Community Council: Tou Xiong

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition: Donna Sanders, Sandy Khalil, Thakurdyal Singh

Agenda

Project Introduction

Section 106 Process Overview

Project Background

Current Project Description

Section 106 Studies for Current Route
Compliance Plan & Area of Potential Effect
Schedule

Discussion/Next Steps

Adjourn

VWENO MWD~

Notes
1. Project Introduction (Kelcie Young)
e Kelcie provided Project introduction, background, and current Project status.
o Broadly, the Project involves approximately 13-miles of light rail right-of-way, stations, and an operations
and maintenance facility (OMF).
o The previous phase of the Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit (BLRT) Project concluded in a Record of
Decision (ROD) in 2016. Following the ROD, challenges were encountered negotiating with Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) railroad to move forward using BNSF right-of-way as previously proposed. The
Project has since needed to reconsider an alternative route from Brooklyn Park to the Target Field Station.
o Changes to the proposed route require a re-visitation of the Section 106 process to investigate and consult
regarding potential impacts to historic properties from the alternative route.
o  This meeting is a kick-off for re-opening the Section 106 consultation.
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Meeting Notes
METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)

www.bluelineext.org

2. Section 106 Process Overview (Jenny Bring)

e  Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires federal agencies to take into account the
effects of their projects on historic properties. Historic properties are properties Listed or Eligible for Listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

o  The Section 106 process is completed in coordination with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 4(f)
of the Department of Transportation Act.

o  The Section 106 process is intended to minimize adverse effects to historic properties where possible.

e The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), as the likely funding agency, is designated as the lead federal agency and
is responsible for complying with Section 106.

e This process involves assessing potential effects to known historic properties previously identified within the Project
Area of Potential Effects (APE), as well as studies to identify if there are other historic properties within the APE.

3. Project Background (Kelcie Young and Jenny Bring)

e Section 106 Consultation was concluded in 2016 for this Project and measures to mitigate adverse effects to historic
properties were outlined in a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), executed August 23, 2016 and amended
September 20, 2022 to clarify a change in role of the MnDOT Cultural Resources Unit.

e The existing MOA includes other stipulations to address:

o Design review after Final EIS/ROD
o  APE revisions
o  Supplemental historic property identification surveys

e Today, on behalf of the FTA, the Project is re-opening the Section 106 process. A supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) will also be prepared for compliance with NEPA.

e  Following completion of additional studies and consultation associated with the modified alignment, the existing MOA
will need to be amended to document which historic properties are within the updated APE, adverse effects to those
properties, if any, and mitigation to resolve adverse effects.

Attendee Question: Will the modification of the MOA include removing mitigative requirements that no longer apply?

Answer: Yes, for historic properties that no longer fall within the APE, or for historic properties where the effect has changed
and is no longer adverse, the MOA will document those changes as well as new adverse effects, if any.

4. Current Project Description (Scott Reed)
o The Project is approximately 13 miles long from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) through Robbinsdale,
Crystal, and ending in Brooklyn Park.
o  Brooklyn Park segment is mostly the same as original alignment
o 12 stations
o 4 park and ride facilities
=  Existing at 634 Ave Station
"  New at Robbinsdale, Bass Lake Road, and Oak Grove stations
= Several additional options are being explored for these new locations
o New and reconstructed bridges/elevated structures
o  OMEF in Brooklyn Park

Scott shared Public Coordinate maps on the Project website (https://app.publiccoordinate.com /# /projects/BLRT /map). Kelcie
indicated that the alignments on Public Coordinate may not match what is in the Compliance Plan as there have been some
updates to the options being considering since the plan was finalized, including an option along Washington Avenue and 10t
Street. Jenny stated that, as these changes are finalized, formal documentation regarding APE changes, using the approved
APE parameters documented in the Compliance Plan, will be sent to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and
Consulting Parties. Kelcie also clarified the Public Coordinate map is not specific to Section 106 and does not reflect cultural
resources information.
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Meeting Notes
METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)

www.bluelineext.org

Attendee Question: Can you clarify what the icons are depicting on the map?

Answer: Scott explained the four different types of icons. Green pluses are positive comments or opportunities identified by the
public. Exclamation points are public concerns. Cameras denote points with visualized renderings of what the Project may look
like in that location. Pencil /ruler points contain preliminary plans for those locations.

5. Section 106 Studies for Current Route (Jenny Bring)
e Per MOA stipulations, steps initiated to date include:
o  Revisions to the APE (Stipulations IIl.A)
o Initiated historic property identification studies (Stipulation I)
e  Consultation with the SHPO has also been initiated
e Consulting Parties list has been updated and invitations have been sent to new Consulting Parties
e Section 106 Consultation has been formally re-opened as of today (August 7, 2023)

6. Compliance Plan & Area of Potential Effect (Jenny Bring and Kelcie Young)
e  Section 106 Compliance Plan outlines the updated APE for the Project and describes the studies necessary for the
re-opened Section 106 process. This includes:
o Phase I/Reconnaissance (identification of potential historic properties);
o  Phase ll/Intensive survey (evaluation of properties to determine if they are historic properties);
o Assessment of effects (identification of adverse effects, if any);
o Resolution of effects (avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects).
o The Compliance Plan identifies an APE to account for anticipated direct or indirect effects for each component of
the Project (i.e. stations versus OMF involve different types/extent of effects).
o APE was updated in consultation with the SHPO to reflect the current project and align with FTA APEs for
similar projects both regionally and nationally.
o The defined parameters will be applied consistently throughout the Project if /when there are project
changes.
e Alignment of Section 106 and NEPA
o  Supplemental Draft EIS will include a summary of:
e Potential historic property identification (Phase | and archaeological assessment)
o High-level summary of potential effects based on proximity to Project component
o0  Results of Phase Il evaluations to identify historic properties and findings regarding analysis of effects to
historic properties will be included in the Supplemental Final EIS.

7. Schedule (Jenny Bring)

e Current Anticipated Meeting Timeframes and Obijectives
o Q4 2023/Q1 2024 = Review Phase | and archaeological assessment results
o Q2 2024 = Review Phase Il Results
o Q3/Q4 2024 = Review assessment of effects findings
o Q4 2024 = Initiate resolution of effects/MOA amendment consultation

8. Discussion and Next Steps (Jenny Bring)

e This meeting is intended to establish an understanding of the current stage of the Project and kick-off the additional
Section 106 review for the Project.

e At this stage, consulting parties are invited to review and ask questions regarding the information in the Compliance
Plan. There will be additional opportunities to meet, share information from the ongoing studies, and for Consulting
Parties to provide input.

e Kelcie indicated Metro Transit would appreciate input from Consulting Parties regarding historic properties, or
potential historic properties, with particular significance to their communities. This is especially true for cultural
resources not readily reflected in the historic record or already recorded at the state agencies of SHPO and/or OSA.

0 Local knowledge is valuable and can be difficult to obtain without direct local engagement
o The Project has been engaging local community groups to attempt to gather this information but additional
input is always welcome and encouraged.
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Meeting Notes
METRO Blue Line LRT Extension (BLRT)

www.bluelineext.org

e  Sarah Beimers (SHPO) commented that the Section 106 process is not exclusively between FTA, Metro Transit, and
SHPO. It does also need engagement from Consulting Parties to truly be successful in avoiding or minimizing adverse
effects to locally significant cultural resources that are Listed in, or Eligible for listing in, the NRHP.

e  Sarah Beimers (SHPO) asked about the Supplemental Draft and Final EIS process timeline. She stated those documents
are very useful to the public to review and understand potential impacts to historic properties. She was concerned the
Supplemental EIS will only include the Phase | identification review, and the public would not be able to review or
comment on the Phase Il evaluation included in the Supplemental Final EIS because there is not a public comment
period for the Supplemental Final EIS.

o Kelcie indicated the goal for the entire project is robust public engagement and it is anticipated that we
would engage the public following completion of the Phase Il evaluations and analysis of effects prior to
publication of the Supplemental Final EIS.

e  Donna Sanders (West Broadway Business and Area Coalition) explained West Broadway could be considered an
Historic District considering both historic and recent residents and events. She stated the potential district needs to be
considered beyond just identification and evaluation of the individual buildings within the district.

o Jenny responded that we have and will continue to engage with the West Broadway Business and Area
Coalition regarding the results of their consultant’s work regarding a potential district along West Broadway
to inform the Section 106 review for this project.

9. Adjournment
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Agenda

Project Introduction

Section 106 Process Overview

Project Background

Current Project Description

Section 106 Studies for Current Route
Compliance Plan & Area of Potential Effect
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Project Introduction

Project proposers: Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County

Approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown
Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs

Stations and park-and-rides
New and reconstructed bridges/elevated structures

Operations and maintenance facility (OMF)

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding likely, thus needs to comply
with Section 106

Y

W

METR
NO\S



Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act

Requires Federal agencies take into account the effects of their
“undertakings” on historic properties

Process completed in coordination with:
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act




Section 106 Purpose

Goal is to identify historic properties potentially affected by the
project, assess effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate
any adverse effects

What Section 106 is not

Not a process that will stop a project from being built
Does not mandate preservation of historic properties
Does not apply to projects that involve no federal funds or permits
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Section 106 Terminology

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

Geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties.

Historic Property

Any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included
in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places.
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Section 106 Terminology

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)

Official national list of properties worthy of preservation

Integrity

Ability of a property to convey its significance

Effect

Changes to the characteristics of a historic property that qualifying it for
inclusion in or eligibility for the NRHP
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Section 106 Process

Initiate the Section 106 process
|dentify historic properties
Assess adverse effects

Resolve adverse effects (if any)
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Project Background

Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) published July 15, 2016
Record of Decision (ROD) signed September 19, 2016
For compliance with Section 106, FTA:

consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and other interested
parties;

defined an Area of Potential Effects (APE);

conducted surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE;
assessed effects of the project on historic properties; and

resolved adverse effects to historic properties.
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Project History

Previous project proposed 7.8 miles of the alignment to operate in BNSF right-of-way,
negotiations unsuccessful

In 2020, the Council and Hennepin County, in coordination with other stakeholders
worked to identify and evaluate modified project routes

Recommended modified route adopted by the Council and Hennepin County in June
2022; options continue to be evaluated between Plymouth Ave and Target Field Station

Project changes necessitate:
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)

Re-opening of the Section 106 process

LINE




Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)
Executed August 23, 2016; amended September 20, 2022

Outlines measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects
from the “2016 Alignment”

Includes other stipulations to address:
Design review after Final EIS/ROD
APE revisions

Supplemental historic property identification surveys
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Current Project Description

Approximately 13 miles long from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station),
through Robbinsdale and Crystal, and ending in Brooklyn Park

12 stations

4 park-and-ride facilities
Existing at 63rd Avenue Station

New at Robbinsdale, Bass Lake Road, and Oak Grove stations
New and reconstructed bridges/elevated structures

OMF in Brooklyn Park
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Section 106 Studies for Current Route

Per stipulations in the MOA, steps to date include:
Revisions to the APE (Stipulation [II.A)

Initiated historic property identification studies (Stipulation I)
Initiated consultation with the SHPO

Consulting Parties
Updated list of Consulting Parties
Invitations to new potential Consulting Parties

Re-opened Section 106 consultation (today)
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Compliance Plan
Compliance Plan details the approach to complete studies to comply
with Section 106

Phase |/Reconnaissance
Phase ll/Intensive
Assessment of Effects

Resolution of Effects

Outlines the updated APE for the Project
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Area of Potential Effects (APE)

Alignment All properties within 200 feet of the centerline

Stations All properties within 500 feet from the center point of the station

OMF All properties within 750 feet from the perimeter of the OMF site
Bridges (no more than 12 feet above existing grade) All properties within 200 feet from the perimeter of the structure
Bridges (more than 12 feet above existing grade) All properties within 500 feet from the perimeter of the structure
Roadways — modifications within existing ROW All properties within the construction limits/Limits of Disturbance (LOD)
Roadways — modification outside existing ROW First tier of properties directly fronting the roadway and intersections
New surface parking facilities First tier of adjacent properties

Pedestrian ramps, sidewalks/trails, pedestrian enhancements  All properties within the construction limits/LOD
Utilities (above and below-ground, excluding HVTL) All properties within the construction limits/LOD
Borrow/fill and floodplain/stormwater/ wetland mitigation areas  All properties within the construction limits/LOD

Noise walls All properties within 100 feet of the construction limits/LOD
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Aligning Section 106 & NEPA

Supplemental Draft EIS will include summary
Potential historic property identification (Phase | and archaeological assessment)

Summary of potential effects based on project component

Supplemental Final EIS
Determinations of National Register eligibility (Phase II)

Assessment of effects to historic properties

Amend MOA to document updated effects and mitigation measures
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Anticipated Meeting Timeframes & Objectives

Q4 2023 / Q1 2024 Review Phase | and archaeological assessment results
Q2 2024 Review Phase Il results
Q3/ Q4 2024 Review Assessment of Effects findings

Q4 2024 Initiate resolution of effects/MOA amendment consultation




Next Steps

Review Compliance Plan

Bring forward questions




Questions?
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Cultural Resources Attachments:
Historic Property Info Outreach Letters and
Response



From: Bring, Jennifer

To: brooklynswebmaster@gmail.com; makendmeet@aol.com
Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 5:03:42 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Sannes,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: anna@thecamdencollective.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:42:07 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Gerdeen,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: adams.steven@comcast.net; therese.kiser@crystalmn.gov
Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 5:00:15 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: nichole@hnampls.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:38:18 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Buehler,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: dhawkins@hncmpls.org

Cc: info@hawthorneneighborhoodcouncil.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:36:41 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Hawkins,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

e Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432

Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: perki322@umn.edu

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:06:25 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Sullivan,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: Audua Pugh

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:32:56 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Pugh,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: damerrifield@mindbridgemarketing.com

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:39:13 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Merrifield,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: msmaller@nrrc.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:54:04 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Smaller,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: info@oldhighland.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:56:11 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: admin@robbinsdale.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:57:04 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: kristel.porter@westbroadway.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 5:12:31 PM

Attachments: BLRT Routes Under Consideration.pdf

Hello Ms. Porter,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

¢ Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found

on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Blue Line Extension Routes Under Consideration
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From: Anna Gerdeen

To: Bring, Jennifer
Subject: Re: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 6:48:58 PM

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jennifer,

When do you need feedback by? My organization is in Ward 4 so not directly impacted but we
serve around 150 Northside families a week that you likely wouldn't engage in your normal
outreach methods. You are more than welcome to come out on a Saturday between 11-2 and
set up your map and get feedback from them. I would recommend it actually. I doubt you
would reach them via the internet and I've lived on 43rd and Fremont for 10 years. But I know
we get a large chunk of families from the 55411 zip code as well as life long Northsiders. It
might be worth a visit if you are really invested in trying to get this kind of feedback.

Thanks,
Anna

On Fri, Mar 17, 2023 at 4:42 PM Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com> wrote:

Hello Ms. Gerdeen,

I am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental
analysis and documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project,
which consists of approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from
downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental
analysis being conducted for the project, cultural resources studies are needed to determine
if there are historic properties that may be affected. Historic properties are those that are
eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the federal government 's
official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and objects identified for preservation for
their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential historic properties are typically
50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such things as:

e Association with a significant event

¢ Association with a significant person or persons

 Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman,
artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking
our community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community
properties within the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key



community members who may have information. In particular, we are looking for
information for properties that may not be readily or accurately documented in existing
historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive understanding of the potential
significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor. The routes under
consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found on the

project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,

Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring

Environmental Section Manager MN/WI

Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager
HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600

St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432

Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us

Anna Gerdeen

Director -The Camden Collective
4150 Dupont Ave N, Minneapolis, MN 55412

www.thecamdencollective.org
Cell: 763-498-3599



From: adams.steven@comcast.net

To: Bring, Jennifer; therese.kiser@crystalmn.gov
Subject: Re: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 5:17:06 PM

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

With the disaster the met council has created:
The public should demand the met council be completely dismantled and definded.
Their projects can be taken over by MNDOT so there is proper oversight.

Get Qutlook for Android

From: Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Friday, March 17, 2023 5:00:18 PM

To: adams.steven@comcast.net <adams.steven@comcast.net>; therese.kiser@crystalmn.gov
<therese.kiser@crystalmn.gov>

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources

Hello,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

e Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found
on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.




Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



From: Diana Hawkins

To: Bring, Jennifer
Subject: Re: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2023 12:56:50 AM

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you for reaching out. I believe that WBC would be the best person to answer your
questions as we don't have the information you are looking for.

On Fri, Mar 17, 2023, 4:36 PM Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com> wrote:

Hello Ms. Hawkins,

I am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental
analysis and documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project,
which consists of approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from
downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental
analysis being conducted for the project, cultural resources studies are needed to determine
if there are historic properties that may be affected. Historic properties are those that are
eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the federal government 's
official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and objects identified for preservation for
their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential historic properties are typically
50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such things as:

¢ Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

 Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman,
artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking
our community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community
properties within the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key
community members who may have information. In particular, we are looking for
information for properties that may not be readily or accurately documented in existing
historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive understanding of the potential
significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor. The routes under
consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found on the

project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.



Regards,

Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring

Environmental Section Manager MN/WI

Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager
HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



From: Christi Sullivan

To: Bring, Jennifer
Subject: Re: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Friday, March 17, 2023 4:39:52 PM

at

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open

tachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jennifer,

What is the timeline for getting this information to you? I am happy to bring in the Heritage
Park Board and community members to gather this information but a timeframe would be
appreciated.

Thanks!

On Fri, Mar 17, 2023 at 4:06 PM Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com> wrote:

Hello Ms. Sullivan,

I am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental
analysis and documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project,
which consists of approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from
downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental
analysis being conducted for the project, cultural resources studies are needed to determine
if there are historic properties that may be affected. Historic properties are those that are
eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the federal government 's
official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and objects identified for preservation for
their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential historic properties are typically
50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such things as:

e Association with a significant event

o Association with a significant person or persons

 Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman,
artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking
our community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community
properties within the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key
community members who may have information. In particular, we are looking for
information for properties that may not be readily or accurately documented in existing
historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive understanding of the potential
significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor. The routes under
consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found on the

project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.




Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,

Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring

Environmental Section Manager MN/WI

Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager
HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us

Christi Sullivan, MPH

Pronouns: She/Her

Clinical Research Coordinator, Translational NeuroEngineering [.aboratory
Department of Psychiatry, University of Minnesota

MTREF, 2001 6th St SE

Minneapolis, MN 55455



From: admin@robbinsdale.org

To: Bring, Jennifer

Cc: "Weber, Andrea (DOT)"

Subject: RE: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2023 2:28:23 PM

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jennifer,

| assume you are aware of Graeser Park in Robbinsdale (very close to the Crystal border). | don’t
know if the area is considered to be affected.

| also assume you’ve been in touch with Andrea Weber, Manager of the Historic Roadside Properties
and Waysides Program for MnDOT. If that is not the case, please contact Andrea directly.

Thank you,
Kristi Gibson on behalf of
Robbinsdale Historical Society

www.robbinsdale.org

From: Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Friday, March 17, 2023 11:57 AM

To: admin@robbinsdale.org

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources

Hello,

| am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental analysis and
documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project, which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the
northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental analysis being conducted for the project,
cultural resources studies are needed to determine if there are historic properties that may be
affected. Historic properties are those that are eligible for or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, the federal government 's official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and
objects identified for preservation for their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential
historic properties are typically 50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such
things as:

e Association with a significant event

e Association with a significant person or persons

e Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman, artisan)



To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking our
community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community properties within
the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key community members who may
have information. In particular, we are looking for information for properties that may not be readily
or accurately documented in existing historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive
understanding of the potential significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor.
The routes under consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found
on the project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.

Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



From: Kristel Porter

To: Bring, Jennifer

Cc: Donna Sanders

Subject: Re: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension Request - Cultural Resources
Date: Monday, March 20, 2023 1:02:00 PM

at

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open

tachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you for reaching out, Jennifer!

I am going to connect you with Donna Sanders, whom I attached to my reply in this email.
She has been doing some research in this area since she is our business advisor and helping
businesses with DTAP.

On Fri, Mar 17, 2023 at 5:12 PM Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com> wrote:

Hello Ms. Porter,

I am part of the team supporting the Metropolitan Council to complete environmental
analysis and documentation related to the proposed METRO Blue Line Extension project,
which consists of approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from
downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. As part of the ongoing environmental
analysis being conducted for the project, cultural resources studies are needed to determine
if there are historic properties that may be affected. Historic properties are those that are
eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the federal government 's
official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures and objects identified for preservation for
their historical significance or great artistic value. Potential historic properties are typically
50 years of age or older and have potential significance, for such things as:

e Association with a significant event

o Association with a significant person or persons

 Distinctive architectural style or design, or work of a master (builder, tradesman,
artisan)

To supplement research being conducted for the cultural resources studies, we are asking
our community partners if they know of potentially significant cultural and community
properties within the area of the Blue Line Extension project, or if they know of key
community members who may have information. In particular, we are looking for
information for properties that may not be readily or accurately documented in existing
historical documentation to compile a more comprehensive understanding of the potential
significance of the properties along the Blue Line Extension corridor. The routes under
consideration are shown in the attached figure. A more detailed map can be found on the

project website - BLRT Public Coordinate Map.




Thanks you in advance for your consideration and input.

Regards,

Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring

Environmental Section Manager MN/WI

Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager
HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600

St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432

Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us
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From: Bring, Jennifer

To: kristel.porter@westbroadway.org

Cc: donna.sanders@westbroadway.org; Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Date: Friday, February 24, 2023 2:14:59 PM

Attachments: BLRT S106 New CP Invite 20230222 - West Broadway Coalition.pdf

Hello, Kristel Porter,

My name is Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) and the Metropolitan Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light
Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) Project, approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT)
guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. The FTA will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening of
consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Part 800. Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on
historic properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization
to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project
updates and materials to review and are invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at
stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of historic properties or analysis to
determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can
choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, as
indicated in the attached letter, we kindly request that you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within 15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact
Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any questions. We look forward to hearing
from you.

Kind regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us



Q

REGION V 200 West Adams Street
U.S. Department lllinois, Indiana, Suite 320
of Transportation Michigan, Minnesota, Chicago, IL 60606-5253
Ohio, Wisconsin 312-353-2789

Federal Transit

L . 312-886-0351 (fax
Administration (fax)

February 23, 2023

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
1011 W Broadway Ave # 202

Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Kristel Porter,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on





Re-Opening of Section 106 Consultation, Invitation to Participate in Section 106 Consultation
METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, MN
February 23, 2023

Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-

Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and



https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf

https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension.aspx

https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension.aspx



Re-Opening of Section 106 Consultation, Invitation to Participate in Section 106 Consultation
METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, MN
February 23, 2023

Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

o Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming
weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.




mailto:Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov



Re-Opening of Section 106 Consultation, Invitation to Participate in Section 106 Consultation
METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, MN
February 23, 2023

We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by JASON M CIAVARELLA
JASO N M C I AVA R E LLA Date: 2023.02.23 12:46:49 -06'00'
Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:

Proposed Routes Under Consideration

Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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February 23, 2023

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
1011 W Broadway Ave # 202

Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Kristel Porter,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
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Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-

Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
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Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

o Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming
weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.
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We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:
Proposed Routes Under Consideration

Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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From: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)

To: Bring, Jennifer; "Young, Kelcie"

Cc: Singh, Anshu (FTA); Smith, Hannah (FTA)

Subject: FW: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Date: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 6:07:40 AM

Attachments: BLRT S106 New CP Invite 20230222 - West Broadway Coalition.pdf

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

For the project file.

From: Donna Sanders <donna.sanders@westbroadway.org>

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2023 3:50 PM

To: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA) <elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Cc: Kristel Porter <kristel.porter@westbroadway.org>

Subject: Fwd: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation

This email originated from outside of the Department of Transportation (DOT). Do

not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content
is safe.

Hello Elizabeth,

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition would like to accept the invitation, in the enclosed
letter, to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Thank you,

Donna Sanders
Business Specialist
West Broadway Business and Area Coalition

donna.sanders@westbroadway.org
763-338-0898

Kristel Porter
Executive Director
West Broadway Business and Area Coalition

kristel.porter@westbroadway.org

—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com>

Date: Fri, Feb 24, 2023 at 2:13 PM

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
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February 23, 2023

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
1011 W Broadway Ave # 202

Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Kristel Porter,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
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Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-

Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
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Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

o Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming
weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.
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We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by JASON M CIAVARELLA
JASO N M C I AVA R E LLA Date: 2023.02.23 12:46:49 -06'00'
Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:

Proposed Routes Under Consideration

Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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To: kristel.porter@westbroadway.org <kristel.porter@westbroadway.org>

Cc: donna.sanders@westbroadway.org <donna.sanders@westbroadway.org>, Breiseth, Elizabeth
(FTA) <elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Hello, Kristel Porter,

My name is Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) and the Metropolitan Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light
Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) Project, approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT)
guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs. The FTA will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening of
consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Part 800. Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on
historic properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization
to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project
updates and materials to review and are invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at
stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of historic properties or analysis to
determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can
choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, as
indicated in the attached letter, we kindly request that you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within 15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact
Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any questions. We look forward to hearing
from you.

Kind regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Brin hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us
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February 23, 2023

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
1011 W Broadway Ave # 202

Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Kristel Porter,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
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Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-

Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
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Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

o Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming
weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.
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We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration



Re-Opening of Section 106 Consultation, Invitation to Participate in Section 106 Consultation
METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, MN
[Date signed]

Attachment A:
Proposed Routes Under Consideration

Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Allen, Martha

From: Bring, Jennifer

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 11:08 AM

To: Mitchel@hnampils.org

Cc: nichole@hnampls.org; Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)

Subject: FW: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Attachments: BLRT_S106_New CP Invite_20221129 - Harrison Neighborhood Association.pdf
Hello,

The below email was originally sent to Nichole Buehler but we received an out-of-office notification indicating she is out
until January 3 and to follow up with you. Please let us know if you or your organization have any questions.

Thanks,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
M 651.324.0432

hdrinc.com/follow-us

From: Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 10:57 AM

To: nichole@hnampls.org

Cc: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA) <elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation

Hello, Ms. Buehler,

| am Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Metropolitan
Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) Project,
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs.
The FTA will likely be providing funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-
opening of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (54
U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800. Section 106 requires
federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, which are sites, buildings,
structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization to participate in the
Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are
invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of
historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and
flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, we kindly request that
you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within 15 days of receiving this
correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any questions. We look forward
to hearing from you.

Kind regards,



Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us
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December 14, 2022

Nichole Buehler

Harrison Neighborhood Association
503 Irving Ave N Suite #100
Minneapolis, MN 55405

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Nichole Buehler,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
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Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/ METRO-Blue-
Line-Extension.aspx.
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Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

o West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

e Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over 1-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.
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Next Steps
If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming

weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.

We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:
Proposed Routes Under Consideration
Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Allen, Martha

From: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA) <elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 6:07 AM

To: Bring, Jennifer; 'Young, Kelcie'

Cc: Singh, Anshu (FTA); Smith, Hannah (FTA)

Subject: FW: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Attachments: BLRT_S106_New CP Invite_20230222 - West Broadway Coalition.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

For the project file.

From: Donna Sanders <donna.sanders@westbroadway.org>

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2023 3:50 PM

To: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA) <elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Cc: Kristel Porter <kristel.porter@westbroadway.org>

Subject: Fwd: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation

This email originated from outside of the Department of Transportation (DOT). Do not click on links

or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Elizabeth,

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition would like to accept the invitation, in the enclosed letter, to participate in
the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Thank you,

Donna Sanders

Business Specialist

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
donna.sanders@westbroadway.org
763-338-0898

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
kristel.porter@westbroadway.org

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Bring, Jennifer <Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com>

Date: Fri, Feb 24, 2023 at 2:13 PM

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
1




To: kristel.porter@westbroadway.org <kristel.porter@westbroadway.org>
Cc: donna.sanders@westbroadway.org <donna.sanders@westbroadway.org>, Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)
<elizabeth.breiseth@dot.gov>

Hello, Kristel Porter,

My name is Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the
Metropolitan Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension)
Project, approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest
suburbs. The FTA will likely be providing funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you
of the re-opening of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800.
Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, which are sites,
buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization to participate in the
Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are
invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of
historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and
flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, as indicated in the
attached letter, we kindly request that you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any
guestions. We look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards,

Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring

Environmental Section Manager MN/WI

Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager
HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com
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February 23, 2023

Kristel Porter

Executive Director

West Broadway Business and Area Coalition
1011 W Broadway Ave # 202

Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Kristel Porter,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
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Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.

Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-

Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
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Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

e Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

o Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming
weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.
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We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:
Proposed Routes Under Consideration

Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Allen, Martha

From: Bring, Jennifer

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 11:16 AM

To: admin@robbinsdale.org

Cc: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Attachments: BLRT_S106_New CP Invite_20221129 - Robbinsdale Historical Society.pdf
Hello,

| am Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Metropolitan
Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) Project,
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs.
The FTA will likely be providing funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-
opening of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (54
U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800. Section 106 requires
federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, which are sites, buildings,
structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization to participate in the
Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are
invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of
historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and
flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, we kindly request that
you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within 15 days of receiving this
correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any questions. We look forward
to hearing from you.

Kind regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us
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December 14, 2022

Robbinsdale Historical Society
4915 42nd Ave N
Robbinsdale, MN 55422

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Robbinsdale Historical Society,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.
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Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The measures FTA
agreed to implement to avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects on historic properties are
documented in the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Transit Administration and
the Minnesota Historic Preservation Office Regarding the METRO Blue Line Extension Light
Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota (MOA), which was executed on August 23,
2016.

As defined in the Final EIS and ROD, the project consisted of approximately 13 miles of new
LRT guideway from downtown Minneapolis (Target Field Station) to the northwest, serving
north Minneapolis and the suburbs of Golden Valley, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park.
Approximately 7.8 miles of the project alignment was proposed to operate in BNSF right-of-way.
Negotiations to secure needed right-of-way and other commitments to allow construction of the
project in the BNSF corridor were unsuccessful. In 2020, the local project sponsor (the Council)
and its partner, Hennepin County, in coordination with other project stakeholders and
jurisdictions worked to identify and evaluate potential alternative project routes that would avoid
use of BNSF right-of-way. A final Route Modification Report outlining the recommended
modified route was published on April 18, 2022 that reflects input received following publication
of a draft Route Modification Report, as well as extensive efforts by project sponsors to engage
stakeholders and the public. The recommended modified route was adopted by the Council and
Hennepin County in June 2022.

The Council, under the direction of the FTA, will complete a Supplemental Draft EIS and
Supplemental Final EIS/Amended ROD to determine the anticipated social, economic, and
environmental impacts of the modified route in compliance with NEPA and MEPA. As such, the
proposed Project changes necessitate re-opening of the Section 106 process.

For more information about the Project to date, and for future updates, please visit the Project’s
website at https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/ METRO-Blue-
Line-Extension.aspx.

Project Description

The BLRT Extension project will run from downtown Minneapolis to Brooklyn Park, connecting
some of the region’s most diverse communities to jobs, education, and opportunities. The
proposed modified route is located within the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and
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Brooklyn Park and is shown on Attachment A. The project includes new stations; park-and-ride
facilities; and one new operations and maintenance facility (OMF) at the north end of the route
in Brooklyn Park. The proposed BLRT Extension project would connect north Minneapolis and
the region’s northwest suburbs with the region’s system of transitways that consist of existing
LRT on the Blue Line and Green Line (and the Green Line Extension under construction); bus
rapid transit (BRT) on the Red Line (Cedar Avenue), Orange Line (I-35W South), C Line, D Line
(under construction), and other planned routes; the Northstar Commuter Rail; and express bus
routes.

The following modified route, described from north to south, meets the project’s principles and
stated goals, and will be advanced for supplemental environmental and cultural resources review:

e West Broadway Avenue (CSAH 103) from Oak Grove Parkway to 73rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. Includes stations at Oak Grove, 93rd Avenue, 85th Avenue, and Brooklyn
Boulevard.

¢ Bottineau Boulevard (County Road 81) between 73rd Avenue North in Brooklyn Park to
the intersection of County Road 81 and West Broadway Avenue in Minneapolis. Includes
stations at 63rd Avenue and Bass Lake Road in Crystal, and stations in the downtown and
at Lowry Avenue/North Memorial Hospital (Lowry Station) in Robbinsdale.

e West Broadway Avenue from County Road 81 to North Lyndale Avenue in North
Minneapolis. This includes a design option along 21st Avenue North from North Irving
Avenue to North Lyndale Avenue, one block to the north of West Broadway Avenue.
Includes stations at Penn Avenue (CSAH 2) and North Emerson or North Fremont Avenue
area.

e Two options will be evaluated to connect from West Broadway to Target Field Station:

o North Lyndale Avenue to North 7th Street or Olson Memorial Highway (TH 55),
eventually terminating at the existing Target Field Station in downtown
Minneapolis. Includes a station at Plymouth Avenue North.

o A new bridge over [-94 at either 21st Avenue or just south of Broadway Avenue,
and an alignment running parallel to Washington Avenue east of 1-94 that connects
to Target Field Station using North 7th Street and 10th Ave North.

Exact locations of stations along the southern end of the route are still being refined; station study
areas reflect general geographic areas where the stations could be located. As the design
advances, final station locations will be identified.

The modified route includes potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions at several locations
to accommodate LRT. Design options under consideration may also add or eliminate some of
these potential new bridges or bridge reconstructions.

Next Steps
If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation,
please respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov. In the coming

weeks, an update will be provided to you regarding efforts to identify historic properties.
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We look forward to consulting with you on this project and kindly request that you respond within
15 days of receiving this correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or
Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,

Jay Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

ecc: Elizabeth Breiseth, FTA
Bill Wheeler, FTA
Kelcie Young, Metropolitan Council
Nick Landwer, Metropolitan Council
Dan Soler, Hennepin County
Jeanne Barnes, HDR
Jenny Bring, HDR

Enclosures: Attachment A: Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Attachment A:
Proposed Routes Under Consideration
Figure 1. General Overview of Proposed Routes Under Consideration
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Allen, Martha

From: Bring, Jennifer

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 11:12 AM

To: info@oldhighland.org

Cc: Breiseth, Elizabeth (FTA)

Subject: METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension - Section 106 Consulting Party Invitation
Attachments: BLRT_S106_New CP Invite_20221129 - Old Highland Neighborhood Association.pdf
Hello,

| am Jenny Bring and | am with HDR. We are working with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Metropolitan
Council (local project sponsor) on the proposed METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) Project,
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis to the northwest suburbs.
The FTA will likely be providing funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-
opening of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (54
U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800. Section 106 requires
federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic properties, which are sites, buildings,
structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

On behalf of FTA, please find attached an invitation for you or your respective agency/organization to participate in the
Section 106 process as a consulting party. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are
invited to attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the identification of
historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those properties. Participation is voluntary and
flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings or to comment as your schedule allows.

If you or an agency or organization that you are affiliated with would like to accept this invitation, we kindly request that
you respond via email to Elizabeth Breiseth at Elizabeth.Breiseth@dot.gov within 15 days of receiving this
correspondence. Please contact Elizabeth Breiseth at (312) 353-4315 or via email with any questions. We look forward
to hearing from you.

Kind regards,
Jenny Bring

Jennifer Bring
Environmental Section Manager MN/WI
Senior Environmental Scientist/Project Manager

HDR

1601 Utica Ave. S. Suite 600
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

M 651.324.0432
Jennifer.Bring@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/follow-us
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December 14, 2022

Old Highland Neighborhood Association
1514 Dupont Ave N
Minneapolis, MN 55411

RE: METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project, Hennepin County, Minnesota
Re-opening of Section 106 Consultation and Invitation to Participate in Section 106
Consultation

Dear Old Highland Neighborhood Association,

The Metropolitan Council (Council) and Hennepin County are proposing to construct the
METRO Blue Line Light Rail Extension (BLRT Extension) project (Project), which consists of
approximately 13 miles of new Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway from downtown Minneapolis
to the northwest suburbs. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) will likely be providing
funding for the project, and as the lead federal agency, is writing to notify you of the re-opening
of consultation for the Project, under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended (54 U.S.C. § 306108) and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 800. We are also writing to invite you or your respective
agency/organization to participate in the Section 106 process as a consulting party.

Section 106 requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their undertakings on historic
properties, which are sites, buildings, structures, districts, or objects that are listed in or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The Section 106 process runs concurrently
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and there will be many
opportunities to consult and provide input on the Project. As someone with an interest in historic
properties that may be affected by the Project, you are invited to participate in this consultation
process. Consulting parties receive project updates and materials to review and are invited to
attend meetings to discuss and provide input at stages of the Section 106 process, such as the
identification of historic properties or analysis to determine the potential effects on those
properties. Participation is voluntary and flexible — you can choose whether to attend meetings
or to comment as your schedule allows. If you would like more information on the Section 106
process or the roles and responsibilities of consulting parties, please see the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation’s Protecting Historic Properties: A Citizen’s Guide to Section 106 Review
available at https://www.achp.gov/sites/default/files/documents/2017-01/CitizenGuide.pdf.
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Project Background

As you may be aware, FTA and the Council published the BLRT Extension project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on July 15, 2016, for compliance with the NEPA and the
Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) (Minnesota Statutes 116D.04 and 116D.045).
FTA signed a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Project on September 19, 2016. For compliance
with Section 106, FTA consulted with the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
and other interested parties with assistance from the Minnesota Department of Transportation
Cultural Resources Unit to define an Area of Potential Effects (APE), conduct cultural resources
surveys to identify and evaluate historic properties within the APE, assess effects of the project
on historic properties, and res