Attachment 2: Comments Received on the Draft EIS







Comment#l

SWcorridor/Hennepin To

Sent by: Adele C

Hall/PW/Hennepin ce
bcc

01/16/2013 01:25 PM .
Subject Fw: Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Jerry Kavan
i s <jkavan@slosburg.com> To "SWcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
10/12/2012 09:22 AM <SWecorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
cc
Subject RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement
I see that the DEIS has been released for public review. 1 would like a pdf \V,
version to be sent to me by email, or downloading instructions sent. Please

advise as soon as possible so we can begin our review.

Jerry Kavan

Project Manager

Slosburg Company

10040 Regency Circle, Suite 200

Omaha, NE 68114

402.391.7900 [office] or 402.201.1086 [cell]

Jkavan@slosburg.com

www . slosburg.com

For the following, the word "Company' shall mean Richdale Apartments and its
affiliates, related entities and/or subsidiaries. This message is for the
named persons use only. It may contain confidential, proprietary or legally
privileged information. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by
any transmission. If you receive this message in error, please immediately
delete it and all copies of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it
and notify the sender. You must not, directly or indirectly, use, disclose,
distribute, print, or copy any part of this message if you are not the
intended recipient. The Company reserves the right to monitor all e-mail
communications through its networks. Any views expressed in this message are
those of the individual sender, except where the message states otherwise and
the sender is authorized to state them to be the views of the Company. Unless
otherwise stated, any pricing information given in this message is indicative
only, is subject to change and does not constitute an offer to deal at any
price quoted. Any references to the terms of executed transactions should be
treated as preliminary only and subject to formal written confirmation from
the Company. All Company contracts must be executed in writing with actual
signatures from duly authorized Company employees. Our mailing address is
10040 Regency Circle, Omaha, NE 68114 USA.
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701 Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 | MC L608 Office
612.543,1094 | Mobile 612,250.2004 | adele.hall@co.hennepin.mn.us

Jerry Kavan <jkavan@slosburg.com>

08/10/2012 03:46 FM
To

"'swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us’™ <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

cc

Subject
Oraft

Envirenmental Impact Statement

When is the DEIS due to be released to the public? \U/

Jerry Kavan '

Project Manager

Slosburg Company

10040 Regency Circle, Suite 200

Omaha, NE 68114

402.390.6341 |direct]

402,391.7900 ext 341 ([office]

402.201.1086 [cell]

jkavan@slosburg.com

www.slosburg.com

For the following, the word "Company" shall mean Richdale Apartments and its
affiliates, related entities and/or subsidiaries. This message is for the
named persons use only. It may contain confidential, proprietary or legally
privileged information. No confidential ity ar privilege is waived or lost by
any transmission. If you receive this message in error, please immediately
delete it and all copies of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it
and notify the sender. You must not, directly or indirectly, use, disclose,
distribute, print, or copy any part of this message if you are not the
intended recipient. The Company reserves the right to monitor all e-mail
communications through its networks. Any views expressed in this message are
those of the individual sender, except where the message states otherwise and
the sender is authorized to state them to be the views of the Company. Unless
otherwise stated, any pricing information given in this message is indicative
only, is subject to change and does not constitute an offer to deal at any
price quoted. Any references to the terms of executed transactions should be
treated as preliminary only and subject to formal written confirmation from
the Company. All Company contracts must be executed in writing with actual
signatures from duly authorized Company employess. Our mailing address is
10040 Regency Circle, Omaha, NE 68114 USA,

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government
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data and thereby subject to the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act,
Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney-client or work
product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise
protected, and the unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use
or disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify the sender of

the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.

S

i

.




JCaton30@aol.com To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
10/12/2012 12:25 PM cc
bce

Subject AgainstLTR

Sirs;

| don't want the extra noise and congestion that LTR will bring to St Louis Park. We are already
punished with airplane noise that we can do nothing about. The horns and crossing bells are just more
ways to make it miserable to live here. | think the congestion at Wooddale and Hi. 7 is bad enough with
the poorly designed bridge ramps. Having more parking there would be a mess.

Thanks You,

John Caton

Comment#2

06
P4
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Comment#3

"Katie O. Wenigmann" To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us™
<KWenigmann@barr.com> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/12/2012 03:34 PM cc

bece

Subject DEIS Comment - Wooddale Ave Intersection Safety

Dear Hennepin County,

I would like to submit comments in response to the SOUTHWEST TRANSITWAY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT STATEMENT. As a civil engineer and a resident of $t. Louis Park, | support the Southwest

Corridor light rail in my neighborhood. However, | am concerned about the safety of motorists and I 2
pedestrians at the Wooddale Ave intersection, which is planned to be at-grade. i see the construction

of the light rail as an opportunity to improve safety for pedestrians and motorists. P 9
| suggest further analyzing this area, especially conducting traffic counts in the summer, when R2
pedestrians and cyclists most heavily use the Southwest Trail. Appendix H shows that traffic counts I—
were originally completed in February/March of 2010 when few pedestrians use the area. A detailed P8
evaluation of this area is necessary for motorist, pedestrian and train safety, possibly requiring

additional signals at the Highway 7/Wooddale Ave interchange.
My other concerns about the Wooddale Ave intersection include:

. Many motorists do not yield to pedestrians on the Southwest Trail. { could see this
becoming a larger problem as traffic backs up behind the light rail and motorists become more
impatient. Pedestrians will be able to safely cross Wooddale Ave when the train signal is
operating, but | am concerned about the next 1 to 4 minutes after the train passes and
motorists are backed up.

. The number of roads and turning possibilities on Wooddale Avenue between 36 Street
and Hamilton Street is too many; many motorists are confused to whether they are in the

correct lane to turn onto Highway 7, the frontage road, 36lh Street or 35‘h Street. This confusion
may cause motorists not to pay attention to the Southwest Trail crossing of Wooddale Ave,

. The angle of the Wooddale Ave and Highway 7 interchange makes it difficult for
motorists exiting Highway 7 to see traffic on Wooddale Ave.

. During peak hours, | observe many motorists exiting Highway 100 North at the 36 Street

exit, turning left onto 36m Street, turning right onto Wooddale Ave, and then left onto Highway
7 West. Animprovement to the Highway 100 and Highway 7 interchange {increasing the green
interval for traffic exiting Highway 100 North) could reduce traffic taking this alternate route.

Thank you for your consideration.

Katherine Wenigmann

3321 Brownlow Ave #1

5t. Louis Park, MN 55426
Office: 952-832-2828

Email: KWenigmann@Barr.com
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Katie O. Wenigmann, PE

Water Resources Engineer
Minneapolis office: 952.832.2828
kwenigmann@barr.com

www . barr.com




Comment#4

"Mador, Jessica" To  <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<jmador@mpr.org> ce
10/12/2012 04:07 PM

bce

Subject please add me to your mailing list

Please add me to your mailing list for all medlia releases. V

Thanks,

Jess Mador

Reporter | MPR News

651-290-1216

jmador@mpr.org

http://minnesota.publicradic.org/about/pecple/mpr people display.php?aut
id=30164
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Comment#s

Eric Anondson To "sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”
<xen@visi.com> <swcorridoer@co.hennepin.mn.us>
1011212012 04:17 PM cc

bce

Subject Re: Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Available for Review & Comment

The link to the draft blocks view of it. [ would love to read it but I need to be able to see it first! V

Eric
On Oct 12, 2012, at 3:55 PM, "Southwest Transitway" <swcorridor@co.henngpin.mn.us> wrote:

I vou're having trouble viewing this email. vou may sce it online.

Share this:

Southwest Transitway DEIS Available

The Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is now available for your review and comment. The DEIS
documents the potential social and environmental impacts of the Southwest I'ransitway project and discusses the purpose and need for
the project, the alternatives considered. the impacts of those alternatives. and the agencies and people consulted.
Where can I read the DEIS?

The DEIS and supporting technical memoranda and appendices are available on southwestirnsits oy ore.

Hard copies have been placed in city halls and libraries atong the corridor. Click here for a list of locations.
How do I comment on the DEIS?

Comments must be submitted by Tuesday, December 11 and may be submitted:

By Email: <wcwrridor a.co.hennepin.ma.us

By Mail:

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit

Atln: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400

Minneapotis, MN 55415

Or at a Public Hearing:

Tuesday, November 13

4:00 — 3:00 pm Open House; 4:30 pm Public Hearing

Hennepin County Government Center

300 South Sixth Strect A-2400

Minneapotis. MN 55487

Wednesday, November 14

5:00 - 6:00 pm Open House; 6:00 pm Public Hearing

St. Louis Park City Hall

5005 Minnetonka Boulevard

St. Louis Park. MN 55416

Thursday, November 29
5:00 — 6:00 pm Open House; 6:00 pm Public Hearing
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Eden Prairie City Hall

8080 Mitchell Road

Eden Prairie, MN 55344

For more information please visit \ww souiiw estirinsitvay org

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415
wynw southwesttransiiwias .ore
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 US
This email was sent to xen@visi.com. To ensure that you continue receiving our emails, please add us to your address
bock or safe hist,

managqe your preferences | opt out using TrueRemove .

Got this as a forward? Sign up to receive our future emails.



Comment#€

Elmer Wedel To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<ewedel@allanmechanical.co <swceorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
m> cc

10/12/2012 04:48 PM bece

Subject RE: Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Available for Review & Comment

The pedestal? Can we have get it by Tuesday? | have the other one. Elmer V

From: Southwest Transitway [mailto:swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn,us]

Sent: Friday, October 12, 2012 3:56 PM

To: Elmer Wedel

Subject: Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement Available for Review & Comment

If you're having trouble viewing this email, you may see it onhne.

Share this:

Southwest Transitway DEIS Available

The Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is now available for your review and comment,
The DEIS documents the potential social and environmental impacts of the Southwest Transitway project and discusses
the purpose and need for the project, the alternatives considered, the impacls of those alternatives, and the agencies and
people consulted.

Where can | read the DEIS?
The DEIS and supporting technical memoranda and appendices are available on scuthwesitransitway org.
Hard copies have been placed in city halls and libraries along the corridor. Click here for a list of locations.

How do | comment on the DEIS?

Comments must be submitted by Tuesday, December 11 and may be submitted:
By Email: swcorridor@@co hennepin.mn.us

By Mail:

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415

Or at a Public Hearing:

Tuesday, November 13

4:00 - 5:00 pm Open House; 4:30 pm Public Hearing
Hennepin County Government Center

300 South Sixth Street A-2400

Minneapolis, MN 55487

Wednesday, November 14

5:00 - 6:00 pm Open House; 6:00 pm Public Hearing
St. Louis Park City Hall

5005 Minnetonka Boulevard

St. Louis Park, MN 55416
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Thursday, November 29

5:00 - 6:00 pm Open House; 6:00 pm Public Hearing

Eden Prairie City Hall

8080 Mitchell Road

Eden Prairie, MN 55344

For more information please visit www.southwesttransitway .org

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415
www . southwestiransitway.org
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 US
This email was sent tc ewedel@allanmechanical.com. To ensure that you continue receving our emails, please add
us to your address book or safe list.

managqe your preferences | opt out using TrueRemove R,

Got this as a forward? Sigan up to receive our future emalls.

11



Comment#7

JCaton30@aol.com To sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
10/13/2012 10:19 AM cc
bce

Subject Al this for the yuppy Eden Prairie

Sirs:

| read in the paper today how the over all good out weighs the citizen. Bull Shit! It
should be a vote that asks permission to create all this noise and congestion in our
neighborhoods. You say that then it wouldn't get done FINE! We're the ones who have B

to put up with this crap. We should have a say in what happens in our lives! St Louis
Park has been everyone unimportant neighbor who won't say anything if you dump
something in their back yard. Others want to run freight trains within 50' of the doors to
our high school. Real Smart! All incoming planes from every direction but east have to

line up for the runway right over St Louis Park Wonderful... Now some pencil pushing C
ass who doesn't have to put up with any of this stuff says "Go ahead, they won't mind”
because that the good of the people out weigh the rights of others. Wonderful
capitalistic world.

John Caton

6311 W 33rd St
St Louis Park, MN
55416

12
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Comment#8

Jason Wedel To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<JWedel@wsbeng.com> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/13/2012 12:37 PM cc Elmer Wedel <ewedel@allanmechanical.com>, Jaremy
Wedel <jwedel@allanmechanical.com>
bee

Subject EIS Comments for the SW Transit as they pertain to 7875
Fuller Road

To Whom It May Concern:

[ writing to you on behalf of my family's business, Allan Mechanical, which is located at 7875

Fuller Road in Eden Prairie. It is our understanding that there are still four potential locations for

the Operations and Maintenance Facility (OMF) to service the new SW Corridor light rail H 1
system. Our concern is with Eden Prairie | OMF, which is described in Section 6.2.2.5 of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The DEIS does not provide any specifics on
impacts to the existing buildings and property currently adjacent to this location. We would like
to see more information on the proposed site layout. Any impacts to our property will
detrimental to our business and we need to understand exactly what is being proposed. If there is
more information available we would greatly appreciate it.

We want to go on record that we are opposed to the taking of any portion of our property for the
OMF. We searched long and hard to find a site that fit our needs a number of years ago and we
have invested a lot of money into this property. This property is uniquely suited for our business
for several reasons. First, the current City zoning allows for outdoor storage. We are a
commercial HVAC company and we are constantly purchasing and receiving mechanical
equipment that we temporarily store outside on our property. Second, we have immediate access
to the freeway at the intersection of Fuller Road and Highway 5. This provides us the
accessibility we need to service our clients throughout the Twin Cities area. Finally, we have
specialized equipment in our building that we utilize for the production of ductwork and other
items associated with HVAC construction. This equipment is costly and difficult to install.
Relocating this equipment would be a significant expense.

We thank you for the opportunity to provide our comments on the DEIS. If you have any
questions or would like additional information, please contact me at 612-369-3931.

13
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Sincerely,

Jason Wedel
Elmer Wedel

Jeremy Wedel

Jason Wedel, PE

Municipal Senior Project Manager

d: 763-287-8520 | ¢: 612-369-3931

YWSB & Associates. Inc. | 701 Xema Avenue South. Suite 300 | Minneapohs. MN 55416
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Marissa Lasky To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”
<laskyco@mnlakes.net> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/13/2012 04:08 PM cc

bce

Subject | am unable to open Information

CAn you emall me at least a map of the proposed railway corridors
proposed or determined? It will not open in this device.

Info@umnrentals.com
Marissa Lasky

Sent from my iPhone

Comment#S

15
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Comment#10

Lee Colby To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”
<leemcolby1@yahoo.com> <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/13/2012 04:39 PM ce
Please respond to bce
Lee Colby .
<leemcolby1@yahoo.com> Subject nul

| would like to read the DEIS for the Southwest corridor light rail. | am almost 80 years V
old and will not go downtown at rush hour. I'm not a fool. When will the DEIS be

available on the internet??

Lee Colby

16
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Comment#11

AaronMona@aol.com To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us,
10/13/2012 10:44 PM .Joseph.-GIadke@co.hennepln.mn.us,
john.levin@metec.state.mn.us,
ce
bce

Subject Comments on SW Corridor EIS

I. The EIS assumes that SW Metro express route 690 will continue running in competition with the LRT. This is a
fundamentally bad decision, It robs the LRT of up to 2000 daily riders, and burdens the region with the cost of P 1
running duplicative commuter services, LRT travel time between Eden Prairie and downtown is competitive and
could be made more so (see 2. and 3.).

2. The alignment between Southwest Station and Hopkins is unnecessarily curved and slow. There are 20 low speed
curves:
10 mph 5 curves

I5mph 2
20mph 6
25mph 4
30mph 3
Total 20

This does not count the 25 mph speed restrictions entering the stations, All this slow operation will increase
operating cost by requiring more trains. 1t will make the LRT less competitive with the automobile. There are two
obvious solutions:

a. Straighten the curves as much as possible, including those station approaches.

b. Increase superelevation. Follow the practice of SEPTA's Route 100 Norristown High Speed Line, the former \] 8
Philadelphia & Western, It featured 8 inches of superelevation and routinely operated at 70-80 mph through its 5
degree curves.

3. To achieve a shorter running time, increase the speed limit to 65 mph, as DART does in Dallas. 55 mph is
arbitrarily slow, given the large amount of tangent track east of Hopkins, Also eliminate the Penn Avenue station,
Unless there is major development next to it (which appears very unlikely), it will generate almost no ridership.

4. The Royalston station should be relocated. [deally, it should be on the east-west alignment along 6th Ave. N. as

close to 7th Street as possible. This will create a joint station and transfer point with the Bottineau Corridor. More I 2
important in the near term, it will provide a convenient transfer connection with bus routes 5, 19 and 22. Bus
transfers will be the majority of riders at this station and it should be located accordingly.

5. For both the LRT and freight railroad, implement the FRA-approved quiet zone measures, so train horns won't be O 3
needed.

Aaron lsaacs
612-929.7066

17
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Commentt#lz

Jeffrey Simon To sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<jas@rephunter.net> co
10/15/2012 09:51 AM

bee

Subject Oppose light rail $W LRT

In comparison to roads and buses, light rail in our area is a loser.

e It will always be subsidized, as the true cost per ride has been shown to be over $8 (the B
Hiawatha line cost is $6.42 when capital costs are included)
It will not create jobs, any more than the Hiawatha line has.
It will not appreciably lower traffic congestion.

Buses are already in place, and not working to capacity. G 1
It is not flexible, as buses are.

75% of Eden Prairie residents live within 30 minutes of work, and do not need rail.

® [t appears to be yet another program intended to simply increase the size of government.

Jeftrey Simon

Direct: 952-974-0306
Cell: 952-994-4724

18
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Comment##lz=

"Amanda K. Tranby" To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us™
<atranby@bestlaw.com> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/15/2012 11:51 AM ce

bce

Subject Order hard copies of the Draft EIS

Dear Sir/Madam:

Can you please let me know if hard copies of the Draft EIS are available for private businesses, and if so, V
what is the cost/procedure to obtain them?

Thank you for your assistance.

Best regards,

Amanda Tranby
Administrative Assistant to Jack Sullivan
DIRECT 612.843.5817
Brsit o« FLANAGAN
BEST & FLANAGAN LLP

225 Sotith Sixth Street, Suite 4000 Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402
TEL 612.339.7121 FAX 612.339.5897 BESTLAW.COM

CONTTDLNTEAL This emnai vy comiain costidentind aned privileaed inrornneing andd is 1o the indended seeipen: o' v fEvosare ot the mtended
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Commentt#14

"Gordy, Matthew R [L A]" To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<mgordy@iastate.edu> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/16/2012 01:47 PM ce

bee

Subject SW Corridor Rail Feasibility Study, 2003

Hello,
I am unable to access the chapters from the 2003 Rail Feasibility Study from the SWLRT website on this V

page http://www.southwesttransitway.org/project-progress-past-a-future.html
The links are either inactive (Chapter 1) or link to a username and password for an FTP site {the other
chapters.) Are these documents still available for viewing, and can you help me to access?

Best regards,

Matthew

Matthew Gordy

Assistant Professor, Department of Landscape Architecture
492 College of Design

lowa State University

Ames, |A 50011

t: 515.294.6149

e: mgordy@iastate.edu
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Comment#1E

"Szymanski,Betsy, EDEN To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
PRAIRIE,Sales &

Distribution" ce

<bhetsy.szymanski@us.nestle. bce

com>

Subject Comments
10/16/2012 02:56 PM

I’'m so very excited about any expansion to our light rail system, especially the Southwest LRT. A

Considering our traffic congestion is 10" worst in the country (last stat | recall anyway), a well
developed light rail system is long overdue. Parking downtown for different sporting events and
concerts can also be a challenge, which additional light rail lines will help alleviate. Also, with this will
help create jobs. Yay! | currently live in St. Louis Park, a block or two off of where the Belt Line stop
would be, and | work in Eden Prairie — in the Golden Triangle Business Park. | can’t wait!

Thanks for letting me comment!

Betsy Szymanski

Analyst | Supervalu National Account Team
Nestlé DSD - Ice Cream

Betsy. Szymanski®US Nestle.com

. “Nestle
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Comment#le

llya Velikson To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<ilya.velikson@gmail.com> e
10/17/2012 02:57 PM

hee

Subject Question on LPA

To whom it may concern:

<

Has Locally Preferred Alternative route choice been finalized? If not, then when is the deadline?
Will there be any public statements or press releases with the status/timeline updates?
Thank you,

<

-- [lya Velikson
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Comment#1E€

"Curt Rahman" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<curtrahman@gmail.com> 55
10/18/2012 06:29 PM

bce

Subject SWDEIS Comments attached- please acknowledge receipt

Maximum allowed infrequent vibration by FTA guidelines: 83
Measurements at my commercial building today: 84

Proposed increased vibration with no mitigation: 92 (per the FTA description-“difficulty reading
computer screens”, “like working next to a bulldozer”)

| and dozens of others own commercial property within 50 feet of the tracks along the MN&S proposed C
reroute. | had vibration levels done at my building and they exceed federal guidelines today. The

reroute proposal will increase vibrations by 10% without any mitigation being proposed for vibration.

The proposal without further vibration mitigation is unacceptable to my businesses and most others

along west lake street and will be unacceptable to residences.

Lastly, it is convenient that Kimley-Horn has changed their rating of this project from “occasional”

impact to “infrequent” impact, but the fact remains, that even with the “infrequent” impact rating,

vibration levels done at my building exceed federal guidelines today and cannot be allowed to

increase as proposed without mitigation. Failure to address this now will only invite lawsuits and

delays to the project similar to those experienced on the central corridor.

Curt Rahman

West Lake Street Business Representative
SW Light Rail Business Advisory Committee
612-207-5411

From: Curt Rahman [mailto:curtrahman@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 1:15 PM

To: Sam.oconnell@metrotransit.org

Subject: EAW comment on the MN&S Freight Rail Study
Importance: High

Dear Mr. O’'Connell,
| had vibration analysis done last year at my commercial buildings near the High School in St. Louis Park.
Please see attached and below. | thought | would bring this to your attention now as it is expected that

vibrations will increase as a result of the reroute if the MN&S lines are used.

Since the current level of vibrations exceed federal guidelines, | would suspect that there will be issues
with many commercial buildings along the line that will require purchase as a result of the reroute.

Please let me know if you want me to resubmit this information once the EAW comment period is open.

Curt Rahman
612-207-5411
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From: Curt Rahman [mailto:curtrahman@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 15, 2011 9:53 AM

To: frank.pafko@state.mn.us

Cc: Tony Baxter; Jeff Jacobs

Subject: EAW comment on the MN&S Freight Rail Study
Importance: High

Attached you will find additional vibration analysis done by ESI that shows a remarkable difference from
measurements taken by Kimley-Horn.  This shows that vibrations exceed federal guidlines today. | would
like ali of this information included in the record as part of the formal comment period on the EAW for the
MN&S Freight Rail Study in St. Louis Park. There has been no vibration mitigation proposed, and in fact,
vibrations are expected to increase dramatically in both frequency and severity. Should this reroute
happen without a REDUCTION of vibration to levels within federal guidelines, you will be facing costs to
purchase and relocate many businesses, buildings and homes at a cost that has not been considered as
a part of the EAW analysis.

| would also like to point out that this information was previcusly provided to Kimley Horn in April and has
not been addressed in the final EAW. April emails to Kimley-Horn are attached also.

| would appreciate your acknowledgement of reciept of this email and your instructicns as to whether or
not this must be sent in the mail to you also.

Thank you very much for your assistance!

Curt Rahman, PMT business representative, West Lake Street
612-207-5411 cell
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o VIBRATION CRITERIA

Vibration Velocity Level (VdB)
Land Use
Frequent Events Occasional Events Infrequent Events
(70+/day) (30-70/day) (<30/day)
Spe.ctal_ Buildings (concert halls, 65 65 65
auditoriums, etc.)
Residential (houses, hotels, motels) 72 75 80
Institutional (schools, libraries, museums, 75 78 83
etc.)
Kimley-H
V|-ﬂ and?ssa?:gtes
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Attachment#2
Pagel

April 25, 2011

Mr. Curt Rahman . ESI ENGINEERING, INC.

6418 West Lake Street 7831 Glenroy Road/Suite 430

St Louis Park, Minnesota Minneapolis, Minnesota 55439

Tel: (952) 831-4646
Fax: (952) 831-6897

Phone: 612-207-5411 Internet: esi-engineering.com

Summary Report for
Train Vibration at 6418 West Lake Street
St Louis Park, Minnesota

ESI-ENGINEERING, INC.
Dear Mr. Rahman:

This letter summarizes the results of train vibration measurements made at 6418 West Lake
Street in St Louis Park, Minnesota on April 13, 2011. | understand that the Hennepin County
Regional Railroad Authority, the Minnesota Department of Transportation, the city of St. Louis
Park and several private rail companies are considering relocating freight rail service from the C
Kenilworth Corridor to the MN&S line in St. Louis Park. Further, the MN&S line is approximately
45 ft from your building. There are currently 2 to 3 trains per day that pass your building at
speeds typically below 15 mph. You are concerned about the future plans that would both
increase the number of trains, the train lengths and the speeds. Figure 1 shows the location of
the tracks relative to your building.

Flgure 1 — Aerial photo of the buildings at 6418 West Lake Street and the MN&S line.
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Mr. Curt Rahman April 25, 2011

Vibration measurements were made a location nearest the tracks, on the northwest side of the
building approximately 50 ft from the track. The monitoring system ran from approximately 7:00
AM through 4:00 PM on April 13, 2011. Vibration measurements were made slab on grade in
three orthogonal directions. PCB model 393A03 accelerometers were used and the data was
sampled at 640 samples per second. The recorded acceleration waveforms were integrated
and moving 1 second rms levels were calculated, as recommended in the Federal
Transportation Administration guidance manual (Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment, May 2006). The vibration levels are presented in this letter as velocity in decibel
units, VdB, relative to 1 micro inch per second.

Two trains passed the building on April 13™. Figure 2, 3 and 4 present the results for the first
train which passed between 11:14 AM and 11:16 AM. The maximum rms level was 84 VdB in
the vertical direction. The second train had a similar vibration level.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

ESI Engineering, Inc.

Anthony J. Baxter, P.E.

Principal

ESI Page 2
Train Vibration — 6418 West Lake Street, St. Louis Park, Minnesota
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Mr. Curt Rahman

April 25, 2011

Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Vertical Direction
0.1000 - —— Floor Velocity
0.0800 ——_Moving RMS
|
0.0600 1
8 0.0400
< Integration time 1.00 sec.
Q 4
% 0.0200 Integration step 0.20 sec.
2 0.0000 Max. RMS 0.0162 ips rms
[
S 00200
-0.0400 -
-0.0600
-0.0800 T T r . |
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds .
Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Vertical Direction
90
85 | === Moving RMS | |
[3] e W |
2 80
=
275 |
> 70
3 | Integration time 1.00 sec.
2 &5 - Integration step 0.20 sec.
fus] Max. RMS Level 84 VdB
g 60 1
| 2 55
‘ 8
‘ :E 50
45
40— ‘ - -
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds
Figure 2 — Measurement of vertical direction vibration with a maximum level of 84 VdB.

ESI

Page 3

Train Vibration — 6418 West Lake Street, St. Louis Park, Minnesota
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Mr. Curt Rahman April 25, 2011

! Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Horizontal N-S Direction
| 0.1000 — Floor Velocity |
0.0800 P Mm_ving RMS |
0.0600 -
8 00400
. £ 6,020 Integration time 1.00 sec.
£ - Integration step 0.20 sec.
£ 0.0000 Max. RMS 0.0074 ips rms
8
§ -0.0200
-0.0400
-0.0600
-0.0800 '
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds
‘ Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Horizontal N-S Direction |
| 90
85 == Moving RMS |
o
& 80
£
| 275
220
5 1 Integration time 1.00 sec.
2 65 Integration step 0.20 sec.
m Max. RMS Level 77 VdB
3 60
2 55
3
E 50
45 |
40 — . ‘
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds
Figure 3 — Measurement of horizontal N-S direction vibration with a
maximum level of 77 VdB
ESI Page 4

Train Vibration — 6418 West Lake Street, St. Louis Park, Minnesota
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Mr. Curt Rahman April 25, 2011

Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Horizontal E-W Direction
|
0.1000 | —— Floor Velocity
0.0800 | === Moving RMS |
0.0600
[3)
¢ 0.0400
e Integration time 1.00 sec.
Q
£ gz Integration step 0.20 sec.
£ 0.0000 Max. RMS 0.0039 ips rms
Q
(=]
E -0.0200
-0.0400
| -0.0600 :
|
‘ -0.0800 : ‘ : : ; '
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds
Floor Velocity - Train from 11:14 AM to 11:16 AM
Horizontal E-W Direction
90
85 [F=eeving B |
o
@ 80
=
g7
270
r 70 1 Integration time 1.00 sec.
2 g5 Integration step 0.20 sec.
] Max. RMS Level 72 VdB
§ 60
Z 55
3
< 50
>
45
40 - T T T |
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0
Time, seconds
Figure 4 — Measurement of horizontal E-W direction vibration with a
maximum level of 72 VdB.
ESI Page 5

Train Vibration — 6418 West Lake Street, St. Louis Park, Minnesota
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Comment#18

Curt Rahman- PDA- 612-207-5411 Attachment#3
6418 and 6420 West Lake Street, St. Louis Park, MN 55416
5-15-2011

Mr. Frank Pafko

Director, Office of Environmental Stewardship
MN Department of Transportation

395 John Ireland Boulevard, MS 620

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

Mr. Pafko,
All of us that work and live and own buildings along the proposed MN&S rail line experience pretty C
severe vibration today; vibration that already exceeds federal guidelines. Business owners have told

me that when the train comes by it feels like an earthquake. | have had to stop phone conversations
when the train comes by because of the rumbling vibrations.

Interestingly, Kimley-Horn did a vibration study at 2 places along the tracks and tells us the vibration
level at my building at 6418 west Lake Street should be about 75VdBs today.  Since there are only 2
trains a day now, the federal guidelines say that we should be able to handle up to 83 at that location. |
hired an engineering firm, £SI, to do vibration analysis at my building and the actual level is 84 today!
Higher than the federal guidelines allow today!

Now, consider that the proposed reroute will increase both the frequency and severity of the vibration
along the line, according to Kimley-Horn. We will see increases of 5-8 VdBs and because of the
additional train frequency we need to use the “occasional events” Federal Guideline which tells us that
we need to tolerate only 78 VdBs, yet the predicted actual vibration level will go up to 90 or more!

All levels Federal Actual Federal Guidelines Expected

Measured and | Guidelines Measurements at Occasional Trains increase due to

in the table are | infrequent 6418 West Lake St - reroute

in VdBs trains- today’s | 50 feet from track 5-8 vdb
guidelines center line

Sensitive 65 7 65 7

Businesses

Homes 80 ?? 75 ??

Businesses 83 84 78 89-92

This needs further evaluation at multiple business locations, residence locations and in classrooms
adjacent to the tracks. You can’t increase vibrations along a line when they already exceed federal
guidelines.  You need to make sure that your casts include reducing vibration to federal levels or you
will be buying businesses, buildings and relocation costs as well as homes along the line that exceed the
federal guidelines both today and after the construction.

Curt Rahman, PMT Waest Lake Street Business Representative 612-207-5411
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Comment#18
Attachmentt4

----- Original Message -----

From: Tony Baxter

To: Curt Rahman

Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 3:22 PM
Subject: RE: One Week From Today....

Curt,
Since you asked about the second train... Attached is the plot of the vertical vibration for 24 seconds of
the train passing. The max level was 84 VdB, the same as the first train.

Tony

Anthony J. Baxter, P.E.

ESI Engineering, Inc.

7831 Glenroy Rd. / Suite 430
Minneapaolis, MN 55439
tele: 952-831-4646
thaxter@esi-engineering.com
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EE‘ ESI Engineering Inc.

Project / Location: Curt Rahman - Train Vibration
Date: 13-Apr-2011 Ch3 - vertical

Floor Velocity - Train from 2:44:00 PM to 2:44:24 PM
Vertical Direction
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Figure 1
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Attachmeni#G
Nt U vy WIS
&S FREIGHT maL STUDY

5 COMMUNITY VIBRATION

FTA General Assessment - Locomotive Vibration Level vs. Distance !

100 r
1
5 95
o)
e
m
o
= 90
©
‘ 3 ® Measured Levels
\ = 85 Site: V-1
‘ % A Measured Levels
3 _ \ ‘ Site: V-2
2 § - Existing Level vs.
S = Distance
= - Future Level vs.
§ - Distance
> - — =FRA Residential
g ® Vibration Criterion
or ®
£ & o
£ ‘
& 65
\ =
60 : T : S
10 100 1000
Distance From Track Centerline (ft)

m— Kimley-Horn
andAssoaa!es Inc.

36


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #18
Attachment #6


Page | of 2

Comment#18
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Attachment#7
From: "Witzig, Jeanne" <Jeanne Witzig@kimley-horn.com>
To: "Rahman, Curt" <curtrahman@gmail.com>
Cc: <la.Xiong@co.hennepin.mn.us>; "Pafko, Frank (DOT}" <frank.pafko@state.mn.us>; "Kevin Locke"

<klocke@stlouispark.org>; <kdoty@umn.edu>; "Spencer, Tim (DOT}" <timothy.spencer@state.mn.us>
Sent: Wednesday, Aprit 20, 2011 11:58 AM
Subject: FW: FW: MN&S Freight Rail Study - PMT #6 Meeting Summary

Curt, thank you for your comment regarding the vibration analysis for the MN&S Freight Rail Study.

A noise and vibration report is being prepared to address this complex question and will be part of the
Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW). It will provide more clarity on the methodology, impacts and
mitigation.

At this time, we anticipate that the EAW will be published in May, with a 30-day review and comment period. [f
upon your review of the EAW you have further comments on the noise and vibration analysis conducted for this
study, or on other areas of the evaluation/EAW, you are welcome to submit those comments for inclusion in the
EAW record,

Regards, Jeanne Witzig

From: Curt Rahman [mailto:curt@pdaminneapolis.com]

Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 10:57 AM

To: Witzig, Jeanne; Ia.Xiong@co.hennepin.mn.us; KHroma@CBIZ.com; Robb Enslin; Tim Dunsworth; Marjorie Douville;
Margaret Heil; Paula Evensen; Lynne Carper; Jeremy Anderson; Kandi Ames; Lois Zander; lapray@comcast.net; Thom
Milter; Katie,Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us; Timothy.Spencer@state.mn.us; Peter.Dahlberg@state.mn.us;
frank.pafko@state. mn.us; klocke@stlouispark.org;, Meg McMonigal; Rolf Peterson; Danielson, Paul;
Michael.Couse@aecom.com; bsuko@tcwr.net; MWegner@TCWR.NET; amber.backhaus@leonard.com;
David.Wolter@bnsf.com; Douglas.Perry@bnsf.com; Chris Johnson; Jake Spano; Warren Djerf;
Kristin.RohmanRehkamp@target.com; Kristi Rudelius-Palmer; judy_mitchell@cpr.ca; crobertson@sjoquist.com; Claudia
Johnston; eric.knudson@knudson-assoc.com; Kathryn Kottke; safetyinbirchwood@yahoo.com; Hasselbring, Bruce

Cc: mittelstaedtjohn@yahoo.com; dkrafft@bitstream.net; Je_L@yahoo.com; Jim Beneke; Greg Suchanek; Mike Rozman;
Jeff Roy; eveline.m.haag@wellsfargo.com; Marc Berg; Michael.Couse@aecom.com; Laabs, Jessica; Jeff Jacobs; Phil
Finkelstein; Sue Sanger Home; Anne Mavity; Julia Ross; Paul Omodt Home; Sue Santa Home; gores.nancy@slpschools.org;
sweitzer.julie@slpschools.org; shapiro.larry@slpschools.org; rykken.pam@sipschools.org; richardson.bruce@slpschools.org;
yarosh.jim@slpschools.org; cleowedge@comcast.net; Ron Latz; Steve Simon; Ryan Winkler; Tom Harmening;

kerri.pearce. Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us; pomodt@psbpr.com; Danielson, Paul; Hermann, Mike; Kunkel, Beth; Matthew Flory;
Dutchboy31®@junoc.com; BlackstoneAssn@tcg.net; Ipannell@mninter.net; lindasandbo@msn.com;
Voteddemocracy@yahoo.com; info@slptriangle.org; Robb Enslin; jvibarti@yahoo.com; sharon.abelson@yahoo.com;
Gail.Dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us; al@smdcompanies.com; srowe@acnpapers.com; TLOTO@yahoo.com; Doug Guild;
barrylaz@gmail.com; cbdonlon@usfamily.net; mikecohn@yahoo.com; meriinluke@hatmail.com;
dklinkhammer@comcast.net; helene.herbst@comcast.net; crj7972@gmail.com; maryherfurth@yahoo.com;
kdoty@umn.edu; jswyman@hotmail.com; Igulbranson@att.net; googi001.gail@gmail.com; michael.rose@patch.com;
jddugdare@yahoo.com; Tom Johnson; sdworakoski@yahoo.com; gazzy92@gmail.com; susanmelbye@edinarealty.com;
skiss4@gmail.com; jebmyers@gmail.com; mbuchk@eartlink.net; jpmeyerdl@yahoo.com; brooklawnssip@gmail.com;
alex@midlandglass.com; Lance D. Meister; Christianson, Dave {(DOT); rachelcallahan@yahoo.com;
angela_bern@yahoo.com; huntmsl@aim.com; Tony Baxter

Subject: MN&S Freight Rail Study - PMT #6 Meeting Summary

On page 14 of the attached Final PMT document, Kimley- Horn states that the "occasional events” column should now be
used to evaluate the vibration impact of this project. That means that residences should tolerate up to 75 VdB and routine

businesses should tolerate up to 78 VdB of vibration. {on table 1 attached)

Using the Kimley-Horn measurements and predictions from the "SLP Vibration Predictions” chart attached to this email,
residences closer than 80 feet of the rail line will exceed the federal vibration guidelines and businesses within 50-60 feet of
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the tracks will exceed the guidelines. This is a huge change because the preliminary analysis concluded that only
residences within 40 feet of the tracks had issues and there were no business issues.

How many houses are within 90 feet of the tracks?

How many businesses are within 50-60 feet of the tracks? | know there are scme because | own one 45 feet from the
tracks.

Curt Rahman
Business Representative West Lake St.
612-207-5411 cell

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and thereby subject to the Minnesota
Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney-client or work product
privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise protected, and the unauthorized review, copying,
retransmission, or other use or disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, please immediately notify the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.
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From: "Curt Rahman" <curt@pdaminneapolis.com>
To: "Wilzig, Jeanne” <Jeanne Witzig@kimley-horn.com>; <la.Xiong@co.hennepin.mn.us>;

<KHroma@CBIZ.com>; "Robb Enslin" <renslin34@hotmail.com>; "Tim Dunsworth"
<timdunsworth4034@comcast.net>, "Marjorie Douville" <sarjmarj@aol.com>; "Margaret Heil"
<margaret@bodyrelease.com>; "Paula Evensen" <paulaevensen@yahoo.com>; "Lynne Carper"
<icarper!1 @fairview.org>; "Jeremy Anderson" <jeremy@angelar.com>; "Kandi Ames"
<ksengels@gmail.com>; "Lois Zander" <loisz18@yahoo.com>; <lapray@comcast.net>; "Thom Milier"
<thom@two-rivers.net>, <Katie. Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>; <Timothy.Spencer@state.mn.us>;
<Peter.Dahlberg@state.mn.us>; <frank.pafko@state.mn.us>; <klocke@stlouispark.org>; "Meg McMonigal"
<mmemonigal@stlouispark.org>; "Rolf Peterson” <Rolf1 @comcast.net>; "Danielson, Paul"
<paul.danielson@kimley-horn.com>; <Michael. Couse@aecom.com>; <bsuko@tcwr.net>,
<MWegner@TCWR.NET>, <amber.backhaus@leonard.com>; <David. Wolter@bnsf.com>,
<Douglas.Perry@bnsf.com>; "Chris Johnson" <mdsj.caj@usfamily.net>; "Jake Spano"
<coldsplice@gmail.com=; "Warren Djerf” <warren@brookcomm.net>;
<Kristin.RohmanRehkamp@target.com>; "Kristi Rudelius-Palmer" <krp@umn.edu>;
<judy_mitchell@cpr.ca>; <crobertson@sjoquist.com>; "Claudia Johnston” <claudiajohnston@comcast.net>;
<eric.knudson@knudson-assoc.com>; "Kathryn Kottke" <prufrock1969@hotmail.com:>;
<safetyinbirchwood@yahoo.com>; "Hasselbring,Bruce" <bruce h@ace-aircontrolessentials.com:>

Cce: <mittelstaedtjohn@yahoo.com>; <dkrafft@bitstream.net>; <Je_L@yahoo.com>, "Jim Beneke"
<JimBeneke@msn.com>; "Greg Suchanek” <suchgr@comcast.net>; "Mike Rozman"
<mrozman@comcast.net>; "Jeff Roy" <summithill@visi.com>; <eveline.m.haag@wellsfargo.com>; "Marc
Berg" <MBergdude@aol.com>;, <Michael.Couse@ascom.com>, "Laabs, Jessica" <Jessica.Laabs@kimley-
horn.com>; "Jeff Jacobs" <jacobsjeffray@comcast.net>; "Phil Finkelstein” <bankfink@gmail.com>; "Sue
Sanger Home" <suesanger@comcast.net>; "Anne Mavity" <AnneMavitySLP@comcast.net>; "Julia Ross"
<juliaross.slp@gmail.com>; "Paul Omodt Home" <omodt5@msn.com=>; "Sue Santa Home"
<susansanta@aol.com=>; <gores.nancy@slpschools.org>; <sweitzer. julie@slpschools.org>;
<shapiro.larry@slpschools.crg>; <rykken.pam@slpschools.org=; <richardson.bruce@slpschools.org>;
<yarosh.jim@slpschoals.org>; <cleowedge@comcast.net>, "Ron Latz" <sen.ron.latz@senate.mn>; "Steve
Simon” <rep.steve. simon@house.mn>; "Ryan Winkler" <rep.ryan.winkler@house.mn>; "Tom Harmening"
<THARMENING@stiouispark.org>; <kerri.pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us>; <pomodt@psbpr.com=,
"Danielsen, Paul” <paul.danielson@kimley-horn.com=>; "Hermann, Mike" <mike.hermann@kimley-
horn.com>; "Kunkel, Beth" <Beth.Kunkel@kimley-horn.com=; "Matthew Flory" <livinginlenox@gmail.com=;
<Dutchboy31@juno.com>; <BlackstoneAssn@tcq.net>; <ipannell@mninter.net>;
<lindasandbo@msn.com=>; <Vote4ddemocracy@yahoo.com=; <info@slptriangle.org>; "Robb Enslin"
<renslin34@hotmail.com>, <jvibarti@yahoo.com>; <sharon.abelson@yahoo.com>=;
<Gail.Dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>; <al@smdcompanies.com:>; <srowe@acnpapers.com>;
<TLOTO@yahoo.com>; "Doug Guild" <dguild@usfamily.net>; <barrylaz@gmail.com>;
<chdonlon@usfamily.net>; <mikecohn@yahoo.com>, <merlinluke@hotmail.com>;
<dklinkhammer@comcast.net>; <helene.herbst@comcast.net>; <crj7972@gmail.com>;
<maryherfurth@yahco.com>; <kdoty@umn.edu>; <jswyman@hotmail.com>; <lgulbranson@att.net>;
<goegi001.gail@gmail.com>; <michael.rose@patch.com=>; <jddugdare@yahoo.com=; "Tom Johnson"
<tom@railmet.com>; <sdworakoski@yahoo.com>, <gazzy92@gmail.com=,
<susanmelbye@edinarealty.com>; <skissd@gmail.com=>; <jebmyers@gmail.com>; <mbuchk@eartlink.net>;
<jpmeyerdl@yahoo.com=, <brooklawnssIp@gmail.com>; <alex@midlandglass.com>; "Lance D. Meister"
<Imeister@hmmh.com>; "Christianson, Dave (DOT)" <Dave.Christianson@state.mn.us>;
<rachelcallahan@yahoo.com=; <angela_bern@yahoco.com=; <huntms1@aim.com=; "Tony Baxter"
<tbaxter@esi-engineering.com>; "Kevin Locke" <klocke@stlouispark.org>

Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2011 4:05 PM

Attach: Vibration Criteria.pdf; Curt Rahman - Summary on Train Vibration April 25, 2011.pdf, National
Transportation Vibration Guidelines.pdf, SLP Vibration Predictions.pdf

Subject: New Vibration Study attached

| had independent vibration measurements done at my building on West Lake Street by an Engineering firm ESI.  Their
report is attached labeled "Curt Rahman- Summary on Train Vibration April 25, 2011". Measurements were taken April
13th, 2011. Measurements in the building showed 84 VdB. By the charts provided by Kimley-Horn, vibration
measurements today already exceed acceptable guidelines and probably do at most businesses and many

homes along the tracks.

In addition, Kimley-Horn predicts increased vibration frequency and a severity increase of 5-8 VdB which puts many
of the buildings past the 90 VdB level and far in excess of the 78 VdB the Federal guideltines mandate.
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Considering this new information, additional vibration studies need to be done and further mitigation for vibration needs to
‘be added to the project.

Curt Rahman, PMT West Lake Street Business Representative
612-207-5411 cell

To: Witzig, Jeanne ; la.Xiong@co.hennepin.mn.us ; KHroma@CBIZ.com ; Robb Enslin ; Tim Dunsworth ; Marjorie
Douville ; Margaret Heil ; Faula Evensen ; Lynne Carper ; Jeremy Anderson ; Kandi Ames ; Lois Zander ;
lapray@comcast.net ; Thom Miller ; Katie. Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us ; Timothy.Spencer@state mn.us ;

Warren Djerf ; Kristin.RohmanRehkamp@target.com ; Kristi Rudelius-Palmer ; judy_mitchell@cpr.ca ;
crobertson@sjoquist.com ; Claudia Johnston ; eric.knudson@knudson-assoc.com ; Kathryn Kottke ;
safetyinbirchwood@yahoo.com ; Hasselbring,Bruce

Cc: mittelstaedtjohn@yahoo.com ; dkrafft@bitstream.net ; Je_L@yahoo.com ; Jim Beneke ; Greg_Suchanek ; Mike

Jacobs ; Phil Finkelstein ; Sue Sanger Home ; Anne Mavity ; Julia Ross ; Paul Omodt Home ; Sue Santa Home ;
gores.nancy@slpschools.org ; sweitzer.julie@sipschools.org ; shapiro.larry@slpschools. org ;
rykken.pam@slpschools org ; richardson bruce@slpschodls.org ; yarosh. jim@slpschools.org ; cleowedge@comcast.net ,
Ron Latz ; Steve Simon ; Ryan Winkler ; Tom Harmening ; kerri.pearce. Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us ; pomodt@psbpr.com ;

Ipannell@mninter.net ; lindasandbo@msn.com ; Voteddemocracy@yahoo.com ; info@slptriangle.org ; Robb Enslin ;
jvibartl@yahoo.com ; sharon.abelson@yahoo.com ; Gail.Dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us ; al@smdcompanies.com ;
srowe@acnpapers.com ; TLOTO@yahoo.com ; Doug Guild ; barrylaz@gmail.com ; chdonlon@usfamily.net ;
mikecohn@yahao.com ; meriinluke@hotmail.com ; dklinkhammer@comcast.net ; helene herbst@comcast.net |
¢ri7972@gmail.com ; maryherfurth@yahoo.com ; kdoty@umn.edu ; jswyman@hotmail.com ; Igulbranson@att.net ;

angela_bern@yahoo.com ; huntms1@aim.com ; Tony Baxter

Sent; Friday, April 08, 2011 10:57 AM
Subject: MN&S Freight Rail Study - PMT #6 Meeting Summary

On page 14 of the attached Final PMT document, Kimley- Horn states that the "occasional events” column should now be
used to evaluate the vibration impact of this project. That means that residences should tolerate up to 75 VdB and routine
businesses should tolerate up to 78 VdB of vibration. (on table 1 attached)

Using the Kimley-Horn measurements and predictions from the "SLP Vibration Predictions” chart attached to this email,
residences closer than 90 feet of the rail line will exceed the federal vibration guidelines and businesses within 50-60 feet
of the tracks will exceed the guidelines. This is a huge change because the preliminary analysis concluded that only
residences within 40 feet of the tracks had issues and there were no business issues.

How many houses are within 90 feet of the tracks?

How many businesses are within 50-60 feet of the tracks? | know there are some because | gwn one 45 feet from the
tracks.

Curt Rahman
Business Representative West Lake St.
612-207-5411 cell
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rail systems, such as the MN&S Spur, ground borne noise criteria are applied only to buildings
that have sensitive interior spaces that are well insulated from exterior noise,

The FTA also has vibration criteria for locations with existing vibration, such as the MN&S Spur.
For locations where trains will be added where existing trains currently operate, vibration
impact must be assessed to determine if there will be additional impacts. For infrequently used
rail corridors {less than 5 trains per day}, such as the MN&S Spur, vibration impacts are assessed
using the criteria in Table 17. For this assessment, the locomotive events are considered to be
infrequent, and the rail cars are considered to be occasional.

Table 17. Ground-Borne Vibration and Noise Impact Criteria by Land Use Category

Ground-Borne Vibration Ground-Borue Noise
Impact Levels Impact Levels
Land Use Category {VdB re 1 micro-inch/sec) (4B re 20 micro Pascals)
Frequent | Occasional | Infrequent | Frequent | Occasional | Infrequent
Events' Events’ Events® Events! Events’ Events’
Category 1:
Buildings where low
ambient vibration is 65 vdp' 65 VB 65 vap* N/AT NiAf N/A*
essential far interior
oparations.
Category It
Residences and 72 VdB 75 VdB 80 VdB 35dBA 38 dBA 13 dBA
buildings where people
normally sleep.
Category 3:
Instimtional land uses |- oo gqn 1 75 vap §3VdB | 40dBA | 43dBA 15 dBA
with primarily daytime
nse.

Nores:

—_

into this category.

12

T

stiffened floors.

5. Vibration-sensitive equipment is gencrally not sensitive to ground-borne noise.

Frequent Events™ is defined as more than 70 vibration events of the same scuree per day. Most rapid fransit projects fall

. “Oceasional Events” is defined as between 30 and 70 vibration events of the same sowree per day. Most commuter hunk
lines have this mzny operations.
. Infrequent Events™ is defined as fewer than 30 vibration events of the same kind per day. This category includes most
conunuter rait branch lines.
4. This exirerion lmit is based on levels that are aceeptable for most moderarely sensitive equipament such as oprical
microseopes. Vibration sensitive manufactining or research will require detailed evaluntion to define the acceptable
vibration tevels. Enswing lower vibration levels in a building often requires special design of the HVAC systems and

Somrce: FTA, May 2006.

The vibration impact assessment was carried out in accordance with FTA methodology for a
“General Noise Analysis” using project data defined in the Noise Section. The potential vibration

impacts of the project are related primarily to the increased in maximum operating design

speed in the corridor (10 to 25 mph}. The following are project assumptions used in the impact

analysis for the vibration assessment:
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» Identify vibration-sensitive land use: Vibration-sensitive land use along the project carridor
was initially identified based on preliminary alignment drawings, aerial photography and GIS
mapping.

*  Project freight vibration levels: Vibration levels from freight operations were projected
based on measurements of existing trains, as described in below. The only changes relevant
to the vibration assessment are the increased speeds from 10 to 25 mph and the upgrade of
the track and existing track structure from jointed to continuously welded rail with new
ballast sections and ties. Vibration levels increase with increasing speed by a 20 Log
relationship, so doubling the speed will increase vibration levels by 6 dB and halving the
speed will reduce vibration levels by & dB.

* Assess impact based on the criteria: The projections determined the vibration levels at each
sensitive receptor and vibration impact was assessed according to the appropriate FTA
criteria, depending on the land use category.

¢ Recommend mitigation measures where required and appropriate: Mitigation can include
ballast mats, special fasteners, and other means of reducing vibration levels.

Existing Conditions
The major source of existing vibration in the project corridor is the CP freight trains.
Measurements of vibration from existing trains were conducted at two locations as described

below:

Site V-1: Measurement site V-1 was located adjacent to St. Louis Park High Schoaol and
residences on Library Lane. The ground-borne vibration levels from a passing freight train were
measured at multiple distances ranging from 60 to 160 feet from the track. The measured
freight train was traveling in the southbound direction at approximately 10 mph and consisted
of two locomotives pulling six cars.

Site V-2: Measurement site V-2 was located in Keystone Park between Blackstone Avenue and
Alabama Avenue. The ground-borne vibration levels from a passing freight train were measured
at multiple distances ranging from 85 to 225 feet from the track. The track was on an
embankment in this lacation due to the crossing over Minnetonka Boulevard to the north, The
measured freight train was traveling in the northbound direction at approximately 10 mph and
consisted of two locomotivas pulling eleven cars.

The locations of the existing vibration measurements are shown in Figure 10 and the results of
the existing vibration measurements are shown in Exhibit 3 below, along with projections of
future vibration levels from trains with the higher speeds and the continuously welded rail. The
results indicate that for the existing trains, locomative vibration levels of 80 VdB (the criterion
for vibration impact for infrequent events) would be experienced up to 30 feet from the tracks.
For existing rail cars, which typically have vibration levels 5-8 VdB lower than locomotives,
vibration levels of 75 VdB (the criterion for vibration impact for occasional events) would also be

experienced up to 30 feet from the tracks.
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Based on measurements conducted in Alaska during the summer and winter, there is some
variation in vibration levels for efficient soil types, such as peat or clay. This variation results in
lower vibration levels in the winter, as compared with the summer. However, for typical soil
conditions, which the measurements indicate existing in the MN&S corridor, the vibration levels
are the same during the summer and winter.

Exhibit 3. Vibration Measurement Results and Projections

FTA General Assessment - Locomotive Vibration Level vs. Distance

100 [

95

a0

e Measured Levels
Site: V-1
A Measured Levels
Site: V-2
e xislng Levelvs.
Distance
ssscea Future Level vs
Distance
== = FRA Residential
Vibration Criterion

infsec)

Maximum RMS Vibration Velocity Level (VdB re: 1u-

10 100 1000
Distance From Track Centerline (it)

Impacts
The vibration assessment assumed an increase in speed from 10 to 25 mph along with an

improvement from jointed rail to continuously welded rail, which will lower vibration levels by 5
VdB. The results of the vibration analysis indicate that locomotive vibration levels of 80 VdB (the
impact criterion for infrequent events) would be experienced up to 40 feet from the tracks and
that rail car vibration levels of 75 VdB (the impact criterion for occasional events) would also be
experienced up to 40 feet from the tracks. There is only one building, an apartment above a
busji’ﬁesé at the southern end of the corridor, which is located within 40 feet of the tracks (Figure
11).

Mitigation: Area “B”

There is one location identified with vibration impact on the MN&S Spur. The building identified
with impact appears to be a mixed use building with an apartment above a welding shop. A
more detailed analysis of this building would need to be conducted to determine if there would
be a vibration impact. If impact is identified, potential mitigation measured would be assessed
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Fw: 2820 Cedar Lake Parkway and light rail

To: <kerri.pearce.ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us>
From: Leila Brammer <lbrammer@gustavus.edu>
Date: 10/19/2012 12:08PM

Subject: 2820 Cedar Lake Parkway and light rail

Kerri,

Thanks so much for the information. My email question is below. Let me know if you need anything else.
Enjoy your weekend, L.

| am considering purchasing 2820 Cedar Lake Parkway. | am quite interested in the impact that light rail
will have on that location. | have read the environmental report but was unable to determine which O 1
grouping of houses | was in (on the noise study, four areas on that section of the track are listed. I'm not
sure which area is 2820 and what impacts will be on that location).

| would appreciate any information you can provide to help me assess the situation. | very much
appreciate your help. Thanks so much, Leila

Leila Brammer

Professor

Communication Studies
Gustavus Adolphus College
St. Peter, MN 56082
507-933-6190

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and thereby subject to
the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to
attorney-client or work product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise
protected, and the unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use or disclosure of the
information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please immediately
notify the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your computer
system.
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Comment#2C

"B FLEET" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<bafleet@msn.com>

10/19/2012 01:23 PM

cc
bce
Subject SW Transit Light Rail in EP

TO: SW Light Rail Project Committee

I would like to express my thoughts and concerns. The whole idea of a light rail is to make
commuting easy and readily accessible for people to move about and not have the pollution
or the congestion of driving a car. Great idea! I support it up to a certain point I feel it
needs to end at The Eden Prairie Town Center.

Why? The SW Station Metro Transit Area were built on wetlands and have had many
problems with the parking lot settling and shifting. I strongly feel the vibrations of a light
rail running every 7 1/2 min. would create further problems.

Further I am strongly against it running from SW Station to Mitchell Rd. I live at the
SW Station Condo's and this would greatly affect us. I know what I'm about to say is very
BBld wesesveims but I truly CANNOT believe they even considered this from the start. Anyone
with 1/2 a brain or even a kindergarten kid could see that there is NO ROOM............. They
actually thought they could just cram it in the tight space between Hwy. 5 & our condo's.
TOTALLY ABSURD!!! IS THERE ANYONE OUT THERE THINKING?

There are so many reasons 1st and foremost these condo's were built on the
wetlands the constant vibrations every 7 1/2 minutes could greatly compromise
our condo buildings integrity and destroy them. There are 237 units at the SW
Station Condo's with approximately 500 residents that live here. As homeowners this is of
course extremely disturbing and disconcerting. Also the close proximity, the light rail
would run within a few feet of our buildings is a great invasion of our privacy let
alone an eye sore, noise issues and a deflation of the value of our condo's property.

It is my hope that all of you please take a serious look at this and consider this from our
viewpoint.

Like I mentioned at the beginning I support the light rail running only to the point of the
Eden Prairie Town Center but don't go beyond OR if it does it needs to go in another
direction.

Thank you,

Barbara Fleet
952.451.2889
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0CT 22 2012

B FLEET B .-
From: "B FLEET" <bafleet@msn.com>

To: <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2012 1:22 PM

Subject: SW Transit Light Rail in EP
TO: SW Light Rail Project Committee

I would like to express my thoughts and concerns. The whole idea of a light rail is to make
commuting easy and readily accessible for people to move about and not have the pollution or
the congestion of driving a car. Great idea! I support it up to a certain point I feel it needs to
end at The Eden Prairie Town Center,

Why? The SW Station Metro Transit Area were built on wetlands and have had many problems
with the parking lot settling and shifting. I strongly feel the vibrations of a light rail running every
7 1/2 min. would create further problems.

Further I am strongly against it running from SW Station to Mitchell Rd. I live at the SW
Station Condo's and this would greatly affect us. I know what I'm about to say is very

bold ............ but I truly CANNOT believe they even considered this from the start. Anyone with
1/2 a brain or even a kindergarten kid could see that there is NO ROOM............. They actually
thought they could just cram it in the tight space between Hwy. 5 & our condo's. TOTALLY
ABSURD!!! IS THERE ANYONE OUT THERE THINKING?

There are so many reasons 1st and foremost these condo's were built on the wetlands
the constant vibrations every 7 1/2 minutes could greatly compromise our

condo buildings integrity and destroy them. There are 237 units at the SW Station Condo's
with approximately 500 residents that live here. As homeowners this is of course extremely
disturbing and disconcerting. Also the close proximity, the light rail would run within a few
feet of our buildings is a great invasion of our privacy let alone an eye sore, noise
issues and a deflation of the value of our condo's property.

It is my hope that all of you please take a serious look at this and consider this from our
viewpoint.

Like I mentioned at the beginning I support the light rail running only to the point of the Eden
Prairie Town Center but don't go beyond OR if it does it needs to go in another direction.

Thank you,
Barbara Fleet
952.451.2889

Pligur .
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form
Southwest Transitway Project
Federal and state environmental rules require that an Environmental impact Statement (E1S} be prepared for

the proposed Southwest Transitway project. Tha EIS process includes the preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS), which must be made available for public review and comment.

The DEIS discusses: (1) the purpose and need for the project; (2) the alternatives considered; (3] the impacts of
these alternatives; and (4) the agencies and persons consulted.

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 2012, All commenis must be received by that
date. Please include a return maiiing address with all comments.

Public hearings on the DE|S will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings, please visi

name: L IANLBIIE  FLEET

s 13570 Taopmeicey  [Dr- Fypd
City/State/ip: Loy %ﬂ/ﬁ M/U &%39/‘%

Tetephone: ?52 457 229? Email: /9/(,70/6’6% C_ st Lom

Thank you!
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Comment#21

| o
S,
Fw: Southwest DEIS
From: Rodgers Adams <RodgeA@comcast.net>
To: gail _dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us
Date: 10/22/2012 11:20 AM
Subject: Southwest DEIS

Commissioner Dorfman,

I am an individual interested in the light rail plans partly because of a
general interest in development projects and partly as editor of a newsletter
for Lake Point condominiums, which would be served by the West Lake station. 1
have lightly skimmed parts of the the DEIS, and have two questions regarding
the appropriate timing and vehicle for comments regarding points that don"t
seem to be directly addressed in the DEIS.

1) The DEIS is based on certain assumptions regarding what the various lines
will be like. For example, it seems to assume that the preferred alternative E8
includes having the light rail line bridged over Cedar Lake Av. Personally, 1
think that would be a visual monstrosity in a residential and parkland area.
How do citizens become involved in a useful discussion about alternatives,
such as leaving the at-grade crossing as is, or raising the elevation of Cedar L_Z1
Lake Av. a small amount and bridging over a lowered light rail line?

2) The DEIS seems to be focused on the direct traffic impact at individual
crossings. But the West Lake station would have no new crossing issues. It I;Z
might, however, have significant impact on streets in the area (including

Chowen Av., 32nd St., Excelsior Blvd., Market Plaza, and Lake St., especially P4. P9
if a park-and-ride facility is provided with the West Lake station. How do ’

citizens become involved in useful discussions about making sure that the
Southwest light rail project includes provisions to address the station®s
impact on nearby streets? Ll

Rodge Adams
Editor, Lake Point Views
2950 Dean Pkwy. #1005

RodgeA@comcast.net
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Commentt2z

arthur higinbotham To swecorridor <swcarridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<ahiginbotham@msn.com>

cc Gail.Dorfman <gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/22/2012 01:13 PM

bcc

Subject Noise Basis for Kenilworth Corridor in DEIS

Section 4.6.4 of the SWLRT DEIS covers Noise, Existing Conditions. The basis for noise measurements
should be with the absence of freight trains, which were permitted temporary use of the corridor in 1986,
by the Hennepin County Commission and the HCRRA. This section compares LRT noise levels at grade O 1
with the freight trains using the corridor; this is an error of assessing the environmental effects and
should be corrected.

Commissioner Mark Andrew, who represented the 3rd District at that time ackowledged the temporary
nature of the freight trains. His remarks have been corroborated by current Commissioner Gail Dorfman
on several occasions; she also agreed that the base noise level should be that without freight rail on the
corridor.

The use of the wrong noise baseline understates the impact of LRT noise on the corridor. Noise from the
LRT trains should be measured at grade as well as at the apex of the proposed Cedar Lake Parkway O 1
overpass and at several elevations of condominium towers adjoining the corridor, most notably Calhoun
Isles Condominiums, but also at other high rise residences within 900 feet of the corridor, which would
include the Calhoun Beach Club buildings, Lake Pointe Condominiums, and other buildings.

The issue of noise incident frequency has also been overlooked in the DEIS. LRT trains passing through
the corridor every 2.75 minutes during rush hours will have a major impact on the peace and tranquillity
for not only residents, but for bicycle and pedestrian users of the Kenilworth trail between the Lake Street E4
viaduct and the Cedar Lake trail to where it separates from the LRT just southwest of Target Field, the
Midtown Greenway from E. Lake of the Isles Parkway west to the city line, and the Cedar Lake trail

around Cedar Lake, and for boaters on the Cedar Lake/Lake of the Isles channel. These are noise

impacts within the city of Minneapolis; there will be additional noise impacts in the southwest suburbs.

A trench for the LRT at the Cedar Lake Parkway instead of an overpass will only resolve a small fraction
of these noise issues; a tunnel under Cedar Lake Parkway commencing just north of the Lake Street E8
viaduct and extending north of the Burnham bridge will address more of the LRT noise issues.

Arthur E. Higinbotham

SW LRT CAC member for W. Lake St. station
3431 St. Louis Av. Mpls 55416

Tel.: 612-926-9399
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Comment#2Z

David Hibbard To “"swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<DHibbard@rubytuesday.co <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
m> cc

10/23/2012 08:49 AM bee

Subject Ruby Tuesday at Eden Prairie, MN

As Asset Manager for Ruby Tuesday, I'm trying to figure out if any of our restaurants will be affected M4
with a right of way taking with the Southwest light rail. For one, it appears that the Eden Prairie location FO
may be impacted.

I am the contact person for Ruby Tuesday, and would like a more detailed map of the route when that is

available. Thanks for your help.

Regards,

David M. Hibbard, CSM, CPM
Director of Assets

Ruby Tuesday, Inc.
865.380.7054
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Comment#24

"Albert Hepp" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<AHepp@BuySelf.com> -
10/23/2012 09:22 AM

bce

Subject SW rail question

I own a condo in SW Station, in the building where the plans show the rail really, really close to our
building (13560 Technology Drive, Eden Prairie)

Our condo association has been told there will be remediation for our building. Can you please explain:
1. The line looks like it curves right by our building, when I ride the light rail the trains make lots of loud
noise when they go over curves in the track. Can you direct me to a place on the Hiawatha line where |
can see a typical type of remediation for this issue (a curve very close to residences)?

FO

06

2. The line will cross over two bus only roads at grade right by southwest station, will those crossings pe

exempt for warning whistles, bells, etc because they are special use/bus only, or will the trains sound FO 06

the standard warnings of approach to an at grade crossing?

3. Where can | find information about the expected noise around and upon approaches to a light rail
station?

4. Is there documentation available of all the remediation projects that were done for the Hiawatha and

Central corridor?

Thank you.
Albert Hepp

BuySelf Realty, Inc.

Flat Fee Realtor Services and Home Selling Tools for Home Sellers

BBB Accredited Business, Better Business Bureau Online Reliability Program
http://www. BuySelf.com

Toll Free 866-990-6211

Toll Free Fax 877-341-3093

Like Us on Facebook at http://www.facebook.com/MLSFlatFee
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Comment#2E

OTOShak10 To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<otoshak10@comcast.net> -
10/23/2012 08:56 PM

bce

Subject twest Trnsitway DEIS comment

October 23, 2012

Southwest Transitway comment: A letter that was sent to State House members in
2003.
House File No. 745 was to ban engineering studies on the line for three years.

May 22, 2003
rep.mike.beard@house.mn

Copies to: Reps. Peter Adolfson, Mark Buesgens, Mary Liz Holberg, Chris DelLaforest,
Steve Sviggum, Karen Klinzing, Bruce Anderson, Peter Nelson, Connie Ruth, Doug
Magnus, Eric Paulsen, Dan Severson, Phil Krinkie, Ron Erhardt, William Kuisle.

Representative Beard,

| was to the Hennepin County Rail Authority Open House for the Southwest LRT Study,
at the Southwest Metro Transit Station at Eden Prairie. It was from4 P. M. to 7 P. M.,
today.

It is about using either Light Rail Transit or Commuter Rail on this corridor. | got to talk
with Katie Walker and Derik Crider, who are doing the study.

Even Mr. Crider didn't know that the Scott County Transit buses have regular scheduled
runs to the Southwest Metro Station, and how people from Shakopee can get on the P3
bus right here, to the station, and then go all the way to downtown Minneapolis. They
could get on the train at the station. Depending on whether the line uses light rail or
diesel, the ride would be either straight through, or just one stop to transfer.

Mr. Crider and | talked about House File No. 745, and your being a co-author. This
would be against a service for your constituents. | told Mr. Crider that you must not
have known about our Scott county buses going to the Southwest Metro Transit Station.
There is a schedule for these buses, available from Scott county Transportation
Services, at the Scott County Government Center: Phone: (952) 496-8341.

House File No. 745 is a bad bill for Shakopee people. Drivers are getting so aggressive,
| want to get off the highways. All my trips to downtown Minneapolis or St. Paul or to the
Capitol are now by bus. The train also does not have to share the highway with the
cars. And, the bus driving on the shoulder has problems with drivers not yielding when
merging. Please do all you can to help us out.
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Sincerely,

Elmer Otto

1067 Eastview Circle
Shakopee, MN 55379
Phone: (952) 496-2493
EOtt090813@aol.com
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Lasky Company To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<info@umnrentals.com> -
10/24/2012 05:55 PM
bce
Subject Re: | am unable to open Information V

Marissa,
Lauri printed - by your door.

On 2012-10-24 10:34, SWcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us wrote:

VVVVVVVVVIVVYVYVVVYVVVYIVVVYWVWVYVVVVVYVVYVYVVVVVVYVYVYVVYVYVVVVVYVYVYVYVYVYYVYVY

Ms. Lasky,

Maps of the corridor are available on the project website at
www.southwesttransitway.org or in the hard copies of the Draft
Environmental Impact

Statement, which can be found in city halls and libraries in
Minneapolis, St. Louis Park, Hopkins, Minnetonka, and Eden Prairie.
Please see our

website for the full list of locations. If you'd like, I can send you
a hard copy of the executive summary, which includes a CD with the
entire

document and associated maps.

Please provide your mailing address if you'd like me to send it.
Thank you,

Adele

Adele Hall

Senior Transit Planner | Hennepin County Department of Housing,
Community Works & Transit

701 Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 | MC L608
Office 612.543.1094 | Mobile 612.250.2004 |
adele.hall@co.hennepin.mn.us

Marissa Lasky <laskycolmnlakes.net>

10/13/2012 04:08 PM
K o)

"swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us" <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

ccC
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Subject

I am unable to open Information

CAn ycu emall me at least a map of the proposed railway corridors
proposed or determined? It will not open in this device.

Info@umnrentals. com
Marissa Lasky

Sent from my iPhone

Disclalimer: Informaticn in this message or an attachment may be
government data and thereby subject to the Minnescta Government Data
Practices Act, Minnescta Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to
attorney-client or work product privilege, may be confidential,
privileged, proprietary, or otherwise protected, and the unauthorized
review, copying, retransmission, or other use or disclosure of the
information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended
recipient of this message, please immediately notify the sender of
the

transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.

Lasky Co.
Minneapolis

Fh. €12-377-1167
Fx. 612-377-3206
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"shorrock”
<shorrock@visi.com>

10/24/2012 06:14 PM

To

ce

bcc
Subject

<swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Deis comment on SW LRT

Commentt#27

E2,

E8, E10

E4,

| have read many parts of the DEIS. | live in a dense urban community at Calhoun Isles by Cedar lake

Parkway and the Grand Rounds zip 55416. This line as proposed is to drive a train every 5 mins through
a Park and within 40 ft. of many home dwellers windows. At the present time we live in a quiet
community. This 90 ton train will raise the noise, vibration, EMR, privacy violation, natural habitat
destruction, pollution way beyond anything experienced now. Studies that have been done for the DEIS

N2,
N11,N8,

for noise, vibration, EMR, privacy, pollution, habitat, park violations are all very general and not related
to many people’s circumstances. Building eyesore bridges as is proposed in dense urban areas creating
noise at high levels is not good social policy. This is a disgrace and should not happen in this social age

and smacks of totalarianism. Regards
John Shorrock

shorrock@visi.com

612-730-3602

O1,
O6
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Comment#2€

Dave Burd To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<daveburd@hotmail.com> sa
10/24/2012 10:05 PM

bee

Subject Southwest Corridor Light Rail: BUILD IT !1!l!

When I worked in downtown Minneapolis until a few years ago, I regularly rode the Hiawatha Line light
rail to and from work. With very few exceptions, the light rail trains run ON SCHEDULE, AS PLANNED for

a reasonably-priced fare. Metro Transit has had excellent advertising promotions in the past that A
compare the bus/train fare to the TOTAL COST of driving a single-occupant car, and mass transit makes
sense. With the extreme weather conditions in Minnesota (rain, snow, ice, blizzard white-out conditions),
trains are extremely reliable and on-time. Commuters from as far as Eden Prairie would be able to
commute into downtown Minneapolis and/or points along the proposed Southwest Corridor efficiently
despite harsh weather conditions. Likewise workers, shoppers, and other riders will be able to ride to
retail and commercial destinations from downtown Minneapolis to all points along this light rail route.

With the Hiawatha Light Rail Line, the Central Corridor Light Rail Line, the Northstar Commuter Rail Line,
and all of the Metro Transit bus routes that feed riders into this Twin Cities rail network, the Southwest
Corridor Light Rail Line joins an essential quadrant to this complete transit network. Future light rail
and commuter rail lines will also feed into this transit network.

David Burd
Eagan
(651) 681-0329

58


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #28

mferna10
Text Box
A


Comment#2¢€

Catherine M. To SWcorridor/Hennepin@Hennepin
Walker/PW/Hennepin gt
10/25/2012 11:18 AM

bce

Subject Fw: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Katie Walker

Senior Administrative Manager

Southwest LRT Community Works Manager
Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit

NEW ADDRESS: 701 Building Fourth Avenue South — Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415

612.385-5655
----- Forwarded by Catherine M. Walker/PW/Hennepin on 10/25/2012 11:18 AM -----

Fro "JAMES A BENSHOOF" <jabenshoof@msn.com>

o <Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Ci "George Watson" <GWatson@wsbeng.com>, <SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com>, "Kersten Elverum”
<kelverum@hopkinsmn.com>

Date 10/15/2012 09:52 AM

Subjec Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Katie,

I have taken a quick look at the DEIS that was released this past Friday and have one
question which pertains to our office building at 10417 Excelsior Blvd. in Hopkins. Attached
is an enlargement of a portion of a sheet from Appendix F-Part 1: Conceptual Engineering
Drawings. This drawing focuses on the extension of 8th Avenue south of Excelsior Blvd.,

where it crosses the LRT tracks. As you will note, the sole access for our office building P4
property is on the west side of this southerly extension of 8th Avenue.

Referring to the attached drawing, my question is what is the meaning of the pink line in the
middle of the 8th Avenue extension south of Excelsior Blvd.? If that pink line is intended to V
suggest a raised center island, I need to immediately indicate that the portion of the pink
line across our driveway is a serious problem. Looking at the drawing, one obvious problem
is that users of our property would have no legal means of exiting from the parking lot.
Such users would have to turn south and trespass on the Hopkins Honda property in order
to exit to Excelsior Blvd. Furthermore, such a restriction on exiting from our property would
violate an easement agreement we executed with the City, which assures that users of our
property will have direct access to Excelsior Blvd. for both ingress and egress purposes via
the southerly extension of 8th Avenue.

Please clarify the intention of the referenced pink line in the attached drawing. If this is
meant to suggest a raised center island, please indicate how you intend to proceed to
eliminate the raised island blocking our driveway. It seems that one option would be to
begin the raised island on the south side of our driveway and utilize pavement striping from
there north to Excelsior Blvd.

Please respond to this matter as soon as possible, so we can decide whether we need to
raise this issue in formal comments regarding the DEIS.
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LRT near Hopkmisrrstation - DEIS
10-12.pdf
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Comment#29
Attachmentt2

RE: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway
Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us, JAMES A
BENSHOOF

Kersten Elverum, "SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com" |
"Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn.us"

10/25/2012 11:39 AM

¥,

George Watson

Katie,

The question is access to 10417 Excelsior Blvd. As shown on the document it
appears that it will be limited teo right turns only by a median placed in 8th
Avenue South. Can you confirm or deny that that is the intent shown on the
drawing?

George Watson

George Watson, RLA

Landscape Architecture Group Manager

cit T63=231-48492 | w:6l2=812~2140

WSB & Associates, Inc. | 701 Xenia Avenue Socuth, Suite 300 | Minneapolis, MN
55416

————— Original Message————-

From: Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us [mailto:Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us]
Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 11:33 AM

To: JAMES A BENSHOOF

Cc: George Watson; Kersten Elverum; SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com;
Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn.us

Subject: Re: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Thanks for you interest in the Southwest DEIS. I would encourage you to
continue to review the Southwest Transitway DEIS and submit comments on the
DEIS during the public comment period. As stated earlier comments received
during the comment period, which extends through December 11, 2012, will be
forwarded to the Met Council and FTA and will be addressed during Preliminary
Engineering (PE) and the Final EIS.

In response to your technical guestion about the pink line, it refers to the
reconstructed interim use bike trail that is currently housed within the HCRRA
right-of-way.

Katie Walker

Senicr Administrative Manager
Scuthwest LRT Community Works Manager
Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit

NEW ADDRESS: 701 Building Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN
55415
612, 385-5655

From: "JAMES A BENSHOOF" <jabenshoof@msn.com>
T <Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>
G "George Watson" <GWatson@wsbeng.com>, <SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com>,
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"Kersten Elverum" <kelverum@hopkinsmn.com>
Date: 10/15/2012 09:52 AM
Subject: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Katie,

I have taken a quick lock at the DEIS that was released this past Friday and
have cne question which pertains to our office building at 10417 Excelsior
Blvd. in Hopkins. Attached is an enlargement of a portion of a sheet from
Appendix F-Part 1: Conceptual Engineering Drawings. This drawing focuses on
the extension of Bth Avenue south of Excelsior Blvd., where 1t crosses the LRT
tracks. As you will note, the sole access for our office building property is
on the west side of this scutherly extension of 8th Avenue.

Referring to the attached drawing, my question is what is the meaning of the
pink line in the middle of the 8th Avenue extension south of Excelsior Blvd.?
If that pink line is intended to suggest a raised center island, I need to
immediately indicate that the portlon of the pink line across our driveway is
a serious problem. Looking at the drawing, one obviocus problem is that users
of our property would have no legal means of exiting from the parking lot.
Such users would have to turn scuth and trespass con the Hopkins Honda property
in order to exit to Excelsiocor Blvd. Furthermore, such a restriction on
exiting from our property would violate an easement agreement we executed with
the City, which assures that users of our property will have direct access to
Excelsior Blvd. for both ingress and egress purposes via the southerly
extension of 8th Avenue.

Please clarify the intention of the referenced pink line in the attached

drawing. 1If this is meant to suggest a raised center island, please indicate
how you intend Lo proceed to eliminate the raised island blocking our
driveway. It seems that one option wculd be to begin the raised island on the

south side of our driveway and utilize pavement striping from there north to
Excelsior Blwvd.

Flease respond to this matter as soon as possikle, so we can declde whether we
need to raise this issue in formal comments regarding the DEIS,

Jim (See attached file: LRT near Hopkins Station - DEIS 10-12.pdf)Disclaimer:
Informaticn in this message or an attachment may be government data and
thereby subject to the Minnesota Government Data Fractices Act, Minnesota
Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney-client or work product
privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise
protected, and the unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use
or disclosure of the information 1s strictly prohiblted. If you are not the
intended recipient ©of this message, please immediately notify the sender of
the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.
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[ RE: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway
\ . E?’ George Watson ' Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us ' 10/25/2012 12:16 PM
S_— "Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn.us", JAMES A BENSHOOF, Kersten
Elverum, "SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com”, "scott.reed@hdrinc.com"”

Katie,

If you were referring to more clarification on my part as to the question at
hand, please see the diagram attached. I believe it will make my concern
clear!

George Watson

George Watson, RLA

Landscape Architecture Group Manager

d:763-231-4849 | ¢:612-812-2140

WSB & Associates, Inc. | 701 Xenia Avenue South, Suite 300 | Minneapolis, MN
55416

————— Original Message-----

From: Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us [mailto:Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us]
Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 11:45 AM

To: George Watson

Cc: Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn.us; JAMES A BENSHOOF; Kersten Elverum;
SJStadlerfhopkinsmn.com; scott.reed@hdrinc.com

Subject: RE: Question about DEIS for Scuthwest Transitway

I will ask HDR staff for a response to your question, but it may require more
clarification. The trail is indicated in pink on the conceptual engineering
drawings with the green indicating roadway reconstruction.

Katie Walker

Senior Administrative Manager
Southwest LRT Community Works Manager
Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit

NEW ADDRESS: 701 Building Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN
55415
012 3855685

From: George Watson <GWatson@wsbeng.com>

Tes "Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us" <Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>,
JAMES A BENSHOOF <jabenshoof@msn.com>

Ces Kersten Elverum <kelverum@hopkinsmn.com>, "SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com"

<SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com>, "Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn,us"
<Adele.Hall@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Date: 10/25/2012 11:39 AM
Subject: RE: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway
Katie,

64


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #29
Attachment #3


The guesticn is access to 10417 Excelsior Blvd. As shown on the document 1t
appears that it will be limited to right turns only by a median placed in 8th
Avenue South., Can you confirm or deny that that is the intent shown on the
drawing?

George Watson

George Watson, RLA

Landscape Architecture Group Manager

d:763-231-4849 | <©:612-812-2140

WSB & Associates, Inc, | 701 Xenia Avenue South, Suite 300 | Minneapclis, MN
55416

————— Criginal Message-----

From: Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us [mailto:Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us)
Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 11:33 AM

To: JAMES A BENSHOOF

Cc: George Watson; Kersten Elverum; SJStadler@hopkinsmn.com;
Adele.Halllco.hennepin.mn.us

Subject: Re: Questicn about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Thanks for you interest in the Scuthwest DEI3. I would encourage you to
continue to review the Scuthwest Transitway DEIS and submit comments on the
DEIS during the public comment period. As stated earlier comments received
during the comment period, which extends through December 11, 2012, will be
forwarded to the Met Council and FTA and will be addressed during Preliminary
Engineering (PE} and the Final EIS.

In respense to your technical guestion about the pink line, it refers to the
reconstructed interim use bike trail that is currently housed within the HCRRA
right-of-way.

Katie Walker

Senior Adnministrative Manager
Southwest LRT Community Works Manager
Hennepin Cocunty

Housing, Community Works & Transit

NEW ADDRESS: 701 Building Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN
55415
612.385-5655

From: "JAMES A BENSHOOF" <jabenshcof@msn.com>

To: <Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Ceo: "George Watson" <CWatsonluwsbeng.com>, <S8JStadler@hopkinsmn,com>,
"Kersten Elverum" <kelverum@hopkinsmn.com>

Date: 10/15/2012 09:52 AM

Subject: Question about DEIS for Southwest Transitway

Katie,

I have taken a guick look at the DEIS that was released this past Friday and
have one question which pertains to ocur office bullding at 10417 Excelsior
Blvd. in Heopkins. Attached 1s an enlargement of a portion of a sheet from
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Appendix F-Part 1: Conceptual Engineering Drawings., This drawing focuses on
the extension of 8th Avenue south of Excelsior Blvd., where it crosses the LRT
tracks. As you will note, the sole access for our office building property 1is
on the west side of this southerly extension of 8th Avenue.

Referring to the attached drawing, my question is what is the meaning of the
pink line in the middle of the 8th Avenue extension south of Excelsior Blvd.?
If that pink line is intended to suggest a raised center island, I need to
immediately indicate that the portion of the pink line across our driveway is
a serious problem. Locking at the drawing, one obvious problem is that users
of our property would have no legal means of exiting from the parking lot.
Such users would have to turn scuth and trespass on the Hopkins Honda property
in order to exit to Excelsior Blvd. Furthermore, such a restriction on
exiting from our property would violate an easement agreement we executed with
the City, which assures that users of ocur property will have direct access to
Excelsicr Blvd. for both ingress and egress purposes via the southerly
extension of 8th Avenue.

Please clarify the intention of the referenced pink line in the attached

drawing. If this is meant to suggest a raised center island, please indicate
how you intend tec proceed to eliminate the railsed island blocking our
driveway. It seems that one option would be to begin the raised island on the

south side of our driveway and utilize pavement striping from there north to
Excelsior Blwvd.

Please respond tc this matter as soon as possible, sco we can decide whether we
need to raise this issue in formal comments regarding the DELS.

Jim  (See attached file: LRT near Hopkins Station - DEIS 10-12.pdf)Disclaimer:
Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and
thereby subject to the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota
Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney-client or work product
privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or ctherwise
protected, and the unauthorized review, copyling, retransmission, or other use
or disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify the sender of
the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.

Disclaimer: Informaticn in this message or an attachment may be government
data and thereby subject teo the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act,
Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13, may be subject to attorney-client or work
product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary, or otherwise
protected, and the unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use
or disclosure of the information is strictly prchibited. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, please immediately nolify the sender of
the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your
computer system.
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Comment#3(C

Catherine M. To SWcorridor/Hennepin@Hennepin
Walker/PW/Hennepin

10/25/2012 03:21 PM

cc
bce
Subject Fw: SW corridor

Katie Walker

Senior Administrative Manager

Southwest LRT Community Works Manager
Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit

NEW ADDRESS: 701 Building Fourth Avenue South — Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415

612.385-5655
----- Forwarded by Catherine M. Walker/PW/Hennepin on 10/25/2012 03:21 PM -----

From Becky Farber <beckybfarber@aol.com>

o "katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us" <katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>
Date 10/15/2012 03:36 PM

Subject SW corridor

Hello Katie

VvV VvV

Can you tell me what your organization's current position / thinking /
recommendation is for the intersection of cedar lake parkway with the SW
corridor alignment?

v

> At grade crossing of parkway and tracks as currently exists?
> Elevated track and at grade parkway?

> Below grade track / tunnel with at grade parkway? E8
> Other?

>
>
d

What mitigative measures, if any, are being considered? Are there ANY EO
rawings available that illustrate one or all of the above options?

Also, are there any preliminary or detailed study results relative to noise Ol,
and vibration at the intersection of burnham rcad and cedar lake parkway both

during and after construction. 012

I lock forward to your response.

Respectfully,
Damon Farber. (dfarberfdamonfarber.com)

VVVVVVVYV

Sent from my iPad
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SWcorridor/Hennepin To

Sent by: Adele C

Hall/PW/Hennepin ce
bcc

01/16/2013 03:17 PM .
Subject Fw: SW corridor

From: Becky farber <beckybfarber@aol.com>

To: "Ringold, Jennifer B." <JRingold@minneapolisparks.org>

Cc: "Katie Walker (Katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us)" <Katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>
Date: 10/19/2012 09:10 AM

Subject: SW corridor

Jennifer,

Thanks for your response. | have emailed Katie the same questions and
await her reply. 1 appreciate the transparency of the process on the
part of all agencies and look forward to a resolution that reflects
common sense, design and engineering parameters, concern for al the
residents along the corridor, and environmental sensitivity.

Best,
Damon

V VYV

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVVYVYV

————— Original Message-----

From: Becky Farber [mailto:beckybfarber@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 10:24 AM

To: Ringold, Jennifer B.

Cc: Becky Farber

Subject: Re: SW corridor

Hi Jennier,

Another quick question...

Since our home is at the corner of cedar like parkway and burnham
road we know we will be impacted by design, environmental issues,

construction and the built-out project.

What is the mprb"s assessment of the noise and vibration we might
incur during and as a result of construction?

Will you please respond AND forward my concerns to the county along
with a cc to me so that I know with whom 1 should be corresponding
at the county?

Many thanks.
Damon Farber

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 13, 2012, at 8:50 AM, Becky Farber <beckybfarber@aol.com>
wrote:
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Hello Jennifer,

Can you tell me what the mprb®"s current position / thinking /
recommendation is for the intersection of cedar lake parkway with
the SW corridor alignment?

At grade crossing of parkway and tracks as currently exists?
Elevated track and at grade parkway?

Below grade track / tunnel with at grade parkway?

Other?

What mitigative measures, if any, are being considered? Are there
ANY drawings available that illustrate one or all of the above
options?

1 look forward to your response.

Respectfully,
Damon Farber. (dfarber@damonfarber.com)

Sent from my iPad
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Comment#31]

Brent Bovitz To swcarridor@co.hennepin.mn.us, swint@metrotransit.org
<MNSKE8ER@gmail.com>

Sent by; ce

mn2skico@gmail.com bee

10/27/2012 10:14 AM Subject SWLRT

As an avid skater and biker living in Southwest Eden Prairie, many of
us use the trail system to get intc the city. What are your plans for F)Sa

including a paved trail alongside the scuthwest LRT line like they do
in Minneapolis along 55 from Lake street to the Dome? Will the LRT
take over the Hopkins section of the trail or do vou plan to include a
paved trail along the whole 15 mile route?

Please strongly consider including a paved trall alongside the whole

15 mile route. The trail systems in the Twin Cities are what make our F)S)
cities stand out above the rest. We hear it over and over again from
cut of state people. They say how lucky we are to have such a great
trail system. I would hate for this project to cut off our access into
the city.

Please respond with your current plans for a paved trail along the 15
mile route as I haven't seen anything written.

Thank you!

Brent Bovitz
Eden Prairie
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Comment#3z

Katherine McManus To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<katherine@itreasures.biz> <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
10/27/2012 12:17 PM ce

’ bece

Subject Freight Reroute in St. Louis Park

I am writing to express my concerns over rercouting more freight trains through
St. Louls Park in order to accommodate the Southwest Light Rail plan. I am
strongly against this plan and wish to see an alternative developed. I have
two students at the SLP High School who are walkers. Every day they cross
those tracks to and from schocol and when going to the soccer fields for games

and practices. There is not a proper crossing at this location which is the (::
path students take, crossing right in front of the RR cressing, after cutting
through McDonald's. Not only is this dangerous, as cars do not have to stop,
but the addition of more trains that are longer, faster and possibly at risk
for derailment given the curve that immediately preceeds this crossing is an
accident waiting to happen...an accident that could take the life of one our
SLP students who may be rushing to class or just not paying attention, sipping
on a coffee from the McCafe, chatting with friends, thinking they have thsir
whole life in front of them...!

This reroute through The Park SHQULD NOT MOVE FORWARD! It should die BEFORE
one of our students does!!

Thank you,
Katherine & Damian McManus '

3106 Zarthan Avenue South
St. Louls Park, MN. 55416
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Comment#3:s

SWcorridor/Hennepin To

Sent by: Adele C

Hall/PW/Hennepin ce
bcc

01/16/2013 03:19 PM .
Subject Fw: St.Louis Park MN&S Freight Train Relocation

From: Sengdara Vannavong Grue [mailto:svannavong@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 10:17 PM

To: Haigh, Susan

Subject: St.Louis Park MN&S Freight Train Relocation

To: SUSAN HAIGH, CHAIR — Metropolitan Council

From:

Sengdara Grue,

2701 Brunswick Ave S
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

Re: Southwest Light Rail and Railroad relocation
Date: 23-Oct 2012

The MET Council and Hennepin County have been planning to re-route freight rail traffic from

the Minneapolis Kenilworth corridor to the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor to make way for

Southwest Light Rail. The proposed re-route could put many St. Louis Park residents,

businesses and school-children in harm's way.

The Draft Environment Impact Statement has been recently released. The statement does not
support the collocation of the freight and light rail on the same Kenilworth corridor. Currently, C
the Kenilworth corridor houses freight traffic, zoned accordingly with safety mitigations. The
statement reports that there would not be any safety issues with rerouting the freight train
traffic thru the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor.

My family lives directly on the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor; our property line measure less
than 75ft from the train tracks. Needless to say that relocation of the freight train will directly
impact us. We have lived in our home for 10 years. Surprisingly, we have not been bothered by
the proximity of the train tracks to our home, mainly because the train runs twice a day and
number of cars is palatable (less than 20). The relocation of the freight train to the MN&S line
will have substantial impact to our family; significant increase in the frequency of train runs and
the number of cars will increase. | fear the impact will make it impossible to live in our home
and this city.

I’'ve deduced and convinced that the Draft Environment Impact Statement has become a social
class battle between the working class families in St. Louis Park vs the ‘high quality, high value
homes’ located along the Kenilworth corridor. We, the families and residents of St. Louis Park,
do not have the funds to pay costly lawyers to fight this battle of wills, however, we value our
homes and our city just as much as the Kenilworth neighborhood. The city of St. Louis Park and
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residents are not opposed to Light Rail but we implore Hennepin County and the MET Council
to invest in mitigations for the hundreds of families, many with children, along with businesses

and schools along the corridor.

Respectfully,

Sengdara Grue
Concerned St. Louis Park Resident

This email is intended to be read only by the intended recipient. This email may be legally privileged or protected from disclosure by
law. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination of this email or any attachments is strictly prohibited, and you should
refrain from reading this email or examining any attachments. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender

immediately and delete this email and any attachments.

74


mferna10
Text Box
C


Gwen Kurvers
<gwenkurvers@yahoo.com>

10/31/2012 01:25 PM

Please respond to
Gwen Kurvers
<gwenkurvers@yahoo.com>

Katie,

To

cc

bce
Subject

Katie Walker <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

SW Transit Comment

Please find the attached letter from Mark Anderson.

Thank You !

Gwen Kurvers
Accounting Manager
Wrecker Services, Inc.
200 E. Lyndale Ave. N.
Minneapolis, MN 55405
612-330-0013
612-330-9099 Fax

Comment#34
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SPECIALIZING IN:
HEAVY DUTY TOWING
w tecket UNAUTHORIZED VEHICLES TOWED

FLATBEDS

S ervices WHEEL LIFTS

LOCK-OUTS
‘ “c. JUMP STARTS
SNOW PLOWING
PARKING LOT MAINTENANCE
TRACTOR TRAILER SERVICE

www.wreckerservices.com

October 31,2012

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern,

Wrecker Services, Inc. (“Wrecker”) and Mark Anderson has been informed that M 4
the property on which Wrecker conducts its business is needed for the SWLRT, We have
attended several meetings and this project is of great concern to us.

Wrecker Services, Inc. has been conducting its business on the corner of
Glenwood and East Lyndale Avenue North for over 20 years. Among other things, we
have been working on police dispatch 24/7, 365 days a year for the City of Minneapolis,
which means we have a high volume of truck traffic to and from our property. Both
proposed routes, whether Royalston or Border, would take a major portion of Wrecker
Services, Inc. land. Substantial downsizing of our property would greatly inhibit our
storage capacity and business operation, and essentially, result in the inability for
Wrecker to conduct business.

Our business relies on this high profile corner, which is readily accessible for us
to downtown Minneapolis and the Minneapolis Impound Lot in rapid response time. M4
[Furthermore, we are required by the City ol Minneapolis ordinances to have our impound
lot within the city’s limits. We are not aware of any relocation sites in our neighborhood.
Relocation sites are a significant concern for Wrecker Services, Inc. because of the
limited number of properties zoned for our use within the City of Minneapolis. Because
of limited relocation properties available at this current time, we feel relocating across
town is a detriment to our provided services and livelihood. In addition, there is no
assurance that the city would grant us a license to conduct business at a new site, even if
such a site is available at a price which would allow making it economically feasible for
Wrecker to condu;t) business.

b7
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“Mark Anderson
President
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www.wreckerservices.com

October 31, 2012

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern,

Wrecker Services, Inc. (“Wrecker”) and Mark Anderson has been informed that
the property on which Wrecker conducts its business is needed for the SWLRT. We have
attended several meetings and this project is of great concern to us.

Wrecker Services, Inc. has been conducting its business on the corner of
Glenwood and East Lyndale Avenue North for over 20 years. Among other things, we
have been working on police dispatch 24/7, 365 days a year for the City of Minneapolis,
which means we have a high volume of truck traffic to and from our property. Both
proposed routes, whether Royalston or Border, would take a major portion of Wrecker
Services, Inc. land. Substantial downsizing of our property would greatly inhibit our
storage capacity and business operation, and essentially, result in the inability for
Wrecker to conduct business.

Our business relies on this high profile corner, which is readily accessible for us
to downtown Minneapolis and the Minneapolis Impound Lot in rapid response time.
Furthermore, we are required by the City of Minneapolis ordinances to have our impound
lot within the city’s limits. We are not aware of any relocation sites in our neighborhood.
Relocation sites are a significant concern for Wrecker Services, Inc. because of the
limited number of properties zoned for our use within the City of Minneapolis. Because
of limited relocation properties available at this current time, we feel relocating across
town is a detriment to our provided services and livelihood. In addition, there is no
assurance that the city would grant us a license to conduct business at a new site, even if
such a site is available at a price which would allow making it economically feasible for
Wrecker to condtp} business.

éark Anderson

President

200 E. LYNDALE AVE. N. SUITE 100 * MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55405 (612) 330-0013 » FAX # (612) 330-9099 * Email: inquiries@Wreczgrservices.com



www.wreckerservices.com
200 E. LYNDALE AVE. N.
SUITE 100

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55405

‘ BET 31 2012

|

IBY:

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415
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Comment#3E

"Martin, Cheryl" To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us™
<CherylMartin@edinarealty.c <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
om> cc
10/31/2012 07:52 PM bee

Subject FW: Response to the DEIS study in regard to the freight train
re-route

October 31, 2012
To whom it may concern at Southwest Transitway:

I’d like to share my thoughts and reactions to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement EO
(DEIS), that was recently released, regarding the Southwest Transitway Project. It was supposed
to also look at the impacts of re-locating the freight rail, that now goes through the Kenilworth
Corridor, to a spur line that goes through St. Louis Park neighborhoods, and alongside our St. L 4
Louis Park High School. I don’t think that the DEIS accurately portrays the impact the re-route
of the freight trains would have on our community, and our people in St. Louis Park.

Although T have not personally read the 1000 to 1500 page document, several of my friends at
a neighborhood organization called “Safety in the Park™ have read the document and gave over
50 of us residents, in a meeting on October 30, 2012, a summary of what they found in the DEIS.
[ am in disbelief how an ofticial study like the DEIS could have left out so much pertinent
information, real facts, on the real impact of the relocation of the freight rail on the residents of
St. Louis Park, and, bias their report on why the freight cannot stay where it is in the Kenilworth
corridor and be there along with the light rail line. It was as if it doesn’t matter what our St.
Louis Park residents’ concerns are. They were totally ignored. There was also a lot of
misinformation. :

We residents of St. Louis Park have gone to many meetings in the past few years regarding
the possible re-route of the freight trains, and tried to voice our concerns. We have been told at
some scoping meetings for the SWLRT that we were not at the appropriate meeting to voice our L2
concerns about the proposed re-route. We have been told that the re-route was not a “done”
deal,” and yet, the Hennepin County Commissioners had apparently decided at least two years
ago that it was a done deal, and have been stringing us .St. Louis Park residents along, giving us
hope that we would be listened to and our concerns were important. We were at meetings where
we outlined the mitigations that we felt necessary in order for us to agree to a re-route, and none
of these mitigations was mentioned in this study. We have even voiced our concerns about the
re-route possibility to the County Commissioners, Mn Dot, The Metropolitan Council and the St.
Louis Park City Council, and none of these concerns appeared in the DEIS. It is as though our
St. Louis Park residents and our concerns don’t even exist, and that it doesn’t matter what we say
or think, our thoughts and concerns were just swept under a rug. C

There did not appear to be any facts for co-location, when keeping the freight trains in the
Kenilworth corridor, would be a cheaper option, a safer option, and a better option for all people
affected in both Mpls. and St. Louis Park. In fact, there was a comment in the DEIS, probably
from a Mpls, resident, that said, that keeping the freight trains in Kenilworth would be “Ugly”.
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I’'m sorry!!! But, when did “ugly” take precedence over “safety” of our people and the “savings”
of millions of dollars, by leaving the trains where they are in Kenilworth corridor. Also, there
used to be 14 railroad tracks running in Mpls in this same location years ago, a reguliar railroad
yard.

[n Chapter 3 of the DEIS on Social Effects of the Freight trains, the study outlined by category
of what percent of residents, businesses, homeowners, etc. would be affected by the freight rail
where it currently is, and the total came out to 45%. That meant that 45% of the Kenilworth
Corridor route goes by areas where people live and work. If the freight was re-routed on the MN
& S line, that total would mean that 78% of this route goes by areas where people live and work.
Obviously, leaving the freight rail where it is would affect far fewer people, yet this DEIS study
was biased toward the re-route. How is that logical?

In Chapter 4 of the DEIS study it refers to the noise and vibrations that would affect our St.
Louis Park residents, and our high schoolers when at school, yet it uses the current train usage
and speeds ( 2 trains per day with maybe 40 cars going at 10 MPH) versus the projected usage
and speeds if the trains were re-routed, (which could be up to 8 trains a day with over 100 cars
each, going 25 MPH) where steeper grades are designed to go over Hwy 7 and around the high
school. How is this a logical and realistic comparison for noise and vibrations? The re-routed
trains would be going up steep grades, wheels would be churning and squealing, and trains would
have to be braking when going down the steep grades, and trains would be heavier with coal on
them which means more noise. Also, if there is a difference in weight between the freight cars,
the freight cars will wobble more back and forth, which, not only will be more noisy, but it will
be more dangerous. It will be especially more dangerous with a 100 car freight train, going 25
miles per hour, that would encompass all four of the tight curves around Hwy 7 and the high
school at the same time, and be within 50 feet of homes along the line. Along the re-route, we
will have a great deal more noise and vibrations than this study indicates. How is this an
accurate comparison in a very important DEIS study, when we citizens expect such a study to be
an accurate and unbiased assessment of the situation?

Visibility will be a real problem going around these curves. With current trains on the MN &
S tracks, it is difficult enough for the trains to stop within 200 feet if there were to be an
emergency like high schoolers on the tracks or an accident. There would be no possibility of
stopping the longer, faster freight trains if they would be re-routed to the MN & S tracks.

As far as mitigations for us residents in St. Louis Park, if there is a re-route, it appears that the
only mitigation that we have been offered is a quiet zone around the high school, and yet in
reality, with the long 25 MPH trains, and the curves in the tracks, and the lack of visibility, the
train engineers are going to have to toot their horns for safety reasons. We were told this by
someone who works with the railroads. The train engineers do not want a train death on their
consciences, so they will toot their horns, even if it is a quiet zone. So this quiet zone will not
exist.

This Chapter did not go very far back in years to look at possible train derailments. It went
back only 5 years. If the study had gone back further, it would have found more train
derailments. It did not mention the two derailments that the City of Mpls and St. Louis
Park/Hopkins have had in the past two years. Again, there is “missing information” that should
have been included in this DEIS study.

The DEIS study also left out what impact the re-route would have on the City of St. Louis
Park. and the residents who live along the MN & S line, especially to their property values with
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more trains, more noise and more chance of derailments. Who is going to compensate them for
their lost value. Some of the homes are so close to the tracks that they should be bought up if
there is a re-route.

Not only was there a lot of information left out of the DEIS, but there was a lot of
misinformation and it said things that don’t make sense, as alrcady mentioned. And it totally
ignored the fact that the railroads have said that the Kenilworth corridor is a better option
for their trains as it has a straighter route, no dangerous curves, and no steep grades to
negotiate. Our Hennepin County Commissioners have ignored this fact. This translates into
greater safety for people/homes/schools etc. when the freight rail is in the Kenilworth Corridor.
That would not be true if the train was re-routed to the MN & S tracks. Plus, it would be less
noisy, have less vibrations, and the train engineers would have more visibility than if the train
had to go around curves if it was re-routed.

This DEIS was a very biased study, and very deceptive. [ can only imagine that this bias was
introduced to the people who did the study by the Hennepin County Commissioners, who already
have their minds made up that they want the freight trains out of the Kenilworth corridor and
re-routed onto the MN & S spur line that was never designed for a freight rail line.

[ certainly hope that there will be more study, a fair study, as to what the impact would be on
the community of St. Louis Park before the decision is made as to whether the freight rail will be
re-routed or stay where it is at in the Kenilworth corridor. I am not opposed to the Southwest
light rail coming through, just to the re-route of freight trains. I just hope that our City Council
continues to ask for the resolutions to be met that they have asked for in the past, before they give
their blessings to a re-route. These Resolutions include the following:

1, 1996 resolutions 96-73 — Opposes any re-routing of freight trains in St. Louis Park. Signed
by Gail Dorfman (now Hennepin County Commissioner) and yet Gail is pushing this re-
route on the City of St. Louis Park.

2, 2001 resolution 01-120 — Opposes re-routing of freight in St. Louis Park, but points out that
the city is willing to negotiate should the need arise.

3. 2010 resolution 10-070 Reinforced the 2001 resolution opposing a freight rail
re-route.

4. 2010 resolution 10-071 — Reinforced the 2001 resolution asking for proof that no other
viable option for freight exist. (Yet do-location does exist and is cheaper)

5. 11-058 — Opposes the re-routing of freight because the engineering study
commissioned

by St. Louis Park proved there is a viable alternative to the proposed re-route.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Martin, Birchwood neighborhood of St. Louis Park

5728 W. 26" St.
St. Louis Park, Mn. 55416
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Comment#3¢€

Mike Pliner To "swecorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<brianwinters83@yahoo.com> <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
cc
11/01/2012 07:57 AM bce
Please respond to . . . . .
Mike Pliner Subject Freight rail re-route in St Louis Park

<brianwinters83@yahoo.com>

To whom it may concern:
[ have read your preferred option for the freight rail reroute and I have a few questions.

First, as a taxpayer, [ would like to know if this is the most cost effective option. The available
information shows that there are less costly alternatives to the approach that you are advocating.
Under your proposed plan, the entire track and most bridges would have to be replaced in order
to accommodate the increased traffic of the freight trains. Ultilizing co-location will not involve C
these costs; the existing tracks that will be utilized for the LRT will require significant upgrades
in order to be safe for the community and sufficient for needs of the traffic for the LRT.

Second, I would like to know if this is the safest option, considering the proximity of the MN S
line to schools in St Louis Park. Can there be any assurances issued with regard to the safety of
the most vulnerable elements of our community -- the children? Is it not the duty of our elected
officials to make decisions that will improve the quality of life within the community? T fail to
see how this change will in any way improve the quality of life for the residents or the students in
this community.

[ have viewed many of your council meetings with regard to this matter and have concerns with
regard to the transparency of the process. There have been comments made as a matter of public
record by your commissioner that 'there have been promises made with regard fo the freight
traffic going away from their current location'. I would like to know what the commissioner ‘
meant by her comments and to whom the promises were made and what exactly those promises L2
were, If the commission is making decisions based on prior promises that have not been publicly
disclosed as part of this process I do not see how the the studies you have compiled have any
meaning whatsoever. [t seems like this decision was made long before any of the studies began
based on the commissioner's promises to an as yet unnamed party or parties. If this is actually

the case then all of the processes up to this point have been a mere formality and a monumental T4
waste of taxpayer money.

Signed,
A concerned citizen,
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sawin002@umn.edu To sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
11/01/2012 04:54 PM ce
bce

Subject Light Rail and Freight Rail

I reviewed your website and route cptions for light trail transit.

I'm interested in knowing what will happen to current freight rail traffic
given each option for light rail routes.

1. Will the light rail and freight rail coexist on tracks parallel to each
other through Kenilworth?

2 Will freight rail freight rail patterns change such as divert freight
traffic North through St. Leouls Park via West Lake Street, St. Louis Park
High School, Peter Hobart School to 394 then East to Mpls?

Thank you,
Mark Sawinski

Commentt#37
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sauro002@umn.edu To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
11/01/2012 09:05 PM cc
bee

Subject | support LRT

The bus works great for commuting, but it is not convenient in
of the day and not available at all if attending an evening or
event downtown. Light rail will get me to places where I don't
drive and park. And as I get clder, I will be more mobile with
and less dependent on my driving ability. In the short term it
expensive, but in the long term LRT will save on pollution and
tear on the roads and ease up traffic congestion.

Nancy Sauro
8750 Meadowvale Drive
Eden Prairie

the middle
weekend
want to
light rail
may be
wear and

Comment#3¢&
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Commentt#3¢€

Bob Suko To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"

<BSukc@TCWR.NET=> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

11/03/2012 06:38 AM cc Mark Wegner <MWegner@TCWR.NET>
bce

Subject SWLRT DEIS COMMENT/QUESTION

The following question is being sent on behalf of Mark Wegner, President of Twin Cities &
Western Railroad. Please if you would be so kind, direct the response back to him at
mwegner(@tewr.net.

To Whom It May Concern:

Within Appendix H there is the "MN&S Freight Rail Report" - St. Louis Park and Minneapolis
Hennepin County Minnesota, dated March 13, 2012,

Within that report, on page 12, it states that "Track design for the Proposed Action will comply QO
with requirements set forth by:", among others, "Current CP and BNSF track engineering and

design standards".
Q2

['d appreciate it if you would research and provide me with written correspondence from BNSF
and CP that validates this assertion.

Thank you very much,

Mark Wegner, President
Twin Cities and Western Railroad

85


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #39

mferna10
Text Box
Q2

mferna10
Text Box
Q0


Comment#4C

JCaton30@aol.com To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
11/04/2012 06:21 PM cC
bce

Subject We dont want LTR

Sirs;

We don't at least 6 major trains running 35' from the door of the high school! Duh!!! C
I'm sick to hell of having some people, who don't live here or would be impacted by this
dumb move, telling us what will be. There will be accidents and it will be on your
shoulders.

John Caton

6311 W 33rd St

St Louis Park, MN

55416
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Commentt#41

Karen Colt To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<hoota1234@gmail.com>

11/04/2012 07.56 PM

cC

bce

Subject Response to the SWLRT- Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS)

November 4, 2012

Dear Sir or Madam:

My name is Karen Colt and I am a homeowner who lives in the Sunset
Ridge Condominiums development located at 2240 Ridge Drive, Unit #21,
St. Louis Park, MN 55416. [ am writing in response to the Southwest Light
Rail Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), which includes the
proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park to make way for the
development of the SLRT. As a homeowner, | have two issues I would like to
address concerning topics that are discussed in the DEIS: 1) noise/vibration;
and 2) property values.

- Noise/Vibration Discussed in the SLRT-DEIS at Chapter 1,
Section 1.3.2.3
The DEIS is flawed in that it glosses over and does not address the real
impacts that would result in re-routing the freight train traffic to make
room for the light rail. The DEIS paints the picture that the increase in
vibration will not be significant, which is misleading and incorrect. The
DEIS offers the creation of "quiet zones" to end the majority of the noise C
issues. This solution is insufficient because: 1) Quiet zones do not limit
locomotive noise, as multiple locomotives laboring with long trains will make
more noise than the locomotives that currently use the MN&S; 2) Since there
are currently no trains at night, even one additional night train means more
noise and sleep disruption; 3) Despite the creation of a "quiet zone," the train
wheels moving on the curves will squeal; 4} There are exceptions to
complying with the "quiet zone," such as the driver of the train blowing the
horn if there is a dangerous situation where others need to be alerted. In
conclusion, just because you designate an area as a "quiet zone," it does not
necessarily mean it will be less disruptive to the homeowners living near the
railroad tracks.

Additionally, the DEIS only considers the immediate traffic increase from
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the re-route -- it does NOT consider the additional traffic that will most
likely occur in the future. Currently trains travel on the MN&S for
approximately two hours a month. If the re-route occurs there will be a
minimum of 6 hours and 39 minutes or a 232.5% increase in train related
vibration will occur each a month. Currently, all vibration and its negative
impacts occur five days a week during regular business hours. In the future,
vibration will occur on weekends and nights as well as during business hours.

Not only will the duration of vibration increase, but also the amount of
vibration will increase with longer, heavier trains.

Property Values

In Chapter 9 of the DEIS, which discusses the indirect impacts of the
freight train re-route, there is no mention of how it will effect homeowners'
property values, Why is that? This is a very big impact and it should be
considered, especially since the cost of re-routes to residents has been
documented in other instances. According to a 2001 article [ read in the
Appraisal Journal, the increase in freight rail traffic in an area will negatively
affect properties 250’ feet from the rail tracks by 5-7%. Since all of the
properties along the MN&S are well within 250’ feet, it is logical to assume
that property values along the MN&S will drop more than 7% if the re-route
occurs.

Even more disturbing than the fact that the decrease in property values is
not addressed in the DEIS is the fact that it does not pose or attempt to
answer two very important questions: 1) What happens to the tax base of
St. Louis Park when the drop in value is realized?; and 2) How are property
owners who lose value because of this government action going to be
compensated for their loss? It is extremely unfair for the Hennepin County to
ask any resident to pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

In closing, the DEIS contains some significant flaws concerning the
proposed re-route. Re-building a lightly used spur line so it can become a
main track for freight trains should either be abandoned altogether, or
alternatively, the issues I mentioned in this letter need to be more
thoroughly evaluated. As a taxpayer and a homeowner, I urge you to
strongly consider the points that [ have raised. I am all for the
development of the light rail, but not when there is an alternative to
keeping the freight train on the Kenilworth Corridor. The re-route of the
freight train would be to the detriment of so many homeowners and it
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would be unnecessary.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Karen M. Colt

2240 Ridge Drive, Unit #21
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

Tel: 952.210.7878

Email: hoolai234@gmail.com
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Comment#4z

Gary Bush To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<garyrbush@gmail.com> c
11/05/2012 12:40 PM

bece

Subject Southwest corridor

To Whom It May Concern: (Noise/vibration)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a

-main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. 'What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with
Noise (3-93 and 94) and Vibration (4-117) causes me the greatest concern. The SWLRT-DEIS
underestimates the effects of vibration for because it considers only the immediate traffic
increase from the re-route and not additional traffic that is likely to occur. Currently trains travel
on the MN&S for approximately two hours a month. If the re-route occurs there will be a
minimum of 6 hours and 39 minutes or a 232.5% increase in train related vibration will occur
each a month. Currently, all vibration and its negative impacts occur five days a week during
regular business hours. In the future vibration will occur on weekends and nights as well as
during business hours. Not only will the duration of vibration increase, but also the amount of
vibration will increase with longer, heavier trains. The assumption stated in the SWLRT-DEIS
that the increase in vibration is insignificant is incorrect. Listed below are reasons why the
assumptions are incorrect:

We are also led to believe that creating a quiet zone will end all of the noise issues. This
assumption is incorrect for the following reasons:

1. A quiet zone is not a sure thing.

a. Implementation could be denied by the school board because the building of a quiet zone will
limit access to the Senior High School

b. Locomotive engineers are compelled to blow the horn if they perceive a dangerous situation.
What kind of responsible person would drive a train through a series of blind crossings, past
several schools without blowing the horn?

2. Quiet zones do not limit locomotive noise

a. Multiple locomotives will be necessary for pulling a fully loaded train up the .86% grade if the
new interconnect.

b. Multiple locomotives laboring with long trains will make more noise than the locomotives
that currently use the MN&S
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3. Trains traveling west will need to use their breaks to maintain a slow speed going down grade
and through curves

4. Train wheels on curves squeal; the tighter the curve the greater the squeal.

5. Bells on crossing arms in a quiet zone will ring the entire time a train is in the crossing.

6. Because there are currently no trains at night, even one night train means diminished
livability.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R.
Bush

Address; 4181 Yosemite Ave.
S. .

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail: garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (safety)
[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight

rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a

main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traftic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with
Safety (3-132 and 133} causes me the greatest concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the
proposed re-route is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about the
MN&S, which make it undesirable as a freight, rail main line. The reasons the MN&S is an
unsafe main rail line include, but are not limited to the following:

Multiple grade level crossings
Proximity to St. Louis Park schools, homes and businesses — many are closer than the
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length of a rail car
Number of pedestrians who transverse crossing every day
Permeable soil under MN&S
Medical emergency response hindered when crossings are blocked — only one fire station
has emergency medical response {page 80)
Tight Curves. Derailments are more likely to occur on curves than on straight track
Hazardous materials are being carried on the rail line without sufficient right of way.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R.
Bush

Address:; 4181 Yosemite Ave.
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail:_garyrbush{@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (crossings)
[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental

Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.
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The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a
main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traftfic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with
freight rail trains blocking street crossings (6-38 and 39) causes me the greatest concern. In the
SWLRT-DEIS we are told the blocked crossings will not cause significant travel or safety issues.
To the consultant sitting miles away the increase may seem insignificant, but to residents who
must travel the area and rely on quick responses from emergency vehicles the 580% increase in
blocked crossing time is unacceptable.

A supposed benefit of the proposed re-route is explained in chapter 1, pages 11 and 12 of the
SWLRT-DEIS. According to the document Twin City and Western (TCW) freight trains will
regularly travel north of St. Louis Park into Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope, When the
trains travel north they will have to cross Cedar Lake Road; however, no data is given for the
impact of this blocked crossing.

Issues about blocked crossings not dealt with in the SWLRT-DEIS include, but are not limited to
the following:

Effects of multiple blocked crossings on residents’ ability to move freely about their
neighborhood

Amount of time it takes congestion to clear once a train has passed.
0o  Making turns from one street to another with backed up traffic
0 Pedestrian safety as traffic clears

Possibility that trains will be going slower than the “worst case scenario” in the EAW —
Trains often stop at McDonald’s for train crews to have a break. When they resume travel they
will NOT be going 10 mph.

Medical response times can be affected
0 Narrow side streets will be blocked with waiting automobiles
0 Only one fire station has medical response

When train volumes increase what will be done to alleviate auto traffic congestion

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R.
Bush
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Address: 4181 Yosemite Ave.
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail: garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (property values)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and

described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a
main freight rail line, which will initiaily allow a 788% increase of rail cars traffic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with loss
of property value in the re-route area should be in Chapter 9: Indirect Impacts, but it is not, and
this causes me great concern. The SWLRT-DEIS does not mention the impact of re-routed
freight trains from a main line fright corrtdor to a bridge line on property values of the re-route
area. Freight rail re-routes are not exclusive to Minnesota and the cost of the re-routes to
residents has been documented. For example, according to an article in a 2001 issue of The_
Appraisal Journal bringing additional freight rail traffic to an area will negatively affect
properties 250° feet from the rail tracks by 5-7%. All of the properties along the MN&S are well
with in 250°. Based on this article one can conclude that property values along the MN&S will
drop more than 7%. Two major questions arise that are not addressed in the SWLRT-DEIS.
First, what happens to the tax base of St. Louis Park when the drop in value is realized? Second,
how are property owners who lose value because of this government action going to be
compensated for their loss? It is unreasonable for the Hennepin County to ask any resident to
pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

Name: Gary R.
Bush
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Address; 4181 Yosemite Ave,
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail: garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (safety at the high school)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and

described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a
main freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with
freight rail noise and safety at the High School (Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest
concern, The unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35
feet of the High School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed.
When the High School is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no point in the SWLRT —
DEIS are the negative impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and
safety of the students at St. Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even
be considered the cost of sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to
be evaluated.

Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following:

A plan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing

How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed

How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy. 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge.

How will the added vibration of longer, heavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
investment the school makes in technology is not lost.

How will the safety hazards of blind crossings, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
proximity be eliminated

How will a derailment be prevented so our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Louis Park School Board

95


mferna10
Text Box
C


on behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R.

Bush

Address: 4181 Yosemite Ave,
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail: garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (closing 29" street)
[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight

rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly-used spur line into a

main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real-world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with the

closing of the 29" street crossings (Chapter 3/p. 135) causes me the greatest concern. Residents
from the Birchwood neighborhood requested on behalf of the Birchwood neighborhood that the
grade crossing at 29" Street stay open. According to page 135 of the DEIS the 29" street crossing
is being closed as a mitigation measure. However, the closing of the crossing will not benefit the
neighborhood; it will, in fact, jeopardize residents because it will make emergency vehicle access
difficult-if not impossible-during winter months due to narrowed streets.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being

considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R. Bush
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Address: 4181 Yosemite Avenue
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 952-929-2076
E-Mail: garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom It May Concern: (DEIS is not Objective)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a
main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubstantiated assertions, and inexplicable omissions, the
DEIS is not a serious attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W’s only options for moving its
freight will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in St. Louis
Park, or to transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this
statement is that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or
assumption for the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when
in fact the TC&W’s current route through the Kenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corridor (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic, The Kenilworth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire
railroad yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area
were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8).
The re-route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation construction
of the interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is
estimated to cost $125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of
the SWLRT, but the projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the
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added expense. Also, missing from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the
interconnect structure after it is built.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Gary R.

Bush

Address: 4181 Yosemite Ave,
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail:_garyrbush@gmail.com

To whom it may concern: (The process to choose the Locally preferred Alternative was flawed)

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter
12 (Public and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading
agency must “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of
the human environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potential freight
rail re-route issue. Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public involvement
concerning this issue. In fact, Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and
concerns regarding the freight rail issue at all of the outreach meetings listed in table 12.1-1 and
all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2. Public comments regarding the freight issue
were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings and the comment period that
followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the freight issue were refused
at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, public comments regarding the
freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included all of public
hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight rail
issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the
public was not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the
potential freight re-route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT
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meetings leading up to the DEIS. The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin
County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5.
However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the re-route (co-location) or the freight
re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these PMT meetings. Lastly, the
DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening sessions that were held
by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their opposition to the
freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment during the
entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be dropped
or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name: Gary R.
Bush

Address: 4181 Yosemite Ave.
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail:_garyrbush@gmail.com

To Whom [t May Concern: Noise and vibration

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park,
Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S
Spur tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly
adjacent to the St Louis Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday-
Friday, during normal business hours. The proposed action of re-routing freight would introduce
mainline traffic and the community, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier
trains during weekends, evenings, and nighttime. In detail, the re-route will allow a 250%
increase in trains and a 650% increase of rail cars traffic. The increase of freight exposure will
directly and negatively impact the community health and cohesion of the neighbors adjacent to
the tracks. [n addition, there will be negative impacts to the school system and educational
quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School.

Besides my general concerns about the freight rail re-route, the section of the SWLRT DEIS that

describes the noise and vibration has flawed methods and conclusions. The vibration and the
noise measurements were done with current MN&S traffic. It is important to note that the
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re-routed freight will be longer, more frequent, and include more locomotives per train.

3

Vibration, Chapter 4.8.4: The conclusion that vibration will have no insignificant impacts is
incorrect Vibration impacts will be longer in time and the total amount will increase with the
heavier freight and additional locomotives.

Noise, Chapter 4.7.5:

Quiet zones: The DEIS fails to describe the real world issues with the quiet zone. The SLP
Senior High is both bookended by two blind curves and has athletic facilities on both sides of the
tracks. The operating rail company, TC&W, has stated in a public document that it has safety
concerns with a quiet zone due to the proximity of the tracks to schools, residents, and
businesses. [t will be impossible to design a quiet zone that will be both safe for the area while
maintaining access for the adjacent Senior High school and local businesses. The quiet zone is
listed as mitigation for noise impacts but it is a mitigation that is not supported by the
neighborhoods, school board, or the operating rail companies.

A quiet zone will not eliminate all noise impacts and the assessment fails to measure other
sources:

a.  the rail to wheel curve squeal from the tight interconnect curve

b.  the additional noise of the locomotives as it throttles up both the southern interconnect
ramp and grade change at the northern connection,

c.  trains traveling west will need to use their brakes to maintain a slow speed going down
grade and through curves

d.  diminished livability from the introduction of night freight traffic

e. the amount of time exposed to the noise impacts of the stationary crossing bells will
increase significantly due to increase in train numbers.

The re-routing of freight will negatively impact the safety, livability, and community cohesion of
residents, students, and communities. The SWLRT DEIS does not adequately describe the
impacts and as such, the freight reroute should not be given any further consideration as a option,

Name: Gary R.
Bush

Address; 4181 Yosemite Ave.
S.

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park, MN
55416

Telephone: 9529292076
E-Mail:_garyrbush@gmail.com
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Send Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
responses (o:

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transit way

701 Fourth Ave. S., Suite 400,

Minneapolis, MN 55415

Or:

For more DEIS information go to: www.southwesttransitway.org
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Commentt#4:s

Nancy Brown To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<nbrownmpls@aol.com> ce
11/05/2012 01:14 PM

bce

Subject Concerns about the SWLRT DEIS findings and SW LRT
strategy for freight re-route through St. Louis Park

| have attached a letter addressing my concerns. Thanks very much for your consideration in this matter.

Nancy Brown

Nancy S. Brown Marketing Research
2625 Salem Avenue

Minneapolis, MN 55416
052.922.5947
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Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit November 3, 2012
ATTN: Southwest Transitway

To whom it may concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement that also
addresses the re-routing of freight rail in St. Louis Park.

C

In Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3, the report identifies the option of rebuilding a spur line into a main freight line in

St. Louis Park but does not address the monumental safety implications for St. Louis Park residents if initiated,

C

The re-route would increase freight rail car traffic approximately 788%. What is particularly fearsome is that
the freight traffic increase would overexpose St. Louis Park High School and alternative high school students to
danger, as they cross the street to go to McDonald’s and other eateries, to their stadium or to walk to and from
school to their homes. Unfortunately, some high school students can be impulsive, distracted by cell phones,

music, friends or tablets, pre-occupied or otherwise not engaged in looking out for trains (and cars). Some havg
even been known to ‘play chicken’ with trains. My railroad engineer friend has told me that it takes a mile to

C

stop a freight train with more than 100 cars. s this re-route worth taking a risk of losing a St. Louis Park student
or adult who is not being vigilant? I don’t think so. Yet, the report doesn’t address this critical concern or
provide any options or responsibility for mitigation,

The rebuild of the spur would also involve constructing a steep rail ramp, with several dangerous tight curves.

This design appears to increase the risk of derailments; more so than if the rail track was straight and flat. To
explore the possible implications of this scenario further: what if the freight cars are carrying hazardous

C

materials when they derail and subsequently crash and roll into residents’” and/or businesses’ back yards? If this
happens, | hate to think of the consequences, particularly the potential of lost lives and/or serious injuries.

[ am a great supporter of light rail. I have used the Hiawatha line to go to the airport, and I find it so easy and
efficient. | would like St. Louis Park to have easy access to LRT as well. However, | am very worried about a
decision for community-situated light rail that involves the re-routing of hundreds of freight trains through the
Park’s highly populated business and residential areas. There has to be a safer solution.

[f the re-route option is chosen, [ am also concerned that the areas in proximity to the trains will not have
enough mitigation in place to maintain the safety of its citizens. In addition, I don’t understand why freight
trains cannot continue to be routed through the Kenilworth corridor, which appears, in most places, to be wide

enough to be able to support multiple tracks with safe clearance {(unlike some places in St. Louis Park which
have less than a length of a car rail as a protective zone).

Piease explore the safety and livability needs of St. Louis Park residents when considering freight rail
alternatives. Regrettably, none of the mitigation requests by the City of St. Louis Park are addressed or

ed in this report. It is as if we residents are invisi , EVen worse, class’ citizens...
acknowledged in th ort. It is as if sidents are invisible or orse, ‘second class’ cit

Thank you for considering my concerns. I would be most happy to discuss them with you. (My contact
information is below.)

Sincerely,
Nancy S. Brown
Nancy S. Brown

2625 Salem Avenue St. Louis Park, MN 55416

952.922.5947 NBrownMpls(@aol.com
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Comment#44

dd316200 To ‘"swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”

<dd316200@yahoo.com> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

11/05/2012 01:15 PM e

Please respond to bce
dd316200 .
<dd316200@yahoo.com> Subject SWLRT comments - CO-LOCATE FREIGHT & SWLRT IS
ONLY SOLUTION!

We're all anxious to have SWLRT but it's INSANE to re-route Kenilworth freight traffic (::
Lhrough St. Louis Park. It will make the Cily unliveable and very dangerous and noisy.

There is no amount of mitigation that will change this. Do it right (and safely} or don't do
it at allt

Thanks

Diane Dowd

3049 Louisiana Ave S

St. Louis Park, MN
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Comment#4Et

To Whom [t May Concern: { Noise /vibration)

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
5t. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main C
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with Noise (3-
93 and 94) and Vibration (4-117) causes me the greatest concern. The SWLRT-DEIS underestimates
the effects of vibration for because it considers only the immediate traffic increase from the re-route
and not additional traffic that is likely to occur. Currently trains travel on the MN&S for
approximately two hours a month. If the re-route occurs there will be a minimum of 6 hours and 39
minutes or a 232.5% increase in train related vibration will occur each a month. Currently, all
vibration and its negative impacts occur five days a week during regular business hours. In the
future vibration will occur on weekends and nights as well as during business hours. Not only will
the duration of vibration increase, but also the amount of vibration will increase with longer, heavier
trains. The assumption stated in the SWLRT-DEIS that the increase in vibration is insignificant is
incorrect. Listed below are reasons why the assumptions are incorrect:

We are also led to believe that creating a quiet zone will end all of the noise issues., This assumption
is incorrect for the following reasons:
1. Aquiet zone is not a sure thing.
a. Implementation could be denied by the school board because the building of a
quiet zone will limit access to the Senior High School
b. Locomotive engineers are compelled to blow the horn if they perceive a
dangerous situation. What kind of responsible person would drive a train through
a series of blind crossings, past several schools without blowing the horn?
2. Quiet zones do not limit locomotive noise
a. Multiple locomotives will be necessary for pulling a fully loaded train up the .86%
grade if the new interconnect.
b. Multiple locomatives laboring with long trains will make more noise than the
locomotives that currently use the MN&S
3. Trains traveling west will need Lo use their breaks to maintain a slow speed going down
grade and through curves
4, Train wheels on curves squeal; the tighter the curve the greater the squeal.
Bells on crossing arms in a quiet zone will ring the entire time a train is in the crossing.
6. Because there are currently no trains at night, even one night train means diminished
livability.

@

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is heing
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt

Address: 9306 W 23rd 5t

City/State/zip: S5t Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aocl.com
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To Whom It May Concern: (safety)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with Safety (3-
132 and 133) causes me the greatest concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the proposed re-
route is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about the MN&S, which
make it undesirable as a freight, rail main line. The reasons the MN&S is an unsafe main rail line
include, but are not limited to the following:

» Multiple grade level crossings

e  Proximity to St. Louis Park schools, homes and businesses - many are closer than the length
of arail car

e Number of pedestrians who transverse crossing every day

¢ Permeable soil under MN&S

¢ Medical emergency response hindered when crossings are blocked - only one fire station
has emergency medical response (page 80)

s Tight Curves. Derailments are more likely to occur on curves than on straight track

s Hazardous materials are being carried on the rail line without sufficient right of way.

Nene of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being

considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 23rd St
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To Whom It May Concern: (¢crossings)

[ am writing in response (o the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done, As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail trains blocking street crossings (6-38 and 39) causes me the greatest concern. [n the SWLRT-
DEIS we are told the blocked crossings will not cause significant travel or safety issues. To the
consultant sitting miles away the increase may seem insignificant, but to residents who must travel
the area and rely on quick responses from emergency vehicles the 580% increase in blocked crossing
time is unacceptable.

A supposed benefit of the proposed re-route is explained in chapter 1, pages 11 and 12 of the
SWLRT-DEIS. According to the document Twin City and Western (TCW) freight trains will regularly
travel north of St. Louis Park into Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope. When the trains travel north
they will have to cross Cedar Lake Road; however, no data is given for the impact of this blocked
crossing.

Issues about blocked crossings not dealt with in the SWLRT-DEIS include, but are not limited to the
following:

¢  Effects of multiple blocked crossings on residents’ ability to move freely about their
neighborhood
* Amount of time it takes congestion to clear once a train has passed.
o Making turns from one street to another with backed up traffic
¢ Pedestrian safety as traffic clears
¢ Possibility that trains will be going slower than the “worst case scenario” in the EAW -
Trains often stop at McDonald's for train crews to have a break. When they resume travel
they will NOT be going 10 mph.
+ Medical response times can be affected
o Narrow side streets will be blocked with waiting automobiles
o Only one fire station has medical response
¢  When train volumes increase what will be done to alleviate auto traffic congestion

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt

Address: 9306 W 23rd 5t

City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To Whom It May Concern: (property values)

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail cars traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with loss of
property value in the re-route area should be in Chapter 9: Indirect Impacts, but it is not, and this
causes me great concern. The SWLRT-DEIS does not mention the impact of re-routed freight trains
from a main line fright corridor to a bridge line on property values of the re-route area. Freight rail
re-routes are not exclusive to Minnesota and the cost of the re-routes to residents has been
documented. For example, according to an article in a 2001 issue of The Appraisal Journal bringing
additional freight rail traffic to an area will negatively affect properties 250’ feet from the rail tracks
by 5-7%. All of the properties along the MN&S are well with in 250°. Based on this article one can
conclude that property values along the MN&S will drop more than 7%. Two major questions arise
that are not addressed in the SWLRT-DEIS. First, what happens to the tax base of 5t. Louis Park when
the drop in value is realized? Second, how are property owners who lose value because of this
government action going to be compensated for their loss? It {s unreasonable for the Hennepin
County to ask any resident to pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 231 5t
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To Whom It May Concern: (satcty at the high school)

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT] - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail noise and safety at the High School (Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest concern. The
unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35 feet of the High
School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed. When the High School
is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no point in the SWLRT ~DEIS are the negative
impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and safety of the students at St.
Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even be considered the cost of
sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to be evaluated.

Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following:

* A plan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing

» How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed

e  How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy. 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge.

e How will the added vibration of longer, heavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
investment the school makes in technology is not lost,

e How will the safety hazards of blind crossings, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
proximity be eliminated

e How will a derailment be prevented so our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Louis Park School Board on

behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 231d §t
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To Whom It May Concern: {closing 29t street)

l am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly-used spur line into a main

freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real-world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with the
closing of the 29t street crossings (Chapter 3/p. 135) causes me the greatest concern. Residents
from the Birchwood neighborhood requested on behalf of the Birchwood neighborhood that the
grade crossing at 29t Street stay open. According to page 135 of the DEIS the 29 street crossing is
being closed as a mitigation measure. However, the closing of the crossing will not benefit the
neighborhood; it will, in fact, jeopardize residents because it will make emergency vehicle access
difficult—if not impossible—during winter months due to narrowed streets.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 23 St
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aok.com

110


mferna10
Text Box
C


To Whom It May Concern: (DEIS is not Objective)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (BEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubstantiated assertions, and inexplicable cmissions, the DEIS
is not a serious attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W's only options for moving its freight
will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in St. Louis Park, or to
transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this statement is
that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or assumption for
the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when in fact the TC&W's
current route through the Kenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corridor (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic. The Kenilworth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad
yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8). The re-
route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation constiruction of the
interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost
$125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of the SWLRT, but the
projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the added expense. Also, missing
from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the interconnect structure after it is built.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: Jane Grudt

Address: 9306 W 23rd 5t

City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To whom it may concern: (The process to choose the Locally preferred Alternative was flawed)

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail
re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my generat concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter
12 (Public and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading
agency must “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality
of the human environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potential
freight rail re-route issue. Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public
involvement concerning this issue. In fact, Hennepin County refused attempts for public
comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at all of the outreach meetings listed in
table 12.1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2. Public comments regarding
the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings and the comment
period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1, Public comments regarding the freight issue
were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, public comments
regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included all
of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the
freight rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT's major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse,
the public was not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and
the potential freight re-route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT
meetings leading up to the DEIS. The only apportunity the public was given by Hennepin County
to discuss the freight rail re-route was at the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5.
However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the re-route (co-location) or the freight re-
route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS
fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening sessions that were held by
the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of 5t. Louis Park residents voiced their opposition to the
freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment during the
entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be dropped
or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 23rd 5t
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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To Whom It May Concern: Noise and vibration

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS} which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S Spur
tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacent to
the St Louis Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, during normal

business hours. The proposed action of re-routing freight would introduce mainline traffic and the
community, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier trains during weekends, evenings,

and nighttime. in detail, the re-route will allow a 250% increase in trains and a 650% increase of rail cars
traffic. The increase of freight exposure will directly and negatively impact the community health and
cohesion of the neighbors adjacent to the tracks. In addition, there will be negative impacts to the school
system and educational quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High
School.

Besides my general concerns about the freight rail re-route, the section of the SWLRT DEIS that describes
the noise and vibration has flawed methods and canclusions. The vibration and the noise measurements
were done with current MN&S traffic. It is important to note that the re-routed freight will be longer,
more frequent, and include more locomotives per train.

Vibration, Chapter 4.8.4: The conclusion that vibration will have no insignificant impacts is incorrect
Vibration impacts will be longer in time and the total amount will increase with the heavier freight and
additional locomatives.

Noise, Chapter 4.7.5:

Quiet zones: The DEIS fails to describe the real world issues with the quiet zone. The SLP Senior
High is both bookended by two blind curves and has athletic facilities on both sides of the tracks. The
operating rail company, TC&W, has stated in a public document that it has safety concerns with a quiet
zone due to the proximity of the tracks to schools, residents, and businesses. It will be impossible to
design a quiet zone that will be both safe for the area while maintaining access for the adjacent Senior
High school and local businesses. The quiet zone is listed as mitigation for noise impacts but itis a
mitigation that is not supported by the neighborhoods, school board, or the operating rail companies.

A quiet zone will not eliminate all noise impacts and the assessment fails to measure other sources:

a. the rail to wheel curve squeal from the tight interconnect curve

b. the additional noise of the locomotives as it throttles up both the southern interconnect ramp
and grade change at the northern connection,

c. trains traveling west will need to use their brakes to maintain a slow speed going down grade
and through curves

d. diminished livability from the introduction of night freight traffic

e. the amount of time exposed to the noise impacts of the stationary crossing bells will increase
significantly due to increase in train numbers.

The re-routing of freight will negatively impact the safety, livability, and communily cohesion of residents,
students, and communities. The SWLRT DEIS does not adequately describe the impacts and as such, the
freight reroute should not be given any further consideration as a option.

Name: Jane Grudt
Address: 9306 W 234 St
City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426

Telephone:952-361-0897 E-Mail: jgrudt@aol.com
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Commentt4e

Tony Kelleran To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<tkelleran@gmail.com> cc
11/06/2012 10:40 AM

bce

Subject Express trains?

Are there plans to have express trains running from Southwest Station to Downtown Mpls? If V
not, what are the proposed travel times between SS and Mpls?
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Comment#47

"Michael Dole, MD" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<md2@usfamily.net> cc
11/07/2012 08:16 AM

bcc

Subject concern about sw corridor plan

I am a very big fan of light rail in general even though rerouting freight traffic next to my business and C
the St Louis Park High school will disrupt client travel at times. It will cause significant vibration and
noise but | am not to concerned about these issues. My biggest concern is that, unless the rail is above
or below grade at the Dakota Ave S and W Lake St crossings, there are going to be huge disruptions for
students and parents getting to and from school. This will back traffic up significantly. Also, the turns
the rail takes in this neighborhood will force the trains to be traveling at very slow speeds which
compounds the problem. | hope there is a plan to address these issues.

Thank you for all your hard work to make light rail happen!

Michael Dole, MD

Dakota Medical Clinic

3408 Dakota Ave S

St Louis Park, MN 55416
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Comment#4¢&

Bob Suko To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"

<BSuko@TCWR.NET> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

11/07/2012 08:22 AM CC Bob Suko <BSuko@TCWR.NET=>
bce

Subject Question- TCWR

Within Appendix H of the recently issued DEIS there is the "MN&S Freight Rail Report” - St. Louis Park
and Minneapolis Hennepin County Minnesota, dated March 13, 2012,

Within that report, on page 12, it states that "Track design for the Proposed Action will comply with QO
requirements set forth by:", among others, "Current CP and BNSF track engineering and design
standards”,

I'd appreciate it if you would research and provide me with written correspondence from BNSF and CP Q2
that validates this assertion.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Bob Suko
Twin Cities & Western Railroad
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Comment#4c

Mary Gaines To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<marybethgaines@gmail.com

> cc

11/07/2012 04:55 PM bec

Subject comment - please read

To Whom Tt May Concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) -
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the
SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-rcute in St. Louis
Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route
idea either needs to be dropped completely or a great deal more study (::
must be done. As this action is proposed and described in Chapter 1,

Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line
into a main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788%
increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS does not address,
but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected
area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the
report dealing with Safety (3-132 and 133) causes me the greatest
concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the proposed re-route
is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about
the MN&S, which make it undesirable as a freight, rail main line. The
reasons the MN&S is an unsafe main rall line include, but are not
limited to the fcollowing:

. Multiple grade level crossings

. Proximity to St. Louls Park schceols, homes and businesses - many
are

closer than the length of a rail car

. Number of pedestrians who transverse crossing every day

. Permeable soil under MN&S

. Medical emergency response hindered when crossings are bleocked -
only one fire station has emergency medical response (page B80)

. Tight Curves. Derallments are more likely to occcur on curves
than

on stralght track

v Hazardous materials are being carried on the rail line without

sufficient right of way.

None of the mitigation reguested by the City of St. Louis Park on
behalf of her residents 1is being considered. This mitigation is not
frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Mary Beth Gaines

5740 W Lake Street

St Louis Park, MN 55416
marybethgaines@gmail.com
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Comment#5C

Bill James <bjames@q.com> To Gail Dorfman <gail.doirfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>, Katie
11/07/2012 05:09 PM Walker <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
cc Susan Haigh <Susan.Haigh@metc.state.mn.us>, Jan
Callison <jan.callison@co.hennepin.mn.us>
bce

Subject Fwd: [Safely in the Park!] Protest the freight re-route through
St. Louis...

History: & This message has been forwarded.

Looks like we are going to have a nice little show next week in St. Louis Park....
Bill James 11 C

Personal email
E: bjames{@qg.com
M: 612-281-1089

[n any moment of decision, the best thing you can do 1s the right thing,
the next best thing is the wrong thing. and the worst thing you can do is nothing.

Theodore Roosevelt

From: "Karen Smith" <notification+y42gwmrn@facebookmail.com>
Subject: [Safety in the Park!] Protest the freight re-route through St.
Louis...

Date: November 7, 2012 3:47:37 PM CST

To: Safety in the Park! <117915694891698@groups.facebook.com>
Reply-To: Reply to Comment <

ps.facebook.com>

Karen Smith posted in Safety in the Park!
Karen Smith
Protest the freight re-route through St. Louis Park!!! Several residents are
organizing a protest at the St. Louis Park City Hall on Nov 14th from 5:30 to
6pm. As you may know, Hennepin County is hosting an open house for the
SWLRT DEIS at SLP City Hall during this time. A public forum will follow
{6pm-7pm) The public forum is a great opportunity for individuals to voice
concerns about the proposed re-route through SLP. Since we all need to be
there for the open forum, why not have a protest beforehand? The protest
will take place on the sidewalks in front of City Hall {facing Minnetonka). Bull
horns are prohibited, but participants are encouraged to make signs.
Although the Safety In the Park facebook page is a great place to discuss the
protest, I want to make sure everyone knows that this protest is being
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organized by concerned residents and anyone who has concerns about the
proposed re-route is welcome. Our goal is to have a minimum of 100 people
at the protest. Several media outlets have been contacted and have
committed to being there with cameras. An RSVP is clearly not necessary but
a headcount will be helpful for planning purposes. Please email
safetyinbirchwood@yahoo.com to let us know you are coming. There is also a
“protest the freight reroute in SLP” facebook event that you can forward to

your friends.

View Post on Facebook + Edit Email Settings - Reply to this email to add a comment.
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Patrick Wells To <info@mnunited.org>, <dayton.media@state.mn.us>,
<patwells@msn.com> <info@markdayton.org>, "Jeff Jacobs, Mayor of St. Louis
11/07/2012 10:59 PM « Park"” <jacobsjeffrey@comcast.net>, Sue Sanger

bce

Subject Safety in St. Louis Park

Hi,

Please help with the defense of safety in St. Louis Park. The proposed Kennilworth
re-route to the St. Louis Park MN&S track defies logic. Safety, logistical, and financial C
reasons say that the proposal is not worthy of support. On its face the re-route
proposal reflects the need to satisfy past political favors at the expense of the St. Louis
Park Citizens' safety.

The St. Louis Park Community concerns with regard to the rail re-reroute propoasla are
nonpartisan. We are requesting an honest, community centered response to the rail
re-route proposal. In the consideration of the rail re-route issue, our elected officials |_2
have unexpectally failed us. Many of us voted for Gail Dorfman, our county
commissioner.

In most instances, Gail and our other county comissioners have been reasonable and
have been good representatives. I, personally, have always voted for Gail Dorfman.
However, Gail and the other county commissioners have supported the rail re-route at
the expense of St.Louis Park's safety. Their support of rail re-route crosses the line of
reasonableness. We need to speak up and say that the re-route is bad policy. The
Hennepin County Commissioners' support for the re-route is based on promises which
they recall that Hennepin County made, without our knowledge or consent, to property
owners along the Kenilworth Corridor. These promises are recollections which are
unsupported by documents or reasonbleness or fairness to all parties affected.

We are in the comment period regarding the rail re-route. Anyone in Hennepin County
can comment. We hope than everyone comments to stop the raiiroad re-route. This C
issue is of the upmost importance. The safety and security of the St. Louis Park
community is at stake.

The St. Louis Park Kiwanis Club has passed a resolution opposing the rail re-route. The C
St. Louis Park City Council has also opposed the re-route. The St. Louis Park Schools
are opposed to the re- route.

Here is the link to the silent Safety in the Park video about the rail re-route:
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Here is the link to the Safety in the Park website:

http://safetyinthepark.com/index.php?option=com content&view=article&id=45&Itemi
d=34

Next Wednesday evening, is a scheduled meeting at St. Louis Park City Hall regarding
the railroad re-route, Please plan to attend to show your support for Safety in the Park.

Attached is the St. Louis Park Kiwanis Club resolution. Please forward comments to
Hennepin County. Hennepin County contact information is attached.

Patrick Wells, St. Louis Park Kiwanis Club, 612-803-2015
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Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Parl

— 2

We, the undersigned, being members of the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park
consent and agree that the following resolution was made:

On Wednesday, November 7, 2012
At our noon meeting
At Citizens Independent Bank

Whereas:
1. Hennepin County and the Metropolitan Council are considering a re-route

of freight rail traffic from the Kenilworth Corridor to the MN& S {Dan Patch)
track in St. Louis Park.

2. Logistics and cost analysis would favor keeping the freight rail traffic in the
Kenilworth Corridor. The Kenilworth Corridor is straight and flat. The C
Kenilworth Corridor modifications, in anticipation of light rail, would be less
expensive than the cosis which would be associated with a re-route to the
MN&S Line.

3. Safety concerns associated with the re-route to MN&S are many. Unlike
the Kenilworth Corridor, the MN&S Line has many crossings and blind C
turns, making MIN&S Line unsuitable for freight rail traffic. The MN&S Line
passes very close to the 5t. Louis Park High School. The MIN& S Line is
elevated in many places, resulting in greater risk to nearby homes in the
case of a derailment. Hazardous materials, which will be transported by
freight trains on the MN&S, should not be sent through such an insufficient
corridor as the MN&S provides.

122


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #51
Attachment #1

mferna10
Text Box
C

mferna10
Text Box
C


]
£

Therefore, it is resolved, that Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park shall:

1. Oppose the propased re-route of the Kenilwortih freight rail traffic to
the MIN&S Line in St. Louis Park.

2. Recommend that, i a re-route is considered, that safety of the St. Louis
Park residents be made a primary concern by Hennepin County and by
the Metropolitan Council. St. Louis Park should be as safe as
Minneapolis is with the present Kenilworth Corridor.

St. Louis Park Kiwanis Club Member Signatures:-

M Py

.

/ !) ; /:'//’ % % /) 4‘4&/ WM&
L7&”/f/ [ Y /QJ/ 4,

‘ ‘...-'1!\ Sl 'ﬁx i

The Secretary of the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park certifies that the above is a true
and correct copy of the resolution that was duly adopted at a meeting of the
dated meeting of the board of directors.

/Q//V(/ A@Jﬁ/”/ e tf/x/ /;/" &7#"55& .3;7 o2

“S:gnaxure of Secretary Date

n i&aﬁj ) ANDPASH Ko

Printed name o‘F Secretary

_Commen1#51
?Alta,chmen#2

£
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Comment#51
Attachment#3

Send Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement [(DEIS} responses to;

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transit way

701 Fourth Ave. S., Suite 400,

Minneapolis, MN 55415

Or:

SWCOTGorE . aenneDLLITIILUS
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Comment#sz2

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and

described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main C
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail cars trafficc. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with loss of
property value in the re-route area should be in Chapter 9: Indirect Impacts, but it is not, and this
causes me great concern. The SWLRT-DEIS does not mention the impact of re-routed freight trains
from a main line fright corridor to a bridge line on property values of the re-route area. Freight rail
re-routes are not exclusive to Minnesota and the cost of the re-routes to residents has been
documented. For example, according to an article in a 2001 issue of The Appraisal Journal bringing
additional freight rail traffic to an area will negatively affect properties 250’ feet from the rail tracks
by 5-7%. All of the properties along the MN&S are well with in 250°. Based on this article one can
conclude that property values along the MN&S will drop more than 7%. Two major questions arise
that are not addressed in the SWLRT-DEIS. First, what happens to the tax base of St. Louis Park when
the drop in value is realized? Second, how are property owners who lose value because of this
government action going to be compensated for their loss? Itis unreasonable for the Hennepin
County to ask any resident to pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

Croreri Oolindss
e/ il ([l B
Ridiess oA P KMM%’Z % D e
City/State/zipéf LA S /57436 7 I.47
Telephone, S 2 S/ ~ E-Mail:
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Fold here

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Waorks & Transit
ATIN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

Fold here

Place
Stamp
Here
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2102 8 0 AON
To Whom It May Concern: l A ATHOD A
(| BRSSO Ry AW SN g

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car trafficc. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail trains blocking street crossings (6-38 and 39) causes me the greatest concern. In the SWLRT-
DEIS we are told the blocked crossings will not cause significant travel or safety issues. To the
consultant sitting miles away the increase may seem insignificant, but to residents who must travel
the area and rely on quick responses from emergency vehicles the 580% increase in blocked crossing
time is unacceptable.

A supposed benefit of the proposed re-route is explained in chapter 1, pages 11 and 12 of the
SWLRT-DEIS. According to the document Twin City and Western (TCW) freight trains will regularly
travel north of St. Louis Park into Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope. When the trains travel north
they will have to cross Cedar Lake Road; however, no data is given for the impact of this blocked
crossing.

Issues about blocked crossings not dealt with in the SWLRT-DEIS include, but are not limited to the
following:

*  Effects of multiple blocked crossings on residents’ ability to move freely about their
neighborhood
* Amount of time it takes congestion to clear once a train has passed.
o Making turns from one street to another with backed up traffic
o Pedestrian safety as traffic clears
* Possibility that trains will be going slower than the “worst case scenario” in the EAW -
Trains often stop at McDonald’s for train crews to have a break. When they resume travel
they will NOT be going 10 mph.
* Medical response times can be affected
o Narrow side streets will be blocked with waiting automobiles
o  Only one fire station has medical response
*  When train volumes increase what will be done to alleviate auto traffic congestion

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name:

Address: 9"75@ &RUM‘SM}J;‘/ /4()5, SG.
City/State/zip: Shéof/(.s ID}( /14/(/, SSY¥/e

Telephone: 783 999486 E-Mail:_ X MART I ncon A8, L . C I
by -7U4N-CSt
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Fold here

Hennepin County

Housing. Community Works & Transit
ATIN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415
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Comment#54

AVIED

NOV 0 8 2012

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car trafficc. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubstantiated assertions, and inexplicable omissions, the DEIS
is not a serious attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W’s only options for moving its freight
will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in St. Louis Park, or to
transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this statement is
that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or assumption for
the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when in fact the TC&W's
current route through the Kenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corridor (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic. The Kenilworth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad
yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8). The re-
route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation construction of the
interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost
$125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of the SWLRT, but the
projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the added expense. Also, missing
from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the interconnect structure after it is built.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

T0
T1

Name: é(’,/ . //@(/J/nfl/ 6/‘/ /7/ QQ'VL/@”’V' e £ :{M 4 ﬂﬁ"f %4?77/

Address:d 72 BI{?UNj' WICK AUE.
City/State/zip: 37 Lo 15 /7[52/?/(. /17/1/ jj‘//é
Telephone: 352 - F29 .54/ AL E-Mail. C B Do @ Jfor, il , COM
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Fold here

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
ATIN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415
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Marc Ballbach To sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<mballbach@gmail.com>

11/08/2012 01:31 PM

CcC

bee

Subject Introduction

[ am glad to see that there are some public meetings coming up this month and wanted to submit
some comments/concerns in writing in the event that I can't attend in person.

I live in the Glen Lake area of Minnetonka on Excelsior Blvd and I bike commute downtown to
Capella University where [ am an [T consultant. 1have ridden my car into work 3 time this year.
I take the bus when the weather is bad and have only done so once since April - the rest was
biking.

So, I am pretty passionate and excited about the SW Corridor. First off, [ would love to help out A
in the planning in any way that might make sense. In particular, [ want to make sure the needs of
bikers are met during and certainly after the construction phases. My experience with these trails P 9
is quite good as, starting in Hopkins on Shady Oak Rd, [ bike the exact proposed route of the

SW corridor daily.

At this point, my main concern is having a good plan in place to accommodate for pedestrians,

bikers, cars, trucks and trains at the intersection of Excelsior and Jackson Avenue N/Milwaukee J 9
Street (in front of the new Cargill buildings. This is already a nasty intersection to bike through
and I am concerned that adding light rail to that mix, if not done well, could make it even worse.

I am also interested in the bike and transit infrastructure west of the Shady Oak station (on
Excelsior Blvd and on the existing trails that are not paved at that point).

As I mentioned, [ am very excited about all of this and would love the opportunity to participate L 1
going forward.

Marc Ballbach - 952.491.0377
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Comment#se

Leilani Bloaomquist To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<ljbloomquist@gmail.com> cc
11/08/2012 04:36 PM

bec

Subject Train behind Sunset Ridge Condos - Opposed to this
addition

Hi There,

[ wanted to write about the proposed train addition behind Sunset Ridge Condo's in St Louis B
Park. I'm against adding a train to this area - I don't want any additional noise or traffic, nor do I
want to see my taxes hiked another $1000K per year. Our taxes are already very high and we
have fantastic bus routes and a bus stop right in front of our association. I'm 100% AGAINST
this addition to our neighborhood.

Thank you,

Leilani Bloomquist
2170 Ridge Drive #31
St Louis Park 55416
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Comment#s57

arthur higinbotham To sweorridor <sweoriidor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<ahiginbotham@msn.com> ce
11/09/2012 03:16 PM

bce

Subject SWLRT DEIS

This e-mail is in response to Section 11.0 Evaluation of Alternatives of the SWLRT DEIS:

Table 11.1-1 compares the Goal 2 End to End Travel Time for all of the routes. Unfortunately, it uses as
the basis for comparison the travel time from Eden Prairie to Target Field. Target Field is not the P 2
destination for most SW LRT riders, who will be trying to reach places of employment in downtown

Minneapolis. The area with the highest TAZ density, as compiled by the Metro Council, will be in the
vicinity of 8th St. and the Nicollet Mall. This area is most easily accessed from the 11th/12th Street
station on Route 3C-2 or from the 8th and Nicollet station on Route 3C-1, not from the Van White station
on Kenilworth Routes 1A and 3A, the Royalston station (Target Field), the Intermodal station or the
stations on South 5th St. on those same routes, all of which will require additional walking time to places
of employment near 8th St. and the Nicollet Mall.

Furthermore, while the 11th/12th Station is connected by the skyway systern to most of these

destinations, the first stations of Routes 1A and 3A are not and are at least 5 minutes more distant; for
the Van White and Royalston stations, there is only a partial skyway connection. The rest of the walk I 2

must be on outdoor city sidewalks that will be difficult for the elderly and handicapped to nagivate from
November through March due to unplowed snow, ice and high winds. Eden Prairie residents are going to
be extremely disappointed to find they have to endure these hardships; effects on ridership have not
been considered in the DEIS and should be. hence, the comparative travel times of 31.5 minutes on the
1A and 3A routes and the 40 minutes on the 3C-1 and 3C-2 routes are erroneous because they target the
wrong destination and ignore the walking time from the station of disembarkation to the place of
employment. This point has been raised with the HCRRA SW Alternatives committees and their technical
representatives repeatedly over the past 6 years and has been repeatedly ignored.

Arthur E. Higinbotham

3431 St. Louis Av.

Minneapolis, Mn, 55416

SW LRT CAC Representative for the W. Lake St. station
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Fold here
Patrick Wells UM IEATTL IS M B5E
3379 Brunswick Ave. S. AT T S B S
St. Louis Park, Minnesota 55416 FOREVER &

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
ATTN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

T.:ll.l’.'i-—\' L""'-.I‘.".EJ ----- i “‘“",T,:',if:j ”’""!"4’1‘11111]1"114‘““nii’f-'iiinli}“ll‘n‘lllll”lnon:nn%lr“
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form
Southwest Transitway Project

Federal and state environmental rules require that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be prepared for
the proposed Southwest Transitway project. The EIS process includes the preparation of a Draft Environmental
impact Statement [DEIS), which must be made available for public review and comment.

The DEIS discusses: (1) the purpose and need for the project; (2) the alternatives considered; (3) the impacts of
these alternatives; and (4) the agencies and persons consuited.

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 2012, All comments must be received by that
date. Please include a return mailing address with alt comments.

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings, please visit
www . southwesttransitway.org

As a member of the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park. | am submitting the attached resolution opposing

the Kenilworth rail re-route to the MN&S track through St. Louis Park. This proposed re-route would

create an clear threat to the safety of our children and to people living in the path of the re-route.

The attached resolution was approved by the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park on November 7, 2012.

Name: Patrick Wells

Address: 3379 Brunswick Ave, S.

City/State/zip._St. Louis Park, Minn. 55416

Telephone:_612-803-2015 Email,_patwells@msn.com

Thank you!
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Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park

We, the undersigned, being members of the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park
consent and agree that the foliowing resolution was made:

On Wednesday, November 7", 2012
At our noon meeting
At Citizens Independent Bank

Whereas:

1. Hennepin County and the Metropolitan Council are considering a re-route
of freight rail traffic from the Kenilworth Corridor to the MN& S (Dan Patch)
track in St. Louis Park.

2. Logistics and cost analysis would favor keeping the freight rail traffic in the
Kenilworth Corridor. The Kenilworth Corridor is straight and flat. The
Kenilworth Corridor modifications, in anticipation of light rail, would be less
expensive than the costs which would be associated with a re-route to the
MN&S Line. .

3. Safety concerns associated with the re-route to MN&S are many. Unlike
the Kenilworth Corridor, the MN&S Line has many crossings and blind
turns, making MN&S Line unsuitable for freight rail traffic. The MN&S Line
passes very close to the St. Louis Park High School. The MN& S Line is
elevated in many places, resulting in greater risk to nearby homes in the
case of a derailment. Hazardous materials, which will be transported by
freight trains on the MN&S, should not be sent through such an insufficient
corridor as the MN&S provides,
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Therefore, it is resolved, that Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park shall:

1. Oppose the proposed re-route of the Kenilworth freight rail traffic to
the MN&S Line in St. Louis Park.

2. Recommend that, if a re-route is considered, that safety of the St. Louis
Park residents be made a primary concern by Hennepin County and by
the Metropolitan Council. St. Louis Park should be as safe as
Minneapolis is with the present Kenilworth Corridor.

St. Louis Park Kiwanis Club Member Slgnatures g

o //{,7——7 7 T
Pl g ey il

G

al o p@w%@mm
Mﬁ/\ L2ty an

The Secretary of the Kiwanis Club of St. Louis Park certifies that the above is a true
and correct copy of the resolution that was duly adopted at a meeting of the
dated meeting of the board of directors.

:gé/é QZMM% 2 7 Hoig
ignature of Secretary Date

\‘:ECLK:D ANDPASH Kz

Printed name of Secretary
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Comment#5¢
November 9, 2013
Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transit way
701 Fourth Ave. 8., Suite 400,
Minneapolis, MIN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS}) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic, What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with Safety (3-
132 and 133} causes me the greatest concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the proposed re-
route is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about the MN&S, which
make it undesirable as a freight, rali main line, The reasons the MN&S Is an unsafe main rail line
include, but are not limited to the following:

+  Multiple grade level crossings
Proximity to St. Louis Park schools, homes and businesses — many are closer than the length
of arail car

s  Number of pedestrians who transverse crossing every day
Permeable soil under MN&S

¢ Medical emergency response hindered when crossings are blocked - only one fire station
has emergency medical response (page 80)
Tight Curves, Derailments are more likely to occur on curves than on straight track

e Hazardous materials are being carried on the rail line without sufficient right of way.

None of the mitigation requested by the Cily of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park,

or—A—

David Gaines

5740 W Lake Street

St Louis Park, MN 55416
952-929-1213
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Comment#6(
November 9, 2013
Hemepin County Housing, Conmmunity Works and Transit
Attn: Scuthwast Transit way
701 Fourth Ave. S., Suite 400,
Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Envirenmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota,

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with Noise {3-
93 and 94) and Vibration {4-117} causes me the greatest concern. The SWLRT-DEIS underestimates
the effects of vibration for because it considers only the immediate traffic increase from the re-route
and not additional traffic that is likely to occur. Currently trains travel on the MN&S for
approximately two hours a month. [fthe re-route occurs there will be a minimum of 6 hours and 39
minutes or a 232.5% increase in train related vibration will occur each a month. Currently, all
vibration and its negative impacts occur five days a week during regular business hours. In the
future vibration will occur on weekends and nights as well as during business hours. Not only will
the duration of vibration increase, but also the amount of vibration will increase with longer, heavier
trains. The assumption stated in the SWLRT-DEIS that the increase in vibration is insignificant s
incorrect. Listed below are reasons why the assumptions are incorrect:

We are also led to believe that creating a quiet zone will end all of the noise issues. This assumption
is incorrect for the following reasons:
1. A quiet zone is not a sure thing,
a. Implementation could be denied by the school board because the building of a
quiet zone will limit access to the Senior High School
b, Locomotive engineers are compelled to blow the horn if they perceive a
dangerous situation. What kind of responsible person would drive a train through
a series of blind crossings, past several schools without blowing the horn?
2. Quiet zones do not limit locomotive noise
a. Multiple locomotives will be necessary for pulling a fully loaded train up the .86%
grade if the new interconnect,
b. Multiple locomotives laboring with long trains will make more noise than the
locomotives that currently use the MN&S
3. Trains traveling west will need to use their breaks to maintain a slow speed going down
grade and through curves
Train wheels on curves squeal; the tighter the curve the greater the squeal.
Bells on crossing arms in a quiet zone will ring the entire time a train is in the crossing.
Because there are currently no trains at night, even one night train means diminished
livability.

AL

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

avid Gaine
5740 W Lake Street
St Louis Park, MN 55416
952-929-1213
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Comment#61

November 9, 2013

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transit way

701 Fourth Ave. 8., Suite 400,

Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and

described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main C
freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail noise and safety at the High Schaol {Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest concern. The
unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35 feet of the High
School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed. When the High School
is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no peint in the SWLRT -DEIS are the negative
impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and safety of the students at St.
Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even be considered the cost of
sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to be evaluated.

Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following:

¢  Aplan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing
How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed
How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy, 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge.

¢ How will the added vibration of longer, heavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
investment the school makes in technology is not lost.

¢ How will the safety hazards of blind crossings, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
proximity be eliminated

¢ How will a derailment be prevented so our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Louis Park School Board on
behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

%ines ’

5740 W Lake Street
St Louis Park, MN 55416
952-929-1213
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Comment#6z

Judy Wells To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

<judy.o.wells@gmail.com>
ey @9 cc patwells@msn.com, Susan Sanger

11/10/2012 11:01 AM <suesanger@comcast.net>
bece

Subject Comment on the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

Hi,

Re: SOUTHWEST TRANSITWAY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

I am writing to you to express my concerns about the proposed freight train re-route through St
Louis Park neighborhoods. C

I live at 3379 Brunswick in St Louis Park and often take the 17 metro transit bus to and from
downtown. When [ come home, I get out at the Minnetonka Blvd and Colorado Ave
intersection, walk to Brunswick Ave, cross the railroad tracks at the bend in the track, and
continue on down Brunswick Ave to my house.

The railroad tracks curve in this section, and it is impossible to see the oncoming train, although
it can be heard. The street is blocked off to automotive traffic, but there is a lot of foot traffic
across the train tracks at this intersection,

The railroad track in this area passes between Roxbury Park and Keystone Park in the area where
I walk. [ know people, including myself, walk up the hill and across the tracks to get from one
park to another. Re-routing additional trains in this neighborhood is dangerous for those of us
walking home, walking between the parks and enjoying our community.

[ am in my 60s and usually do not have any trouble getting around, but during the winter before
last when there was a lot of snow on the ground [ was walking home from the bus stop one night
and got to the railroad tracks on Brunswick between the bus stop and my home. The street is
blocked off to cars, but pedestrians often go across the railroad tracks there near my house,

It had been snowing quite heavily. The snow had been plowed up off the street into the area by
the tracks. The snow was so deep and soft that I got stuck up past my knees in the snow as [ was
attempting to cross the railroad tracks. [ couldn't get free. [ was stuck in between the tracks and
thought I might be the poster child/lady for getting hit by an oncoming train in that section of the
the track.

After writhing about a bit, I finally was able to get my feet out of the snow and roll across the
tracks and down to the other side. Thank goodness no train was coming by during this
maneuver, or | could have been dead, not just embarrassed. Having fewer trains racing by could
certainly save lives!

[ wholeheartedly support light rail. But re-routing the freight trains so that more of them run very

147


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #62

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text

mferna10
Text Box
C


close to houses/garages, the St Louis Park High School and our local parks is clearly not a good
idea and it is not safe for residents.

Please work to explore all other possibilities before increasing train traffic in a part of our
community that was clearly not designed for significant train use.

If it is not possible to stop the freight train re-route, then I recommend that we put some kind of
sturdy tall barrier around the tracks in areas such as the intersection on Brunswick and around
the neighborhood parks so that people would be physically prevented from getting on the tracks
and getting into trouble. 1 often see young people, probably walking down from the high school,
in this area near the tracks and the parks. [ worry that increased train traffic will lead to
accidents. We need to keep ourselves, our neighbors and our kids safe.

Thank you for your consideration.
Best regards,

Judy Wells

3379 Brunswick Ave S

St Louis Park, MN 55416
judy.o.wells@gmail.com

148



Comment#6:

Brian Z To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<brian.zachek@gmail.com=> ce
11/10/2012 05:41 PM

bee

Subject Citizen comment on SWLRT-DEIS in St. Louis Park, MN

11/10/12
To whom it may concern:
I am writing a response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental

Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard to the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a
main freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the
SWLRT-DEIS does not address, but should, are the real-world impacts of this action on the
affected area.

My main concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS are as follows:

1.) The MN&S spur rail line is clearly unsafe as a main rail line.

2.) The grade crossing at 29th Street must stay open.

3.) Co-location with SWLRT and the TC&W’s current freight rail route through the
Kennelworth corridor is a viable, superior and cheaper option to freight re-route along the
MN&S.

4.) The freight re-route will result in a loss of property values along affected areas, particularly
the Birchwood neighborhood.

5.) The re-route will block street crossings and impede the response of emergency vehicles.

6.) The re-route will cause dramatic noise and safety issues by the High School. The proposed
“quiet zones” are not adequate mitigation to address this.

7.) The section of the SWLRT- DEIS that describes the noise and vibration study has flawed
methods and conclusions.

8.) Hennepin County did not encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which
affect the quality of the human environment concerning the re-route. L2

It is also important to note that none of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on
behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

While [ am personally pleased and grateful for the fact that the SWLRT- DEIS singles out my

family’s home as one of two that must be purchased, I am still outraged that this document does
not afford the same treatment of the other citizens of St. Louis Park who will be badly affected by
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this re-route. My wife (who has a disability) and others like her should not have their routes to
Methodist Hospital and Park Nicollet Clinic impeded by unnecessary train traffic. My lovely
daughter, and thousands of students like her should not have to endure a High School made
unnecessarily dangerous and noisy by the re-route. The freight re-rout should be prevented. If it
is forced on the community of St. Louis Park, at least 40 homes along the re-route should be
purchased and the area be turned into a greenway/bike path which would actually be a boon to
my city instead of blighting my neighborhood.

SWLRT is a great idea. The freight re-route is not, especially as it is dealt with in the
SWLRT-DEIS. We can do better for St. Louis Park. Much better.

Sincerely,

Brian Zachek

6108 Minnetonka Blvd,
St. Louis Park, MN 55416
052.922.9165
Brian.zachek@gmail.com

150



Comment#64

Lynne Stobhe To swcorrider@co.hennepin.mn.us, jacobsjeffrey@comcast.net,
<iynnestobbe@gmail .com> hallfinsip@gmail.com, Jake Spano
11/10/2012 09:04 PM <spanos|pcouncil@gmail.com>, suesanger@comcast.net,
. cc
bec

Subject Responding to Southwest Light-rail Transit Re-Route through
St. Louis Park

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am opposed to the freight rail re-route through St. Louis Park. When I first heard of this
proposal I thought this was nuts. Why would anyone in their right minds propose high levels of C
freight traffic through a neighborhood where the homes (Postage Size Lots) are very close to the
tracks? If a train de-railed it could potentially take out multiple homes and cause millions of
dollars in damage. Why would Hennepin County, and the State want this re-route when they had
just spent millions of dollars putting a bridge over Highway 7 at Wooddale, and then this re-route
would make that areas traffic impossible?

And why would anyone think it is OK to propose this re-route right through the center of the St.
Louis Park High School Campus - separating the school from the athletic fields - basically
dividing the campus in half. This whole process is politics run amok! There is a reason Gail
Dorfman is our ex major.

After what happened in the deadly train accident in Anoka in 2003, you would think that the
State, Hennepin County, the Federal Government, and the Railroad companies would take the
lessons of that accident, and apply it's concerns to this case.

In that accident four young people were killed in a train crossing (train/vehicle). The jury found
the railroad 90% responsible for the accident, and the families were awarded millions.

By putting this proposed freight rail re-route through St. Louis Park, Hennepin County, the State,
Federal Government, and the Railroad will be endangering the lives of our high school students,
and all of the families that live too close to this route.

According to the Department of Transportation:
"94% of all railroad crossing accidents are caused by risky behavior.” HELLO - do you know of
any high school students that participate in risky behavior? Teenagers = Risky Behavior.

"It can take a train a full mile or more to brake - even after it hits something." That's nearly 18
football fields to stop. Do you think any teenager that is late to football practice or to school
might try to dart in front of one of these trains to get to the athletic field or the school?

We who live near the high school routinely see the High School students duck under the railroad

gates to run across the tracks to McDonald's. The students also daily cross these tracks in their
cars to get to their student parking. With the proposed re-route, and longer trains this is more
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risk to our students.

"Nearly half of all rail crashes occur when the train is traveling under 30mph. Approximately
every two hours in the US a collision occurs between a train and either a vehicle or a pedestrian.’
That's 12 incidents a day, and Hennepin County, the State, Federal Government, and the

Railroad thinks it's OK to increase this risk percentage by putting this train re-route through the

middle of a high school campus. Very Risky - It will most likely cost lives,

We cannot have this re-route through St. Louis Park. NOTHING - not proposed walking paths,

biking paths, or even future light rail - can ever replace kids in our lives. This proposed rail
re-route will endanger way too many lives.

What [ have not addressed here is the impact this will have on the home values in St. Louis Park,

and our quality of life. Is the state prepared to spend millions to compensate us for our homes

losing value, livability, and the general impact this will have on the quality of our lives? Is the
State and the Railroad prepared to buy homes, sound proof, and replace window on many more

homes to compensate us on the damage to our homes environmentally, physically, and

financially?

Also lets not forget the total distrust the citizens of St. Louis Park have for Hennepin County

Commissioner Gail Dorfman. We have all heard of your promises to the rich elite neighborhood

of Minneapolis' affluent Kenwood neighborhood - this whole process has reminded me of

Lynne Stobbe

3056 Dakota Avenue South
St. Louis Park, MN. 55416
(952)922-0893

lynnestobbe@gmail.com

www.Shop.com/Stobbe

Earn 2-50% Cashback when you shop!
Over 35 million products.
Freedom/Control/Security

Making it yours through teamwork!
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Comment#6E

Jeffrey Mueiler To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<jefmueller@hotmail.com=> ce
11/11/2012 03:44 PM

bee

Subject Southwest LRT comment

To whom it may concern,

My name is Jeff Mueller and I'm a resident of St. Louis Park. I would like to make a few comments. 1 do
not live on the railroad tracks, but I know that it will impact me in two ways. Firstly, I live at 3129 Dakota
which is one street and a park away from the railroad tracks (essentially 2 streets if the park wasn't
there). Currently, I hear the trains (which honestly I find quite quaint), but more importantly I also feef
them. My house actually shakes whenever a train goes by even though I'm 2 streets away from the
tracks. How is the commission going to remediate for damage to people's home (that will most likely
occur) when there are a lot more trains passing by on a regular basis? I have a number of settling cracks
in my home that I can't prove were caused by the trains, but an increase in the frequency of trains will
surely cause more settling of my home (which shouldn't be settling at 70 years old). I don't have a
problem with the current number of trains passing by, but I fear that an increase will be detrimental to
the structure of my home. Secendly, I live by the high school where an increase in the number of trains
passing through on a regular basis will not only be dangerous to the students, but will also cause big
backups on Dakota. What is the commission planning on doing to remedy this situation?

I would like to firmly voice my opposition to an increase in trains in St. Louis Park. There is no reason C
that LRT can't reside next to the current train tracks and spare St. Louis Park residents damage to their
homes, an increase in noise, and an increase in traffic. Thanks for listening.

Respectfully, Jeff Mueller

P.5. T am not anti-light rail. In fact I can't wait to be able to jump a train to easily travel downtown and
beyond, hut there is a better way than the proposed train increase through St. Louis Park.
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Commentt#6¢€

"Greg Johnson" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<greg@bryantgraphics.com>

11/12/2012 09:56 AM

cc  <curtrahman@gmail.com>
bce

Subject s wlight rail line

To whom this may concern,

| am the owner of two buildings on Walker Street near the proposed upgrade of the Southwest Light
Rail Line project, 6500 and 6504. | am also the owner of the business, Bryant Graphics Inc., which

operates out of those buildings. Bryant Graphics is a highly technical commercial printing company C
which employs eighteen full time employees.

My [our) concern ahout the project is the amount of ground vibration which may transfer into our
buildings from the proposed increase in traffic and speed of the trains. Neither of our buildings have
basements to minimize these factors. | would like to see any studies that have been done or proposed
addressing this situation. We are also concerned with the noise coming from the train warning horns.
Questions being, how loud, and how often.

Please respond to these concerns by phone at my personal number 952-947-5914 or by this e-mail or
by letter or by in person meeting.

Thank you.

Greg Johnson

Bryant Graphics

6504 Walker Street

St louis Park, MN 55426

Ph 952-836-1401
Fx 952-927-6340
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To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with Safety (3-
132 and 133) causes me the greatest concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the proposed re-
route is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about the MN&S, which
make it undesirable as a freight, rail main line. The reasons the MN&S is an unsafe main rail line
include, but are not limited to the following:

*  Multiple grade level crossings

*  Proximity to St. Louis Park schools, homes and businesses - many are closer than the length
of a rail car

*  Number of pedestrians who transverse crossing every day

.* Permeable soil under MN&S

* Medical emergency response hindered when crossings are blocked - only one fire station
has emergency medical response (page 80)

* Tight Curves. Derailments are more likely to occur on curves than on straight track

*  Hazardous materials are being carried on the rail line without sufficient right of way.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of 5t. Louis Park.

Name: 6&06/1 \,}CLGO[O?}O/?
Address: ;2(?0 8 D&{<O'm /q*l}é :
City/State/zip: St Low's /%Lf kIO 55%/¢

Comment#67
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6wen \Ja Cob son

X908 Dalcpta Ave.

St low's fark MN 5SS
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NOV 1 32012

_—

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
ATIN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

BY:
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Comment#6E€

"Snuff" <snuff@q.com> To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
11/13/2012 11:562 AM cc
bce

Subject Comment on the Proposed Freight Train Rerouting

Te Whom It May Concern:

Please find attached my signed letter of comment on the proposed freight train rerouting to the MN&S line.
Thank you for your interest.

Sincerely,

Edith Nosow
3031 Brunswick Avenue S.
St. Louis Park, MN 55416

Tel.: 952-926-0890
E-mail: snuff@g.com
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Edith Nosow

3031 Brunswick Avenue §.
St. Louis Park, MN 55416
Navember 13, 2012

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Ave. So. Suite 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Southwest Light Rail Transit project, which includes the rerouting of freight traffic to St. Louis Park.

! have attended a community meeting organized by the non-partisan, non-profit group Safety in the Park
and support their stance in favor of a co-location of the light rail and freight traffic instead of rerouting
the freight traffic to the current MN&S line.

Chapter 3 deals with the social effects of the project. it states that freight rail relocation is the best
option. However, the full impact on 5t. Louis Park and the attitudes of those impacted there are
ignored. The study says that there would be no fand use changes in the area of the freight relocation
and deals in depth with social impacts in other areas but does not deal with the social, economic, or
safety impacts on the area of the proposed freight rail relocation. Furthermore, the DEIS fails even to
mention the likely impact on wildlife that currently inhabits the area between the park to the east of the
MN&S ling, the railway line itself, and the adjacent properties to the west; namely, deer, rahbits, and
the occasional coyote.

As proposed and described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3, the action would involve rebuilding a little-
known, lightly used spur line into a main freight rail line, which would initially allow a 788% increase of
rail car traffic. The re-route would at least triple the number of daily operations. The number of cars
and length of trains would increase many times. The composition of train cargo would change 1o
include hazardous substances. The noise levels from the necessarily increased numbers of locomotives,
squealing of the wheels, and use of horns, as well as vibrations from lohger, faster, heavier trains would
have a serious negative impact on the quality of life of those of us living, working, and attending school
along the line, not only during the day but at night. Recently, when the line was being repaired at night,
I was awakened by trains on more than one occasion. The occasianal heavy vibrations during the day
that startle me are tolerable. | would not wish any increase in noise or vibration, either in terms of my
well-being and that of my neighbors or possible structural damage to our homes.

My property abuts the raised MN&S line. My garage is only about 30 feet from the MN&S line, down a
steep embankment; and my house is only 100 feet away. The idea of having to live with a constant
subconscious fear of a derailed train crushing me and my home, let alone the possible damage caused
by hazardous freight, is intolerable. And, of course, the property values of those businesses and homes
bordering the line in this heavily populated area would be bound to fall significantly. One does not wish
to live in constant fear of losing one’s life investment.

L2
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Edith Nosow
Page 2

I am also concerned about the other safety considerations. The portion of the report dealing with Safety
{3-132 and 133) makes only passing reference to safety in connection with the proposed freight
rerouting, Some of the safety issues involved with such a rerouting are the multiple grade-level
crossings, the number of pedestrians crossing the tracks each day, and hindered medical emergency
respense when the crossings are blocked, the latter of which would occur far more with the proposed
freight rerouting anto the MN&S line.

Considering also the increased cost of about $123 million, a large portion of which would have to be
horne by the taxpayers of Hennepin County, to effect the freight rerouting as opposed to a co-location, |
would advocate that the DEIS and the entire plan for this project be reassessed. As currently proposed,
the project would inflict profound and enduring damage to communities in both St. Ltouis Park and
Minneapolis. As a member of the St. Louis Park community, | agree with the city’s position that light rail
would be an asset to the entire community, but not at the cost of the serious negative impact on the
neighborhoods in St. Louis Park that would be inevitable should the freight lines be rerouted to the
MN&S line.

Sincerely,

E s M geor—

Edith Nosow

Tel.: 952-926-0820
E-mail: snuff@g.com
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Comment#6¢<

mike novak To <sweorridor@co hennepin.mn.us>
<novak48@hotmail.com> ce
11/14/2012 09:33 AM

bece

Subject Please choose Route 3c-1

I'm a frequent Light Rail rider and supporter. I'm originally from Fargo, and spent many years in Chicago.
I've been in Minneapolis for 2 years, and can't fathom why there isn't more support for light rail A
expansion. It's so important to keep our city on the cutting edge, and stay competitive with other cites of
similar size,

I believe that route 3c-1 is the best choice. It would serve the most people, and has the potential to take
the most cars off the road.

The train has to be where people want to go, rather than where it's easiest to build. Take the route down
the center of the city no matter how difficult or the cost. Future generations will thank us!

Sending the route down Nicollet, then heading west on Lake would serve the cities needs best. There is a
high concentration of business, and people there.

The other routes don't seem to make a whole lot of sense to me.

Keep me informed about how I can influence the route to go this way. Ll

Mike Novak
Minneapolis
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Thomas P Cremons

3035 Brunswick Ave. So.
St. Louis Park, MN 55416
Nov. 10, 2012

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Ave. So. Suite 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Southwest Light Rail Transit project which includes the rerouting of freight traffic
in St. Louis Park. [ believe that the study is seriously flawed, was based largely on
political considerations, and ignores or minimizes the damages which will be caused to
communities, both in St. Louis Park and in Minneapolis. My objections include the
following,

Chapter 3 deals with the social effects of the project. It states that freight rail relocation is
the best option. This conclusion was driven by political considerations and motivated by
a need to appease affluent, politically well connected interests in Minneapolis and
overcome their objections to the disruption that light rail operations would create in their
neighborhoods. The full impact on St. Louis Park and the attitudes of those impacted
there are ignored. The study says that there would be no land use changes in the area of
the freight relocation and deals in depth with social impacts in other areas but does not
deal with the social, economic, or safety impacts in the area of the proposed freight rail
relocation,

The document says that LRT would not affect community cohesion in the Kenilworth
corridor but does not take into consideration the difference in frequency between light
rail and freight rail or the traffic and parking issues that will be created by light rail in this
neighborhood. The section on the co-location alternative expresses concern for changes
to the character of the neighborhood due to co-location but ignores the facts that this
route has, historically been a wide rail corridor and rail yard and that the major disruption
will be caused by the increased noise, frequency of operation, traffic problems and
parking problems caused by the addition of light rail to the corridor, not by the existing
level of freight operations.

The section on freight rail relocation (p.60) states that “Since the MN&S is an active
freight rail corridor and the relocation of TC&W traffic to the MN&S would add only a
stnall increase in freight rail traffic, significant impacts to community cohesion along the

Commentt7C

L2

El
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MN&S would not be anticipated”, This is a blatant distortion of the facts. The re-route
would, at least, triple the number of daily operations. The number of cars and length of

trains would increase many times. The composition of train cargo would change to E 1
include hazardous substances, Once the connections to the main rail lines are built, traffic
along the MN&S could increase to levels not foreseen by the study and limited only by
rail traffic patterns, the economy, and the needs of the railroads. The speed and weight of
the trains and resulting noise and vibration would increase. Safety of children in the parks
along the MN&S and the students in the schools along the MN&S would be reduced. The
families living along the MN&S would see a decline in their quality of life, the safety of
their homes and the liveability of their neighborhoods. In fact, community cohesion
would be impacted in a very negative way.

The section on safety of the MN&S corridor (p.130) uses historical data to minimize the
possibility or impacts of derailments, chemical spilis, etc. but does not take into account
the increased risk due to faster, longer, or more frequent trains, nor does it take into
account changing compositions of the loads on these trains. Further, it fails to
acknowledge that when the MN&S is connected to the main freight lines, the freight
traffic may increase far beyond the levels currently anticipated.

Chapter 4 deals with the noise and vibration impacts on residences along the MN&S line
and claims that there would be no impact on most of these residences. The studies used to
support these conclusions are based on current operations. They do not take into account i
the increased weight or speed of the trains or the increased power required to pull these
longer, faster, heavier trains. Nor do they deal with the expanded hours of operation.
Many of these trains will be passing very close to residences in the middle of the night. I
believe that this is indeed a significant impact. The only mitigation proposed is quiet
zones at crossings and welded rail. Neither will address the noise or vibration of multiple
diesel engines pulling heavy loads around corners and up hills or the squealing of train
wheels. Train engineers are free to ignore the quiet zones if they feel that safety is
compromised and the presence of several blind curves and multiple crossings will cause
them to do so.

Chapter S deals with the economic impact of the project but fails to address the economic
impact on families or businesses along the MN&S corridor which will see a decline in the
value of their properties due to increased freight traffic. This is an area primarily of
working class people and retirees, many of whom have already been harmed by the
housing crisis and recession and can not afford any more economic setbacks. In addition,
homes near the proposed LRT corridor in Minneapolis face a potential loss of value due
to frequent LRT trains, parking issues,-and increased traffic trying to access the LRT.
These are real economic impacts.

Chapter 11 deals with the evaluation of alternatives. One justification for relocating
freight rail is that retention of freight rait in the Kenilworth Corridor would divide
neighborhoods while SWLRT would “bring the areas together.” It is a stretch to see how
LRT with its multiple tracks and frequent operations would not further divide the
neighborhoods. The increased freight traffic will certainly divide neighborhoods in St.
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Louis Park, but this is ignored. The document uses the rationale that co-location would
require the removal of “over 60 units of primarily high quality, high income” housing as
a reason to opt for freight relocation. It glosses over the fact that freight rail relocation
will cost tens of millions in rail construction, far more than the cost of acquiring the 60
housing units. It does not account for the costs of any real mitigation along the MN&S
tracks. It fails to account for the loss of quality of life and safety for hundreds of not quite
so high income people in St. Louis Park. This smacks of economic chauvinism.

Chapter 12 is concerned with community involvement and input. When the proposed
route was being selected and the prospect of freight rail relocation was raised, people
who wanted to comment on or object to the freight relocation portion of the project were
told that freight rail relocation was a separate issue and that they would not be allowed to
comment on that issue. St. Louis Park representatives on the Project Management Teams
were consistently ignored when they raised objections to freight relocation or asked for
real mitigation. Resolutions of the St. Louis Park City Council have been ignored and
elected city officials have been demeaned in meetings of Hennepin County
commissioners. In fact, only some input was welcome.

I feel that for the above reasons and many more, the DEIS and the entire plan for this
project need to be reassessed. Light rail, if done correctly and with consideration for the
communities impacted, can be a very positive development. As currently proposed, the
project will do profound and long lasting damage to communities in both St. Louis Park
and Minneapolis.

Sincerely,

reweere P

Thomas P. Cremons

163

L2



mferna10
Text Box
L2


Thomas P. Cr_em(-ms' ; Foa P’ MINNE(—‘\PQLIS MN
; 3035 Brunswick Ave. So. o 1\0\«
: S - NT'
at” St Louis Park, MIN 55416 7’ VW aildil o sraras. ¥MoU
2 7 3NIT 0311040 1¥ 0104 ‘SS3HA0V NHNL3Y 3H1 40
1HOIH SHL O1 3dOT3IANS 40 dOL LV HINOULS 30V 1d

o 55415 00101269 12

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works and
Transit

Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Ave. So. Suite 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415




Commentt71]

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota,

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a lttle known, Hghtly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real warld impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail trains blocking street crossings (6-38 and 39) causes me the greatest concern. In the SWLRT-
DEIS we are told the blocked crossings will not cause significant travel or safety issues. To the
consultant sitting miles away the increase may seem insignificant, but to residents who must travel
the area and rely on quick responses from emergency vehicles the 580% increase in blocked crossing
time is unacceptable.

A supposed benefit of the proposed re-route is explained in chapter 1, pages 11 and 12 of the
SWLRT-DEIS. According to the document Twin City and Western {TCW) freight trains will regularly
travel north of 5¢. Louis Park into Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope. When the trains travel north
they will have to cross Cedar Lake Road; however, no data is given for the impact of this blocked
crossing,

Issues about blocked crossings not dealt with in the SWLRT-DEIS mciude but are not hmlted to the
following:

*  Effects of muitiple blocked crossings on residents’ ability to move freely about their
~ neighborhood _ L
*  Amount of time it takes congestion to clear once a train has passed.
o Making turns from one street to another with backed up traffic
o Pedestrian safety as traffic clears
*  Possibility that trains will be going slower than the “worst case scenario” in the EAW ~
Trains often stop at McDonald’s for train crews to have a break. When they resume travel
they will NOT be going 10 mph.
*  Medical response times can be affected
o Narrow side streets will be blocked with waiting automaohiles
o Only one fire station has medical response
*  When train volumes increase what will be done to atleviate auto traffic congestion

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is bemg
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of 5t. Louis Park.

Name: /gQ-t‘d ‘{’(AQ—L‘W\.
Addressfﬁ70[ é’tE)(@ﬁMD A\/g
C:ty/State/zap f}" CCU i ﬁ VMZ{L Mik(, 5‘(:)’4 / Q

Telephone:_54:5- 4.’94 %ﬁlﬂa E-Mail:_ShaR{An! Z@)é& ;;&.‘;BLJJO\%
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Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transi
ATTN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415 :
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_sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to be evaluated.
Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following:

Comment#7z |

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly nsed spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail noise and safety at the High School {Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest concern, The
unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35 feet of the High
School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed. When the High School
is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no point in the SWLRT -DEIS are the negative
impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and safety of the students at St.
Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even be considered the cost of

¢ Aplan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing
How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed

*  How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy. 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge. o

. * . How will the added vibration of longer, heavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
investment the school makes in technology is not lost.
; * . -How will the safety hazards of blind crossmgs, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
' proximity be eliminated
. *  How will a derailment be prevented So our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Louis Park School Board on
behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name-EZ‘k( l(e(\(Z—

Address: /Q?f)f //'D(O‘[LAJD A«lé
Clty/State/mpé,( LW\S ﬂ&(& NI\C ‘55‘/ /
Telephone:. Q ‘)9~ 5)’5‘ ﬂ(W B-Mail;_& i
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Comment#7:

Morizio Thomas To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<Thomas.Morizio@acistmedi _ <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
cal.com> cc

Sent by: Scheuble Vici

<Vici.Scheuble@acistmedical. bce

com> Subject Southwest LRT

11/15/2012 08.56 AM

Helio!
Attached please find the response from ACIST Medical Systems in regards to the Southwest
LRT. :

Thank you.

Regards,

Vici Scheuble

Office Supervisor

ACIST Medical Systems

7905 Fuller Road

Eden Prairie, MN 55344

Direct: 952.995.9373

Cell: 952.412.9455

Fax: 612.656.2981
Vici.scheuble@acistmedical.com

.I uﬂi‘ﬁ[a_f'ﬁ[. SYSTEMSE

The information contained in this e-mail and any attachments is confidential and may also e prvileged I you are not the named
recipient prease notify the sender immediately and delete it from your files. Do not disclose the contents to any otlier person. usa it
{for any puspose. or store or copy the information in any meduin.
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v/ MEDICAL SYSTEMS

November 15, 2012
To Whom it May Concern:

On behalf of ACIST Medical Systems, we believe that the proposed Southwest Light Rail
Transit (LRT) line, serving Eden Prairie, Minnetonka, Edina, Hopkins, St. Louis Park,
Minneapolis Neighborhoods, and downtown Minneapolis is a great idea. We are not only
excited about this proposal, but we believe that it will expand our business by allowing
people who do not have the means of individual transportation to have accessibility to
ACIST Medical Systems. The proposed LRT is not only a good way in expanding
accessibility to ACIST Medical Systems, but will lead to a healthier environment, something
ACIST Medical Systems takes with great pride.

We have a number of employees that would possibly take this new source of transportation
to work; however, we are uncertain of one thing. Will local transportation be available for
individuals to and from their place of employment in the Eden Prairie area? We anticipate
this may be a concern for other businesses in the area and would look to our Chamber of
Commerce, Eden Prairie Government Offices and Southwest Transit to address this issue
and provide feedback to the community.

[f you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.
Best Regards,

Thomas Morizio

President and Chief Operating Officer
ACIST Medical Systems

7905 Fuller Road

Eden Prairie, MN 55344

office: (952) 995-9311

mobile; (612) 802-5221
thomas.morizio@acistmedical.com

7905 Fuller Road - Eden Prairie - Minnasota 55344 - 888 667-6648 - Fax: 952 041-4648 - www.acist.com - Bracco Group
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Commentt#74

Richard Adair ‘ To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<adair001@umn.edu>

11/15/2012 09:35 AM

cc

bce

Subject Penn Av station

Why build an expensive and geographically difficult station at Penn?

Simply put, the reward is greater than the price. The intersection of Penn Av and 394 is THE
prime example of a place begging for high-density development along the entire Green Line. It’s I 2
close to downtown, the perfect place for a kiss-and-ride drop off before the traffic nightmare
caused by the 394 tunnel, has plenty of unused space, and it’s beautiful.

Downtown Minneapolis was built on a flat plain next to St. Anthony Falls. It lacks the dramatic
setting of Chicago, Duluth, or even St. Paul. The surrounding hills are covered with
single-family houses, golf courses, and cemeteries—except this one. I invite you to pull off at
the Penn exit and and watch the glass towers of downtown fire up with color at sunset, serve as a
backdrop for a rising full moon, or be enveloped by steam on a below-zero morning. It's a
spectacular place that will inevitably attract high-density housing and restaurants—if there is a
station nearby. Go for it!

Richard Adair

200 Upton Av S, Minneapolis, MN 55405
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Comment# 7t

arthur higinbotham To swcorridor <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<ghiginbotham@msn.com> -
11/15/2012 10:26 AM

bece

Subject SWLRT DEIS Commentary

Subject: Comments on SWLRT, Section 3.0 Saocial Effects
Date: Thu, 15 Nov 2012 16:19:12 +0000

Please consider the following commentary:

"The DEIS for the SWLRT shows an aerial bridge for the LRT over Cedar Lake Parkway on the southeast

corner of Cedar Lake. This steel and and concrete structure will rise 43 feet above grade and will be E8
visible to CIDNA, Kenwood and West Calhoun residences as well as to canoeists and kayakers on Cedar
Lake. It also violates the Minneapolis Shoreline Overlay Crdinance, which prohibits structures of more
than 35 feet or two and a half stories above grade around the chain of lakes. Rising at 4.8% grade, the
approaches will block the views of residences for 900 feet an either side of the intersection. Bicyclists and
pedestrians using the Kenilworth trail will have their park experience reduced by following this bridge and
its approaches for one-third of a mile. The structure will broadcast the noise from over 250 LRT trains O 1
daily to residents and recreational users of the area, particularly in the narrow portion of the Kenilworth

corridor between W. Lake Street and the Cedar/Isles channel.

Grade separation at Cedar Lake Parkway is essential to prevent traffic back-ups around the Chain of

Lakes and interruption of bicyclist and pedestrian flow, but an aerial overpass is not the way to go. E8
Running the LRT in an exposed trench does not solve the visibility and noise problem, and running the
parkway over a partially depressed trench will make it impossible to connect with Burnham Road and
Sunset Boulevard, impairing emergency vehicle access to residences along Cedar Lake. The best solution

is a cut-and-cover tunnel extending from the Lake Street viaduct to north of the Cedar/Isles channel, G 2
becoming a bored funnel to go beneath that channel."

Arthur E. Higinbotham

CIDNA Board Transportation Co-chair
3431 5t. Louis Av.

Minneapolis 55416

Tel.: 612-926-9399

Occupation: Retired
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Commentt7e€

arthur higinbotham To swcorridor <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<ahiginbotham@msn.com> ce
11/15/2012 10:36 AM

bee

Subject DEIS Commentary on SWLRT

Economic Justice, Section 10, fails to recognize that the 1A and 3A routes fail to provide direct
transportation to the southwest suburbs for residents ot the TMZ population districts in Uptown M 5
Minneapolis, without having to make a connection by bus or car to the W. Lake Street station on the
already saturated Lake St./Excelsior Boulevard corridor. This same Section 10 touts these routes as
providing reverse commuting opportunies for residents of North Minneapolis, failing to recognize that
North Minneapolis residents would be much better served by the Bottineau line to take them to places of
employment in Plymouth and Robbinsdale, which are much closer to their places of residence than
Hopkins, Minnetonka or Eden Prairie. &

Arthur E. Higinbotham 3431 St. Louis Av. Minneapolis, Mn. 55416 Tel.: 612-926-9399
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Commentt#77

Sharon Lehrman To swcomidor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<sharoniehrman@yahoo.com

- ¢C Sue Sanger <suesanger@comcast.net>, Anne'Mavity

<annemavityslp@comcast.net>, Susan Santa

11/15/2012 11:26 AM <susansanta@aol.com>, Jeffrey Jacobs
Please respond to bee

Sharon Lehrman . .
<sharonlehrman@yahoo.com> Subject statement about DEIS and the SLP freight reroute

Helio my name is Sharon Lehrman. I grew up in the Birchwood
neighborhood of St Louis Park (SLP) in a home on 27th and Xenwood that
my parents owned for almost 50 years. My husband and I are
homeowners of 18 years in the same neighborhood at 2610 Vernon Ave S.
There's a special bond and pride for those of us who grew up here in SLP.
You may have seen the Nov. 6 article in the NY Times called Minnesota
Mirror written by Pulitzer prize winner, author, and columnist Thomas
Friedman. He came here to look at the election through the window of his
hometown of St. Louis Park. Tommy is also an old family friend and we
graduated together from SLP high school. He often talks about how
growing up in SLP is the anchor and moral compass that keeps him
grounded and "normal." AS A PERSON WHO GREW UP HERE, LIVED IN
CA, and came back, I can say there really is something about MN nice. C
I AM VERY WORRIED THAT THE REROUTING OF FREIGHT TRAINS IS

CONSIDERED A DONE DEAL. In a Nov. 4 Star Tribune article our mayor
Jeff Jacobs is quoted as saying opposing the freight reroute "is like being L4
opposed to winter--you can oppose it but it's coming." And in a Nov. 13
Star Tribune article Commissioner Gail Dorfman is quoted as saying "I
think this is a win-win for St. Louis Park in all respects, as long as we
adequately mitigate for the freight rail." I just don't see how THIS IS A
WIN WIN FOR SLP and that's why I'm sending this email. THIS WILL COST
taxpayers at least $123M more than co-location in the Kenilworth corridor
not inculding any additional cost of mitigation. Why has full mitigation
been omitted from the DEIS plan for the reroute?

But the most IMPORTANT ISSUE for me IS THAT THE REROUTE it is a
disaster waiting to happen. This really comes down to the safety of our
residents.

I am asking those of you who will have the power to make this decision,
how will you feel when the first SLP high school student is killed and the
first car is hit on Library Lane because those extra long trains don't have
time to stop and the first derailment spills railcars into the backyards of
those homes along the tracks because there's not an adequate safety
buffer? Will you be there to console those parents, those families, and
those residents? Will you be able to sleep at night knowing you made this
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See Comment #75 for Comment#7¢
Theme Delineations

arthur higinbotham To swecorridor <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<ahiginbotham@msn.com=> :

11/15/2012 10:36 PM

cc
bce
Subject SWLRT DEIS Commentary

Subject: Comments on SWLRT, Section 3.0 Social Effects
Date: Thu, 15 Nov 2012 16:19:12 +0000

Please consider the following commentary:

"The DEIS for the SWLRT shows an aerial bﬁdge for the LRT over Cedar Lake Parkway on the southeast
corner of Cedar Lake. This steel and and concrete structure will rise 43 feet above grade and will be
visible to CIDNA, Kenwood and West Calhoun residences as well as to canoeists and kayakers on Cedar
Lake. It also violates the Minneapolis Shoreline Overlay Ordinance, which prohibits structures of more
than 35 feet or two and a haif stories above grade around the chain of lakes. Rising at 4.8% grade, the
approaches will block the views of residences for 900 feet on either side of the intersection. Bicyclists and
pedestrians using the Kenilworth trail will have their park experience reduced by following this bridge and
its approaches for one-third of a mile. The structure will broadcast the noise from over 250 LRT trains
daily to residents and recreational users of the area, particularly in the narrow portion of the Kenitworth
corridor between W. Lake Street and the Cedar/Isles channel.

Grade separation at Cedar Lake Parkway is essential to prevent traffic back-ups around the Chain of
Lakes and interruption of bicyclist and pedestrian flow, but an aerial overpass is not the way to go.
Running the LRT in an exposed trench does not solve the visibility and noise problem, and running the
parkway over a partially depressed trench will make it impossibie to connect with Burnham Road and
Sunset Boulevard, impairing emergency vehicle access to residences along Cedar Lake. The best solution
is a cut-and-cover tunnel extending from the Lake Street viaduct to north of the Cedar/IsIes channel,
becoming a bored tunnel to go beneath that channel.”

Arthur E. Higinbotham

CIDNA Board Transportation Co-chair
3431 St. Louis Av.

Minneapolis 55416

Tel.: 612-926-9399

Occupation: Retired
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Commentt7¢€

harrybaxter@comcast.net To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
11/16/2012 01:03 PM cc

bee

Subject Routes through St. Louis Park

| was present at the meeting in SLP on November 14th and have never in

my life heard so much NIMBY tarted up as cant on safety. What the Safety A
in the Park protest amounts to is that of course they are in favor of light rail
as long as someone else, preferably the people who already have the
noise and vibration, take all the additional inconvenience as well. Taking

at face value data from a 13-year-old study which they themselves cite in
their propaganda pamphlet, let me make one point. If you add an LRT
train every 15 minutes to a 20-fold increase in freight traffic, there will be
precious little of either neighborhood accessible without huge detours,
because the traffic jams as the rail line crosses Wooddale will stretch from
Target to Louisiana and make a mockery of the money already invested in
the junction of Wooddale and Highway 7, as well as the proposed
expenditures for the junction of Highway 7 and Louisiana. It's time those
people took their fair share of the sacrifices for the "progress"” which they
so piously endorse.
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From:
To:
Date:

Subiject:

Comment#8C

SWcorridor/Hennepin To
Sent by: Adele C
Hall/PW/Hennepin ce

bcec

01/16/2013 03:20 PM )
Subject Fw: maps for Glenwood Ave area

Peter Roos <plroos@msn.com>

"Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us" <Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us>
11/09/2012 04:52 PM

Re: maps for Glenwood Ave area

Thanks Kerri

I did see those and they are certainly helpful - We are also interested in seeing anything
regarding the proposed construction of Border Avenue as a through street to Glenwood - P6
realizing that has not probably been designed at this point...

We will attend the public hearing next week and speak briefly with more detailed written
comments to follow before the December deadline.

Thanks again!

Sent from my iPhone
Peter L Roos
Roos and Associates

On Nov 9, 2012, at 4:14 PM, Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us wrote:

Peter -

In response to your voicemail looking for more detailed maps of the proposed SW LRT line in the
vicinity of Glenwood Ave, | would refer you to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
that is currently available for public comment. The DEIS is available on the Southwest Transitway

website at www.southwesttransitway.org. I 2

The section you are most likely to be interested in is Appendix F - Part 1 - Conceptual
Engineering Drawings. Pages 60 and 61 of that section show the Locally Preferred Alternative
alignment in the area around Glenwood Avenue. | hope that these maps meet your needs for
more detailed information. | would remind you that they are very early engineering drawings and
will be refined by the Met Council through the Preliminary Engineering and Final Design

processes.

Thanks for your interest in the Southwest DEIS. | would also encourage you to continue to review
the Southwest Transitway DEIS and submit comments on the DEIS during the public comment
period. Comments received during the comment period, which extends through December 11,
2012, will be forwarded to the Met Council and FTA and will be addressed during Preliminary

Engineering (PE) and the Final EIS.
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Kerri Pearce Ruch

Principal Planning Analyst | Housing, Community Works and Transit

701 Fourth Avenue South - Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 | MC L608

office: 612.348.3080 | mobile: 612.919.6056 | kerri.pearce.ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us

Disclaimer: Information in this message or an attachment may be government data and thereby
subject to the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13, may
be subject to attorney-client or work product privilege, may be confidential, privileged, proprietary,
or otherwise protected, and the unauthorized review, copying, retransmission, or other use or
disclosure of the information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, please immediately notify the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete
this message from your computer system.
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Sara Hackenmueller

com>
11/20/2012 11:16 AM

Thank you.

Sara K. Hackenmueller
13560 Technology Drive #1119
Eden Prairie, MN 55344

<sara.hackenmueller@gmail.

To

cc

bce
Subject

sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

Comment on the Southwest Corridor

Comment#81
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To the Federal Transit Administration, the Hennepin County Regional Railroad
Authority and Metropolitan Council:

My name is Sara Hackenmueller and | live at the Southwest Station
Condominiums, address: 13560 Technology Drive, Eden Prairie, MN 55344, The
property will directly be impacted by the light rail. if the line begins at Mitchell
Road to extend to the Southwest Transit Station. Chapter 4: Environmental
Effects, Page 4-88, ID: 3-A, Description: Segment 3 between Mitchell Station and

Southwest Station, Land Use Category: 2, Severe Impacts Land (Units): 1 (91).
The Draft Environmental Impact Study does not name Southwest Station

N3

Condominiums specifically, but there are 91 Units in one of the buildings of our
complex, including my condo which faces Highway 5. Our property was built on
a large expanse of wetlands that expanded at least one mile to the northeast and
several miles to the southwest. [t underwent extensive development to deal with
the weak compressible organic soils. Studies and testing must be completed in
order to maintain the integrity of the soil and all of the buildings on the property.
| am very concerned about the proximity of the light rail to the property: we will
face many issues with vibration and noise. Another concern is the increase of
traffic that will occur on Technology Drive, especially with the property set
between two of the largest stations on the Southwest Corridor route: Mitchell
Station and Southwest Transit Station. | do utilize the Southwest Transit Station
every day to get to work and | appreciate the goal to move Minnesota forward
with alternative forms of public transportation. | thank you for this opportunity
to express my concerns and | hope proper studies and testing will be completed
on our property and any issues are successfully mitigated.

Sincerely,

Tore T Hoorarrictls

Sara K. Hackenmueller
13560 Technology Drive
#1119

Eden Prairie, MN 55344
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Commentt#8z

Paula Evensen To "swecarridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”
<paulaevensen@yahoo.com> <swceorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>, Anne Mavity
11/20/2012 07:35 PM <AnneMavitySLP@comcast.net>

cc

Please respond to
Paula Evensen bec
<paulaevensen@yahoo.com>

Subject trains

To: Met Council, Federal Transit Authority, St Louis Park City Council,

I 'understand a speaker was booed at a meeling here in St Louis Park. Despicable. This is
why those of us who disagree with Safety In The Park stay away from meelings.

[live al 6321 W. 37th SL. [ have a RR lrack in front of my house going east and west and
another track one hall block away going north and south. Often times there are trains
sitling on the east west track. They might sit there for days. One day this summer there
was a train engine idling In fronl of my house for over FIVL HOURS. It starled before | got
up that morning and went on til lunch time. My whole house was rumbling for FIVE HOURS.
[ tried Lo holler and wave my arms to tell then to move but they didn’t see me. The noise 06
was making me insane and the diesel fumes were making me nauseous. The kids and |
couldn’l slay outside. | was aboul lo call 911 to tell them to move the lrain when it finally Q2
left. If we have any power Lo nfluence the RR during this light rail process we musl keep

the trains moving right through!

We need Lo remove the switching wye so lrains move through our fine cily without Ql
slopping. [and starting and slopping and switching and stopping and starling. |

My home, with a track in front | actually 3 tracks in front] and another track one half
block away, will have a Lighl Rall station one and one half blocks the other direction. This
will give me lighl rail trains and whistles every 7 Lo 10 minutes. Don't tell me someone else
will be affected by trains more than my neighbors and me. 0K, excepl for the folks in the
lownhouse that would nced lo be removed in Mpls. How the SITP people can recommend
tearing down somcone else’'s home so they won'l gel lrains by their home confounds me.

Speaking of light rail slations, [ believe the three stations near my home would be very
unsafe if freighl and lighl rail Lrains were running alongside each olher. St Louis Park
doesn’l have many north soulh reads. Louisiara, Wooddale and Belt Linc Blvd will each have
a light rail station. Do we really want light rail, light rail passengers, freight rail, a trail,
cars, school buses, fire engines and pedesirians competing at these mtersections? Wow.

If the Lrains were Lo be rerouled, there would be a turn very near my home as well. We
musl be vigilant to ensure this turn is as sale and quiet as possible. The reroute wouid C
afford us the opporlunity to use new technology to improve all lracks involved We musl
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focus our attention on the necessary miligations we can do to make the reroute safe near
our High School, our roadways and our neighborhoods.

Thank you

Paula Bvensen

6321 W. 37th St

SLP 55416

952-924-0519
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"shorrock” To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<shorrock@visi.com> ce
11/20/2012 08:41 PM

bece

Subject Noise levels quoted by the DEIS

E4

| live at Calhoun Isles 55416 40 ft from the track. The DEIS reports that ambient noise is 44dB. The LRT
will raise this to 114dB due mainly to wheel squeal on the curve of the track. This level of noise is

equivalent to a Rock band or a Steel Mill and is at human pain threshold. For trains passing at every 3 O 1 .
minutes this is not socially acceptable. An alternative to mitigate it like a covered trench should be
investigated. Even a single bi directional track where trains can go at 50mph and not 25mph would be 06

possible, Such an investigation should be done. Regards. John Sharrock.

lohn Sharrock
shorrock@visi.com
612-730-3602
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Commentt#84

NOV 21 2012
|BY:

November 14, 2012

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

704 4" Avenue S., Ste 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight
rail re-route in St. Louis Park, MN.

The DEIS impact study does not address all of the concerns of the residents of St. Louis Park,

especially those residents that live directly by the tracks. The DEIS study indicated that there C
will be no impact to the homeowners. How can that be true? No reference was made for noise, L 4
vibrations, safety, loss of home value, quality of life, mitigation costs, etc. What are the benefits
to St. Louis Park residents if the freight trains are re-routed here. As I see it, there are no
practical benefits for the City of St. Louis Park or her residents. Have you looked down the road
in 10 to 15 years and logically thought through what this will do to the community of St. Louis
Park. Will St. Louis Park still be a quiet community to raise a family? Or, a community with
loud, noisy freight trains passing through at 25 mph with no consideration for the homeowners.
Just this past week, four disabled veterans in Midland, TX were killed and 17 seriously injured
by a freight train during a parade to celebrate their service. What is the possibility that this
incident could happen here in our city? Would a prospective buyer buy a home in St. Louis Park
or send their children to a school with a number of freight trains going by daily. Did the County
believe this re-route would be acceptable to the residents of St. Louis Park and we should just
live with the noise, vibration, loss of home value, etc.?

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park, on behalf of her residents, is
being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is important to maintain the safety,
livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Eveline Haag

2937 Brunswick Avenue So.
St. Louis Park, MN 55416
952-922-7649
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Eveline Haag
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St. Louis Park, MN 55416 IAMPIEnAAC B T v DD

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

704 4th Avenue S., Ste 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415
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Comment#8E

NOV 21 2012

e b i -

——

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail cars trafficc. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with loss of {
property value in the re-route area should be in Chapter 9: Indirect Impacts, but it is not, and this
causes me great concern. The SWLRT-DEIS does not mention the impact of re-routed freight trains
from a main line fright corridor to a bridge line on property values of the re-route area. Freight rail
re-routes are not exclusive to Minnesota and the cost of the re-routes to residents has been
documented. For example, according to an article in a 2001 issue of The Appraisal Journal bringing
additional freight rail traffic to an area will negatively affect properties 250’ feet from the rail tracks
by 5-7%. All of the ﬂroperties along the MN&S are well with in 250°. Based on this article one can
conclude that property values along the MN&S will drop more than 7%. Two major questions arise
that are not addressed in the SWLRT-DEIS. First, what happens to the tax base of St. Louis Park when
the drop in value is realized? Second, how are property owners who lose value because of this
government action going to be compensated for their loss? It is unreasonable for the Hennepin
County to ask any resident to pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

Name: Cfl C W\'(/(bxlé
Address: 2.1 g’\ ID( 0 fcd_ﬂ—— M’ S
City/State/zip: 9 {" (..0 U '.S Va /(C/ WN SSL/L/é

Telephone: %7/ 23‘1 031% EMaﬂLL(_/ML@;{__@\[MOO COWL
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NOV 21 2012
BY:

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubstantiated assertions, and inexplicable omissions, the DEIS
is not a serious attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W’s only options for moving its freight
will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in St. Louis Park, or to
transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this statement is
that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or assumption for
the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when in fact the TC&W'’s
current route through the Kenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corridor (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic. The Kenilworth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad
yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8). The re-
route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation construction of the
interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost
$125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of the SWLRT, but the T 1
projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the added expense. Also, missing
from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the interconnect structure after it is built. TO

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values fgr the residents of St. Louis Park.

wme_E V1Mt (bye

address: 218 _Florida pwd S

City/State/zip: A C(JU'{S /(ZVL mn QS"{Zé

ruephone A 2239 0373 s i_L 1L AL (0 €@ falts - (21
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Commentt#87

AL UL Y 1R

NOV 21 2012
To Whom It May Concern: BY:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail noise and safety at the High School (Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest concern. The
unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35 feet of the High
School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed. When the High School
is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no point in the SWLRT -DEIS are the negative
impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and safety of the students at St.
Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even be considered the cost of
sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to be evaluated.

Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following:

¢ A plan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing

*  How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed

* How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy. 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge.

*  How will the added vibration of longer, heavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
investment the school makes in technology is not lost.

*  How will the safety hazards of blind crossings, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
proximity be eliminated

* How will a derailment be prevented so our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Louis Park School Board on

behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

vame. SUSa_ MLy 2

Address:w MS /\/ (7/
City/State/zip: g'{' u U{S VM /C, m SS ZQ -
Telephone: qu "Z;q ,ogf)ﬂ{ E-Mail: S“Sqﬂmd(b}/(ﬁ (ﬂ{/ﬂ&/{b/#*/o [(;)'h\
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Comment#8¢&

-

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

To Whom It May Concern:

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3,2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with freight
rail trains blocking street crossings (6-38 and 39) causes me the greatest concern. In the SWLRT-
DEIS we are told the blocked crossings will not cause significant travel or safety issues. To the
consultant sitting miles away the increase may seem insignificant, but to residents who must travel
the area and rely on quick responses from emergency vehicles the 580% increase in blocked crossing
time is unacceptable.

A supposed benefit of the proposed re-route is explained in chapter 1, pages 11 and 12 of the
SWLRT-DEIS. According to the document Twin City and Western (TCW) freight trains will regularly
travel north of St. Louis Park into Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope. When the trains travel north
they will have to cross Cedar Lake Road; however, no data is given for the impact of this blocked
crossing.

Issues about blocked crossings not dealt with in the SWLRT-DEIS include, but are not limited to the
following:

*  Effects of multiple blocked crossings on residents’ ability to move freely about their
neighborhood
* Amount of time it takes congestion to clear once a train has passed.
o Making turns from one street to another with backed up traffic
o Pedestrian safety as traffic clears
*  Possibility that trains will be going slower than the “worst case scenario” in the EAW -
Trains often stop at McDonald’s for train crews to have a break. When they resume travel
they will NOT be going 10 mph.
* Medical response times can be affected
o Narrow side streets will be blocked with waiting automobiles
o Only one fire station has medical response
*  When train volumes increase what will be done to alleviate auto traffic congestion

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.
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Comment#8¢€

To whom it may concern:

5fl':;:"»‘f:

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit {SWLRT) — Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWIRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St.
Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped C
completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public
and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading agency must
“encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human
environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potential freight rail re-route issue. L2
Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public involvement concerning this issue. In fact,
Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at
all of the outreach meetings listed in table 12.1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2.
Public comments regarding the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Maost importantly, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at
the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the
re-route (co-location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their
opposition to the freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be
dropped or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name:_i[&sm M(/(@‘{[(—

Address: €1 S/, P(Ol’f/ﬁ.(?»" )41/\!«-5 :

City/State/zip:___ S — (OV(S Pw/fc / I/W\«/ S}%ZQ

Telephone: % 7/ e 2 _Sq .’ %7 49‘ E-Mail:ﬂwm_éL&_ﬂ_MM K{ﬂj"‘f

. Lovine
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Commentt#9C

MPLS /(7
StdaisRar 2

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form
Southwest Transitway Project
Federal and state environmental ruies require that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS} be prepared for

the proposed Southwest Transitway project. The EIS process includes the preparation of o Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS), which must be made available for public review and comment.

The DEIS discusses: (1) the purpose and heed for the project; {2) the alternatives censidered; {3} the impacts of

these alternatives; and {4) the agencies and persons consulted. A

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 2012 All commenis must be received by that
date. Please include a return mailing address with all comments,

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings, please visit
www .southwesttransitway.org

F_approve of The DENS for The Sowrhwesy LRT wnd
The Furure constrwrion o€ Th Ling, SW LRt 05 anether Critical fink

] orp LT Sysrem, TAQ Qnricipared Suceess of rhe Sw LRT <eun be

predivred by The G Lo mil/rl Gf our wasv Lihe rhe (i warber

Twe 6p The man_u95selrs oF S ape (> T’f)c:, }DGTQATIC—\,L £or

Thank L;éa,
Len & Zimmervman (membﬂri Siecra Clab)
2225 Folwell A |
ST Tawl , MM S je%

Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Telephone:_ G &t (G & Emaill; i e O6F ) Umn. ede

Thank you!

196


V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #90

mferna10
Text Box
A


tronsitway

Fold here

Z:mm,? ke al-a

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
ATIN: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

RS
| oV 16201

CRE

Fold here |
b AD s S
AT AT
T PR LR
et o .m:?:'.:b :!i::::: ,1.,,
T A Ifﬁu. 3
197




Commentt91

To Whom it May Concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT} ~ Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is preposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubstantiated assertions, and inexplicable omissions, the DEIS
is not a sericus attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W’s only options for moving its freight
will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in 5t. Louis Park, or to
transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this statement is
that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or assumption for
the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when in fact the TC&W's
current route through the Kenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corridor (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic. The Kenilworth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad
yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8). The re- T 1
route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation construction of the
interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost T O
$125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of the SWLRT, but the

projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the added expense. Also, missing
from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the interconnect structure after it is built.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: iéﬁl‘d\‘_ "(Pfg-!v(uk(
Address:cj?@‘ K’E){’O\@A(( o A\(@
City/State/zip.(S;(- (vis N7 Mﬁ\{ s&dlL

Telephone:_qgg"q% ~,9529- E-Mail: éh,g_qz__mgf @E&;W&M@@
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Commentt#9z

To whom it may concern:

1 am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit {SWLRT) ~ Draft En\)ironmental Impact
Statement (DEIS} published in regard the SWLRT wh:ch includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St..
Louis Park, anesota

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped
completely or a great deal more Study must be done,

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public C
and Agency Coordination.and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading agency must
“encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human
environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potential freight rail re-route issue.
Hennepin County did not "encoufage and facili'tate"' public involvement concerning this issue. In fact, L 2
Hennepin Count\; refused attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at
alt of the outreach meetings listed in table 12.1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2.
Public comments regarding the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14,.and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses, Most importantly, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at
the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the
re-route (i:oni'ocation} or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their
oppaosition to the freight re-route. Betause those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rafl issue needs t¢ be
dropped or significant more work needs 1o be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name:
Address: /460 .S aﬂﬂm, M, S9.
City/State/zip:_S7e L ouis PA  SINAN S5H4/6

Telephone: ﬁ_‘z&(p x -5' 5 E-Maii‘:
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Comment#9:<
Government Center 11/13/12
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form
Southwest Transitway Project
Federcal and state environmental rules reguire that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be prepared for

the proposed Southwest Transitway project. The EIS process includes the preparation of o Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS), which must be made availaple for public review and comment.

The DEIS discusses: {1) the purpose and need for the project; {2) the alternatives considered; (3} the imopacts of
these alternatives; and {4) the agencies and persons consulted.

Comments on the DEIS wifl be accepted through December 11, 2012, All comments must be received by that
date. Please include a return mailing address with all comments,

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings, please visit

www southwestiransitway,.org A
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Comment#94

To whom it may concern: {The process to chooé?a the Locally preferred Alternative was fiawed}

t am writing in response to the Southwest Light.Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed frelght rail
re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota. ;

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done, C
Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-E;)Els; | am particularly concerned with Chapter
12 (Public and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading:
agency must “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality -
of the human environment.” This regulation was clearly ighored in regards to the potential L2
freight rail re-route issue. Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public

Jinvolvément concerning this issue. Infact, Henriepin County refused attempts for public

-coni"rhen"ts"and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at all of the outreach meetings listed in

table 12, 1-1 and all of the commumty events listed in table 12.1-2. Public comments regarding

the frelght issue were denied ‘at the 2008 Oct 7,14, and 23 scoping meetings and the comment

period that followed as listed in section 12._1,3.1:. Public comments regarding the freight issue

were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 opé_n houses. Most importantly, public comments

regarding the freight issue were denied during th’e entire LPA section process. This included all

of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the

freight rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT's major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse,

...the public was not made aware of the 5|gn|f|canai_enu_lmn‘mental impacts caused by SWLRT and

the potential freight re-route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT

meetings leading up to the DEIS. The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County

to discuss the frelght rail re-route was at the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5,

However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the re-route {co-location) or the freight re-

route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS

fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening sessions that were held by

the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their opposition to the

freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment during the

entire SWLRT planning procéss leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be dropped

or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

name_ ) Ke Held |

Address:» 3.3 | M- Floe Ave . Sog >L)

City/State/zip; <S5 );é; I~S )Uq b—/{,)'r)uyh A Dy O
Telephone/c?é‘" \ F B b5 -2 7]

EMail: .
m;}:&_}\&;lcﬁ@,%@ﬂmq: ) <oy
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To Whom It May Concern:

] am writing in response to the Southwest Light Raif Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant laws and the planned re-route idea either needstobe

drapped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the pertion of the report dealing with Safety (3-
132 and 133) causes me the greatest concern. Only a passing reference to safety and the proposed re-
route is mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS; however there are many features about the MN&S, which
make it undesirable as a freight, rail main line. The reasons the MN&S is an unsafe main rail line
include, but are not limited to the following:

.. = Multiple grade level crossings

*  Proximity to St Louis Park schools, homes and busmesses - many are closer than the length
of a rail car
Number of pedestrians who {ransverse crossing every day
Permeable soil under MN&S

* Medical emergency response hinderad when crossings are blocked - only one fire station
has emergency medical response {page 80)

* Tight Curves. Derailments are more likely to eccur on curves than on straight track

*  Hazardous materials are bemg camed on the rall lme w:thout sufﬁc:ent right of way.

None of the mltlgatmn requested by the Clty of St. Louxs Park on behalf of her residents is being

considered. This mitigation is not frivolous;-it is necessary to mamtam the safety, livability and
property vahies for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: M | Cl/\&-fj Dﬁ (c,

waarss_ 27 9 [Srowsddie AOQB
Clty/State/ZIp S‘I'L(H % @UKWK MP\)
Telephotie: 56 [“H (ﬂ _E-Mail_____
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Comment#9¢€

VA

NOV 1§ 2012
[

To Whom It May Concern: “"""—""“——u-«—-m_,_

Tam writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be

dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C

described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little kmown, lightly used spur line into a main

freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail cars traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
. does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with loss of
property value in the re-route area should be'in Chapter 9: Indirect Impacts, but it is not, and this
causes me great concern. The SWLRT-DEIS does not tnéntion the impact of re-routed freight trains
from a main line fright corridor to a bridge line on property values of the re-route area. Freight rail
re-routes are not exclusive to Minnesota and the cost of the re-routes to residents has been
documented. For example, according to an article in a 2001 issue of The Appraisal Journal bringing
additional freight rail traffic to an area will negatively affect properties 250’ feet from the rail tracks
by 5-7%. All of the properties along the MN&S are well with in 250". Based on this article one can
conclude that property values along the MN&S will drop more than 7%. Two major questions arise
that are not addressed in the SWLRT-DEIS. First, what happens to the tax base of St. Louis Park when
the drop in value is realized? Second, how are property owners who lose value because of this
government action going to be compensated for their loss? Itis unreasonable for the Hennepin
County to ask any resident to pay a higher price for the benefits of light rail than others.

Name: M\C}\&e( \aﬂm

© Address: 27L/C( Bf‘()”g bW CQAUQE
City/State/zip: SF'L(?U (S ?@f/\/{ 1/1/‘. U
Telephone: 927-"0 00 CZ E-Mail:
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NOV 1 9 2012

To whom it may concern:

| arn writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental impact
Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight ral! re-route in St.
Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped
completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS fam parucularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public

~and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500, 2(d} states that the leading agency must

"encourage and facilitate public involvement In decisions which affect the quslity of the human
environment.” This feguiat:on was clearly ignored in regards to the potential freight rall re-route issue,

Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public involvement concerning this issue. In fact,

Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at

" all of the outreach meetings listed in table 12,1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2.
Public comments regarding the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings

and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight Issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denjed during the entire LPA section proceés This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT's major milestones {eading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not made- aware of the sigmf‘mnt environmerital impacts ciiused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at

 the PMT meetings discussed In section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible aiternatives to the

re-route {co-location) or the freight re-route’s connéction with SWLRT was strictly forbldden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fafls to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their
oppUsitioh to the freight re-route. ‘Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be
dropped or significant more work neecds to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach,

" Thank You,

Name: M\Qteb A \f
Address; 279 § = M@v( clk HoES o ,

City/State/zdp:_ =T ooy Park. WMluy  SEAG-\818
Telephone: Gigln‘:’l 20 HC)C’:@C;? E-Mail: ,
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 NOV 192012

B

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in
St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow 788% increase of rail car trafficc. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portien of the report dealing with freight
rail noise and safety at the High School (Chapters 3, 4, and 9) causes me the greatest concern. The
unique noise and safety issues associated with locating main line freight within 35 feet of the High
School parking lot and 75 feet from the building are not adequately discussed. When the High School
is mentioned the information is dismissive. At no point in the SWLRT ~DEIS are the negative
impacts the extra freight trains will have on the learning environment and safety of the students at 5t.
Louis Park High School. Before the proposed re-route should even be considered the cost of
sufficiently mitigating the impact to St. Louis Park High School need to be evaluated.

Examples of concerns include but are not limited to the following;

* A nplan for emergency evacuation of the school should evacuation be necessary when a train
is passing
* How will the many classrooms affected by train noise be sound proofed
*  How will the students who want to use the new rail bridge to cross Hwy. 7 on their way to
school be kept off the bridge,
.....* . How will the added vibration of longer, lieavier and more frequent trains be mitigated to the
o investment the school makes in technology is not lost.
. ¢ . How will the safety hazards of blind crossings, curves and hundreds of teenagers in close
proximity be eliminated
* How will a derailment be prevented so our children’s lives are not at risk

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park or the St. Lounis Park School Board on

behalf of her residents is being considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: BO« bﬁbﬂk DO\,

adaress 2 ) G Brupss (fc < IZ}\JLS
Clty/State_/mp SFLO UJ S %(‘/< /V‘ f\)
Telephone: 72?“050q EMail: g
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To Whom It May Concern:
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which. mcludes the proposed freight rail re-route in

St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is praposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly used spur line into a main
freight rail line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. What the SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but, should, are the reai world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Riddled with phantom assumptions, unsubsiantiated assertions, and inexplicable omissions, the DEIS
is not a serious attempt to consider the effect of the proposed re-route.

Chapter 1 of the DEIS states that without the re-route the TC&W’s only options for moving its freight
will be to access the MN&S tracks by use of the notorious switching wye in St. Louis Park, or to
transfer cargo from railcars to highway trucks. The unstated assumption behind this statement is
that the current route used by the TC&W will be severed. Presenting the either/or assumption for
the switching wye or highway trucks creates the illusion of a fait accompli, when in fact the TC&W's
current route through the Xenilworth corridor is a viable alternative.

Unsubstantiated assertions include the depiction in the DEIS that the historical character of the
Kenilworth corrider (Chapter 3, page 58) would be compromised by its continued use for freight
train traffic. The Kenllwurth corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad
yard for over one hundred years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.

Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and 8). The re- TO
route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation construction of the
interconnect and upgrading the tracks on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost
$125,000,000, money that was not originally included in the projected.cost of the SWLRT, but the T 1
projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize the added expense. Also, missing
from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the interconnect siracture after it is built.

None of the mmgat:on requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property yalugs for the residents of 5t. Louis Park.

Name_ 1280 anes Doy
address._ & 14 —BN Uswqr;[( ﬁd'@.S

City/State/zip; St Ly U‘l S %)CU" R M U SW[ {ﬂ
Telephone: (?57 ‘92 2"005’ ‘? E-Mail:
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Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, { am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public
7 and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading agency must L 2

Commentt#10(

Rl tissse s PN TPR
P

To whom it may concern: | | g‘ NOV 1 @ 2012

i am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) ~ Draft Environmental impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed fraight rail re-route in St.
Louis Park, Minnesota. ~ C

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either-needs to be dropped
completely or a great deal more study must be done.

encourage and facilitate public invoivement in decisions which affect the quality of the human
environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potential freight rail re-route issue,

‘Hennepin County did not “ encourage and facilitate” public involvement concerning this issue, in fact,

Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at
all of the outreach meetings !isted in table 12.1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2.
Public comments regarding the freight issue were- denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
frelght issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importanily, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included .
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the pubhc was
not made- -aware- of the significant environmerital impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
rotite because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at

" the PMT megtings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the

ré-route (m—location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS falls to mention the 2011 Aprfl 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of 5t. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Lauis Park residents voiced their
opiigsition to the frelght re-route. ‘Becaitse those oppased to the re-route have been dénied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight r3il issue needs to be
dropped or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

- Thank You,

Name: Bfwﬂbﬂﬂ‘\u\.— D L l“\

address, 27 < A Er\) NS C\QT( /< VO S
City/State/zip: S‘FLO Ut & (POLV’\J’( M ‘35—('” (0
Telephone:_752-92 2 -000 1 &Mgn
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Comment#101

To whom it may concern:

| am writing in response to the Swthwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental impact
Statement {DEIS) pubhshed m regard 1 the SWLRT wfuch includes the proposed freight rail re~route in St
Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped
completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besades my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public C
and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading agency must %’
“encourage-and facilitate pubhc involvement in dec;smns which affect the quality of the human .
environment.” This regulation wads clearly lgnored in regards to the potential freight rail re-route issue.
- ‘Hennepin County did not "encourage and facilitate” pubhc mvolvement concerning this issue. In fact
' Hennepin County refused attempts for pubhc cofiiierits atid coficerns: régarding. the freight rall Isstie 5t L2
all of the outreach meetmgs listed in table 12. 1-1andall of the community events I:sted in table 12.1- 2.
. Public comments regardmg the freight issue were demed at the 2008: Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
' and- the comment permd that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments: regardmg the
freigiit {ssuawere refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 oper houses. Most importantly, public
-comment§ regarding the freight issue were denled during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of pubhc.hearmgs listed-in sectlo_n_ 12,141, ‘Insummary, all public comments regarding the freight .
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not-made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The.only opportumty the public was gwen by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-rotte was at
the PMT meetings discussed in sect:on 1215, However any discussion of possible alternatwes to the
re-route {co-location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
'PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
- sessions that were held by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of 3t. Louis Park residents voiced their
-opposition to the freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denled comment
- during the entire SWLRT planning process 1e‘admg up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue neéds to be
dropped or sngnlflcant more work needs to be dohe on the alternative studies and public outreach:.

Thank You,

e BT B, St
Address'g\%?) B’Z—\/U’\S ‘/L) C’/K A \/‘-gi/] L(_Q S&M #

Clty/StateIZip S/ LD ! S ;”D pf&, VV\N‘ §6 ?é/ é?

Tefephone:is-; gﬁ (7!"‘? i E-Mail: \533 SC—H MiT7. g ﬂ ﬂﬁ& @M
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. Commentt#10z

, NOV 20 2012

]m ¥ :

I am ertlng in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLT) Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). 1 whole-heartedly support the SWLT but have grave concerns
regarding the proposed freight rail re-route plan in St. Louis Park. In looking at the 1500+ page
document, which is supposed represent an unbiased assessment of the environmental, social and
economic impacts of this project, there are serious flaws glaringly evident from page one.

The data used to evaluate the proposed freight re-route does not include the studies conducted by C
the City of St. Louis Park or by Safety In the Park, all of which contraindicate the need to reroute
freight traffic but rather show that co-location of the SWLRT and freight traffic on the
Kenilworth would be the CHEAPEST AND SAFEST ALTERNATIVE and LEAST
DISRUPTIVE TO THE MOST RESIDENTS Many experts have shown that the study | L4
completed by Hennepin County and the Met Council was inaccurate (even geiting the
measurements of the right-of-ways on the ¢urrent freight line — Kenilworth Corridor wrong!),
clearly designed to support the proposed reroute. The Kenilworth Corridor is designed to
handle heavy freight traffic, has the room to do so in co-location with the SWLRT and is
the PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE RAHL.WAYS INVOLVED. (The Kenilworth
corridor was the home to not just railroad tracks, but an entire railroad yard for over one hundred
years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.) The MN&S line is a spur
line, not meant to carry the types of heavy freight that is coming to this area in the future It
cannot carry mile long freight trains safely.

The long-range planning indicates that freight traffic along this corridor will increase in the next

10 years 788%. Currently the MN&S line has an average of 28 cars per day. The projections
show that freight traffic will increase to 253 cars per day. These freight trains will be over
one mile long. Many of these will be 120 car coal trams, which w:ll take more than a mile
to stop in an emergency.

The proposed re-route of freight traffic from the Kenilworth Corridor (where the SWLRT will
run) to the MN&S line in St. Louis Park makes no sense fiscally, environmentally, nor for the
safety of those affected.

FISCAL CONCERNS

¢ Inexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route Would be funded (Chapters 5 and
8). The re-route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation
construction of the interconnect (an over a mile long overpass) and upgrading the tracks
on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost $125,000,000 more than TO
the co-location option, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of
the SWLRT, but the projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize
the added expense. Also, missing from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the T 1
interconnect structure after it is built. The railways have indicated that they are not
responsible for building or maintaining these structures. So the questlon is, who will
maintain these? TAXPAYERS OF HENNEPIN COUNTY

. * The railways need to move their freight in the most efficient and timely fashion. The
proposed re-route adds very long interconnect that, as proposed is at a 1% grade (well
above the railroad’s fimit for cost-efficiency), plus the route through MN&S line has
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several curves and closely space at-grade crossings which will slow all the trains down in
order to maintain any semblance of safety.

None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of the residents

is being considered in the DEIS. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Mitigation measures are dismissed as not needed, therefore they are not in the budget.
Any mitigation costs would fall on the city of St. Louis Park in order to keep its residents
safe.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS ~

The DEIS fails to measure other sources of noise impacts in its assessment:

* rail to wheel curve squeal from the tight interconnect curve

* the additional noise of the locomotives as it throttles up both the southern
interconnect ramp and grade change at the northern connection,

* trains traveling west will need to use their brakes to mamtam a slow speed going
down grade and through curves

* diminished livability from the introduction of night freight traffic

« the amount of time exposed to the noise impacts of the stationary crossing bells will
increase significantly due to increase in train numbers

* The livability of the area as pollutants of all types degrades the surrounding areas.

SAFETY CONCERNS

There are five schools within a half-mile of the re-route (the St. Louis Park Senior High
School building is within 75 feet of the tracks); there are NO SCHOOLS along the co-
location route.

Re-routed freight traffic will increase the speed limit from 10 MPH to 25 MPH, freight
trains will take at least a mile to stop in an emergency. '

The reroute will increase freight traffic on the MN&S by 788%; trains will be longer and

" heavier than ever before.

Re-routed, mile-long trains will simultaneously block six crossings several times a day; it
will take trains 10 minutes or more to clear an intersection. Given the curves and grades
along the MIN&S line, they will not be able to safely travel at 25 mph, which will
increase the blocking of crossings to more than 20 minutes — 10 times per day.

There are four blind curves within a mile of each other. An expert of train accidents
indicated that mile-long trains passing through these curves have a high probability of
derailment due to the physics of all the parts moving in different directions.

The safety of thousands of residents in St. Louis Park whose homes are within feet of
tracks. The Kenilworth line passes through all areas at grade. The MN&S line in many
areas, is high above the houses nearby, posing a sericus threat.

The crossings along the Kenilworth Corridor are all at-grade and are spaced a mile apart
and there are no significant grades along the route.

The safety of thousands of school children and staff at the St. Louis Park High school
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which is within feet of the tracks. The tracks are between the high school and
McDonald’s and the athletic field, posing a serious threat to student safety, even with
improved crossing arms. It is unreasonable to expect that there will not be pedestrian
accidents in this area.

* The safety of re51dents -visitors, and emergency personnel who will need to cross these
tracks at any one of numerous at-grade auto and pedestrian crossings.

* Quiet zones (the lone mitigation offered in the study): The DEIS fails to describe the real
world issues with the quiet zone. The SLP Senior High is has two blind curves at the ends
of its campus and has athletic facilities on both sides of the tracks. The operating raif
company, TC&W, has stated in a public document that it has safety concerns with a quiet
zone due to the proximity of the tracks to schools, residents, and businesses. It will be
impossible to design a quiet zone that will be both safe for the area while maintaining -
access for the adjacent Senior High school and local businesses. The quiet zone is listed
as mitigation for noise impacts but it is a mitigation that is not supported by the
neighborhoods, school board, or the operating rail ccmpa;mes

I think you get the message. The proposed freight re-route in conjunction with the SWLRT is a
very unwise plan. Tt is costly, unsafe, and TOTALLY UNNECESSARY. Please do not rubber
stamp the DEIS and send it on its merry way, assuming that concerns of the citizens of St. Louis
Park are minor or irrelevant. You can proceed with the SWLRT, just use the most feasible and
senstble option, which is co-location of freight traffic along the Kenilworth Corridor.

. ~
i o - - ST e !
Name: Duane Googins £ 23‘4“2‘””-&‘ z g M- F-2eta,

Address: __ 3380 Library Lane

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park

Telephone: 952-296-6812 E-Mail:__googiB01.gail@gmail.com
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{ ? Comment#10:
| Nov 30200

' |
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rar[iB—%:ansn—mW Faft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). 1 whole-heartedly support the SWLT but have grave concerns
regarding the proposed freight rail re-route plan in St. Louis Park. In looking at the 1500+ page
document, which is supposed represent an unbiased assessment of the environmental, social and
economic impacts of this project, there are serious flaws glaringly evident from page one.

The data used to evaluate the proposed freight re-route does not include the studies conducted by

the City of St. Louis Park or by Safety In the Park, all of which contraindicate the need to reroute C
freight traffic but rather show that co-location of the SWLRT and freight traffic on the
Kenilworth_would be the CHEAPEST AND SAFEST ALTERNATIVE and LEAST
DISRUPTIVE TO THE MOST RESIDENTS. Many experts have shown that the study
completed by Hennepin County and the Met Council was inaccurate (even getting the L 4
measurements of the right-of-ways on the current freight line — Kenilworth Corridor wrong!),
clearly designed to support the préposed reroute. The Kenilworth Corridor is designed to
handle heavy freight traffic, has the room to do so in co-location with the SWLRT and is
the PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE RATLWAYS INVOLVED. (The Kenilworth
corridor was the home to not just raifroad tracks, but an entire railroad yard for over one hundred
years, beginning long before the current homes in the area were built.) The MN&S line is a spur
line, not meant to carry the types of heavy freight that is coming to this area in the future. It

cannot carry mile long freight trains safely.

The long-range planning indicates that freight traffic along this corridor will increase in the next
10 years 788%. Currently the MN&S line has an average of 28 cars per day. The projections
show that freight traffic will increase to 253 cars per day. These freight trains will be over
one mile long. Many of these will be 120 car coal trams, which will take more than a mile
to stop in an emergency.

The pr0posed re-route of freight traffic from the Kenilworth Corridor (where the SWLRT will
run) to the MN&S line in St. Louis Park makes no sense ﬁscally, environmentally, nor for the
safety of those affected.

FISCAL CONCERNS
* TInexplicably omitted from the DEIS is how the re-route would be funded (Chapters 5 and T 1
8). The re-route must be considered as part of the SWLRT and even without mitigation
construction of the interconnect (an over a mile long overpass) and upgrading the tracks
~ on the MN&S to handle the heavier traffic is estimated to cost $125,000,000 more than TO
the co-location option, money that was not originally included in the projected cost of
the SWLRT, but the projected budget for the SWLRT has not been adjusted to recognize
the added expense. Also, missing from the cost estimates are the costs for maintaining the
interconnect structure after it is built. The raillways have indicated that they are not
responsible for building or maintaining these structures. So the question is, who wll
maintain these? TAXPAYERS OF HENNEPIN COUNTY

. 'The' railways need to move their freight in. the most efficient and timely fashion. The
- proposed re-route adds very long interconnect that, as proposed is at a 1% grade (well
above the railroad’s limit for cost-efficiency), plus the route through MN&S line has
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several curves and closely space at-grade crossings which will slow all the trains down in
order to maintain any semblance of safety.

* None of the mitigation requested by the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of the residents
is being considered in the DEIS. This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to
maintain the safety, livability and property values for the residents of St. T.ouis Park.
Mitigation measures are dismissed as not needed, therefore they are not in the budget.
Any mitigation costs would fall on the eity of St. Louis Park in order to keep its residents
safe.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS
The DEIS fails to measure other sources of noise impacts in its assessment:

* rail to wheel curve squeal from the tight interconnect curve

« the additional noise of the locomotives as it throitles up both the southern
interconnect ramp and grade change at the northem connection,

* trains traveling west will need to use their brakes to maintain a slow speed going
down grade and through curves

» diminished livability from the introduction of might freight traffic

» the amount of time exposed to the noise impacts of the stationary crossing bells will
increase significantly due to increase in train numbers

» The livability of the area as pollutants of all types degrades the surroundmg areas.

SAFETY CONCERNS
There are five schools within a half-mile of the re-route (the St. Louis Park Senior High

School building is within 75 feet of the tracks); there are NO SCHOOLS along the co-
location route.

» Re-routed freight traffic will increase the speed limit from 10 MPH to 25 MPH; freight
trains will take at least a mile to stop in an emergency.

¢ The reroute will increase freight traffic on the MN&S by 788%; trains will be 1onger and
heavier than ever before.

* Re-routed, mile-long trains will simultaneously block six crossings several times a day; it
will take trains 10 minutes or more to clear an intersection. Given the curves and grades
along the MN&S line, they will not be able to safely travel at 25 mph, which will
increase the blocking of crossings to more than 20 minutes — 10 times per day.

¢ There are four blind curves within a mile of each other. An expert of train accidents
indicated that mile-long trains passing through these curves have a high probability of
derailment due to the physics of all the parts moving in different directions. ‘

* The safety of thousands of residents in St. Louis Park whose homes are within feet of
tracks. The Kenilworth line passes through all areas at grade. The MN&S line in many
areas, is high above the houses nearby, posing a serious threat.

* The crossings along the Kenilworth Corridor are all at-grade and are spaced a mile apart
and there are no significant grades along the route.

» The safety of thousands of school children and staff at the St. Louis Paik High school
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which is within feet of the tracks. The tracks are between the high school and
McDonald’s and the athletic field, posing a senous threat to student safety, even with
improved crossing arms. It is unreasonabie to expect that there will not be pedestrian
accidents 1n this area.

* The safety of residents, visitors, and emergency personnel who will need to cross these
tracks at any one of numerous at-grade auto and pedestrian crossings.

e Quiet zones (the lone mitigation offered in the study): The DEIS fails to describe the real
world issues with the quiet zone. The SLP Sentor High is has two blind curves at the ends
of its campus and has athletic facilities on both sides of the tracks. The operating raii
company, TC&W, has stated in a public document that it has safety concerns with a quiet
zone due to the proximity of the tracks to schools, residents, and businesses. It will be
impossible to design a quiet zone that will be both safe for the area while maintaining
access for the adjacent Senior High school and local businesses. The quiet zone is listed
as mitigation for noise impacts but it is a mitigation that is not supported by the
neighborhoods, school board, or the operating rail companies

I think you get the message. The proposed freight re-route in conjunction with the SWLRT is a
very unwise plan. It is costly, unsafe, and TOTALLY UNNECESSARY. Please do not rubber
stamp the DEIS and send it on its merry way, assuming that concerns of the citizens of St. Louis
Park are minor or irrelevant. You can proceed with the SWLRT, just use the most feasible and
sensible option, which is co-location of freight traffic along the Kenilworth Corridor.

Name: Gail Miller

Address:___ 3380 Library Lane

City/State/zip: St. Louis Park

Telephone:__ 952-296-6812 ‘ E-Mail:_googiOﬂl.gai]@gmail.cdm
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Comment#104

Joanne STRATE To swcorridor <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<strate51@msn.com>

11/24/2012 11:48 AM

cc
bce
Subject Southwest LRT

I live in Beachside Townhomes, specifically 5417 Pompanc Drive, segment 3fcategory 2, which is 1 block

from the proposed Smetana Crossing on line 3A. This crossing in on a steep hill which gets slippery B
during the winter. There will be many accidents accordingly. Also this crossing is doomed for the people
who live in the senior home of St. Therese which is 1 block away. Ambulances speed up & down
Smetana daily trying to save lives when minutes matter. Take brings me to DEIS study results where
there will be 45 moderate noise impacts and 18 severe. The estimated number of impacted residential
unists ia 196 moderate and 114 SEVERE! I'll be in the severe catetory! It's bad enough that LRT is
85% subsidized by the taxpayers and this line will cost $12,000,000 YEARLY, but totally disregard O 6
lives and displace home owners is beyond my comprehension! There are alternatives and AT THE

VERY LEAST MAKE THIS CROSSING A QUIET ZONE! No train whistles, or post-mounted homs blaring
every 10:00 from 5a-1a. Use 4 quadrant gates and a medium barrier only. Imagine you lived here and
have some sense of responsibilty and common sense! :

STOP LRT - CHANGE THE LINE - SAVE LIVES - SAVE HOME
OWNERSHIPIVALUES - CREATE A QUIET ZONE!

Joanne Strate
952-035-3909
strate51@msn.com

Category 2

There are a total of 46 Moderate Noise Impacts and 18 Severe Noise Impacts to
Category 2 land uses in this segment. The estimated number of impacted
residential units is 196 Moderaie and 114 Severe. Some of the impacts are due to
proximity of receptors to the alignment and high speeds of operation. Additional
impacts are due to an anticipated at-grade crossing at Smetana Road. Light rail
vehicles are anticipated fo use both homs and bells at the Smetana Road
at-grade crossing due 1o operating speeds higher than 45 mph.

Category 3

There are no noise impacts to Co’regory 3 land uses in this segment.

Toble 4.7-5 shows the |mpoc’rs by noise subsegmen’f

| Table 4 7_5 Potentlal N0|se i I.cmd Use Moderuie Impacts | 7 Srevﬁewr; f
~ Impacts in Segment 3 [LRT | Category Land (Unitsa) Impacts
~ 3A(LPA), LRT 3C-1 (Nicollet | . '(Lg:;'sq)

 Mall) and LRT 3C-2 (11/12
| th Street)] Noise Subsegment | ‘

ID Description
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Segment 3 TOTAL

2

3

| 46.(196)

T (114)____ N

o . Segment 3 befween | [
i Mitchell Stafion and |
| Southwest Station ‘ !
2 2 (146) - 1{91)
3 - -
e — Lo y
© 3B Segment 3 between ' Noimpacts
Southwest Station and Eden predicted
Prairie Town Center Statfion
| 3-C Segment 3 between Eden No impacts
Prairie Town Center Station predicted
and Golden Triangle Station
3-D Segment 3 between Golden No impacts
Triangle Station and City predicted
West Station
3-E i Segment 3 between City No impacts
' West Station and Opus predicted
Station
e e e e —— e : PR - j...... e — -
3-F . Segment 3 between o 1(1) -
| Opus Station and Shady | |
. Oak Station | _ i
e S R . S POV OURN AP P i
2 | 44 (50) 17 (23)
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Comment#10E

"RON COLTMAN" To <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<rscoltman@msn.com> cc
11/24/2012 05:58 PM

: bec

Subject SOUTHWEST TRANSITWAY TRAFFIC IMPACT

Hi,

I wanted to make a comment regarding the qdeuing analysis done for the intersection of

Cedar Lake Parkway and the Kenilworth corridor. I think it may have overiooked the fact E8
that traffic already backs up, sometimes taking as long as ten or fifteen minutes to get

through the intersection during the evening rush hour, just due to the bicycle traffic on the
trail and the volume of vehicle traffic. I have waited in line as far back as the southwest
corner of Cedar Lake.

Any additional freight or light rail traffic would cause backups in addition to the existing
problems. It will most likely be backed up every day for extended periods of time, making it
a nightmare for those who live here. There are no other options for accessing the homes in
the Burnham Road neighborhood.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Ron Coltman
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Comment#10¢

"Sue Basill" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<shasill@comecast.net> cc
11/25/2012 11:52 AM

bce

Subject Written comment for DEIS - SW LRT

Comments to DEIS — Southwest Transitway:
Respectfully Submitted November 25, 2012

The Southwest Light Rail Transit (SW LRT) line is being planned with three stations in St. Louis Park (SLP). This
project will bring some of the most transformative and positive changes our community has ever seen - jobs, housing -
development, investment, environmental benefits, and connectivity with downtown Minneapolis/ St. Paul. In any
event as a St. Louis Park resident who will be affected by more noise form the Southwest Transistway I am
completely in favor of light rail no matter where the freight trains end up being routed.

Watching the discussion on light rail and freight traffic I felt compelled to comment. Tt is essential we move this A
project forward. [ have found it very interesting that rarely are the benefits to St. Louis Park talked about if freight
rail iraffic that is already going through our city, still goes through our city, just on a different route. Thus, I have
highlighted some of them below.

Re-routing the freight trains away from the tracks in SLP that would cross the SW LRT stations at Wooddale and
Beltline, and moving them to the existing MN&S tracks in SLP, would have many benefits to the community, that
are rarely heard, if done properly. I will touch on them and current concerns of existing freight rail traffic below.

Trains are most dangerous and loud when they stop, and then start again. Neighbors of five St. Louis Park
neighborhoods currently know this first hand. This can last for several hours and is the highest and longest decibel
reading for train noise. Also it is very dangerous as it gives children an opportunity to jump on slow moving trains
and get up to the high school from the South. Keeping trains moving means that they clear our city quicker, and they
don’t create the noise and safety concerns that happen during stopping, blocking, switching and starting, The city of
SLP has said for nearly fifteen years that removing the “wye” is a priority. The “wye” is the part of the tracks in St.
Louis Park behind Cambridge Street where the train tracks are laid out in the shape of the letter “y”. This is where
freight trains coming in from the west stop, uncouple, re-couple, and repeat that process, sometimes for four hours or 1
longer, until the entire train is put back together and heading out along the MN&S, the north/south track in St. Louis Q
Park. This is all because there is no clean junction connecting the East/West tracks to the North/South tracks in St.
Louis Park. Inthis SW LRT project, if trains are rerouted in St. Louis Park there is an opportunity to build a rail
connection that will allow for a clean connection; however this must be conditioned upon removing the “wye” and
the noisy blocking and switching from St. Louis Park forever. This type of change will improve the safety in the
community and livability, Lastly it also removes four rail street crossings at Louisiana, Oxford, Brunswick, and
Alabama. To note these five neighborhoods, who experience the worst kind of train noise today (stopping and
starting for hours) will also be receiving new additional noises with SW LRT trains clanging through every 7-10
minutes. Rerouting the trains would at least give them some relief from the unnecessary traffic (inability for freight
traing to go straight through based on current infrastructure) they experience today. It is noteworthy that if the wye
is removed and a junction is built total freight train traffic time in the St. Louis Park will actually be decreased due to
the efficiency of providing a straight through route.

Technology has improved the operations and infrastructure of railroads and if the re-route moves forward and is
done prudently, one of the opportunities of improvemenis is new tracks that have fewer vibrations and noise.
Without the re-route, it is unlikely that any improvements will be forthcoming anytime soon, meaning that the
existing vibrations and noise, outdated crossings that are of concern to some businesses and neighbors will continue
without being improved.

A re-route in St. Louis Park would eliminate freight traffic, traveling next to a heavily used LRT station, busy bike
trail and next to dense multifamily housing and SLP neighborhoods. 1f freight traffic continues on the same route as
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it does today it actuaily will continue to impact more households and people at Wooddale and Beltline
neighborhoods, than if rerouted. This is especially true since switching, blocking, stopping and starting significantly
increase the amount of time freight rail train traffic spend in our town.

Moreover, Wooddale and 36" is already seeing increased traffic congestion and livability concerns for the residents
of the surrounding neighborhoods. The City of SLP’s own consultant showed traffic modeling with freight trains at
these intersections that puts cars queuing that backs up into Highway 7, not to mention into our neighborhoods.
These neighbors will already have to deal with increased traffic going to the LRT station, more people, and more
noise from the LRT train bells. Keeping freight traffic to this mix exacerbates an already difficult situation.
Similarly, the bike crossing at Beltline Boulevard has seen far too many accidents and several fatalities, not to
mention innumerable close calls. The volume of traffic by itself, added to a difficult mid-block crossing, creates
safety issues at Beltline where the station will be located. If freight traffic is rerouted two more freight rail crossings
can be removed at Wooddale and Beltline,

The city has two fire stations on opposite sides of towns, designed to ensure that no part of the city is ever cut off
from first responders; however, current freight rail traffic cuts off first responders from Fire Station One at
Wooddale, and emergency traffic going to Methodist at the wye where it crosses Louisiana. A reroute would
climinate this current issue at major crossings.

Lastly we want light rail to move forward as soon as possible, for the beautiful biking system to continue and for
freight rail traftic going through St. Louis Park to get through the community as quickly and easily as possible,
without excessive stop and start times. Straight through freight traffic on existing tracks is something we should all
expect being in town that was named after the Rail Roads. Thus, if a reroute does become necessary understand if
done correctly, with the right amount of mitigation, safety improvements, and removal of the wye and unneeded
tracks, there are many benefits and fair balance for the entire St. Louis Park community.

I am much looking forward to riding the SW LRT. Please move forward as quickly as possible with this project. -
Respectfully,

Sue Basill
St. Louis Park, MN
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Comment#107

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental lmpact
Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S Spur
tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacent to
the St Louis Park Senior High, The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, during normal
business hours. The preposed action of re-routing freight would introduce mainline traffic and the
community, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier trains during weekends, evenings,

and nighttime. In fact, the re-route will allow a 788% increase in the number of rail car traffic in this area. C
The increase of freight exposure will directly and negatively impact community health, cohesion of the
neighborhoods adjacent to the tracks and educatienal quality within $t Louis Park Schools. In addition,
there will be negative impacts to the community at large. These impacts include but are not limited to,
increased noise and vibration, increase in diesel fumes from laboring locomotives, loss of mobility when
multiple crossing are blocked simultaneously, decreased safety for home owners and students at the High
School, decreased access to small businesses and a decrease in tax base caused by lower property values
in the affected area. _

1 oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. | believe it will create an unsafe and
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents.

Thank you,

Name: Francis & Mary Schmit

Address: 3370 Library Lane

City/State/zip: St Louis Park, MN 55426-4224

Telephone:_952.929.9174 E-Mail: schmfran@hotmail.com
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Comment#10¢

Paul McCullough To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<mccullough.p@gmail.com>

11/26/2012 09:14 AM

cc Safety in the Park <safetyinthepark@gmail.com>
bce

Subject SW Light Rail - proposed Re-route of freight trains.

I am opposed to the re-route of freight trains in St. Louis Park.
The plan to co locate both Freight and the SW light rail is the safest and most cost effective

option. C

I had the opportunity to review this issue including the excellent presentation by the Safety in the

Park Group.
They are to be commended and I fully support their position. Please co- locate the Freight traffic
and the light rail on the same line.

Paul m.

Paul McCullough

9840 Edgewood Rd.
Bloomington Mn. 55438
cell phone: 612-418-4851
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Comment#10¢

<kuenzi@comcast.net> To <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
11/26/2012 09:54 AM cc
bee

Subject Reroute!

I am a resident of 35t. Louis'Park. My family and I moved here 17 years ago for
the schools and for the small town feel. This freight rercute will make school

impossible for the kids in those classes. It noise and vibration is a horrible
distraction. The tracks are s0 close to the school that is 1s inevitable that (::
there will be accidents as kids in headphones cross from Munchies and Mc

Donald's to schoel. The trains may interrupt getting to schocl and block
emergency vehicles from accessing schocl in the event of an emesrgency.

I love the light rail, but I think collocation will be better. It's keing done
elsewhere. Also, loock to what mayor Ryback said about the impact if air
traffic to the middle class neighborhoods... There i1s a much higher impact to
our middle class kids and families with the train rerocute.

LISTEN TO US!

Joan Kuenzi

Sent from Xfinity Mobile App
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Comment#11(

Megan Schaack To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<megan.schaack@gmail.com
>
11/26/2012 10:43 AM bee

Subject Why | strongly oppose the SWLRT DEIS

cC

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park,
Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S
Spur tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and
directly adjacent to the St Louis Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week,
Monday- Friday, during normal business hours. The proposed action of re-routing freight
would introduce mainline traffic and the community, residents; and students will be exposed
to longer, heavier trains during weekends, evenings, and nighttime. In fact, the re-route will
allow a 788% increase in the number of rail car traffic in this area. The increase of freight
exposure will directly and negatively impact community health, cohesion of the neighborhoods
adjacent to the tracks and educational quality within St Louis Park Schools. In addition, there
will be negative impacts to the community at large. These impacts include but are not limited
to, increased noise and vibration, increase in diesel fumes from laboring locomotives, loss of
mobility with when multiple crossing are blocked simultaneously, decreased safety for home
owners and students at the High School, decreased access to small businesses and a decrease
in tax base caused by lower property values in the affected area. In addition the DEIS does not
include a mitigation plan for St. Louis Park, which is necessary. '

| oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. | believe it will create an
unsafe and unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents.
And as a taxpayer, | do not understand nor support the additional $123 million dollar
expenditure the re-route costs over and above co-location. Safety before hike trails.

Thank you,
Megan Schaack
3420 Rhode Island Ave S.

St. Louis Park, MN 55426
952-935-5871
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Comment#111

-"Nancy Ritzman" To <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<nancy@carlsonfields.com>

cc <gafotyinthepark@gmail.com:>
11/26/2012 10:52 AM <safelyinthepark@g

bce
Subject Freight Reroute in SLP - STCOP

To the Hennepin County - Housing, Community Works & Transit Department C

This is my first time writing. | am so much in agreement to stop the rerouting of the freight trains
tthrough St Louis Park. | am so against this that we are planning on moving from our SLP
neighborhood of 21 years. The reason is the At Grade crossings. They are more numerous
than shown in most examples. In the Brookside neighborhood (SW of Excelsior Blvd and Hwy
100), the tracks cross all the main traffic arteries out of our heavily populated neighborhoods,
and so will make it too difficult to even access our area or get out of it once these trains start.
Who said there is 1 mile between at grade crossings? That is an absolute lie. You are ruining
the quality of life in St Louis Park — as well as the obvious safety reasons in our neighborhood
and in others alongside the tracks — as well as those just irying to navigate the streets via cars.

Sincerely,
Nancy Ritzman
4150 Xenwood Ave So

St Louis Park, MN 55416
952-928-9956
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Comment#11z

Fritz Vandover To sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<fritzvandover@gmail.com> ce
11/26/2012 11:08 AM

bce

Subject Comments regarding Southwest Light Rail and MN&S
Freight rail re-route

To Whom it May Concern:

Please accept this e-mail as my comments about the proposed re-route of the MN&S in St. Louis
Park as part of the proposed Southwest Light Rail project. C

I should begin by stating two things about me and my wife. The first is that our home is not
directly impacted by the proposed re-route of the freight rail. The home where my wife and I and
our two children live, which we built in 2010, is just south of Excelsior Boulevard. That portion
of the MN&S line is not slated to receive additional freight traffic in the event that the re-route
takes place.

However, the cast side of our home, which we built in 2010, is a mere 90 feet from the MN&S
tracks. Fortunately, the approximately two trains a day that operate do so during the day when
we are at work and our children are at school, so we largely forget that the trains even run. But
that doesn't mean my wife and [ are not sensitive to the potential for increased rail traffic in the
future.

The second item I should mention is that we are not strangers to living among major
transportation corridors. I grew up in St. Louis, Missouri approximately 500 feet from the BNSF
double-track mainline (which carries very long coal trains moving at 25mph) and the eight-lane
Interstate 44. Here is the intersection where my childhood home is and where my parents still

live: http://goo.gl/maps/xK57d.

My wife and I also lived in South Minneapolis for 4 1/2 years, right under the path of planes
using the north parallel runway and very close to Interstate 35W, as this map shows:
http://goo.gl/maps/XO0sU . The sound of a plane landing or taking off was a constant backdrop
in our daily lives.

So the sounds of major transportation infrastructure are not new to us. We understand that they
are part of living in a metropolitan area.

* With that information as a backdrop, here are my comments to support my position that the
proposed freight rail re-route through St. Louis Park should not be implemented and that the
Kenilworth Corridor should be utilized instead:

1. The Cost. Quite simply, the cost to build the infrastructure for the re-route is high. It will TO
take, by some estimates, $123 million additional dollars to build that infrastructure to raise the
trains up the 30 feet to get them over the current tracks running along Highway 7 and make the
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other track upgrades to accommodate the 25 mph speed increase.

That additional $123 million does not include the cost of any mitigation measures in the event of
the re-route. There must be mitigation if the re-route takes place. If no mitigation takes place,
the negative impacts of the re-route will only be amplified, and they will take a toll on property
values (and, thus, property taxes) along the route and the quality of life in the area.

Who will bear the additional costs of the infrastructure? The State of Minnesota? Will that cost
be passed on to taxpayers in the county or the entire state? In a time of constant budgetary
pressure, it is hardly appropriate to put additional cost pressure on taxpayers when a viable
alternative - the Kenilworth Corridor - exists.

There is a secondary cost that no one is factoring, which is the additional fuel cost the railroads
will need to pay in order to climb up to that new elevated track. They will pass that on to their
customers. Furthermore, burning that fuel will will create additional pollution in the area as well
as the noise of locomotives straining to make the climb,

2. The Corridor. The current MN&S corridor is not appropriate for longer, faster trains. It was
never a true railroad right of way. It is a railroad corridor that was cobbled together from existing
vacant lots after the turn of the 20th Century (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/MN%26S_Spur). This
is why it is so narrow, why it has tight turns that are blind, why it and passes so close to some
homes and businesses in the St. Louis Park area, and why there are so many at-grade crossings.

It is, in short, a very poor corridor for carrying additional freight.

The Kenilworth Corridor, however, is a much better corridor for carrying freight rail in addition
to the proposed SW Light Rail. It is wide, has longer sweeping turns, and has fewer grade
crossings.

3. The viability of co-location. There have been suggestions by some proponents of the freight
re-route that co-location will blunt the potential for residential housing and commercial
development along the new Light Rail line, preventing the expansion of the tax base that would
accompany that development. My response to that argument is, "show us the evidence."

The anecdotal evidence in St. Louis Park is that freight rail traffic on the TC&W tracks does not
blunt real estate development at all. The Towerlight senior housing development {
http://www.towerlightsenior.com/) is just finishing up at Wooddale and 36th Street in St. Louis
Park, and it is only about 500 feet from the grade crossing at Wooddale Ave (
http://goo.gl/maps/KoHKN). That grade crossing is quite loud when the locomotives blow their
horns. Hoigaard Village is just east of that grade crossing at 36th and Highway 100 and is
undergoing a massive expansion (http://www.hoigaardvillage.com/proto/index.php). Further
down 36th street, the 36 Park luxury apartment building (http://www.36park.com/) is a 192 unit
apartment building within earshot of the Wooddale and Beltline grade crossings (and whistles) as
well as Highway 100.

The progress and appérent success of these developments do not seem to be hindered by the
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presence of the very noisy TC&W trains, so how would co-location of light rail and freight rail
within that corridor be any different? If anything, the addition of light rail to this corridor is
going to further enhance the attractiveness of the location to developers and potential residents,
especially if the freight rail noise can be mitigated.

In closing, I urge the Metropolitan Council and the other stakeholders to choose co-location of
the freight rail and light rail in the Kenilworth Corridor. The finances make more sense, the
characteristics of the corridors favor co-location in the Kenilworth Corridor, and the development
of the area has shown that residents already tolerate freight noise.

Thank you, and please do not hesitate to reply if you need me to clarify any of my points.

Sincerely,

William Vandover

5915 W. 42nd St.

St. Louis Park, MN 35416
612-296-1665
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<Anne. Wardleworth@NAProp
erties.com=>

11/26/2012 1219 PM bee

cC

Comment#l1:

"Wardieworth, Anne" To <gwcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>

Subject DEIS Official Comment Submission

To Whom It May Concern:

See Comment #198 for
Theme Delineations

Please find attached a copy of NAP Southwest Station, LLC's response to the DEIS.

We look forward to your feedback.
Kind Regards,

<<scan0006.pdf>>

Anne L. Wardleworth

Director of Sales and Leasing

North American Properties

Direct: 952.852.1010/972.374.5273
Facsimile: 952.906.0905/214.596.9258

Email: anne.wardleworth@naproperties.com
Website: http://www.naproperties.com
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NORTH AMERICAN PROPERTIES ||}

November 26, 2012

Hennepin County Housing, Community Works, & Transit
Attn: Southwest Transitway

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415

RE:  Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement
To Whom Jt May Concern:

NAP Southwest Station, LLC is the ownet of 88 condominiums at Southwest Station
Condominiums located along Highway 5 between Praitie Center Diive and Mitchell Road in
Eden Prairie. Upon reviewing the draft environmental impact statement (DEIS), we have a
few concerns we’d like to share with your committee.

According to our condominium Disclosure Statement:

Steps have been taken to deal with the weak comptessible organic soils, including
surcharging the site with soil in amounts recommended by the engineer on the site
on which Southwest Station Condominiums have been comstructed before the
mstallation of pile-driven foundations. Soil was brought in and placed across the site
and then left for approximately one year — six months longer than recommended —
to accelerate the amount of settlement the site would be exposed to in the coming
years. Additionally, vertical wick drains were installed to accelerate the degree of
“settlement. After monitoring and testing the surcharge and mckmg the soils were
removed and trucked from the site.

As this statement cleatly confirms, the soil conditions are volatile on this site. Therefore,
NAP Southwest Station, LIC wants to know what is going to be done to mitigate the
potential problems that the installation of the tracks will create as we do not want to
jeopatdize the measures NAP Southwest Station, I.I.C took to protect the buildings from
settling. It is imperative proper measutes are taken to maintain the integrity of the buildings
during construction and when the tracks are open as the buildings will be subject to constant
disturbance from the vibration. Have your engineers studied this issue? What measures are
they recommending be put in place?

Additional concerns include increased noise and traffic in and atound the neighborhood. It
seetns prudent that a sound wall, additional sound insulation in the building, and/or new
sound insulated windows and doors should be mstalled to help limit the increased noise
transfer. Not only will noise increase along Highway 5 whete the LRT will be installed, but
due to the increased traffic along Technology Drive to enter and park at the transit station,

4956 NORTH O'CONNOR RQAD
IRVING, TX 75062
PH: 972.374.5300 FAX: 214.596.9258 WEB: WWW.NAPROPERTIES.COM

ATLANTA & CINCINNATI & DALLAS & FT. MYERS & MINNEAPOLIS
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all of those residences will also be affected by the noise.

In tegards to the increased traffic, we assume either Technology Duve will be widened
and/or stop lights will be added to ensure our residents can safely enter and exit the
community given the increased traffic in this area. Even today, the traffic flow in and
around the community 1s difficult so we can only mmagine how chailenging it will become
once the LRT opexns.

The DEIS notes 91 condominium homes as being severely impacted by the LRT.
Intetestingly, thete are exactly 91 homes in building one (13560 Technology Drive).
However, upon further investigation 237 homes in the community will be severely impacted
by the LRT (13560 Technology Drive, 13570 Technology Dtive, and 13580 Technology
Drive) given the vibtation, noise, and increased traffic. Not to mention, due to the
proximity of the rail line to the condominium community, NAP Southwest Station, LLC is
very concerned at how this may negatively impact the housing values.

At this time, our prefeténce is certainly for the ail line to either stop at the Southwest
Station Metro Transit location off of Prairie Center Drive and Technology Drive or have the
line redirected to the north side of Highway 5.

Thank you for taking our concerns under advisement. We appreciate any consideration you
can provide. We look forward to feedback regarding our position and concetns.

Sincerely,

Aane L. Wardleworth
As Authorized Agent for NAP Southwest, LP
As Managing Agent for NAP Southwest Station, LI.C
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Comment#l14

"Shelley Emick" To <sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
<Shelley.Emick@maslon.com " y
> cc "Geoffrey Jarpe

<Gjarpe. MASLON_PO.MASLON_DOM@maslon.com>
11/26/2012 01:52 PM bee

Subject Southwest Transitway Letier of 11/26/12

Attached you will find a letter placed in the mail today. Please call with questions.

Shelley Emick
Legal Secretary to Geoftrey Jarpe

Shelley Emick | Secretary
shelley.emick@maslon.com

(P} 612.672.3417 | () 612.642.4817

MASLON

Maslon Edelman Borman & Brand, LLP
3300 Wells Fargo Center
90 South Seventh Street

Minneapolis, MN 55402-4140
www.maglon.com | map/directions
When it matters most.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission and any attachments accompanying it contain confidential information
belonging to the sender that may be protected by the attorney-client or work product privileges. The information is intended only for
the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disciosure, copying,
distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. Any unauthorized
interception of this transmission is illegal. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail,

and then destroy ail copies of this transmission.
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Geoffrey P, Jarpe

Direct Diak (612} 672-8360
geoffreyjarpel@masion.com

"Via E-mail and Regular Mail

November 26, 2012

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
701 Fourth Avenue South, Ste 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

Re: Southwest Transitway — Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are the attorneys for the owner of the property located at 11455 Viking Drive in Eden Prairie.
The property is improved with a modern office building in which operations of BMO Bank and
other businesses are located.

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Southwest Transitway
Project and as directed in the Executive Summary, we submit these written comments.

Our client opposes alternative LRT 3A, which has been designated as the “locally preferred
alternative.” The principal reason for opposing this alignment is the massive bridge that is
proposed to carry trains over the existing highways at this location. The bridge height at that
location and ifs proximity to our client’s building damage it quite significantly. There is
substantial interference with the easements of light, air and view, along with likely interference
with the use and enjoyment of the property insofar as access and the frequent operation of trains
in both directions are concerned

This presents a very difﬁcult, if not intolerable, sifuation for the subject property. We therefore
urge you to give serious deliberation to and consideration of these factors, with the result that
this alignment be altered so that damages to this property are eliminated. -

Thank you very much for your anticipated cooperation.

Very truly yours,

/
Geofft€y Jarpe

GPJ/sle
930052
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Comment#11t

Matt Muyres To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
<matt.muyres@gmail.com> cc
11/26/2012 05:48 PM

bce

Subject pike trail

BIKE TRAIL question....
On pg 49 of Appendix F of the DFIS...

AT the Woodale street crossing, the diagram shows the existing bike path from the current
location being swtitched to just south of the new lrt line. P 9

Why? And what is happening to the old trail then? (in pink)

Matt
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Commentt#l1e

elip3@comeast.net To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
11/26/2012 09:40 PM cc  safetyinthepark@gmail.com
bce

Subject stop the reroute

My phone number was not included at the bottom when this was emailed a few minutes
ago.

To whom it may concern at Southwest Transitway:

The time and energy it requires to derail a costly, dangerous, C
wrong initiative boggles the mind. A commercial venture

seeks the legal right to damage our living conditions in all the

ways that have spelled out countless times, and at an exorbitant

cost to boot.

As has been stated countless times, it is a physically dangerous,

environmentally unsafe, noisy, traffic-disrupting, property-value diminishing,

and tax-decreasing idea. Whose ethics are even considering this absurd proposal?
Even with the right of eminent domain, residents' properties

need to be purchased. However, in this case, a commercial venture

proposes to simply have its way, free of responsibility.

Do the right thing.

Sincerely,

Ellen Lipschultz

3925 Dakota Ave S

St. Louis Park 55416

962-927-6148
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Commenti#117

NOV 26 2012

s
[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transtt (SWL *F)wiﬁ*rﬁ%fr'léwvimnmen&aumpact
Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S Spur
tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacent to
the St Louls Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, during normal
business hours. The proposed action of re-routing freight would introduce mainline traffic and the
community, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier trains during weekends, evenings,
and nighttime. In detail, the re-route will allow a 788% increase of rail cars traffic. The increase of freight
exposure will directly and negatively impact the community health and cohesion of the neighbors
adjacent to the tracks. In addition, there will he negative Impacts to the school system and educational
quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School.

Besides my general concerns about the freight rail re-route, the section of the SWLRT DEIS that describes C
the noise and vibration has flawed methods and conclusions. The vibratioh and the nolse measurements’
were done with current MN&S traffic. It is important to note that the re-routed freight will be longer,
more frequent, and include more locomotives per train,

Vibration, Chapter 4.8.4: The conclusion that vibration will have no significant impacts is incorrect

Vibration impacts will be longer in time and the total armount will tncrease with the heavier freight and
additional locomotives.

Noise, Chapter 4.7.5:

Quiet zones: The DEIS fails to describe the real world issues with the quiet zone. The SLP Senior
High Is both bookended by two blind curves and has athletic facilities on both sides of the tracks. The
operating rail company, TC&W, has stated in a public document that it has safety concerns with a quiet
‘; zone due to the proximity of the tracks to schools, residents, and businesses. It will be impossible to
P design a guiet zone that will be both safe for the area while maintaining access for the adjacent Senior
I High school and local businesses. The quiet zone is Ifsted as mitigation for noise Impacts but itis a
'\ mitigation that is not supported by the neighborhoods, school board, or the operating rail companies.

‘ A quiet zone will not eliminate all noise Impacts and the assessment fails to measure other sources:
a. the rail to wheel curve squeal from the tight interconnect curve
. b. the additional noise of the locomotives as it throttles up both the southern interconnect ramp
and grade change at the northern connection, -

¢. trains traveling west will need to use their brakes to malntain a slow speed going down grade
and through curves

d. diminished livability from the 1ntroduct|on of night frefght traffic
e. the amount of time exposed to the noise impacts of the stationary crossing bells will increase
significantly due to increase in train numbers.

The re-routing of freight will negatively impact the safety, livability, and community cohesion of residents,
students, and communities. The SWLRT DEIS does not adequately describe the impacts and as such, the
freight reroute should not be given any further consideration as an option.

vame:_ S o Cam melbye

Address: 9—755-1 ﬂmﬁd}-— M S

City/state/zip:__ S 4~ ww& Pow lc m‘\] SS‘{ZG’
roere QLT3 05T cxum_ Susan nflpge Ped inarealty

. Lo
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.;,Qom ment#11¢

i

" NOV 26 2012

To the Federal Transit Administration, the Hennepin CounLry“R’eglonaFRallroadl

Authority and Metropolitan Council: | Sae Comment #81 for
Theme Delineations

My name is Sara Hackenmueller and | live at the Southwest Station
Condominiums, address: 13560 Technology Drive, Eden Prairie, MN 55344. The
property will directly be impacted by the light rail, if the line begins at Mitchell
Road to extend to the Southwest Transit Station. Chapter 4: Environmental
Effects, Page 4-88, I1D: 3-A, Description: Segment 3 between Mitchell Station and
Southwest Station, Land Use Category: 2, Severe Impacts Land (Units): 1 (91).
The Draft Environmental Impact Study does not name Southwest Station
Condominiums specifically, but there are 91 Units in one of the buildings of our
complex, including my condo which faces Highway 5. Our property was built on
a large expanse of wetlands that expanded at least one mile to the northeast and
several miles to the southwest. It underwent extensive development to deal with
the weak compressible organic soils. Studies and testing must be completed in
order to maintain the integrity of the soil and all of the buildings on the property.
I am very concerned about the proximity of the light rail to the property; we will
face many issues with vibration and noise. Another concern is the increase of
traffic that will occur on Technology Drive, especially with the property set
between two of the largest stations on the So'uthwes_t Corridor route: Mitchell
Station and Southwest Transit Station. | do utilize the Southwest Transit Station
every day to get to work and | appreciate the goal to move Minnesota forward
with alternative forms of public transportation. ! thank you for this opportunity
to express my concerns and [ hope proper studies and testing will be completed
on our property and any issues are successfully mitigated.

Sincerely,

9’3‘2’”%%

Sara K. Hackenmueller
13560 Technology Drive
#1119

Eden Prairie, MN 55344
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Comment#11¢

NOV 96 2012

j
To whom it may concern: i

1 am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St.
Louis Park, Minnesota,

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped

" completely or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 (Public
and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d} states that the Ieac_ling agency must
“encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human

~ envirohment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the potent[al freight rail re-route issue.

Hennepin County did not "encourage and facilitate” public involvement concerning this issue. In fact,
Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at

‘all of the outréach meetings listed in table 12. 1-1 and alt of the community events listed in table 12.1-2,

Public comments regarding the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses, Most importantly, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at afl of SWLRT's major milestones leading up to the DEIS, Worse, the public was
not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at
the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible aiternatives to the
re-route {co-location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of 5t. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their
oppos:tion to the frerght re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue neéds tobe
dropped or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name: ML(W K gf ’nﬁl@/\ i :
Address;_ 2104 gYWH\M/LPﬂ/@\S ‘

City/State/zip: ff?'tzmb pﬂ’ﬁK f\MU 5/60” é
Telephione:_ W12 7194 127 7] £-Mail:
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To whom it may concern;

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit {SWLRT) — Draft Environmental Impact
-Statement {DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rall re-route in St
Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be dropped
comp!eteiy or a great deal more study must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT—DEIS, tam paﬁicuiarfy concerned with Chapter 12 (Public

and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading agency must
“sncourage and facilitate public involvement in declsions which affect the quality of the human
environment.” This regulation was clearly ighored in regards to the potgntia! freight rail re-route issue.

_ Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public involvement concerning this issue. in fact,

Henhepin County.refused attempts. for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at
all of the outreach mé Betings fisted Int table 12.1-1 and ail of the communily events listed in table 12.1-2.
Public comments regardmg the frelght issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight issue were refused at the 2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, public
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. in summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were deniad at all of SWLRT's major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not made aware of the significant enviranmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potentiai freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the freight rail re-route was at
the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of possible alternatives to the
re-route {co-location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of 5t. Louis Park. Hundreds of 5t. Louis Park residents voiced their
opposition to the freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning prccesc ieadmg up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to he
dropped or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and pubhc outreach.

Thank You,

Name: %\IMA&L(/} O;\ \r\ O,
Address: 52{)5 @ﬂﬂ@-ﬂl\f:\g I}ﬂe <\;
'C:ty/State/z:p éq“ Lbhﬁ Pa‘(‘lc \\fk\\ SQ‘WQ)
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. Nov 2620
By

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental impact

Statement (DEIS) published in regard the SWLRT which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in 5t.
Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has SIgntficant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to he dropped
' comp!ete!y or a great deal more stody must be done.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT—DEIS I am particularly concerned with Chapter 12 {Public
and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2{d) states that the leading agency must
“encourage and’ facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quahtv of the human
environment.” This regulation was ciearly ignored in regards to the potentlal freight raif re-route issue.
Hennepin County did not ”encourage and facilitate” public involvement concernhingthis issue. In fact,
Hennepin County refused attempts. for pubhc comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at
all of the outreach meetings listed in table 12.1-1 and alf of the community events listed in table 12.1-2,
Public comments regarding the freight issue were denied at the 2008 Oct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings
and the comment period that followed as listed in section 12.1.3.1. Public comments regarding the
freight issue were refused at the 2020 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, pubiic
comments regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included
all of public hearings listed in section 12.1:4.1. In summary, all public comments regarding the freight
rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT's major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse, the public was
not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and the potential freight re-
route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT meetings leading up to the DEIS.
The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County to discuss the fraight rail re-routa was at
the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5. However, any discussion of bossibie aiternatives to the
re-route (co-location) or the freight re-route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these
PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS fails to mention the 2011 April 17 and 28 freight re-route listening
sessions that were held by the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of St. Louis Park residents voiced their
oppaosition to the freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment
during the entire SWLRT planning process !eadmg up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needs to be
dropped or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public dutreach.

Thank You,

Name: E’f’hEL ME LL@RFN
Address: L;l 2, gAI(’M Ave. Se.
‘Clty/State/zrp M DI&.« Mr’? S5l éf’

- "Te!ephone.‘glf%"%wg @’5351’2; -Maai
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Comment#l2z

MASLON EDELMAN BORMAN & BRAND, LLF
LI
~ !

{ p612.6%2.8200 3300 WiLLs FARco CENTER
NOV 227 Z{”z ¥ 612.672.8397 go Souri SEVENTH STREET
. MiNNEAPOLISs, MN 55402-4140

www.maslon.com

Geoffrey P. Jarpe
Direct Dial: (612) 672-8360
geoffrey.jarpe@masion.com

Yia E-mail and Regular Mail See Comment #114 for
November 26, 2012 Theme Delineations

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit
701 Fourth Avenue South, Ste 400
Minneapolis, MN 55415

Re: Southwest Transitway — Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are the attorneys for the owner of the property located at 11455 Viking Drive in Eden Prairie.
The property is improved with a modern office building in which operations of BMO Bank and
other businesses are located. ‘

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Southwest Trausitway
‘Project and as directed in the Executive Summary, we submit these written comments.

Our client opposes alternative LRT 3A, which has been designated as the “locally preferred

alternative.” The principal reason for opposing this alignment is the massive bridge that is

proposed to carry trains over the existing highways at this location. The bridge height at that

location and its proximity to our client’s building damage it quite significantly. There is

substantial interference with the easements of light, air and view, along with likely interference 1

with the use and enjoyment of the property insofar as access and the frequent operation of trains |
1nooth diréctions are concerned : o

This présents a vefy difﬁcult, if not intolerable, situation for the subject propferty. We therefore
urge you to give serious deliberation to and consideration of these factors, with the result that
this alignment be altered so that damages to this property are eliminated.

Thark you very much for your anticipated cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Geofft€y Jarpe

GPI/sle
930052
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Nay ;3‘7 2012
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To Whom It May Concern: SR

} am writing In response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit {SWLRT) — Draft Envircnmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S Spur
tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacent to
the St Louis Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, during normal
business hours, The proposed action of re-routing freight would introduce mainline traffic and the
community, residents, and students will be exposed to lenger; heavier trains during weekends, evenings,

and nighttime. in fact, the re-route will allow a 788% increase in the number of rail car traffic in this area.

The increase of freight exposure will directly and negatively impact community health, cohesion of the
neighborhoods adjacent to the tracks and educational quality within St Louis Park Schools. In addition,
there will be negative impacts to the community at large. These impacts include but are not limited to,
increased noise and vibration; increase in diesel fumes from laboring locomotives, loss of mobility with
when muitiple crossing are blocked simultaneously, decreased safety for home owners and students at
the High School, decreased access to small businesses and a decrease in tax base caused by iower
property values in the affected area.

| oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. | believe it will create an unsafe and
undivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents.

Thank you,

Name: /7@4/&2/ ﬁé/‘!gég{

Address:

City/State/zip: /ﬁﬁz_ %ﬂ

e S
Sl y14) ETize

- Comment#12:

Telephone: 95/ —q/” Zx—-ﬁl & 75) E-Mail: m’éé%«' 4 &fm&gz Cowr—
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NOV 27 2012

\ e N

To whom it may concern: (The process to choose the Locally preferred Alternative was ﬂawed)

[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) — Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DE!S) published in regard the SWELRT which includes the proposed freight rail
re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota.

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to be
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done,

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, | am particularly concerned with Chapter
12 (Public and Agency Coordination and Comments). NEPA 1500.2(d) states that the leading
agency must “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality
of the human environment.” This regulation was clearly ignored in regards to the poiential
freight rail re-route issue. Hennepin County did not “encourage and facilitate” public
involvement concerning this issue. In fact, Hennepin County refused attempts for public
comments and concerne regarding the freight rail issue at &lt of the outreach meetings iisted in
table 12.1-1 and all of the community events listed in table 12.1-2. Public comments regarding
the freight issue were denied at the 2008:0ct 7, 14, and 23 scoping meetings and the comment
period that followed as listed in'.section 12,1.3.1. 'Public comments regarding the freight issue
were refused at_the_2010 May 18, 18 and 20 open houses. Most importantly, public comments
regarding the freight issue were denied during the entire LPA section process. This included all
of public hearings listed in section 12.1.4.1. In summary, all public.comments regarding the
freight rail issue were denied at all of SWLRT’s major milestones leading up to the DEIS. Worse,
the public was not made aware of the significant environmental impacts caused by SWLRT and
the botential freight re-route because the freight issue was not discussed at any of the SWLRT
meetings leading up to the-DEIS. The only opportunity the public was given by Hennepin County
to discuss the freight rail re- -route was at the PMT meetings discussed in section 12.1.5.
However, any discussion of p0551ble alternatives to the re-route {co-location) or the freight re-
route’s connection with SWLRT was strictly forbidden at these PMT meetings. Lastly, the DEIS
fails to mention the 2011 Aprif 17 and 28 freight re-route listening sessions that were held by
the city of St. Louis Park. Hundreds of 5t. Louis Park residents voiced their opposition to the
freight re-route. Because those opposed to the re-route have been denied comment during the
entire SWLRT planning process leading up to the DEIS, the freight rail issue needsto be dropped
or significant more work needs to be done on the alternative studies and public outreach.

Thank You,

Name: %ﬁ/ a JM/ &Z//J’éﬁ'ﬁ
Address: 27/g %55/?7/{_‘2 A—Ve 9
City/State/zip: ﬁ ADLUS‘: Q l’"ﬁ /MN oy %/ ya

Te[ephone P
EMail: %&4 I 255"15 oI aST, Me,f
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Comment#12~ |
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|

To Whom It May Concern: (closing 2%t street] .‘.,mmh_,%m:m:mm _______
[ am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Imp act
Statement (DEIS) published in'regard the SWLRT which 1nc1udes the proposed freight rail re-route in

St. Louis Park, Minnesota,

The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needstobe
dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. As this action is proposed and C
described in Chapter 1, Sectfon 1.3.2.3 as rebuilding a little known, lightly-used spur line into a main
freightrait line, which will initially allow a 788% increase of rail car traffic. Whatthe SWLRT-DEIS
does not address, but should, are the real-world impacts of this action on the affected area.

Besides my general concerns about the SWLRT-DEIS, the portion of the report dealing with the
closing of the 29* street crossings (Chapter 3/p. 135) causes me the greatest concern. Residents
from the Birchwood neighborhood requested on behalf of the Birchwood neighborhood that the
grade crossing at 29t Street stay open. According to page 135 of the DEIS the 29 street crossing is
being closed as a mitigation measure. However, the closing of the crossing will not benefit the
neighborhood; it will, in fact, jeopardize I‘Mmake emergency vehicle access
Mt 1m.“p65_si'ﬁe_:ﬁﬁ%v$mter months due to narrowed streets.

-

None of 'the'rriitigation. requested-ly the City of St. Louis Park on behalf of her residents is being
considered: This mitigation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and
property values for the residents of St. Louis Park.

Name: f%}ﬁ o JM/ /’EZ/I’JGSS’

Address: 27[5/ %55’/?1?12747% B)

City/State/zip: (87£ (,QC = V%J" k- /VW __,C’E“cp[é

Telephone: E-Maik P“Fﬂj Ness (éj CormCasl: P 57—
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"Bertulli, Karen” To "sweorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us™
<KBertulli@winthrop.com> <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
11/27/2012 12:27 PM ce

bce

Subject Resident comment letter - SWLRT DEIS

Attached please find a comment letter regarding the above mentioned topic.

Sincerely-

Karen Bertulli,
SLP Resident

Comment#12¢
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To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT} — Draft Environmental fmpact
Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota. | am a 5t.
Louis Park resident and am extremely concerned about the proposed re-route. While | support the
SWLRT, l am vehemently opposed to the re-route as currently proposed and am writing to express my
concerns. | request that no action be taken until reasonable alternatives are studied and considered,

The propesed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3 of the DEIS. The MN&S
Spur tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacent
to the St Louis Park Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, during
nprmal business hours. The proposed action of re-routing freight would introduce mainline traffic and the
community, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier trains during weekends, evenings,
and nighttime. in fact, the re-route will allow a 788% increase in the number of rail car traffic in this area.
The increase of freight exposure will directly and negatively impact community heaith, cohesion of the
neighborhoods adjacent to the tracks and educational quality within St Louis Park Schools. In addition,
there will be negative impacts to the community at large. These impacts include, but are not limited to:
increased noise and vibration; increase in diesel fumes from laboring locomotives; loss of mobility when
multiple crossing are blocked simultaneously; decreased safety for home owners and students at the High
School both due to railway proximity and due to blocked crossings {how current proximity is allowable,
and an increase in traffic is even being entertained is beyond comprehension — the potential for
derailment near a school is entirely unacceptable); decreased access to small businesses; and a decrease
in tax hase caused by lower property values in the affected area.

| oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. 1 believe it will create an unsafe and
unlivabte situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. St. Louis Parkis a
wonderful community anda great place io live — please keep it that way.

Thank you, — 0%7(_,

Name: K.G-‘b.\ —aefk\'i\kt

Address: 3-73(0 Ixﬁ‘c&.&o ocQ M S

City/State/zip: 8{‘ Lovts M - WLU (S& k“‘:?

Telephone: - E-Mail: k‘o el L @u;wt%fﬂiﬁeto"h\
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Comment#127

Village In The Park To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us"
<villageinthepark@paradisem <swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
n.com= CC Patricia Neal <dpneal@sympatico.ca>
11/27/2012 12:46 PM bcc

Subject Rail Traffic SW Corridor

Good afternoon,

I have attached a letter from Pat and Don Neal supporting the rerouting of freight traffic away from Wooddale Ave. With that letter
you will find a resident petition that supports the reroute.

Thank you,

Ruthann Shull _

Office Manager :
Village in the Park Condominium Association
3600 Wooddale Avenue

St. Louis Park, Minnesota 55416
villageinthepark@paradisemn.cam

Tel: 952-926-1563

Fax: 952-926-1723
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3600 Wooddale Ave So., Unit 313
5t. Louis Park, MN 55416
November 15, 2012

Hennepin County

Housing, Community Works & Transit

701 Fourth Avenue South, Ste. 400

Minneapolis, MN 55415

To Whom It May Concern,
We attended the November 14 hearing in St. Louis Park regarding the draft EIS. Due to the large number of
participants, we were unable to make a public statement.

Our concerns with the Kenilworth Corridor option are:

¢ Accommodating additional freight rail with existing bike and pedestrian trails

e Compromising the safety and suitability of light raif transportation with freight traffic

@ |Increasing the queues at crossings reiated to Highway 7 and Wooddale Ave,

¢ Complicating the accessihility to the south access to Highway 100 from Wooddale

+ Endangering human traffic at the proposed light rail station and parking area at the Wooddale
location ‘

# The increasing senior population in the immediate Wooddale area

s The substantial use of Wooddaie by the newly constructed St. Louis Park Fire Department
personnel and vehicles

e The accessibility of neighborhood residents

e The increasing building of high density apartments, condo units, and life care facilities in the
Wooddale and 36™ Street area

Additionally, our ElImwood Neighborhood has similar cancerns as those who oppose the rerouting of
freight traffic: noise, ground vibration, hazards from chemicals and emissions, and decreasing property
values. '

Our Elmwood neighborhood has experienced changes related to being a section of an inner ring suburb:

increasing size of Highway 7 and Highway 100, additional air traffic, and pollutants from smal! industry. The

" impact of the proposed light rail line is a positive for our area and the larger southwest metro area. We

_strongly agree that the rerouting of freight traffic away from Wooddale Ave. is the correct path for the Met
Council to take.

Thank you for considering our concerns.

Sincerely, » P
o ! /
P iy

o i ,
e LA .
SRl oo N e ale !

Donald and Patricia Neal
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We support the attached letter from Donald and Pat Neal dated November 15, 2012. “We strongly
agree that the rerouting of freight traffic away from Wooddale Ave. is the correct path for the Met

Council to take.”
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We support the attached letter from Donald and Pat Neal dated November 15, 2012. “We strongly
agree that the rerouting of freight traffic away from Wooddale Ave. is the correct path far the Met

Council to take.”
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Comment#12¢

Damon Farber To "swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us”

<dfarber@damonfarbgr.com> <swcarridor@co.hennepin.mn.us>
' cc

11/27/2012 04:12 PM bee

Subject Southwest Corridor LRT DEIS Comments

1. Page 3-34, Segment A (see Exhibit 1) stipulates that under the co-location Option{LRT
3A-1) three homes on Burnham Road will be taken ("permanently used”). According the DEIS
(Chapter 3, page 3-34, Segment A) those homes are” the first three single family homes
north of Cedar Lake Parkway along Burnham Road”. As many as 57 town homes north of the
West Lake Station are also slated for removal. In addition there will be “disturbance” to
parkland on the east side of Cedar Lake to accommodate a realigned Burnham Road where it
intersects with Cedar Lake Parkway. I questioned this at the November 13, 2012 open
house/public hearing and both the Hennepin County and its engineering representative stated
that it was an error that three homes on Burnham Road were to be taken. Rather two homes
on Burnham Road (2650 and 2542) and one home on Park Lane (42) were the single family
homes being considered for removal under the co-location scenario.

There is no text describing any taking of private property on Burnham Road or Park Lane
under Qption LRT 3A, which assumes that the freight train would be moved to St Louis Park.
Page 11-3 of the DEIS indicates 4 properties, including .81 acres of Cedar Lake Park ( I
assume that this is the area by the beach north of Cedar Lake Parkway and west of Burnham
Road), potentially being “used” permanently along with the historic channel. In that same
table under the LRT 3A Option it appears that cnly one property and the historic channel are
to be “used” permanently. Is that one property 2650 Burnham Road or is it the Cedar Lake
Park? Neither the project engineer nor Hennepin County Community Works and Transit can
confirm the addresses in elther option. This needs to be clarified. Which properties are being
alluded to in the DEIS for Options LRT 3A-1 and LRT 3A?

2. In October of this year I sent a note to the MPRB and to SW Transit/ Hennepin County
Community Works asking for detailed information regarding design options for how the
intersection of Cedar Lake Parkway with the Kenilworth Trail might be handied (See Exhibit
3). I also asked for more definitive data on noise and vibration testing specific to that
crossing. I was referred to the DEIS which it seems to me does not adequately address these
aspects in enough detail to allow for reasonable conclusions. I appreciate that the Final EIS
will be less general and have a more detailed scope with greater insight into site specific
issues and adverse impacts of the LRT upon affected properties neighborhoods. The
Hiawatha LRT corridor can prove a substantive, quantifiable example of what we along the
Southwest LRT corridor might expect. As such, any references that addressed real
construction and real resultant influences related to social, environmental and transportation
impacts along the Hiawatha LRT corridor will be especially helpful for the layman to better
understand and anticipate the impacts that will result from both construction and
implementation along the SW Kenilworth LRT Corridor.

Quantitatively what is the current noise/decibel level at the intersection of Burnham Road
with Cedar Lake Parkway? I assume that decibel readings were taken before, during, and
after construction of the Hiawatha Line. For the purpose of comparison what was the noise
level - prior to and following completion - inside and outside structures 100 ft and 150 ft from
the center line of the Hiawatha LRT at East 32nd and East 53 Streets. Along Hiawatha berms,
landscaping {noise cannot be mitigated by plantings) walls and a combination of the two
were used. However, that is not possible at crossings. So again, it seems reasonable to ask
for real, empirical, historical data to be provided that illustrates noise levels along the
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Hiawatha corridor at key intersections. Also there are two elevated bridges, one at East 28"
and a second that crosses Hiawatha at Crosstown Hwy 62. Will you please provide the same
before and after data for those two locations in case an LRT overpass is the final design
solution at the Cedar Lake Parkway crossing?

3. Vibration both during the construction process and after project completion may have

serious ramification on nearby properties. I am obviously concerned about potential structural
impacts and cracking to my home at 2650 Burnham Road which is at the corner of Cedar
Lake Parkway and Burnham Road, during construction and following project completion. I
respectfully request that you provide vibration readings/documentation for all the same

. locations identified above to ascertain if vibration, along with noise, might be shown from a
" quantifiable, historical perspective.

4, According to a 4/20/2010 technical memo by HDR Engineers, the LRT train will cross
Cedar Lake Parkway every 3.75 minutes under the LRT 3A option. Will you please confirm
this? Page 4-8 of the DEIS notes that there will be 198 trips between 7 am and 10 pm, 60
LRT trips between 10 pm and 7 am, 48 LRT trips between 6 am and 9 am and another 48
trips between 3 pm and 6:30 pm for a total of 354 trips per day. with speeds ranging from 20
to S50 miles per hour. Will you please confirm the gates will be down no longer than 30
seconds for each of the 354 trips? What is the design speed of the LRT if it is at grade where
it crosses Cedar Lake Parkway? What is the speed if the LRT is elevated above Cedar Lake
Parkway. Will you confirm that the bells at crossings wili occur no longer than 5 seconds for
each of the 354 crossing and will the train horn blast in addition? Please provide answers to
each of these questions if the co-location Option{LRT3A1) is selected.

5. Traffic counts for Cedar Lake Parkway and Burnham Road were taken on February 16,
2010, and Chapter 6 notes that vehicular circulation was modeled based upon those counts,
and that due to “low pedestrian counts” it was determined that pedestrians, were not to be
modeled. Would this same conclusion have been reached had the counts been taken almost
at any time during the spring, summer or fall seasons when there is increased vehicular flow
and much higher pedestrian traffic and bicycle movement along both Cedar Lake Parkway
and the Kenilworth Bike Trail — both of which support a significant volume of pedestrians and
bicyclers who use these two avenues for recreation and commuting? Have counts been
taken that are not illustrated in the Draft EIS that might support a reassessment of the value
and importance of the pedestrian and bicyclist.

6. From a safety standpoint there can be no question that an at-grade crossing is the
least desirable solution. We regularly observe bikers and pedestrians being hurt, hear
screeching tires as motorists siow down and/or speed up, are subjected to biker’ obscenities
being hurled at motorists who fail to yield or observe traffic signs. An at grade crossing is
unsafe as my wife can allude to after having been sent to the hospital for stitches after a
major fall at the intersection of Cedar Lake Parkway with the railroad tracks. If there is a
flyover bridge (see Exhibit 2) to accommodate the LRT tracks above Cedar Lake Parkway I
am concerned about the impact to wildlife, visual and aesthetic character, materials selection,
and resultant noise, and would urge that if that is the design solution selected the engineers
.be sensitive to a incorporate an historic recall and reference to other bridges in the Cedar,
Isles, Dean neighborhoods that are integral to the Historic Grand Rounds and Parkway
System. Also, a very significant concern beyond those identified above and in the DEIS is
the visual impact of a band of light emanating from the LRT train windows from dusk to dawn
as we look out our windows, Light trespass is a very real environmental impact that has not
been addressed in the DEIS and it should be. Wouldn't you agree?

I would prefer to have serious consideration given to a tunnel Option for the LRT rather than
a bridge or at-grade crossing at Cedar Lake Parkway. New, updated and modified economic
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data has just been added to the DEIS. I saw no dollars assigned to a tunnel / LRT underpass
solution. It's possible I missed it? Is it available? I recognize that it is more expensive,
including the need for to work outside the current ROW, but it is technically possible. After all
there are many tunnels around the world that go under rivers and oceans so while hydrology
and hydrostatic pressure are a serious consideration, it can be engineered and overcome.
Please comment.

Recently the MPRB, its consultant and the citizen advisory committee (CAC) proposed a
middle ground solution where the LRT tracks begin to recede into a trench from a point
north of the West Lake Street station to a point south the 21 Street Station. The historic
Cedar Lake Parkway would arch over the recessed tracks from east of Cedar Lake Park and
the Beach to meet grade on the east side of the proposed LRT trough. There are, to be sure,

still pedestrian/ bike/auto and LRT conflicts where the tracks, Cedar Lake Parkway,

Kenilworth Bike Trail and walking paths converge, but such a solution which would keep the
LRT “low” and the Parkway with its more pedestrian aspects “higher” seems like a reasonable
compromise that could, with some creative engineering and design, allow all properties to
remain, address many traffic and safety concerns, and respond to myriad environmental
issues within a fiscally responsible approach. This is the creative type of thinking,
conceptualization and approach we would endorse.

Respectfully submitted,
Damon and Becky Farber

2650 Burnham Road, Minneapolis, MN 55416
612-298-9446 dbfarber@earthlink.net
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Comment#12¢
Attachmenttl

Chapter 3 Southwest Transitway
Social Effects Draft Environmental impact Statement

and St Louis Park have focused substantial planning efforts for future development
surrounding the conidor, pariicularly around the proposed station areqs.

Segment A

In Minneapolis, land use changes are anticipated along each of the planning
segments. Residential land uses surrounding the Segment A alignment are mainly low-