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Bassett Creek Valley Equitable Development Project 
Chart Comparing Community Priorities with the Outcomes Secured at the Minneapolis City Council in 2008 

Important Note: The following resolution was added prior to Ryan Companies being awarded "Temporary Exclusive Development Rights." This a major step forward, strengthening RNA's position with City staff. future 
City decision-makers and with Ryan Companies. This sets a high standard for any potential development agreement that might be negotiated in the future. lt might be the highest standard set for any development agreement 
in the history of the City of Minneapolis. 

Communitv Approved Guiding Principles 
Guiding Principles for redevelopment of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV): passed by 
unanimous vote by HaiTi son neighborhood residents at the February 28, 2005 
community meeting: voted and adopted by the Harrison Neighborhood Association 
Board of Directors on March 14, 2005. 

RESIDENTIAL/HOUSING 
Redevelopment shall: 

• Preserve and improve existing housing in the BCV area while safeguarding 
against displacement and gentrification. 

• Create a wide variety of new housing options-both single fami ly and multi­
family. both ownership and rental-at a mix of affordability levels to meet the 
housing needs of future. but .:specially current, residents. 

ECONOMIC 
• Provide long-and short-term living wage jobs for nrca residents. 
• Create work opportunities and resources for existing businesses in Harrison, 

with an emphasis on those that are minority and female owned. 
• Establish links between educational/job training resources and neighborhood 

,,·sidents, including youth. to enhance employment oppottunities. 
• Set minority and female construction patticipation goals above City 

minimums: provide for the necessary outreach to attain these goals. 

ENVIRONMENT 
• Improve the air, water and land quality within the Rassell Creek Valley. 

This is to be achieved through permitting, monitoring and regulating all 
industriai]JOIIution in the BCV, this is also to be achieved through 
incorpomting green space mto each industrial site in a way that reduces run­
off pollution and litter. 

• Increase public access to new and existing green spaces within the BCV and 
;ldjacent areas by creaung nonh and south open space corridors. 

• Protect the ecological integrity of the creek and surrounding wildlife habitat 
hy restoring Bassett's Creek to a more natural and meandering route. 

• Use green building materials made with safe building materials. 

QUALITY OF LIFE/COMMUNITY 
• Addrt•ss rht: hasic rc=t:\11 and scrvu.:c needs of the ~oplt:: who tin: and work m and 

around the Hanlsun ndghborhood 
• Support liN A in crc.:ating a ''st.: n SI! of place" 10 the Bass~t Creek Valley and withm th'-· 

larger ncighhorhood that rC":tChe s acro~s cultu rt: and economiC d as'\cs. 
• Cn:<~tc tlestgn~ th;.tl arc pedestrian fnendly and fully :u.:ccssthlt" , thar mhtbtts cnrnc :md 

unprov..: the sense of s:tlcty. 
• Improve linkages to otbl.!;r pans ofthc cily and surrounding art"as. 

Amended Council Language 
The Community Development Committee unanimously approved the following language on October 28'•. 2008. The full City 
Council adopted the language on November 7"', 2008. 

Any C ity development agrccment(s) with Ryan Companies should work to include the following : 

Housing 
• l11e mix of ownerslu p and rental units, and units affordahle to very low, low, and moderate-income household~ in each 

proposed development phase and integration of affordahle units throughout the proposed developments. 
• Consideration of nonprofi t developers for all housing developments 
• Promotion of long-term affordability through land leases, deed restrictions and Other means. 
• Energy dticiency and green design and construction. 

Constr uction Related Workforce and Contractor Diversity 
• Meaningful employment and contracting goals for any construction on the Linden Yards, and Impound Lot sites, 

including apprcnti<.:cship and local hiring goals. 
• Payment of p revailing wages by all contractors and sub-contractors. 
• Establishment of a First Source Hiring and RefeJTal System, including hiring of ex-offenders and workfo rce incluston 

activi ties focused on Northside residents 
• Establishment of a program to connect Northside neighborhood contractors to constmction activities. 

Workforce Opportunities 
• Labor neutrality and card check arrangements 
• Employment and hiring goals addressing workforce diversity and local hiring 
• Workforce development plan that addresses job training, job/employer linkages, local hiring strategy and rderral system 

for employers located in the development and that coordinates with existing community-based job training effons. 
• Employment assistance programs that reduce barriers to employment while supporting a stable and reliable workforce 
• Work to connect Women and Minority Business Emcrprises and local fi rms to commercial enterprises located in Bassett 

Creek Valley 
• Opportmtities for local businesses and Women and Minority Business Enterprise have to locate within the redevelopment 

to fill commercial/retail gaps in a sustainable manner. 
• Pursue employment plans and goals to for long term living wage employment opportunities for people of color and 

women and community residents in the development 
In a ddition to the development agreement provisions, the City will pursue the following: 

Finance 
• Planning efforts to produce tax increment financing and tax increment legislation that will promote and integrate the 

redevelopment of the entire area consistent with the Master Plan using the excess tax increment generated by Linden 
Yards and the Impound Lot 

• Plan the usc of these excess funds to achieve the development and housing objective set out in the master Plan 

Community Connections and Participation 
• Continued engag.:mcnt of the HaJTison Neighborhood Association (HNA), The Bryn Mawr Neighborhood 

Association{BMNA) and The Redevelopment Oversight Committee (ROC) with the production of the redevelopment and 
tax increment plans for Basset Creek Valley; regarding the development agreements suJTounding Linden yards and the 
Impound Lot; strategies to connect the Ryan development with redevelopment/renewal of the remainder of Bassett Creek 
Valley Area and suJTounding community and minimization of impact of development on surrounding neighborhood 

• Incorporation of sound environmental planning into project design 
• Create systems and methods of monitoring goals, strategies. and agreements 
• Explore, in conjunction with the developer and affected neighborhood groups. ways to facilitate the housing and long­

tcml employment goals set out in the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

·-
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Transit 
Administration 

August 8, 2011 

Maren McDonell 
Board President 
Harrison Neighborhood Association 
503 Irving Ave. North, Suite 100 
Minneapolis, MN 55405 

Russ Adams 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Metropolitan Stability 
2525 Franklin Ave. East, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 · 

Doran Schrantz 
Executive Director 
ISAIAH 
2720 E. 22nd St. 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

REGIONV 
Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan. Minnesota, 
Ohio. Wisconsin 

Tim Thompson 
President 

200 West Adams Street 
Suite 320 
Chicago, IL 60606-5253 
312-353-2789 
312-886-0351 (rax} 

Housing Preservation Project 
570 Asbury St. , Suite 1 OS 
St. Paul, MN 55104 

Jodi Nelson 
Executive Director 
MICAH 
2233 University Ave. #434 
St. Paul, MN 55114 

Re: Potential Environmental Justice Issues at Bassett Creek Valley/Linden Yards Development in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Dear Sirs and Mesdames: 

This letter is in response to your letter dated June 22, 2011, expressing environmental justice 
concerns regarding the proposed location of the commuter train storage facility at Linden Yards 
East in the Bassett Creek Valley area of Minneapolis. One of the potential Southwest Transitway 
Project stations, the Van White Station, is also being proposed to be located at Linden Yards East. 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Metropolitan Council, and Hennepin County Regional 
Railroad Authority are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Southwest 
Transitway Project. This document, which will address environmental justice and other potential 
concerns, is still in development. There will be opportunity for public comment on the Draft EIS 
once it is published. Since this Project is a Federal undertaking, the Draft EIS is being prepared in 
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). For more information, please 
contact Katie Walker, AICP, Transit Project Manager, Hennepin County, at (612) 385-5655. Her 
e-mail address is Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us . 
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Please do not hesitate to contact me at (312) 353-2789 if you have further questions. 

Marisol R. Simon 
Regional Administrator 

cc: 

Lois Kimmelman, FTA 
Bill Wheeler, FTA 

Mayor R .T. Rybak 
City Hall, Room 331 
350 S. Fifth St. 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Peter McLachlan 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
300 S. 6th St. 
A-2400 
Minneapolis, MN 55487-0241 

Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Transportation Building 
395 John Ireland Blvd. 
St. Paul, MN 55155 

Norm West 
USEP A Region 5 
Office ofEnforcement and Compliance 

Assurance (E-19 J) 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Susan Haigh 
Metropolitan Council 
390 Robert St. North 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1805 
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Harrison 
1 1 1 1 Neighborhood 
f- ~ f Association 

June 22, 2011 

Mayor R.T. Rybak 
City Hall, Room 331 
350 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Peter McLaughlin 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
300 S 6th St 
A-2400 
Minneapolis, MN 55487-0241 

Susan Haigh 
Metropolitan Council 
390 Robert St. North 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1805 

Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Transportation Building 
395 John Ireland Blvd 
Saint' Paul, MN 55155 

Marisol Simon 
Federal Transit Administration Region 5 
200 West Adams Street 
Suite 320 
Chicago, IL 60606 

Norm West 
US EPA Region 5 
Office of Enforcement and Compliance 
Assurance (E-19J) 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

RE: Environmental Justice Issues at Bassett Creek Valley I Linden Yards 
development in Minneapolis 

Dear Officials: 

We write as organizations deeply concerned about the future of the Bassett Creek Valley 
area of Minneapolis. As all or most of you are aware, the Bassett Creek Valley is home 
to one of the largest publicly owned underutilized parcel ofland remaining near 
downtown Minneapolis. It also provides the key as-yet-to-be-developed link between 
economically struggling North Minneapolis and wealthier neighborhoods immediately to 
the south. In addition, as a result of siting decisions on the Southwest Light Rail Line, it 
will now also house the Van White Boulevard LRT station area, making this area even 
more strategic as an area to redevelop. The proposed Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) 
Master Plan I Linden Yards development is the product of years of community planning 
and an effort to capitalize on all these opportunities. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 
www.hnampls.org 
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One of the key goals of the BCV Master Plan is to set the stage for the economic 
revitalization of the adjoining Hanison neighborhood to the north. The Harrison 
neighborhood is an economically struggling, predominantly minority lower income 
neighborhood which should stand to gain much from the Linden Yards project. We write 
now, however, because we believe that a series of recent and pending decisions by public 
agencies are substantially jeopardizing the economic promise of the project, which in tum 
would pose a major adverse impact for the Harrison neighborhood. 

In particular, a pending decision to locate the commuter train storage yard at Linden 
Yards East would substantially compromise the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan, 
by undermining the Master Plan strategy to use high intensity development in Linden 
Yards. This creates a threefold adverse impact. First, it e.ffectively reduces or eliminates 
tax increment funding to finance redevelopment for the larger neighborhood. Second, it 
removes much of the potential to develop housing, both affordable and market rate. 
Third, it dramatically reduces the potentia/for Linden Yards to create a catalytic effect 
for the larger area. The primmy impact of these lost opportunities and the compromising 
of the BCV Master Plan will fall upon the predominantly minority and low income 
Harrison neighborhood. This presents a serious question of Environmental Justice. 
Although it is possible the train storage yard decision may not be made for some time, 
having the pending decision looming over Linden Yards creates it's own problems, 
necessitating that the Environmental Justice review be done now. 

As far as we know, no public entity is viewing the collective impact of the pending 
decisions in tenns of their potential Environmental Justice impact. We respectfully 
request that a comprehensive full Environmental Justice analysis be conducted regarding 
the siting of the proposed commuter train storage and maintenance facility. As far as we 
can tell, all of the agencies to which this letter is addressed have some role in making or 
funding the decisions in question, have Environmental Justice obligations, and therefore 
should share responsibility for this analysis. 1 

Background 

Historically the Bassett Creek Valley area has been largely industrial but also at times 
provided inexpensive housing for immigrant groups and beginning after 1900, 
increasingly housed African Americans. In the 1930s and again in the 1950s, public 
housing was concentrated at Sumner Olson on the northern edge of Bassett Creek. In 
1992, public housing residents took various governmental agencies to federal court, 
alleging a pattern of racial discrimination in the siting and operation of public housing. 
The case was settled in 1995, resulting in the Hollman v. Cisneros consent decree, a 

1 We are aware that the Southwest LRT corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) is planned for public release in the near future. Perhaps these issues will be 
addressed in the DEIS, but to the extent they are not, they should be addressed as 
discussed herein. In any event, whether EJ concerns get addressed in the DEIS or as part 
of a separate process as called for herein, the commuter train storage yard location 
decision should be deferred until these concems are fully aired and resolved. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f : 612-374-9777 
www.hnampls.org 
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sweeping cou1t approved settlement, providing for, among other things, the demolition of 
the Northside public housing projects, and the redevelopment of those units in various 
locations across the metro area, in order to provide largely minority public housing 
residents with integrated housing in high opportunity locations. Part of the settlement 
called for development of a new mixed income project to be built on the original project 
site, now known as Heritage Park. 

In addition, a key aspect of tl1e settlement called for reducing the isolation and enhancing 
the economic development of the largely minority Near North Minneapolis community 
by more directly linking that area to the more affluent Walker Art Center/Dunwoody 
location in South Minneapolis. The Dunwoody Institute, in particular, provides an 
important community asset because this well respected vo-tech school offers a career 
pathway out of poverty and will serve the North Minneapolis community better once the 
Van White Boulevard link is completed. That link is now being created through the 
completion of Van White Boulevard, which will also intersect with the Linden Yards 
development and provide a transit stop along the planned Southwest LR T Corridor. 

On a parallel track, residents of the Bryn Mawr and Harrison neighborhoods began 
working with the City to plan for redevelopment of the Bassett Creek Valley, culminating 
in the adoption ofthe Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan in 2000, and its updating in 2007. 
One goal of that Master Plan was to create conditions for the economic revitalization of 
the Harrison neighborhood, centered along Glenwood Avenue, and located between 
Heritage Park and the proposed Linden Yards development, the centerpiece ofthe Master 
Plan. The Plan calls for the transformation ofBCV "from a relatively isolated and 
obsolete industrial area ... to a vibrant urban village of retail, office, residential, industrial, 
civic and residential uses that fit like a glove with the adjacent neighborhoods. Master 
Plan, p. 4-1. The build-out, anticipated to take 25 years, could include between 2600-
61 00 dwelling units. Attached to this letter are two maps, one showing the larger BCV 
Area, and the other showing the Linden Yards proposal in some detail. 

Most importantly, the Master Plan explicitly recognizes that one of the purposes of the 
Linden Yards proposal is to generate additional financial resources to meet broader 
community needs. Phase 1 encompasses the Glenwood Avenue/ Van White Boulevard 
intersection and Linden Yards, and is intended to provide the catalyst for Phase 2, that 
will cover the larger surrounding area and "which will need market stimulation and 
financial infusion of phase 1 projects before they 'ripen' for development. " (MP at 6-9). 
The Plan provides that the Linden Yards area is to be intensively developed so that: "the 
tax increment from this project will also generate 'seed money' for more financially 
challenged redevelopment in phase 2." (MP at 6-11 ). The plan repeatedly emphasizes 
that building to the highest possible density is necessary for overall financial feasibility 
and that "implementation needs to be coordinated to allow stronger ' districts' to help 
support districts with gaps" and "revenue sharing needs to occur across district 
boundaries in order to a11ow financially stronger districts to support weaker ones.'' (MP 
at 5-7). Secondly, because of this need to rely on high intensity development in Linden 
Yards to generate resources to support the rest ofthe project, "implementing the plan 
cannot be viewed as a series ofindependent projects but rather a series of interrelated 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-3744849, f: 612-374-9777 
\YWW .hnampls. org 
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actions" and '·every investment must be evaluated for its impact on achieving the vision 
for the future of Bassett Creek Valley." (MP 6-1). The Plan notes that "failure to 
consider the implementation relationships between elements of the plan will lead to 
missed opportunities and increased risk for the City." (MP at 6-2) . 

In 2007, the City ofMinneapolis incorporated this vision for BCV and Linden Yards in 
its Comprehensive Plan. In 2008, the City of Minneapolis awarded exclusive 
development rights for Linden Yards to Ryan Companies. As part ofthat decision, the 
City Council reaffinned that excess funds generated through tax increment financing 
should be used for the benefit of the larger BCV Master Plan area. In 2009, the City 
rezoned the area consistent with the Master Plan. Further progress on the project beyond 
the planning stage has been stalled, however, largely due to the state ofthe economy. 

Finally, the selection of the route for the Southwest LRT Corridor means that Linden 
Yards will be even more strategically positioned, with the Van White Boulevard Station 
Area being located in the middle of Linden Yards. 

Governmental decisions affecting Linden Yards and Harrison Neighborhood 

The pending decision which most directly threatens the success of the Linden Yards 
project is where to place the commuter train storage yard needed for a layover yard 
facility for trains running in and out of the proposed downtown Interchange. According 
to the Intennodal Station Study Phase II, there are two locations which could be feasible 
for a train layover site: the Bassett Creek layover site (Linden Yards) and farther to the 
west, the Cedar Lake layover site2

• The study concludes that although both locations are 
feasible, the Bassett Creek Linden Yards site is preferable. Locating the train storage 
yard in this location, however, means that it replaces half of the Linden Yards project, 
Linden Yards East. Locating the storage yard in the middle of the planned Linden Yards 
development, along with the retention of the Impound Lot, severely compromises the 
community vision for BCV, removes the site where the affordable housing component of 
Linden Yards would have been located, and effectively eliminates the financial resources 
that would have been generated by the 01iginal development plan. The community most 
adversely affected by this decision is the community which stood the most to gain from 
the Linden Yards development-the Harrison Neighborhood. The Linden Yards location 
is also the only one under consideration which adversely affects an Environmental Justice 
community. 

We recently learned in a public meeting that the storage yard would also be needed for 
storage of high speed rail should the proposed high speed rail lines to Duluth or Chicago 
ever become reality. Since neither of these lines have been approved nor may they ever 
be approved, we face the prospect that the storage yard decision may hang over Linden 
Yards for perhaps years while advocates for these lines seek approval and funding. That 

2 Although the study discusses just these two locations, it is not at all clear that other 
more remote locations have been ruled out as infeasible. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 
www.hnampls.org 
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causes at least two problems. First, the prospect of train storage and diesel fumes as a 
neighbor greatly increases the challenge for Ryan Companies to attract any companies to 
locate at Linden Yards, very likely putting a damper on all potential development on the 
site. Second, while this decision remains unresolved, other public decisions appear to be 
asswning the storage yard will be placed on Linden Yards East thus narrowing the 
options and potentially dictating the outcome. The Southwest LRT Station plan clearly 
places the storage yard at the Van White station area rather than the Penn station area, for 
example. 3 

The train storage yard decision is not the only public decision which is effectively 
compromising the BCV Master Plan vision. The Master Plan also calls for the removal 
of the City's auto impound lot, in order to provide space for another phase of the Linden 
Yards development. However, the City has recently decided not to relocate the Impound 
Lot for the foreseeable future, and has in fact considered investing in upgrading the 
Impound Lot in its current location. Iftbe City takes that action, it effectively ensures 
that the impound lot will remain at this location for some time to come, further limiting 
the intensity of the development called for in the BCV Master Plan. 

In addition, pending decisions about the design of a bridge on Van White Boulevard are 
threatening to create further problems. To complete the section ofVan White Boulevard 
linking the Harrison Neighborhood to the Dunwoody Institute/ South Minneapolis area, a 
bridge needs to be constructed as part of the Boulevard which will cross over the 
Southwest LRT line, the Cedar Lake Trail, and the BNSF Freight Line. The City' s 
current proposed bridge design causes two problems.4 One problem is that for 
southbound travelers on Van White Boulevard, there will be no easy way to exit directly 
on to the Linden Yards West project area- which is the only part of Linden Yards that 
could be developed in the near future. This defect seriously threatens the ability of Ryan 
Companies to market the Linden West site for the commercial uses intended there. 
Secondly, the bridge is planned for one lane each way, unlike the rest of Van White 
Boulevard, which will be two lanes in each direction. This traffic choke point will 
effectively limit traffic along Van White Boulevard. That in turn threatens the entire 
vision of high density development in this area, as the inability to travel easily in and out 
of the project area may well prevent development at the density levels needed to make 
the project and the Master Plan vision work. 

3 While an environmental impact analysis will need to be done when and if the train 
storage yard decision is made, it will not be the same as the Environmental Justice 
analysis we are calling for. In addition to the problems caused by the delays of waiting 
for such a decision, that kind of environmental impact analysis will not ensure full 
consideration of all the social justice impacts of the decision, nor will it necessarily 
include consideration of the cumulative impact of all the public decisions on BCV, 
including the impound lot decision and the bridge design decisions, among others . 
4 We understand that it is possible that the bids could come in sufficiently under budget 
so as to allow construction consistent with the original bridge design, which would 
obviously be the preferable outcome. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612·374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 
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In short, these public decisions tlu·eaten to substantially undennine the vision for thi s area 
as atticulated in the BCV Master Plan and the City's Comprehensive Plan. As the Master 
Plan notes, "development intensity in Linden Yards is essential to generating financial 
resources that achieve the challenging but necessary acquisition, demolition, 
infrastructure and amenity investments in other parts of the Valley." (MP 6-11) 
Undem1ining that development intensity directly threatens the development potential 
Harrison neighborhood has been counting on. 

Why these issues raise Environmental Justice Concerns 

In 1994, the President issued Executive Order 12898, "Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations." The order 
provided that "to the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law ... each federal 
agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and 
addressing as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority populations and 
low-income populations .. .'' Section 1-101. Pursuant to this order, the U.S. DOT 
adopted its own order on Environmental Justice in 1997. 62 Fed Register 18377 (4-15-
97). In 1998, MNDOT issued its own Environmental Justice Draft Guidance, based in 
tum upon the USDOT order. The Guidance provides that in applying Environmental 
Justice principles to particular situations the following analytical steps should be 
followed: 1. Determine if a minority or low income population is present within the 
project area; 2. Determine whether project impacts associated with the minority/low 
income populations are disproportionately high and adverse; 3. If so, detem1ine if there 
are there mitigation measures or alternatives to the proposed action that would avoid or 
reduce the adverse impact on minority/low income populations. 

As a threshold matter, the obligation to consider Environmental Justice (EJ) in this 
situation clearly applies. The fact that the commuter train storage yard is at least partia1ly 
federally funded means that EJ obligations attach not only to US DOJ but to the 
recipients and subrecipients of these funds. FT A Circular 4 702.1 A. Moreover, the duty 
to consider EJ applies at all stages of the planning process, "and should be integrated into 
every transportation decision- from the first thought about a transportation plan to post­
construction operation and maintenance." FTA Environmental Justice Website, 
Questions and Answers, www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.htm. 

The following analysis does not claim to provide a complete application of the EJ Draft 
Guidance to BCV /Linden Yards; that is for the agencies to which this letter is addressed 
to perform. The analysis does, however, demonstrate that there is ample indication of the 
need to conduct this kind of analysis before further public decisions are made. 

1. The Harrison Neighborhood constitutes a minority and low income 
population within the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The Hanison 
neighborhood directly abuts the proposed Linden Yards development on its 
northern border, and is fully contained within the area defined as Bassett Creek 
Valley for purposes of the BCV Master Plan. According to 2010 census data, 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 
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40% of Harrison residents are Afiican-American, 29% are white, 17% are 
Southeast Asian, 9% are Hispanic, and 5% are other. Thil1y-seven per cent (37%) 
ofthe Harrison population lived in poverty in 2010. 

2. The impact of a decision to place the train storage yard at Linden Yards East 
is disproportionately high and adverse to the minority and low income 
residents of Harrison neighborhood. The first question under this element of 
the Draft Guidance is whether the anticipated adverse impact is high. The stakes 
for Harrison in connection with these transportation-related decisions are quite 
high; the entire development the community has been planning for over a decade 
would be in jeopardy. The elimination of Linden Yards East as a development 
site (other than train storage) effectively eliminates the tax increment funding 
needed to realize the full BCV Master plan, eliminates much of the planned-for 
housing development, and greatly undermines the location's potential as a 
catalytic development for the larger area. Secondly, to determine ifthe adverse 
impact is disproportionate, the adverse effect must be borne predominantly by a 
minority or low income population. That is clearly the case here, as Harrison 
neighborhood is over 70% households of color with 37% of households below the 
poverty level. By contrast, the minority population city-wide is 30.4%, and the 
poverty population city -wide is 21.5%, according to the City website. 

Of the two neighborhoods included within the BCV Area, Harrison is far and 
away more affected by the failure or success of the Linden Yards project. The 
only other neighborhood contained within the BCV Master Plan Area, Bryn 
Mawr, has for the most part only park areas directly near the Linden Yards site, 
while both residential and commercial areas of Harrison neighborhood directly 
adjoin Linden Yards. Under the Master Plan, as well as under the Hollman 
Decree, one of the main purposes of development within the BCV Area is to 
spark economic development within the long neglected section of the Harrison 
neighborhood along Glenwood A venue. Harrison neighborhood residents have 
also supported the Linden Yards development because of the jobs and affordable 
housing it would provide. 

It is important to note that one solution has been proposed which would in theory 
allow both the location ofthe storage yard at Linden Yards East and still allow 
development on that same parcel as well. The proposal would be to build a 
"plinth", or platform over the train storage yard, and then develop on top the 
plinth. It is highly debatable whether this solution would reduce the impact of the 
train storage yard, however; not only are there a host of unanswered questions 
about the compatibility ofbuilding residential or commercial space over a diesel 
train yard, but the likely enom1ous cost of such a plinth could well consume all 
the excess financial resources generated by the Linden Yards development to 
further adjoining neighborhood investment. The City and Ryan Company are 
currently undertaking an engineering feasibility study of the plinth concept, but 
this study will necessarily leave many key questions unresolved. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612·374-9777 
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In short, it appears that the impact of placing the storage yard at Linden Yards 
East is both adverse and disproportionately high for the Harrison neighborhood. 

3. There appear to be viable mitigation measures or alternatives available 
which would avoid or reduce the adverse impacts imposed by placing the 
train storage yard on Linden Yards East. Under MNDOrs test, if mitigation 
measures or alternatives exist which would avoid or reduce adverse effects on 
minorities/low income groups, those measures must be employed unless they are 
"not practicable". P. 13. MNDOT then refers to the USDOT definition of 
practicable: " in detern1ining whether a mitigation measure or altemative is 
practicable, the social, economic (including costs) and environmental effects of 
avoiding or mitigating the adverse effects will be taken into account. MNDOT 
also adds an additional test of practicability when the affected population would 
be protected by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. (That would be the case 
here, where Harrison neighborhood, the affected population, is over 70% persons 
of color.) In that case, alternatives can only be rejected as impracticable where 
the costs associated with the alternative are more severe than those of the 
proposed action, or where other alternatives would have costs of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

While the lntermodal Station Study indicated that the Bassett Creek site was the 
preferred site, it also indicated that either site, Basset Creek or Cedar Yards, 
contained sufficient space to be feasible. A key question for determination 
becomes costs associated with selection of an alternative site. Note, however, that 
even if there are additional costs associated with the alternative site, those costs 
must be compared with the full costs of the Bassett Creek/Linden Yards site, 
including the social and r esulting economic costs. Moreover, even if the costs of 
Cedar Yards are more severe than the Linden Yards site, there is still an 
obligation to identify all potential alternatives, including other feasible locations 
farther from the Interchange. 

Conclusion 

The issues presented here are complex, and further analysis is needed. What is clear at 
this point, however, is the following: a series of public decisions are seriously 
compromising the prospects for the realization of the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 
The most serious of these decisions and the one currently pending, the location of the 
train storage yard, threatens to dramatically reduce the size and viability of the proposed 
development, as well as the generation of financial resources intended to benefit the 
adjoining neighborhood. Even having this decision unresolved, perhaps for several years, 
places a major cloud over any development potential in the area. The neighborhood 
interests clearly jeopardized by this decision are oveJWhelmingly minority and low 
income. 

Based on these circumstances, a full Environmental Justice review should be undertaken 
now. We understand constmction of the bridge over Van White Boulevard may need to 
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proceed in the near future. We have no objection to that project proceeding as long as it 
is done in a way that does not preclude other locations for the train storage yard. 

s:7~V>?~? 
Maren McDonell 
Board President 
Harrison Neighborhood Association 
503 Irving Avenue North, Suite 100 
Minneapolis, MN 55405 

Russ Adams 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Metropolitan Stability 
2525 Franklin Ave E, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

Doran Shrantz 
Executive Director 
ISAIAH 
2720 East 22nd Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

Cc : County Commissioner Mark Stenglein 
Councihnember Don Samuels 
Mike Christenson, Director of CPED 

President 
Housing Preservation Project 
570 Asbury Street, Suite 1 05 
Saint Paul, MN 55104 

2233 University Ave. #434 
Saint Paul, MN 55114 

Enclosures 
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Bassett Creek Valley Rezoning Study 

Approved by City Council: February 15, 2008 

Took A7 ct: Apri12s, 2oos ~ IJl lm 

Proposed Zoning 

C2 

OR3 Institutional Office Residence District: 
The OR3 district is a mixed use district of 
very high density dwellings, large office 
uses, and major institutions, with additional 
small scale retail sales and services uses de­
signed to serve the immediate surroundings. 
Most development occurs at no more than 6 
stories. 

'+> r 
~· 
(" 

'7" 

~ 
~ 

4 
t) 

3332



Harrison 
1 1 1 1 Neighborhood 
U~ Association 

February 28, 2011 

Adele Hall 
417 N. 5th Street 
Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Ms. Hall: 

It is with great concern and disappointment that the Harrison Neighborhood Association 
submits the following public comment. As an Environmental Justice community, we 
have very serious concems about the decision-making process, final product, and next 
steps stated in the Station Area Strategic Planning document. The Station Area Strategic 
Planning Document is seen in some ways as a step backwards for our community and in 
conflict with principles of Equitable Transit Oriented Develop (ETOD). 

Community members have been working for over 15 years create a redevelopment in 
Bassett Creek Valley consistent with Transit Oriented Development (TOD) that would 
generate needed jobs, housing, community supporting businesses, community 
connections and needed tax revenue for local govemment. As a result, Harrison residents 
have been strong and vocal supporters of the Kenilworth alignment. They see the 
Southwest Light Rail Line as a means to reduce racial and economic inequities by 
connecting Northsiders to regional job centers and encourage redevelopment in Bassett 
Creek Valley to address the history of discriminatory planning that has left North 
Minneapolis isolated and marginalized. 

The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process has enjoyed a high level of community 
engagement. Over 650 people provided input into the BCV Master Plan that was 
approved in 2007. The community identified priorities were living wage jobs, diverse 
and affordable housing options, and that the redevelopment of publicly-owned lands must 
promote the revitalization of the entire area. Unfortunately, this input and work approved 
by the community and City Council has not been adequately reflected in the station area 
planning process for the Van White Station Stop. The original drawings showed very 
little ofthe envisioned development for Linden Yard West and open-air rail storage for 
Linden Yards East. Improvements have been made in the renderings since September 
2010, but community is only being provided scenarios with commuter rail storage. This 
is concerning because there has been no formal decisions committing Linden Yards East 
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for a rail-layover facility nor have the needed feasibility studies been completed to make 
that decision. 

The fair and just redevelopment of Bassett Creek Valley will not only benefit the 
Harrison neighborhood, North Minneapolis and the City of Minneapolis. It will benefit 
the Hennepin County by expanding the tax base, locating upwards of 6,000 jobs, and 
create close to 900 units ofhousing. The success of Bassett Creek Valley is a regional 
equity issue. 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association requests that the following additional points be 
included in the public comment for the Station Area Strategic Plan: 

1. The Station Area Strategic Plan lacks credibility as a guide for policyrnakers for 
the following reasons: 

a. Community requests for designs without a commuter layover facility were 
never met. Harrison residents representing the Harrison neighborhood and 
the 51

h Ward on the SWLRT Citizen Advisory Committee raised concerns 
at meetings. Residents that attended the open houses also voiced concerns 
about the lack of options and focus on accommodating rail storage at the 
expense of Transit Oriented Development. 

b. The final document clearly advocates for siting the commuter layover 
facility on Linden Yards East. The final document demonstrates this 
prejudice by only providing the merits of Linden Yards East despite 
stating on pages 43 (Van White Station Stop) and 62 (Penn Station Stop) 
that "it is not within the scope of this Station Area Strategic Planning to 
evaluate the merits of sites ... ". Both Linden Yards East and Cedar Yards 
(Penn Station) are considered viable sites by the 2010 Interchange 
Feasibility Study. The prejudice towards Linden Yards East is 
demonstrated again by providing Van White Station Stop with renderings 
that only reflect the commuter layover facility. 

c. The final document misrepresents the formal Milmeapolis City Council' s 
position on the sale of Linden Yards East. The two misrepresentations can 
be found on pages 43 and 62. In reality, the City Council struck language 
prioritizing rail storage over development and directed City staff to 
explore joint development strategies and report back. This action was 
passed April 2, 201 0 and the formal proceedings have been attached to be 
included in the formal comment. 

2. The illustrations depicting development over commuter rail storage are 
misleading for policy makers and disconnected from the reality of developing a 
platform that could accommodate Transit Oriented Development on top and 
several acres of rail storage underneath. 

a. Key feasibility work has not been started. The City of Minneapolis has 
recently received a grant to do limited feasibility work. The proposed 
feasibility study will provide more infonnation but it is unclear if there 
will be any definitive answers provided at its end. Here are a few key 
questions that need to be answered before a plinth is pursued as a solution: 
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(1) Is a joint development strategy (plinth or other scenatio) feasible, (2) 
What would be the cost, (3) Where would additional resources come, (4) 
Which public entity is responsible for securing the resources, (5) Will this 
decision reduce or delay benefits of redevelopment, (6) What is the impact 
to low-income communities and communities of color, (7) What are the 
cumulative impacts of rail car storage on an Environmental Justice 
community? (8) What are the impacts to potential property tax revenues 
from the site? (9) Will there be open-air rail storage? If so, how long and 
what impact will that have on the marketability of Linden Yards West? 
( 1 0) Do the feasible joint-development scenarios conform to Equitable 
Transit Oriented Development p1inciples? 

b. There are no illustrations or mitigation strategies to address 20-30 years 
(possibly more) of open air rail storage. The funding for a development 
platform would be parsed out between each of the commuter lines due to 
funding formulas for transit projects. This will undoubtedly impact 
access, mobility, development potential, and maintain the isolation of the 
area. It is unfortunate that no illustrations were provided to address 
interim challenges of open air rail storage which is the reality even if a 
joint development scenario is feasible. 

3. The final document does not adequately acknowledge or address the needs of 
Harrison property owners, renters and business owners. North Minneapolis 
stakeholders are not referenced under the Land Ownership section on page 35 or 
in the Origins, Destinations & Connectivity section on page 40, however 
Southside institutions and residential property are addressed. This Bassett Creek 
Valley is home to over 1 70 businesses and over 150 homes, all of which are in the 
'h mile radius of the Van White Station Stop. Strategies to improve pedestrian, 
bicycle, and automobile access to the Van White Station Stop focused solely on 
the Van White Memorial Blvd. Other innovative or creative solutions were not 
developed. Increasing the accessibility for those originating from the station stop 
is incredibly important. Based on our research, the top job skills that resident 
have North Minneapolis match the top industries along SWLRT Corridor. 
Included with this letter is that jobs and industry data. 

Graduate students from the Hubert H. Humphrey Institute produced a report quantifying 
the potential impact if commuter rail storage prevented redevelopment around the Van 
White Station Stop. The opportunity costs to the City of Minneapolis and the 
surrounding community include but are not limited to: 

• Loss of2,800 jobs 
• Loss of 500 new housing units (some affordable) and I ,000 new resident 

occupants 
• Diminished overall catalyst impact of any development that does occur on 

economic development of adjacent commercial parts of Harrison. 
• Fragmentation of land use within the Bassett Creek Valley 
• Loss of increased walkability, street activity, afford ability, and location efficiency 

created by transit oriented development 
• Loss of future Tax Base 
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The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process and development have enjoyed a high level of 
community engagement. Hundreds of people have been involved stating priorities of 
living wage jobs, diverse and affordable housing options, and that the redevelopment of 
publicly-owned lands must promote the revitalization of the entire area. 

There is a strong track record of partnership between Hennepin County, the City of 
Minneapolis and the community. Hennepin County has contributed to the construction of 
the Van White Memorial Blvd and invested substantial sums to remediate two fanner 
Superfund sites. The City of Minneapolis has committed significant planning resources 
to the area and made our joint priorities for the area the formal land use and development 
policy for the City of Minneapolis. It is critical that we work together to preserve all our 
gains and realize our shared vision of a revitalized Bassett Creek Valley that equitably 
benefits the surrounding community. 

We appreciate there is still much more work to be done in planning the Southwest LR T 
Line. We also know that the decisions made now will frame the future opportunities for 
North Minneapolis, the City and the region as a whole. 

~~~o/~\~ft( 
Maren MeDon~ 
Board President 
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MINNEAPOLIS CITY COUNCIL 
OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS 

REGULAR MEETING OF 
APRIL 2, 2010 

(Published April1 0, 2010, in Finance and Commerce) 

Council Chamber 
350 South 5th Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
April 2, 2010- 9:30 a.m. 
Council President Johnson in the Chair. 
Present - Council Members Glidden, Goodman, Hodges, Samuels, Gordon, Reich, Hofstede, 

Schiff, Lilligren, Colvin Roy, Tuthill, Quincy, President Johnson. 
Lilligren moved adoption ofthe agenda. Seconded. 
Vice President Lilligren assumed the Chair. 
Johnson moved to amend the agenda to include a new motion #2 approving the Council Committee 

Reporting Department document. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote. 
The agenda, as amended, was adopted 4/2/2010. 
President Johnson resumed the Chair. 
Lilligren moved acceptance of the minutes of the special meeting of March 10, 2010 and the regular 

meeting of March 12,2010. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote 4/2/201 0. 
Lilligren moved referral of petitions and communications and reports of the City officers to the proper 

Council committees and departments. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote 4/2/201 0. 

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE: 
COMMUNITY PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (274129) 
Status Report on 2010 Census. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE (See Rep): 
COORDINATOR (27 4130) 
City of Minneapolis' Five-Year Goals, Strategic Directions and Values. 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS (27 4131) 
State Legislative Agenda: Support information House File3184 (Champion) and Senate File 2809 

(Higgins) . 
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APRIL 2, 2010 

The COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, TRANSPORTATION & PUBLIC WORKS and WAYS & 
MEANS/BUDGET Committees submitted the following reports: 

Comm Dev, T&PW & W&M/Budget - Your Committee, having under consideration the 
recommendations of the Departments of Community Planning & Economic Development and Public 
Works relating to Bassett Creek Valley Exclusive Development Rights, as follows: 

a) That Ryan Companies be granted exclusive development rights to Linden Yards West through 
2015 provided annual progress is demonstrated as described in the staff report; 

b) If Linden Yards East is selected as the preferred site for a rail layover facility, direct City staff 
to work with the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority (HCRRA) on a joint development strategy 
by 12/31/2010 to maximize development. including air rights after rail needs are accommodated; 

c) Modify provisions related to Ryan's good-faith deposit of$20,000 (currently in possession of the 
City) to provide that such deposit shall be fully refundable upon written request by Ryan to terminate 
their exclusive development rights, until30 days after definitive conclusions ofthe negotiation period 
between the City and HCRRA regarding commuter rail storage, to allow Ryan to assess the impact of 
such agreement on their proposed development; 

d) Direct City staff to continue its analysis of Ryan's proposal, negotiate mutually agreeable terms 
and conditions for one or more redevelopment agreements under the basic framework outlined in the 
report, and return to the Council for authorization and further direction when appropriate; 

now recommends: 

Comm Dev & T&PW -Approval of recommendations (a), (c) and (d) and that recommendation (b) 
be referred back to staff with direction to draft alternate language. 

W&M/Budget-Approval of recommendations (a), (c) and (d), and approval of recommendation (b) 
to read as follows: "b) If Linden Yard East is selected by the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
(HCRRA) as the preferred site for a rail layover facility. City staff is directed to work with the HCRRA 
on joint development strategies to maximize development and report back to the City Council on these 
strategies by 12/31/2010." 

Quincy moved to amend the report by approving the Ways & Means/Budget Committee 
recommendation and deleting the Community Development and Transportation & Public Works 
Committees recommendation. Seconded. 

Adopted upon a voice vote. 

Samuels moved to further amend the report by adding thereto the following paragraph : 

"e) Direct staff to include principles relating to construction related workforce and contractor 
diversity, housing , workforce opportunities, finance and community connections and participation for 
any City development agreement(s) w ith Ryan Companies. as fully set forth in the Department of 
Community Planning & Economic Development (CPED) staff report contained in Petn No 273109, 
passed by Council action on November 7, 2008." Seconded. 

Adopted upon a voice vote. 
The report, as amended, was adopted 4/2/2010. 

Comm Dev, T&PW & W&M/Budget - Your Committee, having under consideration the following 
recommendations ofthe Departments of Community Planning & Economic Development (CPED) and 
Public Works relating to City Community Garden Lease Agreement Standards, as follows: 

a) Passage of the accompanying resolution approving community garden lease agreement 
standards and delegating authority to the CPED and Public Works directors or their respective 
designees to enter into standard form City Community Garden Lease Agreements forthe leasing of non­
buildable and non-developable City properties for community gardens; and 

b) That the proper City officers be directed to prepare a Procedure Document consistent with the 
Minneapolis Contract Monitoring Procedures Manual prior to any execution of the subject agreement; 

now recommends: 
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M3D V.3 Residence Area Charactel'istics Report http ://map .deed.state.mn. uslchamel eon/rae _nhood _ m3d3 .phbnl?s id=4 a82 ... 

I of 2 

Residence Area 
Characteristics Report 

- 2006 LED Data -
The following neighborhoods included In report: 

JORDAN, HAWTHORNE, WILLARD-HAY, NEAR NORTH, 
HARRISON, SUMNER-GLENWOOD, 

J close 
1 

print I save 

I Percent I Number [ Metro % I Metro # 

!Annual Average Earnings by Wo rker I Selection Stats Ill I Metro Stats Dl 

I<$14AOO I 29.31 31441 20.2%1 273,536 

J$14,400-$40 ,800 I 48.1 , 51661 34.2% 1 462,524 

l> $40,800 I 22.61 2420 1 45.6% 1 615, 753 

ffotal I 100.0j 107301 100.D%j1, 351,813 

I Age of Worker I Selection Stats~ I Metro Stats~ 
J30 and under 34.1~1 27.0%1 364, 520 
j31-54 53.1 5701 1 57.4%1 776,015 

Jss and over 12.71 13671 15.6%1 211,277 

ffotal 99.91 107301 100. D%j1,351,813 

I Workers by Industry of Primary Job Selection Statse I Metro Stats. 

jAgrlculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting 0.11 6j 0.2%1 2, 481 

JMining I o.ol sl 0.0%~ 
lutllltles I 0.21 241 0.3% 3, 909 

Jconstruction I 2.91 3131 4.4%1 59,103 
!Manufacturing I u .oJ 11771 12.1%1 164, 063 

jwholesale Trade I 4.91 5241 5.1%1 82,821 

!Retail Trade I 10.41 11151 10.9%1 146, 653 

ffransportation and Warehousing I 3.51 3771 3.2%1 43,800 

!Information I 2.41 253j 2. 6% 1 35,200 

!Finance and Insurance I 5.1j 5451 6.5%1 87,597 
!Real Estate, Rental, and Leasing l 1.91 209j 1.9%! 25,494 
!Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services I s.al 6171 6. 9%1 93,836 
!Management of Companies and Enterprises I 3.61 389 1 4.4% 1 59, 748 

~~dmin, Support, Waste Management, I 8.2, 88o j 5. 6%1 75, 084 Remediation 

!Educational Services I 8.31 888 1 8.4%1 113,982 
!Health Care and Social Assistance I 14.91 15971 11.7%! 158, 056 

!Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation I 1.31 1391 1.3% I 17,179 
!Accommodation and Food Services l 9.11 9761 6.9%! 92,591 
!other Services (Except Public Administration) I 4.61 4961 3.3% 1 44, 182 

!Public Administration I 1.91 2001 3.4%1 45, 689 

I 
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M3D V.3 Residence Area Characteristics Report http://map.deed .s1ale.mn. us/chameleon/rae _nllood _ m.1 d3. phttnl? si d=4a8 2 .. . 

2 of2 

All Primary Jobs (including private and 
public) !=1 107301100.0% 1,351,813 

Commuteshed (Cities where workers are employed who live in the 
selected area) 

1-! Jobs in Goods Jobs in 
Jobs in Other Primary Jobs Producing Transportation & Services 

Utilities 

!Minneapolis city 1798j 1031 2461 1449 

!st. Paul city 38Sj 341 341 317 

!Bloomington city 191 71 441 140 

!Plymouth city 1831 so l 30j 73 

jEdina city t ao! 101 161 154 

!st . Louis Park city 1611 201 28 113 

jGolden Valley city 1281 391 28 61 

!Eden Pra irie city I goj 221 351 33 

!Minnetonka city I sal 331 171 38 

!Brooklyn Park city I 841 121 261 46 

f""D:l Source: US Census Bureua, LED Residence Area Charactenstics Files (2006). Please note that 
B Residence Area Characteristics are based on all primary jobs while Worf<place Area Characteristics 

files are based on an jobs. 
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M3D V.3 Workplace Area Characteristics Report http://map.deed.state.rnn.us/chamel eon/wac _ city _m3d3.phtml?sid=4a82c ... 

I of2 

Workplace Area Characteristics 
Report 

-2006 LED Data-

The following cities Included In report: 
Hopkins Eden Prairie Edina St. Louis Park Minnetonk 

I close 
~ 
1 pnnl save 

I Percent I Number I 

Selection Stats lb 
An nual Average Earnings by Job 

[<$14,400 I 24.3[ 54497[ 
[$14,400-$40,800 I 31.0[ 69490[ 
[>$40,800 I 44.6[ 99934[ 
~otal I 99.9[ 223921[ 

I I 
Selection Stat~~ 

Age of Job Holder 
[30 and under I 28.5[ 63879[ 
[31-54 I 57.5[ 128856[ 
[ss and over I 13.9[ 31186 
!Total I 99.9[ 223921 

I 
Selection Stats . 

Jobs by I ndustry 
[Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting I o.oJ 19[ 
[Mining I o.o[ 16[ 
[utilities I o.o[ 15[ 
[construction I 3.0[ 6694[ 
[Manufacturing I 11.6[ 26022[ 
jwholesale Trade I 6.4[ 14409[ 
[Retail Trade I 14.9[ 33439[ 
[Transportation and Warehousing I o.8[ 1860[ 
[Information I 2.2[ 4836[ 
Finance and Insurance I 9.0[ 20155[ 
Real Estate1 Rental, and Leasing I 2.8[ 6282[ 
[Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services I 7.7[ 17297[ 
[Management of Companies and Enterprises I 5.8[ 13095[ 
Admin, Support, Waste Management, 

7.5, 16840 
Remediation 

[Educational Services 4.8[ 10815 
[Health Care and Social Assistance 11.3[ 25279[ 
[Arts, Entertainment/ and Recreation 1.1[ 24841 
[Accommodation and Food Services 6.8[ 15139[ 
[other Services (Except Public Administration) 3.3[ 7405[ 

Metro %1 Metro# 

Metro Stats Ill 

24.6% [ 389,381 
32.5%[ 514,077 

42.9% [ 678,573 
100.0% [ 1,582,031 

Metro S tats~ 

27.1%[ 429,183 
57.7% 913,103 
15.2% 239,746 

100.0% 1,582,032 

Metro Statse 

0.2%[ 2,693 

0%[ 381 

0.2%[ 3,737 
4.5%[ 71,717 

12.0%[ 189,471 

6.0%[ 95,091 
10.3%[ 163,015 

3.0%[ 47,137 

2.4%[ 38,383 

6.1%[ 96,334 
1.9%[ 30,692 
6.7%[ 105,883 
4. 6%[ 72,618 

6.1%1 96,487 

8.2% [ 130, 078 
11.8% [ 186,067 

1.5% [ 22,862 

7.7%[ 121,754 

3.5%[ 551007 
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MJD V.J Workplace Area Characteristics Report hnp:t fmap.dced.state .nm.us/chame I eon/wac_ city_ m3d3 .phtml'!sid =4a82c . .. 

2 of 2 

)Public Administration 0.8) 1819 ) 3.3%1 52,623 

All Jobs (includlng private and public) ~I 2.23920 1 100.0% 1, 582,030 

Laborshed (Cities where employed workers in the selected area live) 

I F Jobs In Goods Jobs in Jobs in Other 
Producing Transportation & 

Services Utilities 

!Minneapolis city 23447) 28041 44881 16155 
jEden Prairie city 147391 19131 30631 9763 
!Minnetonka city 106731 10991 23941 7180 
!Bloomington city 105381 lSOo l 2oool 7038 
1st. Louis Park city 91721 9431 19311 6298 

!Plymouth city 84891 9S1j 18481 5690 
!st. Paul city ) 79911 11711 16451 5175 
!Edina city I 75921 6411 14151 5536 

!Maple Grove city I 59191 7aol 12651 3874 
!Brooklyn Park city I sus! 11151 9401 3060 

M 
3D 

Source: US Census Bureua, LED Residence Area Characteristics Files (2006). Please note 
that Residence Area Characteristics are based on all primary jobs while Workplace Area 
Characteristics files are based on all jobs. 
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FINANCE & COMMERCE 

Bassett Creek Valley shows signs of life 

Posted: 4:14 pm Tue, August 21, 2012 

By Drew Kerr 

PHOTOS:Edward Kraemer & Sons, of Burnsville, recently began work on an extension of Van White Boulevard 

that will connect to Dunwoody Boulevard. The project is part of a larger redevelopment planned at the 230-

acre area north of Interstate 394 known as Bassett Creek Valley. (Staff photo: Bill Klotz); Ryan Cos. executive is 

'bullish' on potential of area, cites future LRT station 

More than a decade has passed since the city of Minneapolis began planning redevelopment 

<http://www.minneapolismn.gov/cped/planning/plans/cped basset-creek> at Bassett Creek Valley, a 230-acre 

area west of downtown that leaders hope will someday offer a mix of transit, business, housing and green 

space. 

The area hasn't seen any development yet, but a developer with an interest in the property said Tuesday that 

he remains "bullish" on the prospects- especially if a station for the Southwest Light Rail Transit line is built 

there. 

Rick Collins, the vice president of development at Minneapolis-based Ryan Companies 

<http://www.rvancompanies.com/>, told the city's Community Development Committee on Tuesday that work 

to extend Van White Boulevard has raised the site's profile and that the prospect of a LRT station will make the 

site even more attractive. 

Work on the Van White Memorial Boulevard extension<http ://www.minneapolismn.gov/cip/aii!WCMS1P-

080728> -a $22 million project that will create a long-sought north-south connection between Glenwood 

Avenue and Dunwoody Boulevard - began earlier this year and is expected to be finished by the end of 2013. 

An eight-month study of a 13-acre area on the southwest corner of the site, known as Linden Yards West, is set 

to begin next month and will include a look at how a Southwest LRT station off Dunwoody Boulevard could fit 

on the site. 

The Southwest LRT line is expected to enter the engineering phase next year and to be in service as early as 

2018. 

"The challenge up to this point is that the site hasn't even been considered because it's been consumed by 

piles of dirt and rubble," Collins said in an interview before the meeting. "It has not been on the radar, period." 

The city uses the south side of the Bassett Creek Valley for an impound lot and outdoor storage. A relocation 

study has been completed by the city in anticipation of the changeover. The north side of the property is 

parkland. 

Ryan has development rights for Linden Yards West through the end of 2015 and says the site could include 

hundreds of new rental or owner-occupied housing units as well as 750,000 square feet of new commercial 

space, built out in phases. 

1 
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The firm has also expressed interest in finding a corporate tenant for what's known as Linden Yards East, a 10-

acre area that sits in the southeast corner of the property. 

Collins said the National Marrow Donor Program, UnitedHealth Group and Surly Brewing, which is looking for a 

home<http:/lfinance-commerce.com/2012/06/surly-narrows-its-focus-in-brewerv-site-search/> for its $20 million 

brewery, have expressed interest in Linden Yards West though the discussions are no longer active. He said 

other possible users are now being courted, but declined to say which compan ies have expressed interest. 

Collins said marketing the site has been complicated by the economic downturn but also because of plans to 

use the eastern site to store passenger rail cars. The storage would be needed if high-speed service from 

Minneapolis to Chicago is built, Hennepin County officials say. 

If storage is added to the mix, development would have to occur on top of tracks holding rail cars. Pil ings, noise 

and vibration dampening infrastructure and a four-level parking area would cost an estimated $45 million, a 

county study determined. 

Dean Michalko, an engineer with the county's Housing, Community Works and Transit office, said discussions 

about the rail storage have gone largely dormant since the high-speed rail line remains uncertain. 

Concerns about hindering development and neighborhood opposition led council member Lisa Goodman to 

push for clarification on the likelihood the storage would be needed and when. 

"If it's something that's going to be 25 years out, we should probably be looking at other sites, otherwise we're 

standing in the way of development," said Goodman, who represents the Bryn Mawr neighborhood. 

Collins told city officials if uncertainty around the site causes him to miss an opportunity it could mean waiting 

another decade. 

Despite the looming questions, Beth Grosen, a senior project manager with the Minneapolis Community 

Planning and Economic Development agency, said she is pleased with the recent progress that has been made. 

"It's all seeming much more real now," she said. 

Vida Ditter, who has lived in the area off-and-on since 1965 and is a member of the Bassett Creek Valley 

Redevelopment Oversight Committee, said she has learned to be patient while waiting for t he area to evolve. 

But the completion of Van White Boulevard is a significant milestone and could prove to be a catalyst for more 

rapid development, Ditter said. 

"This in my personal view is a major step forward that will allow many other th ings to happen," she said . 
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Community, officials clash over development plans for struggling 
Minneapolis neighborhood 
by Bill Clements 

Published: August 11th, 2011 

Maren McDonell of north Minneapolis is mad. 

The chairwoman of the Harrison Neighborhood 
Association sees the possibility that a vicious 
cycle of poverty and isolation in her 
neighborhood will repeat itself, and she can't 
keep quiet about it. 

" I am angry because I 'm a single parent of four 
kids, and they are talking about putting 
something in my community that will hurt my 
kids and my community for a long time," said 
McDonell, the mother of a son, 18, and three 
daughters- 16, 7 and 4. 

She was referring to plans that the city of 
Minneapolis and the Hennepin County Regional 
Rail Authority are considering for building a 
commuter train storage - or " layover" - facility 
on the nearly 13 acres known as Linden Yards 
East. 

Linden Yards east and west contain about 25 

Maren McDonell is the chairwoman of the board of 
the Harrison Neighborhood Association, and Larry 
Hiscock is its executive director. They believe if 

Hennepin County and the city of Minneapolis build a 
commuter t rain storage facility in Linden Yards East 

(above), the project could well sentence the 
adjoining poor and mostly minority community of 

Harrison to another couple of generations of poverty 
and failure. (Staff photo: Bill Klotz) 

acres of unused, publicly owned land just north of downtown Minneapolis t hat everyone considers 
prime development property . 

And it will become even more valuable if a station for the proposed Southwest light ra il transit line is 
built there on what will be Van White Boulevard, a new street that will connect north and south 
Minneapolis when it's completed in 2013. 

Planners say that a commuter train storage facility in that location is a "vital ingredient" in creating a 
jobs-rich passenger-ra il system and running it into downtown Minneapolis. And they add that Linden 
Yards East is probably (though not yet officially) the best spot for the facility. 

But McDonell and a host of other community and regional groups think there is a higher use for 
property as prime and valuable as Linden Yards, which is part of 230 acres known as Bassett Creek 
Valley that has long been largely industrial. 

They envision a major redevelopment that includes office buildings and housing and the j obs and 
residents that come with them, all part of a long-overdue rebirth of Harrison, Bassett Creek and the 
broader north Minneapolis area. 

"The redevelopment plans we are looking at would create 2,500 jobs and 500 new units of housing," 
McDonell said, anger draping her words. "We don't even have a McDonald 's in our community where 
our youths can get fired from . This is about bringing faith and opportunity into this community." 

Harrison Neighborhood Association Executive Director Larry Hiscock expla ined that " there's been a 
history of discriminatory planning in this community, and that sets the stage for future development. " 

The history here is represented by an image from a 1935 land-use planning map of Minneapolis that 
the Harrison Neighborhood Association found in a 1938 "citizen's guide" published by the Minneapolis 
Board of Education. 

The image shows a circle around the blocks that form north Minneapolis, including Harrison, and the 
words : "Slum" and " Negro Section (largest in the city)." 

McDonell's anger comes from knowing that the intention of city leaders and planners back in the 1920s 
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and '30s to condemn north Minneapolis to poverty and isolation worked. 

"I think this is about hope," McDonell said. "We want jobs and economic viability. With this facility 
coming, it's another way that the city and county will continue to oppress the community." 

Phyllis Hill, lead organizer for Isaiah, a community justice group working with the Harrison 
neighborhood in opposition to the layover facility, agrees. 

"The Harrison neighborhood is African-American and Somalis and Asian-Americans, and they've all 
come together on this- and I think that's very powerful. So why should the city turn their backs on 
that?" 

The Bassett Creek redevelopment plan, which goes back more than 10 years, "is about changing the 
planning and zoning to create opportunity/' Hiscock added. 

"That's why Ryan Cos. is interested. They didn't show up to build a layover facility- they showed up 
to create jobs and housing and opportunity. " 

The city in 2008 granted Minneapolis-based commercial developer Ryan Cos. exclusive development 
rights for Linden Yards West through 2015. It has been tough going. 

Rick Collins, vice president of development at Ryan, says the tough economy as well as thorny issues 
with the site itself make marketing the property difficult. 

"We are trying to resolve these open issues so we can present a more complete picture to potential 
corporate users/' Collins said, noting one recently expressed interest but quickly dropped out. "The 
reality is it's a compl icated site that won't be complete until we can explain these open issues." 

The thorniest of the issues is whether a commuter train storage facility will be built on Linden Yards 
East and, if so, can the kind of cata lyzing redevelopment that the community wants be built on top of 
that facility. 

Ryan is working with the city and the Hennepin County Regional Rai l Authority and their consultants, 
St. Paul-based SEH, to analyze the technical and financial feasibility of creating a development above a 
train sto rage facility in Linden Yards East. 

Although potentially costly, Collins believes that a good redevelopment can happen above a mostly 
closed-in train storage facility. 

"Ryan's interests are aligned with the community's," he said. "Although we ca n coexist with a rail 
layover facility and the community would prefer it not be built there at all. " 

Beth Grosen, senior project coordinator in business development for the city's department of 
Community Planning and Economic Development, said that any significant movement on construction 
of a t rain storage facility is a long way off. 

For now, Grosen advises the community to focus on "a more achievable v ision" of redevelopment 
along Glenwood Avenue. 

"There could be employment possibilities in the existing commercial properties along Glenwood -
that's much more achievable in the next few years, " Grosen said. 

Hennepin County Commissioner Peter Mclaughlin, head of the Hennepin County Regional Rai l 
Authority, emphasized that nothing will be happening for a while. 

" Let's face it, the Bassett Creek redevelopment plan didn't get implemented when the economy was 
booming, " said Mclaughlin, who has met with the community several times and will continue to. "What 
the community wants to do is going to take an enormous amount of resources, and this [project] 
hasn't risen to the top." 

But, Mclaughlin added, at some point in the future "the combination of the real estate market and rail 
investment will make this a desirable site - it'll be a good place for the kind of development the 
community wants." 

Complete URL: http:/ /finance-commerce.com I 2011/08 I community-officials-dash-over-development-plans­
for-struggling-minneapolis-neighborhood/ 

)7 811 1/20 11 8·15 AM 
3346



StarTribune - Print Pagt: http://www.startribune.conv'printarticle/?id= I 06574618 

I of 2 

StarTribune 
Can development, idling diesel trains 
coexist? 

Article by: STEVE BRANDT 

Star Tribune 

November 2, 201 0 - 1 0:33 PM 

In a glacial river valley west of downtown Minneapolis, a long-neglected banana-shaped parcel of land is suddenly at the center 

of potentially competing interests. 

The city now uses the 25 acres along Interstate 394 to crush concrete , recycle asphalt and store things ranging from extra 

garbage carts to streetlight poles. 

A master plan for the surrounding Bassett Creek area envisions offices and some housing for the parcel, known as Linden 

Yards from its past railroad use. Although construction is likely to be years away, developer Ryan Companies is working on 

crafting a proposal, with strong backing from the adjacent Harrison neighborhood. 

But the eastern third of the yards also is being eyed by Hennepin County as a possible site on which to eventually park 

commuter trains between runs. 

A"hough Ryan says that could help its development plans, Harrison activists are voicing fears that the rail use could trim the 

number of jobs and housing units, and the neighborhood needs both; 37 percent of its population was below the poverty level in 

1999. 

"We have some grave concerns about heavy rail layover," said Vicki Moore, a Harrison resident who has p layed an active role in 

redevelopment plans. "You can't keep continuing to dump stuff in north Minneapolis." 

The county has actively promoted and planned for a variety of rail lines that are expected to converge near Target Field, 

although it won't construct or own them. Preliminary studies for the county have identified either Linden Yards or nearby Cedar 

Yards as the best sites for commuter or inter-city trains to layover. 

The county also sponsored planning studies for the proposed Southwest light-rail line in an effort to better connect stations and 

their surroundings . Plans include a stop at Linden Yards, where the soon-to-be-constructed Van White Boulevard will pass over 
railroad tracks and Bassett Creek. Sketches so far envision development initially on the west half of Linden Yards and the rail 

layover yard as a long-term option on the downtown end. 

The neighborhood calculates that using it for trains instead of including it in Ryan's development could cost 1 ,800 to 2,800 jobs. 

That alarms neighborhood leaders, even though consultants suggest that the rail yard could be topped with a level or two of 

parking and then offices or housing above that. 

Neighborhood staffer Larry Hiscock said residents fear it's too speculative to draw plans for rail yards without knowing whether 

development above is physically or financially feasible and on what timetable. They want the feasibility of such stacked 

development over idling diesels studied first. 

So Ryan and the city have sought from the Metropolitan Council a $100,000 grant for such a study. The same broad flat glacial 

plain that made the area attractive as a route for early railroads contains boggy soil that increases the challenges for 

constructing buildings. 

County officials say that if a rail yard is built, it would make sense to build in extra support for potential development overhead. 

How quickly such a rail yard would be needed depends on how fast proposed rail service to Chicago and Duluth, and additional 

commuter trains similar to the Northstar line, materialize. 

The rail yard would cost an estimated $11 million and could reach $30 million if maintenance faci lities are added, according to a 
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preliminary study. 

Although Rick Collins, a Ryan vice president, said that development could go ahead in the area with or without a rail yard , he 

sees a boost to the area's development potential if trains are stored there. One reason is that the site has a low elevation, and 

putting in the rail yard and perhaps a parking level or two would raise it above nearby freeway ramps and an electrical 

transmission line, making it more marketable. Moreover, the rail yard might bring funding that could help offset the increased 

cost of supporting buildings above it, Collins said. 

Making a decision on whether to place the rail yard in Linden Yards is important, because it would reduce uncertainty when Ryan 

tries to line up potential corporate tenants for its development. Collins said that Ryan is probably several years from being able 

to break ground because of uncertainty over rail facilities and general market conditions. The County Board is scheduled to get 

an update on transit plans Nov. 18. 

Steve Brandt· 612-673-4438 

© 2011 Slar Tribune 
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"Hiscock, Larry" 
<larry@hnampls.org> 

12/31/2012 05:24 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject HNA Public Comment

Please confirm receipt.  A second email is also being sent with reference attachments.
 
Larry Hiscock
Director/Lead Organizer
612-374-4849
 
I GoodSearch and GoodShop for the Harrison Neighborhood Association.  
 
Raise money for Harrison Neighborhood Association just by searching the Internet with GoodSearch.com 
(powered by Yahoo), or shopping online with GoodShop.com.  Simply go to 
http://www.goodsearch.com/toolbar/harrison-neighborhood-association-hna and add us to your toolbar.
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 Harrison  

Neighborhood  

Association 
 

December 31st, 2012  

 

Hennepin County 

Housing, Community Works & Transit 

ATTN: Southwest Transitway   

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 

Minneapolis, MN 55415 

 

Re: HNA Southwest DEIS Public Comment 

 

To Whom It May Concern:  

 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association has and continues to support the 3A alignment 

for the Southwest Light Rail Transit Line as the Locally Preferred Alternative.  Harrison 

residents have been strong and vocal advocates of the 3A alignment for the potential to 

reduce racial and economic inequities by connecting Northsiders to regional job centers 

and to support existing plans for redevelopment in Bassett Creek Valley surrounding the 

Van White Station Stop.  Despite HNA’s support there is deep concern regarding 

segmentation, linking of unrelated projects, and the fair distribution of benefits and 

burdens (including direct and indirect) associated with the project on Environmental 

Justice communities. 

     

There are several community based reasons for support.  The two primary reasons are:  

 

1) The economic development opportunity created by the Van White Station Stop on 

City owned land and ability to catalyze redevelopment creating benefits for EJ 

community members  in the forms of jobs, housing, expansion of green space, 

increase community connections and creation of place in a currently blighted 

area owned by the public.  The City of Minneapolis has approved a resolution 

committed to linking long-term employment opportunities, and other benefits, 

resulting from redevelopment surrounding the Van White Station Stop to 

Harrison neighborhood and North Minneapolis in 2008.  [See Attachment A] 

Additionally, the community, City of Minneapolis and Metropolitan Council 

have approved the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan and is included in the 

Metropolitan Council’s Comprehensive Plan.  Bassett Creek Valley is one of 
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only three growth centers designated by the City of Minneapolis for the next 

20 years.  The dense Equitable Transit Oriented Development in Bassett 

Creek Valley is important to surrounding EJ Communities, City of 

Minneapolis tax base and regional competitiveness.  Transit infrastructure 

improvements are necessary. 

 

2) The added transit connection of Harrison and North Minneapolis residents to vital 

job centers along the Southwest Corridor.   The top three industries Northside 

residents work (Health Care, Manufacturing, and Retail Trade) match the top 

three industries (Retail Trade, Manufacturing and Health Care) along the 

Southwest LRT, according to the Department of Employment and Economic 

Development (DEED) 2006 data. Proactive and deliberate efforts are 

necessary to link EJ communities to job centers along the Southwest LRT 

Corridor because of the history of isolation from employment opportunities in 

Suburban areas.   

There is much reason for hope.  Unfortunately, the Harrison Neighborhood Association 

and area residents are also deeply concerned that the needs of environmental justice 

communities along the Southwest LRT Line are not being adequately considered nor 

affirmatively addressed to reduce well-documented racial, economic and regional 

disparities along the line.    

 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association is the officially recognized Citizen Participation 

Organization representing the Harrison neighborhood which meets the definition of an 

Environmental Justice Community.   The Harrison neighborhood is a racially diverse 

community consisting of 40% African Americans; 29% White; 17% Southeast Asian 

(Lao and Hmong); 9% Latino with the median income being $38,000 compared to the 

regions median income of $65,000 (2010 Census Information).   According to 2009 

American Survey findings, the overall unemployment rate for Harrison is 20.5%, for 

Hispanic residents 25% and for African American residents 32.5%.  The neighborhood 

has last 23% of its population from 2000 largely due to the foreclosure crisis.    

 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association requests that the Harrison neighborhood and 

surrounding EJ communities be seen in their totality and future planned in a 

comprehensive and integrated manner versus segmented between multiple major and 

complex federally funded transit projects.  The borders of Harrison serve as nexus of 

regional opportunity moving the community from being isolated by highways and 

interstates with poor access and transit service to being engulfed in the half mile radius of 

4 light rail transit station stops [see attachment B: Proximity to Planned Station Stops].    

 

The Southwest LRT 3A alignment brings the Van White Station Stop which is 

surrounded by roughly 30 acres of developable land owned by the City of Minneapolis 

with a portion already committed to a private developer.  The Central Corridor Line, 

Southwest Line and Bottineau line will all meet at the Interchange which is just on the 

3351

mferna10
Text Box
M5

mferna10
Text Box
M5



Harrison Neighborhood Association 

Public Comment on the SW DEIS 

Page 3 of 11 

 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 

www.hnampls.org 

edge of the neighborhood, and there is still nearly 20 acres of land, owned by 

Minneapolis Public Housing, to redevelop in Heritage Park (bordering Harrison) along 

the proposed Bottineau LRT line.   

 

Opportunities do not come without large challenges.  Nearly a century of urban policies 

and land use decisions have contributed to the environmental deterioration, social 

marginalization and economic decline of the area in and around the Harrison 

neighborhood.  The history of local decisions has included overt and covert policies that 

resulted in racial segregation, anti-Semitism, and discrimination directed at ethnic 

minorities and immigrants/refugees.  The history of discrimination was well-documented 

and the basis of the Hollman vs. Cisneros Consent Decree, which started as a class action 

lawsuit brought forward by public housing residents “alleging a pattern of racial 

discrimination in the siting and operation of public housing.”  [See Attachment C] 

Harrison Neighborhood Association’s requests: 

 

1. A full and immediate Environmental Justice Scoping of all potential commuter 

train storage maintenance facility locations including other regional sites.  

Immediate action is requested to mitigate harm already created by local 

government’s persistent efforts to site the facility in an area contradicting the 

community, City of Minneapolis, and Metropolitan Council approved area 

plans.   

 

2. The full inclusion of the Bassett Creek Valley components of the Minneapolis 

Comprehensive Master Plan.  To our understanding the approved Bassett 

Creek Valley Master Plan with development projections were not included.  

The result is that the full ridership projections for the Van White Station Stop 

are not reflected nor the revised zoning and development plans adequately 

analyzed in Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  This has direct bearing 

on an Environmental Justice Community and potential benefits received.  For 

example, section 3.1.2.4 makes no reference OR3 Institutional Office 

Residence District Zoning in the ½ mile radius of Van White Station Stop yet 

provides detailed accounts of zoning patterns further Southwest.  The City of 

Minneapolis rezoning was affective April 28, 2008 [see attachment D:  

Rezoned Bassett Creek Valley].  This omission is also in 5.2.1.2.  

 

3. The full inclusion and consideration of the businesses, churches, nonprofits and 

other community amenities such as the Heritage Park Senior Services Center 

which includes; fully accessible senior health and wellness center, 102 units of 

senior housing, clinic, therapeutic pool available to all seniors, not just Public 

Housing residents.  The exclusion of Harrison and Heritage Park businesses 

and amenities was noted in our public comments submitted February 28th, 

2011 regarding the Station Area Planning process. [Attachment E: HNA 
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Public Comment on Station Area Plans]  The continued omission is troubling 

and speaks to a pattern of failing to understand the resources and needs of EJ 

communities.   

 

4. HNA requests an immediate end to the segmentation of the diesel commuter train 

storage/maintenance yard siting decision.   The uncertainty caused by the 

specter of a storage/maintenance yard has already harmed the marketability of 

the future development. [See Attachment F: Finance and Commerce Article 

8.21.2012]  HNA has deep concerns regarding segmentation of the process 

which may result in further adverse impacts for EJ communities in the form of 

pollution, reduction/delay/denial of benefits of Transit Oriented Development, 

diverting needed community capacity from other projects and finally 

undermining the democratic process and voice of EJ Communities.  

Additionally, HNA requests mitigations and enhancements to support 

redevelopment around the Van White Station Stop.  Lastly, Harrison is 

bordered by two Light Rail Transit lines.  HNA requests a coordinated plan 

that looks at the cumulative benefits and risks to ensure the fair distribution of 

benefits to North Minneapolis EJ Communities.  Local government can argue 

that each of the projects are “stand alone” but the impact on EJ communities 

are cumulative and last generations.   

 

The following will be Chapter specific comments. 

Chapter 1: Purpose and Need 

 

Section 1.3 Purpose and Need of the Proposed Action 

The HNA requests the reference to the Bassett Creek Valley a designated on of only 3 

“growth centers” in Minneapolis be included in the 3
rd

 paragraph of Section 1.3.  

Multiple other locations are referenced but Bassett Creek Valley is omitted. 

MASTER PLAN PROCESS AND OUTCOMES: The planning process began in 

2000 when the City of Minneapolis established the Redevelopment Oversight 

Committee (ROC), composed of residents of Harrison and Bryn Mawr 

neighborhoods, businesspeople from Bassett Creek Valley, City Council and mayoral 

representatives, and Ryan Companies as the expected development partner. In total, 

over 650 residents and other stakeholders participated in this effort. This process also 

led to a set of redevelopment principles that embody the community’s values and 

wishes for a strong, sustainable, vibrant and attractive home. The Bassett Creek 

Valley Master Plan of 2006, which was approved by the Minneapolis City Council on 

January 12th, 2007, calls for the redevelopment of Linden Yards East, West and the 

Impound Lot. These industrial use areas would be replaced with a mixed use 

development featuring a mix of housing densities and prices, retail and office spaces, 

green and open spaces, and other civic use spaces. 
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Section 1.3.2.2 Limited Competitive, Reliable Transit Options for Choice Riders 

and Transit Dependent Populations including Reverse Commute Riders   

The Harrison Neighborhood Association supports the DEIS analysis that “the number 

of quality jobs in the Southwest Transitway study area is also growing, but these jobs 

are largely inaccessible by transit”.  We also commend drafters of the SW DEIS for 

taking the additional effort highlighting a North Minneapolis resident taking a “bus 

trip from Lowry Avenue North at Penn Avenue North to the employment center near 

Blake Road takes more than two hours and three transfers using the existing system” 

versus just 30 minutes with the completed Southwest Transitway project.  The trip 

reference starts in a neighborhood that fits the definition of an EJ community.  HNA 

requests that areas of North Minneapolis in the commute shed also be included at EJ 

analysis.   

 

Goal 3: Protect the Environment 

The Community approved Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan support the objectives of 

this goal.  Expected Redevelopment Outcomes Based on Basset Creek Valley Master 

Plan: 

• More than 3,000 housing units 

• 2.5 million square feet of commercial space (office and retail) 

• 40 acres of new open, green space 

• 5000 to 6000 jobs 

The transformation of the Bassett Creek Valley is also being advanced by the 

connections to be created by the addition of the Van White Memorial Boulevard and 

Van White LRT station on the future Southwest Light Rail Transit line. Following the 

City Council adoption of the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan, the city proceeded 

with a rezoning study intended to make the neighborhood’s zoning consistent with the 

Plan’s vision of mixed use, higher density redevelopment. These zoning conversions 

went into effect on February 15th of 2008, and brought the neighborhood properties 

down from 65% to 6.5% industrial use-zoned. Two-thirds of all properties were 

rezoned. In addition to these zoning changes, the City of Minneapolis Comprehensive 

Plan then adopted the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan and designated the Bassett 

Creek Valley area at Glenwood Avenue as a “growth center.”   

 

General Comments on Goals 3, 4, and 5 

In general the Harrison Neighborhood Association supports the goals and objectives 

stated.  However, the Goals and Objectives fall short and do not specifically provide 

clear goals and objectives to advance Environmental Justice principles and address 

existing barriers that exist that may limit the ability of the Transitway project from 

ensuring the fair distribution of benefits and adverse effects on Environmental Justice 

communities. 

 

Community members have been working for over 15 years create a redevelopment in 

Bassett Creek Valley consistent with Transit Oriented Development (TOD) that 

would generate needed jobs, housing, community supporting businesses, community 
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connections and needed tax revenue for local government.  As a result, Harrison 

residents have been strong and vocal supporters of the Kenilworth alignment.  They 

see the Southwest Light Rail Line as a means to reduce racial and economic 

inequities by connecting Northsiders to regional job centers and encourage 

redevelopment in Bassett Creek Valley to address the history of discriminatory 

planning that has left North Minneapolis isolated and marginalized. 

 

The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process has enjoyed a high level of community 

engagement.  Over 650 people provided input into the BCV Master Plan that was 

approved in 2007.  The community identified priorities were living wage jobs, diverse 

and affordable housing options, and that the redevelopment of publicly-owned lands 

must promote the revitalization of the entire area.  Unfortunately, this input and work 

approved by the community and City Council has not been adequately reflected in the 

station area planning process for the Van White Station Stop.  The original drawings 

showed very little of the envisioned development for Linden Yard West and open-air 

rail storage for Linden Yards East.  The Station Area planning process and outcomes 

contradicts the goals and objectives of this section.  Improvements have been made in 

the renderings since September 2010, but community is only being provided 

scenarios with commuter rail storage.  This is concerning because there has been no 

formal decisions committing Linden Yards East for a rail-layover facility nor have the 

needed feasibility studies been completed to make that decision.    

 

The fair and just redevelopment of Bassett Creek Valley will not only benefit the 

Harrison neighborhood, North Minneapolis and the City of Minneapolis.  It will 

benefit the Hennepin County by expanding the tax base, locating upwards of 6,000 

jobs, and create close to 900 units of housing.  The success of Bassett Creek Valley is 

a regional equity issue. 

 

Chapter 3 Social Effects 

3.1.2  Existing and Anticipated Land Use 

General Comments and Concerns: 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association requests the full inclusion of the Bassett Creek 

Valley Master Plan in the Environmental Impact Statement.  The Master Plan is 

referenced on page 3-25 but important data from the plan is omitted.   

• For example, section 3.1.2.4 makes no reference OR3 Institutional Office 

Residence District Zoning in the ½ mile radius of Van White Station Stop yet 

provides detailed accounts of zoning patterns further Southwest.  The City of 

Minneapolis rezoning was affective April 28, 2008 [see attachment D:  Rezoned 

Bassett Creek Valley].  

• Section 3.1.5.1 Segment A makes no reference to the Van White Station Stop and 

the current zoning and economic development policy.  Please correct his 

inaccuracy.  
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The Harrison Neighborhood Association requests that the following additional points be 

included and responded to: 

 

1. The Station Area Strategic Plan lacks credibility as a guide for policymakers for 

the following reasons: 

a. Community requests for designs without a commuter layover facility were 

never met.  Harrison residents representing the Harrison neighborhood and 

the 5
th

 Ward on the SWLRT Citizen Advisory Committee raised concerns 

at meetings.  Residents that attended the open houses also voiced concerns 

about the lack of options and focus on accommodating rail storage at the 

expense of Transit Oriented Development.   

b. The final document clearly advocates for siting the commuter layover 

facility on Linden Yards East.  The final document demonstrates this bias 

by only providing the merits of Linden Yards East despite stating on pages 

43 (Van White Station Stop) and 62 (Penn Station Stop) that “it is not 

within the scope of this Station Area Strategic Planning to evaluate the 

merits of sites…”.  Both Linden Yards East and Cedar Yards (Penn 

Station) are considered viable sites by the 2010 Interchange Feasibility 

Study.  The bias towards Linden Yards East is demonstrated again by 

providing Van White Station Stop with renderings that only reflect the 

commuter layover facility. 

c. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis City Council’s 

position on the sale of Linden Yards East.  The two misrepresentations can 

be found on pages 43 and 62.  In reality, the City Council struck language 

prioritizing rail storage over development and directed City staff to 

explore joint development strategies and report back.  This action was 

passed April 2, 2010 and the formal proceedings have been attached.  [See 

Attachment E] 

2. The illustrations depicting development over commuter rail storage are 

misleading for policy makers and in general disconnected from the reality of 

developing a platform that could accommodate Transit Oriented Development on 

top and several acres of rail storage underneath. 

a. The Station Area Strategic Plan completed prior to development platform 

feasibility work.  The feasibility work to dates indicates the cost of the 

platform alone to be $45 million dollars.  This does not include air 

mitigation measures, cost of relocating the bike trail, vibration mitigation 

or the cost of the actual storage and maintenance facility. 

b. The development platform will also result in fewer square feet reducing 

the job producing potential of Linden Yards East. 

 

 Total Rentable 

Space 

Jobs Projected 

1 job for 250 sq ft 

Source 

Original Proposal 

– No Plinth 

(development 

704,160 sq ft 2817 Opportunity Cost 

Report, 12.2009, 

based on interview 
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platform) w/Rick Collins 

Plinth Feasibility 

Results 

500,000 sq ft 2000 Linden Yards East 

Development and 

Rail Layover Study, 

10.2011 

Presentation 

Difference 204,160 sq ft 817 jobs  

 

c. There are no illustrations or mitigation strategies in the Station Area 

Strategy plan that acknowledges or addresses 20-30 years (possibly more) 

of open air rail storage.  The funding for a development platform would be 

parsed out between each of the commuter lines due to funding formulas 

for transit projects.  This will undoubtedly impact access, mobility, 

development potential, and maintain the isolation of the area.  It is 

unfortunate that no illustrations were provided to address interim 

challenges of open air rail storage which is the reality even if a joint 

development scenario is feasible. 

 

3. The final Station Area Strategy plan document does not adequately acknowledge 

or address the needs of Harrison property owners, renters and business owners.  

North Minneapolis stakeholders are not referenced under the Land Ownership 

section on page 35 or in the Origins, Destinations & Connectivity section on page 

40, however Southside institutions and residential property are addressed.  This 

Bassett Creek Valley is home to to numerous businesses and over 150 homes, all 

of which are in the ½ mile radius of the Van White Station Stop.  Strategies to 

improve pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile access to the Van White Station Stop 

focused solely on the Van White Memorial Blvd.  Other innovative or creative 

solutions were not developed.   Increasing the accessibility for those originating 

from the station stop is incredibly important.  Based on our research, the top job 

skills that residents have in North Minneapolis match the top industries along 

SWLRT Corridor.  Included with this letter is the referred to jobs and industry 

data.  [See Attachment E] 

 

Graduate students from the Hubert H. Humphrey Institute produced a report quantifying 

the potential impact if commuter rail storage prevented redevelopment on the Linden 

Yards East portion of land next to the Van White Station Stop.  The opportunity costs to 

the City of Minneapolis and the surrounding community include but are not limited to: 

• Loss of 2,800 jobs 

• Loss of 500 new housing units (some affordable) and 1,000 new resident 

occupants 

• Diminished overall catalyst impact of any development that does occur on 

economic development of adjacent commercial parts of Harrison. 

• Fragmentation of land use within the Bassett Creek Valley 

• Loss of increased walkability, street activity, affordability, and location efficiency 

created by transit oriented development 
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• Loss of future Tax Base 

 

The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process and development have enjoyed a high level of 

community engagement.  Hundreds of people have been involved stating priorities of 

living wage jobs, diverse and affordable housing options, and that the redevelopment of 

publicly-owned lands must promote the revitalization of the entire area.   

 

Chapter 10 Environmental Justice 

The Harrison neighborhood along with other stakeholders worked over 15 years to create 

the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan.  HNA deliberately worked to ensure measures that 

would ensure the fair distribution of benefits.  The potential of the City owned lands 

surrounding the Van White Station Stop equate to nearly 6,000 jobs, 900 units of housing 

and over 1,800 new residents.   

 

Unfortunately, persistent efforts to site a diesel commuter train layover/maintenance yard 

threaten the viability of the entire development and put at immediate risk 2,800 jobs, 

approximately 500 units of housing and potential 1,000 new residents. [See Attachment 

G:  Opportunity Cost Report]  In addition, EJ community residents consistently raised 

concerns about air pollution, noise and vibration.  The community already suffers higher 

levels of unemployment, asthma and other health conditions. 

 

The inclusion of diesel commuter train storage into the Southwest Transitway project has 

already created adverse impacts.  The impacts take the form of added stress of 

community leaders currently involved, disillusionment in government by community 

members involved in creating the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan and who advocated 

for the 3A LPA.  Additionally, the uncertainty may have already delay, reduced or denial 

of benefits. 

 

Here is a brief timeline of events and impact on the development process: 

 

January 12, 2007:  City Council approves the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

http://www.minneapolismn.gov/cped/planning/plans/cped_basset-creek 

 

February 15, 2008:  City Council approves zoning revisions in Bassett Creek Valley that 

took affect on April 28
th

, 2008.  Linden Yards East and West were rezoned to OR3 – 

Institutional Office Residence District.   

Bassett Creek Valley Rezoning Information:  

http://www.minneapolismn.gov/cped/planning/rezoning/cped_bassett_creek_rezoning 

 

November 7, 2008:  Ryan Companies awarded “Temporary Exclusive Development 

Rights” to Linden Yards West, East and the Minneapolis Impound Lot.  Projected 

development to generate approximately 6,000 jobs, 900 units of housing and would have 

a catalytic affect on the rest of Bassett Creek Valley.  The exclusivity agreement was for 

5 years and regarded progress reports including rail layover.  Important City Council 
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Resolution was added laying out clear Equity Expectations for the future development 

agreement. 

 

Council Action awarding “Temporary Exclusive Development Rights”  

http://www.minneapolismn.gov/www/groups/public/@council/documents/proceedings/w

cms1q-070157.pdf  

 

Language added by City Council setting expectations that future development agreements 

provides equitable benefits to surrounding community:  

https://docs.google.com/open?id=0B2vJAhZuE77jZjViMWMxOTQtN2E3ZS00NjJmLT

gwMGUtNzI2MjRkNGQ0MzFj 

 

March 6, 2009:  City Council approves Resolution regarding bike trails easements 

between the City of Minneapolis and Hennepin County approved.  Two sentences 

included committing the City to participate in an Interchange Feasibility Study and to sell 

Linden Yards East for rail storage purposes. 

Cedar Lake Trail Easement Resolution stating intent to sell Linden Yards East: 

http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@council/documents/webcontent/c

onvert_275249.pdf  

 

The result of the City Council decision committing to participate in the Interchange 

Feasibility Study and sell Linden Yards East for rail storage purposes changed the 

development dynamic.    

 

July 21, 2009:  Ryan Companies requests a modification to their exclusive development 

rights due to delayed development timeline and because of the rail storage threat.  Ryan 

Companies maintains exclusive development rights to Linden Yards West, abandons the 

Impound Lot and adds stipulations to exit exclusivity agreement in its entirety based on 

the outcome of rail storage. 

Ryan Companies Letter: 

https://docs.google.com/open?id=0B2vJAhZuE77jeEYzZHR4VTgyVWM  

 

According to a recent Finance and Commerce article [Attachment F], there have been 

several prospective corporate users interested in the area that include National Marrow 

Donor Program, United Health Group and Surly Brewery.  All have opted for other sites.  

Uncertainty with rail storage may result in lost opportunity delaying development and 

benefits by a decade.   

 

United Health Group is expanding its corporate campus which will be the home to 6,700 

employees when fully developed.  United Health Group is expanding its operation at the 

City West LRT Station Stop along the Southwest Transitway project in Eden Prairie.  

  

10.4 Public Involvement 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association and concerned allies submitted detailed 

Environmental Justice request to multiple levels of government HNA and allies submit 

request for a full Environmental Justice review that looks at the cumulative impacts on 

3359



Harrison Neighborhood Association 

Public Comment on the SW DEIS 

Page 11 of 11 

 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612-374-9777 

www.hnampls.org 

the community, June 22, 2011.  No local agency responded to our request or scheduled a 

meeting to discuss our concerns. 

 

Harrison youth attended the Southwest Light Rail Project Hearing September 17, 2009 

stating their support for the 3A alternative because of the expanded access to schools in 

Hopkins.  There are significant education disparities in the Twin Cities region.  North 

Minneapolis youth have the option to choose the school they attend.  This is one of many 

tools available to families in EJ communities to access better performing schools.  What 

follow-up work was done on connectivity and ease of access to was done for North 

Minneapolis youth wanting to access education opportunities along the Southwest 

Transitway?  What mitigations and enhancements will be implemented to ensure a fair 

distribution of benefits are accrued to EJ communities and families. 

 

Harrison residents made numerous public comments regarding linking North 

Minneapolis families to employment centers along the corridor.  What mitigation and/or 

enhancements are being done to connect North Minneapolis residents to employment 

center along the corridor?  Has there been discussions or commitment to job linkage 

agreements, first source hiring, procurement arrangements to ensure the direct and 

indirect benefits are fairly distributed versus simply adding to growing racial and 

economic disparities in the region? 

 

Summary 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association is committed to building a just and equitable 

neighborhood and region.  There is significant potential for the Southwest Transitway 

project and other transit lines to address past infrastructure decisions to make a more fair 

and healthy metropolitan area.  We request that more effort is made to include, partner 

and share with EJ communities.  Additionally, we request that Transitway Projects are 

required develop supplemental plan addressing the project will advance the Principles of 

Environmental Justice versus simply try to avoid harm. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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Larry Hiscock 
<larryhiscock@gmail.com> 

12/31/2012 05:31 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject HNA DEIS Attachments for submitted Comment

Please confirm if this received and attach it the previous HNA comment submitted.
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Bassett Creek Valley Equitable Development Project 
Chart Comparing Community Priorities with the Outcomes Secured at the Minneapolis City Council in 2008 

Important Note: The following resolution w:~s added pnor to Ryan Companies being aw:~nkd "I'cmporary Exclusive Development Rights." This a major step forw~rd, strengthening HNA's po~ition with City staff, future 
City dccision-mak.:rs and with Ryan Companies. This sets a high ;wndarc.I for any potential development agreement that might be negotiated in the future. It might be the highest standard set for any development agreement 
JU Ul'\,. Ul~~vl) Ul un .• "'•LY ua UJ.IUII'-n4pl.luo3. 

Communitr Aooroved Guiding Princioles Amended Council Language 
Guiding Principles for redevelopment of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV): passed by The Community Development Committee unanimously approved the following language on October 28111, 2008. The full City 
unanimous vote by Harrison neighborhood residents at lhc February 28, 2005 Counc1l adopted tbe language on November 7111

, 2008. 
community meeting; voted and adopted by the Harrison Neighborhood Association Any City development agrecment(s) with Ryan Companies should work to include the rollowing: 
Board of Dirc~tors on March 14, 2005. 

RR~IDf;NTIAU!!OUSING 
Redevelopment shall: Housing . Preserve and improve eltisting housing in the BCV area while safeguarding . Tile mix of ownership and remal units, and units affordable to very low, low, and moderate-income households in each 

against displacement and gentrification. proposed development phase and integration of affordable units throughout the proposed developments. . Create a wide variety of new housing options-bolh smgle family and multi· . Consideration of nonprofit developers for all housing developments 
ram1ly, both ownership and rental-at a mix of afford:tbility levels to meet the . Promotion of long-term affordability through land leases, deed restrictions and other means . 
housing needs of future, but especi:llly current, residents. . Energy efficiency and gr~ desiKR and construction . 

ECONOMIC Construcl.ion Related Workforce and Contractor Divtrsity . Provide long-and short-term living wage jobs for area residents. • Meaningful employment and contracting goals for any construction on the Linden Yards, and Impound Lot sites, . Create work oppmtunitics and resources for eltisting businesses in Harrison, including apprenticeship and loc:ll hiring goals. 
w11h an emphasis on those that arc minority and female owned. . Payment of prevailing wages by all contructors and sub-contractors. . Establish links between educational/job training resources and neighborhood . Establishment of a First Source Hiring ;md Referral Syst.:m, including hiring of ex-offenders and workforce inclusion 
res1dents, including youth. to enhance employment opportunities. activities focused on Northside: resulents . Set minority and female construction participation goals above City . Establishment of a progr.tm to connect Northside neighborhood controctors to construction activit ic:s. 
minimums; provide for the necessary outreach to attain these goals. Workrorce Opportunities . Labor neutr:~lity and can! check arrangements . Employment and hiring goals addressing workfocce diversity and local hiring 

• Workforc.: development plan that addresses job rroining. joh/cmployer linknges, local hiring strotegy and referral system 
for employer.> located in the development and that coordmatcs with eltisting community-based job tmining efforts. . Employment assistance programs that reduce barriers to employment while supporting a stable and reliable workforce . Work to connect Women and Minority Business Enterprises and local firms to commercial cntcrpnses located in Bassett 
Creek Valley . Opportunil it>s for local businesses and Women and Minority Business Entetprise have to locate within the redevelopment 
to till commerciaUretail gaps in a sustainable manner. . Pursue employment plans and goals to for long term living wage employment opportunities for people of color and 
women and community residents in lhe development 

ENVJBONMENT lD addition to the development agreement provisions, the City will pursue the followiog: . Improve the air, water and land qu~h1y within the Bassett Creek Valley . 
Tins is to be achieved !hrnugh permiumg, monitoring and regulating :Ill Fiuanc:e 
induMrial pollution in the BCV, this is also to be achieved through . Planning efforts to produce tax increment financing and tax increment legislation that will promote nnd mtegratc the 
incorporating green space into each industrial site in a way that reduces run- redevelopment of the entire area consistent with the Master Plan using the excess tax increment generated by Linden 
otf pollution and litter. Yards and the Impound Lot . Increase public access to new and existing green spaces within the BCV and . Plan lhe use of these excess funds to achieve the de\·elopment and housing objective set out in the master Plan 
adjacent areas by creating nonh and south open space corridors. . Protect the ecological integrity of the creek and >Urroundin~ wildlife habitat Community Connections and Participation 
by restoring Bassett's Creek to a more natural and meandering route. . Continued engagement of the Harrison Neighborhood Association (HNA), The Bryn Mawr Neighborhood . Usc green building materials made with safe building materials . Association(BMNA) and The Redevelopment Over.;ight Commitree (ROC) with the production of the redevelopment and 

QUALITY OF LIFFJCOMMUNJIY 
tax increment plans foe Basset Creek Valky; regarding the d,·vdopmcnt agreements surrounding Linden yards and the 
bnpound Lot; strategies to connect the Ryan development with red,·vclopment/r~ncwal of the remainder of Bassett Creek . Addrc" 1he ha.•ic retail and sem« need" of the people whn li,·~ and work '" and Valley Area and surrounding community and minimization of impact of development on surrounding neighborhood aroull<l the l!mison ""'ghoorhooJ . liupport !INA in crc~ung a "sense of place" in rhc Bass.:t Creek Valley and wrthin the . Incorporation of sound environmental planning into project design 

h<rger ncighhorho.>d th.lt r<"a<:hes aero-. cullure and ~conomic clasSC"s. • Create systems and methods of monitoring goals. strotegies, and agn:ements . Crc•tC dc:SI~ns that.IIC< pedc:>Ulolft !ncnd)y anU fully Jl'\:esllhl<, that Inhibit' cnrnc and • Explore, in conjunction with the developer and affe~'ted neighborhood groups, ways to facilitate the housing and long-
1mpwve tb.: sense of 'illety. term employment goals set out in the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. . tmpwvc linkages to o1her part~ of the cuy and surrounding ar<a• 

- - -

-
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Transit 
Administration 

August 8, 2011 

Maren McDonell 
Board President 
Harrison Neighborhood Association 
503 Irving Ave. North, Suite 100 
Minneapolis, MN 55405 

Russ Adams 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Metropolitan Stability 
2525 Franklin Ave. East, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

Doran Schrantz 
Executive Director 
ISAIAH 
2720 E. 22nd St. 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

REGIONV 
Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Minnesota, 
Ohio, Wisconstn 

Tim Thompson 
President 

200 West Adams Street 
Sulte 320 
Chicago, IL 6060&5253 
312-353-Z7B9 
312-886-0351 (rax) 

Housing Preservation Project 
570 Asbury St., Suite 105 
St. Paul, MN 55104 

Jodi Nelson 
Executive Director 
MICAH 
2233 University Ave. #434 
St. Paul, MN 55114 

Re: Potential Environmental Justice Issues at Bassett Creek VaUey/Linden Yards Development in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Dear Sirs and Mesdames: 

- - - ---

This letter is in response to your letter dated June 22, 2011, expressing environmental justice 
concerns regarding the proposed location of the commuter train storage facility at Linden Yards 
East in the Bassett Creek Valley area of Minneapolis. One of the potential Southwest Transitway 
Project stations, the Van White Station, is also being proposed to be located at Linden Yards East. 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Metropolitan Council, and Hennepin County Regional 
Railroad Authority are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Southwest 
Transitway Project. This document, which will address environmental justice and other potential 
concerns, is still in development. There will be opportunity for public comment on the Draft EIS 
once it is published. Since this Project is a Federal undertaking, the Draft EIS is being prepared in 
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A). For more information, please 
contact Katie Walker, AICP, Transit Project Manager, Hennepin County, at (612) 385-5655. Her 
e-mail address is Katie.Walker@co.hennepin.mn.us. 
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Please do not hesitate to contact me at (312) 353-2789 if you have further questions. 

Marisol R Sim6n 
Regional Administrator 

cc: 

Lois Kimmelman, FT A 
Bill Wheeler, FTA 

MayorR.T. Rybak 
City Hall, Room 331 
350 S. Fifth St. 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Peter McLachlan 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
300 S. 6th St. 
A-2400 
Minneapolis, :MN 55487-0241 

Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Transportation Building 
395 John Ireland Blvd. 
St. PauJ, MN 55155 

Norm West 
USEP A Region 5 
Office ofEnforcement and Compliance 

Assurance (E-19 J) 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Susan Haigh 
Metropolitan Council 
390 Robert St. North 
St. Paul, MN 55101-1805 
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Harrison 
1 1 1 1 Neighborhood 
'f fc f Association 

June 22, 2011 

Mayor R.T. Rybak 
City Hall, Room 331 
350 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Peter McLaughlin 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
300 S 6th St 
A-2400 
Minneapolis, MN 55487-0241 

Susan Haigh 
Metropolitan Council 
390 Robert St. North 
St Paul, MN 55101-1805 

Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Transportation Building 
395 John Ireland Blvd 
SaintPaul, MN 55155 

Marisol Simon 
Federal Transit Administration Region 5 
200 West Adams Street 
Suite 320 
Chicago, IL 60606 

Norm West 
US EPA Region 5 
Office of Enforcement and Compliance 
Assurance (E-19J) 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

RE: Environmental Justice Issues at Bassett Creek Valley I Linden Yards 
development in Minneapolis 

Dear Officials: 

We write as organizations deeply concerned about the future of the Bassett Creek Valley 
area ofMinneapolis. As all or most of you are aware, the Bassett Creek Valley is home 
to one of the largest publicly owned underutilized parcel of land remaining near 
downtown Minneapolis. It also provides the key as-yet-to-be-developed link between 
economically struggling North Minneapolis and wealthier neighborhoods immediately to 
the south. In addition, as a result of siting decisions on the Southwest Light Rail Line, it 
will now also house the Van White Boulevard LRT station area, making this area even 
more strategic as an area to redevelop. The proposed Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) 
MasterPlan I Linden Yards development is the product of years of community planning 
and an effort to capitalize on all these opportunities. 

503 Irving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-3744849, f: 612·374-9777 
www.hnaxnpls.org 
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One of the key goals ofthe BCV Master Plan is to set the stage for the economic 
revitalization of the adjoining Harrison neighborhood to the north. The Harrison 
neighborhood is an economically struggling, predominantly minority lower income 
neighborhood which should stand to gain much from the Linden Yards project. We write 
now, however, because we believe that a series of recent and pending decisions by public 
agencies are substantially jeopardizing the economic promise of the project, which in tum 
would pose a major adverse impact for the Harrison neighborhood. 

In particular, a pending decision to locate the commuter train storage yard at Linden 
Yards East would substantially compromise the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
by undermining the Master Plan strategy to use high intensity development in Linden 
Yards. This creates a threefold adverse impact. First, it effectively reduces or eliminates 
tax increment funding to finance redevelopment for the larger neighborhood. Second, it 
removes much of the potential to develop housing, both affordable and market rate. 
Third, it dramatically reduces the potentia/for Linden Yards to create a catalytic effect 
for the larger area. The primary impact of these lost opportunities and the compromising 
of the BCV Master Plan will fall upon the predominantly minority and low income 
Harrison neighborhood. This presents a serious question of Environmental Justice. 
Although it is possible the train storage yard decision may not be made for some time, 
having the pending decision looming over Linden Yards creates it's own problems, 
necessitating that the Environmental Justice review be done now. 

As far as we know, no public entity is viewing the collective impact of the pending 
decisions in terms of their potential Environmental Justice impact. We respectfully 
request that a comprehensive full Environmental Justice analysis be conducted regarding 
the siting of the proposed commuter train storage and maintenance facility. As far as we 
can tell, all of the agencies to which this letter is addressed have some role in making or 
funding the decisions in question, have Environmental Justice obligations, and therefore 
should share responsibility for this analysis.' 

Background 

Historically the Bassett Creek Valley area has been largely industrial but also at times 
provided inexpensive housing for immigrant groups and beginning after 1900, 
increasingly housed Afiican Americans. In the 1930s and again in the 1950s, public 
housing was concentrated at Sumner Olson on the northern edge of Bassett Creek. In 
1992, public housing residents took various governmental agencies to federal court, 
alleging a pattern of racial discrimination in the siting and operation of public housing. 
The case was settled in 1995, resulting in the Hollman v. Cisneros consent decree, a 

1 We are aware that the Southwest LRT corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) is planned for public release in the near future. Perhaps these issues will be 
addressed in the DEIS, but to the extent they are not, they should be addressed as 
discussed herein. In any event, whether EJ concerns get addressed in the DEIS or as part 
of a separate process as called for herein, the commuter train storage yard location 
decision should be deferred until these concerns are fu1ly aired and resolved. 

503lrving Avenue North, Minneapolis, MN 55405 o: 612-374-4849, f: 612·374-9777 
w'vw.hnampls.org 
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sweeping court approved settlement, providing for1 among other things, the demolition of 
the Northside public housing projects, and the redevelopment of those units in various 
locations across the metro area, in order to provide largely minority public housing 
residents with integrated housing in high opportunity locations. Part of the settlement 
called for development of a new mixed income project to be built on the original project 
site, now known as Heritage Park. 

In addition, a key aspect of the settlement called for reducing the isolation and enhancing 
the economic development of the largely minority Near North Minneapolis community 
by more directly linking that area to the more affluent Walker Art Center/Dunwoody 
location in South Minneapolis. The Dunwoody Institute, in particular, provides an 
important community asset because this well respected vo-tecb school offers a career 
pathway out of poverty and will serve the North Minneapolis community better once the 
Van White Boulevard link is completed. That link is now being created through the 
completion ofVan White Boulevard, which will also intersect with the Linden Yards 
development and provide a transit stop along the planned Southwest LRT Corridor. 

On a parallel track, residents of the Bryn Mawr and Harrison neighborhoods began 
working with the City to plan for redevelopment of the Bassett Creek Valley, culminating 
in the adoption of the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan in 2000, and its updating in 2007. 
One goal of that Master Plan was to create conditions for the economic revitalization of 
the Harrison neighborhood, centered along Glenwood Avenue, and located between 
Heritage Park and the proposed Linden Yards development, the centexpiece ofthe Master 
Plan. The Plan calls for the transformation ofBCV "from a relatively isolated and 
obsolete industrial area . .. to a vibrant urban village of retail, office, residential, industrial, 
civic and residential uses that fit like a glove with the adjacent neighborhoods. Master 
Plan, p. 4-1 . The build-out, anticipated to take 25 years, could include between 2600-
61 00 dwelling units. Attached to this letter are two maps, one showing the larger BCV 
Area, and the other showing the Linden Yards proposal in some detail. 

Most importantly, the Master Plan explicitly recognizes that one of the purposes of the 
Linden Yards proposal is to generate additional financial resources to meet broader 
community needs. Phase 1 encompasses the Glenwood Avenue/ Van White Boulevard 
intersection and Linden Yards, and is intended to provide the catalyst for Phase 2, that 
will cover the larger surrounding area and "which will need market stimulation and 
financial infusion of phase 1 projects before they 'ripen' for development." (MP at 6-9). 
The Plan provides that the Linden Yards area is to be intensively developed so that: "the 
tax increment from this project will also generate 'seed money' for more financially 
challenged redevelopment in phase 2!' (MP at 6-11 ). The plan repeatedly emphasizes 
that building to the highest t>ossible density is necessary for overall financial feasibility 
and that "implementation needs to be coordinated to allow stronger 'districts' to help 
support districts with gaps•• and "revenue sharing needs to occur across district 
boundaries in order to allow financially stronger districts to support weaker ones." (MP 
at 5-7). Secondly, because of this need to rely on high intensity development in Linden 
Yards to generate resources to support the rest ofthe project, "implementing the plan 
cannot be viewed as a series ofindependent projects but rather a series of interrelated 
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actions" and ··every investment must be evaluated for its impact on achieving the vision 
for the future of Bassett Creek Valley." (MP 6-1). The Plan notes that "failure to 
consider the implementation relationships between elements of the plan will lead to 
missed opportunities and increased risk for the City." (MP at 6-2). 

In 2007, the City ofMinneapolis incorporated this vision for BCV and Linden Yards in 
its Comprehensive Plan. In 2008, the City of Minneapolis awarded exclusive 
development rights for Linden Yards to Ryan Companies. As part of that decision, the 
City Council reaffirmed that excess funds generated through tax increment financing 
should be used for the benefit of the larger BCV Master Plan area. In 2009, the City 
rezoned the area consistent with the Master Plan. Further progress on the project beyond 
the planning stage has been stalled, however, largely due to the state of the economy. 

Finally, the selection of the route for the Southwest LRT Corridor means that Linden 
Yards will be even more strategically positioned, with the Van White Boulevard Station 
Area being located in the middle of Unden Yards. 

Governmental decisions affecting Linden Yards and Harrison Neighborhood 

The pending decision which most directly threatens the success of the Linden Yards 
project is where to place the commuter train storage yard needed for a layover yard 
facility for trains running in and out of the proposed downtown Interchange. According 
to the Intermodal Station Study Phase II, there are two locations which could be feasible 
for a train layover site: the Bassett Creek layover site (Linden Yards) and farther to the 
west, the Cedar Lake layover site2

• The study concludes that although both locations are 
feasible, the Bassett Creek Linden Yards site is preferable. Locating the train storage 
yard in this location, however, means that it replaces half of the Linden Yards project, 
Linden Yards East. Locating the storage yard in the middle of the planned Linden Yards 
development, along with the retention of the Impound Lot, severely compromises the 
community vision for BCV, removes the site where the affordable housing component of 
Linden Yards would have been located, and effectively eliminates the financial resources 
that would have been generated by the original development plan. The community most 
adversely affected by this decision is the community which stood the most to gain from 
the Linden Yards development-the Harrison Neighborhood. The Linden Yards location 
is also the only one under consideration which adversely affects an Environmental Justice 
community. 

We recently learned in a public meeting that the storage yard would also be needed for 
storage ofhigh speed rail should the proposed high speed rail lines to Duluth or Chicago 
ever become reality. Since neither of these lines have been approved nor may they ever 
be approved, we face the prospect that the storage yard decision may hang over Linden 
Yards for perhaps years while advocates for these lines seek approval and funding. That 

2 Although the study discusses just these two locations, it is not at all clear that other 
more remote locations have been ruled out as infeasible. 
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causes at least two problems. First, the prospect of train storage and diesel fumes as a 
neighbor greatly increases the challenge for Ryan Companies to attract any companies to 
locate at Linden Yards, very likely putting a damper on all potential development on the 
site. Second, while this decision remains unresolved, other public decisions appear to be 
assuming the storage yard will be placed on Linden Yards East thus narrowing the 
options and potentially dictating the outcome. The Southwest LRT Station plan clearly 
places the storage yard at the Van White station area rather than the Penn station area, for 
example. 3 

The train storage yard decision is not the only public decision which is effectively 
compromising the BCV Master Plan vision. The Master Plan also calls for the removal 
of the City's auto impound lot, in order to provide space for another phase of the Linden 
Yards development. However, the City has recently decided not to relocate the Impound 
Lot for the foreseeable future, and has in fact considered investing in upgrading the 
Impound Lot in its current location. If the City takes that action, it effectively ensures 
that the impound lot will remain at this location for some time to come, further limiting 
the intensity of the development called for in the BCV Master Plan. 

In addition, pending decisions about the design of a bridge on Van White Boulevard are 
threatening to create further problems. To complete the section of Van White Boulevard 
linking the Harrison Neighborhood to the Dunwoody Institute/ South Minneapolis area, a 
bridge needs to be constructed as part of the Boulevard which will cross over the 
Southwest LRT line, the Cedar Lake Trail, and the BNSF Freight Line. The City's 
current proposed bridge design causes two problems.4 One problem is that for 
southbound travelers on Van White Boulevard, there will be no easy way to exit directly 
on to the Linden Yards West project area-which is the only part of Linden Yards that 
could be developed in the near future. This defect seriously threatens the ability of Ryan 
Companies to market the Linden West site for the commercial uses intended there. 
Secondly, the bridge is planned for one lane each way, unlike the rest of Van White 
Boulevard, which will be two lanes in each direction. This traffic choke point will 
effectively limit traffic along Van White Boulevard. That in tum threatens the entire 
vision of high density development in this area, as the inability to travel easily in and out 
of the project area may well prevent development at the density levels needed to make 
the project and the Master Plan vision work. 

3 While an environmental impact analysis will need to be done when and if the train 
storage yard decision is made, it will not be the same as the Environmental Justice 
analysis we are calling for. In addition to the problems caused by the delays of waiting 
for such a decision, that kind of environmental impact analysis will not ensure full 
consideration of all the social justice impacts of the decision, nor will it necessarily 
include consideration of the cumulative impact of all the public decisions on BCV, 
including the impound lot decision and the bridge design decisions, among others. 
4 We understand that it is possible that the bids could come in sufficiently under budget 
so as to allow construction consistent with the original bridge design, which would 
obviously be the preferable outcome. 
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In short, these public decisions threaten to substantially undennine the vision for this area 
as articulated in the BCV Master Plan and the City's Comprehensive Plan. As the Master 
Plan notes, "development intensity in Linden Yards is essential to generating financial 
resources that achieve the challenging but necessary acquisition, demolition, 
infrastructure and amenity investments in other parts of the Valley." (MP 6-11) 
Undermining that development intensity directly threatens the development potential 
Harrison neighborhood has been counting on. 

Why these issues raise Environmental Justice Concerns 

In 1994, the President issued Executive Order 12898, "Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations." The order 
provided that "to the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law ... each federal 
agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and 
addressing as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority populations and 
low-income populations ... '' Section 1-101. Pursuant to this order, the U.S. DOT 
adopted its own order on Environmental Justice in 1997. 62 Fed Register 18317 ( 4-15-
97). In 1998, MNDOT issued its own Environmental Justice Draft Guidance, based in 
turn upon the USDOT order. The Guidance provides that in applying Environmental 
Justice principles to particular situations the following analytical steps should be 
followed: 1. Detennine if a minority or low income population is present within the 
project area; 2. Determine whether project impacts associated with the minority/low 
income populations are disproportionately high and adverse; 3. If so, determine ifthere 
are there mitigation measures or alternatives to the proposed action that would avoid or 
reduce the adverse impact on minority/low income populations. 

As a threshold matter, the obligation to consider Environmental Justice (EJ) in this 
situation clearly applies. The fact that the commuter train storage yard is at least partially 
federally funded means that EJ obligations attach not only to US DOJ but to the 
recipients and subrecipients of these funds. FT A Circular 4702.1A. Moreover, the duty 
to consider EJ applies at all stages of the planning process, "and should be integrated into 
every transportation decision-from the first thought about a transportation plan to post­
construction operation and maintenance." FTA Environmental Justice Website, 
Questions and Answers, www .fhwa.dot.!!ov/environment/ej2000.htm. 

The following analysis does not claim to provide a complete application of the EJ Draft 
Guidance to BCV lUnden Yards; that is for the agencies to which this letter is addressed 
to perform. The analysis does, however, demonstrate that there is ample indication of the 
need to conduct this kind of analysis before further public decisions are made. 

1. The Harrison Neighborhood constitutes a minority and low income 
population within the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The Harrison 
neighborhood directly abuts the proposed Linden Yards development on its 
northern border, and is fully contained within the area defined as Bassett Creek 
ValJey for purposes of the BCV Master Plan. According to 201 0 census data, 
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40% of Harrison residents are African-American, 29% are white, 17% are 
Southeast Asian, 9% are Hispanic, and 5% are other. Thirty-seven per cent (37%) 
ofthe Harrison population lived in poverty in 2010. 

2. The impact of a decision to place the train storage yard at Linden Yards East 
is disproportionately high and adverse to the minority and low income 
residents of Harrison neighborhood. The first question under this element of 
the Draft Guidance is whether the anticipated adverse impact is high. The stakes 
for Harrison in connection with these transportation-related decisions are quite 
high; the entire development the community has been planning for over a decade 
would be in jeopardy. The elimination of Linden Yards East as a development 
site (other than train storage) effectively eliminates the tax increment funding 
needed to realize the full BCV Master plan, eliminates much of the planned-for 
housing development, and greatly undermines the location's potential as a 
catalytic development for the larger area. Secondly, to detennine if the adverse 
impact is disproportionate, the adverse effect must be borne predominantly by a 
minority or low income population. That is clearly the case here, as Harrison 
neighborhood is over 70% households of color with 37% of households below the 
poverty level. By contrast, the minority population city-wide is 30.4%, and the 
poverty population city -wide is 21.5%, according to the City website. 

Of the two neighborhoods included within the BCV Area, Harrison is far and 
away more affected by the failure or success of the Linden Yards project. The 
only other neighborhood contained within the BCV Master Plan Area, Bryn 
Mawr, has for the most part only park areas directly near the Linden Yards site, 
while both residential and commercial areas of Harrison neighborhood directly 
adjoin Linden Yards. Under the Master Plan, as well as under the Hollman 
Decree, one of the main purposes of development within the BCV Area is to 
spark economic development within the long neglected section of the Harrison 
neighborhood along Glenwood A venue. Harrison neighborhood residents have 
also supported the Linden Yards development because of the jobs and affordable 
housing it would provide. 

It is important to note that one solution has been proposed which would in theory 
allow both the location of the storage yard at Linden Yards East and still allow 
development on that same parcel as well. The proposal would be to build a 
"plinth", or platform over the train storage yard, and then develop on top the 
plinth. It is highly debatable whether this solution would reduce the impact of the 
train storage yard, however; not only are there a host of unanswered questions 
about the compatibility of building residential or commercial space over a diesel 
train yard, but the likely enormous cost of such a plinth could well consume all 
the excess financial resources generated by the Linden Yards development to 
further adjoining neighborhood investment. The City and Ryan Company are 
currently undertaking an engineering feasibility study of the plinth concept, but 
this study will necessarily leave many key questions unresolved. 
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In short, it appears that the impact of placing the storage yard at Linden Yards 
East is both adverse and disproportionately high for the Harrison neighborhood. 

3. There appear to be viable mitigation measures or alternatives available 
which would avoid or reduce the adverse impacts imposed by placing the 
train storage yard on Linden Yards East. Under MNDOTs test, if mitigation 
measures or alternatives exist which would avoid or reduce adverse effects on 
minorities/low income groups, those measures must be employed unless they are 
••not practicable". P. 13. MNDOT then refers to the USDOT definition of 
practicable: '"in determining whether a mitigation measure or alternative is 
practicable, the social, economic (including costs) and environmental effects of 
avoiding or mitigating the adverse effects will be taken into account. MNDOT 
also adds an additional test of practicability when the affected population would 
be protected by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. (That would be the case 
here, where Harrison neighborhood, the affected population, is over 70% persons 
of color.) In that case, alternatives can only be rejected as impracticable where 
the costs associated with the alternative are more severe than those of the 
proposed action, or where other alternatives would have costs of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

While the lntermodal Station Study indicated that the Bassett Creek site was the 
preferred site, it also indicated that either site, Basset Creek or Cedar Yards, 
contained sufficient space to be feasible. A key question for determination 
becomes costs associated with selection of an alternative site. Note, however, that 
even if there are additional costs associated with the alternative site, those costs 
must be compared with the full costs ofthe Bassett Creek/Linden Yards site, 
including the social and resulting economic costs. Moreover, even if the costs of 
Cedar Yards are more severe than the Linden Yards site, there is still an 
obligation to identify all potential alternatives, including other feasible locations 
farther from the Interchange. 

Conclusion 

The issues presented here are complex, and further analysis is needed. What is clear at 
this point, however, is the following: a series of public decisions are seriously 
compromising the prospects for the realization of the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 
The most serious of these decisions and the one currently pending, the location of the 
train storage yard, threatens to dramatically reduce the size and viability of the proposed 
development, as well as the generation of financial resources intended to benefit the 
adjoining neighborhood. Even having this decision unresolved, perhaps for several years, 
places a major cloud over any development potential in the area. The neighborhood 
interests clearly jeopardized by this decision are overwhelmingly minority and low 
income. 

Based on these circumstances, a full Environmental Justice review should be undertaken 
now. We understand construction of the bridge over Van White Boulevard may need to 
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proceed in the near future. We have no objection to that project proceeding as long as it 
is done in a way that does not preclude other locations for the train storage yard. 

s:7k'v.t~? 
Maren McDonell 
Board President 
Harrison Neighborhood Association 
503 Irving Avenue North, Suite 100 
Minneapolis, MN 55405 

Russ Adams 
Executive Director 
Alliance for Metropolitan Stability 
2525 Franklin Ave E, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

Doran Shrantz 
Executive Director 
ISAIAH 
2720 East 22nd Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55406 

Cc : County Commissioner Mark Stenglein 
Councilmember Don Samuels 
Mike Christenson, Director of CPED 

14~ 
President 
Housing Preservation Project 
570 Asbury Street, Suite 1 05 
Saint Paul, MN 551 04 

' I 

2233 University Ave. #434 
Saint Paul, MN 55114 
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Harrison 
1 1 1 1 Neighborhood 
~~Association 

February 28, 2011 

Adele Hall 
417 N. 51

h Street 
Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Ms. Hall: 

It is with great concern and disappointment that the Harrison Neighborhood Association 
submits the following public comment. As an Environmental Justice community, we 
have very serious concerns about the decision-making process, final product, and next 
steps stated in the Station Area Strategic Planning document. The Station Area Strategic 
Planning Document is seen in some ways as a step backwards for our community and in 
cont1ict with principles of Equitable Transit Oriented Develop {ETOD). 

Community members have been working for over 15 years create a redevelopment in 
Bassett Creek Valley consistent with Transit Oriented Development (TOO) that would 
generate needed jobs, housing, community supporting businesses, community 
connections and needed tax revenue for locaJ government. As a result, Harrison residents 
have been strong and vocal supporters of the Kenilworth alignment. They see the 
Southwest Light Rail Line as a means to reduce racial and economic inequities by 
connecting Northsiders to regional job centers and encourage redevelopment in Bassett 
Creek Valley to address the history of discriminatory planning that has left North 
Minneapolis isolated and marginalized. 

The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process has enjoyed a high -level of community 
engagement. Over 650 people provided input into the BCV Master Plan that was 
approved in 2007. The community identified priorities were living wage jobs, diverse 
and affordable housing options, and that the redevelopment of publicly-owned lands must 
promote the revitalization of the entire area. Unfortunately, this input and work approved 
by the community and City Council has not been adequately reflected in the station area 
planning process for the Van White Station Stop. The original drawings showed very 
little of the envisioned development tbr Linden Yard West and open-air rail storage for 
Linden Yards East. Improvements have been made in the renderings since September 
20 l 0, but community is only being provided scenarios with commuter rail storage. This 
is concerning because there has been no formal decisions committing Linden Yards East 
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for a rail-layover facility nor have the needed feasibility studies been completed to make 
that decision. 

The fair and just redevelopment of Bassett Creek Valley will not only benefit the 
Harrison neighborhood, North Minneapolis and the City of Minneapolis. It will benefit 
the Hennepin County by expanding the tax base, locating upwards of 6,000 jobs, and 
create close to 900 units ofhousing. The success of Bassett Creek Valley is a regional 
equity issue. 

The Harrison Neighborhood Association requests that the following additional points be 
included in the public comment for the Station Area Strategic Plan: 

1. The Station Area Strategic Plan lacks credibility as a guide for policymakers for 
the following reasons: 

a. Community requests for designs without a commuter layover facility were 
never met. Harrison residents representing the Harrison neighborhood and 
the 5th Ward on the SWLRT Citizen Advisory Committee raised concerns 
at meetings. Residents that attended the open houses also voiced concerns 
about the lack of options and focus on accommodating rail storage at the 
expense of Transit Oriented Development. 

b. The final document clearly advocates for siting the commuter layover 
facility on Linden Yards East. The final document demonstrates this 
prejudice by only providing the merits of Linden Yards East despite 
stating on pages 43 (Van White Station Stop) and 62 (Penn Station Stop) 
that "it is not within the scope of this Station Area Strategic Planning to 
evaluate the merits of sites ... ". Both Linden Yards East and Cedar Yards 
(Penn Station) are considered viable sites by the 20 I 0 Interchange 
Feasibility Study. The prejudice towards Linden Yards East is 
demonstrated again by providing Van White Station Stop with renderings 
that only reflect the commuter layover facility. 

c. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis City Council's 
position on the sale of Linden Yards East. The two misrepresentations can 
be found on pages 43 and 62. In reality, the City Council struck language 
prioritizing rail storage over development and directed City staff to 
explore joint development strategies and report back. This action was 
passed April2, 2010 and the formal proceedings have been attached to be 
included in the formal comment. 

2. The illustrations depicting development over commuter rail storage are 
misleading for policy makers and disconnected from the reality of developing a 
platform that could accommodate Transit Oriented Development on top and 
several acres of rail storage underneath. 

a. Key feasibility work has not been started. The City of Minneapolis has 
recently received a grant to do limited feasibility work. The proposed 
feasibility study will provide more information but it is unclear if there 
will be any definitive answers provided at its end. Here are a few key 
questions that need to be answered before a plinth is pursued as a solution: 
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( 1) Is a joint development strategy (plinth or other scenario) feasible, (2) 
What would be the cost, (3) Where would additional resources come, (4) 
Which public entity is responsible for securing the resources, (5) Will this 
decision reduce or delay benefits of redevelopment, (6) What is the impact 
to low-income communities and communities of color, (7) What are the 
cumulative impacts of rail car storage on an Environmental Justice 
community? (8) What are the impacts to potential property tax revenues 
from the site? (9) Will there be open-air rail storage? If so, how long and 
what impact will that have on the marketability of Linden Yards West? 
( 1 0) Do the feasible joint-development scenarios confonn to Equitable 
Transit Oriented Development principles? 

b. There are no illustrations or mitigation strategies to address 20-30 years 
(possibly more) of open air rail storage. The funding for a development 
platform would be parsed out between each of the commuter lines due to 
funding formulas for transit projects. This will undoubtedly impact 
access, mobility, development potential, and maintain the isolation of the 
area. It is unfortunate that no illustrations were provided to address 
interim challenges of open air rail storage which is the reality even if a 
joint development scenario is feasible. 

3. The final document does not adequately acknowledge or address the needs of 
Harrison property owners, renters and business owners. North Minneapolis 
stakeholders are not referenced under the Land Ownership section on page 35 or 
in the Origins, Destinations & Connectivity section on page 40, however 
Southside institutions and residential property are addressed. This Bassett Creek 
Valley is home to over 1 70 businesses and over 150 homes, all of which are in the 
Y2 mile radius of the Van White Station Stop. Strategies to improve pedestrian, 
bicycle, and automobile access to the Van White Station Stop focused solely on 
the Van White Memorial Blvd. Other innovative or creative solutions were not 
developed. Increasing the accessibility for those originating from the station stop 
is incredibly important. Based on our research, the top job skills that resident 
have North Minneapolis match the top industries along SWLRT Corridor. 
Included with this letter is that jobs and industry data. 

Graduate students from the Hubert H. Humphrey Institute produced a report quantifying 
the potential impact if commuter rail storage prevented redevelopment around the Van 
White Station Stop. The opportunity costs to the City of Minneapolis and the 
surrounding community include but are not limited to: 

• Loss of2,800 jobs 
• Loss of500 new housing units (some affordable) and 1,000 new resident 

occupants 
• Diminished overall catalyst impact of any development that does occur on 

economic development of adjacent commercial parts of Harrison. 
• Fragmentation of land use within the Bassett Creek Valley 
• Loss of increased walkability, street activity, afford ability, and location efficiency 

created by transit oriented development 
• Loss of future Tax Base 
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The Bassett Creek Valley Planning process and development have enjoyed a high level of 
community engagement. Hundreds of people have been involved stating priorities of 
living wage jobs, diverse and affordable housing options, and that ilie redevelopment of 
publicly-owned lands must promote the revitalization of the entire area. 

There is a strong track record of partnership between Hennepin County, the City of 
Minneapolis and the community. Hennepin County has contributed to the construction of 
the Van White Memorial Blvd and invested substantial sums to remediate two fonner 
Superfund sites. The City of Minneapolis has committed significant planning resources 
to the area and made our joint priorities for the area the fonnalland use and development 
policy for the City of Minneapolis. It is critical that we work together to preserve all our 
gains and realize our shared vision of a revitalized Bassett Creek Valley that equitably 
benefits the surrounding community. 

We appreciate there is still much more work to be done in planning the Souiliwest LRT 
Line. We also know that the decisions made now will frame the future opportunities for 
North Minneapolis, the City and the region as a whole. 

~2:ly y~~s - ._i./. 
/J,tt(Jrr.._:j~u ~ T 

MarenMcDo 
Board President 
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MINNEAPOLIS CITY COUNCIL 
OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS 

REGULAR MEETING OF 
APRIL 2, 2010 

(Published April 10, 2010, in Finance and Commerce) 

Council Chamber 
350 South 5th Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
April 2, 2010-9:30 a.m. 
Council President Johnson in the Chair. 
Present- Council Members Glidden, Goodman, Hodges, Samuels, Gordon, Reich, Hofstede, 

Schiff, Lilligren, Colvin Roy, Tuthill, Quincy, President Johnson. 
lilligren moved adoption ofthe agenda. Seconded. 
Vice President Lilligren assumed the Chair. 
Johnson moved to amend the agenda to include a new motion #2 approving the Council Committee 

Reporting Department document. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote. 
The agenda, as amended, was adopted 4/2/2010. 
President Johnson resumed the Chair. 
Lillig ren moved acceptance of I he minutes of the special meeting of March 1 0, 201 0 and the regular 

meeting of March 12,2010. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote 4/21201 0. 
Lilligren moved referral of petitions and communications and reports of the City officers tot he proper 

Council committees and departments. Seconded. 
Adopted upon a voice vote 4/212010. 

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE: 
COMMUNITY PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (274129) 
Status Report on 201 0 Census. 

COMMITIEE OF THE WHOLE (See Rep): 
COORDINATOR (27 4130) 
City of Minneapolis' Five-Year Goals, Strategic Directions and Values. 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS (27 4131) 
State Legislative Agenda: Support information House File 3184 {Champion) and Senate File 2809 

(Higgins). 
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APRIL 2, 2010 

The COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, TRANSPORTATION & PUBLIC WORKS and WAYS & 
MEANS/BUDGET Committees submitted the following reports: 

Comm Dev, T&PW & W&M/Budget - Your Committee, having under consideration the 
recommendations oft he Departments of Community Planning & Economic Development and Public 
Works relating to Bassett Creek Valley Exclusive Development Rights, as follows: 

a) That Ryan Companies be granted exclusive development rights to Linden Yards West through 
2015 provided annual progress is demonstrated as described in the staff report; 

b) If Linden Yards East is selected as the preferred site for a rail layover facility, direct City staff 
to work with the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority (HCRRA) on a joint development strategy 
by 12/31/201 0 to maximize development, including air rights after rail needs are accommodated: 

c) Modify provisions related to Ryan's good-faith depositof$20,000 (currently in possession of the 
City) to provide that such deposit shall be fully refundable upon written request by Ryan to terminate 
their exclusive development rights, until30 days after definitive conclusions of the negotiation period 
between the City and HCRRA regarding commuter rail storage, to allow Ryan to assess the impact of 
such agreement on their proposed development: 

d) Direct City staff to continue its analysis of Ryan's proposal, negotiate mutually agreeable terms 
and conditions for one or more redevelopment agreements under the basic framework outlined in the 
report, and return to the Council for authorization and further direction when appropriate: 

now recommends: 

Comm Dev & T &PW -Approval of recommendations (a), (c) and (d) and that recommendation (b) 
be referred back to staff with direction to draft alternate language. 

W&M/Budget-Approval of recommendations (a), (c) and (d), and approval of recommendation (b) 
to read as follows: "b) If linden Yard East is selected by the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority 
(HC RRA) as the preferred site for a rai I layover facility, City s taft is d i reeled to work with the HCRRA 
on joint development strategies to maximize development and report back lo the City Council on these 
strategies by 12/3112010." 

Quincy moved to amend the report by approving the Ways & Means/Budget Committee 
recommendation and deleting the Community Development and Transportation & Public Works 
Committees recommendation. Seconded. 

Adopted upon a voice vote. 

Samuels moved to further amend the report by adding thereto the following paragraph: 

"e) Direct staff to include principles relating to construction related workforce and contractor 
diversity, housing, workforce opportunities, finance and community connections and participation for 
any City development agreement(s) with Ryan Companies, as fully set forth in the Department of 
Community Planning & Economic Development (CPED) staff report contained in Petn No 273109, 
passed by Council action on November 7, 2008: Seconded. 

Adopted upon a voice vote. 
The report, as amended, was adopted 4/2/2010. 

CommDev, T&PW & W&M/Budget-Your Committee, having under consideration the following 
recommendations oft he Departments of Community Planning & Economic Development (CPED) and 
Public Works relating to City Community Garden lease Agreement Standards, as follows: 

a) Passage of the accompanying resolution approving community garden lease agreement 
standards and delegating authority to the CPED and Public Works directors or their respective 
designees to enter into standard form City Community Garden leaseAgreementsfortheleasing of non­
buildable and non-developable City properties for community gardens: and 

b) That the proper City officers be directed to prepare a Procedure Document consistent with the 
Minneapolis Contract Monitoring Procedures Manual priorto any execution ofthe subject agreement; 

now recommends: 
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Residence Area 
Characteristics Report 

- 2006 LED Data .... 
The following neighborhoods Included In report: 

JORDAN, HAWTHORNE, WILLARD-HAY, NEAR NORTH, 
HARRISON, SUMNER-GLENWOOD, 

I close print I save 

I Percent I Number I Metro % I Metro # 

!Annual Average Earnings by Worker I Selection Stats II I MetrQ Sta~la 

l<$14,400 I 29.31 31441 20.2%1 273,536 

1$14,400-$40,800 I 48.1~~1 462,524 

I 22.6 2420 45.6%1 615,753 >$40,800 

foml I 100.01 10730j 100.o%jt,351,813 

Age of Worker I Selection Stat~ I Metro Stats~ 
J3o and under ~R*I 27.0% 364,520 

j31-54 57011 57.4% 776,016 

Jss and over ~I 13671 15.6% 211,277 

!Total II 107301 100.0% 1,351,813 

I Workers by Industry of Primary Job I Selection Stats. I Metro Stats. 

IAgrirulture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting I 0.1j 61 0.2%J 2,481 

jMinlng I o.oj sl 0.0% 345 

!utilities I 0.21 241 0.3% 3,909 

jconstruc:tton ---~ ~- 2.91 3131 4.4% 59,103 
IManuracturing u.ol 11nl 12.1% 164,063 

]wholesale Trade I 4.9j 524~1 82,821 
jRetall Trade I 10.4j 1115 10.!1%1 146~653 

fTransportation and Warehousing I 3.51 3771 3.2%1 43,800 

~nrnrmatlon I 2.41 2531 2.6% 35,200 

!Finance and Insurance I 5.11 54Sj 6.5% 87,597 

!Real Estate, Rental, and Leasing I 1.9J 2091 1.9%1 251494 
Professional, Scientific. end Technical Services I s.8j 617~1 93,836 
Management of Companies and Enterprises I 3.61 389 4.4%1 59,748 
~min, Support, Waste Management, I 8.2, aaoj 5.6% 75,084 
Remediation 

!Educational Services I 8.31 seal 8.4% 113,982 
!Health Care and Social Assistance I 14.91 15971 11.7%1 158,056 
!Arts, Entertainment, and Reaeatlon I 1.31 139j 1.3%1 17,179 

!Accommodation and Food Services F*R' 6.9%1 92,591 
!other services (Except Public Administration) 4961 3.3%1 44,182 

!Public Administration I 1.9j 200j 3.4%j 45,689 

I 
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[:
All Primary Jobs (lncludl:~· ~rivate and 
public) 

Commuteshed (Cities where workers are employed who live in the 
selected area) 

I Jobs in Goods Jobs in 
Jobs In Other Primary Jobs 

Producing Transportation & Se!VIces Utilities 

!Minneapolis dty I 1798] 1031 2461 1449 

]st. Paul city I 385] 34] 34] 317 

]Bloomington city I 1911 7] 441 140 

]Plymouth city I lS3j sol 30] 73 

]Edina city I 180] 10j 16 1.54 

]st. Louis Park city I 1611 20] 28 113 

]Golden Valley dty J 1281 39] 2ar- 61 

]Eden Prairie city I 90] 22[ 3sl 33 

]Minnetonka city I sal 33] 11] 38 

]Brooklyn Park dty I B4l 121 26j 46 .. rr=i:-1 Soun:e: US Census Bureua, LED Residence Are11 Chiltactenst1cs F1/es (2006). Please note that 
l_g Residence Alea Characteristics are based on all primary jobs while Workplace Area Characteristics 

files are based on aD jobs. 

8/1 2/2009 I 0:36 AM 
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Workplace Area Characteristics 
Report 

-2006 LED Data-

The following cities Included In report: 
Hopkins Eden Prairie Edina St. Louis Park Mlnnetonk 

~~;& · 
r-­
. print save 

Annual Average Earnings by Job 
l<$14,400 
l$14,400-$40,800 

l>$40,800 
tfotal 

Age of Job Holder 
l3o and under 

131-54 
Iss and over 

fTotal 

I Jobs by Industry 
jAgrirulture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting 

!Mining 

!utilities 

!Construction 

!Manufacturing 
jWholesale Trade 

!Retail Trade 
fTransportatlon and W11rehousing 

ltnl'crmation 
Finance and Insurance 
Real Estate, Rental, and Leasing 

]Professional, SdentiRc, and Technical Services 

]Management of Companies and Enterprises 

dmln, Support, Waste Management, 
Remediation 

!Educational Services 
]Health Care and Soda I Assistance 

!Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation 
!Accommodation and Food Services 

fOther Services (Except Public Administration) 

I Percent I Nlmber[ Metro %1 Metro# 

Selection Stats II Metro Stats II 

24.31 544971 24.6%1 389,.381 

3t.ol 69490 I 32.5% I 514,077 
44.61 99934 42.9%1 678,573 

99.91 2239211 100.0% 1,582,031 

Sel~s;tiQD Sti1t5~ I t::1!i:t[Q Sta~ 

28.51 63879~1 429,183 
57.51 128856 57.7% 913,103 
13.91 311861 15.2% 239,746 
99.91 223921 100.0% 1,582,032 

Selection Stats. Metro Stats. 

o.ol 191 0.2%1 2,693 
o.ol 161 0%1 38:1. 
o.ol tsl 0.2%1 3,737 
3.ol 66941 4.5%, 71,717 

11.6! 260221 12.0%1 189,471 

6.41 144091 6.0%1 95,091 
14.91 334391 10.3%1 163,015 

I o.s~l 3.0%1 47,137 

I 2.2 48361 2.4%1 38,383 

I 9.01 201551 6.1%1 96,334 

I 2.81 62821 1.9%1 30,692 

I 7.71 17297] 6.7%1 105,883 

I s.sl 130951 4.6%1 72,618 

Rl 16840~1 96,487 

I 10815 8.2%] 130,078 

I 11.31 252791 11.8%] 186,067 

I 1.11 24841 1.5%! 22,862 

I 6.81 151391 7.70AJI 121,754 

I 3.31 74051 3.5%1 55,007 
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!Public Administration o.sl 18191 3. 3o/o ~- 52, 623 i 
I I 

Fs (Including private and public) ,..n·FI 1,582,0301 

Laborshed (Cities where employed workers in the selected area live) 

F Jobs In Goods Jobs in 
Jobs in Other 

Producing Transportlltion & 
Services Utilities 

!Minneapolis dty I 234471 28041 44881 16155 

!Eden Prairie city I 147391 19131 3063~ 9763 

!Minnetonka dty I 106731 10991 23941 7180 

jBJoomlngton city I 105381 lSOol 20001 7038 

jst. Louis Park city ] 9172] 9431 1931~- 6298 

!Plymouth dty I 8489] 951j 1848] 5690 

1St. Paul dty I 79911 11711 16451 5175 

]Edina city I 7592] 6411 14151 5536 

]Maple Grove city I 5919] 7BOj 12651 3874 

jsrooklyn Park dty I susj 111Sj 9-tol 3060 

M 
3D 

Source: US Census Bureua, LED Residence Area ChargcteristJcs Rles (2006). Please note 
that Residence Area Characteristics are based on sBprlmary jobs while Workplace Area 
Ch<uacteristlcs files B/1! based on aU jobs. 

I 

I 

8/12/2009 10:34 AM 

3385



FINANCE & COMMERCE 

Bassett Creek Valley shows signs of life 

Posted: 4:14 pm Tue, August 21, 2012 

By Drew Kerr 

PHOTOS: Edward Kraemer & Sons, of Burnsville, recently began work on an extension of Van White Boulevard 

that will connect to Dunwoody Boulevard. The project is part of a larger redevelopment planned at the 230-

acre area north of Interstate 394 known as Bassett Creek Valley. (Staff photo: Bill Klotz); Ryan Cos. executive is 

'bullish' on potential of area, cites future LRT station 

More than a decade has passed since the city of Minneapolis began planning redevelopment 

<http://www.minneapolismn.gov/cped/planninq/plans/cped basset-creek> at Bassett Creek Valley, a 230-acre 

area west of downtown that leaders hope will someday offer a mix of transit, business, housing and green 

space. 

The area hasn't seen any development yet, but a developer with an interest in the property said Tuesday that 

he remains "bullish" on the prospects- especially if a station for the Southwest Light Rail Transit line is built 

there. 

Rick Collins, the vice president of development at Minneapolis-based Ryan Companies 

<http://www.ryancompanies.com/>, told the city's Community Development Committee on Tuesday that work 

to extend Van White Boulevard has raised the site's profile and that the prospect of a LRT station will make the 

site even more attractive. 

Work on the Van White Memorial Boulevard extension<http://www.minneapolismn.gov/cip/aii/WCMS1 P-

080728>- a $22 million project that will create a long-sought north-south connection between Glenwood 

Avenue and Dunwoody Boulevard - began earlier this year and is expected to be finished by the end of 2013. 

An eight-month study of a 13-acre area on the southwest corner of the site, known as Linden Yards West, is set 

to begin next month and will include a look at how a Southwest LRT station off Dunwoody Boulevard could fit 

on the site. 

The Southwest LRT line is expected to enter the engineering phase next year and to be in service as early as 

2018. 

"The challenge up to this point is that the site hasn't even been considered because it's been consumed by 

piles of dirt and rubble," Collins said in an interview before the meeting. "It has not been on the radar, period." 

The city uses the south side of the Bassett Creek Valley for an impound lot and outdoor storage. A relocation 

study has been completed by the city in anticipation of the changeover. The north side of the property is 

parkland. 

Ryan has development rights for Linden Yards West through the end of 2015 and says the site could include 

hundreds of new rental or owner-occupied housing units as well as 750,000 square feet of new commercial 

space, built out in phases. 
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The firm has also expressed interest in finding a corporate tenant for what's known as Linden Yards East, a 10-

acre area that sits in the southeast corner of the property. 

Collins said the National Marrow Donor Program, UnitedHealth Group and Surly Brewing, which is looking for a 

home<http://finance-commerce.com/2012/06/surly-narrows-its-focus-in-brewerv-site-search/> for its $20 million 

brewery, have expressed interest in Linden Yards West though the discussions are no longer active. He said 

other possible users are now being courted, but declined to say which companies have expressed interest. 

Collins said marketing the site has been complicated by the economic downturn but also because of plans to 

use the eastern site to store passenger rail cars. The storage would be needed if high-speed service from 

Minneapolis to Chicago is built, Hennepin County officials say. 

If storage is added to the mix, development would have to occur on top of tracks holding rail cars. Pilings, noise 

and vibration dampening infrastructure and a four-level parking area would cost an estimated $45 million, a 

county study determined. 

Dean Michalko, an engineer with the county's Housing, Community Works and Transit office, said discussions 

about the rail storage have gone largely dormant since the high-speed rail line remains uncertain. 

Concerns about hindering development and neighborhood opposition led council member Usa Goodman to 

push for clarification on the likelihood the storage would be needed and when. 

"If it's something that's going to be 25 years out, we should probably be looking at other sites, otherwise we're 

standing in the way of development," said Goodman, who represents the Bryn Mawr neighborhood. 

Collins told city officials if uncertainty around the site causes him to miss an opportunity it could mean waiting 

another decade. 

Despite the looming questions, Beth Grosen, a senior project manager with the Minneapolis Community 

Planning and Economic Development agency, said she is pleased with the recent progress that has been made. 

"It's all seeming much more real now," she said. 

Vida Ditter, who has lived in the area off-and-on since 1965 and is a member of the Bassett Creek Valley 

Redevelopment Oversight Committee, said she has learned to be patient while waiting for the area to evolve. 

But the completion of Van White Boulevard is a significant milestone and could prove to be a catalyst for more 

rapid development, Ditter said. 

''This in my personal view is a major step forward that will allow many other things to happen," she said. 

2 

3387



Finance & Commerce> Print > CornmlDlity, officials clash over developm... http://finance-commerce.com/wp-contentfplugins/drnc_sociable_toolbar/ ... 

I of2 

Finance 8t Commerce htt : Ufinance-commerce.com 

Community, officials clash over development plans for struggling 
Minneapolis neighborhood 
by Bill Clements 

Published: August 11th, 2011 

Maren McDonell of north Minneapolis is mad. 

The chairwoman of the Harrison Neighborhood 
Association sees the possibility that a vicious 
cycle of poverty and isolation in her 
neighborhood will repeat itself, and she can't 
keep quiet about it. 

"I am angry because I'm a single parent of four 
kids, and they are talking about putting 
something in my community that will hurt my 
kids and my community for a long time, " said 
McDonell, the mother of a son, 18, and three 
daughters - 16, 7 and 4. 

She was referring to plans that the city of 
Minneapolis and the Hennepin County Regional 
Rail Authority are considering for building a 
commuter train storage - or "layover" - facility 
on the nearly 13 acres known as Linden Yards 
East. 

linden Yards east and west contain about 25 

Maren McDonell is the chairwoman of the board of 
the Hanison Neighborhood Associat ion, and Larry 
Hiscock Is its executive director. They believe if 

Hennepin County and the city of Minneapolis build a 
commuter train storage facili ty in Linden Yards East 

(above), the project could well sentence the 
adjoining poor and mostly minority communit y of 

Hanison to another couple of generations of poverty 
and failure. (Staff photo : Bill Klotz) 

acres of unused, publicly owned land just north of downtown Minneapolis that everyone considers 
prime development property. 

And it will become even more valuable if a station for the proposed Southwest light rail transit line is 
built there on what will be Van White Boulevard, a new street that will connect north and south 
Minneapolis when it's completed In 2013. 

Planners say that a commuter train storage facility in that location is a "vital Ingredient" in creating a 
jobs-rich passenger-rail system and running it into downtown Minneapolis. And they add that Linden 
Yards East is probably (though not yet officially) the best spot for the facility. 

But McDonell and a host of other community and regional groups think there is a higher use for 
property as prime and valuable as linden Yards, which is part of 230 acres known as Bassett Creek 
Valley that has long been largely Industrial. 

They envision a major redevelopment that includes office buildings and housing and the jobs and 
residents that come with them, all part of a long-overdue rebirth of Harrison, Bassett Creek and the 
broader north Minneapolis area . 

"The redevelopment plans we are looking at would create 2,500 jobs and 500 new units of housing," 
McDonell said, anger draping her words. "We don't even have a McDonald's in our community where 
our youths can get fired from. This is about bringing faith and opportunity into this community." 

Harrison Neighborhood Association Executive Director Larry Hiscock explained that "there's been a 
history of discriminatory planning in this community, and that sets the stage for future development." 

The history here is represented by an image from a 1935 land-use planning map of Minneapolis that 
the Harrison Neighborhood Association found in a 1938 "citizen's guide" published by the Minneapolis 
Board of Education. 

The Image shows a circle around the blocks that form north Minneapolis, Including Harrison, and the 
words: "Slum" and "Negro Section {largest in the city). " 

McDonell's anger comes from knowing that the intention of city leaders and planners back in the 1920s 

8/11/2011 8:15AM 
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and '30s to condemn north Minneapolis to poverty and isolation worked. 

"I th ink this is about hope," McDonell said. "We want jobs and economic viability. With this facility 
coming, it's another way that the city and county will continue to oppress the community." 

Phyllis Hill, lead organizer for Isaiah, a community justice group working with the Harrison 
neighborhood in opposition to the layover facility, agrees. 

"The Harrison neighborhood is African-American and Somalis and Asian-Americans, and they've all 
come together on this- and I think that's very powerful. So why should the city turn their backs on 
that?" 

The Bassett Creek redevelopment plan, which goes back more than 10 years, "is about changing the 
planning and zoning to create opportunity," Hiscock added. 

"That's why Ryan Cos. is interested. They didn't show up to build a layover facility - they showed up 
to create jobs and housing and opportunity. " 

The city in 2008 granted Minneapolis-based commercial developer Ryan Cos. exclusive development 
rights for Linden Yards West through 2015. It has been tough going. 

Rick Collins, vice president of development at Ryan, says the tough economy as well as thorny issues 
with the site itself make marketing the property difficult. 

"We are trying to resolve these open issues so we can present a more complete picture to potential 
corporate users," Collins said, noting one recently expressed interest but quickly dropped out. 'The 
reality is it's a complicated site that won't be complete until we can explain these open issues." 

The thorniest of the issues is whether a commuter train storage facility will be built on Unden Yards 
East and, if so, can the kind of catalyzing redevelopment that the community wants be built on top of 
that facility. 

Ryan is working with the city and the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority and their consultants, 
St. Paul-based SEH, to analyze the technical and financial feasibility of creating a development above a 
train storage facility in Unden Yards East. 

Although potentially costly, Collins believes that a good redevelopment can happen above a mostly 
closed-in train storage facility. 

" Ryan's interests are aligned with the community's, " he said. "Although we can coexist with a rail 
layover facility and the community would prefer it not be built there at all." 

Beth Grosen, senior project coordinator in business development for the city's department of 
Community Planning and Economic Development, said that any significant movement on construction 
of a train storage facility is a long way off. 

For now, Grosen advises the community to focus on "a more achievable vision" of redevelopment 
along Glenwood Avenue. 

"There could be employment possibilities in the existing commercial properties along Glenwood -
that's much more achievable in the next few years," Grosen said. 

Hennepin County Commissioner Peter Mclaughlin, head of the Hennepin County Regional Rail 
Authority, emphasized that nothing will be happening for a while. 

"Let's face it, the Bassett Creek redevelopment plan didn't get implemented when the economy was 
booming," said Mclaughlin, who has met with the community several times and will continue to. "What 
the community wants to do is going to take an enormous amount of resources, and this [project] 
hasn't risen to the top ." 

But, Mclaughlin added, at some point in the future "the combination of the real estate market and rail 
investment will make this a desirable site- it' ll be a good place for the kind of development the 
community wants ." 

Complete URL: http://f".,anc:e-commerce.com/2011/08/community-offic:ials-dash-over-development-plans­
for-struggllng-mlnneapolls-nelghbomood/ 
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StarTribune 
Can development, idling diesel trains 
coexist? 

Article by: STEVE BRANDT 

Star Tribune 

November 2, 201 0 - 1 0:33 PM 

In a glacial river valley west of downtown Minneapolis, a long-neglected banana-shaped parcel of land is suddenly at the center 

of potentially competing interests. 

The city now uses the 25 acres along Interstate 394 to crush concrete, recycle asphalt and store things ranging from extra 

garbage carts to streetlight poles. 

A master plan for the surrounding Bassett Creek area envisions offices and some housing for the parcel, known as linden 

Yards from its past railroad use. Although construction is likely to be years away, developer Ryan Companies is working on 

crafting a proposal, with strong backing from the adjacent Harrison neighborhood. 

But the eastern third of the yards also is being eyed by Hennepin County as a possible site on which to eventually park 

commuter trains between runs . 

Although Ryan says that could help its development plans, Harrison activists are voicing fears that the rail use could trim the 

number of jobs and housing units, and the neighborhood needs both; 37 percent of its population was below the poverty level in 

1999. 

"We have some grave concerns about heavy rail layover," said Vicki Moore, a Harrison resident who has played an active role in 

redevelopment plans. "You can't keep continuing to dump stuff in north Minneapolis." 

The county has actively promoted and planned for a variety of rail lines that are expected to converge near Target Field , 

although it won't construct or own them. Preliminary studies for the county have identified either Linden Yards or nearby Cedar 

Yards as the best sites for commuter or inter-city trains to layover. 

The county also sponsored planning studies for the proposed Southwest light-rail line in an effort to better connect stations and 

their surroundings. Plans include a stop at Linden Yards, where the soon-to-be-constructed Van White Boulevard will pass over 

railroad tracks and Bassett Creek. Sketches so far envision development initially on the west half of Linden Yards and the rail 

layover yard as a long-term option on the downtown end. 

The neighborhood calculates that using it for trains instead of including it in Ryan's development could cost 1 ,BOO to 2,800 jobs. 

That alarms neighborhood leaders, even though consultants suggest that the rail yard could be topped with a level or two of 

parking and then offices or housing above that. 

Neighborhood staffer Larry Hiscock said residents fear it's too speculative to draw plans for rail yards without knowing whether 

development above is physically or financially feasible and on what timetable. They want the feasibility of such stacked 

development over idling diesels studied first. 

So Ryan and the city have sought from the Metropolitan Council a $100 ,000 grant for such a study. The same broad flat glacial 

plain that made the area attractive as a route for early railroads contains boggy soil that increases the challenges for 

constructing buildings. 

County officials say that if a rail yard is built, it would make sense to build in extra support for potential development overhead. 

How quickly such a rail yard would be needed depends on how fast proposed rail service to Chicago and Duluth, and additional 

commuter trains similar to the Northstar line, materialize. 

The rail yard would cost an estimated $11 million and could reach $30 million if maintenance facilities are added, according to a 

1/24/2012 4:54PM 
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preliminary study. 

Although Rick Collins, a Ryan vice president, said that development could go ahead in the area with or without a rail yard, he 

sees a boost to the area's development potential if trains are stored there. One reason is that the site has a low elevation, and 
putting in the rail yard and perhaps a parking level or two would raise it above nearby freeway ramps and an electrical 

transmission line, making it more marketable. Moreover, the rail yard might bring funding that could help offset the increased 

cost of supporting buildings above it, Collins said. 

Making a decision on whether to place the rail yard in linden Yards is important, because it would reduce uncertainty when Ryan 

tries to line up potential corporate tenants for its development. Collins said that Ryan is probably several years from being able 

to break ground because of uncertainty over rail facilities and general market conditions. The County Board is scheduled to get 

an update on transit plans Nov. 18. 

Steve Brandt • 612-673-4438 

@ 2011 Star Tribuna 
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Marnie Jacobsen 
<marniie07@gmail.com> 

12/31/2012 05:33 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject DEIS Public Comment

I strongly support the Kenwood Isles Area Association response to the SW Transitway DEIS.  
I have thought the whole idea of running the line through this area is terribly misguided, and the 
idea of a station near the narrow, winding streets of this residential neoghborhood makes no 
sense to me.  I think there will be relatively few passengers & great disturbance, not to mention 
the increased safety issues that already are a big concern near Hidden Beach.
I live very close to the current rail line, & I also frequently use the Kenilworth Bike trail.  I am 
especially concerned with the impact of noisy trains running at all hours and the destruction of 
the naturalness of the area.  I find it terribly depressing even to contemplate. 
I urge the highest level of mitigation be performed so that this neighborhood is not destroyed.
Marnie Jacobsen
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Lori Schmeling 
<lorielizabeths@gmail.com> 

12/31/2012 05:33 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject SW Light rail

We are deeply concerned about the noise, vibration and pollution 
of the SW light rail system.  We know the city needs a light rail 
system for it's future growth.  Our concern is the negative 
impact building a bridge would have in an area of the city that 
has natural landscape and beauty.  The city has chosen the least 
expensive option instead of the routes which were more populated 
 assuring higher usage of the system.  Worse, it seems there is 
no concern of the environmental impact along the proposed route. 
 Part of what makes our city unique is it's parks, paths and 
natural beauty.  If the city refuses to change the current 
proposed route, then we strongly believe a tunnel is the best 
option at this intersection, not only for environmental reasons, 
but to uphold the beauty and integrity of our city!
                             Sincerely,
                             Lori and David Schmeling
                             3 Park Lane
                             Minneapolis
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John Nicklow 
<janick01@gmail.com> 

12/31/2012 05:56 PM

To Swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Santorini and the new light rail in the south west corridor

As owners of Santorini Restaurant, we would like to express our grave concerns about being able 
to conduct our business and survive the construction of the Light Rail System in our area.  The 
parking, as it is right now, poses challenges to our customers. Combine that with the 
appropriation of parking spaces that presently exist, construction and altering traffic patterns 
around us, our customers will choose to avoid the congestion, construction and uncertainty, and 
dine elsewhere.

We are a small family business with a lifetime of love, long arduous hours of work, and hard 
earned investment dollars, all riding on Santorini.

We would like to open the conversation with you about remedies for the dire  consequences this 
poses for a business and our future.

My father and I look forward to meeting with you soon.
Sincerely,

John Nicklow

cell: 612-353-7355

Anthony Nicklow

cell: 612-710-9401
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Faith Cable Kumon 
<Kumon@smithpartners.com> 

12/31/2012 07:06 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Southwest DEIS comments

Please include the following comments on the Southwest DIES, prepared on behalf of the Midtown 
Community Works Partnership (MCW).   
 
The MCW Partnership supports the 3A option for the Southwest LRT and has significant concerns about 
the co‐location of freight rail in the Kenilworth corridor.  
 
The MCW Partnership supports the 3A option because of the potential impacts to the Midtown 
Greenway trail posed by 3C and because of the Partnership believes that a Midtown Streetcar would be 
a preferable transit option in the Midtown Greenway.  As noted on pages 3‐59 and 6‐59, the 
construction of the LRT through the Midtown Greenway could cause problems for the existing 
pedestrian and bicycle trail, requiring the trail to be reconstructed at street level.  The designs for the 3C 
options are particularly problematic for the Midtown Greenway trail users at Nicollet Avenue who would 
have to go up a ramp, cross Nicollet at grade, and down another ramp.  The 3C options are also less 
desirable because they would not provide a connection along the Midtown Greenway to the Hiawatha 
LRT line.  A future Midtown Streetcar could provide a continuous connection from the Southwest LRT to 
the Hiawatha LRT as well as all of the destinations along the Lake Street – Midtown Greenway corridor.   
 
The co‐location option, 3A‐1, is problematic at West Lake Street for existing bicycle and pedestrian 
connections as well as for future transit.   The freight rail relocation segment (page 3‐60) will remove the 
at‐grade crossing along the Southwest bike trail will improve the experience for existing bicyclists but 
more importantly, it will also improve the pedestrian and bicycle experience when accessing the West 
Lake Station.  Although not mentioned in this section of the DEIS, the freight rail relocation will create 
enough space for a future Midtown Streetcar to connect at the West Lake Station.  
 
The land use assumptions, while generally good, make some assumptions that may not reflect the 
current state of best practice research.   Page 5‐18 states that the implementation of LRT and the 
accompanying reduction in bus service may reduce TOD development potential.  This generalization that 
TOD potential is reduced from a change in transit service from a slower bus service to a faster LRT 
service with fewer stops is not logical nor is it supported by evidence from other cities across the 
country.  
 
The Midtown Alternatives Analysis began in late 2012 to study the Lake Street and Midtown Greenway 
corridors for improved transit service.  The work of this study should be acknowledged in the Final EIS as 
it moves forward.  
 
Best, 
 

Faith Cable Kumon
smith
     partners
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400 Second Avenue South

Suite 1200

Minneapolis , MN 55401

(612) 344-1400 Office

(612) 344-1550 Fax

www.smithpartners .com
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"nora@rushs.com" 
<nora@rushs.com> 

12/31/2012 07:43 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Please reconsider segment

Please reconsider the proposed SW LR route on how it should enter Mpls and go 
downtown.

The current proposal has several elements that should sway the decision to use the 
greenway or other path and not go through Cedar Lake/Kenwood.

The Regional Parkland has been so successful that adding the LRT will hurt the use 
and enjoyment of the area.

Having 250 trains go by each day is going to decrease the value and tax revenue of 
a very profitable neighborhood for Mpls.

Either a fly-over bridge or a tunnel at the Cedar Lake Parkway would be extremely 
expensive and will not add to rider-ship.

The placement of a station at W. 21st street is ridiculous at best, mind boggling to 
say the least.  How many riders will it pick up and where will those cars park???

The Excelsior/ Lake St area is already over used and can not handle any more 
traffic.  We have lived in this neighborhood for over 35 years and the back-up on 
Highway 25 (aka Hiway 7) going east and Lake St going west is significant 
currently.  More riders, and thus parkers, will make this a horrible area.  This will 
take away from the value of the properties, the revenue of the stores in Calhoun 
Commons and Calhoun Village.

There are much more densely populated areas and more diverse incomes if the 
route would go through the midtown greenway.

Please reconsider with an open mind the true cost of destroying the regional park, 
the Cedar Lake beach area and the stations at areas that can not support the 
parking of cars at the level needed to make the line successful.  Please look at how 
much more good it would do to use the next alternative route through the 
greenway!!!!!

Some say this decision has already been made, but I am hopeful that the bright 
minds of those working on this project will look carefully at the true and long term 
soft costs of running the line through Cedar Lake area.

Thank you for your time.
Nora Whiteman
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Elizabeth Kilburg 
<ekilburg@mac.com> 

12/31/2012 08:26 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject SWLRT

We have been long-term supporters of public transit and welcome our community’s development 
of LRT connections of the suburban metropolitan area and the Minneapolis core.  

 

As residents of the Cedar Isles Dean neighborhood, we have an interest in the proposed 
SouthWest LRT.  In particular we have concerns about the intersection of  the light rail track and 
Cedar Lake Parkway.  The current rail crossing in conjunction with the Grand Round bike and 
pedestrian pathway, as well as the parkway, already presents a dangerous confluence of traffic.  
The addition of the number of LRT crossings that you propose will make this intersection far too 
congested and a tragedy waiting to happen.  We have also seen the proposed overpass, which is 
visually offensive and would be a major eyesore to the historic Grand Round, the gem of 
Minneapolis.  The lakes and the connecting lagoon as well as the Grand Round are prized and 
heavily used by the citizens of Minneapolis and the entire metropolitan area.  

 

We feel that the overpass is an unacceptable option aesthetically and the at-grade crossing is 
dangerous.  We have had the opportunity to review the Minneapolis Park Board’s response and 
their proposal for a below-grade crossing.  The option that is safe, seemingly not more 
expensive, and the least destructive of the historic Grand Round, Cedar Lake, and surrounding 
parkland is without question below grade with either a trench or tunnel.

 

Elizabeth Kilburg

Louisa Castner

15 Park Lane
Minneapolis, MN
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Doreen Pearson 
<doreen.pearson@gmail.com
> 

12/31/2012 09:19 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Comment on DEIS SWLRT

From:

Doreen Pearson
2706 Yosemite Ave S
St. Louis Park, MN. 55416
952-922-5800
Doreen.Pearson@gmail.com

To whom it may concern,

In understanding what I do know about the SWLRT it appears the processes 
followed by our own Hennepin County Commission has been flawed in the very 
least, corrupt is probably more accurate.  I won't bore you with the facts as 
many comments have already detailed them better than I could.

My concern is the re-routing of large freight rail from the Kenilworth 
corridor, where they currently operate, to a small rail line here in St. Louis 
Park.  This little rail line operating on average of 8-10 car trains 3 to 5 
times a day going less than 15 mph is currently what we know and accept.  We 
already have a concern for our schools near the rail line (5) with the current 
rail.  To think that freight rail 10 times the size is even being considered 
is ludicrous.  There are many more negative impacts to our community, as in 
homes near the tracks, our local merchants affected, decline in value of homes 
and business's, and safety.  Albeit mitigation is not there, it should be, 
this re-route should not be an option.  Period.

While sitting in at a session in the government building downtown Minneapolis 
two elderly gentlemen spoke that they thought the current SWLRT is not looking 
to the future.  This thinking has some merit.  It appears the current SWLRT is 
only for the business commuter, from Eden Prairie to downtown Minneapolis 
there are no stops of places of interest only stops for commuters.  The 
negative impact on the environment clearly out weighs the positive of SWLRT as 
is currently designed.

It would be most beneficial to bring this back to the drawing board.  

Kind regards,
Doreen
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debbielarry@comcast.net 

12/31/2012 10:01 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Comments on the Draft DEIS for the Southwest LRT

To Whom It May Concern--
I am writing to add my comments on the Draft DEIS for the Southwest LRT project.  Being a 
Kenwood resident I have followed the issue for many years and recognize the impacts (both 
positive and negative) the rail line could have on our neighborhood.  I am a member of the 
Kenwood Isles Area Association (KIAA) board and have been very involved in composing that 
group's response to the DEIS.  I attach those comments at the end of this note for reference and 
to lend my voice of support to them.  In addition, I would like to comment on three specific 
elements of the project that are of particular interest to me.
1. Effect To Land Use and Socioeconomics (Section 3.1.5.1).  The report states 
"Implementation of LRT service and stations along the Segment A alignment would likely result 
in some land use changes surrounding the stations, particularly north of the lakes where tracts of 
undeveloped land are being considered for development." The reason there are tracts of 
undeveloped land in this area is because it is a park.  People have worked for many years to 
reclaim a former rail yard to create a large park, complete with walking and bike trails, within a 
few miles of downtown Minneapolis.  I do not believe the LPA makes sense in so many ways, 
but if the LRT is to come on this alignment I believe it should pass with as little impact on a 
natural space many people have worked very hard to create and maintain.  Areas north of I-394, 
near the cement crushing area and behind Bryn Mawr Fields may hold development possibilities, 
but the land in Cedar Lake Park south of I-394 should maintain as much of its park character as 
possible.
2. Proposed Cedar Lake Parkway Overpass Bridge.  Appendix F, Conceptual Engineering 
Drawings (page 54) shows a new bridge spanning Cedar Lake Parkway to separate the LRT line 
and the road.  The illustration shows a nearly 5% grade, both up and down, with the bridge 
reaching a height of nearly 25 feet (apparently).  I agree that, with the volume of traffic and the 
importance of that road for various neighborhoods, that LRT and Cedar Lake Parkway should be 
separated.  But a bridge of that size would drastically change the character of the neighborhood 
for the worse and potentially reduce the value of homes that are in proximity to the bridge.  In 
addition, a public beach is within 50 yards of that intersection and, while the bridge may increase 
safety (which I am not convinced of) it will ruin another piece of the Minneapolis park system.  
While many argue that parks should not take precedent over people, the parks of Minneapolis are 
a significant asset and a reason people choose to live and visit the city.  I strongly urge further 
investigation in separating LRT and Cedar Lake Parkway, possibly by trenching the LRT at that 
point or depressing the rail line and having the road extend over it.
3. Colocation of the freight rail and LRT in the Kenilworth Corridor.  I wholeheartedly 
agree with the findings throughout the report that show that colocation of the freight line with 
LRT is not an appropriate approach.  The biggest problems for that approach are of the portion 
of the line between the West Calhoun station and 21st street.  As the report points out, it seems 
the only way to make colocation work is to remove 57 townhomes and displace their residents.  
Ignoring for a minute the possible financial hardship some of these people may experience, the 
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city of Minneapolis loses current and future property taxes. As a Minneapolis resident, I cannot 
abide the city losing tax revenues in order for this line to become a reality.  I also do not believe 
the neighborhood should endure both a new LRT line and freight line.  As I said, I do not believe 
the current LPA is in the best interests of the city of Minneapolis, but if it is indeed the LPA then 
the neighborhoods through which it runs should not have to experience both the increased freight 
rail traffic and the new LRT traffic.
There are many other issues that concern me with the alignment considered with the LPA, but 
the KIAA response does a very good job in addressing them.  For that reason, I am attaching 
those comments to mine and hope you will consider them as an integral part of my response to 
the Draft DEIS. 
I support increased public transportation options, and hope the Southwest LRT can be 
implemented in a way that is beneficial for all communities along the line, including the city of 
Minneapolis.  In order for that to happen, however, a number of issues need to be addressed and 
resolved to the satisfaction of everyone that lives along the proposed line.  
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft DEIS.
Sincerely,
Larry Moran
2205 Oliver Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN  55406
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Kenwood Isles Area Association  

Response to the Southwest Transitway  

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 

 

Overview and Summary 

 

Bordered by the Kenilworth Trail and Cedar Lake Park to the west and Lake of the Isles to the 
east, the Kenwood Isles Area Association (KIAA) represents 1,414 citizens in 589 housing units 
(2010).  Kenwood residents value the neighborhood’s historic homes, our proximity to 
downtown and Uptown, and especially Minneapolis’ unique park, lake, and trail system.   

 

More than a mile of the 15 miles proposed for the Southwest Transitway LRT 3A (LPA) line 
passes through Kenwood.  Two of the proposed stops would be part of our neighborhood, 21st 
Street and Penn Avenue (shared with Bryn Mawr). 

 

After the release of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) on October 12, 20012, 
KIAA developed a draft response.  To solicit input on this response, KIAA posted the draft on 
our website.  We then held board meetings on November 5th and December 3rd focused primarily 
on the DEIS response.  Both meetings were well attended by 25-35 individuals.  Our annual fall 
newsletter, mailed to every Kenwood household in mid-November, centered on the DEIS and 
requested input by e-mail for those who could not attend our meetings.  This newsletter was also 
sent to all e-mail addresses on our neighborhood list.  The KIAA response to the SWLRT DEIS 
reflects this comprehensive outreach. 

 

The DEIS articulates a number of environmental impacts to our neighborhood, but overlooks 
several others.  If the SWLRT is to be built, we are pleased to see that the DEIS supports 
relocation of freight rail from the Kenilworth Corridor and affirm all the reasons given in 
the document.  Kenwood citizens are appalled by the prospect of the Kenilworth 
Corridor being the route of both the LRT and freight rail. 
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We support excellent, context-sensitive design and mitigation for all communities 
affected by this project.  Without the highest design standards and excellent mitigation, 
the environmental impacts in Segment A of the 3A (LPA) alignment – especially those 
related to noise, visual effects, and safety – will greatly affect the livability of our 
neighborhood, as well as adversely impact unique urban assets that benefit visitors 
from around the region (the Kenilworth Trail and Cedar Lake Park).  Our concerns focus 
on the following: 

 

 

1.  Preserving our unique cultural and natural heritage 

 • We oppose land use changes beyond what is necessary for the LRT; 
existing park, trail and open green space should be preserved to the greatest extent 
possible.  (3.1.5.1, page 3-34) 

 • There are important historic preservation issues related to the 
proposed SWLRT.  KIAA looks forward to contributing as a consulting party 
to the Section 106 Review process. (3.4.5, Page 3-79) 

 • KIAA asserts that a bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway would 
have unacceptable visual and noise impacts.  We request a feasibility 
study of depressing, trenching, or tunneling the LRT. (3.6.3, page 3-115) 

 • A bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway likely violates Shoreland 
Overlay District zoning requirements. (3.6.3, page 3-115) 

 • Cedar Lake Park and the Kenilworth Trail provide important wildlife 
habitat and environmental learning opportunities for both children and adults.  KIAA 
urges design measures that would benefit biota and habitat.  (4.3.5, page 4-53)  

 • The area for the proposed SWLRT currently has very low ambient noise 
levels.  KIAA insists on the highest standards of design to mitigate noise impacts. 
(4.7.3.5, 4-92)  

 

 

2. Safeguarding the safety and enjoyment of park and trail users 

 • Cedar Lake Park and the Kenilworth bicycle and pedestrian 
trails are regional assets.  With well over 600,000 discrete annual visits, they 
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are heavily used by local residents and people from throughout the metro 
area. (3.6.2.4, page 3-104)  

 • KIAA expects the City of Minneapolis’ Resolution 2010R-008 will be 
respected.  It asserts that the current environmental quality, natural conditions, 
wildlife, urban forest, and the walking and biking paths must be preserved and 
protected. 

 • Substantial visual effects on trail users documented in the DEIS 
must be mitigated with well-designed landscape and hardscape 
elements, including land berms and evergreens. (3.6.3, page 3-115) 

 • This DEIS does not consider impacts of light pollution on park and 
trail users.  (3.6.5.3, page 3-123) 

 • KIAA insists that the Minneapolis and MPRB Police be consulted 
on security issues related to the impact of a proposed station at 21st Street 
related to Cedar Beach East (Hidden Beach).  An inadequately managed station 
would increase opportunities for illegal behavior.  (3.7.2, page 3-129) 

 • KIAA requests that the Minneapolis Fire Department, MPRB Police, 
and emergency medical responders be consulted in development of safety and 
security plans, especially for Cedar Lake Park and Cedar Beach East (Hidden 
Beach).  (3.7.3.3, page 3-131) 

 • The adequacy of existing hydrants and other emergency 
infrastructure needs examination. 

(3.7.3.3, page 3-131)  

 • KIAA insists on the highest standards of design to mitigate noise impacts 
on trail users.  The current experience of the trail is as a peaceful urban retreat. (4.7.3.5, 
page 4-92) 

 • KIAA expects that if safety fencing is used, it be integrated into an overall 
landscape design that includes land berms, evergreens, deciduous trees and shrubs, and 
hardscape elements.  (6.3.2.4, page 6-58)  

 • We expect high aesthetic standards for screening to reduce 
visual impacts of Traction Power Substations (2.3.3.6, page 2-50) 
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3. Maintaining the quality of life of residents 

 • A station stop at 21st Street with 1,000 people daily boardings will greatly 
change the character of this neighborhood.   We insist on a study of traffic and other 
impacts of the station on the neighborhood.  (Table 2.3-4, page 2-32) 

 • We expect consultation with the community on Traction 
Power Substation placement and screening plans. (2.3.3.6, page 2-50) 

 • Contrary to the DEIS assertion, there will be a significant 
impact on community cohesion given the change from slow, infrequent 
freight trains to high speed LRT trains that will pass homes, parks, and trails 
every few minutes from 5:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. (3.2.2.6, page 3-58)  

 • Substantial visual effects on residences will occur, as well as 
adverse privacy impacts to indoor and outdoor living areas, and must be 
mitigated. (3.6.3, page 3-115) 

 • Although the DEIS states otherwise, without explanation or 
verification, the proposed station area at 21st Street will have substantial 
visual impacts on nearby residences. This was pointed out during the DEIS 
scoping period.  (3.6.3, page 3-117) 

 • This DEIS does not consider impacts of light pollution on homes 
near the station.  The effects of engine lights, station lighting, and any other lights 
must be taken into account and remediated. (3.6.5.3, page 3-123) 

 • KIAA requests that the Minneapolis Fire Department, Police 
Department, and emergency medical responders be consulted in development of 
safety and security plans, especially for the 2000 block of Upton Avenue. 
(3.7.3.3, page 3-131) 

 • We appreciate that this DEIS points out substantial noise impacts that the 
SWLRT will have on our neighborhood and residents.  Planners must not allow noise to 
destroy a quiet park and stable urban neighborhood.  KIAA insists on the highest 
standards of design to mitigate noise impacts. (4.7.3.5, page 4-92)  

 • During the scoping period, residents showed that new construction in the 
2500 block of Upton Ave. S. along the Kenilworth Trail required extra deep footings 
because the ground propagates vibrations to the detriment of structures.  The DEIS did 
not address this issue.  KIAA requests that detailed vibration assessments be done as 
early as possible to determine adequate mitigation measures. (4.8.6, page 4-118)  
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4. Ensuring the tranquility and functionality of proposed station areas  

 • In accordance with City of Minneapolis policy and to protect 
neighborhood livability, KIAA opposes a park-and-ride lot at 21st Street.  (Table 2.3-4, 
page 2-32) 

 • To improve safety of park and trail users, we request consideration of a 
split platform at the 21st Street station as proposed by the Cedar Lake Park Association 
design charette of November 2010.  (Table 2.3-4, page 2-32) 

 • This DEIS points to severe noise impacts from a station at 21st Street.  
KIAA insists on the highest standards of design to mitigate noise impacts. (4.7.3.5 
Assessment Page 4-92)  

 • MPRB Police absolutely must be consulted on security issues 
related to a proposed station at 21st Street.  An inadequately managed station 
would increase opportunities for illegal behavior, which has been a long-standing 
problem at Cedar Beach East (Hidden Beach).  (3.7.2, page 3-129) 

 • Groundwater and drinking water must be protected.  KIAA 
requests information about how this will be done. (4.1, pages 4-19, 4-21)   

 • There is a great deal of landfill around Cedar Lake.  KIAA needs 
assurance that contaminated soils will be dealt with appropriately during construction. 
(4.9.5, page 4-129) 

 • KIAA does not support changes in land use (development) 
near the 21st Street station. We expect parkland, trails, and green space to 
be protected for future generations.  (5.2.5.1, page 5-21) 

 • A station area at Penn Avenue will have a significant impact 
on Kenwood residents.  KIAA expects to be consulted on station area 
design and mitigation of impacts.  

 

 

KIAA strongly urges all actors involved with the SWLRT to establish the highest standards of 
design and mitigation for this project.  Design measures that may be considered “betterments” by 
agencies outside of our community are justified by the disproportionate adverse environmental 
impact to residential and green spaces compared to the more commercial or industrial areas 
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along the line.  Such measures are required to ensure that the proposed SWLRT will not 
substantially harm, and may even enhance, our community. 
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Detailed Comments, Chapters 2 - 6 

 

 

Chapter 2:  Alternatives Considered 

 

 

2.3 Draft EIS Alternatives 

2.3.3 Build Alternatives 

Table 2.3-4, page 2-32, Stations 

This table shows a station at 21st Street: At-grade, with center platforms, and a surface 
parking lot with room for 100 cars. 

 

Comment: Minneapolis officials have informed the Kenwood Isles Area Association that a 
park-and-ride facility at the proposed 21st Street station would be contrary to the City’s policy.  
We support this policy and oppose a parking lot at 21st Street.  A parking lot would not be 
consistent with the quiet residential character of the neighborhood and would require destruction 
of wooded land or open green space adjacent to the Kenilworth Trail and Cedar Lake Park. 

 

Comment:  To improve safety of park and trail users, and possibly to reduce noise impacts, we 
request consideration of a split platform at the 21st Street station as proposed by the Cedar Lake 
Park Association design charette of November 2010.  (Table 2.3-4, page 2-32) 

 

Comment:  We expect a complete analysis of the traffic impacts of this proposed station on 
our neighborhood.  A previous study projected 1,000 riders per day boarding at 21st Street.  
Given the low-density housing, the geography (much of the half-mile radius around the proposed 
station is either parkland or lake), and street lay-out of Kenwood, we conclude that either the 
figure of 1,000 riders per day is wrong, or our neighborhood will see tremendous change in 
traffic load.  Such changes should be understood, planned, and managed. (Southwest LRT 
Technical Memo No. 6, Ridership Forecasting Methodology and Results, Preliminary for 
Review Only, September 9, 2009.  We were unable to locate updated data in the DEIS.)   
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2.3.3.6 Traction Power Substations, page 2-50  

TPSSs would be included at approximately one-mile intervals along the Build Alternatives to 
supply electrical power to the traction networks and to the passenger stations. … The TPSS sites 
would be approximately 80 feet by 120 feet. The proposed general locations for TPSSs are shown 
in Appendix F. The proposed sites were located to minimize impacts to the surrounding 
properties; however, the site locations are subject to change during Preliminary Engineering and 
Final Design. TPSS sites are selected to meet a balance of safety, reliability, cost, and operational 
efficiency needs.   

 

Comment:  KIAA notes that in Appendix F, at TPSS is proposed just south of the Burnham 
bridge on the west side of the trail.  This will impact trail users as well as adjacent residences.  If 
this site is retained, we insist that designers work with KIAA and adjacent residents to 
adequately landscape and screen this facility. 
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Chapter 3:  Social Effects 

 

The Kenwood Isles Area Association has a number of concerns 
regarding the Social Effects of the proposed SWLRT project.  
Specifically, the train will travel through a quiet, park-like area used 
for bicycling and pedestrian trails, adjacent to Cedar Lake Park and 
Cedar Beach East (Hidden Beach).  These community assets were 
created more than 20 years ago through citizen initiative, and have 
been developed and maintained by volunteers and public entities since 
then.  Further, the line will pass by quiet, stable residential areas that 
have seen significant private investment in the maintenance or 
improvement of the housing stock in recent years.  We especially point 
to effects on land use, community cohesion, visual and aesthetic 
effects, and safety and security. 

 

 

3.1 Land Use and Socioeconomics 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics, page 3-34 

In Minneapolis, land use changes are anticipated along each of the planning segments. 
Residential land uses surrounding the Segment A alignment are mainly low- to medium-density, 
single-family detached housing near Cedar Lake and Lake of the Isles. […] Implementation of 
LRT service and stations along the Segment A alignment would likely result in some land use 
changes surrounding the stations, particularly north of the lakes where tracts of undeveloped 
land are being considered for development. 

 

Comment:  While we support consideration of redevelopment within the Basset Creek Valley 
area, the Kenwood community has expressed the priority that existing park, trail and open green 
space in the Kenilworth Corridor between Lake Street and I-394 absolutely must be preserved to 
the greatest extent possible.  The existing land use represents an important neighborhood, city, 
and regional asset. The City of Minneapolis’ Resolution 2010R-008 by Colvin Roy entitled 
“Supporting the Southwest Transitway Locally Preferred Alternative” reflects this priority: 
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“Be It Further Resolved that the current environmental quality, natural conditions, 
wildlife, urban forest, and the walking and biking paths be preserved and 
protected during construction and operation of the proposed Southwest LRT line. 

 

Be It Further Resolved that any negative impacts to the parks and park-like 
surrounding areas resulting from the Southwest LRT line are minimized and that 
access to Cedar Lake Park, Cedar Lake Regional Trail, Kenilworth Trail and the 
Midtown Greenway is retained. “ 

 

KIAA expects that zoning in the area will remain R1 and R2 with the exception of the R4 and R5 
areas south of Cedar Lake Parkway, and Shoreland Overlay District restrictions will be 
respected. 

 

 

 

3.2 Neighborhood, Community Services and Community Cohesion Impacts 

3.2.2.1 Neighborhoods, p.3-49 – 3-52 

Minneapolis  

Each Build Alternative would operate through several geographically defined neighborhoods in 
the City of Minneapolis.  

 

Comment:  While the proposed LRT 3A (LPA) route would travel through the 
defined boundaries of nine Minneapolis neighborhoods, it will have the greatest 
impact on Kenwood, CIDNA, and West Calhoun due to the geography and 
existing land use of the area.  The Kenilworth Trail and Cedar Lake Park – vital 
local and regional amenities – are both part of the Kenwood neighborhood, 
with the Kenilworth Trail continuing through CIDNA and West Calhoun.  (Please 
note that the DEIS description of Kenwood includes areas that are actually part 
of CIDNA.) 
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3.2.2.6 Neighborhoods and Community Cohesion, page 3-58  

Segment A [LRT1A and LRT 3A (LPA)] and Freight Rail Relocation  

However, the operation of LRT service along Segment A is not anticipated to adversely affect 
community cohesion because Segment A is currently bisected by a freight rail line and adding 
LRT service does not alter the existing barrier. […] The operation of LRT service along Segment A 
is not anticipated to adversely affect community cohesion. 

 

Comment:  Kenwood residents find this statement absurd.  The infrequency 
and slow speeds of the current freight trains means tracks are easily crossed, as 
evidenced by the many informal pathways across the tracks that provide 
access from residences to parks, trails, and retail stores.  LRT, on the other hand, 
would run every 7.5 minutes in each direction at high speeds.  This change 
clearly alters the existing linkages within and among neighborhoods.  Also, the 
Kenilworth trail now functions as a community connector where neighbors meet 
in a recreational context.  So while KIAA agrees that new transit services and 
linkages would become available to neighborhood residents, we completely 
disagree that there would be no adverse impact on community cohesion. 

 

 

 

3.3  Acquisitions and Displacements/Relocations 

3.3.3.3 Build Alternatives, Page 3-70 

LRT 3A would require almost twice the number of parcels LRT 1A.  LRT 3A-1 (co-location 
alternative) would require almost three times the number of parcels as LRT 1A. 

 

Comment:  KIAA requests that the 79 individual commercial and 11 residential 
properties proposed for acquisition be identified.  As stated in our Resolution 
Opposing Co-Location (see attached) KIAA opposes the taking of Cedar Shores 
Townhomes and other Minneapolis residences for the co-location alternative.   
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3.4  Cultural Resources 

3.4.5 Cultural Resources - Long-Term Effects, Page 3-79 

Architectural properties in Segment A which are listed in or eligible for the National Register 
include seven individual properties and five historic districts. The segment also includes three 
individual architectural properties and one historic district which are under evaluation for 
eligibility. 

 

Comment:  The Kenwood Isles Area Association looks forward to contributing 
as a consulting party to the Section 106 Review process.  We urge SWLRT 
designers and engineers to adopt the highest design standards to protect our 
local, regional, and national cultural assets including, but not limited to, Cedar 
Lake Parkway and the Historic Grand Rounds. 

 

 

 

3.6 Visual Quality and Aesthetics 

3.6.2  Existing conditions 

3.6.2.4 Segment A [LRT 1A, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location)], page 3-104  

Segment A is located on existing rail ROW owned by HCRRA that is currently used as a 
pedestrian and bike trail and parallels existing freight lines (Photo 3.6-4). The corridor travels 
through the Cedar-Isles-Dean and Kenwood neighborhoods, the Minnesota Chain of Lakes 
Regional Park, and travels between a pair of lakes (Cedar Lake and Lake of the Isles) in 
Minneapolis. Land uses adjacent to the segment between West Lake Street and I-394 include 
transportation uses for freight, parkland, and single- and multi-family residential land uses.  

 

Comment:  In addition to the land uses listed above, please note the heavy 
use of bicycle and pedestrian trails along the Kenilworth Corridor. Bicycle 
commuting constitutes a significant portion of this use.  According to information 
provided to the Minneapolis’ Park and Recreation Board’s Community Advisory 
Committee, the Kenilworth Trail received 617,000 visits in 2009 and use has only 
grown since then.  The Regional Park Visitor Survey 2008 indicates that 63% of 
these visits were non-local, meaning that more than six out of ten users came 
from outside of Minneapolis. 
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3.6.3 Long-Term Effects, page 3-108  

Segment A [LRT 1A and LRT 3A (LPA)], page 3-115  

Visual impacts on sensitive receptors located at single-family and multi-family parcels throughout 
the corridor would generally not be substantial because of mature vegetation buffers and the 
presence of an existing freight rail corridor. Visual impacts may be substantial where the 
alignment is not screened by vegetation. Visual intrusion and privacy impacts of the project 
elements on the sensitive receptors may be substantial where views from the alignment into 
previously private spaces are created. Visual intrusion and privacy impacts on the outdoor living 
areas of residential properties could be substantial where vegetation or landscape buffers do 
not exist.  

 

Comment: Much of the existing mature vegetation is not intentional 
landscaping.  It is adequate to screen views from very infrequent freight trains 
that rarely run at night, but is insufficient for passenger trains (LRT) that run every 
few minutes from early morning into the late night – from 5:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.  
With the introduction of LRT, KIAA agrees that there will be substantial visual 
effects on trail users and residences not screened by well-designed landscape 
and hardscape elements, including land berms and evergreens.  We agree that 
adverse privacy impacts to indoor and outdoor living areas of residential 
properties will also be significant without excellent landscape design.  We urge 
project engineers to employ the highest standards of creativity and design as 
they attempt to preserve the quality of this vital urban green space. 

 

 

Page 115, cont. (Cedar Lake Parkway)  The proposed alignment is on a bridge over Cedar 
Lake Parkway. Visual impacts on sensitive receptors adjacent to the corridor in the multi-family 
residential parcel and Cedar Lake Parkway could be substantial. Visual intrusion and privacy 
impacts of the project elements on the residents in units with windows facing the alignment 
where it is bridged structure could be substantial.  

 

Comment:  KIAA agrees that a bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway clearly would 
have substantial adverse visual impacts on residences from Lake Street to the 
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Kenilworth Channel.  It would also have substantial adverse impacts on users of 
the Historic Grand Rounds (drivers, bicyclers, pedestrians), as well as Cedar Lake 
Park and beach users, a fact not mentioned in the present study.  Such a bridge 
is also likely to violate the Shoreland Overlay District zoning requirements, which 
state: 

 

“Except for structures subject to a more restrictive maximum height limitation in 
the primary zoning district, the maximum height of all structures within the SH 
Overlay District, except for single and two-family dwellings, shall be two and one-
half (2.5) stories or thirty-five (35) feet, whichever is less.”   

Source:  Minneapolis, Minnesota, Code of Ordinances; Title 20 – Zoning code; 
Chapter 551. – Overlay Districts; Article VI. – SH Shoreland Overlay District 

 

We do not see any evidence in the present study that the feasibility of trenching, 
tunneling, or depressing the LRT below Cedar Lake Parkway has ever been examined.  
We strongly request that a thoughtful and serious study of this possibility be undertaken, 
since a bridge would have such grave quality of life impacts on area residents and 
users, and an at-grade crossing may have significant adverse traffic and safety impacts.  
KIAA will look forward to participating as a consulting party during Section 106 
consultation in this regard. 

 

 

 

Page 3-116 

A BNSF flyover bridge proposed in the conceptual engineering plans would not have  

impacts on any sensitive receptors.  

 

Comment:  KIAA requests information about this proposed fly-over bridge.  The 
text on page 3-116 does not make clear what and where this would be. 
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Page 3-117 

Four at-grade center-track platforms are proposed for each station in the segment. No sensitive 
receptors, with the exception of the aforementioned trail users, are located adjacent to the 
station sites; therefore no additional visual impacts are anticipated. 

 

Comment:  The present study indicates substantial visual effects on trail users, 
residential areas and recreational users.  KIAA agrees that there will be 
substantial adverse impacts on trail users, recreational users, and residential 
areas along the trail.   We disagree, however, that there will be no additional 
adverse visual impacts near the proposed 21st Street station:  there are a 
number of homes within close proximity to the proposed station location that 
would be adversely affected. 

 

 

3.6.5.3 Mitigation, Build Alternatives, page 3-123 

The need for additional landscaping to mitigate potential visual intrusion/privacy impacts 
following clearing and grubbing activities during construction will be addressed in the Final EIS. 
Station design and aesthetics will be addressed during Preliminary Engineering and Final Design. 
Mitigation treatments for visual impacts would be developed during the Final Design process 
through discussion with affected communities, resource agencies, and stakeholders. Measures 
would be taken to ensure the design and construction of the Build Alternative considers the 
context of the corridor and that sensitive receptors receive adequate mitigation. Possible 
mitigation measures could include: 

• Landscaping vegetation such as shrubs and bushes to supplement existing vegetation buffers   

• Evergreen vegetation screening to supplement deciduous vegetation buffers in leaf-off 
conditions  

• Fencing  

• Tunneling   

 

Comment:  Appreciating the present study’s approach that mitigation treatments 
would be developed through discussion with affected communities, KIAA requests 
definition of “measures [that] would be taken to ensure the design and construction of 
the Build Alternative consider the context of the corridor and that sensitive receptors 
receive adequate mitigation.”   
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Comment:  This list of possible mitigation measures is woefully inadequate.  Please 
see attached Joint Goals for SWLRT Design and Mitigation, a resolution passed by the 
Kenwood, CIDNA, and West Calhoun Neighborhoods in February 2011. 

 

Comment:  Based on the present study, we assume that consideration of placement 
and screening/mitigation of Traction Power Substations would also be done in 
cooperation with affected communities and stakeholders. 

 

Comment:  The DEIS does not consider impacts of light pollution – from station 
lighting and headlights and other vehicle lighting – which will impact trail users and 
residents.  KIAA expects that these impacts will be analyzed and mitigated. 

 

 

 

3.7 Safety and Security  

3.7.2 Existing Conditions, page 3-129  

Public safety and security within the study area is provided by the police departments, fire 
departments, and emergency response units of the cities of Eden Prairie, Minnetonka, Hopkins, 
St. Louis Park, and Minneapolis. Emergency medical services are located in each city.   

 

Comment:  Please note that the Minneapolis Park Police also provide service within 
the study area.  KIAA requests that the MPRB Police be consulted on security issues 
related to the impact of a proposed station at 21st Street on Cedar Beach East (Hidden 
Beach) and their input be incorporated into final design plans.  In the summer 2012, 
Hidden Beach generated more police actions than any other park in the MPRB system.  
For the last five years, KIAA has provided supplementary funding to the Park Police to 
allow for increased patrols in this area. The neighborhood has expressed grave concern 
that an inadequately managed station would increase opportunities for illegal behavior.  
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Page 3-129, cont.  Primary safety concerns associated with the freight rail relocation segment 
of the proposed project, as expressed by the community, are derailments, chemical spills, the 
accessibility and safety of pedestrians (particularly near schools), and vehicular and traffic 
safety at grade crossings. 

 

Comment:  Please note that residents near the Kenilworth Corridor have no less 
concern about such issues as derailments, chemical spills, pedestrian and cyclist 
safety, and traffic safety. 

 

 

3.7.3.3 Safety – Long Term Effects - Build Alternatives, page 3-131  

The project would be designed in a manner that would not compromise the access to buildings, 
neighborhoods, or roadways, and would not compromise access to the transitway in the event 
of an emergency. 

 

Comment:  Please note that operation of LRT 3A could hamper access by emergency 
service providers to Cedar Lake Park, Cedar Beach East (Hidden Beach), and 
residences in the 2000 block of Upton Avenue South.  KIAA requests that the 
Minneapolis Fire Department, MPRB Police, and emergency medical responders be 
consulted and their input be incorporated into safety and security plans for our area. 
Furthermore, the adequacy of existing hydrants and other emergency infrastructure 
needs to be examined. 
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Chapter 4:  Environmental Effects 

 

 

4.1 Geology and Groundwater Resources 

4.1.3.4 Existing Conditions, Groundwater Resources, page 4-11 

Segment A (Figure 4.1-11): Concern exists [due to shallow groundwater] for the areas near Lake 
Calhoun, the channel between Cedar Lake and Lake of the Isles, and the low areas beginning 
near the 21st Street station and extending through the areas near the Penn and Van White 
stations to I-94. 

 

4.1.4.2 Long-term Effects, Groundwater, page 4-21 

The Build Alternatives may have long-term impacts on groundwater if a permanent water 
removal system (dewatering) is required. Permanent water removal is anticipated where the cut 
extends below the water table.  [There are] …possible needs on Segment A and at a second 
cut along Segment 3, because of shallow groundwater. 

 

Comment: The present analysis is inadequate.  The low lying areas around the 21st Street 
station extending through the Penn and Van White stations are identified as areas of concern 
regarding groundwater.  Additionally, there is a possible need for permanent water removal 
systems along segment A, although the specific location is not identified.  Both the identification 
of the risks and potential mitigation efforts in this area are unclear in the document. 

 

 

 

4.1.3.6 Groundwater Sensitivity, page 4-19  

Several areas in the study area lie within zones of very high sensitivity to pollution of the water 
table system (Piegat 1989). 

 

Comment:  The area surrounding the 21st Street station’s underlying bedrock is the Prairie du 
Chien Group, in which resides a major aquifer supplying many municipalities potable water 
supply.  In segment A, the area of land between Cedar Lake and Lake of the Isles is an area of 
“very high sensitivity to pollution of the water table system”.  The present study in inadequate 
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and provides only general information as to efforts to be made to ensure our drinking water is not 
contaminated. 

 

 

 

4.3 Biota and Habitat 

4.3.5 Mitigation, page 4-53  

Impacts to regulated resources, such as wetlands, threatened and endangered species, and 
water resources/water quality, would be mitigated in accordance with the appropriate permits 
as discussed in other sections of this Draft EIS. This mitigation would also benefit biota and 
habitat.  

 

Comment:  A wide variety of migratory birds and other wildlife adapted to 
natural spaces in urban environments (deer, fox, turkeys, etc.) constitute a 
critical element of the Kenilworth Corridor and Cedar Lake Park.  In addition to 
providing habitat, the area also creates environmental learning opportunities for 
both children and adults.  KIAA insists that LRT design consider ways to benefit 
biota and habitat and minimize habitat fragmentation in this unique urban 
green space. 

 

 

4.7  Noise 

4.7.3.5 Assessment, Page 4-92  

Segment A [LRT 1A and LRT 3A (LPA)]: West Lake Station to Intermodal Station  

Category 1  

There are no noise impacts to Category 1 land uses in this segment.   

Category 2  

There are a total of 73 Moderate Noise Impacts and 183 Severe Noise Impacts to  

Category 2 land uses in this segment. The estimated number of impacted residential units is 85 
Moderate and 406 Severe.  Many of the impacts are due to low existing ambient noise levels 
combined with proximity of residential neighborhoods to the alignment and high anticipated 
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speeds of operation. Some impacts are due to low existing ambient noise levels combined with 
light rail vehicle-mounted audible warning signal (bell) use at the 21st Street Station and the 
nearby 21st Street at-grade crossing.   

Category 3  

There is one moderate impact to a Category 3 land use. The impact is due to very low ambient 
background noise levels found in the walking-trails of the Cedar Lake portion of the Minneapolis 
Chain of Lakes Regional Park combined with close proximity to the tracks and bell use at grade 
crossings and crosswalks. This may not apply to the entire Cedar Lake portion of the park, 
especially in areas where park- goers themselves create higher noise levels, and in areas of the 
park farther from the tracks.   

 

 

Comment:  Light rail vehicle audible warning bells for at grade crossings have a sound 
exposure of 106 db (4.7.3.4, page 4-84), which is close to the sound level of a chain saw or a 
rock concert.  It is estimated that there will be nearly 260 LRT trips per day from 5:00 a.m. to 
1:00 a.m.  During peak hours the frequency will be greater than one train every four minutes.  
There are 1,143 housing units along segment A that will be impacted by noise, nearly half of 
which (520) will suffer severe noise impacts at identified in the DEIS (Table 4.7-3, page 4-
86). Of these, 406 housing units in CIDNA and Kenwood (segments A-A and A-B) 
will potentially experience severe noise impacts and 68 will experience 
moderate noise impacts (Table 4.7-8, page 4-93).  KIAA insists that noise impacts on 
residences must be mitigated.  This is currently a stable residential community with very 
low ambient noise levels. 

 

Comment:  Cedar Lake Park is primarily a very quiet, tranquil wooded area (which should be 
categorized as a Category 1 land use) and will experience the same level of noise impact as the 
homes near the proposed 21st Street station.  The station will be located at the entrance to the 
park, and sound carries long distances through the park because of the normally low ambient 
noise levels.  Park users likely create slightly higher noise levels no more than two to three 
months out of the year when Cedar Beach East (Hidden Beach) is busy, often with hundreds of 
daily visitors.  Other months, the Cedar Lake Park is a serene, “up north” experience where the 
sound of woodpeckers tapping trees can be heard from one side of the park to the other. 

 

Comment:  There is no discussion of the impact of noise to the highly utilized Kenilworth 
bicycle and pedestrian trails.  The Kenilworth Trail is a quiet, serene haven for bicycler 
commuters and recreational users within an urban environment. 
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Comment:  There is no discussion of the noise impacts that would be created by a bridge over 
Cedar Lake Parkway. 

 

Comment:  KIAA insists that the highest standards of design must be employed 
to mitigate these noise impacts. Severe noise affecting a large number of the 
homes in our neighborhood is clearly not acceptable.  We believe noise 
impacts to Cedar Lake Park and the Kenilworth Trail would go beyond 
moderate, which is equally unacceptable. Excellent mitigation is needed to 
safeguard the park and trails from noise impacts.  The design of the SWLRT in the 
Kenilworth Corridor must be sensitive to the existing context and do everything 
possible to protect this unique space.  KIAA expects involvement in developing 
and approving mitigation plans. 

 

 

 

4.8 Vibration 

4.8.6 Mitigation, page 4-118  

Detailed vibration analyses will be conducted during the Final EIS in coordination with Preliminary 
Engineering. The Detailed Vibration Assessment may include performing vibration propagation 
measurements. These detailed assessments during the Final EIS/preliminary engineering phase 
have more potential to reduce project- related effects than assessments of mitigation options at 
the conceptual engineering phase of the project. Potential mitigation measures may include 
maintenance, planning and design of special trackwork, vehicle specifications, and special 
track support systems such as resilient fasteners, ballast mats, resiliently supported ties, and 
floating slabs.  

 

 

Comment:  The Prarie du Chien bedrock associated with the area around the 21st Street station 
in the Kenwood Isles neighborhood is an efficient conductor of ground-based vibration and 
ground-based noise.  The area is identified as having a “high potential of efficient vibration 
propagation” (4.8.3.4, page 4-115), and 231 units are identified as being impacted in Segment A 
(Table 4.8-4, page 4-115).  Given that the infrequent freight rail traffic vibrations can certainly 
be felt four to five blocks distant from the tracks it seems quite possible that the number of 
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housing units impacted will be greater than cited in the DEIS.   It appears that actual vibration 
testing has not been done as part of the DEIS but will done later. 

 

Comment:  During the scoping process, residents pointed out that new construction at 2584 
Upton Avenue South required extra deep footings because the ground in this area propagates 
vibrations to the detriment of structures.  An architect’s report was submitted.  There is no 
evidence in the current study that this information was taken into account.  The area currently 
experiences vibration from the few heavy freight trains that pass most days, but will likely see 
much greater impacts from 260 daily light rail trains.  KIAA insists that detailed vibration 
assessments be done as early as possible in Preliminary Engineering to determine the impact on 
homes near the trail. 

 

 

 

4.9 Hazardous and Contaminated Materials 

4.9.5 Mitigation, page 4-129  

It is reasonable to expect that previously undocumented soil or groundwater contamination 
may be encountered during construction. A Construction Contingency Plan would be prepared 
prior to the start of construction to account for the discovery of unknown contamination. This 
plan would outline procedures for initial contaminant screening, soil and groundwater sampling, 
laboratory testing, and removal, transport, and disposal of contaminated materials at licensed 
facilities. Contaminated material removal and disposal would be in accordance with this plan, 
monitored by qualified inspectors, and documented in final reports for submittal to MPCA.  

 

Comment:  Based on reviews of state databases there are three identified contaminated sites in 
Segment A around the 21st Street station (Figure 4.9-4, page 4-125).  Given the historical usage 
of the area surrounding the 21st Street station and the Penn station areas for rail siding and 
transfer and the obvious existence of debris piles and old structures in the area it seems likely 
that additional contamination may be present in the area.  

 

Comment:  The neighborhood needs assurance that contaminated soils will be dealt with 
appropriately during construction. 
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Chapter 5:  Economic Effects 

 

 

5.2 Station Area Development 

5.2.1  Land Use 

5.2.1.4 Segment A [LRT 1A and LRT 3A (LPA)] – West Lake Street Station to Royalston 
Station, page 5-12  

Land use within one-half mile of Segment A is predominantly single family residential (detached 
housing, 20.0 percent), parks and open space (16.0 percent), and water features (10.7 percent). 
Industrial land uses make up 14.3 percent of the total land use; however these uses are primarily 
concentrated near downtown Minneapolis. Housing adjacent to Segment A includes single-
family detached and multi-unit attached structures, which together encompass 29.6 percent of 
the land uses adjacent to this segment.   

 

5.2.5.1 Mitigation for Land Use Plan Consistency, page 5-21  

Changes in land use and denser development near stations are anticipated, consistent with 
existing plans and policies. Overall, positive economic effects are anticipated under all build 
alternatives for the local community and region. No mitigation is required.  

 

 

Comment:  KIAA opposes land use changes around the proposed 21st Street 
station.  We urge protection and, if possible, enhancement of the Kenilworth Trail 
and Cedar Lake Park area as a unique and vibrant urban green space.  We do 
not support denser development near the 21st Street station. 

 

 

 

Chapter 6:  Transportation Effects 
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6.2 Effects on Roadways 

6.2.2.2 Physical Modifications to Existing Roadways, page 6-24 

Also in Segment A with LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative) only, the ROW needed for this 
alternative will affect Burnham Road, which is adjacent to the corridor and accessed off of 
Cedar Lake Parkway. Burnham Road is the main access point for homes fronting on Cedar Lake. 

 

6.2.2.3 Operational Impacts at Intersections  

Segment A (LRT 3A-1 Co-location Alternative), page 6-39  

The conceptual design for LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative) includes the light rail and freight rail 
tracks crossing Cedar Lake Parkway at-grade. Therefore, a queuing analysis was performed for 
the Cedar Lake Parkway crossing including an analysis of impacts to Burnham Road and Xerxes 
Avenue in proximity to the Cedar Lake Parkway crossing. 

 

Comment:  KIAA notes that at-grade crossing studies were done at Cedar 
Lake Parkway only for the 3A-1 co-location alternative.  Given that we very 
strongly oppose a bridge over this feature of the Historic Grand Rounds, 
preferring a depression/trench/tunnel for the LRT, the comments below consider 
facts about the at-grade crossing that apply whether or not trains are co-
located.  We reiterate here our opposition to co-location. 

 

Comment:  Please note that Burnham Road is also the main access point for 
many residences along the Kenilworth Corridor in both Cedar-Isles-Dean and 
Kenwood, as well as the only alternative to driving around Lake of the Isles for 
other Kenwood and Lowry Hill residents.   

 

Comment:  Not included in this analysis, Sunset Boulevard at Cedar Lake 
Parkway is also blocked and has significant queuing when freight trains cross 
under current conditions. 

 

Comment:  Not considered are potential noise impacts of an at-grade 
crossing at Cedar Lake Parkway.  These would be considerable, especially for 
residents near the intersection and for users of Cedar Beach South. 
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6.2.2.4 Transit Station Access, page 6-41-42  

LRT station access would vary. […]The following stations would provide public parking. Access to 
the following stations would be by walking, bicycling, driving an automobile, or transferring from 
local bus services: 

· West Lake Street  

· 21st Street  

· Penn Avenue  

 

Comment:  Chapter 2 identifies that public parking would be provided at 21st 
Street as a surface lot for 100 cars.  This is unacceptable to KIAA, and contrary to 
City of Minneapolis policy.  We oppose a park-and-ride lot at 21st Street. 

 

 

6.2.2.6 Building/Facility Access, page 6-46  

For the Build Alternatives, access to several buildings and facilities would need to be modified. In 
Segments 1 and 4, no changes to building and facility access would be required. In Segments 3 
and A, the access to several private properties would be slightly realigned in the following 
locations:  

[…] 

· Cedar Lake Parkway and Burnham Road  

 

Comment:  KIAA requests information about which buildings at Cedar Lake 
Parkway and Burnham Road would see their access modified, what is the 
proposed modification, and under what conditions this would occur. 

 

 

6.3 Effects on Other Transportation Facilities and Services 
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6.3.1.4 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities, page 6-52  

The City of Minneapolis and Transit for Livable Communities have conducted two- hour bicycle 
and pedestrian counts along these trails for the past several years. The annual counts are 
conducted in September and attempt to capture peak commuting hour traffic volumes. The 
two-hour bicycle and pedestrian volume counts are shown in Table 6.3-3. Although count data is 
not available, anecdotal accounts from many cyclists indicate that these weekday counts do 
not represent peak-hour trail volumes, which may occur on weekends when the trails are heavily 
used. 

 

Comment:  We note that Table 6.3-3 shows that the Kenilworth Trail through 
Kenwood and CIDNA has very high use by bicycle commuters, and concur this 
study of the traffic volumes along the trail certainly does not capture the heavy 
weekend recreational use.  Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board counts for 
2009 estimate 617,000 annual users of the Kenilworth Trail. 

 

 

6.3.2 Long-Term Effects  

6.3.2.1 Build Alternatives, page 6-55  

Parking Spaces Added for Build Alternatives  

Additional parking would be added at many of the proposed stations as outlined in Section 2.2.3 
of this Draft EIS. Depending on the number of spaces needed and the local constraints, parking 
may be in structures. The parking facilities are expected to generate additional traffic on local 
streets that provide access to the station areas.  

 

Comment:  The Kenwood Isles Area Association opposes a park-and-ride facility at the 
proposed 21st Street station, and our understanding is that such a facility would be contrary to the 
City of Minneapolis’ policy.   

 

Comment: We request a complete analysis of the traffic impacts of this station on our 
neighborhood.  A previous study projected 1,000 riders per day boarding at 21st Street.  Either 
the figure of 1,000 riders per day is wrong, or our neighborhood will see tremendous change that 
must be better understood and planned. (Southwest LRT Technical Memo No. 6, Ridership 
Forecasting Methodology and Results, Preliminary for Review Only, September 9, 2009)   
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6.3.2.4 Bikeways and Major Pedestrian Facilities, page 6-58  

The conceptual engineering developed for this Draft EIS indicates that there is sufficient space 
within the HCRRA’s ROW for the Build Alternatives and the interim-use trails to coexist; therefore, 
with the exception of the Midtown Greenway in Segments C-1 and C-2, long-term impacts on 
the capacity and operations of the interim-use trails is not anticipated. For safety reasons, it is 
likely that fencing or other measures to separate the bicycles and pedestrians from the LRVs 
would be necessary, with crossing of the tracks allowed at roadway intersections and station 
locations.  

 

Comment:  See Chapter 3.2 comment on community cohesion.  Also, KIAA 
urges that if fencing is used for safety reasons, it should be part of an integrated, 
overall landscape design that includes land berms, evergreens, deciduous trees 
and shrubs, and hardscape elements.  This design should protect and value the 
existing park-like environment of the trail areas and the adjacenct Cedar Lake 
Park, and should be done in cooperation with the community including KIAA, 
CIDNA and the Cedar Lake Park Association.   
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Karen Hroma 
<karenhroma@yahoo.com> 

12/31/2012 10:06 PM
Please respond to

Karen Hroma 
<karenhroma@yahoo.com>

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

cc

bcc

Subject Southwest LRT - Public Process - Chapter 12 DEIS

Chapter 12 shows Hennepin County's biggest failure - the deliberate exclusion of the 
freight issue from the entire DEIS scoping period and LP A selection process. Chapter 12 
discusses 57 events and various other attempts to involve the public. You will see that 
the public concerned with the freight issue was deliberately excluded from the process at 
every single one of these 57 community events/meetings. It is necessary that the LPA 
discussion be reopened to allow public input. 

CHAPTER 12 - PUBUC AGENCY COORDllJATION AND COMMENTS: 

12.1.1 
The statement is made that .the public and agency involvement process has been open and 
inclusive to provide the opportunity for interested parties to be involved in planning. 
Stakeholders had an opportunity to review and comment on the analysis and results at 
major milestones reached during the course of the study. The program was conducted in a 
manner consistent with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 
regulations .. This statement is completely false considering the public concerned about the 
freight rail re-route issue. 

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. Hennepin County did not allow the .opportunity to review and comment on the 
analysis and results at major milestones reached. In fact, Hennepin County refused 
attempts for public comments and concerns regarding the freight rail issue at all of the 
outreach meetings prior to September 2, 2011. This included major milestone including the 
selection of the LPA. Because of the deliberate exclusion of the freight issue. the LPA 
selection process must be reopened and reexamined allowing public input to become part 
of the process. 

12.1.1.2 
CAC Process - Mter the proposed re-route was added to the S\\'LRT project Safety in the 
Park was added to the Community Advisory Committee of the SWLRT. The CAC group had a 
reputation of being well run. open minded and inclusive. Our wish was to explain that our 
opposition to the re-route is not (as has been heralded by the county) to be anti-LRT. We 
wanted it known that our concern is simply that our county and state governments are 
misusing a piece of infrastructure and in doing so creating an unlivable, unsafe 
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environment for a significant segment of the population. 

Instead of listening to our concerns the leadership of the CAC committee took the highly 
unusual step of changing the CAC Charter that had just been accepted by the committee. 
The original charter allowed for alternate members to take part in meetings as long as the 
leadership was notified in advance of the alternates attendance. (Appendix 12) The new 
charter rescinded the rights of alternates. Making it impossible for residents to be 
adequately represented. 

12.1.1.4 
Table 12.1-1 lists meetings of 42 Neighborhood, community and business groups where 
Southwest Transitway information was presented. The discussion of the freight issue was 
deliberately excluded from all 42 of these events. 

12.1.1.5 
Since the DEIS was launched, three additions of the Southwest Newsline were published and 
distributed. The freight issue was deliberately excluded from all three publications. 

12.1.1.6 
Table 12.1-2 lists 15 community events where staff attended southwest materials were 
distributed. The opportunity to learn about the freight issue or discuss the freight issue 
was deliberately excluded from every one of these 15 community events. 

12.1.1.8 
Information about the freight issue was deliberately excluded from the 
southwesttransitway.org website prior to Sept, 2011. 

12.1.2 
None of the articles on SW LRT listed in Table 12.1-4 included the freight issue. Table 
12.1-5 lists media outlets contacted to run stories about the SW LRT project. None of the 
media outlets were contacted by project staff and asked to run a story about the freight 
ISSUe. 

12.1.3 
Twenty-five public meetings and open houses were held at locations within the Southwest 
Transitway project corridor to provide information to affected and interested communities 
and parties. The primary purpose of these meetings was to inform of the public about the 
study's process and to give all interested parties an opportunity to provide input, 
comments, and suggestions regarding the study process and results. The opportunity to 
provide input, comments and suggestions regarding the freight issue was deliberately 
excluded from each and every one of these 25 meetings. 
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12.1.3.1 
The scoping process is designed to inform the public, interest groups, affected tribes, and 
government agencies of the Draft EIS and to present the following items for comment: 
1. Purpose and need for the project; 
2. Alternatives to be studied; and 
3. Potential social, economic, environmental, and transportation impacts to be evaluated. 

The freight issue is the most controversial issue of the SW LRT project. The freight issue 
has the greatest potential social, economic and environments negative impacts yet it was 
not included during the vast majority of the SW LRT scoping process. The freight issue was 
deliberately excluded after multiple requests to include it in the scoping process. A specific 
and formal request from the City of St. Louis Park was made on October 14, 2008 to 
include the freight issue under the scope of the SWLRT DEIS. (Appendix 12.1) The St. Louis 
Park Public Board of Education made a similar request on November 3, 2008. (See Appendix 
12.1) The NEPA Implementation Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance wrote a 
letter dated November 6, 2008 that stated the .impacts and contributions to the existing 
transportation network including freight/industrial, automotive, pedestrian, and bicycle 
modes should be fully presented in the DEIS .. (Appendix 12.3) Despite all of these requests, 
the freight issue was denied inclusion in the DEIS scope prior to Sept 2, 2011. The reason 
for this exclusion is unknown and not published in the DEIS. 

12.1.3.2 
The discussion of the freight issue was deliberately excluded from all three of the open 
houses held on May 18, 2010, May 19, 2010 and May 20, 2010. 

12.1.5 
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. In addition, the vast majority of 
PMT members and St. Louis Park community were not satisfied with the PMT process. The 
last PMT meeting included a public open house where over 100 St. Louis Park citizens 
attended and expressed their outrage regarding the PMT process. The comments made at 
the open house need to be part of the DEIS since the freight issue was excluded from all 
other opportunities for public input. The open house can be viewed at 
http:,/,/vimeo.com/17945966 

The following are comments made by PMT members to provide an overview of the severe 
shortcomings of the PMT process. 

Kathryn Kottke (Bronx Park): .The 'process' was very frustrating because the questions I 
asked were not answered. In addition, during the open session residents were allowed to 
ask questions, but they were openly ignored; at some points, Jeanne Witzig, who facilitated 
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the meetings, would simply respond, 'Next?' after residents had asked a question. Any 
discussions about SW LRT or possible alternatives to the reroute were not not allowed . 

. Perhaps most frustrating was that we were asked to list our mitigation requests, but when 
the engineers had completed their work, they not only ignored every single mitigation 
request we had made, but they added mitigation we openly rejected such as a quiet zone 
by the high school and the closure of the 29th street at-grade crossing. Instead of making 
the reroute safer, Kimley-Horn planned for welded rails that would enable trains to run 
faster through a very narrow corridor.. 

Karen Hroma (Birchwood Neighborhood): .The PMT meetings were held only so Hennepin 
County can check a box and claim that they gathered .public input.. The experience was 
frustrating and insulting. Several questions of mine went unanswered. None of the 
Birchwood residents' mitigation requests were given consideration. In fact, quite the 
opposite happened. Although the Birchwood residents very specifically asked that the 29th 
Street intersection remain open, the PMT concluded that the 29th Street be closed and that 
is was considered .mitigation .. When the PMT wanted to discuss possible alternatives to the 
re-route we were told that this was not the appropriate time or venue to discuss .. 

Marc Berg (Birchwood Neighborhood): 

Jake Spano (Brooklawns Neighborhood Representative) and current St. Louis Park Council 
Member): .I do not support increasing freight rail traffic through St. Louis Park or the 
rerouting of freight rail traffic North through the city until it has been proven that there 
is no other viable route. To do this, we need objective, honest assessments and an 
acceptance of mitigation requests by the people of the St. Louis Park. What was presented 
during the Project Management Team (PMT) process was lacking in all three of these areas .. 

Claudia Johnston (City of St. Louis Park Planning Commission): .PMT meetings were 
conducted to get input from cities, residents and businesses impacted by the SWLR and 
rerouting freight. The document that was produced from those meetings . the EAW . 
completely ignored the input of those stakeholders. Therefore the conclusion is that 
Hennepin County never had any serious intention of working with those stakeholders and 
used that process to complete one of their required goals which was to conduct public 
meetings. Hennepin County has continued to withhold information from public authorities 
like the Met Council, Regional Rail Authority and the FTA by producing documents like the 
EAW and the DEIS that contain false information .. 

Lynne Carper (Lake Forest Neighborhood): 

Kandi Arries (Lenox Neighborhood): .I participated in the PMT as a concerned resident of 
Lenox neighborhood. The PMT was 'pitched' as a chance to problem solve and discuss issues 
openly. It became apparent though that the PMT was a poster child for government 
decisions that are made at the top, regardless of the input of the residents and the people 
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impacted. Questions were asked by residents during the open forum but no answers were 
given. Input was given to the consultant staff by PMT members but responses were rare, if 
at all. Major changes were implemented by the county and the engineer- the lose of the 
southern connection and change of the cedar lake bike trail to a bridge. These changes 
were just implemented without the input of the members. The PMT was the forcing of the 
county wishes regardless of the resident concerns. Shameful.. 

Jeremy Anderson (Lenox Neighborhoood): "I participated in the PMT meetings as a 
representative--along with Kandi Arries--of the Lenox neighborhood. Together, we solicited 
many pages of comments and suggestions for remediation, and submitted that information 
to the County. Everything we submitted was summarily ignored. At every turn, the County 
pretended that the changes THEY wanted were the ones which we had submitted, and that 
we had never submitted any suggestions. When questions were asked, the answer given by 
the representatives of the county was: 'this meeting is not to address that question.' -- it 
didn't matter WHAT the question was. My time was wasted, every citizen who attended had 
their time wasted, and the County wasted a significant amount of money on a consultant 
who did nothing other than look confused or defer to a representative of the county. I 
have never experienced anything so frustrating in my years of dealing with government at 
all levels. I have learned from this process that Hennepin County does what Hennepin 
County wishes, regardless of what the citizens say. I would expect government like this in a 
Monarchy, an Oligarchy, or some sort of despotic Dictatorship. Behavior such as this from a 
supposedly representative government is absurd, shameful, and should not in any way be 
encouraged. The irregularities around the EAW and DEIS are so massive, so coordinated and 
so mind-boggling as to suggest fraud and graft on a quite noticeable scale. The County has 
continually dodged funding questions, and whenever a number is suggested which looked 
unfavorable to the freight reroute, that number has magically been declared a typo at a 
later date. It is my suspicion that if the proposal were shown to violate several of Newton's 
Laws, that Hennepin County would declare that Newton had been incorrect in his 
fundamental discovery." 

Lois Zander (Sorenson Neighborhood): .As a member of the PMT and representative of the 
Sorensen Neighborhood, I was able to see first hand how the public process was 
manipulated to make it look as though our neighborhood concerns were actually going to 
be considered in making a determination about the re-route. Prior to the meetings, PMT 
representatives were asked to get input from their neighborhoods regarding mitigation, 
should the reroute go through St Louis Park. In good faith, a neighborhood meeting was 
called and a list of concerns and possible mitigations was put together. This process put 
me in the position of getting our hopes up that our position would be heard, just to be 
dashed when exactly zero mitigations were revealed in the final document. I then needed to 
go back to my neighbors with this unhappy news and an explanation as to why I bothered 
them in the first place . 

. During PMT meetings, faulty results were given as proof we needed no mitigation for 
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vibration, noise and safety. For example: an "expert" took a reading next to the current 
small train as it passed along the MN&S. He had beautiful charts and graphs all proving the 
noise was below any level of concern and therefore did not need to be mitigated. This 
certainly does not represent the noise of the mile long 2 or 3 engine train which will be 
passing through our neighborhood and by our schools. The same ploy was used to prove to 
that vibration would not be a concern to our homes and schools. Do they take us for fools? 
This is a waste of taxpayer money and an insult to all of us who worked in good faith at 
our meetings . 

. When we raised safety concerns about students being on the tracks going to the football 
field or to lunch, we were told the trains cannot stop and if someone were killed it would 
be their fault for trespassing. Students will still be at risk simply by walking across a 
sidewalk crossing and there they will not be trespassing . 

.I was extremely disappointed to find that the SWLRT-DElS was also a sham. Instead of a 
new study, the same faulty results were once again used to disprove our need for 
mitigation or colocation. Even though studies have clearly shown the MN&S is not suitable 
for the reroute and that co-location is a cheaper and more viable alternative, the powers 
that be inexplicably insist on going through on the MN&S in St Louis Park. 

.We do not want this hideous reroute through the middle of our city for which we have 
worked so hard to gain model city status as a top 100 city in the country to live. We are 
very disappointed by this process, which took so much of our time and energy, and we will 
continue to fight this egregious 'mistake' .. 

Joe LaPray (Sorenson Neighborhood) and Jami LaPray (Safety in the Park): .Almost fifteen 
years ago we got involved in the effort to stop the proposed freight rail re-route. We 
started small, writing letters to our elected officals and commenting during the scoping of 
the SWLRT. Each time we commented we were ignored or told the relocation of freight will 
make someone else's life easier. We vowed to continue to work toward a resolution that 
would not cost us our safety and home . 

. When the PMT was formed we both volunteered to take part. The idea that we might finally 
be heard was wonderful. We were told the PMT members would have input on the design of 
the proposed re-route . We believed that even if we did not get everything we wanted, at 
least our ideas would be part of the design and life would be better for all of St. Louis 
Park. From the beginning this was not the case. Questions we asked either went 
unanswered or if answered after weeks of waiting the answers were cursory. We were told 
during the August 26, 2010 PMT meeting where in the process mitigation would be 
discussed and considered. In good faith we worked hard to reach out to our neighbors and 
compile a list that was not frivolous (we wanted things like bushes and sound barriers) we 
submitted that list to Kimley-Horn the engineering firm writing the EAW. When the EAW was 
finally published the list we worked hard to compile was not even a footnote in the EAW 
document. 

3434

mferna10
Text Box
L2



.Other information gleaned during the PMT process that is pertinent to our concern was 
also left out of the EAW document and subsequently left out of the SWLRT-DEIS. For 
Example: during one of the meetings, Joseph asked, Bob Suko General Manager of the TC&W 
Railroad a question about the ability of a loaded unit train to stop should an obstacle be in 
an intersection near the Dakota and Library Lane intersections. The answer was .no. they 
could not stop . 

. In the end it can only be concluded that the PMT process was designed to fulfill the duty 
of government agency to hold public meetings. Nothing else came from the process .. 

Thorn Miller (Safety in the Park): .The entire PMT process was clearly not designed for 
public input, but rather for the county 'check the box' that they had held public meetings. 
Each meeting included a rather heated exchange between the facilitators and members on 
the re-route issue because the facilitators tried to shut down any such discussion .. 

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 reroute. Those comments should be included as part of the DEIS. 
These comments are especially valuable considering the freight issue discussion was 
excluded from the DEIS scoping process. Video of the listening sessions can be found at 
http:/ /vimeo.com/23005381 and http: I /vimeo.com/2304 7057. 

12.2.1 
SATETEA-LU Section 6002 states: 
'(1) PARTICIPATION- As early as practicable during the environmental review process, the 

lead agency shall provide an opportunity for involvement by participating agencies and the 
public in defining the purpose and need for a project. 

'(4) ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS-
'(A) PARTICIPATION- As early as practicable during the environmental review process, the 
lead agency shall provide an opportunity for involvement by participating agencies and the 
public in determining the range of alternatives to be considered for a project. 
'(B) RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES- Following participation under paragraph ( 1), the lead agency 
shall determine the range of alternatives for consideration in any document which the lead 
agency is responsible for preparing for the project. 
'(C) METHODOLOGIES- The lead agency also shall determine, in collaboration with 
participating agencies at appropriate times during the study process, the methodologies to 
be used and the level of detail required in the analysis of each alternative for a project. 
'(D) PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE- At the discretion of the lead agency, the preferred 
alternative for a project, after being identified, may be developed to a higher level of detail 
than other alternatives in order to facilitate the development of mitigation measures or 
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concurrent compliance with other applicable laws if the lead agency determines that the 
development of such higher level of detail will not prevent the lead agency from making an 
impartial decision as to whether to accept another alternative which is being considered in 
the environmental review process .. 

Hennepin County purposely kept the freight issue out of the SW LRT scope despite multiple 
requests from the City of St. Louis Park, the City of St. Louis Park School Board and the 
public. They clearly were not following the SAFETEA-LU directive to involve the public and 
participating agencies as early as possible. In fact, they did quite the opposite. The reroute 
was purposely excluded from the SW LRT scope so that Hennepin County could keep its 
agenda to remove the freight from the Kenniworth Corridor. The preferred alternative was 
developed to a much higher level of detail than LRT 3A-1 (co-location) Hennepin County 
has made every effort to keep co-location off the table. By the time the FTA forced 
Hennepin County to include colocation in the scope of the DEIS, so much progress has been 
made on the SW LRT project that it is impossible for the Met Council to make an impartial 
decision on the reroute verses colocation. The Met Council is not seriously considering 
colocation because a vote on the LPA has already occurred. The LPA selection process must 
be reopened with the freight issue included in order for an impartial decision to be made. 

12.2.2 

The Section 106 review process is an integral component of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966. Section 106 of the NHPA requires each federal agency to 
identify and assess the effects their actions will have on historic resources. The process 
requires each federal agency to consider public views and concerns about historic 
preservation issues when making final project decisions. The ultimate goal of Section 106 is 
to seek agreement among these participants regarding preservation matters arising during 
the review process. At the time that the Section 106 notification letters were sent out, the 
potential reroute of freight was not considered part of the SW LRT project. The Section 106 
review process should be done with the potential reroute of freight included. 

12.3.1 

From the initiation of the Draft EIS process in the spring of 2008, Southwest Transitway 
project staff have been collecting public comments and filing a public comment 
database specifically designed for the project. Currently, this database contains 
more than 1,000 comments provided by approximately 250 commenters. The 
database excludes any comments regarding the freight issue because the freight issue was 
not part of the SW LRT scope prior to Sept, 2011. The LPA selection process must be redone 
with the freight issue included so that public input and an unbiased decision about the LPA 
can be obtained. 

12.3.2 
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In this section the FTA and the Metropolitan Council state that they will continue to meet 
with interested parties and stakeholders throughout the NEPA process. This section 
describes Metropolitan Council developed Communications and Public Involvement Plan 
(CPIP) which recognizes the need to communicate with the public. The CPIP's goals are: 
1. Develop, maintain and support broad public understanding and support of the 
project as an essential means to improve our transportation system and maintain 
regional competitiveness. 

2. Build mutual trust between the Metropolitan Council, its partners and the public 
by creating transparency through information sharing and regular, clear, userfriendly, 
and two-way communication about the project with community members, 
residents, businesses and interested groups in the corridor. 

3. Promote public input into the process by providing opportunities for early and 
continuing public participation and conversation between the Metropolitan Council 
and the public. 

4. Maintain on -going communication with project partners and ensure that key 
messages are consistent, clear and responsive to changing needs. 

5. Inform elected officials and funding partners of the project and status to ensure 
clear understanding of the project, timing and needs. 

6. Provide timely public information and engagement to ensure that the project 
stays on schedule and avoids inflationary costs due to delays. 

The Metropolitan Council has failed reaching any of these goals in regards to individuals 
concerned with the freight issue. Because the freight issue was excluded from the vast 
majority of the SW LRT scoping period, Safety in the Park has attempted to set up a 
conference call between the Met Council, the FTA and the Safety in the Park co-chairs. 
Safety in the Park believes that this conference call would not make up for the exclusion 
of the freight issue for the majority of the SW LRT scoping period but would be a small 
step towards helping the FTA and Met Council understand the public's concerns regarding 
the potential reroute. Safety in the Park is optimistic that a conference call can be set up 
in the near future. 

Karen Hroma 
2752 Blackstone Ave 
St. Louis Park, MN 
55416 
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swurban@comcast.net 

12/31/2012 11:57 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Re: SW Lightrail DEIS

 
To Whom It May Concern,
 
My name is Susan Urban and my family and I live in St. Louis Park.  We have been 
following the discussions regarding the SW Light Rail DEIS with great interest.  While 
there has been a significant amount of evaluation, we do not feel the DEIS has fairly 
addressed all the freight rail alternatives, specifically, the freight rail co-location (3A-1).  
Relocating the added freight rail traffic through the heart of St. Louis Park’s middle class 
neighborhoods and high school campus is not only unsafe, but will forever change the 
cohesive nature of our city, as well as degrade the economic viability here.  Simply by 
looking at a St. Louis Park map and the existing neighborhoods, it's plain to see the 
freight rail line will travel through the heart of the largest section of middle-class 
housing.  In addition, while trains are passing through, there will be six major roadways 
that will be choked off creating a disrupted flow of all city traffic.  There is also the issue 
of the damage the vibrations will cause to our high school buildings that will eventually 
make the integrity of the buildings unstable.  Insecure schools are targets for vandalism 
& theft.  I believe this single factor alone will result in a decline of parents' desires to 
send their students to St. Louis Park schools.  None of these economic impacts, nor the 
ripple effects, have been addressed nor has any mitigation plan been devised for how 
any of these effects could be lessened, let alone eliminated. 
 
Speaking personally, we have lived in the Birchwood neighborhood for over 15 years.  
We have loved our time here & until the freight rail concerns, we never imagined 
ourselves leaving St. Louis Park.  Sadly, we are now having this discussion.  While we 
would love to stay here, the housing options will be very limited if the proposed freight 
rail plan goes through.  Houses in areas not as directly affected are either too expensive 
or a step down.  There really are very few options.  We are also very concerned about 
our daughter attending the high school with the proposed location of the freight rail.  The 
DEIS as it stands today does not consider these very real impacts on the city & we feel 
there will be a resulting mass exodus of middle class families leaving the city in the near 
future.  
 
We hope it is realized that the DEIS has not fairly evaluated or represented the freight 
rail options.  If this is to happen to our beautiful city, as it appears is likely, we sincerely 
hope you will work tirelessly to ensure the impact of it all is minimized as much as is 
humanly possible.  
 
Thank you,
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Susan Urban
2653 Xenwood Ave S
St. Louis Park, MN  55416 
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Mary Scarbrough Hunt  
<huntms1@aim.com> 

12/31/2012 11:58 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Personal Experience of "Environmental Impact"

I want to let you know how seriously the rerouted freight rail has impacted my home, and no one has 
addressed that. THAT constitutes "environmental impact" to me.  
What are you going to do to mitigate future damage and remedy existing damage?  
Photos will follow.

Mary Scarbrough Hunt 
7021 West 23rd Street
Saint Louis Park, MN 55426-2702
952-546-1336 (H) / 612-716-5274 (M) 
Huntms1@aim.com
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REEDSWENSEN@aol.com 

12/31/2012 11:58 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Comments on LRT

Please enter the following comments into the record for the Southwest Light Rail Transit Line:
 
I have no doubt that the Southwest Light Rail Transit Line (SWLRTL) will be built, but I want to add my 
opinion that it is a huge waste of taxpayer dollars.
 
One of the main arguments for building the SWLRTL is that it will be funded by "federal money".  If we 
don't spend it someone else will.  Federal money is not free money.  It doesn't fall from Mars.  It's 
taxpayer money.  It's money we paid in taxes and it's money that people in Tampa, Los Angeles, 
Houston, Chicago, and cities throughout the U.S. paid in their taxes.  They'll get the bill for our wasteful 
spending and we'll pay for their wasteful spending.  Thinking like this is prevalent among politicians and 
bureaucrats.  It's the reason this country is technically bankrupt.  The "gold shovel and hard hat" crowd 
will spend and spend without restraint just to feed their egos and put their name on public projects.  
Taxpayers no longer want to be taxed on their hard-earned money so that public officials can strut and 
preen their way through a ground-breaking ceremony.
 
SWLRTL is expensive by any measure.  We are told $1.5 billion.  How often does a public works project 
come in within budget?  Look at the Lowry Bridge.  What will be the total cost of SWLRTL?  $2 billion?  
$3 billion?  This does not even include the operational costs that the taxpayers will need to cover each 
and every year in the decades ahead.  Already a $100 million error has been found, but we're told that 
doesn't really change anything.  It's only $100 million.  
 
SWLRTL is depicted almost like a Disney-esque monorail, silently threading its way through the city.  
Nothing is further from the truth.  Have you seen and heard the Hiawatha Line with its ugly steel towers 
and cables?   Like the Hiawatha Line, a wide swath of land will be clear-cut and denuded the length of the 
route.  Thousands of trees and green space will be replaced by concrete walls that will soon be covered 
with graffiti.   This is not a Disney monorail.  It's big, it's loud, it's earth-shaking, and it's ugly.  If you want 
an urban feel added to Eden Prairie then this rail line is for you.  And don't forget the two years of 
construction when roads and highways will need to be closed and detoured for the building of tracks, 
bridges, and tunnels.  Once it's completed we can look forward to traffic delays at numerous "at-grade" 
intersections as empty train cars rumble by.
 
We're told that LRT is the future.  It is?  Rail is an old technology.  It pre-dates the automobile.  Cars have 
steering wheels. So do buses.  That's why it makes more sense to improve and add to bus service 
instead of spending billions on a primitive technology that is forever fixed in one route.  We're told that 
LRT is supported by the majority of people in Eden Prairie.  Yes, the first impression is that LRT seems 
"fun" or interesting.  And who wouldn't want it if someone else (federal dollars) is paying for it?  Anyone 
can design a survey that shows support for LRT, but when people hear of the reality their opinion 
changes.  We are told the business community and Chambers of Commerce are big supporters.  I seem 
to remember a local Chamber of Commerce being vocally opposed to the Indoor No-Smoking Act.  I think 
they lost their credibility with that one.  I haven't heard from one small business owner in the area who is 
for SWLRTL.  Large companies have gone on record as supporters, but many of their executives will tell 
you privately that they are personally against it and think it's a waste.  But they realize their companies 
need to look progressive and forward thinking.  It's difficult to do that by saying "no".  Many also fear the 
wrath of government for speaking out against something that government is so intent on implementing.
 
Many of the biggest supporters of SWLRTL are the social engineers that cringe at the sight or thought of 
us driving our cars and having the freedom to move about at will and on our own schedule.  They know 
what is best for us and would rather load us into cattle cars at predetermined times as they send us to 
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work and home.  A recent editorial in the Tribune spoke of social equity being the major reason for 
supporting SWLRTL.
 
We are told that our residential property values will drop in Eden Prairie without SWLRTL.  Nearly any 
real estate agent will laugh at that opinion, yet it is commonly stated as fact.  
 
We are told that SWLRTL is necessary to supply transit for the 60,000 jobs expected to be created in the 
region.  We are also told that SWLRTL will create 60,000 jobs due to its construction and nearby 
redevelopment.  Which is it?  One of the above or both?  Different sources cite different scenarios.  Let's 
not forget that both are projections.  The Metropolitan Council recently observed that some of their 
projections on job growth and population made only a couple of decades ago were way off the mark.  
Projections are not a guarantee of what will happen in the future, and they are often incorrect.  Only a few 
years ago we were told that telecommuting was the wave of the future and that Eden Prairie office space 
was overbuilt.  "Community leaders" were wringing their hands over what to do with Eden Prairie's 
oversupply of commercial space.  The "office" was becoming obsolete as more and more of us would 
work from home.  Why should we believe certain projections and "studies" that are at a total contradiction 
with other projections and studies?  There are studies and interpretations of studies that can be used to 
support both sides of most any argument.  SWLRTL supporters continually cite only those studies that 
back their side and ignore other data.  Don't forget that studies backed the Big Dig in Boston, studies 
helped design the original 35W Bridge, and studies placed a K-Mart in the middle of Nicollet Avenue in 
Minneapolis.  While we're at it, let's look at some of the studies that show that commuter rail spreads 
gang violence and influence.  
 
Any redevelopment at the transit stations is going to be similar to what we see at the Southwest Transit 
Station -- some fast casual restaurants, a coffee shop, and maybe an apartment.  Are those part of the 
60,000 jobs that are cited?  This is not redevelopment.  This is displacement.  It only means we'll stop at 
a Caribou near the transit station instead of the one we used to stop by near our home.  Those are all 
pleasant places to eat, but they are not office or technology parks featuring world-class research and 
innovation.  SWLRTL is not going to bring the southwest metro area into the forefront of world economic 
development as some have suggested.
 
I was speaking with a representative of the Chinese government who is a specialist in economic 
development.  He asked me if I had heard that light rail was being considered for the southwest metro 
area and Eden Prairie.  He thought it was funny.  He asked if we had plans to transport peasants to the 
big city.  He couldn't believe that it was even being considered, as he said it's essential for both ends of a 
transit line to either have a large population or an importance as a destination.  Eden Prairie has neither.  
Minneapolis to St. Paul makes sense for light rail.  Minneapolis to the airport and Mall of America makes 
sense too.  Although for both of these examples he said they would not be perfect candidates because 
the routes are too short and the speeds too slow.  We have existing infrastructure plus cars and buses to 
do the same thing.  He mentioned that he heard of the SWLRTL when visiting with an economic 
development person associated with the Minneapolis to St. Paul line.  When he questioned the need for 
SWLRTL she became very defensive and her demeanor changed completely.  
 
It's clear that the bureaucracy that has been constructed by the Metropolitan Council around the 
evaluation of SWLRTL acts to promote the building of the line.  And who can blame the employees?  
They'd be out of a job if the line is not built, so they have a personal interest in making sure that it is not 
stopped or even criticized.  
 
As an owner of multiple commercial properties in Eden Prairie I would stand to profit from redevelopment 
near the transit stations.  But as a taxpayer I won't stand silent and see public officials (un-elected public 
officials in the case of the Metropolitan Council), wastefully spend taxpayer money.
 
Reed Swensen
17555 Bearpath Trail
Eden Prairie, MN  55347
952-949-9836
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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) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents . 

::::you,~ 0/~ 
Address: __ r_ 2_ 3_ h __ w __ c:-_s_T_W_t7_t'J_~ __ /;_ /_;_I-_L__;:_,.S __ L_~--=A~V__:~=:;__ __ _ 

City/State/zip:_--=S''----L-T:...:... __ L---=0''-· ....:::U...!....-I_J" __ ~___.:q_r_/<_c __ /Yf __ IV _______ _ 

Telephone: 6/)- ?//?- 2P7? E-Mail : ________ _ 

You can sign the petition at 

Sqfetvln ThePark, com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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) 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 StLouis 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 w ith 
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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents . 

Thank you, 

Name: _ _ :Tc=--o:;.....;;;.e<....>../l:....;.._~ftl_..;;_t:;:.._..-A_7J_"A ____ ___________ _ 

Address:_~8-_::.2__,5::::.......=6 _ _;;W_E--=-S"..L.U.....::.~--='t1~0:....:..L) __ h.!-...:....-/ _L.....::.L_S_ --=Cu:....:.....;;__r _v_e:::;;__ _ _ 

City/State/zip:_...:;.S:--~.-T:_.___,.L--'o=---.;W.....:........:I ........ ~""-------'"A-~_r'"'""'/<_c::-___ M_ A./ _______ _ 

Telephone: 6 I 2 ~ 7 6 ~ ~ / t./6' 9 E-Mail: _____ _____ _ 

You can sign the petition at 

Sgfetyln ThePgrk. com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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 (DE IS) wh ich includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota. 

The proposed actio·n 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: f.v\ ·1-'1 1 h ~1v'&.-
Address: (/ 11>1) (Yl ht~ 13f V J.--

~~ { ~- ()') u F)P]tplb City/State/zip:_r_ ~_·L.tf~A.. __ Ir'.:....· --=-Y"'_K---_______ -_____________ _ 

Telephone: E-Mail : _____________ _ 

You can sign the petition at 

Safety/n The Park. com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you,~--

Name: __ ~~~~-+------------------------------------------------------
Address: 3V&-" fi;HZ.s+ vt ew L"" . f\J . 

City/State/zip: (\{y \L <1,~ PI'I\J . -s-r'3 (ot{ 

Telephone: ___________________________ E-Mail: _____________ _ 

You can sign the petition at 

Sqfetvln ThePqrk. com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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 (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name:----'-c/l+f-Vhl:r-. -~li"'~~')I"---------
Address: ___ -.:b':........L.Y-=3:......:-l:::....__FO_ ..-e...r __ -l_...,...._<.._-.(..0__;:;___;~;.__;...:...• _tU~, ------------
City/State/zip: __ ~_......_ __ ~=....;_/2_AfVoll. _ __._ft1__:_;_N-=--=-. _S_S_3_~___,1.___ __________ _ 

Telephone: _______________ E-Mail : _____________ _ 

You can sign the petition at 

Safety/nThePark.com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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 (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

City/State/zip : ..........,'---'-'----"""''"'-=--'--~~--~--=--~__.-....<-O!~=r--::------~---r----

Telephone:'J~ Cf ~-.qoJ'l. 

You can sign the petit ion at 

Safetyln ThePgrk. com 

You can comment via email to 

swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

The comment period ends on December 31, 2012 
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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) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

·--···---
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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) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Address: :?- 7C? G -~-~' ~ ¢ , 
7 

City/State/zip: .-dd- :('~ /?~ /22/l/ SS Y'-1 &, z:;>....:!' I 

Telephone: o/.5:?-- - C).;;z..&;; -6 SL-6 7 E-Mail:._.t....,V,:::....::~--=--------
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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) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 
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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) 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 offreight 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents . 

Thank you, 
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To: 
Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATIN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

cc: 
Marisol Simon Regional Administrator 
Region V Federal Transit Administration 
200 West Adams Street Suite 320 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
Marisol .simon@fta.dot.gov 

12/27/12 

Dear Southwest Transitway Project Planners, 

La Asamblea de Derechos Civiles (The Assembly for Civil Rights) is a faith-based organization based in the 

Twin Cities. We organize to build leadership in our community and act in collective power to change the 

politics that affect the destiny of our people. Our primary constituency is made up of Latino immigrants 

from local Catholic churches and our organizational leadership is reflective of this. 

We see upcoming transit investments as an opportunity to increase access to higher education, workers 

rights, and the opportunity to participate in decision making that our community is often excluded from. 

However, we are also mindful of the destructive element transit oriented development can sometimes 

have in terms of gentrification and displacement. We are organizing Latino faith community members, 

workers and residents in Hopkins around the impacts of the proposed Southwest LRT project. We are 

working in partnership with New American Academy and the Blake Road Corridor collaborative in raising 

the voice of underrepresented communities. 

Over the last few days we have visited several Hopkins apartment complexes and worksites for face-to-
-----

face conversations with members of our community who will be impacted by the project. In these 

conversations, it has been striking the number of people who were hearing about the project for the 

first time. Some of the concerns that have come up most often have been affordable housing and 

access to jobs and economic development. As of this date, we have collected 36 postcards supporting 

the preservation and expansion of affordable housing in Hopkins, and for low-income people, 

immigrants and people of color to benefit from living wage jobs and economic development. We have 

delivered these cards to you so they can be included as comments for the DEIS. 

We are concerned at the potential displacement of low-income people, immigrants and communities of 

color living close to station areas once the line is built. Our organization has seen firsthand the 

devastation of immigrant communities being displaced as a result of transportation projects and 

redevelopment in recent years. Therefore we believe that displacement must be avoided at all costs. 

We have worked hard to establish ourselves in communities like Hopkins, to contribute to the local 

1 
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economy, schools and social fabric. We should be seen as a permanent asset to this community, not as 

transients who can be brushed aside inconsequentially. We also believe that we should be proactively 

included in access to new living wage jobs and the benefits of economic development in the area. 

We feel that in its current form, the Draft Environment Impact Statement is too vague when it comes to 

the project impact on Latinos and other environmental justice communities. It only briefly mentions the 

risk of gentrification and displacement impacting environmental justice communities. We feel that our 

community deserves more detailed information about these potential risks. How many people are at 

risk of being displaced by loss of afford ability or change of use? What percentage of them are low­

income immigrants and/or people of color? A recent study by the Housing Preservation Project 

suggested that near the Blake Road stop alone, 5 Affordable Housing Projects with over 1,000 units were 

at risk. The Draft Environmental Impact Statement should have more information about who lives in 

those units and what would happen to them ifthe they are forced to leave. 

We would also like to see more information about mitigation efforts, and specific plans to avoid 

displacement and ensure access to opportunity for people from our community. Will hiring for new jobs 

be done equitably? Will immigrants face any unique barriers? Will our community have access to 

training and certification programs necessary to be considered? Will these new jobs provide workers a 

living wage? These are important questions in balancing the impacts of this project on our community. 

In conclusion, we recommend that a deeper analysis of potential threats and opportunities for Latinos 

and other low-income communities of color be undertaken to ensure equitable outcomes. As we 

continue to engage members of our community about this project, we will encourage them to express 

their hopes and concerns. Please consider La Asamblea a constructive resource and partner in achieving 

just outcomes for this project. 

For questions, please contact Pablo Tapia, Co-Founder and Lead Organizer, at 651-208-7896 or 

ptmendoza@hotmail.com. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~,~~.· OOJJl!li!rulll!Jl!MJl®Jm~ /.'?1 . ~. 
/] \~ 

2 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

DEC 312012 

BY:_ -=-d 
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name•j)1LL \llw~IJ ~ 
Address: ZJf1~ ltJ fJJ-1At--f 
City/State/zip•1f· LOI\..t~ 'J>Al.j::;. .C/IAI 
Telephone: /Jiz • i$t)''O · ltJQl ' E-Mail : 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

j_ DEC 8Izu1, 

@Y· --...;;:·-====-
I 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Address: ...l <t '"2. D ""<..... '=-......., ~e...~ 

City/State/zip: 'S=\- '-----o~ \ """> ~ (>-.,-v' \<--

Telephone: l S" d.. - G L'"t - 3 D (;) E-Mail: ~~ ~ \; ~ ~)' l \"'\C), C. <:':! ~ '-

3457

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #727

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text

mferna10
Text Box
C



I ~ I .. ·-
DEC 31 2012 

l~Y : ._ 
=====.! 

I 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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within St louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. ., 

Name: (}~ qz, 1--~· 
Addresf-.?$ Q1 pttctl¥2tt.?t?}( 

City/State/zip: £r k&UI.S.. fJ4rvJ4, 
Telephone:fl?"2 --9@ "'Z9~( 

.:Terrj Ue~&u~~ 
Ave 6u2 

m61 \;7??0{' 
E-Mail: ::411-~vnt/@f!11.6vL~,..< 
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DEC ~ 1 2012 

I 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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within Stlouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. ·~ · 
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I 4 ;: • 

SOUTHWEST TRANSITWAY \ DEC a 1 Z01Z 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT COMJ~N.:.....~ ~::...:.) ~=-·=·-====d 

Prepared By: 

Safety in the Park 
safetyinthepark@gmail.com 

St. Louis Park, MN 5541G 

011£. (' tJ Iff-It S ltf £ r /71 iJ £ /lPIII Ct' 1/ f" iY I /}1 <;llfr,--!" IV 7/t [ 

f/1/1/t. f' oa.""f11 f"-'13-. -(JfiJ /.5 tJ£ j!V( /I'T1"f!C:H{P rz> 51/bW 1Jtl I 

fJI-IfftCAL ,cJQ?fJflt))~ S Or 1)'[ co-C;r;:ttff> l r ;V£[1)£~., ~{[ [SJ(L~ ------

-------------------

December 28,2012 Thom Miller, Co-Chair .'JJIOiJ YPQtV-t rt 
Safety in the Park A 1/ .. 5. 

DDe~c;em~be;;r228,s,220:01U2~----------------:---:-:------~s~r.. J-.o(Jf.S f/lf.f'..IC Jami La Pray, Co-Chair /J1t11/ ~-y; (. 
Safety in the Park S ;J.. U (JJ.../-t&i::.5'Tl'N£ 
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<. 

DEC ::t I 2012 
I 
I 

I 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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

22Jz?! -- S~>f/h 

E-Mail:_~;...:._frY_!::o:_:./f/....:.__C.. _____ _ 

c rz. A-\ C -::; y l l) [. .!:, T '[ f?_ 

P~¥ml( f A- kAV L I £N 

Av, s. 

_5 T- J_ (J vI S PAIL J_:_ ( /)1 ;VI 

b i?---J;o- ~1-LJ~ 

~ 
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DEC ·~ 1 201? 
IL 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWlRT}- Draft Environmenta l 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 Stlouis 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within Stlouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWlRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Name: ~ _}\(L\S-\-cA__ Sb..cK 
Address: loa? S W · t A~ .S±---_ 
City/State/zip: 5t ~v\s -~rJL. J (Y)() SS'-1J ~ 
Telephone: q S d- q-2. V f D 7~ E-Mail~~- :;__,j,} ..:.::; 9+)-=-" +-~h-.:_b-+4.:..!.1-if-f~'_D..!.-'(1:....:. d_c..=.::..!i'!f=.___ 

~ t}ct )\ ~ ' Co~ 

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

DEC a 1 2o·,L 

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 StLouis 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within StLouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Name: hj~J\ e JDhmD 
Address: 030?\ bru rrtMIJCt ltv€ S, 
City/State/zip: s t \ f'5\A) s Xttfi \ NY'fJ §LU lt? 

Telephone: (0 /"2. -]t9z-1JL/31 E-Mail: no.tymV\~:Vi'2-@~l~ I· (fiVV\ 
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DEC 81 2012 

L .,; 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Name: ( \'\orf>-t< d- t'I\{Sw!.e,.!> 

Address: Ob'-\<f- A\~ £\'{ ·c; 

City/State/zip: 6\ ~ V<>-dZ r<\n ~'2>4/b 
Telephone: 9S1~ 929- /_g~S& E-Mail: ~~f't~ lot 'fc0 UJ~ . !'/e:-4 

3464

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #733

mferna10
Text Box
C



-
I 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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within StLouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Name ~~l~ 
Address: 3 ..:1 ~0 a._~ ~ .!. 
City/State/zip : .A~ tiLJe /oif .s s- '//G - ;}-o; ~ 

I 

Telephone: '9?.2- 7? 7 (.) ~'-/7 E-Mail: ___________ _ 
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I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota. 

DEC 8 1 2012 

-~·-•=-.;-=====J ~ 

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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within St Louis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

N•me~~ 1-- ~1-e< ~.-.&< ; _.&_} 

3~~ :1: ~ Address: 'i , A . 

City/Stote/zl;==: !: A= = . 
Telephone: Cfo~ - 9' ,Q 9'- / 1-/.0 t2-

55?1/~ 
E-Mail: _____________ _ 
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I 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. 

DEC 31 2012 

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 StLouis 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within StLouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school-children, our local businesses, and our residents. 
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DEC 312012 
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT}- Draft Environmental 1m ~c;~ / 
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 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 be negative impacts to the school system and educational 
quality within StLouis Park, including the decreased safety of students at the High School. 

I~ the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unliva6Te iliuatiOn fOrOu~l-children, our local businesses, and our sidents. 

City /State/zip:J.,...;~t=C<....c::~~r.G:iU,4;2a::::t.a~---.l!.~'.LJ:.:;L __ ..Q.!::L~~------

Telephone: 9sc::< 9e:<~ ~d .<y' 
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I 
I 

To Whom It May Concem' ~ DEC 3J 
20 

. 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmenta-f?rl~ct------ _ TZ 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 Stlouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it w ill create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: D~ff~t- 4--rnL~ 
Address: __ :J~g....;:.o_,r____,A'---0.-~d-7.:_"'".:...:' "dtc==-==--Av..=....!=L=--~....;:.o _ _ ___ _ __ _ 

City/St ate/zip: 5-yp 
Telephone: ~:;>( ,.. J-4 7-r-Y g-<( 
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To Whom It May Concern: L: . . ' · 2012 , DEc ~ 1 - j 
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental lm;~-(-~ ~ 
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 M N&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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: N&Tl=\frN WtL.LE..N&J'llNC'l 

Address: 2£.>\lo h-oe.,C>A A\JE S 
City/State/zip: S.T Lou t ~ P~, MN '55 t:/Zle 
Telephone: ~12 - P:?l 2- 2.:?:. c.ft{ E-Mail: t'io+ha(\.LA.>~ II et1br-; 03@ ~fw\a; I .coM 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

DEC 31 2012 
I am w riting in response to the Southwest Light Rai l Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental I J aq 
Statement (DEIS) which includes the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesbta~ 
The proposed action of re-routing freight is described in Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3. The MN&S Spu r 
tracks are a lightly used spur line within a high density urban, residential setting and directly adjacen t to 
the StLouis Pa rk Senior High. The current freight occurs five days a week, Monday- Friday, du ring normal 
bu siness hours. The proposed action o f re-routing freigh t wou ld introduce mainline traffic and the 
co mmunity, residents, and students will be exposed to longer, heavier trai ns during weekends, evenings, 
and nighttime. In fact the re-route will allow a 788% increase in the number of ra il car traffi c 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 w ithin StLouis Park Schools. In addition, 
there will be negative impacts to the commun ity 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 
wh en mult iple crossing are blocked simultaneously, decreased safety for home owners and studen ts at 
the High School, decreased access to small businesses and a decrease in tax base caused by lower 

property values in the affected area. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our res iden ts. 

Th ank you, 

Name: ____ Jennifer Will enbring, _______________________ _ 

Address: 2816 Florida Ave South _______________________ _ 

City/State/zip: ___ St Louis Park, MN 55426 ___________________ _ 

Telephone: __ 612.702.9230 _________ E-Mail:__jenniferwillenbring@gmail.com __ 
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To Whom It May Concern: 
DEc 3Jzo 

I am writing in response to the Southwest light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Jmpact I( 
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 :o--. 

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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: \?0:.~<2. ~\~S~~\cR__--1 
Address: ):'1(1/0f F/(jc-\4o.. Aue...... ~ 
City/State/zip :....:<:>~+--"'Lo=-:u....=-"-'' :S:::....._~.>....:a.....:...:....r-'L=---'-f1\_V\....:....._ _________ _ 

Telephone: 9s--J. S13- Sk,C:Z l E-Mail: ~t<.<j<--~resth~ ~ 1Q.0 tR ~:. l. c DIVl 
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To Whom It May Concern: 
DF.C 312012 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT} - Draft Environ menta 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

"l 
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To Whom It May Concern: DEC 3] 20I
2 BY: 

I am writing in response to the Southwest light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmentallmpa ~ 

Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis Park Schools. In addition, 

there will be negative impacts to the community at large. These impacts include but are not l imited 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 

unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: ______ ~--------------------------------------------~-----------
Add ress:____:;--->o<.~<----=:...--:.--'-?....,..:.=-L..L..-.-=----"-T-Jio4-'-~::.J.l£.....Jo.........;..!....L:....-f....:...-L.:N:...:...=.:s~ 416 
City/State/zip:. __ W-~--==..;_;;_;-=--.1---''--'-+_._...;....l...!..l<._.......,_....~'-'--':..>oo:<.-------

Telephone: __ ~""'...___..t<-._._ __ ....::;..~...._..._ _____ E-Mai I : __ ~:;.;;..,:,::.:....;.~~--'-,;;._,..,..,..-...:.L>...O::....:...-=· 
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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} 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name:~~~~~~"'---'&~b~~~~L.c..__ ___ _ 
Address:._:1~Z:.....__...._I1..-.~__.Z_,a"~Cfrl<-/'-r.i'-'~"""'4"Tr-~~~/./G.........,__ __ S..__ ___ _ 
City/State/zip: .f/- Lot-t./ r Eark &,Y ~f//6 
Telephone: t?SJ. - 7'J_tr:OC]of E-Mail: <fe~~~~ev/CtJM 

J 
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DEC 31 2012 
To Whom It May Concern: 

BY: 
I 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 t raffic 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 StLouis 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 
t he High School, decreased access to small businesses and a decrease in tax base caused by lower 
property values in the affected area. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: ~Z: ~ ~\1eec \ 
Address: -t8&1 hc-tha.., .bNe h ~ 
City/State/zip: ht- Lo~ ; ) ~ <\': 1 \Nl N r::; '7 tJ /.p 
Telephone: 9fZ -qz/j ... 'S~Lp E-Mail : q~~;"'\1\d~;~ .t.oM 
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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 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: rJ?el-ex= ki ()\/t:-
Address: '2-<1 lCt ~\~ t>-.\..J£ , ~ 
City/State/zip: f:5C \ ()\ rr::::::, ~ y Hbl, 55L{ I (o 
Telephone: 415'2- '2.~~,.. 52-':;Yi E-Maii:1?£~DVC o:l~ (g~.c..o.A.... 
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/. ~- ,_ DEC 312012 
To Whom It May Concern: ~.!..___;;_~~ 

I 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: )e41l Ql~/} 
Address: 2c;31 &A'~ ~~ 
City/State/zip: 5/ 6~.-ds Pcv/<. 
Telephone: 6/ Y._, '3/1- / Z-(~ E-Mail: 

%fll 
5~ar1.M. o::k!ltr<./1@ k/M4l/.@W'o 

3478

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #747

mferna10
Text Box
C



I 

. DEC H 1201? 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name )en !1 je._, Ide-d / U YLJ 
Address: J,q'f 1 7£ldizM Aue_S 
city/state/zip: ~ ( nu I ~Xu~ L ~Ll A ) 5541 b 
Telephone: (., /2 -b] ?J- /I ol ' E-MaU: J'//J(j ie..1 55 4/L C? JlnaJ-~ 

;IJ~D 

J 
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December 28, 2012 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Hennepin County's SWLRT DEIS is a flawed document. Hennepin County was supposed to have studied 

co-location of freight traffic with the proposed LRT line through the Kenilworth corridor, but after 

reading through chapter three especially, it is clear that the county never had any intention of looking at 

the possibility of co-location. 

Because Hennepin County has failed to objectively study the possibility of co-location-a much safer and 

less-expensive option, we must write in our objections. The grassroots organization of the residents of 

St. Louis Park, Safety in the Park!, has put together a comprehensive, cogent response, and we would 

like to attach their work as representative of what we would like to say about the SWLRT DEIS. 

Kathryn M. 
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SAFETY IN THE PARK! 
RESPONSE TO THE SOUTHWEST LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT·· 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS) 
DECEMBER 30, 2012 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Safety in the Park is a St. Louis Park, Minnesota grassroots, non-partisan neighborhood 
organization. Safety in the Park promotes safety and livability by working with the county, city, 
and state to create an alternative solution for proposed increases in freight rai l traffic on the 

former Minneapolis Northfield and Southern (MN&S) Railroad tracks. Safety in the Park is 
politically unaffiliated and does not endorse any candidates for political office. Safety in the Park 
rep resents a large community of concerned citizens in St. Lou is Park as evidenced by the 
attached 1,500 p lus signatures on our petition. Safety in the Park welcomes the addition of 
Southwest Light Rail Transit to St. Louis Park and supports its implementation. 

The MN&S freight rail relocation portion of the SWLRT -DE IS is not in the best interests of public 
safety, railroad operating efficiency or conserving public funds. 

History of the proposed relocation: In the mid-1990s the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation (MnDOT) and Hennepin County decided to sever, instead of grade separate, the 
Milwaukee Road railroad line at Hiawatha Avenue and the repercussions of that decision remain 
to this day. 

Because there is no documentation of analysis or of public input, it can only be assumed that 

MnDOT and Hennepin County blithely displaced freight traffic from a major piece of railroad 
infrastructure, the 29th Street corridor and planned to move the freight to the "preferred 
location" on the MN&S a little-known, little-used former electric interurban line, and gave no 

- - -···· ·-··-thought·to·the-negative-impact·of-this·action:-Bue-to·contaminated-land-the-move-to ·the·MN&B-----~-­

was delayed and the freight trains were instead moved to the Kenilworth Corridor wh ich was 
owned by the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority (HCRRA). 

Since the move to the to Kenilworth Corridor, the HCRRA has worked tirelessly to remove the 
freight from the Corridor and establish the freight in MnDOT's "preferred location," the MN&S. 
Each time MnDOT or the HCRRA brings up the wish to move the freight traffic the City of St. 
Louis Park has answered with a resolution stating that re-routed freight traffic would not be 

welcomed in the city. The first resolution was passed in 1996 with subsequent resolutions in 
2001, 2010 and 2011 . 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY continued 

Instead of honoring the resolutions and negotiating a compromise, the HCRRA has repeatedly 
ignored the St. Louis Park resolutions, maligned and marginalized the residents of the MN&S 
study area and then moved forward with its plans citing "promises made " to the residents of the 
Kenilworth area as the reason for the action. These promises have no foundation in fact; 
documentation of the specific nature of the promises, who made the promises and to whom they 
were officially made, and why the alleged promises should be afforded the weight of public 
policy, does not exist. 

On May 16, 2011 MnDOT issued an Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) that spelled 
out how a re-route of freight traffic from the Bass Lake Spur owned by the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad (CP) to the MN&S Spur also owned by the CP might take place. The City of St. Louis 
Park and Safety in the Park appealed the findings of the EAW document. The EAW was later 
vacated and is no longer a valid document. 

On September 2, 2011 the Federal Transportation Administration officially added the MN&S re­
route to the SWLRT project. 

SWLRT-DEIS: The proposed MN&S re-route is included the SWLRT-DEIS due to the FTA's 
September 2, 2011 mandate that the re-route be considered a part of the SWLRT project. For 
3A (LPA, relocation) to work the MN&S re-route must occur, making the re-route part of the 
SWLRT and not a connected action. As part of the SWLRT project the MN&S re-route must be 
included in the "study area" on a regular and consistent basis but the SWLRT-DEIS fails in this 
regard and violates the essential purpose of the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA). 
The purpose of NEPA is to ensure that environmental factors are weighted equally before an 
infrastructure project can be undertaken by a federal agency. The omission of the proposed re­
route leads to incorrect conclusions about the cost of the SWLRT. 

Safety in the Park demands that relocation of freight traffic be analyzed as diligently as the rest 
of the SWLRT project. Unless the current version of the SWLRT -DE IS is amended significantly, 

--- - - --the-health;-well: being-and·safety--ofSt:-touis·Park-reslde·nts·wilf·tre-c-ompromlsed·b)Ttlle 
proposed-relo"cation-of m·ainilne freight rail -traffic from the Bass Lake Spur onto the MN&S 
Spur. More than 1,500 residents have signed a petition insisting on fair treatment by the 
government agencies proposing the relocation. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY continued 

Concerns about the inconsistencies in the SWLRT -DE IS can be found in detail in the following 
summary: 

• Lack of reasoning behind the need for the re-route due to the fact that a viable, less 
costly and safer option exists with co-location of freight traffic and SWLRT In the 
Kenilworth Corridor (Chapter 1) 

• Lack of concern for Interstate Commerce 
o The late notification about the existence of the SWLRT -DEIS to the Surface 

Transportation Board (STB) Wednesday, November 28, 2012 
o Implementation of SWLRT could cause disruption of rail service to TC&W clients 

(Chapter 1) 
o The Memo Dated December 10, 2012 from the STB to the FTA received 

incomplete answers. (Chapter 1) 
• Lack of public input and documentation (Chapters 2 and 12) 

o No documentation of analysis for determining MN&S as preferred location for 
freight after the freight tracks In the 29th Street Corridor were severed 

o No documentation of promises made to the residents of Kenilworth area 
o The MN&S re-route was not part of the seeping and decision making when route 

3A (LPA, relocation) was chosen 
• Lack of accurate study into the direct impacts of the proposed relocation with respect to 

o Social Impacts (Chapter 3) 
o Environmental Impacts (Chapter 4) 
o Economic Effects (Chapter 5) 
o Transportation Effects (Chapter 6) 
o Section 4(f) Evaluation (Chapter 7)- Specifically the use of 0.81 acres of Cedar 

Lake Park which is currently being used for freight trains. 
• Lack of inclusion of methodology used to determine the cost of the SWLRT project. 

---(Ciiapter8)1nislaci<OfmethOC!ol<5gVIsparttcolarlyrglaring in ttghtl.ltthe""fm:rthat....--- - ­
$1 00,000,000 "typo" occurred 

• Lack of an analysis of the indirect and cumulative impacts caused by the proposed 
freight relocation (Chapter 9) 

• Lack of analysis of Environmental Justice (Chapter 1 0) 
• Lack of 23 CFR 771.111 (f) analysis to determine if the relocation of freight is "feasible 

or prudent" (Chapter 11) 

Action requested: Halt any decision on the freight relocation issue until further study is 
completed such that the missing information and flawed assumptions can be addressed. This 
secondary study needs to have a scope agreed upon by the city of St. Louis Park, Safety in the 
Park, and railroad companies. Furthermore, the secondary study must be conducted by a 
government agency and engineering firm not previously associated with the proposed re-route . 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY continued 

Once the new study is completed, a computer generated simulation representing all of the new 
findings should be produced. This simulation will help residents and elected officials who are 
not engineers understand the impacts of the proposed re-route prior to making decisions. 
Conclusion of analysis of this SWLRT MDEIS response: Applying the "test" from 23 CFR 
Sec. 77 4.17 reveals that the proposed reroute in LRT 3A (LPA) is neither "feasible nor prudent." 
Therefore, the use of 0.81 acres of Cedar Lake Park according to the Act of 1966 codified at 
49 U.S.C. 303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 will not impede the building of SWLRT. 

LRT 3A-1 (Co-location) best meets the Southwest Transitway project's Purpose and Need 
Statement as expressed by the goals of improving mobility, providing a cost-effective and 
efficient travel option, preserving the environment, protecting quality of life, supporting economic 
development, and developing and maintaining a balanced and economically competitive 
multi modal freight system. In light of the facts presented in this SWLRT MDEIS response 
Safety in the Park recommends that LRT 3AM1 (Co-location) be chosen as the only viable 
option for SWLRT. 
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CHAPTER 1- PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION: 

1.0 - The essential purpose of the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) is to ensure 
that environmental factors are weighted equally before an infrastructure project can be 
undertaken by a federal agency. The SWLRT-DEIS does not fulfill the essential purpose of 
NEPA. The SWLRT-DEIS is not an objective analysis of the environmental impacts of the 
proposed freight rail re-route (3A, LPA re-route) and the proposed co-location freight rail 

alternative (3A -1 LPA co-location). Instead of being objective the SWLRT-DEIS is written as an 
advocacy for the favored outcome. SWLRT -DEIS employs a variety of methods to mislead the 
reader and the Federal Transportation Administration into believing that co-location is not. a 
"feasible or prudent" (NEPA [23 CFR 771.111 (f)]) alternative, when in fact the exact opposite is 
true. The methods used include, but are not limited to inconsistent use of vocabulary, 

highlighting aspects of co-location while glossing over the same aspects of relocation, 
manipulation of the co-location site to include more area and completely omitting information 
about the re-route option that would call the feasibility of that option into question. 

1.1 -Although Safety in the Park! does not disagree with the need for the Southwest Light Rail 
Transit (SWLRT) Project, we do disagree with the need for the re-routing of freight trains from 
what is referred to in the SWLRT- DE IS as the Canadian Pacific(CP) Bass Lake Spur to the 
Minneapolis, Northfield and Southern ( MN&S) Subdivision and the Burlington Northern Santa 

Fe (BNSF) Wayzata Subdivision. Using the term "Subdivision" in relation to the MN&S is not 
only incorrect it but it is also misleading. According to officials at the CP the correct 
classification of the MN&S is a spur line that is part of the Paynesville Subdivision. The use of 
the term subdivision when describing both the MN&S and the BNSF in St. Louis Park misleads 
the reader into thinking the MN&S and the BNSF are similar if not equal in layout and usage. 
This could not be further from the truth. The Bass Lake Spur and the BNSF Wayzata 
Subdivision were both built to Main Line rail specifications. They both have wide R-0-W, few if 

any at grade crossings and they are relatively straight and free of grade changes. Conversely, 
the MN&S was built as an electric interurban and like all interurban has tight R-0-W, multiple 
aggressive curves and significant grade changes. Furthermore, the addition of the connections 

_ _ b_et_w_e_e_n_th_e_s_e_f_re__,ig..._h_t_r_ai_l _lin_e_s_w_i_ll_in_c_re_a_s_e_b_o_th_c_u_rv_e_s_an_d-=gr_a_d_e_s_o_n_th_e_M_N_&_S_._T_h_e _ ___ __ _ __ _ 
connection between the Bass Lake Spur and the MN&S will have and eight degree curve and a 
grade of .86%. While the connection between the MN&S and Wayzata Subdivision will have a 
four degree curve and a 1.2% grade differential. (SWLRT -DE IS Appendices F parts 2 and 3 and 
SEH http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/techmemo_ 4.pdf) Adding to the 
misrepresentation of the different rail lines is the name given to the rail property owned by the 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority, locally and recently known as the Kenilworth Corridor. 
This "corridor" was until it was purchased by Hennepin County a major, mainline rail yard called 
the Kenwood Yard. This yard held as many as 14 sets of railroad tracks and with the exception 
of a short section, the land used as a rail yard has not been built upon. 
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The misrepresentation continues at the bottom of page 1-1 of the SWLRT-DEIS in the second 
bullet point which states, "The co-location of LRT and TC&W freight rail service on 
reconstructed freight rail tracks on the CP's Bass Lake Spur and HCRRA's Cedar Lake 
(Kenilworth Corridor)"suggesting that the TC&W tracks in the Kenilworth Corridor had to be 
"reconstructed" when in fact they had never been removed, and only underwent repairs to put 
them back into service (1-1 ). (Safe in the Park- Chapter 1 Appendix- Document 4) 

A formal abandonment process never took place (an outline of this history was found in a 
document, 
T:TRE/;3aTransitPianning/Kwalker/SLP _FreightRaii/BackgroundforHCRRA_120709.doc, 
obtained from the HCRRA through the Freedom of Information Act). (Hennepin County Repair 
announcements August 27, 2012- Safe in the Park- Chapter 1 Appendix- Document 4). 

Further misuse of the term "abandoned" is found in the last paragraph on page 1-3 , "The LRT 
line would operate in a combination of environments including operations in abandoned freight 
rail right-of-way (ROW) acquired by HCRRA, at- grade operations in street and trunk highway 
ROW, and operations in new ROW that would be acquired from public and private entities" (1-
3). When the HCRRA purchased the property in question it was in disuse, but it had not 
formally abandoned, it was not in use. The difference appears subtle, but it is not. Formal 
abandonment requires a lengthy legal and administrative process to seek approval from the 
Surface Transportation Board, which only acquiesces when it has been convinced that the 
tracks are not needed by any customers or the overall rail system. 

1.1.1 - Public Involvement and Agency Coordination Compliance: 

During the scoping process portions of St. Louis Park were denied a voice. Potential 
participants in the seeping process were told that the freight rail issue did not belong in the 
discussions for a preferred alternative for the SWLRT. Consequently, the choice of LPA may 
have been different had the freight rail question been part of the discussion from the beginning. 
This issue will be documented and explored further in the Chapter 12 of the SWLRT-DEIS 
comment. 
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1.2.1 - Early Planning Efforts 
On pages 1-6 and 1-7 a list of documents used in early planning of the SWLRT is presented. 
However there are several important documents left off of the list. These documents are not 
favorable to SWLRT and therefore seem to have been ignored. 

• 1996--City of St. Louis Park Resolution--96-73 (Safe in the Park- Chapter 1 Appendix­

Document 1) 
• 1999--St. Louis Park Task Railroad Study 

http://www.hennepin.us/files/HennepinUS/Housing%20Community%20Works%20and% 
20Transit/Regionai%20Railroad%20Authority/Authority/Railroad_Study_March_1999.pdf 

• 2001 City of St. Louis Park Resolution--01-120 (Safe in the Park- Chapter 1 Appendix­

Document 2) 
• 201 0 City of St. Louis Park Resolution--1 0-070 

http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/freight rail.pdf 
• Short Elliot Hendrickson Inc. (SEH)--Comparison of the MN&S route and the Kenilworth 

route--http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/techmemo 4.pdf 
• 2011 City of St. Louis Park Resolution 11-058 

http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/5-31-
11 resolution relating to freight activity in slp.pdf 

• Evaluation of Twin Cities and Western Railroad responses(EAW) 
http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key_documents 

To understand the opposition to the proposed reroute the documents listed above must be 
included in an objective evaluation of re-route portion of the SWLRT project. Furthermore; the 
SEH study and the comments to the EAW need to be considered before a conclusion about 
the freight question in the SWLRT-DEIS can be made. 

1.2.2 Environmental Review and Project Development Process 

This DE IS fails to consider the environmental impacts of the proposed reroute portion of the 
SWLRT project , but instead promotes a course of action that will redistribute property values 
from lower income neighborhoods in St. Louis Park to higher income neighborhoods in 
Minneapolis. The result is a net decline not only of property values, but also to overall public 
safety of Hennepin County. The reason for the effort to promote the re-route option over the 
co-location option may be based on undocumented promises touched on in the link below: 
http://hennepinmn .granicus.com/MediaPiayer.php?view id= 1 O&clip id=1459 (F)11-HCRRA-
0072 
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On July 20, 2010 a member of St. Louis Park City Staff requested documentation of the analysis 
that allowed MnDOT to designate the MN&S as the "preferred location" for TC&W freight traffic 
after the freight tracks were severed while rebuilding Hiawatha Ave. No documentation was 
ever received by the City of St. Louis Park. (Safe in the Park- Chapter 1 Appendix- Document 3) 

1.2 and 1.2.1: Paragraphs discuss the Scoping Process that should comply with MEPA and 
NEPA rules pertaining to open-to-the-public meetings, comment sessions, and other public 
comments options with regard to the Alternatives Analysis. The DEIS admits during that time 
the city of St. Louis Park, residents and businesses were instructed in writing that the freight rail 
reroute was a separate issue not to be considered with the SWLRT. Therefore the entire time 
of "public comment" to decide the AAs should be considered null and void because citizens and 
municipalities were not properly informed of the environmental impacts of the LPA (1-6). During 
this same time the HCRRA was aware of resolutions made by more than one St. Louis Park 
City Council opposed the re-routing of freight trains. Had the reroute been considered a 
connected action during that time, it may have significantly changed support for the LPA by the 
city of St. Louis Park. Although the process may not have legally violated MEPA and NEPA 
standards, it did violate the spirit of the law. 

1.3.2.1 - Declining Mobility 

The SWLRT-DEIS continues its misrepresentation of information in its discussion of declining 
mobility. At the bottom of page 1-9 and the top of page 1-1 0 a list of current "employment 
centers" is given. The second item in a bullet point list is "St. Louis Park's Excelsior and Grand 
- 10,000 jobs" (1-9, 1-1 0}. This information is false. According to the City of St. Louis Park web­
site demographics of employment 
(http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/stats/employment_stats.pdf) there are a total of 10,078 
jobs in St. Louis Park. Many of these jobs are not near the proposed SWLRT alignment. The 
list on the city web site does not assign any number of jobs to the Excelsior and Grand area. 

Following the list of "employment centers" (1-10), there is a general discussion about the 
congestion that could occur should the SWLRT not be built. This information is based on the 

·u- ·--omtea States Census conductealnlhe year 20-uu:--TneU:S:---Census web site no longer shows 
census data from the year 2000 (http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/27000.html) making 
substantive comment on the data in SWLRT-DEIS impossible for the average resident of 
Hennepin County. Also, based on this old, unavailable information that does not take into 
account the downturn in the economy in 2008, vague generalizations are made. For example: 
"Current express bus travel times may increase, despite the current use of shoulder lanes" (1-
1 0). 

A simple if/then statement can be used to sum up and sow doubt on the conclusions made. If 
the information about St. Louis Park is false then what other information in the document is 
false? 
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1.3.2.2 - Limited Competitive, Reliable Transit Options for Choice Riders and Transit 
Dependent Populations including Reverse Commute Riders 

Information and generalizations based on the unavailable and outdated 2000 Census are used 
and therefore all of the DEIS' conclusions are brought into question. When the 2000 Census is 
not the source of information the exact source and date of the information is often not provided. 
An example from page 1-10 of the SWLRT- DE IS is a case in point. "A number of major 
roadways in the study area such as TH 100 and TH 169 are identified by MnDOT as 
experiencing congestion during peak periods." (1-10) Who at MnDOT made this assertion? 
When was it made? Was the upcoming rebuild of TH 100 in St. Louis Park taken into account? 

(http://www. stlou ispa rk.org/construction-u pdates/h ig hway-1 00-reconstructio n. htm I) 

Although the information in section 1.3.2.2 does not discuss the proposed re-route portion of the 
SWLRT, it does speak to the general misrepresentation of information in the SWLRT. 

1.3.2.3 - Need to Develop and Maintain a Balanced and Economically Competitive 
Multimodal Freight System 

It is easy to agree in theory with the need for a vibrant freight rail system in a growing economy. 
However, the unsubstantiated and false assertions in this section make it impossible to agree 
that rail connections between the Bass Lake and MN&S spurs and the MN&S spur and the 

BNSF Wayzata subdivision are necessary for the greater good. 

The SWLRT-DEIS states, "The construction of a new connection between the Bass Lake Spur 
and the MN&S Spur, a new connection between the MN&S Spur and the BNSF Wayzata 
Subdivision, and the upgrading of track on the MN&S Spur are included as recommended 
actions in the Minnesota State Rail Plan" (1-12). No citation is provided as to where in the 
Minnesota State Rail Plan this assertion can be found. Presented on pages 4-11 and 4-12 of 
the Minnesota State Rail Plan 

(http://www.dot.state.mn. us/planning/railplan/finalreport/M NRaiiPianFinaiReportF eb20 1 0. pdf) 
are text and charts describing the upgrades needed to both the BNSF and the CP prior to 2030. 
There is no mention of the connections mentioned in the SWLRT-DEIS (4-11& 4-12). 

It needs to be noted that the new construction discussed in the SWLRT -DE IS is the same plan 
used in the EAW vacated by MnDOT on December 20, 2011 (SWLRT-DEIS Appendix F parts 2 
and 3). This plan was rejected as unworkable by the TC&W railroad in their comments to the 
EAW. 
(http://mnsrailstudy.org/yahoo site admin/assets/docs/Railroad Comments.18891450.pdf) 
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The next three sentences in this section are also misleading. "Providing a direct connection to 
the north- south MN&S line would improve accessib ility to CP's Humboldt yard . Currently TC&W 
interchanges with the CP at their St. Paul yard . Although the Humboldt Yard is much closer, the 
inefficiency of the existing connection is so great that the extra distance to St. Paul is less 
onerous" (1-11 and 1-12). These sentences imply that most if not all of the TC&W's business is 
with the CP. They also mistakenly imply that the TC&W will be happy to get the connection 

because it will improve the company's efficiency. However, the comments made by the TC&W 
in the EAW show just the opposite (http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key_documents--TC&W 
comments, page 1, last paragraph; also page 3, first bullet point under "Inaccuracies in the 
EAW ... "). The STB Memorandum to Federal Transit Administration, Region V: Questions and 
Responses for Surface Transportation Board dated December 10, 2012 received incomplete 
responses about the interconnection needed for the relocation plan to work. The maps given to 
explain the new interconnects lacked reference to the extreme grade changes that will take 
place. Figure 1: Relocation Alternative, MN&S Spur does not indicate the need for a mile long 
ramp to accomplish the .86% grade (Figure 1: Relocation Alternative. MN&S Spur ) needed to connect 
the Bass Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur. Furthermore, Figure 3: Relocation Alternative, Re­
Established Connection does not describe the 1.2% grade needed to reestab lish the connection 
between the MN&S Spur and the Wayzata Subdivis ion. (Figure 3: Relocation Alternative, Re­

Established Connection - MN&S Sour to Wayzata Sub) 

Missing completely from the discussion of the TC&W using the MN&S Spur to go to the 
Humboldt Yards in New Hope is the impact the added freight traffic will have on Northern St. 

Louis Park, Golden Valley, Crystal and New Hope. In St. Louis Park alone there are two at 
grade rail crossings on the MN&S north of the BNSF. One of the crossings is Cedar Lake 
Road, a major east/west roadway thought St. Louis Park yet the SWLRT does not document the 
traffic counts and the impacts of the crossing being closed on a regular basis. 

Reading the last sentence in the first full paragraph of page 1-12 and the non sequitur of the 
next full paragraph continues the misleading information. 

''The proposed connection in St. Louis Park allows the TC& Wan alternate route at those times 
when the BNSF route is not available. 

-------------·-·~-· 

Moving commodities along freight rail lines rather than by semi-trailer truck on the roadway 
system has a significant effect upon the region's mobility. TC&W reports that an average train 
load equates to 40 trucks on the roadway system. Maintaining freight rail connections as a 
viable method for transporting goods to, from, and within the Twin Cities region contributes to 
the healthy economy of this region. As the roadway network continues to become more and 
more congested, moving commodities by freight rail will become more competitive" (1-12). 
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Placement of the above passage in the context of the discussion of the MN&S interconnects 
implies that without the interconnects the TC&W will have no choice but to use semi-trucks to 
move their freight. The HCRRA's praise for the economic and environmental virtues of freight 
railroads is laudable but at odds with HCRRA's continuing long-term policy of pushing freight rail 
traffic to ever more marginal scraps of infrastructure. Examples of the HCRRA's displacement 
of freight railroad traffic from their purpose-built and most direct and efficient routes includes the 
closure of the former Milwaukee Road mainline that was used by the TC&W and ran below 
grade through south Minneapolis, and the constriction of the BNSF mainline adjacent to Target 
Field in Minneapolis. In both of these cases freight rail traffic ceded right-of-way to relatively 
frivolous purposes, a bicycle trail for the Milwaukee Road mainline and a sports stadium and 
bicycle trail that constricts the BNSF Wayzata subdivision. The wording of the DEIS uses the 
phantom assumption that the further constriction of the BNSF line at Target Field by the SWLRT 
is a fait accompli and re-routing the TC&W is the only alternative to trucking, but leaving the 
TC&W traffic in its current route provides it a straighter, flatter, safer, shorter, less costly and 
more direct route to its most important destination in St. Paul. There are other alternatives to 
placement of the SWLRT and the bicycle trail that will not constrict freight rail traffic at Target 
Field. 

Severing the TC&W's current route through the Kenilworth Corridor as proposed by the 
SWLRT-DEIS would have the opposite effect of "maintaining freight rail connections as a viable 
method for transporting goods" (1-12). 

The multitude of unsubstantiated and false assertions in this section make it impossible to agree 
that rail connections between the Bass Lake and MN&S spurs and the MN&S spur and the 
BNSF Wayzata subdivision are necessary for the improvement of the Twin Cities rail network. 
Therefore the bullet pointed benefits at the end of this section are not benefits under the current 
engineering plan in the SWLRT-DEIS. 

• Access to the Savage barge terminal would improve. The SWLRT-DEIS only has one 
connection from the Bass Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur. That connection curves north. 
For the access to Savage to improve there would also need to be a connection from the 
Bass Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur curving south. 

• Access to CP's Humboldt Yard and other locations on the east side of the metropolitan 
area would be improved. The Humboldt Yard is on the north side of Minneapolis, not the 
east side of the metropolitan area. The problem would not be the access itself, but with 
the lack of efficiency and economic benefit to the TC&W of that access. The TC&W 
comments on this point in their EAW comments. 
http://www .mnsrailstudy.org/key documents 

• An alternate route that avoids the downtown Minneapolis passenger station would be 
available to the TC&W. Again, the route would be available, but would not prove to be 
of an economic benefit. 

• The quality of the north-south rail fine would be upgraded. Because the overall benefit of 
the interconnection does not exist, there is no need to upgrade the current track. (1-12) 
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1.4 - Project Goals and Objectives 

The goals and objectives of the SWLRT -DE IS project are not applied equally to all residents in 
the study area and this is in violation of the essential purpose of NEPA. The 6 goals stated if 
implemented without alteration will have a detrimental impact on the residents of St. Louis Park. 

This details of the detrimental impact will be discussed further in this comment to the SWLRT­

DEIS. 

1. Improve mobility - Due to blocked crossings and the closed crossing at 29th Street mobility 
in the MN&S reroute area will decrease. 

2. Provide a cost-effective, efficient travel option -The design as stated in the SWLRT- DEJS 
is not cost effective for the railroads, and there is no discussion of reliable funding for 
maintenance 

3. Protect the environment - The environment in the vicinity of the MN&S will deteriorate. The 
problems include but are not limited to an increase of noise and vibration and diesel fumes from 
locomotives laboring to climb steep grades will impact air quality and the threat of derailment 

and crossing accidents impacts the safety of residents. 
4. Preserve the quality of life in the study area and the region - Quality of life will decrease in 

the MN&S area. 
5. Support economic development - Property Values and Small business will be negatively 
impacted. 

6. Support economically competitive freight rail system - Should the proposed reroute be built 
the opposite to this goal will be accomplished. The rail system in St. Louis Park will not be safe, 

efficient or effective (1-13 & 1-14). 

----·--·- · ·- . .. . .... ·- · · - ---·· ·· ·· ··-- ·---- ·- · ····· .. . . --- ··--· -·------------~·-··-··· . .. . .... . - .. ·· ···- ·- -
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CHAPTER 2- ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

2.1.2 and 2.1.2.1: Paragraphs discuss the Seeping Process that should comply with M EPA and 
NEPA rules pertaining to open-to-the-public meetings, comment sessions, etc. with regard to 
the Alternatives Analysis .. However, as the DEIS admits; during that time the City Council of the 
city of St. Louis Park, the city's residents and businesses were instructed in writing that the 
freight rail was a separate issue not to be connected with the SWLRT. (The DE IS walks through 
those events in detail} Therefore this entire time of "public comment" to decide the alternatives 
should be considered null and void because citizens and municipalities were not properly 
informed of the environmental impacts of the LPA. That fact should void the entire process for 
selecting an LPA, an early step in the development of SWLRT, especially when considering that 
opposition to the re-route by the city of St. Louis Park was not merely implied but the topic of 
repeated resolutions passed by the city. The city's position was clear. Had the reroute been 
considered a connected action during that time, it may have significantly changed the question 
of support for the LPA by the city of St. Louis Park. Furthermore, the process was not consistent 
with MEPA and NEPA guidelines. Furthermore this influences all of the topics in the DEIS 
where it is noted that alternatives other than the LPA are not consistent with planned 
development. This phrase is used repeatedly and refers only to the fact that plans surround the 
LPA. 

2.3.1.3 This is a discussion of the number of trains using the current route. This discussion is 
not up-to-date. The TCW has added additional trains in the last six months. 

2.3.3.1: Discusses the easement rights of St. Louis Park for a portion of land. Though the 
easement is set aside for railroad development in St. Louis Park, the DE IS is written to appear 
as though St. Louis Park agreed to the re-route. As stated above, resolutions have repeatedly 
passed by the city opposing a re-route. In addition the state statute, 383B.81, is quite clear that 
the easement exists for railroad operations but DOES NOT provide any conditions for St. Louis 
Park agreeing to railroad operations, only that the land can be used for that purpose. 

2.3.3.4 Build Alternative Segments: THERE IS A MAJOR FLAW HERE THAT AFFECTS THE 
ENTIRE DEIS. This section outlines the segments of the route to be analyzed throughout the 
DEIS but does so incorrectly. The FRR segment is correctly identified . However, segment "A" 
includes a long portion of track that will NOT BE AFFECTED by a re-route or co-location. It 
incorrectly adds all of the people, lands, buildings, institutions, etc. to the Segment "A" when 
that Section "A" should only include the area between the planned West Lake station and the 
planned Penn Station; the co-location area. The area from the planned Penn Station to the 
Target field station is common to both the FRR segment and Segment A. and effects in that 
area should not be attributed to any segment. 
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CHAPTER 3 SOCIAL EFFECTS: 

1 ~1.1 discusses the area studied~~ The study area is wholly incorrect in regard to the Freight Rail 
Reroute, and the areas chosen for study therefore affect all of the conclusions and render them 
inaccurate. 

The DEIS discusses the area studied to be a % mile radius from the LRT track. However, that % 
mile radius is only applied to the LRT portion, not the FRR portion. The text says "the study area 
has been defined as the area within a one~ half mile radius of the proposed Build Alternatives .... 
and includes the area of the Freight Rail Relocation segment." The % mile area of study does 
indeed include the FRR area, but does not include a% mile radius from the FRR (MN&S tracks) 
Therefore, much of the area that includes people, schools, institutions, and lands that will be 
affected by the re~route are not being tallied as an affected area. 

An argument can actually be made that not only should the FRR track area of study be a % mile 
radius, but in fact because the weight, vibration, noise, etc. are greater for freight trains than 
light rail trains, an even broader area should be studied for the FRR. 

In section 3.1.2.7, the reported MN&S land use is generalized as follows: the largest proportion 

of land use along this segment is at over 40% housing; park and undeveloped over 15%; 
schools about 7%, and industrial/retail/office about 7%. That these figures are generalizations 
("over 40%" and "about 7%") indicates cursory attention to the affected areas. In addition, the 
land use area along the MN&S is not specified. The DEIS does not report the area being 
considered. To illustrate my point, it is stated that the co~location area of consideration is within 
% mile of the track, but there is nothing stated about the distance from the track for the reroute. 

In section 3.1.2.4, the reported land use along the co~located route is far more specific, 
indicating careful study: 19.8% housing; 14.1% parks and open space; 10.7% water; and 
11.3% industrial. 

In spite of the fact that more than 70% of land use along the MN&S directly impacts human 
activity-but only 45.2% of land use surrounding co~location impacts human activity-the DEIS 
claims the reroute is the preferred option. 

It is unacceptable that the decision to move main-line freight to a spur track be made without 
careful, serious study. Hennepin County has not seriously considered the negative impacts on 
community cohesion or safety impacts on residents, school children, and commuters within St. 

Louis Park. The DEIS fails to accurately or objectively report impacts on rerouted freight traffic. 

3.1.8 Summary of Land Use: it's unclear why the 3A-1 is not compatible with existing land use 
and the 3A is when the freight trains currently run on 3A-1. 
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On the same summary under the metric: Consistent with adopted regional and 
local plans, the 3A-1 is listed as Incompatible. This is because the Met Council and others have 
simply planned for freight rail to go away. (See above argument about the choice of the LPA. 

On page 3-15 in the land-use section, the DEIS claims that six separate studies "concluded the 
best option for freight rail operations was to relocate the TC&W freight rail operations to the 
MN&S line" (3-15). However, what is missing in chapter three is a list of these "six separate 
studies." If the DE IS is referring to studies, then there are serious flaws in each "study," 
including the fact that most of them are not true studies at all. The possible studies are listed 
and outlined in the document below: 

Freight Rail Studies 
Freight Rail Realignment Study, TDKA-November 2009 

o Undertaken for Hennepin County after the locally preferred alternative for 
SWLRT was chosen. Needed to support SWLRT locally preferred alternative 

o No engineering took place 

Analysis of co-location of Freight and SWLRT, HDR-August 2009 
o Written for Hennepin County to support what is now the locally preferred option. 
o No engineering took place 

Evaluation of Twin City & Western Railroad (TCWR) routing alternatives. Amphar 
Consulting-November 201 0 

o Co-location and re-route are not discussed in this report. 

Analysis of Freight Raii/LRT Coexistence. RL Banks-November 29, 2010 
o December 3, 2010 - Francis E. Loetterle, lead engineer for RL Banks study 

issued a letter admitting mistakes made in co-location analysis. 
o Study is flawed. 

MN&S/Kenilworth Freight Rail Study, SEH-Februarv 2011 
o Used best-fit engineering -~----~---------~--

o Co-location and re-route possible without taking properties 
o Co-location less costly 

MN&S Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW). MnDOT -issued May 16. 2011 
o Co-location not mentioned in this document 
o December 19, 2011-EAW was vacated. 
o It is no longer a valid document. 

On page 3-22, the HCRRA Staff Report on Freight Rail Relocation (August 2011) is cited as 
evidence that relocation is the preferred option. Yet, when I click on the link, the web page 

cannot be found. 
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In section 3.1.3.1, the DE IS concludes that "re-locating the freight rail activity ... is identified 
most frequently by the plans as being the desired alternative for the SW Transitway" (3-26). 
Further down, the DEIS includes Table 3.1-2 Summary of Local and Regional 
Comprehensive Plans and Studies (3-20 - 3-26) which identifies three plans that make co­
location incompatible, but re-location the desired option. 
The three plans are the Hennepin Transportation Systems Plan (2011 ), the Hennepin County 
Sustainable Development Strategy 2011, and the Minneapolis Parks & Recreation Board 
Comprehensive Plan (2007). 

The link provided for the Hennepin County Transportation Systems Plan (20 11) connects to a 
page that states, ''The webpage cannot be found." Regardless, the fact that the plan was 
published in 2011-AFTER the Environmental Assessment Worksheet was vacated by MNDOT 
because the document couldn't defend its position to reroute freight traffic to the MN&S 
suggests the reroute plan by Hennepin County is biased and invalid. 

The problem of validity is the same for the Hennepin County Sustainable Development Strategy 

2011 . However, this document is problematic for a variety of reasons. The link does not lead 
to a document that clearly states the co-location is incompatible with LRT, nor does it comment 
on rerouting freight from the Kenilworth Corridor to the MN&S at all. The following excerpts 
included below are the only comments in the document that allude to freight traffic: 

Midtown Greenway: this six-mile linear corridor across south Minneapolis, opened in 
phases from 2000- 2006, exemplifies how a multi-use trail through a low- and middle­
income community can create jobs, stabilize property values, foster redevelopment, and 
encourage non-motorized transportation choices while preserving the opportunity for 
future transit. The success of this corridor has been enhanced by the Midtown 
Community Works Partnership, which has provided leadership through its public and 
business partners and resources for implementation. (9) 

Southwest LRT Community Works: This project exemplifies the county's sustainable 
development strategy. The proposed 15-mile, 17 -station Southwest LR.T line, projected-­
to open in 2017, will run from downtown Minneapolis to the region's southwestern 
suburbs. The project has advanced through a decade of feasibility studies, an 
alternatives analysis, and a draft environmental impact statement. A locally preferred 
alternative for the LRT line was selected in spring 2010. The project is expected to 
receive federal approval to enter preliminary engineering in spring 2011. 
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In anticipation of the Southwest LRT project's entry into preliminary engineering, the 
Hennepin County Board established the Southwest LRT Community Works project to 
integrate corridor-wide land use, development, housing, and access planning with the 
LRT line's engineering and design. Southwest LRT Community Works, in collaboration 
with the Metropolitan Council and its Southwest LRT Project Office, will integrate LRT 
engineering and land use planning from the outset of the preliminary engineering 
process. This coordinated work, which also engages the cities and many other 
stakeholders along the corridor, seeks to maximize economic and community benefits of 
public transit investments and stimulate private investment within the corridor. [See box 
for additional information]. (1 0) 

[Box with additional information] ORGANIZATIONAL MODEL 
To achieve the objective of integrating LRT engineering with land use and development 
planning, the county and the Metropolitan Council have jointly developed an innovative 
organizational model with the following features: 
· Multiple organizational linkages between the SW LRT Project and the SW LRT 
Community Works project. including shared business and community advisory 
committees, to advise and inform both the SW LRT and the SW LRT Community Works 
governing bodies. 

· A project office housing both the SW LRT project engineering and Community Works 
staff, including two full time professional staff, an engineer and a planner, charged with 
actively promoting and managing the dialogue between engineering and land use, both 
within the project office and throughout the community. 
· Community meeting rooms and public space for residents to learn about the LRT 
project and review plans for associated development. Residents will also be able to 
submit ideas for consideration, view models of LRT and station area plans, and learn of 
scheduled public meetings and other community engagement opportunities. 

Drawing on Community Works' successful program emphasis on employment 
development, community connections, natural systems, tax base enhancement, and 
public and private investment coordination, the county is updating old and adding new 
programmatic elements. These changes reflect -the connections between housing, -- -
transportation, employment. environment, health, and energy and their emerging 
integration in national public policy, finance, and philanthropy. (11) 

Place matters: While not highly prescriptive, county plans recognize the importance of 
transportation choices, enhanced economic competitiveness, and equitable, affordable 
housing in fostering sustainable communities. (11) 
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Finally, the Minneapolis Parks & Recreation Board Comprehensive Plan (2007) contains one 
brief excerpt included below that mentions transportation corridors, and again, there is no 
mention of freight traffic whatsoever: 

Work with the City of Minneapolis and other entities to identify and support multi-mode 
transportation corridors between parks, with preference given to routes that encourage 
non-motorized linkages between parks. {24) 

Section 3.1.3.1, "Land Use and Comprehensive Planning: Conclusions" states the following: 
"Based on the analysis of local and regional plans and studies, it has been determined 
that ... relocating the freight rail activity from the Kenilworth Corridor to the previously 
planned and existing CP Rail corridor through St. Louis Park (Figure 2.3-2), is identified 
most frequently by the plans as being the desired alternative for the Southwest 
Transitway" (3-26). 

There is no mention in the "plans and studies" listed in the Land Use Chart of the four separate 
resolutions signed by St. Louis Park city councils and two different mayors in the document. 
These resolutions are outlined below. In addition, the St. Louis Park Mission Statement and 
Vision St. Louis Park are not included in the chart, but the visions and mission statements of 
Minneapolis are included. Nowhere in the vision statements of St. Louis Park is there a desire 
for rerouting freight traffic from the CP to the MN&S line. These St. Louis Park plans make 
rerouting freight the incompatible option. 

City Council Resolutions 
St. Louis Park 

o 1996 resolution 96-73-0pposes any re-routing of freight trains in St. Louis Park. 
Signed by Mayor Gail Dorfman (now Hennepin County Commissioner) 

o 2001 resolution 01-120-0pposes re-routing of freight in St. Louis Park, but points 
out that the city is willing to negotiate should the need arise. 

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

~~---~-- - ---·- ·. -~~---·-... - ---·------------- - --- - ~-----· ---- --- --~-~------------- --- ~----

0 2010 resolution 10-071-Reinforced the 2001 resolution asking for proof that no 
other viable option for freight exists 

o 11-058-0pposes the re-routing of freight because the engineering study 
commissioned by the city of St. Louis Park proved there is a viable alternative to the 
proposed re-route. 

Minneapolis- There are no Minneapolis City Council Resolutions opposing freight 
continuing in the Kenilworth Corridor. 
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St. Louis Park did NOT agree to accept the re-route in exchange for the cleanup of a 
superfund site. Below is a link to the statute and an explanation of pertinent passages. 

MINNESOTA STATUTES 2010 3838.81 ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE FUND. 

o SUBD 6, which states that an easement is being granted to St. Louis Park for 
economic development and for rail improvements to replace the 29th St. corridor. 
This can be interpreted to sound like "it w.illreplace the 29th St. corridor and freight 
trains will be re-routed" and that is why the city of St. Louis Park made their 
intentions clear in their resolutions. The resolutions were passed in 2001, 2010 and 
most recently May 2011. 

o Nowhere does it state that this money is conditionally granted upon the land bejng 
used for a re-route. It merely states that the priority for the site is enough right- of­
way for railroad operations to replace the 29th St. corridor 

o SUBD 8, states that the city must approve any work done on the site. 
o The statute is vague as to what the rail improvements would be. If the intent of the 

statute were to absolutely re-route freight trains to the MN&S, it would say so in 
those words. 

o The reality: If this statute meant that SLP accepted the re-route, the county would 
merely move forward and cite this statute: 
https:j jwww.revisor.mn.gov j statutesj?id=3 83 B.81&year=2010&format=pdf 

Missing documents ... 

There are no known documents which support the assertion that the people of 
Minneapolis were promised the freight trains would be removed. 

In 3.1.5.1 "Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics- Segment A," the DEIS states, "in order to 
achieve adequate ROW for placement of the three facilities [existing freight rail, LRT rail, and a 
bike trail], up to 57 town homes would be removed in the area north of the West Lake Station on 
the west side of the corridor and 3 single-family houses would be removed north of Cedar Lark 
Parkway along Burnham Road" (3-34). 
~----~--~--------~---·----- ···-· - .. ----~~---·- · ···-- -- -- ------- ·------

Moving the bike trail is not included as a consideration in this DEIS. Even though the DEIS itself 
cites an additional cost of $123 million to reroute freight traffic, there is no cost analysis or even 
consideration for rerouting a bike trail. In addition, the city of St. Louis Park funded its own 
study regarding the feasibility of co-location when it became clear Hennepin County was not 
going to study the matter seriously, and this study found co-location possible without taking the 
57 town homes. The three houses mentioned in segment A have never been mentioned before, 
so this property take is unclear. 
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The DEIS states that for relocation, "land use is not anticipated to change along the primarily 
residential areas ... because improvements are within the existing corridor" (3-34 ). Failure to 
mention the increased speed (from 10-25 mph), increased grade (to 0.86% ), increased 
vibrations which have not been studied according to this DEIS, and change in freight (from 
construction materials to coal and ethanol) constitutes negligence. This DEIS fails to 
adequately study the very serious impacts on the "primarily residential areas," not to mention 
the five schools within Y2. mile of the MN&S. 

The only mitigation mentioned in section 3.1.7 Mitigation is mitigation for construction. No other 
mitigation is mentioned. A DEIS of this nature should include mitigation for the community 
accepting freight rail regardless of its route. A full list of mitigation items has been submitted as 
a DE IS comment by the City of St. Louis Park 

Figure 3-2.1. In this section, neighborhoods are discussed. Again, a very small radius of area is 
analyzed. The neighborhoods included should be all neighborhoods that where a portion of the 
neighborhood is within Y2. mile of the FRR tracks. 

In section 3.2.2.6, "Neighborhoods and Community Cohesion-Segment A," the DEIS states, 
"Disruption to the community's character [with co-location] is the introduction of additional rail 
facilities, i.e. LRT would be added to existing freight rail operations. With the additional tracks 
using a wider portion of the HCRRA corridor, the potential to alter historic properties and 
characteristics of the neighborhood ... is introduced. The wider corridor with rail operations 
closer to residences and recreation areas decreases the opportunities for community cohesion" 
(3-58). 

The comment that co-location has "the potential to alter historic properties and characteristics of 
the neighborhood" fails to recall the historic fact that as many as 14 tracks once occupied that 
section of the corridor. The historic characteristics of the neighborhood would not be altered at 
all, but rather, restored-slightly-in the form of one additional resurrected rail line. As 
described il1 Minneapolis And The Ageof Railways by Don.-L. Hofsommer (copyrtght 200Sby·-----· .. 

Don L. Hofsommer, Published by the University of Minnesota Press) the Minneapolis & St. 
Louis (M&StL) railroad was operating its line from Minneapolis to Carver, which would have 
passed through what is now the Kenilworth Corridor, as early as 1871 (pages 36 and 37). At 
this time in history the MN&S line did not yet exist. The Kenilworth Corridor, then known as 
Kenwood Yard, continued to be used for mainline freight until the 1980s. The DEIS' description 
of the Kenilworth Corridor as "historic," without consideration of the factual history of the area, 
further demonstrates bias against co-location rather than serious study. 
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3.2.2.6 Discussion of neighborhood Cohesions ASSUMES that the 60 townhomes would need 
taking because of the assumption that the width of the Kenilworth corridor in 1/4 mile section is 
not wide enough for freight and light rail tracks. In fact, moving the bike trail in that same space 
would eliminate such a need. "With the co-location alternative, the largest disruption in 
community cohesion would be the acquisition of 60 housing units" (see Section 3.3). 

There is absolutely no discussion of moving the bike trail instead of taking the 60 homes which 
artificially overstates the costs for co-location. Here is a simple diagram that shows how the 
bike trail can be re-directed which would cost almost nothing since the entire suggested trail is 
already a designated bike trail. 
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In the same section, namely, 3.2.2.6, "Neighborhoods and Community Cohesion-Freight Rail 
Re-Location Segment," the DE IS states, "The level of freight rail service through St. Louis Park 
is not anticipated to change, but would be redistributed to the MN&S Line (Figure 2.3-2). Since 
the MN&S is an active freight rail corridor and the relocation of the TC&W traffic to the MN&S 
would add only a small increase in freight rail traffic, significant impacts to community cohesion 
along the MN&S would not be anticipated" (60}. 
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These statements are flatly incorrect. The relocation of freight will add a significant increase in 
freight traffic through densely populated residential areas with narrow ROW. Rerouted freight 
will pass within Yz mile of five schools-within 75 feet of the St. Louis Park Senior High School. 
In fact, according to the DE IS itself, freight traffic will increase by 788%. 

Furthermore, community cohesion will be profoundly, negatively impacted by the increased 
noise and vibrations due to mile-long coal- and ethanol-carrying trains climbing a grade of .86%, 
maneuvering through three tight curves in which engineer sightlines are limited to as few as 
178 feet. Six at-grade crossings will be blocked simultaneously as the longer rerouted trains 
travel along the MN&S. The MN&S has never serviced unit trains of coal or ethanol, nor have 
the trains been longer than 45 cars. Currently, the MN&S services one, 15-20-car train per day, 
Monday through Friday between 9 a.m. and 6 p.m.-it travels south and returns north once per 
day. The rerouted traffic will send an additional 258 cars per day, and the trains will effectively 
travel seven days a week, twenty-four hours per day. These numbers do not include any 
projected increases in freight traffic. 

This DEIS does not seriously consider the detrimental impact on community cohesion for St. 
Louis Park. It does not include the noise and vibration studies needed for determining real 
impact as well as necessary mitigation; it does not include traffic counts at the six, at-grade 
crossings that will experience prolonged blocking due to the rerouted train; it does not include 
traffic studies that take into account the school bus traffic traveling between the two schools 
bisected by the MN&S-the St. Louis Park Senior High School and Park Spanish Immersion; it 
does not take into account the dangerous freight passing within 100 feet and above grade 
through densely-populated residential areas; and it does not take into account that trains 
carrying hazardous materials, going around tight corners, accelerating hard to climb the steep 
grade, or braking hard to travel down the steep grade, will cross on bridges over Highway 7 and 
Minnetonka Boulevard-two very busy roads-in a compromised position. The rerouted trains 
would ideally cross on bridges over busy highways/roadways going straight; this is not the case 
for the MN&S, and there are no derailment studies included in the DEIS that discuss the 
impacts of this reroute. 
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3.2.2.6 Quotes "a small increase in freight rail traffic, significant impacts to community cohesion 
along the MN&S would not be anticipated." A 788% increase is not small. The average train 
cars a day traveling the MN&S today is 28. The average daily train cars if the re-route would go 
forward would be 253 (per S.E.H. Study, April 2011 commissioned by the City of St. Louis 
Park). It goes on to dismiss other "community cohesion" issues such as: 

A. The added freight rail bisects the high school campus, a high school with over 1300 
students. This is the primary concern of most St. Louis Park residents. The tracks runs 
within 35 feet of the high school parking lot and 75 feet of the building itself. The school's 
main athletic field is across the tracks from the high school. Children need to cross the 
tracks very frequently. An entire analysis of this issue along should be in the DEIS. The 
dangers here are enormous regardless of any planned "whistle quiet" zone. This is 
particularly dangerous because of the curves of the track and the speed and weight of 
the trains to be re-routed. The TC&W has publicly stated, and experts agree, that if a 
child/children are on the tracks for whatever reason, a train WILL NOT BE ABLE TO 
STOP to avoid a tragedy. With today's slower, smaller, lighter traffic on that line, trains 
CAN stop. This is a core issue. 

B. The traffic issues of blocking six at-grade auto/ped crossing including school busses 
entering/exiting the high school and the ripple effect of those issues because our school 
system "cycles" those buses from school to school. 

C. The inherent danger of the longer, faster, heavier freight trains running near hundreds 
of homes, in some places on elevated tracks. 

D. The noise, vibration issues for all residents and schools in the area. 

Ironically, the DEIS states that "moving Freight rail service to the MN&S line will benefit the bus 
transit system by eliminating delays caused by freight rail operations. The removal of freight rail 
service from the Wooddale Avenue and Beltline Boulevard areas of St. Louis Park and the West 
Lake Street area of Minneapolis will make these areas more attractive for 
development/redevelopment, especially for housing" (60). 

If moving freight out of an area will benefit that area, then it is certainly reasonable to assume 
that moving that same freight into another area will cause harm. The DEIS clearly states that 
"community cohesion along the MN&S would not be anticipated" (60). The document itself 
contradicts a fundamental issue that it purports to seriously study. This DEIS does not 
represent a legitimate look at co-location or re-location. It simply documents a wish by county 
officials to move freight traffic from its historical, logical, and safe location to a different, less­
desirable location. 
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In section 3.2.2.7 titled "Summary of Potential Impacts by Build Alternative," the following is 
stated: "LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative) has the potential for adverse community impacts 
because of the conflicts that could result from having an excess of activity confined to an area 
not originally intended for such an intense level of transportation. In this scenario a relatively 
narrow ROW corridor would be forced to accommodate a freight rail line, LRT, and a multi-use 
trail creating an even greater barrier to community cohesion in Segment A" (3-61 ). 

Again, the assertion that the co-location area was "not originally intended for such an intense 
level of transportation" is ludicrous in light of the historical facts. The Kenilworth Corridor (where 
co-location can occur) was originally an intensively used rail route that contained 9 separate rail 
lines at its narrowest point, and 15 lines at its juncture with the BNSF. In fact, the bike trail is 
currently using an old rail bed; this could be used by the LRT line, and safety would not be 
compromised as a result. Additionally, at-grade crossings would not be blocked simultaneously 
with co-location, nor would the freight and LRT pass residential housing above-grade, nor would 
the lines pass five schools within % mile, nor would taxpayers needlessly spend an additional 
$123 million. 

The DE IS also states that "the addition of the Freight Rail Relocation to all of the alternatives 
above would have a positive impact to adjacent neighborhoods or community cohesion because 
removal of freight operations along Segment 4 would eliminate a barrier to community linkages" 
(3-61 ). 

This sentence simply ignores the fact that relocation would profoundly impact community 
cohesion in St. Louis Park. If the train is rerouted, six at-grade crossings will be blocked 
simultaneously by unit trains-cutting off emergency vehicle routes; the St. Louis Park Senior 
High School's campus will be blocked by these same unit trains for 10-15 minutes at a time; the 
school's bus transportation system will be seriously impaired due to the blocked intersection 
between the high school and Park Spanish Immersion; residents will face the introduction of 
noise and vibrations never experienced before (and not studied) in St. Louis Park as a result of 
the intensive grade increase to get the trains from the CP line to the MN&S. There is not one 
single "positive impact to adjacent neighborhoods" along the MN&S, and the DE IS itself fails to 
mention how relocation is-an"improvement:···~-- - - - -~-- ------··--~.~ --~ - --· ·-··· -· ·--
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In Table 3.2-2. "Summary of Neighborhood, Community Services, and Community Cohesion 
Impacts by Build Alternative," co-location is cited as incompatible because "Some 
neighborhoods are concerned about keeping freight rail and some neighborhoods about 
additional freight rail traffic" (3-67). What is missing from this table are the robust concerns that 
St. Louis Park city officials have expressed over a decade in the form of four different 
resolutions. In addition, St. Louis Park residents/neighborhoods have been extremely vocal. 
They have expressed their concerns in the following ways: Over 1500 people signed a petition 
requesting co-location rather than relocation; hundreds of residents attended and spoke at two 
separate listening sessions held by the City Council of St. Louis Park which Gail Dorfman, 
county commissioner, attended. Notably, Ms. Keisha Piehl of 6325 33rd St. West in St. Louis 
Park spoke directly to the question of community cohesion during the April 2012 listening 
session (http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/Comm_Dev/freight_comments.pdf). 

St. Louis Park citizens, city council members, and the mayor attached extensive mitigation 
requests to the EAW before MNDOT vacated the document-much of that EAW is repeated in 
this DEIS, but the city's and residents' requests are not acknowledged; the Project Management 
Team assembled by Hennepin County included residents that represented each of the 
neighborhoods of St. Louis Park, and the representatives repeatedly voiced concerns about the 
engineering plans-those concerns were completely ignored. There are many more ways in 
which St. Louis Park neighborhoods voiced concerns (i.e. letters to the editor in the Minneapolis 
Star Tribune as well as other local newspapers, letters to city, county, state, and federal 
representatives, and so on). These concerns have been consistently ignored by Hennepin 
County officials and continue to be disregarded in this DEIS, but they must be included. 

There is a core analytical flaw in section 3.2.2.8. It compares effects between section FRR and 
section A. However, it is flawed because the effects of segment "A" take into account the area 
north of Kenilworth corridor even though that area will be affected with or without the FRR. 
Therefore, this is not a reasonable conclusion. The conclusions should be drawn only from a 
comparison of the FRR vs. Segment A minus the area north of the point approximately at the 
planned Penn Station. In addition the parkland affected is overstated in the co-location 
alternative because in this portion entire parcels are counted while the actual amount of space 
affected by the freighttrain is nominaL Because the Cedar Lake Park is so large, it appears 
there is a potential large impact even though the actual area impacted is quite small. 

Table 3.6-3. Visual Effects by Segment listed ZERO visual effects for the FRR because the 
actual Re-route is not examined, only the effects of the LRT. Even though it is clear that there 
will be major visual effects by the building of the ramp and the enormous increase of freight 
traffic in the relocation area. 
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3.3.3.3 Relocation plans assume purchasing of all of the town homes on the Kenilworth corridor 
as opposed to moving the bicycle trail. It also arbitrarily assumes the Co-location homes need 
taking but none of the Relocation home needs taking without any apparent analysis of how that 
is determined . i.e; #of feet from the tracks, etc. 

In section 3.4.5.3 titled "Build Alternatives," the DE IS states that "No National Register listed or 
eligible architectural resources have been identified within Segment 3" (3-79) which is the co­
location segment. However, further down this page, the DEIS states that because of "the 
construction of new bridge structures within the historic district[,] the design and footprint of 
these structures may affect the banks of the historic channel and may affect the district's overall 
feeling and setting" (3-79). 

The language on this page suggests a direct contradiction. If there are not nationally registered 
resources in the corridor, why will the "historic channel" be affected? What determines 
"historic"? The language itself demonstrates bias against co-location and helps to explain the 
numerous, puzzling exclusions in the DE IS of the negative impacts related to relocation. 

To be fair, the DEIS does acknowledge the following regarding relocating freight to the MN&S: 

3.4.5.3 Build Alternatives: Freight Rail Relocation Segment 
Architectural properties in Segment FRR, which are listed in or eligible for the National 
Register include two historic districts and two individual properties. See the summary 
table and map for Segment FRR in the tables in the Section 106 Consultation Package 
in Appendix H. 

Potential long-term effects may occur at the following properties: 
• Brownie and Cedar Lakes, including the connecting channel, part of the Grand Rounds 
historic district (potential effects of new track construction on the features and settings of 
lakes and channel) 

Other potential effects to historic properties in Segment FRR relate to potential noise 

issues. 

Three areas with archaeological potential, comprising 3 acres, were identified in the 
Supplemental Archaeological Phase 1A along Segment FRR. Any of these that are 
found eligible could experience impacts from construction. (3-81) 

In spite of the acknowledged impacts to historical resources along the MN&S, the DE IS favors 
rerouting freight rather than co-locating because the "overall feeling and setting" of the 
Kenilworth Corridor may be impacted (3-79). It is not made clear by the DEIS how one 
determines "feeling and setting" or how one even defines these attributes. What is missing from 
this section is commentary on how the "overall feeling and setting" will be negatively impacted 

along the MN&S. 
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In Table 3.5-2: "Potential Direct Impacts to Parkland by Segment," the DEIS states that "no 
permanent impacts (are] anticipated" for the three parks along the reroute, namely Roxbury, 
Keystone, and Dakota (3-94). However, further down, the DEIS states that "construction 
footprints for the Freight Rail Relocation segment have not been developed, so acreage of 
temporary and long-term impacts have not been developed" (3-96). Any statement regarding 
impacts do not reflect reality when "construction footprints for the [FRR] segment have not been 
developed" (3-96). Nothing intelligent can be said about the impacts on these parks when the 
areas have not been studied. 

Not surprisingly, the DEIS reveals that "conceptual engineering indicates that Segment A (co­
location) would have a long term impact on approximately 0.88 acre. This includes a long term 
impact on approximately 0.81 acre in Cedar Lake Park, approximately 0.07 acre in Cedar Lake 
Parkway and approximately 0.01 acre in Lake of the Isles for widening the corridor to 
accommodate the freight rail line" (3-95). It is unclear why the corridor needs to be widened to 
accommodate the freight-rail line when the line already exists in the corridor, but the DEIS does 
not explain this mystery. In addition, as stated earlier, at its narrowest point, the corridor housed 
nine separate rail lines. The bike trail that now parallels the freight line is on the freight ROW; it 
is using an old rail bed. There is no need to widen an already wide corridor. 

3.7 Safety: 
A. No derailment study. merely a mention of "no recent derailments". There was at least 
one derailment on the MN&S within the last 20 years. And there was one derailment just 
two years ago of the actual trains that are to be relocated. 
B. Only two schools are listed as being "nearby" the freight rail reroute. Why is the area 
studied simply "nearby" and not the % mile rule that is used in the rest of the DEIS. If 
that rule was used 6 schools would be listed. Only 2 parks are listed on the FRR using 

the same methodology. In fact, there are more. 
C. At grade safety evaluation looks at HISTORY only when it recaps that no incidents 
have happened. However, this is an incorrect statement because the evaluation does 

not examine the new train traffic that will be realized. 
D. The entire examination of properties list the "dwellings within 50 feet" versus "property _ . ·- · .. ... . 
within 50 feet". It is reasonable to assume that homeowners whose backyards and 
garages are within 50 feet of the tracks will experience a significant safety risk because 
that property is inhabited. 
E. The schools are listed as merely "entities" versus people. Therefore, an incorrect 
comparison is done when considering people impacted. The high school alone contains 
over 1300 students. Other schools contain hundreds of students as well. These numbers 

should be included in safety hazards. 
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CHAPTER 4--ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: 

4.6 Air Quality, pages 66-76 
MN&S Freight Rail Report from Appendix H part 1, pages 109-113 

The conclusion reached in the air quality section excludes important criteria and flawed 
assumptions. The proposed action for the Freight Rail Relocation will result in significant 
increased exposure to a multiple health risk sources and decreased livability for residents. 

Flawed Assumption: The DEIS states that 'freight relocation will not be a net increase in train 
operations but rather a relocation.' This overarching statement fails to consider that the 
relocation of freight is from a highly industrial land use to a high-density residential area with 
park and school facilities. Population density maps indicate that the majority of the area along 
the MN&S Sub is 1000-7500 with pockets of 7500+. In comparison, the area adjacent to the 
Bass Lake Spur has significantly less population density (Attachment Appendix 4 ). 

Flawed Assumption: The relocation of freight is from the Bass Lake Spur with a straight, 
relatively flat track and larger ROW. The MN&S ROW is significantly smaller which means that 
the residents will be in closer contact to the pollution source. 

Missing Information: The grade characteristics of the MN&S Spur will cause an increase in the 
amount of locomotive throttle needed. The necessary connection will introduce gradients that 
are not currently part of operational activities in St Louis Park: Wayzata Subdivision connection 
is 1.2% and Bass Lake Spur connection is 0.86%. TCWR commented on this aspect during the 
MN&S Rall Study EAW: greater grades will result in increased diesel emissions due to the need 
for more horsepower because of the increased grade (Supporting data A, page 4 ). There is no 
assessment for this fact. 

Missing Information: The Freight Rall Re-Route design includes a siding track along the 
Wayzata Subdivision in St Louis Park, Minneapolis. The purpose of this siding to allow for the 
TCWR to wait for access to the shared trackage along Wayzata_ Subdivision, from 
approximately Penn Ave through the Twins Station congestion area. This area is shared with 
BNSF and Metro Transit NorthStar line. There is no discussion of how this idling of the 
locomotives will negatively impact air quality. Furthermore, once the the siding is in place it will 
be possible for not only TC&W trains to use the siding, but also BNSF trains. It is possible that 
the siding could be in use twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, three-hundred-sixty-five 
days a year. There is no discussion about how this very possible increase in idling trains will 
affect air quality. 
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Flawed Assumption: page 4-76. It states that the queuing of vehicles when freight blocks an 
intersection will be similar with or without Freight Rail Reroute and would not impact air quality. 
This statement fails to consider the following: 1. Wooddale and Beltline Blvd are the roads in St 
Louis Park that would have freight removed. However, these intersections will still have 
significant congestion from SWLRT crossing and blockage 2. The re-routing of freight will be to 
an area that has more at-grade crossings (5 vs 2} and within closer proximity of each other. All 
five crossing on the MN&S are within 1.2 miles but the crossing on the Bass Lake Spur are 
approximately one mile apart. Motor vehicles will be idling significantly more while waiting at 
multiple at-grade crossings 3. The close proximity of the at grade crossing on the MN&S will 
have an accumulative impact. Trains of 20 or 50 cars will be block three intersection 
simultaneously. Trains of 80 or 100 cars will block all five intersections simultaneously (MN&S 
Report, Table 5 on page 1 05). 

Inconsistent Statements: Page 4-72. The Freight Rail ReRoute is described as not regionally 
significant according to MnDot definitions. It is therefore not evaluated or accountable to air 
quality conformity, including CAAA requirement and Conformity Rules, 40 C.F.R 93. This 
application of being not significant is contradicted in other areas of the SWLRT DEIS. Including 
the finding in Chapter 1 of the SWLRT-DEIS that there is a "Need to Develop and Maintain a 
Balanced and Economically Competitive Multi modal Freight System "(1-1 0} 

Action requested: The EPA has tightened the fine particulate regulations in December 2012. 
One possible source for soot pollution is diesel emissions which is a possible issue with the 
freight rail relocation. The locomotives that struggle with the increased grade changes will 
release an increased amount of diesel fumes. the air quality section should be revised and 
updated to reflect the tighter regulations. 

Action requested: Halt any decision on the freight issue until further study is completed such 
that the missing information, flawed assumptions, and inconsistent statements can be 
answered. This secondary study needs to have a scope which the city, residents, and railroad 
company can agree on. Once the new studies are complete and the scope is decided, a 
com put~! generated simulation representing all of t~e new!i!'Jdings should be produced._ This ···-· 
simulation will help residents and elected officials who are not engineers understand the 
impacts of the proposed reroute prior to making decisions. 
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4.7.7 Noise Impacts to the Freight Rail Reroute 
Section 4.7.7, pages 99-104 
MN&S Freight Rail Report from Appendix H part 1, pages 114-124 

It is Important to highlight the current existing traffic is during day hours, specifically from 9 a.m. 
to 4 p.m., on a Monday-Friday basis. With this situation, a resident with a traditional 9-5 job 
pattern would have very minimal exposure to the current freight. The proposed action will 
expand the hours of noise impact to 7 AM through evening hours. In addition, the unit trains 
travel during the overnight hours whenever needed for business. Also, the days of service will 
increase to weekend usage with at least 6 days of service, if not everyday. This is sign ificant 
because the current impacts to residents are limited to weekday hours with minimal impact on 
social , fam ily, or neighborhood events. 

It is also important to highlight that the information and hard data used to assess impacts 
SWLRT DEIS is a repurposing of the MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW. The EAW was in appeal 
process with both the City of St Louis Park and a residential group when the document was 
'vacated'. It has been used in the SWLRT DEIS as the hard data, included in the Appendix Has 
a the MN&S Freight Rail Study. It is reasonable to state that the same issues that were being 
appealed with methodology, impact assessment, and environmental act violation exist in the 
SWLRT DEIS. 

Comment on Section 4.7.7 regarding the field study, noise analysis 

There is disagreement with the methodology used in the Noise Section in the MN&S report in 
the appendix. This report is the document used as the field work to evaluate the noise impacts 
for the Freight Rail Reroute in the SWLRT DEIS. The noise analysis is located in the MN&S 
Report on pages 114-124. The noise assessment is both missing important criteria and has 
flawed assumptions within the scope of the field work. 

Missing Information: There is no noise assessment or field data gathered for the existing noise 
along the Bass Line Spur. This data is critical for the full understanding of the existing noise 

... leve·l of the TCWR traffic a-nd how this TeveiOfiiolsecompares .to the noise measurement taken ____ _ 

along the MN&S tracks. 

Missing Information: The Bass Lake Spur to MN&S Spur connection will be a mile long structure 
that has a 0.86% grade change. The noise assessment in the MN&S Report does not discuss or 
evaluate how this new structure will impact noise. TC&W commented to this aspect- specifically 
stating that there will be increased and significant noise due to accelerating locomotives 
struggling to make the increased grades {Supporting data A, page 4 ). In addition, the City of St 
Louis Park Appeal to the MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW stated that the noise section did not 
address the noise created by additional locomotives needed to pull trains up the incline 
(Supporting data B, page 15). 
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Missing Information: The Bass Lake Spur to MN&S connection is a large and significant bridge 
structure with a tight curve. The noise assessment in the MN&S Report does not study or 
consider the impacts to the homes located on southeast corner (east of the MN&S Spur, south 
of the Bass Lake Spur). The residents will have an introduction of noise from a new source due 
to the additional locomotive throttle and curve squeal. 

Missing Information: The MN&S Report and the noise assessment does not consider the grade 
needed to connect from the BNSF Wayzata Subdivision to the MN&S Spur. This is the area of 
the project that is known as the Iron Triangle. It is identified as a 1.2% grade on the MN&S 
Alignment Profile (Attachment Appendix 4). TC&W identified this missing information in their 
comment to the MN&S Freight Rail EAW (Supporting data A, page 4). 

Missing Information: The MN&S Report does not assess the noise impacts to the residential 
homes near the Iron Triangle. The use of the Iron Triangle for the connection from the MN&S 
Spur and the BNSF Wayzata Subdivision includes changing the land use from an inactive to an 
active rail corridor. The adjacent residential homes are located at 50-100ft distance from the 
proposed connection. In addition, this is an introduction of freight noise not current experienced 
by the community. 

Missing Information: The Bass Lake Spur to MN&S Spur connection will include an eight degree 
curve. The field data in the MN&S Report does not evaluate the potential of this curve to be a 
noise source. Again, a comment by TC&W states that "the increased curvature creates 
additional friction, which amplifies the noise emissions including high frequency squealing and 
echoing" (Supporting data A, page 4 ). The City of St Louis Park also included the squealing 
wheel as a noise source in the appeal to the EAW (Supporting data B, page 15). 

Missing information: The MN&S Report does not include assessment on the noise source of the 
stationary crossing signals and bells. It does not assess the noise generated from these 
stationary sources as either a solo intersection or as multiple intersection events. The 
characteristics of the MN&S sub includes 5 at grade crossing within close proximity. It is fact 

_ tha~_multiple crossing~yvii!_I:J~~Iocked__§j_IJ:l_Uitaneously_~jth the re-routed freight causing all 
stationary sources of noise to be generated simultaneously. This characteristic will compound 
noise impact. 

33 

3513



Missing Information: FTA Noise and Vibration Manual, Section 2 3.2.2: It is recommended that 
Lmax be provided in environmental documents to supplement and to help satisfy the full 
disclosure requirement of NEPA. 

o The Lmax was not included in the noise section of the MN&S Report which would 
satisfy full disclosure. 

o FTA Noise and Vibration Manual, Appendix F Computing Maximum Noise Level 
or Lmax for Single Train Passby (Attachment Appendix 4). 

o The net change of Lmax will be significantly increased due to the increase in 
variables from the existing traffic to the proposed traffic. The variables expected 
to increase are speed (1 0 MPH to 25 MPH proposed), Length locos (2 
locomotives current vs 4 locomotives for proposal to re-route) and Length cars 
(average current traffic is 20 cars vs 120 cars in the proposed rerouted 
traffic).This is a significant and important measurement that could be used to 
better understand the change in noise impacts. 

o MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW Brief of Relators Appeal, Jami Ann LaPray, et al 
cites the lack of information on the Lmax as evidence that the noise study is 
inadequate. In detail, the appeal states that the use of Ldn is inadequate 
because it is an average noise level over 24 hours, not reflective of the noise 
impacts that a resident will actually hear (Supporting data C, page 23). 

Flawed assumption: The noise section assumes that the re-routed freight will be able to travel at 
25 MPH without consideration of the grade change of both the current M N&S profile and the 
new constructed interconnect structure. 

Flawed assumption, improper analysis: The noise assessment was done with the current MN&S 
freight which has 2 locomotives and 10-30 cars. The freight traffic that will be rerouted will have 
trains that have up to 4 locomotives and 120 car length and it is projected to be a 788% 
increase as compared to the current freight. The noise assessment in the MN&S Report uses 
the current freight noise without consideration that the train profile will change, the amount of 
time of exposure to the noise will increase due to more trains per day with expanded hours of 
operation, and the duration per pass by will increase. 

Missing information, improper analysis: Table 11 on the MN&S Report has a list of properties 
that are expected to have severe noise impacts. The distance to the impacted sites vary from 80 
to 355 feet, with 273 out of the 327 total sites within 120ft. In general, this analysis is improper 
because the impacts to the LRT sections are discussed as within half mile. The greatest 
distance discussed for freight is 355ft so the methodology for noise impact is not equally 
applied. Specifically, it is highly probable that expanding the impact footprint will increase the 
numbers for both moderate and severe impacts. Therefore, the number of sites with impacts is 
grossly underestimated. 
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Flawed assumption: There are currently no trains on the MN&S during night hours. The 
proposed re-routed freight will include unit trains at night. This is briefly discussed in the noise 
analysis but it was minimized and not properly described as a significant negative impact. The 
City of St Louis Park appeal asked that this noise source be considered a severe impact 
(Supporting data B, page 15). 

Flawed assumption: The noise impact section for the FRR section describes that all severe 
noise impacts are a result of the train whistle at at-grade intersections. It is also a flawed 
assumption to state that a quiet zone will eliminate all severe noise impacts. Page 4-101. The 
assertion is not correct because the noise assessment within the MN&S Rail Report is missing 
data as described above. 

Table 4.7-13 MN&S Relocation Noise Impacts: This table describes that there would be 
moderate noise impacts at 95 sites and severe noise impacts at 75 sites. This data is grossly 
underestimated. It is not possible to understand or evaluate the impacts because the field work 
and assessment had missing data and flawed assumptions as described above. 

Figure 4.7.2- The figure does not include the noise sites for the Freight Rail Reroute. This is 
missing information and should be considered as an argument that the project proposer has not 
studied all sections equally or with due diligence. 

Comments on the mitigation proposed for noise impacts 

Federal guidelines: 
FTA Noise and Vibration Manual2 Section 3.2.4- Mitigation policy considerations--Before 
approving a construction grant--FTA must make a finding that ... ii the preservation and 
enhancement of the environment and the interest of the community in which a project is located 
were considered and iii no adverse environmental effect is likely to result from the project or no 
feasible and prudent alternative to the effect exist and all reasonable steps have been take to 
minimize the effect. 

---·------ - - ····· ·· ·-·-- ·-··· ·- · - --·-- - - --·--- ·· ·-·- ······-···--·-- -· 
Reasonable steps have not been taken to minimize the effect. The only mitigation for noise is a 
Quiet Zone but after this mitigation, the level of noise impact is still moderate. Assuming that the 
assessment is valid and complete. 

The noise mitigation section of the manual (section 3.2.5) state that moderate level noise should 
be further mitigated under certain circumstances/factors. There is a compelling argument for 
mitigation when a. large number of noise sensitive site affected b. net increase over existing 
noise levels c. community views. The NEPA compliance process provides the framework for 
hearing community concerns and then making a good faith effort to address these concerns. 
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The Freight Rail Relocation is within a high density residential community and within half mile of 
5 schools. The MN&S tracks have a narrow Right of Way with many adjacent residential parcels 
at 50-100ft. It is within reason to state and request that further mitigation should be part of this 
SWLRT DEIS due to FTA noise and vibration manual description (section 3.2.5). 

A Quiet Zone is described as reasonable mitigation for the noise impacts for the FRR section. A 
quiet zone evaluation is done with the FRA, MNDot, and Rail companies. The evaluation of the 
possible improvements needed are based on vehicle traffic traditionally. In fact, the rules on 
how pedestrians and pedestrian safety should be treated is not clear. It is improper to consider 
and/or a design a quiet zone in FRR without proper weight on the high pedestrian use of the St 
Louis Park High School area. In addition, it is critical to note that the traffic analysis within the 
MN&S Report includes no data on pedestrian or bike traffic for the FRR section. The residents 
and communities requested this additional count information but were repeatedly ignored during 
the PMT meeting on the MN&S Study. 

The real life situation is that the school is bookended by two blind curves, making it impossible 
for a rail conductor to view a dangerous situation in time to divert a disaster. The conductor has 
the right to blow their horn in situation that are considered hazardous, regardless of a quiet zone 
status. The characteristics of the MN&S have innate conditions with close populations of 
students, division of a school campus, and blind curves. It should be factored in the noise 
analysis that the railroad companies will continue to use whistles. 

The proposal for a Quiet Zone was also included in the MN&S Freight Rail EAW. Both the 
Canadian Pacific Railway and TC&W Railroad commented in a negative manner during the 
comment phase. CP stated "designing and constructing the improvements needed for FRA 
requirements may be difficult- especially considering the site and geometries of the corridor." 
Supporting document d. The comment by TC&W was that they "have safety concerns due to a 
number of factors: 1. increase in train size, speed, and frequency: 2. proximity to schools, 
businesses, and residential and 3. an increased number of at grade crossings" (Supporting 
document A, page 5). 

-Action requested: Ha!fany decisio·n-onffie-frelgnl1ssue·unliffur111E!r-stuaYTs-completeasu-cn--···--··· 

that the missing information, flawed assumptions can be answered. This secondary study needs 
to have a scope which the city, residents, and railroad company can agree on. Once the new 
studies are complete and the scope is decided, a computer generated simulation representing 
all of the new findings should be produced. This simulation will help residents and elected 
officials who are not engineers understand the impacts of the proposed reroute prior to making 
decisions. 

Action requested: SWLRT DE IS should include a diagram, discussion, and specifics of the quiet 
zone designs proposed. This is necessary prior to a decision on the freight issue in order to 
understand if a Quiet Zone is even feasible or realistic for the FRR. 
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Action requested: SWLRT DE IS should include a full list of mitigation that could be considered 
for both moderate and severe noise impacts for the FRR. 

Action requested: SWLRT DE IS should include mitigation option if the implementation of a quiet 
zone is not plausible. 

Action requested: The project management for the SWLRT should engage and include the EPA 
in the discussion of the noise impacts to the FRR. It should act in accordance to the Noise 
Control Act (1972) Pub.L. 92-574 (sec. 1 ). "The Congress declares that it is the policy of the 
United States to promote an environment for all Americans free from noise that jeopardizes their 
health or welfare." This interaction should include all stakeholders, including the City of StLouis 
Park, operating rail companies, and impacted residential groups. 

Action requested: The project management should include consideration of the legal precedents 
for noise impacts and inverse condemnation. Alevizos et al. v. Metropolitan Airport Commission 
no 42871 on March 15, 1974 is an example. In this case: Inverse condemnation is described as 
"direct and substantial invasion of property rights of such a magnitude that the owner of the 
property is deprived of its practical enjoyment and it would be manifestly unfair to the owner to 
sustain thereby a definite and measurable loss in market value which the property-owning public 
in general does not suffer. To justify an award of damages, these invasions of property rights 
must be repeated, aggravated, must not be of an occasional nature, and there must be a 
reasonable probability that they will be continued into the future." Although the noise source in 
this lawsuit was airport based, it is reasonable to use the same guiding principles for the Freight 
Rail Re-Route section. The FRR, if implemented, is an introduction of a transit method which 
will have significant impacts to the communities. 
source:http://airportnoiselaw.org/cases/alevizo1.html 
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4.8.4 Vibration Impacts to the MN&S Freight Rail Relocation, page 117 

MN&S Freight Rail Report from Appendix H part 1, pages 124-130 

It is important to highlight the current existing traffic is during day hours, specifically from 9AM to 
4PM, on a Monday-Friday basis. With this situation, a resident with a traditional 9-5 job pattern 

would have very minimal exposure to the current freight. The proposed action will expand the 

hours of noise impact to ?AM through evening hours. In addition, the unit trains travel during the 
overnight hours whenever needed for business. Also, the days of service will increase to 7 day 
per week. This is significant because the current impacts to residents are limited to weekday 

hours with minimal impact on social, family, or neighborhood events. The neighborhoods were 

developed around a secondary infrequently used track. The re-routed freight will increase the 
tracks to a moderate use freight line. 

It is also important to highlight that the information and hard data used to assess impacts 

SWLRT DE IS is a repurposing of the MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW. The EAW was in appeal 
process with both the City of St Louis Park and a residential group when the document was 

'vacated'. It has been used in the SWLRT DEIS as the hard data, included in the Appendix H as 

a the MN&S Freight Rail Study. It is reasonable to state that the same issues that were being 

appealed with methodology, impact assessment, and environmental act violation exist in the 
SWLRT DEIS. 

There is disagreement with the methodology used in the Vibration Section in the MN&S report in 
the appendix. This report is the document used as the field work to evaluate the vibration 
impacts for the Freight Rail Reroute in the SWLRT DEIS. The assessment is both missing 

important criteria, improper analysis, and flawed assumptions within the scope of the field work. 

Missing Information: There is no vibration assessment or field data gathered for the existing 
vibration along the Bass Line Spur. This data is critical for the full understanding of the existing 

vibration level of the TCWR traffic and how this level of noise compares to the vibration 

measurement taken along the MN&S tracks. TC&W commented on this missing information 
during the comment phase for the MN&S Rail Study EAW (Supporting document A, page 4). 

Missing Information: The Bass Lake Spur to MN&S Spur connection will be a mile long structure 

that has a 0.86% grade change. The vibration assessment in the MN&S Report does not 
discuss or evaluate how this new structure will impact vibration. 

Missing Information: The Bass Lake Spur to MN&S connection is a large and significant bridge 
structure with a tight curve. The vibration assessment in the MN&S Report does not study or 

consider the impacts to the homes located on southeast corner (east of the MN&S Spur, south 

of the Bass Lake Spur). The residents will have an introduction of vibration from a new source 
which is missing for the scoping of the field study. 
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Missing Information: The MN&S Report and the vibration assessment does not consider the 
grade needed to connect from the BNSF Wayzata Subdivision to the MN&S Spur. This is the 
area of the project that is known as the Iron Triangle. It is identified as a 1.2% grade on the 
MN&S Alignment Profile (Attachment Appendix 4 ). 

Improper analysis: The same impact guidelines were not used in the vibration impacts for the 
LRT and the Freight Relocation. For the MN&S Report, the locomotive events were considered 
infrequent and the rail car events was considered occasional. Appendix H, page 127. For the 
vibration impacts on the alternatives, the SWLRT DEIS describes the locomotive events to be 
infrequent also but the rail car events was described as heavy. Page 4-107, 108. The distance 
for heavy, frequent impacts are at distances of 150 ft. The DEIS statement and the MN&S 
Report statement do not support each other, conflicting data presented. In addition, the only 
impacts discussed was at 40 ft but the proper distance should be 150 ft. This improperly 
underestimates the number of sites which would have vibration impacts. 

Missing information: The MN&S Report does not include any information on the proximity of the 
MN&S tracks to structures at adjacent parcels. The MN&S Report also does not discuss how 
the building of the connection in the Iron Triangle will introduce a vibration source to the 
adjacent residents. 

Improper analysis: The field work and vibration measurements were established with two train 
passages: both with two locomotives, one with 6 cars and the other with 11 cars. The existing 
freight conditions on the MN&S are described in the MN&S Report as 2 locomotives, 10-30 
cars. Based on this, the vibration measurements were taken with either below or at the low end 
of the current vibration conditions. It is improper to consider these measurement as 
representative of the existing vibration. 

Improper analysis: The vibration impacts to the Freight Rail Relocation was evaluated with the 
current freight traffic. This is improper because the re-routed freight will be significantly different: 
increased locomotives from 2 to 4, increased rail cars from 20 to 120, increased of speed from 
10 MPH to 25 MPH. The result of this error will be that the vibration impacts will not be accurate. 

• - - -·- · - · · - ·--~ - -+ • 

The City of StLouis Park commented on this in the appeal to the MN&S Freight Rail Study 
EAW: vibration analysis doesn't accurately reflect existing and proposed rail operations 
because the field work is based on existing short train (Supporting data 8, page 16). 

Improper analysis: An independent vibration study was done by a Lake Street business owner 
during the MN&S Freight Rail Study (Attachment Appendix 4). With consideration of the 
independent study, the vibration information within the SWLRT DEIS and the MN&S Report are 
improper due to 1. Measurements within the building were 84 VdB. According to the MN&S Rail 
Study, impacts for category 2 is 72 VdB for frequent events. The impacts specs for frequent 
events in category 3 is 75 VdB. The conclusion in the independent study is that vibration 
currently exceeds federal guidelines. 2. the independent measurements were taken within a 24 
second time frame. The proposal to re-route traffic is expected to travel past a fixed point for 10 
minutes. 3. The independent measurements were taken within a brick construction structure. In 
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comparison, vibrations have increased impacts within 'soft' construction which is typical of 
residential house construction. It Is reasonable to state that the vibration within an adjacent 
residential structure would be greater at the same distance. 4. Note: The independent study was 
conducted on April 13, 2011 . The MN&S Study measurements were taken in February 2011 
during a year with record snow accumulations. It is possible that the MN&S Report Field study is 
improper because weather and normal winter ground conditions allowed for an erroneous low 
measurement. The MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW Brief of Relators Appeal, Jami Ann LaPray .... 
appealed on the independent study and the failure of the project management for the MN&S 
Report to address inconsistencies between the two field studies {Supporting data C, page 26). 

Improper Analysis: The MN&S Report discusses the vibration impacts based on the vibration 
levels needed for property damage. It fails to discuss the level of vibration considered for human 
annoyance. The MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW Brief of Relators Appeal, Jami Ann LaPray .... 
appealed on this omission (Supporting data C, page 27). 

Action requested: Halt any decis ion on the freight issue until further study is completed such 
that the missing Information, flawed assumptions can be answered. This secondary study needs 
to have a scope which the city , residents, and railroad company can agree on. Once the new 
studies are complete and the scope is decided, a computer generated simulation representing 
all of the new findings should be produced. This simulation will help residents and elected 
officials who are not engineers understand the impacts of the proposed reroute prior to making 
decisions. 

Action requested: the FT A noise and vibration manual points out that vibration control measures 
developed for rail transit systems are not effective for freight trains. Consideration of this 
information should be weighted within the discussion of impacts. 

Action requested : SWLRT EIS should include a full list of mitigation that could be considered for 
both moderate and severe vibration impacts for the FRR. 

4.9 Hazardous and Contaminated Material page 119-130 

Missing information: Table 4.9-1 has sites listed for the Freight Rail Reroute section . Diagram 
4.9-3 to 4.9-5 has the FRR located on the diagram but the sites are not diagrammed as 
expected. It is not possible to evaluate the impacts of hazardous material without knowing 
where the sites are located. Therefore, it is not possible to comment effectively 
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Missing information: Page 4-127. There is a brief description of the Golden Auto Site. The 
comments by Canadian Pacific during the MN&S Freight Rail EAW should be considered: Due 
to the possibility of disturbing contaminates at the Golden Auto National Lead Site, it is unlikely 
that CP would be interested in taking responsibility for construction or ownership of the new 
connection between the Bass Lake Spur and the MN&S. The City Of St Louis Park also 
documented concerns on this site in their appeal to the EAW: The proposed interconnect 
structure will be constructed between city maintained wells near the Golden Auto site that may 
be impacted by construction or vibration {Supporting data B, page 20). 

Missing information: Highway 7 and Wooddale Ave Vapor Intrusion site is located on the Freight 
Rail Reroute section. The SWLRT DEIS does not describe this MPCA, EPA site in the 
Hazardous Material section or analyze how the introduction of longer, heavier trains with 
increased vibration will impact the pollution potential. 

Improper Analysis: Table 4.9-6 lists Short Term Construction Costs of Hazmat/Contaminated 
Sites. It is improper for the cost of the FRR to be added to alternative 3C-1, 3C-2. Both of these 
routes have the LRT traveling in the Midtown Corridor which makes it possible for the freight to 
remain in the Kenilworth Corridor. 

Missing information: The SWLRT DEIS fails to analyze the long term costs. In detail, the long 
term expense of building the Bass Lake Spur to MN&S Spur connection on contaminated soil or 
the Golden Auto National Lead site. 

Action requested: Halt any decision on the freight issue until further study is completed such 
that the missing information, flawed assumptions can be answered. This secondary study needs 
to have a scope which the city, residents, and railroad company can agree on. Once the new 
studies are complete and the scope is decided, a computer generated simulation representing 
all of the new findings should be produced. This simulation will help residents and elected 
officials who are not engineers understand the impacts of the proposed re-route prior to making 
decisions. 
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CHAPTER 5- ECONOMIC EFFECTS: 

5.0 Economic Effects: 

On September 2, 2011 the FTA mandated that the proposed freight rail reroute from the Bass 
Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur must be added to the SWLRT -DEIS (Letter from Marisol Simon, 
FTA to Susan Haigh, Met Council Safe in the Park- Chapter 5 Appendix- Document 1) 

Because of this mandate addition of the proposed re-route must be included in the "study area" 
in a regular and consistent basis. Unfortunately, the inclusion of the proposed reroute in the 
analysis of this section is inconsistent. The inconsistency of the inclusion of the proposed re­
route leads to inconsistent and incorrect conclusion about the cost of the SWLRT. 

5.1 · Economic Conditions 

Section 5.1 does not present any analysis, it is just cheerleading. Broad generalizations are 
made without substantiation. Terms such as "study area, market reaction and earning and 
output" are used, but the study area is not defined, which market is reacting is unclear and how 
earnings and output are determined is not explained (5-1). 

In the last paragraph of this section the names of the resources used to determine output, 
earning and employment are given, but no links are supplied for reference. Furthermore, not 
only does the source used for the analysis of multipliers is the 1997 Benchmark Input-Output 
Table, not have a link, but it will also be over 20 years old by the time the SWLRT is complete 
(5-2). It seems irresponsible to base the cost of a multi-billion dollar project on decades old 
data. 

Without links or data tables in the Appendix of the SWLRT-DEIS it is difficult if not impossible for 
the average resident to make substantive comments about the data tables in this sections. Due 
to the November 26, 2012 revelation (Correction Letter from HDR and updated table Safe in the 

-~~r~ : 9J_~pt~_r_-~-~_pp_endix- Document 2) about "typos" the need forr.~!~r.~_nc.e materials is all the 
more important. 

5.1.1 • Output, Earnings and Employment Effects from Capital expenditures 

Capital cost estimates/constructions values are presented in year of expenditure (YOE) dollars. 
However, the year actually used for analysis in this document is not shared. Also, the YOE 
must change since the construction of the SWLRT will cover more than one year. Without hard 
data and a moving YOE substantive comment is impossible creating an analysis that is opaque 
and not transparent. 
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Table 5.1-1 -Summary of Capital Cost (in YOE dollars) by Build Alternative 

The re-routing of freight trains from one area to another is not unique to St. Louis Park. Train 
rerouting has occurred throughout the United States, Canada and Western Europe. Multiple 
studies about the impacts of such re-routes exist. One item that consistently appears in all the 
studies (Property Valuation Articles and summary - Safety in the Park · Chapter 5 Appendix­
Documents 3-8) is the negative impact of the re-routed freight trains on the community that is 
forced to accept the trains. Although the negative impacts on small business and the loss of 
property value in these cases can't be called a capital cost, the negative impacts are costs 
nonetheless. 

Because the table 5.1-1 does not include the loss of property value and loss of small business 
revenue in the re-route area of LRT 3A (LPA- Re-Route) the true cost of LRT 3A (LPA- Re­
Route) route and how it compares to the other LPA routes is not known (5-3}. 

5.1.1.2 Funding Sources 

As with section 5.1 the names of the reference sources are given, but no links or actual data 
tables are provided. This lack of information puts the average resident who does not have a 
paid staff to help with their SWL T-DEIS comment at a disadvantage. Despite or perhaps 
because of the disadvantage, questions about the conclusions arise and are as follows:. 

• Final demand earnings--Are these earnings adjusted or disappear if a construction 
company or engineering firm from outside the Minneapolis-St.Paui-Bioomington 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) is chosen? 

• The state participation dollars are considered "new" dollars, but the MSA is the biggest 
funding source for the state, so are they truly "new" dollars? 

• When the number of jobs and earnings are calculated are the jobs lost to business takes 
or floundering small businesses in the study area figured into the final numbers? 

5.2.1 Land Use 

5.2.1.3 - It is unclear from the text of this section if the land use in the re-route area along the 
MN&S is included in the pecentages given. If not, why not? 
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5.2.2 and 5.2.3 Short Term Effects and Mitigation 

Although the titles of Table 5.2-2 and 5.2-3 include the words "Station Area" the text of 5.2.2 and 
5.2.3 state that the tables will explain the short term effects and needed mitigation for the entire 
alignment of each LRT route (5-4 and 5-5). The text in each table also refers to the entire 
alignment of the LRT routes with the exception of the LRT 3A (LPA-reroute.) Because the 
MN&S Spur area is part of the LRT 3A (LPA-re-route) alignment it must be included in the 
analysis of the short term effects and needed mitigation . If the re-route portion of the LRT 3A 
(LPA-reroute) is not in the included in the analysis, the conclusion drawn will be incorrect. 

The re-route are of LRT 3A (LPA-re-route) appear to have been left out of the tables 5.2-2 and 
5.2-3. Below are comments about short term effects and mitigation that need to be added to 
LRT 3A (LPA re-route) so it can be compared equally to the other LRT routes. 

Table 5.5-2 -Short Term Effects 

• Environmental Metric: Access Circulation - LRT 3A (LPA-reroute) High 
o Potential impacts to the CP along the MN&S Spur during construction of the new 

tracks eight feet east of the current track alignment. During regular track 
maintenance during the summer of 2012 there were anomalies in rail service. 

o Potential to impact access to homeowners whose properties are properties abut 
the MN&S. 

• Environmental Metric: Traffic- LRT 3A (LPA reroute) Medium-High 
o During construction temporary closures of at-grade crossings. Depending on the 

crossing that are closed and the duration of the closings there could be impacts 
to small businesses and access by emergency vehicles to homes. 

o The building of the new rail bridge over TH 7 will cause service interruptions to 
the CP. The rail companies commented in the EAW about service delays that 
could be a month or more during MN&S track reconstruction. 
http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key documents 

• Proposed Mitigation for Short-term Effects- LRT 3A (LPA-re-route) -Besides listed 
construction mitigation will the CP need a temporary bridge over TH7 or temporary 
trackage while a new berm is built and new trackage laid? 
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5.2.4 Long-Term Effects 

Although the title of Table 5.2-4 includes the words "Station Area" the text of 5.2.4 states that 
the table will explain the long effects and needed mitigation for the entire alignment of each LRT 
route (5-8). The text in the table also refers to the entire alignment of the LRT routes with the 
exception of the LRT 3A(LPA reroute.) Because the MN&S Spur area is part of the LRT 3A 
(LPA reroute) alignment it must be included in the analysis of the long-term effects. If there­
route portion of the LRT 3A (LPA-reroute) is not in the included in the analysis, the conclusion 
drawn will be incorrect. 

Table 5.2-4 - Long Term Effects - Environmental Metrics 

• Environmental Metric: Consistency with Land Use Plans 
o LRT 3A (LPA- re-route) 

• Inconsistent with city vision which does not mention as desire for the 
freight rail to be moved from the Bass Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur 
http://www.stlouispark.org/vision-st-louis-park/about-vision-st-louis­
park.html?zoom highlight=vision 

• Multiple St. Louis Park City resolutions that state the re-routing of freight 
is unacceptable (1996--City of St. Louis Park Resolution - 96-73 (Safety 
in the Park Chapter 1 Appendix- Document 1) 2001 City of St. Louis Park 
Resolution- 01-120 (Safety in the Park Chapter 1 Appendix- Document 2) 
2010 City of St. Louis Park Resolution- 10-070 
http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/freight rail.pdf 2011 City of St. 
Louis Park Resolution 11-058 
http:/ fwww .stlou is park. org/webfi les/fi le/comm u n ity-dev/5-31-
11 resolution relating to freight activity in slp.pdf) 

o LRT 3A-1 (LPA- Co-location) 
• The Minneapolis and Hennepin County Land Use plans do not predate 

. . ·- ... .. . . .. .......... ... ... _1he St. Louis Park City_resolution~uejegting1.hE:lJrrugbt!Ellr~rQl!~ ... . .. __ 
• SEH Plan safer and less costly than Re-route 

(http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/techmemo 4.pdf. 
• Issues with transit-oriented development are surmountable. The 

Cleveland trains pages 41 to 43 in the common corridors document 
clearly demonstrates feasibility and safety of running lrt and freight at 
grade, at high speeds, and without safety fences. Nearly 50 years without 
incident in this co-location corridor 

http://www.fra.dot.gov/downloads/research/ord0316.pdf 
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• Environmental Metric: Displacement Parking/Access Regulations 
o LRT 3A (LPA- re-route) 

• Small Businesses in the re-route area are likely to experience negative 
impacts caused by blocked intersections, noise and vibration due to re­
routed freight trains 

• Schools in the re-route area are likely to experience access issues due to 
longer more frequent freight trains 

o LRT 3A-1 (LPA- Co-location) -Access issues are in the co-location area are 
similar to the access issues faced at Blake Rd. and on the proposed Bottineau 
Line. All are surmountable. 

• Environmental Metric: Developmental Potential 
o LRT 3A (LPA- re-route) -

• Potential development for Lake Street small businesses will be negatively 
impacted 

• Potential for homeowners to take part in St. Louis Park City Plans to 
upgrade their homes will be impacted by the negative implications of 
increased freight traffic on property values 
(http://www.stlouispark.org/remodeling-incentives.html) 

o LRT 3A-1 (LPA- Co-location)- No changes needed to text 

5.2.5 Mitigation 

The statement in section 5.2.5.3 "All Build Alternatives are anticipated to have some degree of 
positive effect on development potential for the local community and region . No mitigation is 
required" (5-22) might be true for the alignment areas near the SWLRT, but it is completely 
untrue about the alignment portion of LRT 3A (LPA- re-route) that includes the re-route. There 
are no benefits from the SWLRT that are great enough to override the negative impacts of the 
re-route. 
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CHAPTER 6 -TRANSPORTATION EFFECTS: 

Section 6.2 Effects on Roadways 
Table 6.2-1 lists all of the Build Alternatives which all include the FRR with the exception of 3A-
1. All of these alternatives should be re-evaluated to determine whether the re-route is 
necessary or that extended co-location of light rail and freight rail can continue east of the MNS 
crossing. 

6.2.2 Long-Term Effects 
6.2.2.2 Physical Modifications to Existing Roadways 
Missing are modifications for the Freight Rail Re-Route at grade crossings. No evaluation for 
circulation patterns for the proposed closing of 29th street. Evaluation of impacts of the 
proposed Whistle Quiet Zones at the MNS/Library Lane/Lake Street intersection and Dakota 
Ave are also missing. This section requires further study. 

6.2.2.3 Operational Impacts at Intersections 
According to the criteria for selecting crossings for evaluation, the second criteria is 
"Intersections where a signal, roundabout, or stop sign controlling the roadway crossing the 
tracks was located within 600 feet of the LRT crossing." MNS crossings at Walker Street, 
Library Lane, and Dakota all fall into this category and require LOS analysis. Additionally it 
should be noted that the Lake Street crossing lies within 600 feet of State Highway 7. A more 
thorough evaluation of the roadways in the vicinity of the MN&S tracks is clearly required. 
Cedar Lake Road??? 

Missing are factors for growth both for vehicle traffic and freight train traffic with regard to traffic 
impacts on the Freight Rail Re-route on the MN&S track at-grade crossings. 

On page 6-38, in the queuing analysis for the freight rail re-route, the analysis of traffic delays 
refer to the afternoon school bus crossing at Library lane/Lake St. The delay was stated to be 
3-4 minutes and involved queuing of 2 to 6 vehicles. We conducted our own traffic count over 

~Jb~~ ~9Ql.JI~~ 91_ thr~!:!-~d a y_§Jhj§ fa l L<m9 .m~clt3~ _th ~~ foJI9.Wl11 g gl:>~~~ rv~!i Qll :_ ~· · -~---·~- _ _ ~--·-- ..... ~-· 
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DEIS Survey Tue, 12/4/12 Wed, 12/5/12 Thu, 12/6/12 

Blockage Time mm:ss) 03:00-04:00 02:01 02:09 02:18 

Eastbound Lake St 6 9 6 10 

Westbound Lake St 2 11 8 9 

Southbound Library Ln 4 3 2 1 

A brief interview with the police officer who routinely conducted the traffic stoppage stated that 
the traffic we observed was typical and that occasionally the eastbound Lake St. traffic backs up 
past Walker St. Extrapolating our counts using the train blockage times listed in the DEIS for 
the FRR we calculate queues greater than 120 cars (12.5 minutes worst case scenario) may be 
possible. The discrepancy noted in these observations warrant further study using accurate 
measurement tools and growth factors for both the vehicle and freight train traffic. 

The evaluation using the school bus scenario explained on page 6-38 also completely misses 
the opportunity to analyze the effect a 12.5 minute delay would have on the afternoon school 
bus traffic between PSI and the High School. Delays of this magnitude would severely delay 
and complicate the scheduled bus movements for the rest of the afternoon. A thorough 
evaluation of both the morning and afternoon school bus traffic is needed to fully determine the 
impacts to the schools and community. 

On page 6-39 during the analysis of Segment A of 3A-1 Alternative a 20 year growth factor of 
1.12 were applied to the vehicle counts. This is not comparable to the method used on the FRR 
segment. 

.. ~ect!Q.IJ..~ .2.4 Mitig~!iQn__ _ _ _____ ___ __ __ _ ____ _ _ _ ____ . _ _ _ ______ . _____________ __ __ __ __ _ __ 
The DEIS suggest the addition of street signage warning motorists of an approaching train to 
grade separated crossings. The plural on crossings is interesting because to our knowledge no 
additional grade separated crossings on the MN&S are proposed so only the current 
Minnetonka Blvd crossing would apply. The placement of these signs would be problematic in 
that they would need to be far from the affected sites in some cases and have no direct bearing 
on the local situation. For example, signs indicating train traffic for westbound Lake St traffic 
would need to be located at Hwy 100 in order to re-direct them onto Minnetonka Blvd. These 
signs would also have the unintended consequence of putting drivers unfamiliar w ith the 
neighborhood on local streets. 
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6.3 Effects on Other Transportation Facilities and Services 
6.3.1 Existing Facilities 
6.3.1.2 Freight Rail Operations 
This section has a discussion of the current freight traffic on the four active rail lines In the study 
area . Due to the longevity of the decision being made regarding freight rail traffic, any 
evaluation that does not include predicted future growth of freight and /or commuter rail 
operations on both the MN&S and Kenilworth configurations seems very short sighted. 

Section 6.3.1.4 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
The bicycle and pedestrian trails are referred to as "interim-use trails." Alignments of the LRT 
and Freight rail tracks in the Kenilworth corridor should be considered with additional co-located 
configurations and alternate locations of the bicycle and pedestrian trails. 

6.3.2 Long-Term Effects 
6.3.2.2, Freight Rail Operations 
Discussion of the freight rail track bed in the Bass Lake Spur corridor for the co-location 
alternative fails to recognize that these improvements would be necessary regardless of which 
alternative is used. Unless a southern interconnect to the MN&S is built and the Skunk Hollow 
switching wye is removed these tracks will be necessary to facilitate the use of the wye. This 
would include the bridge over Hwy 100. This cost must be included in the estimates for either 
the 3A or the 3A-1 alternatives. 
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CHAPTER 7- SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION: 

7.0 Section 4(f) Evaluation 
Chapter 7.0 of the SWLRT DE IS includes an analysis of the potential use of federally protected 
properties for the various proposed routes of the project. This response specifically relates to 

Section 4(f) impacts to routes 3-A (LPA) and 3A-1 (co-location); the remaining routes are not 
included as a part of this comment. The comment is organized by route, using 3A as a basis for 
comparison. This comment surfaces omissions, inconsistencies, and route alternatives not 
included in the DEIS, but that must be addressed in further analysis by the design team and 
included in the subsequent FEIS. 

Before analyzing and comparing Section 4(f) impacts to routes 3A and 3A-1, it is important to 
make clear that the bike and pedestrian trails currently within the HCRRA ROW are not 

protected via Section 4(f) rules and guidelines as stated in Section 7.4 on page 7-6 of the DEIS: 
" The existing trails adjacent to Segments 1, 4, A and a portion of Segments C {the Cedar Lake 
LRT Regional Trail, Minnesota River Bluffs LRT Regional Trail, Kenilworth Trail, and Midtown 
Greenway) were all constructed on HCRAA property under temporary agreements between the 
HCRRA and the trail permittees. As documented in each trail's interim use agreement, HCRRA 
permitted these trails as temporary uses with the stipulation that they may be used until HCRRA 
develops the corridor for a LRT system or other permitted transportation use. Therefore these 
trails are not subject to protection as Section 4{f) property ". 

Route 3A 
Table 7.4-1 of the DEIS states that 0.00 acres of section 4(f) property is affected in Section A of 
the proposed route. The DEIS also states that a historic channel between Brownie Lake and 
Cedar Lakes may be affected by construction of this route. A calculation of the affected area is 
not included in Table 7.4-1 , and it is not mentioned whether this affected area is considered a 
permanent or temporary use. This is an omission from the DEIS and an inconsistency between 
analysis and comparison of routes 3A and 3A-1. For contrast, the analysis of Route 3A-1 
includes very detailed Section 4(f) area calculations, down to the hundredth of an acre, for 
bridge and other related construction at both Cedar Lake Parkway and Lake of the Isles. A 

revised -DEIS-orFEiS -niusf a·ddres-s this· omission and fnconsistency- by p-roviding--a caicu-lation 

of the area impacted at the historic channel between Brownie Lake and Cedar Lake . 
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Section 7 .4.1.4, page 7-20 of the DE IS explicitly states that land ownership along the segment 
from downtown Minneapolis to Cedar Lake Park is complicated and may need additional survey 
or a detailed title search to determine ownership of the underlying land . This is another 
omission. The U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration's Office of 
Planning, Environment, and Realty Project Development and Environmental Review Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper dated July 2012, section 3.2, page 7 states: 
"In making any finding of use involving Section 4(f) properties, it is necessary to have up to date 
right-of-way information and clearly defined property boundaries for the Section 4(f) properties. 
For publicly owned parks, recreation areas, and refuges, the boundary of the Section 4(f) 
resource is generally determined by the property ownership boundary. Up-to-date right-of-way 
records are needed to ensure that the ownership boundaries are accurately documented." 

Without up-to-date property records and boundaries, an accurate representation of Section 4(f) 
property cannot be stated. The admitted complexity of property boundaries and incomplete 
understanding of these boundaries shall be rectified by including additional survey and title 
searches in a revised DEIS or the FEIS to provide a more accurate and transparent 
representation of Section 4(f) property impact for route 3A. 

Table 7.4-1 of the DE IS states that 0.227 acres of Section 4(f) property within the Nine Mile 
Creek area is necessary for construction of route 3A. According to Chapter 7, Section 7 .4.1.4, 
page 7-20 of the D EIS, the 0.227 acres of Section 4(f) area required for construction of route 3A 
is considered de minimus. This is an important figure as it sets precedent for analysis of the 
other routes considered for the project. These 0.227 acres of area shall be used as a basis for 
determining the de minimus quantity of Section 4(f) property for the remaining routes considered 
for this project. Taking this basis into consideration, the Section 4(f) property uses at Lake of the 
Isles of 0.01 acres, and at Cedar Lake Parkway of 0.07 acres (a total of 0.08 acres) for Route 
3A-1 thus become immaterial or de minimus. Therefore the only material point of contention in 
discussing Section 4(f) property uses between routes 3A and 3A-1 is the 0.81 acres of 
Minneapolis Park Board property listed in the DEIS Table 7.4-1. 

Route 3A-1 
Taking into consideration the points made above regarding de minimus quantities of Section 4(f) 
property, the Section 4(f) uses at Cedar Lake Parkway and Lake of the Isles are negligible; the 
remaining 0.81 acres of Section 4(f) property use (Minneapolis Park Board property)is the only 
material quantity of land that should be analyzed for route 3A-1. 
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Section 7 .4.1.5 of the DE IS discusses conceptual engineering as follows: 
"Segment A of LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative), which would co-locate freight rail, light rail 
and the commuter trail within this segment would necessitate additional expansion of ROW 
outside of the HCRRA-owned parcels into adjacent parkland. Section 4(f) uses could occur for 
the Cedar Lake Park, Cedar Lake Parkway and Lake of the Isles portions of the Minneapolis 
Chain of Lakes Regional Park for reconstruction of existing bridges, construction of new LRT 
tracks and realignment of the existing freight rail tracks. The conceptual engineering complete to 
date for the project identifies approximately 0.81 acres of permanent use of Cedar Lake Park for 
the location of the reconstruction of the freight rail track." 

The DEIS then contradicts the above statement, two sentences later, with this statement: 
"Construction limits have not been determined for the co-location segment, but it is likely that 
additional temporary uses of parkland will occur." 

Without determining construction limits for the co-location segment, it is unclear how the figure 
0.81 acres of Section 4(f) parkland use was calculated. The DEIS calls out this 0.81 acres of 
use, but it does not clearly delineate the boundaries of the park property that must be used. 
The only representation of the 0.81 acres is shown in a visual aid- Figure7.4-6, page 7-16. 
From this graphic, it appears that the Section 4(f) use would occur in Section A of the route 
between the proposed 21st Street and Penn Avenue Station. The graphic only contains visual 
representations of where park land use may be required. No detailed engineering drawings 
containing plan views of construction limits or cross-sections are provided to demonstrate the 
required use of park land for route 3A-1. This is a critical omission from the DEIS; a revised 
DEIS or FEIS must clearly show the limits of construction causing the required use of Section 
4(f) property within section A of this project. If the delineation of construction limits demonstrates 
that use of Section 4(f) park property is in fact required for Route 3A-1, alternative permutations 
of this same route must be given consideration as viable alternatives as outlined in the 1966 
FHA Section 4(f) documents. Just because one configuration of route 3A-1 requires park land, 
does not imply that other configurations of the same route would also require temporary or 
permanent park land use. Alternative configurations of route 3A-1 that eliminate or minimize 
Section 4(f) property uses must be included in a revised DEIS or FEIS. From this point forward, 

. this comment will focus· onffieportion·onne .. pfojed between BurnnamROaa·ancrtlle.proposecf­

Penn Avenue station, as this is the area that the DEIS states Section 4(f) park land is required 
for construction of the project. 
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Again, a thorough representation of property boundaries and ownership along section A of 
routes 3A and 3A-1 is not included within the DEIS. The DEIS explicitly states this in Section 
7.4.1.4, page 7-20 "Land ownership along section A is complicated and may need additional 
survey information to accurately represent property boundaries, etc ... " Appendix 7 A shows 
Hennepin County property boundaries and a representation that the existing freight rail tracks in 
the Kenilworth Corridor appear to be on Cedar Lake Park property. Appendix 7 C also shows 
how skewed the Hennepin County property boundaries are depicted in conceptual engineering 
drawings. Hennepin County produced a memorandum attempting to address the issue. The 
document is in Appendix H, Part 1, page 50 of the DEIS. It is titled "Technical Memorandum" by 
Katie Walker, dated March 23, 2012. This memorandum outlines a problem with Hennepin 
County parcel data, and very generally dismisses the property boundary issues, additionally 
stating that the existing freight tracks through the Kenilworth Corridor are on HCRRA property 
and that survey quality data will be provided during preliminary and final design stages. This is 
not acceptable. Without accurate survey drawings the Section 4(f) analysis has absolutely no 
factual survey basis to stand on, rendering the analysis useless and arguably laughable. This is 
a major omission from the DE IS and project as a whole; accurate definition of property 
boundaries and ownership is a fundamental and absolutely essential piece of due diligence 
required for sound planning and design of any land development project. 

Taking the above points into consideration and upon further investigation of property boundaries 
and ownership along Section A of route 3A-1, it is apparent that more property, and 
subsequently, various permutations of route 3A-1 are available for consideration in eliminating 
or minimizing Section 4(f) property use. Hennepin County property records show a ROW 
corridor owned by HCRRA where proposed LRT and trails would be located together. This 
corridor is generally 50 feet in width. If this corridor is considered as the only property available 
for construction of LRT, Freight Rail, Pedestrian and Bike trails, it is apparent that there is not 
enough width to accommodate all of these uses. A blatant and obvious omission from the 
analysis is the property directly adjacent to the east of this ROW corridors is owned by HCRRA 
and provides an additional 100 feet to 200+ feet of width to the corridor adjacent to Cedar Lake 
Park. The DEIS does state on page 7-21 that: "The majority of the land along Segment A 
through the Kenilworth Corridor by Cedar Lake Parkway belongs to the HCRRA. The additional 

· ---~--~--- ---~---·----··--~-----~-~~----- --~---~--~--- --· -~ · ----·· --- -·- ··· --- · -·- - · -·· -- · ·· ·· -~-~--~--· · ------------ ~------ -- ~----··--- ----- . 

parcels of property adjacent to the project corridor, owned by HCRRA, and that could be 
considered for additional configurations of route 3A-1 are recorded in Hennepin County property 
records and displayed on Hennepin County Property Records website. The parcels that must be 
included in additional configurations of route 3A-1 include PID 2902904410044, PID 
3202924120046, PID 3202924120045, PID 3202924120005, and PID 320292413001. Please 
see Appendix 7 B for visual representations of these parcels in relation to Cedar Lake Park and 
the existing HCRRA ROW. 
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In summary the DE IS calls out 0.81 acres of Section 4(f) property as required for Co-location. 
This simply is not necessary. As outlined above and shown in appendix 7 of this DEIS comment 
document there is plenty of width from 21st St to Penn avenue to accommodate lrt, freight, and 
trails without using any parkland whatsoever. This is a major omission from the DEIS, and a 
blatant misrepresentation of facts that must be addressed in a revised DE IS or FEIS. With this 
sa id, use of Section 4(f) property becomes a non-issue for co-location, and this should be stated 
as such in the DEIS. Please see appendix 7 D for a discussion of legal aspects of Section 4(f) 
analysis as it relates to this project. A St. Louis Park resident, Mark Berg, discusses legal 
ramifications of Section 4(f) analysis on co-location of SWLRT and freight rail. Please consider 
his written letter as a companion document to this DEJS response. The analysis above 
combined with the legal aspects discussed by Mr. Berg demonstrate that the DEIS's 4(f) 
analysis is flawed and a new analysis must be undertaken by the project to rectify omissions, 
misrepresentation of facts, and ambiguities related to property boundaries, proposed project 
boundaries and overall section 4(f) property use. 
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CHAPTER 8- FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: 

8.0 - Financial Analysis 

In September of 2011 the FTA mandated that the proposed freight rail reroute from the Bass 
Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur must be added to the SWLRT-DEIS (Letter from Marisol Simon, 
FTA to Susan Haigh, Met Council Safe in the Park- Chapter 5 Appendix- Document 1) Because 
of this mandate addition of the proposed re-route must be included in the "study area" in a 
regular and consistent basis. Unfortunately, the inclusion of the proposed reroute in the 
analysis of this section is inconsistent. The inconsistency of the inclusion of the proposed re­
route leads to inconsistent and incorrect conclusion about the cost of the SWLRT. 

In section 8.1.2 methodology a list of the resources used to determine the cost of the SWLRT 
project are given. No links or data tables are actually shared in the SWLRT -DE IS (8.1 ). 

Without links or data tables in the Appendix of the SWLRT-DEIS it is difficult if not impossible for 
the average resident to make substantive comments about the data tables and information in 
this section. Due to the November 26, 2012 revelation (Correction Letter from HDR and 
updated table Safe in the Park- Chapter 5 Appendix- Document 2) about "typos" the need for 
reference materials is all the more important. In fact, the errors in this section coupled with the 
misrepresentations, inconsistencies, omitted information and other mistakes, bring the validity of 
the entire SWLRT-DEIS into question. 

Are there any other "typos" in the DEIS? Claiming a $100,000,000 "typo" conveniently narrows 
(but does not eliminate) the cost disadvantage of the HCRRA's favored LRT 3A (LPA- Re-route) 
relative to the less expensive LRT 3A-1 (LPA- co-location). How will the additional 
$100,000,000 cost of the project be funded? The HCRRA's "Corrected Table 8.1-1" shows the 
additional $100,000,000 in "Professional Services". (8-2) Presumably the numbers in Table 8.1-
1 come from spreadsheets, and where in the supporting spreadsheets did the error occur? 
Were the underestimated Professional Services costs in civil engineering, or public relations or 

_Qroje~Q.@Unting? Who entered the wrong_numb_er ancl_hQWJ!? the RJ,J.Q![g_toJs.D.QW. .that the 
numbers are now correct? 

Table 8.1-1 -Cost estimate for build alternatives. 

The re-routing of freight trains from one area to another is not unique to St. Louis Park. Train 
rerouting has occurred throughout the United States, Canada and Western Europe. Multiple 
studies about the impacts of such re-routes exist. One item that consistently appears in all the 
studies (Property Valuation Articles and summary - Safety in the Park- Chapter 5 Appendix­
Documents 3-8) is the negative impact of the re-routed freight trains on the community that is 
forced to accept the trains. Although the negative impacts on small business and the loss of 
property value in these cases can't be called a capital cost, the negative impacts are costs 
nonetheless. Furthermore, the slim cost margin between re-route and co-location seems 
inconsistent with the amount of building needed in each alignment. 
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Section 8.1.4.1: Federal Section 5309 New Starts. This section states, "The local project 
partners have assumed that the Southwest Transitway will be funded 50 percent with New 
Starts funding" (8-3). Justification for this assumption is not provided and a different assumption 
could just as easily be made that would fundamentally change the cost/benefits outcome of the 
project. 

Section 8.1.4.4: Regional Railroad Authorities. As noted in this section, Regional Railroad 
Authorities exist " ... for the specific purpose of providing for the planning, preservation, and 

improvement of rail service including passenger rail service and to provide for the preservation 
of abandoned rail right-of-way for future transportation uses" (8-4). (Contrary to this purpose, re­
routing freight trains from the Kenilworth Corridor would sacrifice a relatively straight, flat, direct 
and efficient railroad route in order to preserve a bike path. If the purpose of "preservation of 
abandoned rail right-of-way for future transportation uses" had occurred as intended, the land 
for townhouses at the "pinch point" would never have been sold. HCRRA is not fulfilling the 
purpose for which it was intended. 

8.2- Operating Funding Strategy 
Section 8.2.1: Operating and Maintenance Costs. This section states, "No freight rail operating 
and maintenance costs will be attributed to the project because HCRRA has no obligation to the 
freight railroads operating in the study area to reimburse either operating or maintenance costs" 
(8-5). The TC&W stated publicly during the PMT process that it would cost more for it to operate 
its trains along the re-route than on their present route through the Kenilworth Corridor and that 
it needed to have "economic equilibrium" before agreeing to the re-route. As made clear by 
Section 8.2 .1, there is no provision in the DE IS to provide "economic equilibrium" to the TC&W. 
Leaving a critical stakeholder's needs unaddressed undermines the credibility of the DEIS. The 
HCRRA joins the TC&W and the CP in explicitly renouncing responsibility for maintenance of 
the new MN&S interconnects that would be necessitated by the re-route, leaving this ongoing 
economic requirement to become an open sore for future county/railroad relations. 
(http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key_documents) 

Section 8.2.2: Bus O&M Costs. This section states that bus operating and maintenance (O&M) 
c6sts·-;.;·a·ry w-iThthe-level ofservice provided, ana thal, ''Fixed cosls-ao-notch-angewm1the level 
of service ... " while the same paragraph also states. "Therefore, the fixed costs are 20 percent 
of the total (O&M costs)" (8-5). However, if O&M costs vary with activity levels and fixed costs 

are 20 percent of total bus O&M costs, the fixed costs are not really fixed and may be 
understated in the DEIS. 
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Section 8.2.3: Light Rail Transit Operations and Maintenance Costs. This section states, 
"Variable costs of LRT are assumed to be 86 percent of the total cost with the fixed cost being 
14 percent of the total" (8~5 ). Left unexplained is what items are included in fixed cost for LRT 
and why fixed costs for LRT are only 14% of total O&M costs when LRT has a much higher 
level of fixed assets to maintain (track and overhead power lines) than the bus alternative. If 
fixed costs for the bus alternative are only 20% of O&M and fixed costs for LRT are 16% of 
O&M, the ongoing fixed costs of maintaining the larger capital base required for LRT may be 
understated by the DEIS. 

Table 8.2~3 . "system O&M costs for building alternatives" shows the cost for LRT 3A (LPA, re~ 
route) and LRT 3A-1 (LPA, co-location) to have exactly the same operating costs. However, 
LRT 3A (LPA, re-route) needs to include the costs of maintenance for the two interconnects. 
According to the responses from the CP in the MN&S EAW 
(http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key documents), they have declined to be responsible to maintain 
the interconnect (8~7). Therefore, the cost of maintenance must fall on the SWLRT and be 
represented in the cost table. 

Section 8.2.5.1: Fare Revenues. This section states, "Ridership i anticipated to grow along with 
increasing population and employment" (8-7 & 8-8). Unacknowledged in the DEIS is the growth 
of telecommuting which might reduce demand for transit in the future, leaving the SWLRT as 
underused as the Northstar commuter line. 

The DEIS states, "In 2011, 26 percent of the total MVST (Motor Vehicle Sales Tax) revenues 
were dedicated to transit needs in the Twin Cities metropolitan area" (8~8). This percentage 
could go up or down in the future but without explaining why, the numbers in Table 8.2-4 show 
the percentage increasing to 26.47% in 2012 and the following years, a higher percentage than 
21.7% to 26% range observed since 2009 (8-8). Left unexplained is which part of Minnesota 
will give up some of its share of MVST revenues to provide more to the metropolitan area. 

Section 8.2.5.2: CTIB Operating Funding. As described in this section, the Counties Transit 
Improvement Board has agreed to provide a percentage of the operating assistance required for 
The-SWLRT--ancfofherllghfrairp-l'ojecfs--as--wefl asthe-Nortfistar-commuter -li"rie (8--8):-· rr ·· 
Northstar continues to miss its budget targets how will CTIB continue to subsidize the SWLRT? 

Section 8.2.5.5: State General Funding. This section states, "State funding for transit 
operations has grown over recent biennia" (8-9). The numbers provided show that state funding 
declined 32.45% in the most recent biennium and funding declined in two of the last four 
biennia. The DEIS takes an optimistic case for continued state funding. 
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Section 8.3: Strategy for Potential Funding Shortfalls. It is asserted in this section that, "Short 
term shortfalls are covered by the operating reserves . In the longer term, Metro Transit relies 
on the MVST growth and its fare policy." "The MVST revenues are projected to increase at a 
rate of 4.6 percent per year in the long run . This forecast is viewed as conservative for financial 
planning purposes as historical trended MVST receipts for the period of 1973 to 2008 averaged 
5.7 percent" (8-9, 8-10). Assuming the above percentages indicate real growth rather than 
inflation-based growth, the 1973 to 2008 growth was calculated from a recession year to a year 
at the end of a financial bubble that may have artificially exaggerated growth. Normalized long­
term growth in U.S. Gross Domestic Product is generally forecast in the 2% to 3% range, and 
Minnesota's gross domestic product is likely to be in the same range, but if MVST receipts 
increase at a faster 4.6 percent rate over the long term, eventually 100% of Minnesota's gross 
domestic product will be collected in MVST, an arithmetically unlikely outcome rendering the 
DEIS' long-term operating funding projections questionable. 

Another source of operating funding noted in this section is higher fares, which admittedly 
reduce ridership . The DEIS states, "The state's commitment to transit in the Metro region may 
be regarded as an opportunity of financial risk management for operations" (8-1 0) which might 
be rephrased, "maybe they will bail us out ." Also mentioned as sources of supplemental 
operating funding are "non-fare box revenue sources" which raises the question of why these 
potential sources haven't been previously developed. 
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CHAPTER 9 -INDIRECT EFFECTS AND CUMULATIVE IMPACTS: 

As stated in the comment for Chapter 1 of this SWLRT-DEIS response the essential purpose of 
the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) is to ensure that environmental factors are 
weighted equally before an infrastructure project can be undertaken by a federal agency. The 
extent to which this SWLRT-DEIS does not fulfill the essential purpose of NEPA is particularly 
evident as the indirect and cumulative impacts of the SWLRT are discussed. 

In September of 2011 the FTA mandated that the proposed freight rail reroute from the Bass 
Lake Spur to the MN&S Spur must be added to the SWLRT-DEIS (Letter from Marisol Simon, 
FTA to Susan Haigh, Met Council Safe in the Park- ChapterS Appendix- Document 1}. Because 
of this mandate addition of the proposed re-route must be included in the "study area" in a 
regular and consistent basis. Unfortunately, the inclusion of the proposed reroute in the 
analysis of this section is inconsistent. The inconsistency of the inclusion of the proposed re­
route leads to inconsistent and incorrect conclusion about the cost of the SWLRT. 

In sections 9.1- 9.2 The methods used and criteria of indirect and cumulative impacts are 
defined. Section 9.1.12 -states that" Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but 
collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time" [40 C.F.R. § 1508.7] (9-1 }. On 
the next page of the SWLRT-DEIS section 9.2.2 states "Build Alternative and other actions, 
including past, present, and future, were identified and added to the direct effects of each 
alternative (as presented in Chapters 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of this Draft EIS) to arrive at the total 
potential cumulative impact" (9-2). What is left out of these sections is the fact that the re-route 
area of the SWLRT-DEIS has never been evaluated in respect to 40 C.F.R. § 1508.7 and that in 
Chapters 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 of this DE IS the direct impacts of the re-route portion were not 
evaluated in a good faith effort. 
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9.2.3 Study Area Definition 

Section 9.2.3.1 defines the area "% mile around the station areas" (9-3) as the area for indirect 

impact while section 9.2.3.2 defines the cumu lative impact area as the area "about one mile on 
each side of the Build Alternatives' alignments" (9-3, 9-4). This is true for all of the SWLRT build 
options except for the MN&S re-route area. Despite being an official part of the SWLRT 
project, the area "about one mile on each side" of the MN&S re-route area has been left out 
the evaluation of cumulative Impacts. An argument can actually be made that not only should 
the MN&S re-route track area of study be a one mile radius, but in fact because the weight, 
vibration, noise, and other factors are greater for freight trains than light rail trains, an even 
broader area should be studied for the freight re-route area. 

It must be pointed out that although segment A is part of the 3A(LPA - Re-route) the area from 
approximately Penn Station east to Downtown Minneapolis has not been included in the 

discussion of the re-route . However, that same area is considered part of the co-location 
discussion of 3A-1 (LPA-Co-Location) . This is thoroughly discussed in Chapter Two comments 
of this document. 

9.3 • Existing Conditions and Development Trends 

There are so many vague assertions in this section that it is difficult if not impossible for the 

average resident of Hennepin County to substantively comment on this section . It is asserted 
that the economy of the Southwest metro is vibrant and growing, but in Chapter one of this 
DEIS document errors were found in regard to the number of jobs near the SWLRT alignment. 
It stated that the information comes from the October 2008 Market assessment (9-4 ). However, 
using the search bar on this DEIS and a close scrutiny of Appendix H, It is impossible to find the 
2008 Market assessment or the data about population, household, and employment as it relates 
to the re-route portion of the 3A (LPA-re-route) 

The existing conditions and the impacts regarding the proposed reroute area were NOT covered 
in Chapters 3,4,5 and 6 of the SWLRT-DEIS. The conclus ions drawn in section 9.3 about the 
propose"(freroufe are!a are atbest under represented and at worst completely wrong. 

9.4 • Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 

The proposed new intersection at TH 7 and Louisiana in St. Louis Park seems to be missing. 
The St. Louis Park City Council voted unanimously on December 3, 2012 to move forward with 
the project. 
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9.5 Potential for Indirect Effects and/or Cumulative Impacts 

Missing from the SWLRT-DEIS is a comprehensive look at the indirect and/or cumulative 
impacts on the proposed re-route area. Using the Report done for the City of St. Louis Park by 
Short, Elliot and Hendricson (SEH) http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community­
dev/techmemo 4.pdf 
the responses to the MN&S EAW (http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key documents) 
and the Comments to Chapters 3,4, 5 and 6 from this document, a table detailing the indirect 
and/cumulative impacts is presented. For purposes of evaluating the indirect and cumulative 
impacts of the proposed re-route area, we define the area for both indirect and cumulative 
impacts as the area about one mile on either side of the re-route alignment beginning just east 
of Minnehaha Creek on the west and the point where the new alignment joins the BNSF near 
Cedar Lake in the east. 

Indirect impacts are the things that can only be qualified, while the cumulative impacts are as 
defined in section 9.1.12: "Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but 
collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time" [40 C.F.R. § 1508.7] (9-1 ). 

Table 9.5-1. Resources with potential for indirect effects or cumulative impacts 

NEPA POSSIBLE INDIRECT POSSIBLE CUMULATIVE 
TOPIC IMPACT TO RE-ROUTE IMPACTS TO RE-ROUTE 

AREA AREA 

Land use and Yes, Parks will be less Yes, small businesses in the 
socioeconomics attractive as noise and area will experience difficulty 

pollution from freight trains due to traffic conditions 
increases. 

Neighborhoods, community Yes, Loss of community Yes, Loss of property value 
services and community pride after FRR is 'forced'. . . _V'{iH c..a!JSE3 .~Jg_h_er rate of. . conesion-- - --- ------~· -· . - - -· -Areasarounaltle MN&s will 

.. . 
foreclosure and rental vs 

become blighted as homes ownership rates. Emergency 
suffer from effects of extreme 
vibration vehicles will have difficulty 

moving about the re-route 
area, STEP will be impacted 
by noise and vibration. 
Gentrification will become 
impossible! 

Acquisitions and Yes, homes will need to be Yes, removal of homes or 
displacements/relocations taken to create a safer ROW decline in value of homes that 

or if not taken neighborhood are not taken will result in a 
blight will occur lower tax base for St. Louis 
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Park. Inverse condemnation 
due to loss of enjoyment from 
negative impacts. 

Visual quality and aesthetics Yes, garbage stuck in fencing Yes, The interconnect 
needed to create the structure needed to 
supposed whistle free zones accomplish reroute will dwarf 
will be an eyesore. The everything in the area and 
interconnect structure will be change the overall look of the 
site for graffiti. community. Maintenance and 

upkeep will be neglected 
because ownership of 
interconnect is not clear. 

Yes, the amount of Yes, safety concerns will be 
Safety and security hazardous material a factor in the housing and 

transported will increase with resale of the residents, 
increased track usage. leading to increased housing 
Increase usage will decrease turnover, higher rental 
the enjoyment of residential percentages. Concerns for 
backyards, as this is used as students will be a factor in 
a buffer zone for derailment. considering school facilities 

for families as they establish 
households. 

Environmental justice Yes, Students at St. Louis The FRR will decrease 
Park High and Peter Hobart school morale and possibly 
(both schools have significant increase destructive behavior 
minority populations) will be as the community reflects on 
impacted. the significance of forcing the 

FRR. A 'Rondo' effect. 

Air quality Yes, laboring locomotives Yes. negative impacts to 
will spew diesel fumes, and resident health from increase 

.. ·• . . --·--··-· . - -· · ·vellicles~on tne ·roa~ways·wm·· ·pollution exposure. Prc:>"~ferty -- · 
spend more time idling while maintenance, upkeep will 
waiting for trains. increase due to the settling of 

pollution on structures. 

Noise yes, inverse condemnation, Yes, introduction of a direct 
loss of property rights as route will encourage more 
residents can no longer enjoy freight traffic, use of ports and 
their backyards. Lack of yards will change which allow 
direct south connection may for more traffic also. Noise 
cause the FRR area to level, exposure are not 
become a defacto switching stagnant but should be 
yard. expected to increase. 
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Vibration Yes- increased vibration will Yes, introduction of a direct 
impact structure foundations route will encourage more 
and could increase radon freight traffic, use of ports and 
exposure.Lack of direct south yards will change which allow 
connection may cause the for more traffic also. Vibration 
FRR area to become a level, exposure are not 
defacto switching yard. stagnant but should be 

expected to increase. 

Economic effects Yes, due to lower property Yes, a lower tax base due to 
values the tax base of St. lower property values will 
Louis Park will no longer be raise taxes on the homes a 
raked as one of the 1 00 best distance from the tracks and 
Cities in America 

will also result in fewer 
services for residents. 

Station Area Development No, Most of the re-route area No, Community works 
is too far from a station to dollars will be spent on 
benefit. station areas and the re-route 

area will be left to flounder 

Transit effects Yes, The MTC bus that Yes, because of problems 
crosses the MN&S at Lake with scheduling the busses 
Street, Library Lane and could be removed from 
Dakota Ave. could service leaving people who 
experience schedule need the bus and make 
problems due to trains in transfers in uptown or 
crossing. downtown in Minneapolis 

without transportation 

Effects on roadways Yes, side streets will be Yes, emergency vehicles will 
difficult to traverse because have difficulty traversing the 

- .... · --- - ·•- . . ·-·- ·of-queues·ofcars. Since ·area: People will suffer · ·· ---- · 
these queues will be at because of delayed response 
random times people will not time. Because people will 
be able to effectively plan attempt to avoid the roads in 
their day. the re-route area as much as 

possible, traffic on 
Minnetonka Boulevard will 
become even more 
congested. 
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9.6 Long-Term Effect 

This section states that no mitigation is "needed, proposed or anticipated" for the MN&S spur. It 
is difficult to believe that a 788% increase in the number of rail cars moving on the MN&S spur 
will need no mitigation, yet that is what is proposed in section 9.6. The section even goes on to 
say that "Because the indirect effects and cumulative impacts (of SWLRT) are considered 
desirable and beneficial no mitigation is required. " The benefits of Light rail will in no way 
ameliorate the negative impacts done by the re-routed freight. Light rail will not straighten 
tracks to save neighborhoods from derailments, it won't decrease noise and vibration or fix any 
other of the negative impacts caused by increased rail traffic. 

As pointed out in the comments to Chapters 3, 4, 5 and 6, the negative impacts from moving 
freight traffic to the re-route area are extensive but these impacts are unaddressed by the 
SWLRT-DEIS which simply asserts in section 9.6 that no mitigation is needed for the freight rail 
re-route area. Should freight be re-routed from a former Chicago to Seattle mainline to tracks 
that were built to accommodate electric interurban trains, the mitigation needs will be extensive. 
Lists that include, but are not limited to all of the mitigation that will be needed in the MN&S re­
route area, from just east of Minnehaha Creek to the junction of the new BNSF siding with the 
BNSF main line, can be found in the City of St. Louis Park comments and the SEH report. 
http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/techmemo 4.pdf (SEH document); 
http://www.mnsrailstudy.org/key documents EAW Comments. These lists are in no way 
definitive. No matter how much mitigation is done, the MN&S Spur will always be a retrofitted 
interurban carrying freight trains that belong on tracks built for mainline rail traffic. 

9.7 -Greenhouse Gasses 

Increased diesel fumes caused by locomotives laboring up the two steep interconnects , idling 
for long periods of time, perhaps making multiple trips through the neighborhoods will have a 
cumulative impact. The area around the MN&S re-route area will become intolerable because 
of the added pollutants. The community further afield will suffer indirectly because of the 
increase of smog. 
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CHAPTER 10- ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: 

Improper Analysis: Section 10. 3.1: The same methodology was not used in both identifying 

census blocks for the five alternatives and the Freight Rail Relocation. It is discussed that a half 

mile buffer was created but there is a footnote 2 on Page 10-2. The footnote clearly states that 
the area of impact for the Freight Rail Relocation was geographically narrower to ensure the 

analysis did not miss a minority population. First, it is poor process and suspect when a project 

doesn't use equal parameters. Second, it is not logical to state that a narrower impact area 
would help include more information. A narrower area can only leave a segment with lower 

impact due to less geographical area. And finally, it should also be considered that Hennepin 
County did not take serious consideration of the Sept 2011 letter by FTA. The letter requested 

that the Freight Rail and impacts be a part of the SWLRT. It is suspect that the information 

used in the SWLRT DEIS for the FRR environmental impacts was pulled from the MN&S Report 
(Located in Appendix H, Part 1 ). The MN&S Report is essentially the same information as the 

Minnesota State MN&S Freight Rail EAW which didn't include a half mile impact buffer because 

the scope of the state project would only consider adjacent properties. The fact that the area of 
impact is narrower for the FRR correlates the small scope of the original project. 

Improper analysis: Table 1 0.3.1: The percentage of minority population impacts increases with 

the Co-Location option. Figure 10.3-2 with the LPA 3A indicates that the there are pockets of 

high minority census blocks along the FRR, with the largest section in the Iron Triangle area of 
the FRR project. Co-Location would both eliminate these areas and is geographically smaller. 

Action requested to have the analysis of this percentage increase with co~location explained 

further. 

Improper Analysis: There is a core analytical flaw in figures 10.3 when it describes the 

FRR and the Co-location area. It is flawed because the effects of segment "A" take 

into account the area north of Kenilworth corridor even though that area will be affected 

with or without the FRR. Therefore, this is an improper comparison. The figures should 

be divided as a.) FRR from the Interconnect structure to the BNSF siding. b.) Co-

-- location-section-from-West-take-to-Penn-station-area :-c:-)common-area-which· is-north- - - · 

and east of Penn Station to Target Field. Including the common area can only unfairly 

overestimate the impacts to the co-location segment. 

Improper Analysis: It is important to highlight that the FRR segments have areas with high 

minority population. In comparison, the co-location area in Kennilworth Corridor have none. If 

the Re-Route section is chosen, the project will have a disproportionate negative impacts to 
minority in the freight decision- which is concern for the EPA and the principles of environmental 

justice and fair treatment. It is improper for the conclusion that the re-route is the 
environmentally preferred alternative for the freight. Maps of the FRR area vs co-location with 

minority populations (Attachment Appendix 1 0). 
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Missing from the environmental impacts for minority and low-income groups is an analysis of the 
demographics of the StLouis Park schools within half mile: Peter Hobart Elem., StLouis Park 
Senior High, and Park Spanish Immersion. 

'A minority population means any readily identifiable group or groups of minority persons who 
live in geographic proximity, and if circumstances warrant, geographically dispersed or transient 
persons such as migrant workers or Native Americans who will be similarly affected by a 
proposed DOT program, policy or activity.' FTA C 4 703.1. The population of a school can be 
accurately described as a geographically dispersed people that gather for the purpose of 
education. In addition, the school board and each school administration has the liability of 
protecting and policing students while on campus, similar to the responsibilities of a local 
government. 

School Population Percent Minority High Minority Percent Free 
Population Fit1 and Reduced 

Meals 

St Louis Park 4472 38.9% yes 31.2% 
School District 

Senior High 1381 38.4% yes 32.9% 

Peter Hobart 549 43.5% yes 37.2% 
Elementary 

Park Spanish 513 26.5% no 14% 
Immersion 

1 The percentage used to determine high minority population kit was 28.3%, Section 1 0.3.1.1 

Source: slpschools.org- Fall2012 Enrollment Comparison and Demographic information. 
(http://www.rschooltoday.com/se3bin/clientgenie.cgi?butName:::Faii%202012%20Enrollment%2 
0Comparison%20and%20Demographic%201nformation&cld;;;Q&permission;;3&username~)--- ··--· 

Missing Information: The percentage of free or reduced meals is significant for the StLouis Park 
School District, Senior High, and Peter Hobart. it is difficult to determine from the free/reduced 
meals if there is an impact to low income population because the criteria is not a match. 
However, this is information that the project should investigate further to prevent improper high 
impacts. 
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Improper Analysis: The LPA discusses that the adverse effects on environmental justice 
populations. The different segments and criteria (construction, transit service and accessibility, 
air quality, multimodal environment) reach a conclusion that there is no disproportionate high or 
adverse effects anticipated. This conclusion is improper because the populations of minorities in 
the community of the FRR segment, school populations minorities, and possible low income 
students at the schools are not considered. In addition, it is stated the LRT will provide benefits 
to the environmental population. The Freight Rail Re-Route section of the LPA will have no 
benefits to the impacted populations, only negative impacts. Therefore, no offset of negative 
impacts by the LRT benefit. The conclusion of the Environmental Justice for the LPA is incorrect 
and improper. 

Action requested: Halt any decision on the freight issue until further study is completed such 
that the missing information, flawed assumptions can be answered. This secondary study needs 
to have a scope which the city, residents, and railroad company can agree on. 

Action requested: Change the scope of the impact areas for the FRR and co-location segments 
to exclude the area that is north and east of the Penn Station. 

Action requested: More weight should be given to the minority areas of the Freight Rail Re­
Route because the impacts will be negative with no positive LRT offset. 

Action requested: Include the minority and possibly low income populations of the impacted 
schools in the analysis. 
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CHAPTER 11- EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES: 

On November 29, 2011 Hennepin County Commissioner Gail Dorfman stated, "How do we 
explain co*location being added without people thinking that co*location is on the table in a 
serious way, promises were made going a long way back" 
http://hennepinmn.granicus.com/MediaPiayer.php?view id=1 O&clip id=1459 
Consequently, the comparison done on the proposed reroute of freight from the Bass Lake Spur 
to the MN&S Spur then from the MN&S to the BNSF Wayzata Subdivision and the co-location of 
the same freight trains was not done to ensure that the essential purpose of NEPA was fulfilled. 

The purpose of this comment and our evaluation of each chapter is to show that the conclusion 
of the SWLRT-DEIS prepared by the HCRRA concerning the co-location or re-routing for freight 
trains is incorrect. We submit that based on our evaluation the conclusion that the re-route is 
preferable co-location should be re-evaluated. 

• The inconsistencies and inaccurate information in Chapter 1 bring into doubt the need 
for the proposed reroute . The claims that the interconnects are part of the MnDOT State 
Freight Rail plan are unsubstantiated. 

• The lack of public process discussed in Chapter 2 should bring into question the choice 
of Build Alternative 3A even being considered as an option much less chosen as the 
LPA 

• The evaluations on impacts and indirect and cumulative impacts caused by the 
proposed reroute discussed in Chapters 3,4,5 , 6 and 9 do not fulfill the the purpose of 
each chapter. 

• Chapters 7 and 10 of the SWLRT-DEIS fail to address the Federally mandated 
questions. 

• The financial chapter 8 not only is suspect because of the "typo" found on November 26, 
2012 but also because it does not discuss the ongoing maintenance cost associated 
with the building of two large pieces of infrastructure. 

• The last Chapter 12, as with Chapter 2 spells out the lack of public process and the 
contempt with which the residents of St. Louis Park have been treated. 

-·- - . - .•.. ···-· -----· -- -· .. . ... 

The following Table 11.1-1 is based on the table of the same number in the SWLRT -DE IS (11-2 
to 11- 7). The information in this chart has been compiled to evaluate and compare the 
proposed reroute to co-location. The SWLRT-DEIS presents comparison tables for several 
aspects of the SWLRT but fails to provide a comparison table showing the attributes of the re­
route and co-location. Using the table comparison format featured for other purposes in the 
SWLRT-DEIS, a reroute/co-location comparison table is presented below. Please note that only 
publicly available information is included in the table below, and that publicly available 
information does not include specifics of the SWLRT Light Rail alignment. All public documents 
used in this table are referenced in this SWLRT-DEIS Comment. 
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Table 11.1·1 Re-route Option!Co-Location Option 

Goal and Evaluation 
Measure 

Traffic impacts - queue 
lengths (in vehicles) at freight 
rail at-grade crossings 

Air Quality impacts 

Noise 

Vibration 

Hazardous Regulated 
materials 

Re-Route Option 

Numbers for the re-route 
options looked at only one 
day in time. 

Higher emissions due to 
laboring diesel freight 
locomotives. 

Extreme increase not only 
because of increase in the 
number of trains, but also due 
to freight locomotive noise 
caused by steep grades of 
interconnects. Brake and 
wheel noise will also 
increase. Quiet Zone will not 
stop noise from trains 

Extreme increase due to a 
788% increase in rail cars 

High - Potential to encounter 
more hazardous and 
regulated materials sites 
along the MN&S Spur and 

. ~- _____ ~----~-~-- ---·---- Jhe_BNSF_Wayzata ___ ~ ·· · 

Construction Impacts 

Subdivision as well as with 
the construction of the 
interconnect at the 
contaminated Golden site. 

High -The building of two 
interconnects and moving 
tracks eight feet east above 
grade in close proximity to 
homes and businesses will 
be disruptive 

Co-location Option 

Numbers looked at projected 
growth of area and traffic that 
impact on queue lengths. 

No change from emissions 
from diesel freight 
locomotives 

Noise from Freight trains will 
remain the same. The only 
increases in freight will cause 
by normal market factors. 

No, number of freight trains 
will remain consistent with 
current number 

Information in the DEIS is 
vague on the subject 
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Community Cohesion Extreme impact Impact caused by freight 
trains will not change, 
therefore, no impact 

Property Acquisitions At the very least the homes Townhomes taken in the 
east of the MN&S between "pinch point" If they are 
West Lake St. and removed a r-o-w wide enough 
Minnetonka Blvd. must be for LRT, bicycles and freight 
removed for safety reasons will occur 

Environmental Justice St. Louis Park High School Impacts to minority groups 
and Peter Hobart School both caused by freight trains will 
within %mile of the MN&S not change. Freight trains 
tracks have minority already exist in the area. 
populations large enough to 
be considered a protected 
group 

Land use consistent with Yes Yes, links in Chapter 3 are 
comprehensive plan not conclusive. 

Compatible with planned Yes Yes, co-location occurs west 
development of Louisiana Blvd. and on 

much of the Bottineau line, 
therefore LRT and 
development are compatible 

Economic Effects No, beneficial effects to the Yes, co-location occurs west 
local economy of Louisiana Blvd. and on 

much of the Bottineau line, 
therefore LRT and 
development are compatible 

.. Development Effects .No. benE;lfici.aJ. ~ffe.cts to _Y~s, .c~:-IQ.9J~Jt9t:l Q~CI,JP?West 
development of Louisiana Blvd. and on 

much of the Bottineau line, 
therefore LRT and 
development are compatible 

Safe. efficient. and effective No, the proposed re-route is Yes 
movement of freight not safe, efficient or effective 
throughout the region, state 
and nation 

Continuous flow of freight Yes Yes 
throughout the study area 
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Table 11.2-1 - Evaluation of Alternatives 

Re-route Option Co-location Option 

Improved Mobility does not support goal - re- supports goal - co-location 
route area will be congested occurs west of Louisiana 

Blvd. and on much of the 
Bottineau line, therefore LRT/ 
mobility issues are 
compatible 

Provide a cost-effective, supports goal supports goal 
efficient travel option 

Protect the environment does not support goal - supports goal , the co-location 
improper use of infrastructure area was an active main line 
is dangerous Freight rail yard for 110 years 

and then an active rail line. It 
has never been legally 
abandoned 

preserve and protect the does not support goal, Supports goal, the co-location 
quality of the life in the study improper use of infrastructure area was an active main line 
area and the region is dangerous Freight rail yard for 110 year 

and then an active rail line. It 
has never been legally 
abandoned. Nothing about 
the freight changes 

Supports economic Does not support goal, small Supports goal, co-location 
development businesses in the re-route occurs west of Louisiana 

area will be negatively Blvd. and on much of the 
impacted by the increased Bottineau line, therefore LRT 

- - ~-· ·- 0 0 -< - - - - · + 0LO - • •• - - -~-~·-- · --~~-- -- - ~ ------ ·numb~worfret·ghttralns: ·· .. - -- -and-development·are·- -·- --~-- · 
compatible 

supports economically Does not support goal, re- Supports goal 
competitive freight rail system route is unsafe, inefficient 

and ineffective 

Overall performance Supports goal, LRT will be Supports goal, LRT wilt be 
able to proceed as hoped able to proceed as hoped 
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11 .2.43 and 11 .2.5 • LRT 3A (LPA- re-route) Compared to LRT 3-1 ( LPA-Co-location) 

In a September 2, 2011 letter the FTA informed the HCRRA that since the proposed freight rail 
reroute is a connected action to the SWLRT, it must be added to the SWLRT-DEIS (Letter from 
Marisol Simon, FTA to Susan Haigh, Met Council Safe in the Park· Chapter 5 Appendix­
Document 1) 

This letter also instructed the HCRRA to add co-location to the SWLRT- DEIS study. Since 
NEPA was written to ensure that environmental factors are weighted equally, it should be 

assumed that all factors concerning the re-route as part of SWLRT and co-location as part of 
SWLRT would be given the same scrutiny. In fact, statute 23 CFR Sec. 774.17 under NEPA, 
which contains a "test" for determining whether an alternative is "feasible and prudent," should 
have been applied equally to both the proposed reroute and co-location options. The lack of 
effort to do a true "feasible and prudent" analysis of the freight ra il reroute as part of the 

SWLRT--DEIS is staggering. 

Had the "test" from 23 CFR Sec. 774.17 been applied equally to the re-route portion of LRT 3A 
and the co-location portion of LRT 3A-1 the following would easily have been determined: 
LRT 3A I LRT 3A-1 -"Test" 23 CFR Sec. 774.17 

"Test" Category LRT 3A • Re-route LRT 3A-1 • Co-location 

(I) It compromises the project to Yes No 
a degree that it is unreasonable 
to proceed with the project In 
light of its stated purpose and 
need; 

. _(ii) It results.in.unaccep_table. __ . Yes. S~f~zy .is.~.l)~§_ il19.i.IJQ.~ '- -· .. _No, Safety issues cau~ed by 
safety or operational but are not limited to, co-location of freight and LRT 
problems; aggressive curves, excessive are surmountable. They are 

grade changes, multiple at 
similar to problems at Blake 
Road on the SWLRT and 

grade crossing that are most of the proposed 
blocked simultaneously, Bottineau LRT line. 
narrow right of way. 
Operational issues include 
but are not limited to, 
locomotives pulling 100+ car 

trains up steep grades, more 
miles to St. Paul destination. 
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(iii) After reasonable 
mitigation, it still causes: 

(A) Severe social, economic, 
or environmental impacts; 

(B) Severe disruption to 
established communities; 

(C) Severe disproportionate 
impacts to minority or low 
income populations; 

(D) Severe impacts to 
environmental resources 
protected under other Federal 

- -· ·· -· · ·-- ·· -~--··--·-----· 

statutes; 

(iv) It results in additional 
construction, maintenance, or 
operational costs of an 
extraordinary magnitude; 

The City of St. Louis Park 
estimates a minimum of $50 
million needed for mitigation 
yet the reroute still causes: 

Yes, Mitigation will not 
straighten tracks, lesson 
grade changes or move 
crossings or lesson the 
increase in heavy rail cars. 

Yes, The increase of 788% 
in the number of rail cars on 
the MN&S is excessive. The 
noise from the locomotives 
on the interconnects will be 
greater than any noise 
currently cause by freight 
trains, (a whistle-free zone 
will not solve noise issues) 
and the length of vehicle 
queues at grade crossing will 
be disabling 

Yes, Minority populations at 
two of the 6 area schools will 
be impacted. 

Yes, there is potential for 
additional water resource 
impacts along the MN&S 

.. -~ - ~----- ---~ - . ... ... ·- - -·-·~ .. 

Spur and the BNSF Wayzata 
Subdivision. 

Yes, the building of the 
interconnects and new track 
needed will be very disruptive 
in the short term. Long term 
costs of the project also may 
be excessive since the 
railroads have not agreed to 
maintain the interconnects. 
Also, the cost to the CP 
during construction and the 
TC&W following 

Cost of mitigation for co-
location has not been 
estimated, but since the 
issues are not unusual it is 
logical to think mitigation will 
take care of issues 

No, Impacts to communities 
will all be caused by LRT 
because mainline freight has 
been established in the area 
for over 100 year. 

No, The number of rail cars 
in the area will not change. 
Any disruption will be cause 
by the addition of LRT. 

No 

No, freight rail in this area will 
not change and therefore, 
any impact on the 
environment will be caused ·-·· 

by LRT 

Yes, during construction of 
SWLRT there could be some 
additional costs however, 
once implemented co­
location will be no different for 
freight traffic than what 
occurs today. 
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implementation or the 
interconnect could be 
extensive 

(v) It causes other unique Yes. there is potential to No. The freight will not be 
problems or unusual factors; encounter more hazardous any different than the freight 

and regulated materials sites today. 

along the MN&S Spur and 
the BNSF Wayzata 
Subdivision. 
There is also potential to 
encounter hazardous 
materials from the 
construction of the 
interconnect over the 
contaminated golden site. 

(vi) It involves multiple factors Yes, the cumulative impacts No. Although there will be 
in paragraphs (3)(i) through of the problems faced by the some minor issues cause by 

(3)(v) of this definition, that rerouting of the TC&W freight the introduction of the 

while individually minor, are unprecedented in their SWLRT to the area, the 
magnitude. problems are all not unusual 

cumulatively cause unique to LRT and are 
problems or impacts of surmountable. 
extraordinary magnitude. 

Applying the "test" from 23 CFR Sec. 774.17 reveals that the proposed reroute in LRT 3A (LPA) 
is neither "feasible or prudent." Therefore, the use of 0.81 acres of Cedar Lake Park according 
to the Act of 1966 codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 will not impede the building of 
SWLRT. 

LRT3A~r-(co:locatioriYbest rheets the SouthWest Tr'ansitway project's Purpose and Need 
Statement as expressed by the goals of improving mobility, providing a cost-effective and 
efficient travel option, preserving the environment, protecting quality of life, supporting economic 
development, and developing and maintaining a balanced and economically competitive 
multimodal freight system. In light of the facts presented in this SWLRT-DEIS response it 
is recommended that LRT 3A-1 (Co-location) be chosen as the only viable option for 
SWLRT. 
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11.4- Next Steps 

Should, despite overwhelming evidence that LRT 3A-1 ( LPA- co-location) is the option that 

best fits the needs of the SWLRT, LRT 3A (LPA- reroute) be chosen as the route for the 
SWLRT the next steps by Safety in the Park will include but not be limited to the following: 

• A request for an independent investigation of "typos" in the SWLRT -DE IS and the time it 
took to find and correct the "errors" 

• A request for an independent investigation as to the reason for the STB from being 
notified of the publication of the the SWLRT -DEIS and the time it took to find and correct 
the over-site. 

• An appeal of the SWLRT-FEIS 

• An effort to convince the City of St. Louis Park that municipal consent should be denied 

based on resolution that make it clear the City of St. Louis Park opposes the rerouting of 
freight trains from the CP's Bass Lake Spur to the CP's MN&S Spur if a viable option 
exists. (St. Louis Park City Resolutions, 1996--City of St. Louis Park Resolution - 96-73 
[Appendix 1]; 2001 City of St. Louis Park Resolution- 01-120 [Appendix 1]; 2010 City of 

St. Louis Park Resolution - 10-070 
http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/freight rail.pdf; 2011 City of St. Louis Park 
Resolution 11-058 http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/5-31-
11 resolution relating to freight activity in slp.pdf). 

• An effort will be made to convince the State of Minnesota not to fund SWLRT until 
further study is completed such that the missing information and flawed assumptions can 
be addressed. This secondary study needs to have a scope agreed upon by the city of 

_§_t. -~?_u~s_ ~a~~!--~-~~tY.:_i~ t~~J:~~~· a._~dr.~ilr.()ad compan~es. _ Fur.t_~€lrmore, t~~~econdary 
study must be conducted by a government agency and engineering firm not previously 
associated with the proposed re-route. Once the new study is completed, a computer­
generated simulation representing all of the new findings should be produced. This 
simulation will help residents and elected officials who are not engineers understand the 
impacts of the proposed re-route prior to making decisions. 
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Document list for chapter 11 
• 1996 -City of St. Louis Park Resolution - 96-73 (Appendix 1) 
• 1999 - St. Louis Park Task Railroad Study 

http://www.hennepin.us/files/HennepinUS/Housing%20Community%20Works%20and% 
20TransiURegionai%20Railroad%20Authority/Authority/Railroad_ Study _March_1999.pdf 

• 2001 City of St. Louis Park Resolution - 01-120 (Appendix 1) 
• 2010 City of St. Louis Park Resolution - 1 0-070 

http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/freight rail.pdf 
• Short Elliot Hendrickson Inc. (SEH) - Comparison of the MN&S route and the 

Kenilworth route- http://www.stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community­
dev/techmemo 4.pdf 

• 2011 City of St. Louis Park Resolution 11-058 
http://www .stlouispark.org/webfiles/file/community-dev/5-31-
11 resolution relating to freight activity in slp.pdf 

• Evaluation of Twin Cities and Western Railroad responses(EAW) 
http://www. mnsrailstudy.org/key documents 

MnDot Finding of Facts and Conclusions 
c. City of St Louis Park appeal 
d. MN&S Freight Rail Study EAW Brief of Relators Appeal, Jami Ann LaPray, et al 
e. Office of Hennepin County letter, dated Dec. 19, 2011 
f. MnDot Dot Resolution, dated Dec. 20, 2011 
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CHAPTER 12- PUBLIC AGENCY COORDINATION AND COMMENTS: 

12.1.1 
The statement is made that "the public and agency involvement process has been open and 
inclusive to provide the opportunity for interested parties to be involved in planning. 
Stakeholders had an opportunity to review and comment on the analysis and results at major 
milestones reached during the course of the study. The program was conducted in a manner 
consistent with National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA) and Section 106 regulations." This 
statement is completely false considering the public concerned about the freight rail re-route 
issue. 

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. Hennepin County did 
not allow the "opportunity to review and comment on the analysis and results at major 
milestones reached" In fact, Hennepin County refused attempts for public comments and 
concerns regarding the freight rail issue at all of the outreach meetings prior to September 2, 
2011. This included major milestone including the selection of the LPA. Because of the 
deliberate exclusion of the freight issue, the LPA selection process must be reopened and 
reexamined allowing public input to become part of the process. 

12.1.1.2 
CAC Process - After the proposed re-route was added to the SWLRT project Safety in the Park 
was added to the Community Advisory Committee of the SWLRT. The CAC group had a 
reputation of being well run, open minded and inclusive. Our wish was to explain that our 
opposition to the re-route is not (as has been heralded by the county) to be anti-LRT. We 
wanted it known that our concern is simply that our county and state governments are misusing 

-~_ pi(:}ce of i~f~~~~r~ct~E~-C1~~-_i:l- ~oi_~-~-~() cr~a!i__~~--C1~- ~~livable,yn~_afe e~v!~.Cl~ment for a 
significant segment of the population. 

Instead of listening to our concerns, the leadership of the CAC committee took the highly 
unusual step of changing the CAC Charter that had just been accepted by the committee. The 
original charter allowed for alternate members to take part in meetings as long as the leadership 
was notified in advance of the alternates attendance. (Appendix 12.1.1.2) The new charter 
rescinded the rights of alternates. Making it impossible for residents to be adequately 
represented. 

The Community Engagement Steering committee is a local coalition of community groups 
formed around the Corridors of Opportunity within the Minneapolis- St Paul metro area. This 
body has met with the staff of the SWLRT, in regards to the principles and strategies of the CAC 
meeting. 
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The following is a list of recommendations that were adopted in Spring 2012. 

Based on lessons learned from community engagement on the Central Corridor, SWLRT, 
Gateway Corridor, and Bottineau, the Community Engagement Steering Committee makes 
these recommendations on the formation, structure, and process for Community Advisory 
Committees (CAC): 

a) CACs will be formed early in the transitway corridor planning process at the start of 
the scoping phase. 
b) The purpose of CACs will include being a resource and check point for community 
engagement throughout the transitway corridor and the adjacent communities. They will 
review and approve a corridor project community engagement plan. 
c) CACs will identify the community issues and assign problem solving teams that 
include community members and project staff. 
d) Community Advisory Committees will be a community driven body facilitated and 

provided staff support by corridor project staff. 
e) CAC membership will be selected by communities they represent along transitway 
corridors. 
f) CAC and Business Advisory Committees will meet together on a quarterly basis. 
g) The Community Engagement Steering committee will support transitway corridor 
project staff with connections to underrepresented groups along the transitway corridors 

such as contacts to: 

Faith communities 
Cultural communities 
Place based groups 
Communities of color 
Small and Ethnic businesses 
Coriimun.ity Engagement Steering Committee members 

Disability community 
New immigrant communities 
Low-income communities 
Students at high schools, community colleges 

h) The orientation for the CAC will include environmental justice, equitable 
development, and cultural awareness training in their orientation that includes a 

combined map identifying where the underrepresented communities (low income, 
communities of color, new immigrants, and disabled) live. 
i) CACs will have the ability to set their own agenda, pass motions, and make 

recommendations to the corridor policy advisory committee and the corridor 
management committee through their voting representative. 
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j) CACs will elect a chairperson from their membership who represents a grassroots 
community along the transitway corridor 
k) A community representative will be elected to serve by the CAC on the transitway 
corridor policy advisory committee as a voting member. 
I) Construction Communication Committees should be set up at least one month in 
advance of construction, with representatives appointed by grassroots community 
groups. 

The SWLRT CAC has not being conducted in good faith on some of the recommendations that 
were adopted. It should be considered that the recommendations were agreed upon but not 
acted upon or implemented in process. 

1. The SWLRT CAC was expanded in April 2012. The BAC was formed also in August 
2012. To date, the CAC and the BAC has not met, nor is it in the agenda for the near 
future. part f. 

2. The CAC does not have representations for the minority group along the Freight Rail 
Re-route or students from the St Louis Park High School. There has been no active 
recruitment for these group by the SWLRT Staff. part g. 

3. The CAC members have not been able to set the agenda, pass motions, or make 
recommendations to the policy advisory committee. If there is a voting representative, 
the members of the CAC are not aware of this ability, who is the voting member, or how 
this vote is conducted. part i. 

4. There has been no election to establish a chairperson. part j. 

5. There has been no election to establish a representative the Management 
Committee. part k 

6. Community issues were identified in a "dot-mocracy" survey, however details of the 
· - ------- . . -· -· ··-· - - --·-4· - -·-·-· . -·--- -·- - · ----·------- --- · · • 

survey were denied the CAC committee and no subcommittees have been established. 
part c 

7. The CAC has not been included as a resource and check point for community 
engagement throughout the transitway corridor and the adjacent communities. They 
have not reviewed or approved a corridor project community engagement plan. part b 

12.1.1.4 
Table 12.1-1 lists meetings of Neighborhood, community and business groups where Southwest 
Transitway information was presented. The discussion of the freight issue was not allowed at 
any of these meetings. 
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12.1.1.5 
Since the DEIS was launched, three additions of the Southwest Newsline were published and 
distributed. The freight issue was deliberately excluded from all three publications. 

12.1.1.6 
Table 12.1-21ists community events where staff attended southwest materials were distributed. 
The opportunity to learn about the freight issue or discuss the freight issue was deliberately 
excluded from every one of these community events. 

12.1.1.8 
Information about the freight issue was deliberately excluded from the southwesttransitway.org 
website prior to Sept, 2011. 

12.1.2 
None of the articles on SW LRT listed in Table 12.1-4 included the freight issue. Table 12.1-5 
lists media outlets contacted to run stories about the SW LRT project. None of the media 
outlets were contacted by project staff and asked to run a story about the freight issue. 

12.1.3 
Twenty-five public meetings and open houses were held at locations within the Southwest 
Transitway project corridor to provide information to affected and interested communities and 
parties. The primary purpose of these meetings was to inform of the public about the study's 
process and to give all interested parties an opportunity to provide input, comments, and 
suggestions regarding the study process and results. The opportunity to provide input, 
comments and suggestions regarding the freight issue was deliberately excluded from each and 
every one of these 25 meetings. 
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12.1.3.1 
The seeping process is designed to inform the public, interest groups, affected tribes, and 
government agencies of the Draft EIS and to present the following items for comment: 

1. Purpose and need for the project; 
2. Alternatives to be studied; and 
3. Potential social, economic, environmental, and transportation impacts to be evaluated. 

The freight issue is the most controversial issue of the SW LRT project. The freight issue has 
the greatest potential social, economic and environments negative impacts yet it was not 
included during the vast majority of the SW LRT seeping process. The freight issue was 
deliberately excluded after multiple requests to include it in the seeping process. A specific and 
formal request from the City of St. Louis Park was made on October 14, 2008 to include the 
freight issue under the scope of the SWLRT DE IS. (Appendix 12.1.3.1a) The St. Louis Park 
Public Board of Education made a similar request on November 3, 2008. (See Appendix 
12.1.1.3.1 b) The NEPA Implementation Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 
wrote a letter dated November 6, 2008 that stated the "impacts and contributions to the existing 
transportation network including freight/industrial, automotive, pedestrian, and bicycle modes 
should be fully presented in the DEIS".(Appendix 12.1.3.1c) Despite all of these requests, the 
freight issue was denied inclusion in the DE IS scope prior to Sept 2, 2011. The reason for this 
exclusion is unknown and not published in the DEIS. 

12.1.3.2 
The discussion of the freight issue was deliberately excluded from all three of the open houses 
held on May 18, 201 0, May 19, 2010 and May 20, 2010. 

12.1.5 
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 

~_ltE)r~~il,f_~~-~c:> ~~~E~E?.U.!~J?o~loc_a~-~?~ or thE)_!~eiR~t re-route's ?()~nection wi_tb §W_Lf3T was ... 
strictly forbidden at these PMT meetings. In addition, the vast majority of PMT members and St. 
Louis Park community were not satisfied with the PMT process. The last PMT meeting included 
a public open house where over 100 St. Louis Park citizens attended and expressed their 
outrage regarding the PMT process. The comments made at the open house need to be part of 
the DEIS since the freight issue was excluded from all other opportunities for public input. The 
open house can be viewed at http://vimeo.com/17945966 
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In addition, Sue Sanger and Paul Omodt (St. Louis Park Council Members) wrote a letter to 
Hennipen County Commissioner Gail Dorfman and described the PMT as an "illegitimate and 
indefensible process" The complete letter can be found in the appendix. (Appendix 12.1.5a) 
Another letter was written by Ron Latz (State Senator), Steve Simon (State Representative) and 
Ryan Winker (State Representative) to Hennepin County Commissioner Mike Opat. (Appendix 
12.1.5b )The letter was written because of the multitude of complaints made about the PMT 
process from their constituents. The letter asked that the residents of St. Louis Park receive fair 
treatment as Hennepin County makes a decision about a the possible re-route. They asked that 
fair studies and a transparent process. Despite these letters, Hennepin County did not change 
the way they treated St. Louis Park residents. 

The following are comments made by PMT members to provide an overview of the severe 
shortcomings of the PMT process. 

Kathryn Kottke (Bronx Park): "The 'process' was very frustrating because the questions I 
asked were not answered. In addition, during the open session residents were allowed to ask 
questions, but they were openly ignored; at some points, Jeanne Witzig, who facilitated the 
meetings, would simply respond, 'Next?' after residents had asked a question. Any discussions 
about SW LRT or possible alternatives to the reroute were not not allowed. 

"Perhaps most frustrating was that we were asked to list our mitigation requests, but when the 
engineers had completed their work, they not only ignored every single mitigation request we 
had made, but they added mitigation we openly rejected such as a quiet zone by the high 
school and the closure of the 29th street at-grade crossing. Instead of making the reroute safer, 
Kimley-Horn planned for welded rails that would enable trains to run faster through a very 
narrow corridor." 

Karen Hroma (Birchwood Neighborhood): "The PMT meetings were held only so Hennepin 
County can check a box and claim that they gathered "public input". The experience was 
frustratfr)g Eiricfrrisultln-9:- Several questions of mine went unanswe-red . -None -of the-Birchwood 
residents ' mitigation requests were given consideration. In fact, quite the opposite happened. 
Although the Birchwood residents very specifically asked that the 29th Street intersection 
remain open, the PMT concluded that the 29th Street be closed and that is was considered 
"mitigation". When the PMT wanted to discuss possible alternatives to the re-route we were told 
that this was not the appropriate time or venue to discuss." 

Jake Spano (Brooklawns Neighborhood Representative) and current St. Louis Park 
Council Member): "I do not support increasing freight rail traffic through St. Louis Park or the 
rerouting of freight rail traffic North through the city until it has been proven that there is no other 
viable route. To do this, we need objective, honest assessments and an acceptance of 
mitigation requests by the people of the St. Louis Park. What was presented during the Project 
Management Team (PMT) process was lacking in all three of these areas." 
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Claudia Johnston (City of St. Louis Park Planning Commission): "PMT meetings were 
conducted to get input from cities, residents and businesses impacted by the SWLR and 
rerouting freight. The document that was produced from those meetings- the EAW­
completely ignored the input of those stakeholders. Therefore the conclusion is that Hennepin 
County never had any serious intention of working with those stakeholders and used that 
process to complete one of their required goals which was to conduct public meetings. 
Hennepin County has continued to withhold information from public authorities like the Met 
Council, Regional Rail Authority and the FTA by producing documents like the EAW and the 
DEIS that contain false information." 

Kandi Arries (Lenox Neighborhood): "I participated in the PMT as a concerned resident of 
Lenox neighborhood. The PMT was 'pitched' as a chance to problem solve and discuss issues 
openly. It became apparent though that the PMT was a poster child for government decisions 
that are made at the top, regardless of the input of the residents and the people impacted. 
Residents asked questions during the open forum but no answers were given. PMT members 
gave input to the consultant staff but responses were rare, if at all. Major changes were 
implemented by the county and the engineer· the lose of the southern connection and change of 
the cedar lake bike trail to a bridge. These changes were just implemented without the input of 
the members. The PMT was the forcing of the county wishes regardless of the resident 
concerns. Shameful." 

Jeremy Anderson (lenox Neighborhood): "I participated in the PMT meetings as a 
representative--along with Kandi Arries--of the Lenox neighborhood. Together, we solicited 
many pages of comments and suggestions for remediation, and submitted that information to 
the County. Everything we submitted was summarily ignored. At every turn, the County 
pretended that the changes THEY wanted were the ones which we had submitted, and that we 
had never submitted any suggestions. When questions were asked, the answer given by the 
representatives of the county was: 'this meeting is not to address that question.' --it didn't 
matter WHAT the question was. My time was wasted, every citizen who attended had their time 
_-.v_asted,a~d the. C.c:>':l_~tywas!e.~ .. a significant amount of money on a consultant who did nothing 
other than look confused or defer to a representative of the county. I have never experienced 
anything so frustrating in my years of dealing with government at all levels. I have learned from 
this process that Hennepin County does what Hennepin County wishes, regardless of what the 
citizens say. I would expect government like this in a Monarchy, an Oligarchy, or some sort of 
despotic Dictatorship. Behavior such as this from a supposedly representative government is 
absurd, shameful, and should not in any way be encouraged. The irregularities around the EAW 
and DEIS are so massive, so coordinated and so mind-boggling as to suggest fraud and graft 
on a quite noticeable scale. The County has continually dodged funding questions, and 
whenever a number is suggested which looked unfavorable to the freight reroute, that number 
has magically been declared a typo at a later date. It is my suspicion that if the proposal were 
shown to violate several of Newton's Laws, that Hennepin County would declare that Newton 
had been incorrect in his fundamental discovery.'' 
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Lois Zander (Sorenson Neighborhood): "As a member of the PMT and representative of the 
Sorensen Neighborhood, I was able to see first hand how the public process was manipulated 
to make it look as though our neighborhood concerns were actually going to be considered in 
making a determination about the re-route. Prior to the meetings, PMT representatives were 
asked to get input from their neighborhoods regarding mitigation, should the reroute go through 

StLouis Park. In good faith, a neighborhood meeting was called and a list of concerns and 
possible mitigations was put together. This process put me in the position of getting our hopes 
up that our position would be heard, just to be dashed when exactly zero mitigations were 
revealed in the final document. I then needed to go back to my neighbors with this unhappy 
news and an explanation as to why I bothered them in the first place. 

"During PMT meetings, faulty results were given as proof we needed no mitigation for vibration, 
noise and safety. For example: an "expert" took a reading next to the current small train as it 
passed along the MN&S. He had beautiful charts and graphs all proving the noise was below 
any level of concern and therefore did not need to be mitigated. This certainly does not 
represent the noise of the mile long 2 or 3 engine train which will be passing through our 

neighborhood and by our schools. The same ploy was used to prove to that vibration would not 
be a concern to our homes and schools. Do they take us for fools? This is a waste of taxpayer 
money and an insult to all of us who worked in good faith at our meetings. 

"When we raised safety concerns about students being on the tracks going to the football field 
or to lunch, we were told the trains cannot stop and if someone were killed it would be their fault 
for trespassing. Students will still be at risk simply by walking across a sidewalk crossing and 
there they will not be trespassing. 

"I was extremely disappointed to find that the SWLRT-DEIS was also a sham. Instead of a new 
study, the same faulty results were once again used to disprove our need for mitigation or co­
location. Even though studies have clearly shown the MN&S is not suitable for the reroute and 
that co-location is a cheaper and more viable alternative, the powers that be inexplicably insist 

on going through on the MN&S in StLouis Park. 

''We: do-not want this hideous reroute through the middle of our city for which we have worked 
so hard to gain model city status as a top 100 city in the country to live. We are very 
disappointed by this process, which took so much of our time and energy, and we will continue 

to fight this egregious 'mistake'." 
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Joe LaPray (Sorenson Neighborhood) and Jami LaPray (Safety in the Park): "Almost 
fifteen years ago we got involved in the effort to stop the proposed freight rail re·route. We 
started small, writing letters to our elected officials and commenting during the scoping of the 
SWLRT. Each time we commented we were ignored or told the relocation of freight will make 
someone else's life easier. We vowed to continue to work toward a resolution that would not 
cost us our safety and home. 

"When the PMT was formed we both volunteered to take part. The idea that we might finally be 
heard was wonderful. We were told the PMT members would have input on the design of the 
proposed re-route . We believed that even if we did not get everything we wanted, at least our 
ideas would be part of the design and life would be better for all of St. Louis Park. From the 
beginning this was not the case. Questions we asked either went unanswered or if answered 
after weeks of waiting the answers were cursory. We were told during the August 26, 2010 
PMT meeting where in the process mitigation would be discussed and considered. In good 
faith we worked hard to reach out to our neighbors and compile a list that was not frivolous (we 
wanted things like bushes and sound barriers) we submitted that list to Kimley·Horn the 
engineering firm writing the EAW. When the EAW was finally published the list we worked hard 
to compile was not even a footnote in the EAW document. 

"Other information gleaned during the PMT process that is pertinent to our concern was also left 
out of the EAW document and subsequently left out of the SWLRT-DEIS. For Example: during 
one of the meetings, Joseph asked, Bob Suko General Manager of the TC&W Railroad a 
question about the ability of a loaded unit train to stop should an obstacle be in an intersection 
near the Dakota and Library Lane intersections. The answer was "no" they could not stop. 

"In the end it can only be concluded that the PMT process was designed to fulfill the duty of 
government agency to hold public meetings. Nothing else came from the process." 

Thorn Miller {Safety in the Park): "The entire PMT process was clearly not designed for public 
input, but rather for the county 'check the box' that they had held public meetings. Each 
meeting included a rather heated exchange between the facilitators and members on the re-
~ ·- --· --- ·- --· - -··· -··· ·-- ·---· 
route issue because the facilitators tried to shut down any such discussion." 

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 reroute. Those comments should be included as part of the DEIS. These 
comments are especially valuable considering the freight issue discussion was excluded from 
the DE IS scoping process. VIdeo of the listening sessions can be found at 
http://vimeo.com/23005381 and http://vimeo.com/23047057. 
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12.2.1 
SATETEA-LU Section 6002 states: 
"'(1) PARTICIPATION- As early as practicable during the environmental review process, the 
lead agency shall provide an opportunity for involvement by participating agencies and the 
public in defining the purpose and need for a project. 

'(4) ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS-
'(A) PARTICIPATION- As early as practicable during the environmental review process, the lead 
agency shall provide an opportunity for involvement by participating agencies and the public in 
determining the range of alternatives to be considered for a project. 
'(B) RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES- Following participation under paragraph (1 ), the lead agency 
shall determine the range of alternatives for consideration in any document which the lead 
agency is responsible for preparing for the project. 
'{C) METHODOLOGIES- The lead agency also shall determine, in collaboration with 
participating agencies at appropriate times during the study process, the methodologies to be 
used and the level of detail required in the analysis of each alternative for a project. 
'(D) PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE- At the discretion of the lead agency, the preferred alternative 
for a project, after being identified, may be developed to a higher level of detail than other 
alternatives in order to facilitate the development of mitigation measures or concurrent 
compliance with other applicable laws if the lead agency determines that the development of 
such higher level of detail will not prevent the lead agency from making an impartial decision as 
to whether to accept another alternative which is being considered in the environmental review 
process." 

Hennepin County purposely kept the freight issue out of the SW LRT scope despite multiple 
requests from the City of St. Louis Park, the City of St. Louis Park School Board and the public. 
They clearly were not fol lowing the SAFETEA-LU directive to involve the public and participating 
agencies as early as possible. In fact, they did quite the opposite. The reroute was purposely 
excluded from the SW LRT scope so that Hennepin County could keep its agenda to remove 
the freight from the Kenilworth Corridor. The preferred alternative was developed to a much 
higher level of detail than LRT 3A-1 (co-location). Hennepin County has made every effort to 
keep 66--loc.ation off tile table. e·y the time the FTA forced Hennepin··counfy to include. co~ . 

location in the scope of the DEIS, so much progress has been made on the SW LRT project that 
it is impossible for the Met Council to make an impartial decision on the reroute verses co­
location. The Met Council is not seriously considering co-location because a vote on the LPA 
has already occurred. The LPA selection process must be reopened with the freight issue 
included in order for an impartial decision to be made. 
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12.2.2 
The Section 1 06 review process is an integral component of the National Historic Preservation 
Act {NHPA) of 1966. Section 106 of the NHPA requires each federal agency to identify and 
assess the effects their actions will have on historic resources. The process requires each 
federal agency to consider public views and concerns about historic preservation issues when 
making final project decisions. The ultimate goal of Section 106 is to seek agreement among 
these participants regarding preservation matters arising during the review process. At the time 
that the Section 106 notification letters were sent out, the potential reroute of freight was not 
considered part of the SW LRT project. The Section 106 review process should be done with 
the potential reroute of freight included. 

12.3.1 
From the initiation of the Draft EIS process in the spring of 2008, Southwest Transitway 
project staff have been collecting public comments and filing a public comment 
database specifically designed for the project. Currently, this database contains 
more than 1 ,000 comments provided by approximately 250 commenter. The 
database excludes any comments regarding the freight issue because the freight issue was not 
part of the SW LRT scope prior to Sept, 2011. The LPA selection process must be redone with 
the freight issue included so that public input and an unbiased decision about the LPA can be 
obtained. 
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12.3.2 
In this section the FTA and the Metropolitan Council state that they will continue to meet with 
interested parties and stakeholders throughout the NEPA process. This section describes 
Metropolitan Councll developed Communications and Public Involvement Plan (CPIP) which 
recognizes the need to communicate with the public. The CPIP's goals are: 

1. Develop, maintain and support broad public understanding and support of the 
project as an essential means to improve our transportation system and maintain 
regional competitiveness. 

2. Build mutual trust between the Metropolitan Council, its partners and the public 
by creating transparency through information sharing and regular, clear, userfriendly, 
and two-way communication about the project with community members, 
residents, businesses and interested groups in the corridor. 

3. Promote public input into the process by providing opportunities for early and 
continuing public participation and conversation between the Metropolitan Council 
and the public. 

4. Maintain on-going communication with project partners and ensure that key 
messages are consistent, clear and responsive to changing needs. 

5. Inform elected officials and funding partners of the project and status to ensure 
clear understanding of the project, timing and needs. 

6. Provide timely public information and engagement to ensure that the project 
stays on schedule and avoids inflationary costs due to delays. 

The Metropolitan Council has failed reaching any of these goals in regards to individuals 
concerned with the freight issue. Because the freight issue was excluded from the vast 
majority of the SW LRT scoping period, Safety in the Park has attempted to set up a conference 
call between the Met Council, the FTA and the Safety in the Park co-chairs. Safety in the Park 
believes that this conference call would not make up for the exclusion of the freight issue for the 
majority of the SW LRT scoping period but would be a small step towards helping the FT A and 
Met Council understand the public's concerns regarding the potential reroute. Safety in the 
Park is optimistic that a conference call can be set up in the near future. 
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APPENDIX H, PART 1: 

MN&S Rail Study, March 13 (pages 64-189) 

In September 2011, the FTA requested that the SWLRT DE IS include an analysis of the 
impacts of re-routing the TC&W freight traffic. The FTA also requested an analysis of the co­
location of the freight rail with the LPA or 3A such that a full analysis of alternatives would be 
completed according the NEPA regulations. 

The MN&S Report is the information and data that was used in the analysis of the 
environmental impacts for the FRR sections. 

It is important to note that the information contained within the report is the same data that was 
presented as the MN&S Freight Study Environmental Assessment Worksheet completed by the 
Minnesota Department of Transportation, dated May 12, 2011, with collaboration from the 
Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority. During the 30 day comment period, Safety in the 
Park!, the City of StLouis Park, local agencies, Canadian Pacific and TC&W Rail companies, 
and many residents and neighborhood associations commented on the impacts discussed, 
including a request for further study. 

The Minnesota Department of Transportation released a Finding of Facts and Conclusions on 
June 30, 2011 which listed the projects as a Finding of No Significant Impacts and that the 
project did not warrant further study as an EIS. The City of StLouis Park and a group of 
impacted residents and businesses appealed this decision to the Minnesota Court of Appeals, 
following the guidelines established within the State of Minnesota. 

The City Of St Louis Park appealed on the basis of: 1) that the M N &S freight rail project and 
SWLRT was a connected action; 2) failure to treat the freight rail project as a connected action 
eliminated the option of including a environmental analysis of co-locating the freight rail and light 

r_ail in!~~ ~~~~il~~_r:t:~ Corridor and 3) the M N&S _freight rail project as a sta_~d alone project has 
the potential for significant impacts, requiring an Environmental Impact Statement. 

The impacted residents and businesses appealed on the basis that: 1} the EAW violated 
Minnesota Environmental Protection Act (MEPA} because it fails to consider the SWLRT as a 
connected and phased action; 2} MN&S Freight Rail Study analysis of Noise and Vibration, and 
mitigation, is inadequate and 3} the analysis of the project's impacts to safety was inadequate. 

After the September 2011 FTA letter and during the appeal process, representatives from 
Hennepin County requested that the appeals would be dropped. (LaPray Response to the 
motion to dismiss Jan 10, 2012} 
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Within two weeks of the scheduled appeal court date, the Office of the Hennepin County 

Attorney issued a statement dated December 19, 2011 from the Hennepin County Regional Rail 
Authority that the MN&S Freight Rail Project no longer warranted a separate environmental 

analysis as a stand alone project. On December 20, the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation issued a statement proclaiming that MnDot 'vacates' the EAW for the Proposed 

Freight project. The action of 'vacating' the document was an unprecedented end to an 
Environmental Assessment Worksheet in Minnesota but it forced the appeal to be dropped 
because there was no environmental document to appeal. This is a violation of the trust of 

constituents that governing bodies will act in good faith and without a predetermined objective -
an important right within government projects. 

It is with this history that the MN&S Report included as supporting documentation for the freight 
rail reroute must be considered. The MN&S report is the same hard field data that was 

presented as the MN&S Freight Rail Project EAW. The MN&S report does not include anything 

significantly different even though the EAW project was in the steps for an appeal, requesting 
more study of the impacts. It has the same inaccuracies and NEPA, MEPA violations. The 

SWLRT DE IS usage of this as supporting evidence therefore can only include the same 

inaccuracies and environmental act violations, partly due to the fact that the request for 
additional study was ignored by Hennepin County. A significant part of the EAW appeal was the 

request that the project was studied to the level of an Environmental Impact Statement. This 
only highlights that the MN&S Report and the included field studies are not to the level of study 
of an EIS. Yet, this is the information simply inserted into the SWLRT DEIS as an equal study 
and evaluation. 

In addition, the M N&S Report is dated as March 13, 2012 but it is not clear who the report was 

released to. The staff at the City of St Louis Park were not consulted which highlights that the 

report did not have full disclosure with impacted stakeholders. 

Whenever possible- comments from the EAW or the appeals have been used in this response. 

Source for the MN&S Freight Rail Study: 
http://mnsrailstudy.org!Vahoo site admin/assets/docs/FINAL MNS Freight Rail Study EAW 

05-12-2011.131184329.pdf 

Source for the MnDot Finding of Facts and Conclusions 
http://mnsrailstudy.org/yahoo site admin/assets/docs/MNS Findings of Fact June302011.187 

180927.pdf 
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Contact: David Greene, ISAIAH Leader 
612-747-1982 

greened@obbligato.org 

Southwest LRT DEIS Full Comments Submitted by ISAIAH 

We respectfully submit these comments to the Southwest LRT DEIS on 
behalf of ISAIAH. ISAIAH is a coalition of 100 churches in the Twin Cities 
metro area and St. Cloud focused on racial and economic justice. We have 
been following development of the Southwest LRT project almost from its 
inception and have been working closely with the Harrison neighborhood 
and other organizations in North Minneapolis. Our comments will reflect our 
focus on racial equity and economic justice. 

ISAIAH supports the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great 
potential to connect environmental justice communities to opportunities in 
the form of jobs, education, cultural resources and other regional amenities. 
The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment efforts 
in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to those in 
Minneapolis who need them the most. Our comments will thus be focused 
on the 3A alignment proposal. 

Harrison is an environmental justice community with 67% people of color 
and 37% of its residents below the poverty level. 

Bassett Creek Valley is home to one of the largest publicly owned 
underutilized parcel of land remaining near downtown Minneapolis. This 
land has historically been underused by the city, currently housing a 
concrete crushing facility, an impound lot and various light industrial 
structures. It has long been a eyesore and barrier to development near 
Harrison and other environmental justice community. 

H also--provides a crucial as~yet-to-be-developed link between economically 
struggling North Minneapolis and wealthier neighborhoods immediately to 
the south. As a result of 3A locally preferred alternative decision for the 
Southwest Light Rail Line, Bassett Creek Valley will now include the Van 
White Station a key connecting point to opportunity for residents of North 
Minneapolis, making this area even more strategic as an area to redevelop. 

For over a decade the Harrison Neighborhood Association along with the 
Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association has been involved in creating the 
Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. Over 650 residents and other 
stakeholders participated in this effort. This process also led to a set of 
redevelopment principles that embody the community's values and wishes 
for a strong, sustainable, vibrant and attractive home. The Bassett Creek 
Valley Master Plan of 2006[1]. which was approved by the Minneapolis City 
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Council on january 12th, 2007, calls for the redevelopment of Linden Yards 
East, West and the Impound Lot. These industrial use areas would be 
replaced with a mixed use development featuring a mix of housing densities 
and prices, retail and office spaces, green and open spaces, and other civic 
use spaces. The Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan was incorporated into the 
Minneapolis comprehensive plan approved by the Metropolitan Council. 

Following the City Council adoption of the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan, 
the city proceeded with a rezoning study intended to make the 
neighborhood's zoning consistent with the Plan's vision of mixed use, higher 
density redevelopment. These zoning conversions went into effect on 
February 15th of 2008, and brought the neighborhood properties down from 
65% to 6.5% industrial use zoned. Two-thirds of all properties were rezoned. 
In addition to these zoning changes, the City of Minneapolis Comprehensive 
Plan then adopted the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan and designated the 
Bassett Creek Valley area at Glenwood Avenue as a "growth center."[2) 

Expected Redevelopment Outcomes Based on Bassett Creek Valley Master 
Plan: 

• More than 3,000 housing units 
• 2.5 million square feet of commercial space (office and retail) 
• 40 acres of new open, green space 
• 5000 to 6000 jobs 

Development of the BCV Master Plan would revitalize the environmental 
justice community of the Harrison neighborhood and repair the decades of 
land use neglect and disinvestment at the Van White Station. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 

ISAIAH supports SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, supporting economic development 
and new cost-effective, efficient travel options, particularly for residents of 
North Minneapolis. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the BCV Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between 
economically depressed North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in 
the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, many students from North 
Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master 
Plan and the SW LRT will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity to 
North Minneapolis while boosting ridership on the LRT. 
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Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co­
location alternative)] Land Use 

ISAIAH calls attention to the incomplete land use analysis. The rezoning of 
Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of 
Minneapolis. This rezoning should be included in the SWLRT DEIS 3.1.2.4 
Segment A Land Use. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 

ISAIAH has serious concerns about the Station Area Planning at the Van 
White Station- see the letter to the Minneapolis planning office sent by the 
Harrison Neighborhood Association (attached to comments submitted by the 
Harrison Neighborhood Association). To summarize the Harrison 
Neighborhood Association February 28th, 2011 letter addressed to Adele 
Hall, Hennepin County senior planner: 

The Harrison community requests for station area design without a 
commuter rail layover facility were never met. The final document 
clearly advocates for the siting of rail storage at Van White Station. 
The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council 
position on the sale of Linden Yards East at the Van White Station. The 
city directed city staff to explore joint development strategies at 
Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy 
maker by representing a platform (plinth) that could accommodate 
development above and rail storage below. This is misleading because 
the key feasibility work has not been completed and does not include 
the environmental assessment of siting a passenger rail storage yard 

---~aRd-maiRteRaRGe-faGility-at-theVan Whit~tatioR. 

The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison 
neighborhood property owners, renters and business owners. The 
Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses and over 150 
homes all of which are in the 1f> mile radius of the Van White Station. 
The accessibility of this station to pedestrians, bicycles and 
automobiles were limited to the future improvement of Van White 
Memorial Boulevard. Increasing the accessibility to the Van White 
State is critically important to our environmental justice communities 
access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

ISAIAH fully shares the concerns expressed by the Harrison Neighborhood 
Association. Destroying over a decade of active community participation in 
the areas' redevelopment would be a grave injustice. 
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3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 

ISAIAH finds the Segment A description inadequate. It should include 
mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. 

"The boundaries for the Bassett Creek Valley project area were 
established by the Minneapolis City Council in 1998. The Valley is a 
230-acre, largely industrial area bound on the west by Cedar Lake 
Road, on the east by 1-94, on the north by the Heritage Park 
redevelopment area and on the south by 1-394."[3] 

The Van White station is at the center of the Bassett Creek Valley project. 
Because of its significant size and city of Minneapolis site control, this 
project area deserves mention in this section of the SWLRT DEIS. 

Section 3.1.5.2 Operations and Maintenance Facility 

ISAIAH does not support locating the OMF at the Van White Blvd. Station site 
as this would be incompatible with the BCV Master Plan and would mortally 
wound neighborhood revitalization plans. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 

job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor was 
highlighted as part of a SW LRT funding application by the Metropolitan 
Council to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development [4]. This point should be included in the description of the 
potential effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 

In the Southwest Transitway Alternative Analysis Technical Memorandum #6 
Travel Demand forecasting, the Van White Station is predicted to have an 
average weekday boarding of 600 riders by 2030. This ridership estimate is 
stated to be based on a version of the city of Minneapolis comprehensive 
plan that obviously does not include the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 
Planners have stated repeatedly that the BCV Master Plan was not 
considered in ridership models. ISAIAH would like to be assured that the SW 
LRT DEIS ridership model includes updated Van White Station ridership 
projections with the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
10/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. Again, this plan 
was approved by the Metropolitan Council and thus its effects on ridership 
should be modeled. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
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The Interchange need for a rail layover/maintenance facility will have an 
impact on the economic development potential at the Van White Station if 
such a facility is sited on Linden Yards East, the stated preferred site of 
Interchange project partners. ISAIAH emphasizes once again that repeated 
requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have gone 
unanswered by local agencies. 

ISAIAH is very concerned about potential segmentation issues. Community 
members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance 
facility cannot be considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet the 
potential for this facility could seriously compromise ridership and the 
effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the 
SW LRT project. 

Section 10.4 Public Involvement 

ISAIAH notes that none of the public hearing locations selected by Hennepin 
County and/or the Metropolitan Council was transit-accessible for people in 
Harrison and other North Minneapolis environmental justice communities 
who worked normal day shift hours. In fact, suggestions to hold hearings or 
meetings in North Minneapolis were met with resistance. This created 
enormous burdens on transit-dependent, environmental justice communities 
of North Minneapolis. 

Section 12.1.1.2 Community Advisory Committee 

ISAIAH calls attention to the fact that the Harrison Neighborhood 
representative to the CAC was removed as an official representative after 
the project entered the preliminary engineering phase, being demoted to 
alternate status. There is currently no official Harrison Neighborhood 

~~ -- - --~representative-on-the-GAGr-~fforts-to -have this-changed-have-so-far-been--~ 
unsuccessful. No adequate explanation of why this change occurred has yet 
been offered. 

APPENDIX H - Land Use and Socioeconomic Analysis Methodology 

• Hennepin County Sustainable Development Strategy 2011 
• Downtown Minneapolis lntermodal Station Siting and Feasibility Study 
• The Interchange Environmental Assessment 

Harrison Neighborhood Association has been told by Interchange (multi­
modal station in downtown Minneapolis) project staff that Linden Yards East 
was the preferred site for the rail storage/layover facility that will 
accommodate the needs of the Interchange. The preference for this site is 
on page 53 of this submitted land use document. On june 22, 2011, HNA 
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sent a letter requesting a comprehensive environment justice analysis for 
the rail storage and maintenance facility (seeping) to FTA, EPA, MN Dept. of 
Transportation, Hennepin County, and city of Minneapolis. The FTA region 5 
was the only responder. 

In particular, a pending decision to locate the commuter train storage yard 
at Linden Yards East would substantially compromise the Bassett Creek 
Valley (BCV) Master Plan, by undermining the Master Plan strategy to use 
high intensity development in Linden Yards. This creates a threefold adverse 
impact. First, it effectively reduces or eliminates tax increment funding to 
finance redevelopment for the larger neighborhood. Second, it removes 
much of the potential to develop housing, both affordable and market rate. 
Third, it dramatically reduces the potential for Linden Yards to create a 
catalytic effect for the larger area. 

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth 

ISAIAH references page 1.24 in this comprehensive plan for the city of 
Minneapolis: "Bassett Creek Valley. Bassett Creek Valley is a designated 
Growth Center just outside of Downtown Minneapolis that is anticipated to 
experience intensive office and residential development. Guided by the 
approved Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan, and with large tracts of City­
owned land that are available for development, the area is proposed to 
include a large new park along Bassett Creek, a neighborhood retail node at 
Glenwood Avenue and Van White Memorial Boulevard, and high-rise office 
and residential development along Interstate 394. Redevelopment priorities 
include ensuring affordable housing, creating living wage jobs, and 
promoting good design. The City is partnering with public and private 
entities to assist in this major redevelopment project." 

Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan 

ISAIAH supports the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan and its 
implementation. 

Minnesota Department of Transportation Comprehensive Statewide 
Freight and Passenger Rail Plan 

Minnesota Department of Transportation is the lead agency in the Chicago­
Minneapolis/St. Paul Corridor Work. MNDOT has stated that their preferred 
location for high speed rail storage and maintenance facility is at Linden 
Yards East at the Van White Station. Harrison Neighborhood Association is 
still awaiting response to their correspondence requesting an 
environmental justice analysis for the proposed high speed rail storage and 
maintenance facility at Linden Yards East. 
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Group, Inc. with: SRF Consulting, Braun lntertec, Biko Associates, Maxfield 
Research; january 12, 2007 

[ 4] http://www.positivelyminnesota.com/capgrantdocs/METOl.pdf, page 12 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals l, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nm1h Minneapolis and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concet1, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

___ The rezoni11g of Bassett Creek Y.al~y wa,s a]Jpnwed February 2008 by the ,c:i!yof J\1inneapo]j_s.._'[l~s __ _ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
l share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platforn1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over I 50 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT conidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeneported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppmi SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (Ll'A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

____ The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley_was_<~pproved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. ~~ ~- - ~-~~- --- ---- ---- --~~-

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Han-ison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undenepmied. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should usc the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as pm1 of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 

~~- -·----
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
eff01ts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following arc comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals l, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

~~~-The rezonin~ of Bassett Creek Valley_wa:>.<!)l[)!:QvedFebruary 2008 by the _c:ity Qf MirJnei!Jl_Qlis. Thi~ __ _ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city counciL 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station /\rea plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT coiTidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of econon'lic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppm1unities in the form ofj obs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effm1s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppo11 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nm1h Minneapolis and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (Ll'A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)) 
Land Usc 

~~--lilc rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley wa~]J]JrQVedFebruary 2()0_81Jy_the city of Minneap()lis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess !Iarrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which are in the v, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1. I Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeneported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impm1ant redevelopment 
e1Torts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DElS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppot1 SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nm1h Minneapolis and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic oppm1unity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

~ __ _jThe rezonin~> of Bassett Creek Valley was apm:_o_ve_d February 2_0_08_ by_tl1e city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its signilicant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underTeported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
1012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I suppm1 the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, e!Iicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppmiunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A !LRT lA, LRT 3A (LI'A), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)! 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was anprovecl]'e!Jrum-r_2,0081Jy the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city stafrto explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess !Iarrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessihility to the Van White Station is critically impot1ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT con-idor 
in a SW LRT f~mding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.l.J Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an envirorunental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opp01tunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following arc comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I supp011 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)! 
Land Usc 

~~~-Thu:ezoning_ofBas~etLCreek\lalley_~as_approv~brmuy200Sby_!he cijyof MinneaJ:>Ql_is._This __ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city counciL 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan docs not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6. 1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underTeported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
1012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, e!Iicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

~---The.rezoning_oLBassetLCreeLValle¥--was.appm"ed_Eebruary.2008_b_y_the_city_of.Minnea)lQlis,_Ihis_ ____ _ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and rep011 back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platforn1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT conidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underrep011ed. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Fol·csccablc Futm·e Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppmtunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, e!Ticient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment oppmtunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students J!·om Nmth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A ILRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location altcmativc)l 
Land Usc 
Thexezoning of Basset! Creek Valley was approved February_2QO_Sby the city ofMinneaj)o.,.li"'s.'---'T-"h"'is,__ __ _ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc l'lans 
I share the Ha!Tison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city sta!T to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfon11 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Nmih Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a S W LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeiTeportecl. It does not account tor the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: {f~ fJ. 6/.17f?rv 

Address: f5S:/p /'8111 Ave-~ ¥· )A/J f551fo 1 

Phone: 

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppm1unities in the torm of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst tor important redevelopment 
elforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and aflordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, elllcient travel options. 

The 3A alignment tor SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in conce11, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

~---Thu:ez.oning_ofBasselt Creek Valley was ap]Jroveg_ft:l:lr@ry :WO!l_~y the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3. 1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the I Iarrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the lormal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood proper1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which arc in the V, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to No11h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the e!Tects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: 
r·\;1 'i' "'• \' . '-''\.1 ~ .J 

Address: 3 3 (,., 

Phone: f..o / d - 3 "3 ~"" 5''113 

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impot1ant redevelopment 
e1Torts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and a1Tordablc housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppot1 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efllcient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Not1h Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce traveltime for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concet1, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

___ 'J'he.rezoning.oLBassetLCrce.JU!alle_y_was..approved February2008_ll)' the city of MinneaQolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3. 1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city sta1Tto explore joint development 
strategies al Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van While Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfotm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan docs not adequately assess I Iarrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which arc in the Y,mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Nm1h Minneapolis through the SW LRf corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the etTects on the local economy. 

Section 6.l.l Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undetTeportcd. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: L-\SA A VV\ YV\ CL\n k L/J--------. D ~ 
Address: \ \ (p ']___ \k o (Yl t\ S AJ e_ 

1 
S: T P0 vJ_ I M J\) 5 S J 

Phone: (c; { 1- ?-c{ ?- - LJ 0 S 'C1---

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Soutll\vest LRT OEIS. 

f support the J A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The JA alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and afTordab le housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DElS . 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The JA alignment for S\V LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert , bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location a lternative)) 
Land Usc 

___ _ ,Dle__r_ezoniog olBassett Creek Vallex was ap12roved February 2008 by the city of Minne~o li s . This 
~-----rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rai l below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess l Iarrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which arc in the Yz mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Fot·eseeablc Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: }v1e'1hLlV\ br-o55YY\O..v\ 

Add.-ess:'j SLJo 3 <t;-lh_, Ave_, ~ Mpb )v\N ~~JqD~ 
Phone:~(,) -lJ/-/ -G{)\'6 

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I suppmi the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effmis in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and afTordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)[ 
Land Usc 

___ The._rez.oning_o[Bass.ett.Cre;;k_Yall.ey_was_approved Febn.mry..2D.Q.8_by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
1 share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan docs not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all ofwhieh arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically impm1ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT ElS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Add1·ess: 

Phone: 

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppmtunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following arc comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppmt SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, ellicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students fi·om Nmth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

___ The.rezoning_oLBassetLCreekYalle)'-was_approYeJ:Lfebruary2D_08 b_y the cfu' of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess I Iarrison neighborhood propet1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Basse(( Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Basse(( Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Nor1h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: {j~ M~~stJTC, 
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Address: 

Phone: 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppmtunities in the fonn ofjobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impmtant redevelopment 
efTmts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, eftlcient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

---The-rezoning_oLBassetLCreeLValle¥_was_appl11Ye_d_february 20Q_8_by the city of Minnea):lolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT 

3.LS.J Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Mirmesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development This point should be included in the description ofthe effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.Ll Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

l respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppmt SW LRT goals l, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, cflicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)[ 
Land Usc 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was a]Jproved_February_:~gos by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Hanison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city counciL 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to N011h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRI' DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
enviromnental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impot1ant redevelopment 
eftorts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (Ll'A), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was am:Jroved Febr11.ary 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and repot1 back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood propetiy 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in the V, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
1012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EJS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordab le housing to an area of need. 

following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective , efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A ILRT JA, LRT 3A (LJ>A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location altcmativc)J 
Land Usc 

____ I he_rezoning oillassett Cr_eek_ Valley_was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapoli s. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harri son Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Stat ion. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically impm1ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
10/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 

3614



Name: 

Add1·ess: 
k\t-• "YV() 
~:;· &-_:; ..,.-~ 1 .... -

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

l respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DElS. 

l support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efllcient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppmtunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

----The-rezoning_oLBassetLCreeLValJey_was_approxen_Eehruary_20_Q8_h)'.the city of Minnea2olis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
1 share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and repmt back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT conidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is unclerreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
l 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LnT DEIS Comments 

I respectfull y submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potentia l to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of j obs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment \·Viii also be a catalyst for impot1ant redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing j obs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I supp011 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
N011h Minneapolis and employment oppm1unit ies in the southwest Mitmeapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapolis trave l to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan . The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in conce11, bringing economic opportunity whi le boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-I (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 
The-rezoning-of Bassett Cree Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minnea oli s. This _____ ~ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rai l layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapo lis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are mislead ing for policy maker by representing 
a platfotm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and ra il below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rai l layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 

3617



• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood propel1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in the v, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically impmiant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Not1h Minneapolis through the SW LRT conidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should usc the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
1 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form ofjobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DE!S. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I supp01t SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efiicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppmtunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concett, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February_1008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Hanison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood propet1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all ofwhieh are in the Y,mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as pm1 of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form ofjobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impmiant redevelopment 
eflorts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and afiordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, eflicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Mitmeapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students fl·om North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

----Ihe.t·ezoning_oLBassetLCreek.Y.alky was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and rep011 back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading tor policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood propetiy 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over ISO homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest I BT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

l respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

l support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppmiunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efiicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmih Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)[ 
Land Use 
The rezoningof Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and repmi back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope1iy 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassel! Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in the v,mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassel! Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassell Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to oppmtunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impmtant redevelopment 
elforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment oppmtunities in the southwest Mitmeapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic oppottunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (Ll'A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

~~~_The_rezouing_of BassetLCreekJfalley was approved Februarx 2008 Q)' the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Hanison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfmm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope1iy 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest I ,RT 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Nm1h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6. 1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form ofjobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effmis in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, ellicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)) 
Land Use 

____ The rezoning_of Bassett Creek Valley was am:Jrove<iE~l:mla!'Y 2008by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess I Iarrison neighborhood proper1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Basse(( Creek Valley is home to over I 70 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underrepm1ed. It docs not account for the Basse(( Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the fom1 of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

----'I'he.~emning-oLBassett.Ct:eeLValle.y_was.apprmred.Ec.bruar.y 2008 by the.city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest I J~T. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment i\ 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6. I.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 

3630



Name: A/ll{f{:;() ra v-K-s 
Address: 15 0 0 Q LA -ee n A\}..(! !\.) 

N\\:)( s N\ ~) ~:J SL\ I I 
Phone: 

lQ\L, c;~g,2ti-DL 
Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, cflicient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppottunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Notth Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT IA, LRT 3A (Ll'A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)[ 
Land Usc 

~~~-Jhe-cezoning-ot'-Bassett-Creek-VaUe-)'-was-appmvedJ'ebruar;y_2Q08 by the city of Minneapolis This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess 1 Iarrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underrepmted. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the efTectiveness of economic development and improved land usc around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efllcient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nm1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concet1, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-I (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

____ Ihcxezoning_nLBassetLCr£-eJUiallC¥--"'<as_appiDYCdEehruary 2008 by the cit)' of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and repm1 back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platforn1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Stat ion /\rea plan does not adequately assess !Iarri son neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business ovmers. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in the Y2 mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critica lly important to provide these environmental 
justi ce communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and ci ty 
of Minneapolis site control , this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
10/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably For·esccable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rai l layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT proj ect. 

Additional Comments 

3634



Name: {\~ Lu~~ -- ' 

Address: --z-52-\ (3-(~€J.:"tub f\u-e__ 6 ~ (D\ vJ. \v'\~\"o((\ 

Phone: {y I L _ ~ D--5 ~'5 L( rz ~ 

Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and allordable housing to an area of need. 

following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppmi SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Notih Minneapolis and employment oppotiunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Notih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-I (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 

----Ihe.+ezoning...oLBassetLCreeLValle_)".."'as_approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
-rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfotm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which arc in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT conidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.l.l Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRr DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impotiant redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppoti SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Nmih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRr service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in conceti, bringing economic oppmiunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT IA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 

----+h~r~6Gning-Gf-Eass~tt-Creek-Valley-was.approveclEebruat"j'-2QQRb_y_thu:ity of Minneap_,..o,.l,is~·ru·h"'i,_s ___ _ 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and repmi back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfmm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its signilicant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a S W LIU funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
10/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Futnre Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for impm1ant redevelopment 
effm1s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following arc comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LI'A), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)[ 
Land Usc 

~~--1'he-rewning-of--Ba££cU-Creek-Valle}'-Was.appllli'cd_Eehruary_2ill18 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a piatfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassell Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which arc in they, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3. 1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassell Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT coiTidor 
in a S W LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment oppol1lmities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N01th Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location altcrnativc)J 
Land Usc 

----Ihe-rezening-ef-Bassett-Greek-VaUe.)~was-ap[lrovOO-l;ebmaf.y-2.008.by...thc.ci~y...oi'Minneapolis~l"h.,;. ---­
rezontngshotild be rlfehtiol1ed in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Land Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfonn (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood proper1y 
owners, renters and business owners, The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station, Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT 

3,LS,I Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area, The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project, Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5,1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a S W LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development This point should be included in the description of the e!Iects on the local economy, 

Section 6. L 1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It docs not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
10/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effmis in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DE!S. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment oppoiiunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)) 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved Febmary 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezomng siwu!d be mentioned-intnis section~ 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:md Use Plans 
I share the Hamson Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over I 70 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which are in the Y,mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT cotTidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeiTeported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 012109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effmis in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmih Minneapolis and employment oppmiunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoningshoulctl5e menuonea m tht~~ctkm.- --------

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:wd Usc Plans 
I share the Hamson Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in the !12 mile radius ofthe Van White Stat ion. Increasing 
the access ibi lity to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Val ley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT con idor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeneported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Val ley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance fac ility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an enviromnental assessment of such a facil ity have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facili ty cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this faci lity could seriously compromise ridershi p 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest Li{T DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRf DEIS. 

5sc(o1 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I , 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (B~V) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opportunities in the southwest Mi1meapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from North Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved february 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 

~---r-ez-oning should oe mentwne 1!1 t rs sectio-n-. - --------~-

Section 6. 3.1.3 Vwd Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council pos ition 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over I 70 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in the Y2 mile radi us ofthe Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of !he Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Val ley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facil ity have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance fac ility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRr DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
e ffort s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need . 

f-ollowing are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppo1t SW LRT goals I , 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A a lignment for SW LRT is an essenti al piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition , 
many students from N01th Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service wou ld 
greatl y reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alter·native)) 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved f-ebruary 2008 by the city of Minneapol is. This 
rezonmg should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:wd Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Ne{ghborhood Associati on's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearl y advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresent s the formal Minneapo li s ci ty council pos ition 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city counci l. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for pol icy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rai l below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance fac ility at the Van Wl1ite S tation. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood propet1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over !50 homes all of which are in the Y2 mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically impot1ant to provide these environmenta l 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control , this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapol is through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description ofthe effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rai l layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facili ty have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRf DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
e1forts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I supp011 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economi~ally depressed 
Not1h Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Mi1meapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)) 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 

----re_z_o-ning should be mentioned in this secti~ -----_----=._-=._----

Section 6. 3.1.3 Vwd Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• 

• 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harri son neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in theY:? mile radius ofthe Van White Station. Increasing 
the access ibility to the Van White Station is critically impm1ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, thi s proj ect area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapoli s through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 MethodoiOg)' 
Ridership at the Van White station is unden eported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapoli s comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests fo r an enviromnental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance fac ility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LR.T EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effecti veness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LH.T DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DETS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potentia l to connect 
environmental j ustice communities to opportunities in the form of j obs, education, cultural reso urces 
and other regiona l amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
eff011s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Fo llowing are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effecti ve, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Pe1m Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Mi1meapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapo lis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them . 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Usc 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of M inneapolis. This 

----~=·e-=-zoning should be menhonecr in iS"'Section. ------

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:tnd Usc Plans 
I share the Harrison Neig hborhood Association's concerns with the Van Whi te station p lanning. 

• 

• 

The p la nning document clearly advocates fo r the siting of diesel comm uter ra il layover at Van 
White Station. The fi nal document misrepresents the forma l Minneapolis city council position 
on the sa le of Linden Yards East. The city directed ci ty staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city counci l. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rai l below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siti ng a rail layover/maintenance fac ili ty at the Van White S tation. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess !Iarrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over ISO homes all ofwhich are in the Y2 mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control , this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is unden eported. It does not account fo r the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance faci lity in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

f support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regio nal amenities. The 3A a lignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
eifm1s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need . 

f-o llowing are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, effici ent travel options. 

The 3A a lignment for SW LRT is an essenti al piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BC V) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nm1h Minneapoli s and employment oppm1unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
w ill work in concet1, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership . 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved f-ebruary 2008 by the city of Minneapoli s. This -----rezonmg should be mentionea intl1is secti on. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 V md Use Plans 
I share the Harrison Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of di esel comm uter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfo rm (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rai l below. Thi s is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance fac ility at the Van White S tation. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in the~ mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically imp011ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapoli s site control, thi s project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to N011h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Met hodoiOg)' 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Futur·e Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an enviro1m1ental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies . 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance faci lity cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet thi s facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest Ll~T DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potentia l to connect 
env ironmenta l justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cu ltural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will a lso be a catal yst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

f-o llowing are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals I , 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, effi cient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between econom icall y depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapoli s travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved f-ebruary 2008 by the city of Minneapol is. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L~nd Usc Plans 
I share the Harri son Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White stat ion planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis ci ty council posi tion 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrati ons are mislead ing for policy maker by represent ing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance fac ility at the Van White S tation. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess I Iarri son neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Val ley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in the Y2 mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically important to provide these envi ronmental 
j usti ce CL'Illmunities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, thi s project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and l:conomic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeneported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Va lley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the Ci ty of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rai l layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance faci lity cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I suppmi the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
effmis in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I support SW LRT goals 1, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
Nmth Minneapolis and employment oppmtunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from Notih Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A (LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:md Use Plans 
I share the Hamson Neighborhood Association's concems with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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• The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in theY, mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically impor1ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT COITidor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underTeported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRr DEIS. 

PauL MN 
I 
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I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmenta l justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment wi ll also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppot1 SW LRT goals I , 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A aligmnent for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Mim1eapolis and employment opp01tunities in the southwest Minneapolis suburbs. In addition , 
many students from Not1h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
wi ll work in concet1, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)) 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved February 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L~lld Usc Plans 
1 share the Harri son Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

The planni ng document clearly advocates for the siting of diese l commuter rai l layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for pol icy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and ra il below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in the Y2 mile rad ius ofthe Van White Station. Increasing 
the access ibility to the Van White Station is critically imp011ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention ofl.he Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapol is through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding appl ication to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance fac ility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LRT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the JA alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportuni ties in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The JA alignment wi ll also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
e lf011s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEJS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppo11 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essenti al piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key c01mection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Mi1meapolis suburbs. ln addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT servi ce wou ld 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-l (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved february 2008 by the city of Minneapol is. This 
rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 Vwd Usc Plans 
I share the Harri son Ne{ghborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diese l commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrati ons are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess I Iarri son neighborhood property 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in the Y1 mile rad ius of the Van Whi te Station. Increasing 
the access ibility to the Van White Station is critically impm1ant to provide these environmental 
j ustice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention ofihe Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its sign ificant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted j ob linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is undeneported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an enviromnental assessment of such a facil ity have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet thi s facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Southwest LUT DEIS Comments 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
eff011s in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

Following are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I suppo11 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (B~V) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key connection points between economically depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp011unities in the southwest Mi1meapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N011h Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in concert, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L~nd Usc Plans 
I share the Harri son Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platfom1 (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood proper1y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all of which are in the Y:z mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the accessibility to the Van White Station is critically imp011ant to provide these environmental 
justice communities access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of the Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control, thi s project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to Nor1h Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2109 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rail layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an environmental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance facility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet thi s faci lity could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effecti veness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Name: 

I respectfully submit these comments on the Southwest LRT DEIS. 

I support the 3A alignment for the Southwest LRT because of its great potential to connect 
environmental justice communities to opportunities in the form of jobs, education, cultural resources 
and other regional amenities. The 3A alignment will also be a catalyst for important redevelopment 
efforts in the Bassett Creek Valley, bringing jobs and affordable housing to an area of need. 

f<ollowing are comments specific to sections in the DEIS. 

Section 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 
I supp011 SW LRT goals I, 2 and 5, economic development and cost-effective, efficient travel options. 

The 3A alignment for SW LRT is an essential piece of the Bassett Creek Valley (BCV) Master Plan. 
The Van White and Penn Ave. stations are key c01mection points between economi~ally depressed 
North Minneapolis and employment opp01tunities in the southwest Mitmeapolis suburbs. In addition, 
many students from N01th Minneapolis travel to schools along the route and the LRT service would 
greatly reduce travel time for them. 

The Van White station is the center of the BCV Master Plan. The BCV Master Plan and the SW LRT 
will work in conceit, bringing economic opportunity while boosting ridership. 

Section 3.1.2.4 Segment A [LRT lA, LRT 3A (LPA), and LRT 3A-1 (co-location alternative)] 
Land Use 
The rezoning of Bassett Creek Valley was approved f<ebruary 2008 by the city of Minneapolis. This 

-- - rezoning should be mentioned in this section. 

Section 6. 3.1.3 L:wd Usc Plans 
I share the Harri son Neighborhood Association's concerns with the Van White station planning. 

• The planning document clearly advocates for the siting of diesel commuter rail layover at Van 
White Station. The final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis city council position 
on the sale of Linden Yards East. The city directed city staff to explore joint development 
strategies at Linden Yards East and report back to city council. 

• The Van White Station Area Plans illustrations are misleading for policy maker by representing 
a platform (plinth) that could accommodate development above and rail below. This is 
misleading because the feasibility work has not been completed and there has been no 
environmental assessment of siting a rail layover/maintenance facility at the Van White Station. 
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The Van White Station Area plan does not adequately assess Harrison neighborhood prope11y 
owners, renters and business owners. The Bassett Creek Valley is home to over 170 businesses 
and over 150 homes all ofwhich are in theY:! mile radius of the Van White Station. Increasing 
the access ibi li ty to the Van White Station is cri tically imp011ant to provide these environmental 
justice communi ties access to jobs along the Southwest LRT. 

3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Usc and Socioeconomics; Segment A 
The description is inadequate and should include mention of lhe Bassett Creek Valley project area. The 
Van White station is central to the Bassett Creek Valley project. Because of its significant size and city 
of Minneapolis site control , this project area deserves mention in this section. 

Section 5.1 Economic Conditions 
The Metropolitan Council highlighted job linkage to North Minneapolis through the SW LRT corridor 
in a SW LRT funding application to the Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic 
Development. This point should be included in the description of the effects on the local economy. 

Section 6.1.1 Methodology 
Ridership at the Van White station is underreported. It does not account for the Bassett Creek Valley 
Master Plan. The ridership model should use the City of Minneapolis comprehensive plan adopted 
I 0/2/09 which includes Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan. 

Section 9.4 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions 
A rai l layover/maintenance facility in Linden Yards East will have an impact on economic development 
at the Van White Station. Repeated requests for an envi rorunental assessment of such a facility have 
gone unanswered by local agencies. 

Community members have repeatedly been told that the rail layover/maintenance fac ility cannot be 
considered as part of the SW LRT EIS analysis, yet this facility could seriously compromise ridership 
and the effectiveness of economic development and improved land use around the SW LRT project. 

Additional Comments 
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Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I WORK IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS . I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON fHIS COMMUNITY. 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED I ALSO 

WANT LOW INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT PROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONO MI C DEVELOPMEN T . 

SINCERELY , 

0 E s c 

Dear Southwes t Tra nsitway 
Project Planner s. 

MY NAM J:: IS 

I L IVE IN THE CITY O F H OPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IM PACT O F TilE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY C OMMUNITY. 

WA NT TO SEE A FFORDA BLE HOUSI NG 

PRJ::S ERVED AND EXPANDED SO TH AT WE 

CAN C ONTINUE L I V I NG HERE. I AL SO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE , IMM I 

GRANTS AN D PEOPLE OF CO LOR TO BEN· 

EFIT F ROM NEW LIVIN G WAG E J OB S 

AND ECONOMI C D E VELO PM ENT 

SIN C ER ELY, 

0 E s c 0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

A 

SOUTIIWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD. 

QUI ERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN -

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN: 

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALR I OS JUSTOS Y El. DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

- M l NOM BRE ES ,.. ~ 

~-\L~~'!..-~--~~ .. y~"'2-- . 
V IVO EN I.A CIUDI\q DE HOPKINS. A 

M l M E IMPORTA EL IMPACT() DE L 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml C OMUNIDAD . 

QUI ERO QUE PRESERVEN L AS V IVIEN ­

D A S ECONOM ICA S Y QUI:: C ONST RUY AN 

M AS PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVI EN DO 

AQUJ. TAMBI EN QUIERO QUF; I.A GEN ­

T E DE; BAJOS RE;CUR SOS, LOS I NMI · 

GRANTE;S Y LA GENTE; DE C O LO R SE 

Bf:NE;FICE DE N U E;VO S TRAIJAJOS l'ON 

SAL RIOS JUSTOS \ E L DESA RR O J.I.O 

ECONOMI CO . 

ATE NT A MEN T f: , 

M M E N T 
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Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY . 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE L I VI NG HERE . I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI 

GRANTS AND PEOPL E OF COLOR TO BEN· 

E FIT FROM NEW LIVING WA GE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME I S 

I LIVE IN T HE CITY OF HOPKINS . I 

CARE ABOUT TH~: IM PAC1 OF THE 

SOUTHW EST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SE E AFFORDAB LE HOUSING 

PRESERVCD AND EX PAND E D SO THAT WE 

CAN CON IINU E LIVIN G IH: Rr:: I ALSO 

WANT LOW INCOM E: PI:: OPLE , I MMI­

GRANTS AND PI::O PU : Of COLOR TO BEN ­

I::FIT FROM NI::W LIVIN G WAGE J OBS 

AND I::C ONOM IC D E VE LOPMI::NT 

S INCEREI.Y, 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

VIVO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKINS. A 

M l ME IMPORTA EL I MPAC TO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COM UNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUI:: PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEOUIR VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA OEN· 

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INM I­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE CO LOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CO N 

SALRI OS JUSTOS Y E L DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI CO . 

ATENTAMENTE,G('L ~9.9 ( 1~ 7 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOMBRI:: ES 

T 

_(\<AIY.\_\_Y._~ ____ f:'(_n~~.J..~z, __ 
VIVO EN LA C IUDAD 0 1:: H OPKINS. A 

Ml M E IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SO UTHWEST LRT E N Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUI ~:RO QUE PRESERVI::N LA S VIVIEN· 

DA S ECONOMICAS Y QUI:: CONSTRUYA N 

MA S PARA PODER SEOU I R VIVIENDO 

AQUI TAMBI EN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN-

TE D E IJIIJ OS RECURSOS, LOS INMI ­

ORANT ES Y Lll GENT!:: DE COLO R SE 

BE NEFI C !:. IJE NUI::VOS TRABAJO S CON 

SA I.R IOS J USTOS Y I:: L DESARROLLO 

E CONOMI CO . 

AHNT AM I::NH, crt b l8 q oq l 3671



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME I S 

I LIVE I N THE CITY OF HOPKINS. I 

C ARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSI NG 

PRE SERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CON TINU E LIVIN G HERE. I ALSO 

WANT L OW- INCOME PEOPLE, IM MI · 

GRA NTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN· 

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

S INCE RELY , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners, 

M Y NAME IS 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF H OPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY . 

WANT TO SEE A FFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESt::RVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING HERE . I ALSO 

WANT LOW- I NCOM E PEOPLE , IMMI· 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMI C DEVELOPM ENT. 

SINCF:RELY, 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml ~OMBRE ES 

1
' • l \ 'r I ( I < I .., j : _ . I ~ 
-----------~----·-----_____ L_ ___ _ 

VIVO EN LA CIU DAD DE H OPKI NS . A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LA S VIVIEN· 

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUI R VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN· 

TE DE BAJOS RE CURSOS, LOS INMI · 

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUF.VOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL D ESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 

~ ! . ' l. 
1 ' \ I I 

0 ~M M 

(2 ..;.-t-· re .(.:- 2 
E N T 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

VIVO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKINS. A 

Ml M E IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN ­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PO DER SEGUIR VIVIENDO 

AQU I. TAM BIEN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN· 

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INMI­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJ O S CON 

SA LR IOS JUSTOS Y EL DE SARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAM ENTE, ({3 (._ 9'2._L0'~5 G 
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Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

:'!4~J?_ ______ ) 
I LIVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS . I 

CARE ABOUT THE I MPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY . 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LI VI NG HERE . I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PE OPLE, I MMI · 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

S iNCERELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

M Y NAME IS 

I L IVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS 

CAR E ABOUT T HE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUS ING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING HERE . I ALS O 

WANT LOW- I NCOME PEOPLE , IMMI ­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR T O B EN ­

E FIT F ROM NEW LIVING WAG E JOB S 

AND ECON OMIC D EVELOPMENT . 

S I N CERE LY , 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

V I VO EN LA CIUDAD DE H OPKINS. A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST L RT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIE RO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIV IEN ­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CON STRUYAN 

MAS PA RA PODER SEGU IR VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBI EN QUIERO QUE LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS lNMl ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE C OLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJ OS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

T 

VI VO EN LA Cl UDA D D E H OPKINS . A 

Ml ME I MPOR TA EL lMPACTO DE L 

SOUT H W EST L RT E N Ml COMU NI DAD . 

Q U IERO QU E PRES ERV EN LAS Vl VlEN ­

DAS EC ONOM ICAS Y QUE CO NSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PO DF; R SE G U IR VlVlE NDO 

AQ U L T AMRIEN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN­

T E D E B AJOS RE CU RSOS , LOS l N M l ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE C O LO R SE 

BEN E FIC E D E NUE VOS TRABAJOS CON 

SA LRI OS JUSTOS Y EL D ES ARROL LO 

E CONOMICO. 

ATE NTII MENH: , 

~--------------------------~~_gL----------------~ 

3673



Dear Sou th west Tra nsitway 
Project Pla nners. 

I LIVE I N THE C ITY OF HOPK IN S. I 

CARE A BOUT TH E I MPACT O F T HE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON MY COMMUNITY . 

WANT T O SE E A FFORDABLE HOU SI NG 

PRE SERVED AN D EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CO NTI NUE L IVIN G H ERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW-INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI · 

GRANTS AN D PEOPLE OF COLOR TO B EN ­

EFIT FROM NEW L I VI NG WAGE .J OBS 

AND ECONOMI C DEVELOPMENT. 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Tran s itway 
Project Planner s. 

NY NA M E IS 

II . Dol /JJ... C>r-.. ,-J-;;;, 
-ff\NC:~ ~~-~-----

L IVE IN THE CITY OF H O PKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPA CT OF T HE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON MY COMMUN ITY . 

WA NT TO SEE AFFORDABLE H OUSING 

PRI::SERVED A ND EXPANDED SO THAT W E 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING H ERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI · 

CRANTS ANI.l PEOPLE OF COL OR TO B EN · 

EFIT FROM Nl:W LI VING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEV ELOPME NT. 

SINCERELY , 

0 

Estimados Dir igentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

VIVO EN LA C IUOAD D E HOPKI NS. A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN M l CO MUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERV EN LAS VIVIEN · 

D AS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PA RA PO DEll SEGUIR V I VIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBI EN QUIERO QU E LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INMI ­

GRANTE S Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFI CE D E N UF:VOS TRABAJOS CON 

SAL RIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATE NTAM ENTE, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

T 

V I VO EN LA C IUDAD D E HOPKINS. A 

M l ME I MPORTA EL IMPACTO D EL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml Co'MUNIDAD . 

QUI ERO QUE PR ESERVEN l-AS VIVIEN ­

DAS E CONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODE R SEGUI R VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QU E LA OEN · 

TE DE BAJ OS RECURSOS , LO S I NMI ­

GRANTES Y LA OENTE D E COLO R St: 

BENEFI CE DE NUEVOS TRABAJO S CON 

SALRI OS J USTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMEN T E , 3674



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS. 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EX PANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING HERE. I AI. SO 

WANT LOW-INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI· 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERELY , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

~MBt ES fl1 t A-& 
r--~--~fe_ ______ {!_~!~--- ~ 
VIVO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKINS . A 

M l ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN M l COMUNI DAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN ­

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVJENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INMI­

GRANTES Y L A GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI CO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigen tes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

T 

~y hAME !s •. n / {\ M l NOMBRE ES t I 
_l"J~_q, __ ~n-_111,l'Ltiq ~--g~hUj_11:~c:f, · r.urr; 
I L I VE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS. I V I VO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKINS . A 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. I 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

. CAN CONT I NUE LIV I NG HERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - I NCOME PEOPL E, I MMI­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERELY, 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRES ERVEN LAS VIVI EN ­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR V JVJENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN ­

T E DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS I NMJ ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVO S TRABAJOS CON 

SALRI OS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI CO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 3675



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME I S 

I L.IVE IN THE CI TY OF H OPK I NS 

CARE ABOUT T H E I MPACT O F rHJ; 

SOUTHW EST L.RT ON MY COM MGI"ITY . 

WANT TO SEE APFOR DAil LE H OUSI NG 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDF.D SO TI! AT WE 

CAN CONTI NUE L.I VING H ER E I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PF.O PL E , I MM I 

GRANTS AN D PEO PLE O F CO LOR TO BEN · 

EFI1 PROM NEW LIVIN G WAGF. J O ilS 

AND ECONOMIC DE VE LO PME NT 

SINCEREL.Y , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAM E IS 

~~----------------------
I LIVE IN THE C ITY OF HOPK I NS . I 

CARE ABOUT T H E IM PACT OP THE 

SOUTHWEST L.RT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE APPORDABL.E HOUSING 

PRESERVED A ND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE L.IVING H ERE. ] ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPL.E , I MMI 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COL.OR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

0 

.... ___ jft·;~;~ 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

M l NOMBR E Ej. '><> 

~~_\!i:A__b.,.__ ___ fl_D._ ~ 
VIVO EN LA C I UDAD DE HOPKINS. A 

Ml M E IMPORTA EL I MPACTO DEL. 

SOUT HWEST LRT EN Ml COMUN IDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN ­

D A S E CONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR V I VIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE L.A GEN ­

T E DE BAJOS REC URSOS, LO S INMI ­

GRA NTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE D E NU EVOS TRABAJOS CON 

S ALRIOS JUSTO S Y EL DESARROLL O 

EC ONOM ICO. 

ATENTAMENH:, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

T 

VIVO EN LA C I U DAD DE HOPKINS. A 

M l ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL. 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDA D. 

Q UIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIV IEN ­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CO NSTRUYAN 

MAS PA RA PODER SEGUIR VIVI ENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QU E L.A GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, L.OS INMI · 

GRANTES Y L.A GENTE DE COL.OR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y E L D ESARROLL.O 

ECONOMI CO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 
3676



Dear Southwest Tra nsitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAM E IS 

I LI VE I N TH E CITY OF H O PKI NS. I 

CA RE ABOUT T H E IMPACT O F TH E 

SOUTH WEST LRT ON MY COMMU NITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE H OUSI NG 

PRESER VE D AN D EXPAN D ED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE L IVING H E R E. I ALSO 

WAN T L OW- I NCOME PEOPLE, I MMI · 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN­

EFIT F ROM NE W LIVI NG WAGE J OBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT . 

S INCE R ELY , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners, 

I LIVE I N TH E C ITY O F H OPKI NS. I 

C ARE A BOU T THE IMPACT O F THE 

SO UTHWE ST L RT ON MY CO MMU N ITY . 

WA NT T O S EE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PR F:SE RVED AND E XPANDED SO THAT W E 

CAN CONTI NU E L IVING H E RE 1 AL SO 

WA NT LOW - INCOM E PEO PLE, I MM I· 

GRANTS AND PEOPL E O F COLO R TO B EN ­

EF i l FRO M N EW LIVIN G WA GE J OBS 

AND ECONO MI C D EVELOPMENT 

SJNCE:REL~ 

~~'")--c_c 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

MI NOM B R E ES 'Q 

_El <s: .. Y~\.Q.,. __ ~-~~~-
VIVO E N L A CI U DAD D E H OPKI NS. A 

M l ME I M PORTA E L JMPACT O D EL 

S OUT HWEST LRT EN M l COMUNIDAD . 

Q UIE RO Q UE PR ESERVEN LAS VJVJEN ­

DAS ECONOMI CA S Y QU E C ONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA POD ER SEGUI R VJVIENDO 

AQUJ. T A MBI EN Q UI ERO QU E LA GEN· 

TE D E BAJ OS R ECU RSOS , LOS INM J­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE C OLO R SE 

BENEFICE DE NU EVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRJ OS J USTOS Y E L D ES ARROLLO 

ECONOMICO . 

AT ENT A M E NTE , 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigen tes del 
Southwest Tran sitway. 

M l NOM BRE ES 

T 

V I VO E N LA CIUDAD D E H OPKIN S. A 

M l M E I MPO RT A E L IMPACTO D E L 

SOUTH WEST LRT EN M l CO M U N IDAD. 

Q U JERO Q U E PR ES E RV EN LAS VJVJ EN ­

D AS ECONOMI CA S Y Q U E C ON ST RUYAN 

MA S PARA PO D ER SEGU I R VI VIENDO 

AQUJ. T AMB IEN QU IE RO Q UE L A G EN ­

TE DE B AJ OS R ECURSO S, LO S I NMI­

GRANTES Y LA G E NTE D E COLOR SE 

BENEFI C E D E N U EVO S TRA BAJOS CON 

SA L RJO S JU ST O S Y EL D ESARROL L O 

EC ONOM I CO . 

AT ENTAMENTE , 3677



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

I LI VE I N TH E CITY OF HOPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE I MPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOU SING 

PRESERVED AND EX PAN DED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING IIERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COL OR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE J OBS 

AND ECONOM I C DEVELOPMENT . 

SINCE RELY , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME I S 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF H OPKINS. I 

C ARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND E XPANDED SO TH AT W E 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING H ERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW- I NCOME PEO PLE, I MM I · 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN· . 

EFIT FROM NEW LIVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOM IC D EVELOPMENT . 

S INCERELY, 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

M l NOM BRE ES [\ \ 

-M-~}_lfY ___ ___ ~ __ <t..~l - l'-' 

VIVO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKI NS. A 

Ml ME IM PORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHW EST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VI VIEN · 

DAS ECONOMI CA S Y QU E CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGU I R VIVIF.N DO 

AQUI. T AM BIEN QUIERO Q UE LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS R ECURSOS, LOS INMI · 

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRA BAJ OS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

T 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

--~~11~--~-------------
VIVO EN LA C IUDAD DE H OPK INS. A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL I MPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERV E N LAS V IVIEN­

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUI R VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE L A GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECU RSOS, LO S INMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

B ENEFI CE DE NUEVOS TRABAJ OS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y E L DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI C O. 

ATENTAMENTE, 3678



Dear Southwest Tra nsitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I L I VE I N THE CITY OF HOPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IM PACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORD ABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LI VING HF:RE I ALSO 

WANT LOW INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVIN G WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

S I N CERELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners, 

MY NAME IS 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IM PA CT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY C OMM UNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE H OU SING 

PRESERVED AND EXPAN D F:D SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING IH: RE I ALSO 

WANT i.OW·JNCOME PE OPLE, I MM I · 

GRANTS AND PEOPL E OF COLO R TO BEN . 

EFIT FROM NEW LIVIN G WAGf. J OBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOI' Mr. Nl 

SINCERELY, 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Tra nsitway, 

MI NOMBRE ES 

_/lDY.l_Q()~_o ____ ~celS_/.:9 
V I VO EN LA CIUDAD DE H OPKINS. A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUN IDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VJVJEN ­

DAS ECONOMJCAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR V IVIENDO 

AQUJ. T AMBIEN Q U JERO QUE LA GEN 

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS JNMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SJ:; 

BF:NEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMJCO. 

ATENTAMENTE, G ( 1.. 9~ l 8:1'1. 4 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

MI NOMBRE ES 

T 

VIVO EN LA CJUDAD DE H OPKINS. A 

Ml M E IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUN I DAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN­

DA S ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVIENDO 

AQ U I TAMBIE N Q U I E RO QUE LA GEN · 

T E DE BAJ OS RECU RSOS, LOS I NMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTF: DE C OLOR SE 

BENEFI C r: DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y El. DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI CO 

ATENTAM r; NTE , 9S z_ C{ ~ ~ 11 q l 3679



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAM E I S 

I LIVE IN THE CITY OF HOPKIN S . I 
CARE ABOUT THE I MPA CT OF T HE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON MY CO M MU NIT Y . 

WAN T T O SE E AFFORDABLE H OUSING 

PRESERVED A ND EXPANDED SO THAT W E 

CAN CONTINUE L I V I NG H E RE. I ALSO 

WAN T LOW - IN COME PEO PLE , IMMI ­

GRA NTS AN D PEOPLE O F COLOR TO B EN­

EFIT FROM NEW LI V ING WAGE JOB.S 

AND ECO NOMI C D EVELOPMENT. 

SiNCE RELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Tran sitway 
Project Planners, 

MY NAME IS 

I LIVE I N T H E CIT Y OF H OPK I NS . I 

CAR E ABOUT THE I MPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON M Y COMMU NITY . 

WANT T O SEE A F FORDABL E H OUS I NG 

PRE SERVED AND EXPAN DED SO THAT W E 

CAN CO NTIN U E LI VING H ERE. I ALSO 

WANT LO W - INCOME PEOPLE, IMMI · 

GRANTS AND PJ::OPLE O F CO LOR TO B EN 

E FIT FROM N E:W L IVIN G WAG E J O BS 

AND ECO NOM IC DEVE L OPMEN T . 

SiN C ER ELY , 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Tran sitway. 

M l NOMBR~; ES 

__ .)Q~~----R~~~~~1.:: ____ _ 
V I VO EN LA C I UDAD D E H OPKIN S. A 

M l ME IM PORTA EL IMPACT O DEL 

SOUTHWEST I.RT EN Ml COM U NIDAD . 

QUIERO Q U E PR ESE RVEN LA S VJVIEN ­

DAS ECONOMICA S Y QU E CONSTRUYA N 

M AS PARA PODER SF. GU I R VI V I J::NDO 

A(,)UJ. TAMBIEN Qun; RO QU E LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS RE C'U RSOS , LOS JNM I ­

GRANTES Y LA GEN T £ DE COLO R S E: 

BEN E FICE D E NUF. VOS T RABAJ O S CO N 

SA LRIOS JUSTO S Y U . D ES ARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Tra ns itway, 

M l N OMBRE E S 

T 

VIVO EN L A C I UDAD D E HOPK INS. A 

Ml ME IMPORT /\ E L JM PACT O DE L 

SOUTHWEST L RT EN Ml COMUNI D AD . 

Q U JERO QUE PRES ERVEN LAS VIVJ ~; N ­

DA S ECONOMIC/IS Y QUE C ONSTRUYAN 

MA S PA RA PODER SEGU JR VIVI ENDO 

AQ UJ. T AMBIEN Q U IERO QUE LA GEN 

T E DE BA J OS R ECU RSOS, LO S INMI · 

G RANTE:S Y LA GEN T E: DE CO L OR SE 

B E NEFICE D E NU EVOS TRABAJOS C ON 

SA LRI OS JUSTOS Y EL DES ARRO J.L O 

EC O NOM ICO. 

AT E NT AMENTF., 3680



Dear Southwest Tra nsitway 
Project Planner s. 

I L I VE I N THE CITY OF H OPKI NS. 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON MY COMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFO RDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO T H AT WE 

CAN CONTI NUE L IVING H ERE. I A LSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE, I MM I ­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO B E N· 

E FIT FROM NEW L IVING WAGE J OBS 

AN!J ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SIN C ERELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Tran sitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I LI VE IN THE CITY OF H OPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY C OMMUNITY. 

WANT TO SEE AFFORDABI.E HOUSI NG 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING H ERE I ALSO 

WANT L OW - I NCOM E PEO PLE , I MMI ­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF C OI. OR TO BEN . 

EFIT fROM NEW L IVING WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMI C D<:VF: LO PMEN T 

S I NCERF:LY . 

0 

Estimados Dirigen tes d el 
Southwest Tran sitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

V I VO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKI NS. A 

M l ME I MPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS V I VIEN­

OAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBI EN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, L OS INMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COL OR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

~:CONOMICO . 

ATENTAMENT E , 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes d el 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

T 

VIVO EN LA CI UDAD DE H OPK I NS . A 

Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS V IVIEN­

DAS ECONO MICAS Y QUE CO NSTRUYAN 

MA S PA RA POD ER SEGU I R VI VI ENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS R ECURSOS, L OS I NMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR S~; 

BENEFI CE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALR IOS JUSTOS Y E L DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE, q s t... ~q ~ ~'8 3<-t. 
3681



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

M Y NAME IS 

.!1 . .1 f-t--t:k .. bt._\'.t ____________ _ 
I ~IV£ IN THE CITY OF H OPKINS . I 

CARE ABOUT T HE I MPACT OF THE 

SOUTH WE ST ~RT ON MY COMMU NITY. 

WA NT TO SEE AFFORDAB~E HOUSI NG 

PRI::SERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTI N UE ~ I VING HER E I A~SO 

WANT ~OW - INCOME: PEOPU:, IMMI · 

GRAN TS AND PEOP~F.: OF CO~OR TO BEN ­

EF IT FROM NEW LI VING W AGE JOBS 

AND F.:C ONOMIC DEVE~OPM ENT 

SINCERE~Y , 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I ~IVE IN THE CITY OF H OPK INS 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST ~RT ON MY CO MMU NITY. 

WANT T O SEE AFFORDAB~E HOU SIN G 

PRESERVED AND EX PANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE ~IVING HERE. ) A~SO 

WANT ~OW - INCOME PEOP~E , IMMI ­

GRANTS AND PEOP~E OF CO~OR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LIVIN G W AGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERE~Y. 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

VIVO EN ~A CIUDAD DE HOPKINS . A 

Ml ME IMPORTA F.:~ I MPA CTO DEL 

S OUTHWEST ~RT EN M l COMUNIDA D. 

QUIERO Q UE PRESER VEN ~A S VIVIEN­

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUf: CONSTRU YAN 

MAS PARA PODER SEG UIR VIVI ENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUIERO Q U E L A GEN ­

TE DE BAJO S RECURSOS , LOS I NMI­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE D E C"O~OR S E 

BENEFICE DE NUEVO S T RABAJOS CON 

SA~RIOS JUSTOS Y f:~ llESARRO~~O 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE , 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

T 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

_r~1ci~_o_ ____ 4i~~lt:~~(_~~ 
VI VO EN ~A CIUDAD DE H OPKINS. A 

Ml ME I MPORTA EL IMPACT O DEL 

SOUTHW EST L RT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS V IVIEN­

DAS E CONOMICAS Y QUE CO NSTRUYAN 

MA S PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVIENDO 

AQUI. TAMBIEN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INM I ­

GRAN TES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

B ENE:FICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRI OS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE , tr'L u\ \.) 3 ~ 7 l ~ I 3682



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I LIVE I N THE CITY OF H OPKINS . I 

CA RE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON MY COM MUNITY. 

WANT T O SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED SO THAT WE 

CAN CONTINUE LIVING HERE. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - I NCOME PEO PLE, IMMI ­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN· 

EFIT FROM Nf.W LI VI NG WAGE JOBS 

ANO ECONOM IC DEVELO PM ENT. 

SINCERELY, 

D E s c 

Dear Sou thwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I W OR K I N THE CITY OF H OPKINS . I 
CARE ABOU T TH E IM PAC T OF TH E 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON THIS COMMUNITY . 

I WANT TO SEE A FFORD ABL E HOU SING 

PRESE RVE D AND EXPAN DED . I ALSO 

WANT LOW - I NCOM E PEOPL E, IM M I ­

G RANTS AND PEO PLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NE W LIVING W AGE JOBS 

AND ECON OM I C D EV E LO PMENT . 

SI NCERE LY , 

0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

VI VO EN LA CIUDA D D E HOPKINS. A 

M l ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN Ml COMUNIDAD. 

QUIERO QUE PRESERVE N LAS VJVI EN­

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CO NSTRUYAN 

MA S PARA PODER SEGUIR VIVIENDO 

AQUI. T AMBI EN QUIERO QUE LA GEN­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS I NMI ­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARRO LLO 

ECONOMI CO . (o (; 'L. 
ATENTAMENTE,,\1.. 1-ra6 e> 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigen tes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

T 

~~~---~C-~~------------
TRAB AJO E N LA C I U DAD DE H OPKI NS. 

A M l ME I MPORTA E L I M PA CTO D EL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN l-A COMUNIDA D . 

QUI ERO Q U E PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN ­

DAS ECON OMICAS Y QUE CONST RUYAN 

MAS TAMBI EN QUIERO QUE L A G E N · 

TE D E BAJ OS RECURSOS, LOS INM I 

GRANTES Y LA GENTE D E COLOR SE 

BEN EFI CE DE N UEVOS TRABAJ OS C ON 

SAl-RIOS ,IUSTO S Y ~: L DESARROLLO 

ECONOMI C O . 

ATENTAMENH :, C( S t 7b~ <6' 4.87 
3683



Dear Southwest Tra nsitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS 

I WORK IN THE CITY OF H OPKIN S . I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON THIS COMMU NITY . 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE , IMMI­

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN· 

EFIT FROM NEW LI VING WAGE JOBS 

A ND ECONOM IC DEVELOPMENT. 

S I NCERELY , 

D E s c 0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

S?_<;ln.\.M~ ____ j\~~i~-------
TRABAJ O EN LA CI UDAD DE HOPKINS. 

A Ml M E IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUT HWE ST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD . 

QUI ERO QU E PRESERVEN LAS VI VIEN· 

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS . TAMBIEN QU I ERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJ O S RE CU RSOS, LO S INMI 

GRANT ES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUE VOS TRABAJOS CON 

SA LRIOS J U STOS Y ~: L DESARROLLO 

ECONO MICO. 

AT ENTAMENTE. 6 l"L 4'9 ~ GS 7t-

M M E N T 

~------~~----------------------------------------------------..J 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

M Y NAME IS 

______ =t~ -~------· ·----
I W ORK IN THE CITY OF HOPKINS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE I M PACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST L RT ON THIS COM MUNITY . 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED . I ALSO 

WANT LOW-INCOME PEOPLE , IMMI· 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFIT FROM NEW LI VING W AGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERELY, 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

______ l~J_Q_l __ ~-------------
TRABAJO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKI NS. 

A Ml ME I MPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD. 

Q UIERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN· 

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS . TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS RECURSOS, LOS INMI­

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

ATENTAMENTE, 3684



Dear Sout hwest Transitway 
Project Plan ners. 

(J};_7J¢ ___ ---- ----
n::N THE CI TY OF H OPKINS 

CARE ABOUT THE I M PACT O F TH E 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON THIS CO MMU NITY . 

I WANT TO SEE A FFORDAB LE HOU SING 

PRESERVED AND EXPAND E D I A LSO 

WANT LOW - INCOM E PEOPLE , I MMI · 

GRANTS AND PEO PLE OF COLO R TO BEN­

EFIT FROM NEW LI VI NG W A<H; .JO BS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVE LOPMl NT 

SINCERELY , 

JcJA";: Ur~j W&hutfllp/t.· crJ n 
D E I S C 0 

~ Jc/h'\ Wrt';fl--

Dear Sou thwest Tran sitway 
Project Planners. 

I WORK IN T H E CITY O F H OPKINS. I 

CA RE ABOUT TilE IMPACT OF TH E 

SOUTHW EST LRT O N TillS COMMUNITY . 

I WANT TO SE E AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED . I ALSO 

WA NT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE , I MMI ­

G RA NTS A ND PEOPLE OF C OLOR TO BEN . 

EFI T FROM NEW L I VI NG W AGE JOBS 

1\ND ECONOMI C DEVE LOP~- () 

SI NCERE LY, #~ ~ 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Sout hwest Tran sitway, 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

TRABAJO EN LA CIUDAD DE H OPKINS . 

A M l ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD . 

QUJERO QU E PRESERVEN LAS VIVIEN · 

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QU E CON STR UYAN 

MAS TAMBI EN QUJERO QUE LA GEN· 

TE DE BAJO S RE CURSOS , LOS INMI · 

G RANT ES Y LA G ENTE D E COLO R S E 

BE NE FICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS J u STOS Y EL DE SARROlLO 

~. CONOMICO 

ATENTAME NTE, 

M M E N 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOM BRE ES 

T 

TRABAJO EN LA CIUDA D DE H O PKI NS. 

A Ml ME IMPORTA E L IMPACTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDA D . 

Q UJERO QUE PRESERV EN LAS VJVIEN ­

DAS ECON OMICAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS . T AMBIEN QU JERO QU E LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJOS RE CURSO S, LOS IN MI · 

GRANTE S Y LA G ENT E DE C OLOR SE 

BENEFICE D E NUEVOS TRABAJ OS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL f>E SARROI.I.O 

EC ONOMI CO . 

ATENTAMENTE, 

I ~lac (1'1@ Gf'V!a. ;(. c ()(Yl 

3685



Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Planners. 

MY NAME IS ;J /)J 

---~-lJ)_~------
I WO RK IN THE CI TY OF HOPKI NS. I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON TH I S COMMUNITY. 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

PRESERVED AND EXPAND ED. I ALSO 

WANT LOW - INCOM E PEOPLE , IMMI· 

GRANTS AN D PEOPLE OF COLO R TO BEN­

EFIT FRO M NEW LIVIN G WAGE JOBS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

SINCERELY, 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

TRABAJO EN LA CJUDAD DE HOPKINS. 

A Ml ME IMPORTA EL IMPACTO DEL 

SOU THWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD. 

QUI ERO QUE PRESERVEN LAS VIVI EN· 

D AS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRUYAN 

MAS . TAMBIEN QUIERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJ OS RECURSOS, LOS INMI· 

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFI CE DE NUEVOS T RABAJOS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONOMICO. 

r 

0 It> s ~JZ@&mA ,f.>('el :_;E~TAMENTE, 

D E s c 

Dear Southwest Transitway 
Project Pla nners. 

0 

MYNA~'!{!? 
____ £'ffi_ __ ~----L4:&/I 
I WORI\ IN TH E CITY OF H OPKINS . I 

CARE ABOUT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON TH IS COMMUNITY. 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE HOUSI NG 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED . I ALSO 

WANT LOW -INCOME PEOPLE , IMMI · 

GRANTS AND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN· 

EF I T FROM NEW LIVI NG WAGE JOBS 

M M E N T 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

Ml NOMBRE ES 

TRABAJO EN LA CIUDAD DE HOPKINS . 

A M l ME I MPORTA EL IMPACTO OEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIOAD . 

QUJERO QUE PRESERVEN lAS VI VIEN · 

DAS ECONOMICAS Y QUE CONSTRU YAN 

MAS. T AMBIEN QUI ERO QUE LA GEN· 

TE DE B AJOS RECURSOS , LOS INMI 

GRANTES Y LA GENTE DE COLOR SE 

BENEFICE DE NUEVOS TRABAJ OS CON 

SALRIOS JUSTO S Y El. DESARROL LO 

ECONOMI CO . 

ATENTAM ENTE, 
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Dear Southwest Tran sitway 
Project Planners. 

M Y NAM E I S t\ [\ 

\ldJfLA- ----l~JaNl~tO.J?:> 
I WORK I N THE CI TY OF HOPKI NS . 

CARE ABO UT THE IMPACT OF THE 

SOUTHWEST LRT ON T H IS CO MMUNITY . 

I WANT TO SEE AFFORDABLE H OUSI NG 

PRESERVED AND EXPANDED I ALS O 

WANT LOW - INCOME PEOPLE , IMM I · 

GRANTS A ND PEOPLE OF COLOR TO BEN ­

EFI T FROM NEW L I VING W AGE J OB S 

A ND ECON OMIC D E VE LOPM ENT . 

S I NCERELY . 

D E s c 0 

Estimados Dirigentes del 
Southwest Transitway. 

M l NOMBRE ES 

~JA __ }\,~_o __ ~\.XU\N 
TRABAJO EN LA CIUDAD DE H OPKI NS . 

A M l M E IMPORTA EL IMPA CTO DEL 

SOUTHWEST LRT EN LA COMUNIDAD. 

Q UIERO QU E PR ESERVEN LAS VI VIEN ­

DAS ECONOMI CAS Y QUE CONSTRU YAN 

MAS. TAMBIEN QU IERO QUE LA GEN ­

TE DE BAJ OS RECURSOS, LOS INMI · 

GRANTES Y LA G ENTE DE COLOR SE 

B ENEFI CE D E NUEVOS TRABAJOS CON 

SALRI OS J USTOS Y EL DESARROLLO 

ECONO MICO . 

ATENTAM J:.NTE , 

M M E N T 
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To Whom It May Concern: DEC 3 I 2012 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmen'tallmpad~-===-= 
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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: 2o.ub\ RCA ·i:. 
Address: 601> I JJ\c...bO\d\. (.... a, d s . -
City/State/zip: g+ }...p~ f'er\L VY"If' ~ zlc, 

Telephone: __ q-'~"Ld:..__-_._<j'=?.:.-=:i;._-__.'7<...::2"-2--'S'----- E-Mail: ~rG@ V\S B WI~ l 'j• f\t r-
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DEC 31 201Z 
To Whom It May Concern: 

·~ 
I am writing in response to the Southwest light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DE IS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

I 
I 

I .. '· 
I 

DEC 31 2012 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name: ___ rJ-'-I\'Vl--'--_tC_.._.f.J_£_VL_G. ____________ _ 
Address:. _ __::.?-_8_0_5 __ -z. __ ..... _ .. ..,._~ ___ A_v_e. __ S" ____________ _ 

City/State/zip :. __ <;__:_+-_. _L._-v_i_< _!<_ ... _~_k..-+-~--=-rJ __ <;;_:J--=-~-'-'---------­
Telephone: 1 S" :J..- '1 ~ - 0 ~ 0 '1 E-Mail: b.e ,.....) .Jn /tor ... r.-A < M ..........,If. """' 
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Mary Scarbrough Hunt  
<huntms1@aim.com> 

01/01/2013 12:00 AM

To undisclosed-recipients:;

cc swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

bcc

Subject Fwd: additional damage (cracks in garage floor)

-----Original Message-----
From: Mary Scarbrough Hunt <huntms1@aim.com>
To: mcamilon <mcamilon@stlouispark.org>
Sent: Wed, Nov 28, 2012 5:08 pm
Subject: additional damage (cracks in garage floor)

I have attached additional photos showing damage done to my home by the constant vibration from the 
freight trains. This set consists of photos of the garage floor. 

What were minor cracks when I bought the house 6 years ago (minor enough to not be mentioned by the 
home inspector)--are now major--extending the entire width of the floor and significantly deeper 
(indicating sinking). The cracks did not change until the freight rail traffic was rerouted to the east-west 
line 2 blocks south of my home. 
Given that this and all the other damage only started within the last two years or so--roughly the point in 
time at which the freight rail was rerouted to the Wayzata substation line two blocks south of my 
property--it is obvious that the heavy trains are the cause. can only be due to the constant shaking of the 
house.
I will also send this to Julia Ross, my City Council representative.

 Please let me know what you can do.
Thanks,
Mary Hunt
7021 West 23rd Street
Saint Louis Park, MN 55426-2702
952-546-1336 (H) / 612-716-5274 (M) 
Huntms1@aim.com
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Mary Scarbrough Hunt  
<huntms1@aim.com> 

01/01/2013 12:03 AM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Fwd: Further damage to foundation from heavy, constant 
freight trains

-----Original Message-----
From: Mary Scarbrough Hunt <huntms1@aim.com>
To: mcamilon <mcamilon@stlouispark.org>
Sent: Wed, Nov 14, 2012 5:23 pm
Subject: Further damage to foundation from heavy, constant freight trains

Mary Scarbrough Hunt 
7021 West 23rd Street
Saint Louis Park, MN 55426-2702
952-546-1336 H) / 612-716-5274 (M) 
Huntms1@aim.com
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Mary Scarbrough Hunt  
<huntms1@aim.com> 

01/01/2013 12:13 AM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Fwd: more pix of house damage fm trains

Attached are more photos of house damage from the constant shaking of house from heavy freight trains. 
Though this set may seem trivial, they are but a selection of the extensive damage done to my house inside 
and out, and are further proof of the constant stress my house has undergone since the freight trains were 
rerouted 2 blocks south of my house.
I forgot to take photos (but I will) of other things like a light that suddenly appeared one day on the floor 
of my porch--obviously shaken loose from the constant vibration. It has to be quite significant to do that. 
Other cracks I did not photograph (but will) include the window frames that have cracked apart in the 
room shaken the hardest, wood frames that I caulked and painted (several coats) in 2007. Again, only 
serious vibration could do such damage.  The window frames in the kitchen--on the same side of the 
house (south) as the MBR--also are cracked all along the frame. The grout around the  stainless steel sink 
cracked completely away and the
 kitchen counter has sunk about 1/4" below the sink. 
NO ONE can tell me all this damage is coincidental.
 I want you to hold the rail companies responsible for all the damage they have caused. I hold YOU 
equally responsible for letting them get away with this.
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Mary Scarbrough Hunt  
<huntms1@aim.com> 

01/01/2013 12:15 AM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Fwd: Further damage to house fm freight trains (7021 W. 
23rd St., St. Louis Park)

Photos showing the separation of front landing from exterior brick and the sinking of the front step and 
separation from the sidewalk. The crack has become noticeably bigger over the past two years, and the 
front landing separation crack is new within the past year. 
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"tjrush@home" 
<tjrush@usiwireless.com> 

01/01/2013 04:01 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Don't damage the lakes and park!

I have a unique perspective on the SW Corridor; as a homeowner in the CIDNA 
neighborhood and a landowner on Nicollet Mall and 9th St. (913/927 Nicollet Mall)

The beauty of the lake and the regional park can not be allowed to be decreased by 
250 trains a day going to and from downtown.  Keep this area the way it is so that 
the real estate taxes, home values and livability can remain high in the Cedar Lake 
and Kenwood area.  The rider ship will not be worth the cost.

If there was not a reasonable alternative to going between W. Lake St. and Penn 
Ave, then for the good of the metro area the line would need to go there.  BUT 
there are other alternatives that would work better, and have more riders. 

I don’t feel that the full true cost of destroying the regional park, sending 
a LRT through an area that is not high density and does not have sufficient 
ground space for parking is being calculated.

I fully believe in light rail transit, but it has to be done correctly so that we don’t 
destroy one area just to save Eden Prairie riders a few minutes more on the train. 

Sincerely,

Tom Rush 
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:24 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Southwest LRT - Smetana, Mtka Crossing

From: Joanne STRATE <strate51@msn.com>
To: Gail Dorfman <gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
Date: 12/30/2012 11:06 AM
Subject: Southwest LRT - Smetana, Mtka Crossing

Gail Dorfman - 
 
If we have to have a crossing on a very dangerous, steep road adjacent to upper income residential 
townhomes, woods, and St. Theresa which is travelled frequently by ambulances then at the very least 
we need the following:
 
A couple of my neighbors want me to send you a response as it relates to the progression of the 3A line 
and the PROPOSED Smetana Crossing on the border of Hopkins & east Minnetonka....we are 3 of the 
114 units which will be effected with severe nosie & vibration as cited by the DEIS study.  I have already 
responded various times regarding this & other issues. I feel it's all in vain and it's politics as usual.  I plan 
to investigate the legal Minnetonka noise levels as well.  With that information, I'll probably contact 
WCCO-TV's reality check so the Met Council & company can't hide the true facts of the matter.  Just so 
happens I work at a TV station and have contacts in the industry.  If this waste of tax payer dollars 
continue and the line remains as the recommended 3A, then we need a QUIET ZONE. Per page 4-88 of 
the study, Pompano Drive residents are Segment 3, category 2 and it's noted there are 114 severe 
impacted units. The Quiet Zone for the Smetana Crossing should be no train whistles and no 
post-mounted horns on the gates.  To protect the citizens, we need only 4 quadrant gates with a 
median barrier.  A train passing every 7:30 will be impossible to live with and no one can sit outside or 
open their windows, or sleep normally during 5a-1a.  Would you want to live here?????  OUR 
PROPERTY VALUE WILL SUBSEQUENTLY DECREASE, NOT INCREASE AS SOME HAVE 
BLATANTLY LIED TO US.  Don't know if we could even get a buyer for our units!!!  
 
Joanne Strate, 5417 Pompano Drive, 952-935-3999
Marion & David Wolf, 5409 Pompano Drive, 952-938-3962
Austin Miller & Kylie Otte, 5411 Pompano Drive, 612-381-7117
 
 

Joanne Strate
952-935-3999
strate51@msn.com
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Dean Abbott 
<abbot013@umn.edu> 

01/02/2013 12:33 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject DEIS Response

31 December 2012

 

To: 

Hennepin County Transit Department

 

Subject: 

The current proposed plan for the Kenilworth corridor SWLRT line as it impacts the 
Calhoun Isles and ------ condominiums between Lake Street and Cedar Lake Parkway.

 

I am writing to express serious, real concerns about the following severely negative impacts the 
proposed LRT plan will have on my dwelling and the  dwellings of others living in my 
neighborhood. As you read this please keep in mind that I am talking about our homes here.

 

Existing physical conditions at and between CI and ------.

The physical situation between CI and ----- is very tight. The scale is small and intimate. The 
proposed two LRT tracks will be 20 to 30 feet from dwellings on both sides as they pass through 
Calhoun Isles and ------. This will create severe and unacceptable impact conditions relative to 
the following.

 

Noise impact

By your own data the 30 to 40 mph LRT will increase the noise level so that we will experience 
SEL noise levels of 114dB every 3 ½ minutes (17 times an hour) from 6 AM to 12 AM. The 
current ambient noise level is 44dB. It is higher only 2 to 3 times in 24 hours when freight trains 
traveling at 5 mph pass by. This single condition is bordering on inhumane and is unacceptable 
by any reasonable standard.
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Visual impact.

The bridge and ramps up to it will create a major negative visual and noise impact in this 
extremely tight and small-scaled space. 

 

Threading a new public amenity through tight, sensitive, easily disrupted city fabric conditions is 
a serious design situation. The above-mentioned impacts that would result from the current LRT 
plan are extreme and harsh by any humane design standard. They are real problems. They will 
seriously and negatively affect both the quiet quality of life in our residential neighborhood and 
the future property value of my home and other’s homes. This is unacceptable.

 

Solution

Therefore I request that the proposed plan be modified to put the LRT tracks in a tunnel from the 
proposed Lake Street station to a point beyond the Cedar Lake Parkway crossing. The tunnel 
should be constructed with vibration and noise dampening techniques and materials. 

 

The result of the solution

The Kenilworth bikeway/parkway will exist, untouched, on the tunnel deck. The noise and 
vibration problems will be fixed. The visual impact problems will be fixed. The safety problems 
will be fixed. The visual problems will be fixed. In addition, the Cedar Lake Parkway bridge, 
with its attendant visual and noise problems (Reference the monstrosity at Lake St and 
Minnehaha) will be fixed

 

Dean Abbott

Calhoun Isles Condominiums

3151 Dean Ct. Unit 502

Minneapolis, MN 55416
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Copies of this letter sent to government officials and Mpls television stations.
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:25 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SW LRT

Gail Dorfman

From: <dbfarber@earthlink.net>
To: <gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>
Date: 12/29/2012 06:00 PM
Subject: SW LRT

Ms Dorfman,

       The following comments are my response to the SW LRT DEIS. I hope 
you will suport our attempt to influence design and engineering 
improvmements to the current, underwhelming and unsatisfactory scheme 
illustrated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

Thank you,

Damon Farber

 

1. Chapter 3,  Page 3-34, Segment A 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.  

    Comment: 

    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 2642) 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 Option LRT 3A, which assumes that 
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the freight train would be moved to St Louis Park.  

2.  Chapter 11, Page 11-3 of the DEIS indicates 4 properties, including 
.81 acres of Cedar Lake Park potentially used permanently.

    Comment

     Is the .81 acres of park land referenced  on page 11-3 the corner north of 
Cedar Lake Parkway and west of Burnham Road at Cedar Lake Park

    In that same table on page 11-3 under the LRT 3A Option it appears 
that only one property and the historic channel are to be “used” 
permanently.  

     Comment:

    Is that "one property" a reference to 2650 Burnham Road or is it a 
reference to Cedar Lake Park?  Neither the project engineer nor Hennepin 
County Community Works and Transit can confirm the addresses in either 
option. This needs to be clarified. Which properties are being alluded to in the 
DEIS for Options LRT 3A-1 and LRT 3A? 

2.   Chapter 4, Environmental effects regarding vibration.

     Comment

    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 handled. 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. 

    Vibration both during the construction process and after project completion 
may have serious ramification on nearby properties. I am obviously 
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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.

         3.   Chapter 4, page 4-84, 4.7.3.4 summarizes the sound exposure levels 
used in southwest transitway detailed noise analysis.  

Comment

This does not adequately address existing conditions. 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 Hiawatha corridor at key intersections. Also 
there are two elevated bridges, one at East 28th 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? 

The very thought of bells, whistles and sound emanating from the train as it  
crosses the historic Grand Rounds System at Cedar Lake Parkway,  speeds 
through passive regional parkland, and imposes itself on the sensitive 
neighborhoods that abut the Kenilworth Corridor in Segment A is difficult to 
comprehend

4.   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 with 
speeds ranging from 20 to 50 miles per hour.

       Comment

    Are the 104 trips between 6:00 am and 9:00 am and 3:00 pm and 6:30 pm 
in addition to the 258 trips between 7:00 am and 10:00 pm and 10:00 pm and 
7:00 am or are they included in that total.
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    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? Will you please confirm the gates will be down 
no longer than 30 seconds for each of the 258 or f 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 will occur no longer than 
5 seconds for each of the 354 crossing and will the train horn blast in 
addition? 

     Please provide specific answers to each of these questions if the 
co-location Option(LRT3A1) is selected and if that option is selected exactly 
how many total freight trains per day should be expected and and at what 
times of day or night are they anticipated. 

5.   Chapter 6 notes that vehicular circulation was modeled based upon 
traffic counts for Cedar Lake Parkway and Burnham Road taken on 
February 16, 2010 . 

    Comment

    It was determined that pedestrians, were not to be modeled ue to “low 
pedestrian counts”. This seems shortsighted. 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.

The LPA with its flyover bridge proposed in the conceptual engineering 
plans would not have impacts upon any sensitive receptors.

Comment

The bridge example in photo 3.6-6.where the LRT bridges over Cedar Lake 
Parkway is completely unacceptable from an aesthetic, historic, sound. 
Nothing could be worse as a solution except an at grade crossing. From a 
safety standpoint there can be no question that an at-grade crossing is the 
least desirable solution. Bikers and pedestrians are regularly being hurt.  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.
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Not enough study is reflected by the DEIS to adequately address the 
impact to wildlife, visual and aesthetic character, materials selection, and 
noise 
 Any design solution eventually selected the engineers needs to be 
significantly more sensitive and must  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 mpact of a  band of light emanating from the LRT train windows 
from dusk to dawn as the LRT streaks along the Kenilworth Corridor. Light 
trespass is a very real environmental impact that has not been addressed 
in the DEIS and it should be.

Recently the MPRB, its consultant and a 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 that ought to be 
considered and endorsed.

Finally, serious consideration must be 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 data has just been added to the DEIS. 
Please advise why no analysis has been assigned to a tunnel / LRT 
underpass solution. I recognize that it is more expensive, including the need 
for to work outside the current ROW, but it is technically possible and the 
most environmentally friends solution.  

Respectfully submitted,

Damon and Becky Farber          

2650 Burnham Road, Minneapolis, MN 55416 

612-298-9446   dbfarber@earthlink.net
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Kathy Spraitz 
<kathyspraitz@comcast.net> 

01/03/2013 08:28 AM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject DEIS Response

To whom it may concern:

I submitted the enclosed document during the DEIS scoping period.  I do not 
see that it has been addressed;  instead, it appears that in Chapter 3 (pages 
3-117), the DEIS actively disregards the visual impact of a proposed station 
in the vicinity of this significant contemporary architectural structure and 
private home.

The citation reads: "Four at-grade center-track platforms are proposed for 
each station in the segment.  No sensitive receptors, with the exception of 
the aforementioned trail users, are located adjacent to the station sites;  
therefore, no additional visual impacts are anticipated."

Thank you for your reconsideration.

I can be reached at this e-mail address or by phone, 612-377-2546, if there 
are any questions.
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Discussion Piece for LRT Impact Statement 
Lazor FlatPak House, Minneapolis, Minnesota 

October 2008 
 

Anyone familiar with the Kenwood neighborhood can articulate one of its most 
compelling attributes: its broad array of beautifully maintained, lovingly restored and 
architecturally relevant historical homes situated adjacent to both parklands and a 
bustling downtown. 
 
What may be a well-kept secret about this Minneapolis enclave:  Kenwood is also the 
site of what Newsweek magazine called, “the first revolution in American housing in 
decades”.   The private property at 2024 Thomas Avenue South is both home to the 
family, and living laboratory, of Charlie Lazor, an award-winning player in modern 
design.  
 
(Charlie is a founding partner of both Blu Dot furniture company and the FlatPak prefab 
housing system.  He is a Cass Gilbert Professor in Practice at the University of Minnesota 
School of Architecture and has served as a fellow at the MIT Media Lab for the 
Simplicity Program and at the Design Institute.  He graduated with a Masters Degree in 
Architecture from Yale University.) 
 
Lazor did not in fact invent the concept of prefab housing.  The rise of 20th century 
assembly line manufacturing gave rise to the ideas that houses could be mass-produced 
just like other consumer products.  Thinkers, academics and inventors ranging from 
Thomas Edison, Le Corbusier, Buckminster Fuller and Frank Lloyd Wright have all 
experimented with the concept. 
 
Why, then, is Lazor’s FlatPak system considered a compelling contribution to the 
history of prefab housing?  First, Lazor’s experience as founder and designer for Blu 
Dot furniture dovetailed with a technological trend:  software and high tech tools that 
helped refuel thinking and an overall resurgence in interest/mid century modern 
architecture.  He also correctly anticipated consumer interest and developed an 
architectural concept that would democratize access to well-designed space.  And, his 
sensibility about efficient production processes provided a new way to think about 
building houses:  one that is decidedly more ‘green’, from manufacturing to flat 
packaging delivery to on-site production to future renovations at the housing site. 
 
So, the timing was right.   But why is FlatPak, versus other, current explorations of 
prefab housing, considered an important innovation in contemporary architecture 
thinking? According to Andrew Blauvelt, Architectural and Design Curator at the 
Walker Art Center, FlatPak’s innovation is its use of a panel system.   FlatPak’s base unit 
is an eight-foot wide, one story tall panel, providing a great flexibility using pre-
fabricated components.  To build a FlatPak house, the panels – which can serve as walls, 
floors, or a roof – are articulated on a simple grid.   The combination of advanced 
technological manufacturing combined with an intentionally simple design execution 
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represents a fundamental point of difference and, more simply put, an architectural 
innovation. 
 
Lazor’s thinking and design drew fast attention within architectural and museum 
communities, as well as from the mainstream press (see attached articles.)  A FlatPak 
prototype was a centerpiece of the museum show, “Some Assembly Required”, which 
emanated from the Walker Art Center and traveled to the Smithsonian Cooper-Hewitt 
Design Museum and the Los Angeles County Museum of Art.  A film about FlatPak is 
currently part of the “Home Delivery:  Fabricating the Modern Dwelling” show at New 
York’s Museum of Modern Art.  His work has also been exhibited at Centre Georges 
Pompidou.  And, in September, the Flat Pak prototype was re-built as a permanent 
installation in the Minneapolis Sculpture Garden, where it will serve as a Visitor Center 
as well as an academic study of this touch point in contemporary architectural thinking. 
 
Why is FlatPak important to the neighborhood, and to anyone considering the 
impact of LRT running thru the Kenilworth corridor?  The easy answers may be:  the 
site at 21st and Thomas represents a family’s home.  And, because of its architectural 
importance, the family has generously opened its home to community members, in the 
form of countless non-profit fundraising events, and to national and worldwide media, 
museum curators and architecture scholars. 
 
Those visitors are experiencing not only the FlatPak system, but also the neighborhood 
green space.  It is an integral part of this architectural story.  No review of the FlatPak 
home bypasses the obvious:  Lazor situated the home and designed it quite literally to 
work with the green space around it.  Every panel of the house anticipates not only 
human living patterns, but how light, greenery and environment interacts with the home.  
The reciprocal is true as well: the home’s color and wood choices pay particular respect 
to its natural surrounding.    
 
The beauty of the Kenilworth corridor and the innovation of the FlatPak house are 
inextricably linked. 
 
Those engaged in planning the LRT, which may indeed pass through the 
Kenilworth channel area, would do well to consider its impact – and the impact of 
the planned LRT stop at 21st Street -- on this home and its site.   With a nod to those 
who had the foresight to preserve the area around Frank Lloyd Wright’s homes, and 
Darien, Connecticut’s acknowledgment of the future potential of the Philip Johnson Glass 
House, LRT planners will protect a genuine asset of the Kenwood community if it is able  
to do so. 
 
Note:  This document is meant to add flavor to the LRT impact discussion about relevant 
properties – both historical and contemporary – in the Kenwood neighborhood.  It is not meant to 
represent the Lazor family; rather, to provide a perspective from the arts and architectural 
community in hopes contemporary architecture will be considered alongside the beautiful 
historical heritage of the neighborhood. 
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JAN 0 2 2013 

To Whom It May Concern: BY: 

I am writing in response to the SW LRT Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), 

Thank you for thoughtfully reading and taking my comments into consideration. 

I am a person who believes in Light Rail and the possibilities of mass transit. 
Over the past few weeks I have heard many concerns about the proposed SWLRT and 
from news stories, thought that perhaps they were concentrated only to one set of 
residents, or it was perhaps only one city, that was having a problem with this plan. 

As I read, and listened more intently I learned that there are many problems posed in this 
plan of light rail and they are not localized to one neighborhood or community or city. 

This is what I understand to be some of the problems but not all. 

THE DEIS WAS PRINTED AND RELEASED WITH A 100 MILLION DOLLAR 
TYPO. 

HENNEPIN COUNTY DID NOT NOTIFY THE SURF ACE TRANSPORTATION 
BOARD (STB) OF THE PUBLICATION OF SWLRT DEIS. 

THE REROUTE WILL INCREASE FREIGHT TRAFFIC ON MN&S BY 788%; 
TRAINS WILL BE LONGER, HEAVIER, AND LOUDER THAN EVER BEFORE 

THERE ARE 5 SCHOOLS WITHIN A Y2 MILE OF THERE ROUTE PLAN IN ST. 
LOUIS PARK. 

SANTORINI'S RESTAURANT, A COMMERCIAL HEATING/ AIR CONDITIONING 
COMPANY, STEVE'S AUTO WORLD, BMO BANK BUILDING AND COSTCO 
ALL IN EDEN PRAIRIE HAVE EXPRESSED OPPOSITION TO THIS PLAN AND 
SOME HAVE THREATENED LAWSUITS BECAUSE THEIR CONCERNS HAVE 
BEEN REPEATEDLY IGNORED. 

THERE IS A TYPO ON PAGE 355; STATING THERE ARE 175 PARKING SPACES 
44 SPACES EXIST ACCORDING TO LOCAL BUSINESSES. 

ISSUES OF VIBRATION IMPACTS HAVE NOT BEEN STUDIED ALONG THE RE­
ROUTE IN ST. LOUIS PARK 

RE-ROUTE FREIGHT TRAFFIC WILL INCREASE THE SPEED LIMIT FROM 10 
MPH TO 25 MPH; FREIGHT TRAINS WILL TAKE AT LEAST A MILE TO STOP. 
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ST. LOUIS PARK RESIDENTS WERE DISTINCTLY TOLD NOT TO 
CONSIDER THE RE-ROUTE WHEN VOTING ON THE LPA. THEREFORE, IT 
IS QUITE POSSIBLE THAT IF THE RE-ROUTE WAS INCLUDED IN THE 
SCOPING AS THE FTA INSISTS IT SHOULD HAVE BEEN THE ENTIRE LPA 
MAY HAVE CHANGED 

THE DEIS STUDY IS INHERENTLY FLAWED BECAUSE HCRRA AND ITS 
ENTITIES ARE PAYING CONSULT ANTS FROM LARGE FIRMS OUTSIDE OF 
THE IMPACTED AREA TO PROVIDE INFORMATION IN THE DEIS BUT THE 
DATA SHOULD BE GATHERED BY PEOPLE AND COMPANIES THAT WILL BE 
DIRECTLY IMPACTED BY THE SWLRT. 

THE DEIS OMITS THE FACT THAT COUNTY LAND RECORDS SHOW THAT 
THE CURRENT FREIGHT RAIL LINE ALREADY LIES IN THE CEDAR LAKE 
PARKLAND. 

AT THE EDEN PRAIRIE LISTENING SESSION. 
A RESIDENT VOICED HIS CONCERN ABOUT 9 ACRES HIS FAMILY DONATED 
TO THE STATE OF MINNESOTA WHICH WERE TO REMAIN PRESERVED AND 
PROTECTED. THE SWLRT WILL DIRECTLY IMPACT THIS PRESERVED AREA. 
PETER MCLAUGHLIN SPOKE UP AND WANTED THIS PERSONS NAME AND 
INFORMATION AFTER THE LISTENING SESSION. INDICATING THAT 
ANOTHER IMPORTANT POINT WAS MISSED IN THE WRITING OF THE DEIS. 

AND FINALLY, 

RECENTLY IN ST. LOUIS PARK, COUNCIL MEMBER, ANNE MAVITY 
SINCERITY FOR HER SAINT LOUIS PARK CONSTITUENTS CAME INTO 
QUESTION. WHEN IT WAS POINTED OUT THAT HER FULL- TIME POLICY 
AIDE POSITION FOR COMMISSIONER GAIL DORFMAN, A LEADER ON THE 
HCRRA BOARD AND MAIN DRIVER OF THE RE-ROUTE IN SLP, DIRECTLY 
CONFLICTS WITH HER ELECTED COUNCIL MEMBER POSITION. 

SHE WAS ASKED BY SEVERAL RESIDENTS TO RECUSE HERSELF FROM THE 
ENTIRE RE-ROUTE DISCUSSION DUE TO THIS CONFLICT OF INTEREST. 
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I must report that initally, I was fighting for just my neighborhood, and my city. 
But now my perspective has broadened enough to know that multiple problems exist 
with the SWLRT along the entire line. It is clear to me that these issues have not been 
properly and fairly addressed. 

Until a more balanced fair unbiased plan is proposed, I oppose the SWLRT as it is 
outlined in the DEIS. 

I also oppose the Freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe that it 
will create an unsafe and unlivable situation for local residents, businesses and school 
children. 

Thank you. 

~tt S'cot+--
3236 Jersey Ave So. 
St. Louis Park, MN 55426 
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To Whom It May Concern: (crossings) 

JAN 0 22013 

J '· 
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 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 ofSt 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 EA W ­
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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JAN 0 2 2013 

To Whom It May Concern: (safety) DY:_ 

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) -Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 ofthe 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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, 

To Whom It May Concern: (Noise/vibration) J:N~::I~ J 
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 s tudy 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 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. Lis ted 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 situa tion. 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 tra ins 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 
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 resid ents 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. 

Nam"' rft.yr!t2 ~~ 
Address: r;).th/1 ~ ~ j · 
City/ State/zip: ,.di-.. t~~~+uk-, ~ 3.3"4/2 (a 

Telephone' 95 j, ' CJ J,'j- f I tJ(. E-MaHlJ • ~@c < Ctn11_ 
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To Whom It May Concern: (DEIS is not Objective) 

I 

L, J: ~7013 
·~ 

) 
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. 

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). There­
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 re uested b the Ci of S . Louis Park on behalf of her resi~s..ls..b.eiDg~ 
,&onsidered. @J!!!!!.gation is not frivolous; it is necessary to maintain the safety, livability and 
pmp.erty va~s for the residents of St. Louis Par1 

Name: ~Q<V ~c 
Address c?2.t /ff ~ atHJ .J 
City/State/zip: Ji(J:~~~ '/JU') -.!JS~:L6 
Telephone: W -9j,q --3/0~ E-Mail# -~"?;@g, Y7J1 

., 
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JAN 0 2 2013 

' . 
To whom it may concern: (The process to choose the Locally preferred Alternat ive was f lawed) 

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, 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 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 DE IS. 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 DE IS. 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 April17 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, 
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To Whom It May Concern: Noise and vibrat ion JAN 0 2 7013 

. I · 
I am writing in response to the Southwest light Rail Transit (SWLRT) :.... Draft Environmental" mpact 

Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 DE IS 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 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 locomotives. 

Noise, Chapter 4.7.5: 
Quiet zones: The DE IS 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 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 commun~n of residertls"' 
students, and communities. The SWLRT DE IS does not adequately describe the impacts and as such, the 
'freight reroute hould notbe given any further consideration as a option. 

Name:___,~~~~A-'1~~-::..5:!:::.~~---=-----------
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I 

To Whom It May Concern: l JAN 0 2 2013 
~Y· ·--- ---

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

s .. 
r71fJ 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

/ 

JAN 0 2 2013 
BY: _ ·===----

I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT)- Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS) 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 StLouis 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 StLouis 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. 

I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the SWLRT DEIS. I believe it will create an unsafe and 
unlivable situation for our school children, our local businesses, and our residents. 

Thank you, 

Name:('-~ 
Address: ~L 'L,(p \ (' ( s c~ 
City/State/zip: ~-~. Lo LA.;L'> Pk: 
Telephone: q S: '2 -- q_ 7 '2 - L\ (c, t;q E-Mail: 
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Telephone: 9S~ - 9-Z?-8/0£. 

I 

E-Mail'~~ C-nr) 

To Whom It May Concern: (property valu es) 

: JAN 0 220!3 J 
~~ 

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 ha ens to the tax base of St Louis Park w :n_ 

. the drop in value is realized? Second, how a're ro er 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 mgner price for tnebenefits of light rail than others. 
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To Whom It May Concern: (safety at the high school) 
JAN 0 2 2013 

v. 
---::::.... -

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 
• 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. 

Name~~ 
Address O/p:4/ ~dire ,j 
City/State/zip: j)~LfJ~, ~ c:%3~ 
Telephone: 9@-9'c2 9"6 /0 h E-Mail:ff' ~f; (lA-;t/1 

J 
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J-.v. 
To Whom It May Concern: (closing 29 111 street) , . JAN 0 2 2013 J 
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) - Draft Envir~n-~~llmpa_ct_ 
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 29th 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 29th Street stay open. According to page 135 of the DE IS the 29th 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 StLouis 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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JAN 0 2 2013 

Protecting, maintaining and improving the health of all Minnesotans 

December 31, 2012 

Katie Walker, Senior Administrative Manager 
Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit 
Attention: Southwest Transitway 
70 I Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Dear Ms. Walker: 

Subject: Comments on Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

I am writing to comment on the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 
behal f of the Drinking Water Protection Section of the Minnesota Department of Health (MDH). The 
Drinking Water Protection Section includes wellhead protection planning, a preventive program 
designed to safeguard public drinking water supplies. 

The project appears to be in the planning stages, and several portions of the route may be modified. 
The provided maps are of limited resolution, but it appears that the proposed project area may overlap 
several low, moderate, and high vulnerability portions of the following Drinking Water Supply 
Management Areas (DWSMAs): 

• St. Louis Park (moderate and high vulnerability) 

• Edina (low, moderate, and high vulnerability) 

• Hopkins (low and moderate vulnerability) 

• Minnetonka (low vulnerability) 

• Eden Prairie (moderate vulnerability) 

• Chanhassen (low vulnerability) 

E lectronic files containing the geometry (ArcMap geographic information system shapefiles) of these 
DWSMAs are available at the fo llowing web page on the MDH website: 
http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/ehlwater/swp/maps/index.htm 

In addition, the proposed project area also appears to traverse or approach Emergency Response Areas 
(ERAs) for the following community public drinking water supply wells: 

• Edina (12, 13) 

• Minnetonka (II , II A, 13 , 13A) 

• Eden Prairie (3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10) 

General Information: 651-201-5000 • Toll-free: 888-345-0823 • TTY: 65 1-201 -5797 • w;vw.healrh .srare.mn.us 
An equal opportunity employer 
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Because the project site overlaps the above-listed DWSMAs and ERAs, carefully plan project 
activities to avoid unnecessary contamination of the drinking water supplies. In particular the submittal 
describes temporary and permanent dewatering that may become necessary, and this practice could 
negatively affect public drinking water supplies if not planned properly. 

Because infiltration of storm water in vulnerable settings has the potential to affect drinking water 
quality, please consider the enclosure "Source Water Protection Issues Related to Storm water" as you 
finalize your plans. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Southwest Transitway Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

s\-·. cerely, (\. . J \ I. 

6
~ {\. v---), 

\ 
es R. Lundy, Hydrolo · t · -~ 
ironmental Health Di~~n- \ 

P.O. Box 64975 ::__) 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55164-0975 
6511201-4649 

JRL:dcc 
Enclosure: Brochure- Source Water Protection Issues Related to Storm water 
cc: Joy Loughry, MDH Hydrologist, Source Water Protection Unit, St. Paul Office 

Amal Djerrari, MDH Hydrologist, Source Water Protection Unit, St. Paul Office 
Chad Kolstad, MDH Engineer, Administrative Unit, St. Paul Office 
Mike Baker, MDH Information Technology, Source Water Protection Unit, St. Paul Office 
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SVVP 
source water j:rOtection 

Source Water Protection Issues and Strategies Related to Stormwater 

The purpose of this document is to communicate Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) concerns 
about the placement of storm water handling facilities in or near wellhead protection areas. Wellhead 
protection areas are distributed statewide and exist as a means of protecting groundwater supplies used 
for drinking water. Stonnwater is a public health concern because it has the potential to contaminate 
drinking water supplies that depend on groundwater. This document focuses on issues pertaining to 
stormwater quality and infiltration. MDH has authority to enforce drinking water standards established 
at federal and state levels. Therefore, concerns about the public health affects of contaminants 
associated with stormwater and their effect on drinking water supplies are central to the issues raised in 
this document. 

MDH is specifically concerned about the impacts of contamination resulting from the infiltration of 
contaminated stormwater into the subsurface where it may adversely affect drinking water supplies, 
especially in areas where the source water aquifer is geologically sensitive. An area is geologically 
sensitive where layers of fine-grained material, such as clay or shale, are not of sufficient thickness to 
prevent the vertical movement of contaminants from reaching groundwater resources over a time 
period of weeks to several years. 

Contamination of an aquifer used for a drinking water supply may render the aquifer no longer suitable 
as a drinking water source without the use of costly treatment equipment. Public water supply 
distribution lines, storage facilities, and other infrastructure may need to be relocated or rebuilt to 
accommodate the construction of new water supply wells elsewhere. Furthermore, contamination of 
water supplies may result in expensive legal and remediation costs to the owners of the properties that 
contributed the contaminants. 

The term "infiltration device" will be used generally to refer to basins, trenches, or other engineered 
structures designed to transfer stormwater into the subsurface. The following drinking water 
protection issues should be addressed for stormwater projects in vulnerable wellhead protection areas. 
Each issue statement is followed by a bulleted list of suggested measures that could be implemented to 
address specific drinking water concerns. 

1) Stormwater may be a source of disease organisms in drinking water. The United States 
Environmental Protection Agency states that human pathogens may remain viable in 
groundwater for one to two years. Therefore, surface water runoff into infiltration devices that 
are located in the one-year time of travel for a water supply well should be viewed as a 
potential source of pathogen recharge to the aquifer. Certain settings, in particular those 
involving either fractured aquifers or aquifers exhibiting karst features, may pose special 
challenges for evaluating pathogen impacts because groundwater flow rates are unpredictable 
and attenuation capacity may be limited. 

• No stormwater infiltration devices should be located within the Emergency Response Area 
(ERA) and Inner Wellhead Management Zone (IWMZ). 

• No stormwater infiltration devices should be located within the wellhead protection area 
when groundwater flow through the aquifer is controlled by fractures or solution features. 
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2) Land use controls the quality of stormwater. Stormwater quality can vary widely depending 
on land use in the catchment area, but is generally fairly specific for individual land uses. For 
instance, stormwater from a golf course may contain nutrients (nitrate, phosphorous) and/or 
pesticides. In contrast, contaminants such as petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic 
compounds, metals, and chlorides may be a concern in stormwater from commercial and 
industrial areas. 

• Proper stormwater management is critical to keeping it clean and preventing it from 
becoming polluted. Infiltrating storm water as close as possible to where the raindrop falls 
is important. Site design and proper planning is paramount at this stage. 

• Match the treatment of the stonnwater to the land use that generated the runoff. For 
example, treatment for a golf course should be for nitrates, phosphorous, and pesticides. 
The "Minnesota Storm water Manual" is a valuable resource for helping to select the proper 
treatment: http://www.pca.state.mn.us/water/stormwater/stormwater-manual.html 

• Through conditional use permits, require stricter controls or standards such as the 
installation of groundwater monitoring wells, increased setback distances, etc., when 
necessary, to further protect drinking water supplies (public and private). 

• Develop a stormwater ordinance or re-evaluate current stormwater ordinances to make sure 
they provide adequate performance standards for vulnerable areas of the DWSMA. 

• Map the location of all stormwater devices and outfalls in regards to OW SMA vulnerability 
and drinking water supplies. Incorporate this information into future planning documents 
and processes for decision makers. 

• Maintaining infiltration devices and pretreatment options are critical and should also be 
required as a condition of permit approval. 

• If local stormwater controls or expertise do not exist, as a condition of project approval, 
require that all stormwater management devices meet or exceed state standards. 

• No infiltration devices should be located within "Confirmed Hotspots," as identified by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency. 

3) Catastrophic basin failure of stormwater storage basins may occur in certain 
hydrogeologic settings. Highly vulnerable settings, involving water supply aquifers that 
exhibit fracture flow or karst features, may be poor candidates for stormwater storage. 

• Working in close cooperation with local first responders and the county emergency 
manager, develop a plan for responding to potential failures of stormwater storage basins. 

• Map the location of all stormwater devices and outfalls in regards to OW SMA vulnerability 
and drinking water supplies and share this information with first responders. 

• As a condition for project approval, require that all owners of storm water devices be 
responsible for responding and addressing any potential health issues related to the failure 
of stonnwater devices. For example, the owner of stormwater devices should be prepared 
to sample the wells of private well owners to ensure drinking water supplies have not been 
jeopardized due to failure of a stormwater basin. 
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4) Runoff from accidental spills and emergency response actions. Accidental releases of fuel, 
oil, or chemicals may concentrate chemicals in runoff that could overwhelm passive treatment 
techniques designed for stormwater. This may lead to a contamination incident with the 
potential to affect drinking water supplies. Land uses where this is a particular concern include 
transportation corridors and fuel or chemical handling areas. 

• Advanced emergency response planning should be in-place to identify the appropriate 
methods to be employed to respond to an emergency without impacting the source of water 
used for drinking water. 

• Require spill prevention plans for tank facilities and businesses involved in transporting 
hazardous materials within vulnerable areas of the DWSMA. 

The Minnesota Depmiment of Health has created guidance in consultation with staff from the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency to help planners, engineers, hydrologists, and other local 
governmental staff evaluate stormwater infiltration in wellhead protection areas. This guidance is 
available from the MDH website. Specific questions on stormwater management in wellhead 
protection areas can be directed to MDH staff at 651/201-4700. 

Definitions from Minnesota Rules, part 4720.5100: 

Drinking Water Supply Management Area (DWSMA)- subp. 13. 

DWSMA Vulnerability- subp. 14. 

Groundwater- subp. 17. 

Public Water Supply Well- subp. 29. 

Time of Travel - subp. 36. 

Well Vulnerability- subp. 42 
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To: Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works and Transit 
ATIN: Southwest Transitway 

From: THE LAKES CITIHOMES 

The Lakes Citihomes consists of 83 townhouses. Many homeowners have resided here since they were 
constructed in 1984. 
We will be substantially affected by both the LRT and the West Lake Station because of our extreme close 
proximity; both rails and station will be no more than a few hundred feet from our homes. 
We have many valid concerns about preserving a quality of life here at the The Lakes. We have chosen to 
comment on what we feel are the most important issues described in the DE IS. 
1) Preserving Pedestrian Access in the Neighborhood 
2} Visual Quality and Aesthetics I Buffers & Barriers 
3) Support of Freight Rail Re-Route 
4) Neighborhood Opposition to Park & Ride 

Thank you for your consideration, 

1) 

THE LAKES CITIHOMES ASSOCIATION 
3029 Lake Shore Drive 
Minneapolis, MN 55416 

3.2.2.6 Neighborhoods and Community Cohesion 

~. 

COMMENT: The infrequency of the current freight trains allow tracks to be easily crossed allowing 
residences north and west of the tracks to access parks, trails and retail businesses. The natural crossings 
and paths encourage pedestrian traffic in the area. Proposed LRT will run frequently and clearly alters the 
linkages within and among the neighborhoods. The Lakes Citihomes' high - density residential housing 
will be adjacent to the West Lake Station as well as the proposed line. The casual walking connections 
need to be preserved for pedestrian connections to retail , activity centers, parks and open spaces. There is 
also great opportunity to add more natural crossings encouraging local rail riders to walk and bike to the 
West Lake Station, therefore reducing automobile traffic. 

See attached photos: 

2) 

3.6 Visual Quality and Aesthetics 

COMMENT: The Lakes Citihomes will be heavily affected visually by the LRT and the West Lake Station. 
Station noise is also an obvious concern for homeowners. Deciduous vegetation, between our homes and 
the proposed rail line I West Lake Station, is marginal in the summer months and provides no visual barrier 
in the winter months. Much will likely be removed in construction. Excellent landscape design, including 
evergreens, land berms, shrubs etc. are crucial for preserving privacy both indoors and outdoors for 
homeowners. We urge engineers to employ high standards of design to preserve quality of life here at The 
Lakes Citihomes. As stakeholders, we ask that our opinions be considered during the planning process. 

See attached photos: 
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3) 

Support of Freight Rail Re-Route 

COMMENT: The Lakes Cithomes Association supports the freight rail re-route as the only practical option. 
It is unworkable for freight rail and light rail to share the Kenilworth corridor. 

4) 

6.2.2.4 Transit Station Access 

Neighborhood Opposition to Park & Ride 

COMMENT: While we understand the necessity for Park & Rides along the suburban stretches of the 
Southwest LRT corridor, we are baffled by the suggestion of placing one near the proposed West Lake 
Street Station in a destination neighborhood. The intersections in the vicinity of West Lake Street and 
Excelsior Boulevard are already oversaturated with automobile congestion. Encouraging even more car 
traffic into this extraordinarily dense neighborhood by building additional parking would only exacerbate the 
problem. It would also further worsen the air quality near one of Minneapolis' most scenic locations. And the 
increased traffic congestion would deter far more people from using the local businesses than if the station 
were to be accessed only by pedestrians and bicyclists. 

Furthermore, a Park & Ride would negatively alter the cultural identity of the neighborhood. The many parks 
and trails, "green" businesses, and the forthcoming light rail transit itself all help mold West Calhoun into an 
ecologically progressive neighborhood. To build a Park & Ride here, which, it should be noted, the City of 
Minneapolis has a policy prohibiting within the city limits, would be a giant cultural step backwards. A Park & 
Ride built in a destination neighborhood such as this would largely be used by people wishing to visit the 
second most popular attraction in the entire state of Minnesota, Lake Calhoun, defeating the purpose of 
using the light rail to get here instead. 

For the above reasons, a Park & Ride at the proposed West Lake Street station would be counterproductive 
to the sustainability of the neighborhood, the health of its residents, and the very vision of the Southwest 
Transitway project. 
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THE LAKES CITIHOMES ASSOCIATION 
3029 Lake Shore Drive 
Minneapolis, MN 55416 •
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Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Tra nsitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
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'" lie1: Your liame Right! · 

December 26, 2012 

To: Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

JAN 0 2 2013 
., . ... ~ 1' 

·' .. ·:-=--===--:_j 

cc: Marisol Simon, Regional Administrator 
Region V Federal Transit Administration 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
200 West Adams Street Suite 320 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
marisol.simon@fta.dot.gov 

The proposed Blake Station for the Southwest Corridor Light Rail is slated to be located 
at 1002 2nd St NE, the site currently occupied by 43 Hoops Basketball Academy. We 
believe, first of all, that this is not the most optimal site for a station intended to serve the 
surrounding community. Driving to this site from any major freeway or street would 
require the driver to make multiple turns onto 2nd Street, which is not a major 
thoroughfare. To improve convenience and reduce congestion, the more optimal location 
for this station would seem to be on the south side of the tracks, off Excelsior Boulevard 
(Hwy 3), which is a major thoroughfare. 

The 43 Hoops Basketball Academy, moreover, has become an integral part of our local 
community. First, we bring a thriving business to the local economy. We serve the 
communities of Hopkins, Minnetonka, St Louis Park, Edina, and Eden Prairie, as well as 
many other neighboring communities within a 50-mile radius of Hopkins. We have 
developed successful programs for youth basketball, volleyball, baseball, and soccer. We 
have served thousands of young adults over the past five years, and for many of them the 
lessons taught at 43 Hoops have changed their lives. Additionally, we are located in the 
heart of the Blake Road Corridor, and since we opened in April of2007, we have been an 
active member of the Blake Road Corridor Collaborative, a partnership of community 
and government organizations working to improve the quality of life in the 
neighborhood. We have thereby developed strong relationships with the Hopkins School 
District, Hopkins Community Ed, the City of Hopkins, and the Hopkins Police 
Department. There is no public community center in the area, and we have come to fill 
that role in many ways. To support the BRCC's mission, we have used our facility to host 
numerous community meetings, business fares, and even religious gatherings. We have 
awarded scholarships to area youths to attend our camps, clinics, and training. Last 
summer, we provided a space for youths and adults in the area to receive a hot lunch 
through the Hopkins School District. All of this we have done at no cost. 

If it is deemed necessary to locate a station on the site occupied by 43 Hoops, we would 
encourage consideration of the following alternative: leave 43 Hoops as is, and utilize the 
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parking stalls on the site (approximately !50) for LRT users. Our peak parking usage is 
limited to evenings and weekends, which would likely be off-peak for LRT users. There 
would be several advantages to this alternative. First, 43 Hoops, a major asset to the 
conidor, would be allowed to continue serving the community. Second, a significant 
number of parking stalls (!50) would remain available for LRT users. Third, by sharing 
the site with 43 Hoops, the HCRRA would continue to receive rental income from 43 
Hoops- over $10,000 per month- guaranteeing income for LRT. Even if additional 
parking were deemed necessary at a later date, there would still be two viable 
alternatives: (I) secure additional parking on the south side of the tracks (off Excelsior 
Boulevard), or (2) secure additional parking on the north side, such as the site currently 
occupied by WH McCoy Gas Station. 

activities. We · 43 Hoops be allowed to 
creating an environment that benefits the local community. 

Tom Schuster 
Partner and CFO 
43 Hoops, LLC 
I 002 2"d St NE, Hopkins, MN 55343 
tomschuster@43hoops.com 
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Greenway 
Commercial 

Properties 

December 27, 2012 

Hennepin County Housing, Community ·works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Re: Southwest Transitway's DEIS, West Lake Station 

To Whom it may concern, 

.RECl'~ V J:t~-~ 

JAN 0 .2 2013 I 
:;{; 
~--·.:=.-._J 

My partners and I own the Calhoun Village Shopping Center at 3266 W. Lake Street. Located at the 
intersection of Market Plaza Drive and W. Lake Street, just North of Excelsior Blvd. Calhoun Village 
is adjacent and contiguous to the proposed location of the Southwest Transitway's West Lake Station, 
near the Lake Street bridge. I want to mention the tremendous development opportunity within the 
Calhoun Village Property. There is the opportunity of building apartments on our back lot behind 
Barnes and Noble with an underground parking ramp. There is also vacant land behind our center and 
contiguous to the land underneath the Lake Street bridge. Thirdly, there is the possibility of building 
condominiums or apartments above our existing shopping center. I believe this development potential 
should be considered in determining the exact location of the West Lake Station. There has been 
discussion of locating the station further to the south and west of the Lake Street bridge. I believe the 
station should be located closer to Calhoun Village. 

As mentioned in the comments from Businesses at The Edge of Lake Calhoun, I share their concerns 
regarding parking and the accommodation of vehicular traffic during and after the construction of the 
West Lake Station. We already have parking problems at Calhoun Village and have had to tow many 
cars, due to people parking in our lot and riding, walking or rollerblading around the lakes or the 
Greenway Corridor. Ingress and egress to and from Calhoun Village at the intersection of Market Plaza 
Drive and W. Lake Street can be very challenging during peak traffic hours. I am hopeful that the 
Southwest Transitway's West Lake Station can be designed and engineered such that the ridership will 
come from walkers, bikers, roller bladders and buses, in order to minimize the the problems associated 
with more vehicular traffic to the immediate area. 

Sincerely, ~~ 

Ei~~ ir:'6raff / //' 

3208 West Lake St #85- Minneapolis, MN 55t.t.l6 Ph: 612-tf.l9-5i311 I Fax: 952-9(31.-2237 
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3208 West Lake St #85 
Minneapolis, MN 55416 

RECr. 

JAN 0 .220r3 
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Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit 
AT1N: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
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C t , 7710 Computer Avenu e • Suite 135 • Edina, MN 55435 District Office: Edina Business en e r 

P/1. 952-835-2078 Fax 952-835-2079 

December 31, 2012 

Ms. Katie Walker 

Hennepin County 

Housing, Community Works & Transit 

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 

Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Dear Ms. Walker: 

Web Site: www.ninemilecreek.org 

\ 

I· 

JAN 0 2 20\3 

On behalf of the Nine Mile Creek Watershed District Board of Managers (NMCWD), I wou ld like to thank 

you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement (DEIS) . The NMCWD commends you on your efforts to develop a comprehensive 

DE IS. The NMCWD offers the following comments for your consideration . 

1. The NMCWD is a loca l unit of government that has our own rules and regulatory program. 

This is referenced inconsistently throughout the DEIS. Please make sure that NMCWD is 

listed as a local regulatory agency throughout the whole DEIS. 

2. The NMCWD rules and regulatory program includes rules pertaining to sediment/erosion 

control, storm water management, floodplain management, wetland management, and 

water body crossings, and appropriations of public surface waters. Please make sure to 

acknowledge these the NMCWD regulatory requirements in the Final EIS and address all 

applicable rules during the design phase of the project. The NMCWD ru les can be 

found on the NMCWD website at www.ninemilecreek.org. 

3. Table 2.3-4 lists the Park and Ride Stations Pa rking Spaces. The development of the Park & 

Ride stations are not considered linear project s. All impervious surface disturbances and 

increases will fall under all applicable NMCWD rules. 

4. Section 2.3.3.6- Traction Power Stations. The Traction Power Stat ions should be included in 

the project's overa ll impervious surface calculations. These stations will need to comply with 

all app licab le NMCWD rules. 

Board of Managers 

LuAnn Tolliver - Minnetonka Corrine Lynch - Eden Prairie 

Jodi Peterson - Bloomington Steve Kloiber - Edina Geoffrey Nash - Edina 
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5. Section 2.3.3.9- Operations and Maintenance Facilities. All OMFs will need to comply with 

all applicable NMCWD rules. They are not considered linear projects. 

6. Chapter 3 discusses impacts to parks and open spaces but is largely missing any consideration 

of impacts on wetlands, both those in parks and open spaces, and those not in park lands. 

The Final EIS should address impacts to wetlands and other water resources in this chapter. 

7. Chapter 3 does not discuss the impacts of land use changes on water quality and storm water 

runoff. What are the impacts of the land use changes on water quality and storm water 

runoff? This should be address in the Final EIS. 

8. Chapter 3 needs to include more discussion on Best Management Practices to mitigate water 

quality and storm water impacts. 

9. Chapter 3 notes that there are no impacts on areas developed for recreational purposes. 

While the recreational uses may not be impacted, there may be impacts on the water 

resources and habitat in recreational lands. This section should evaluate the 

impacts on the water resources and habitat present in recreational areas. 

10. Section 4.1 discusses the suitability of soils in the project corridor. This section should also 

include information on the suitability and capacity of soils to meet NMCWD storm water 

management and retention requirements. 

11. Section 4.1.1 discusses the need for dewater and water appropriations permits. NMCWD 

requires a permit for water appropriations up to 10,000 gallons per day and up to 1,000,000 

per year of water for a nonessential use from a public water basin or wetland within the 

District that is less than 500 acres in surface size or a protected watercourse that has a 

drainage area of less than 50 square miles. This should be included in this section. 

12. Figure 4.1-8 shows areas of likely dewatering. Birch Island Lake in Eden Prairie is just 

outside the potential impact area. The NMCWD recently completed a project to restore the 

water levels of Birch Island Lake and the lake is still susceptible to groundwater impacts. 

The potential impact area should be expanded to include Birch Island Lake. 

13. Section 4.1.61 discussed the need for further geotechnical data collection. Any additional 

geotechnical data collection and analysis should include an analysis for contamination to 

determine suitability for storm water retention and treatment. 

14. Table 4.2-1 shows the regulatory and permit entities. NMCWD is the Local Government 

Unit (LGU) for the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act (WCA) in the cities of Eden Prairie, 

Edina, and Hopkins but the table does not list this. Please include NMCWD as the WCA LGU 

for these cities. 
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15. Section 4.2.2.2 discusses the need for wetland delineations. All wetland delineations will 

need to include a Minnesota Rapid Assessment Method (MNRAM) assessment to determine 

wetland function and value for all wetlands in the vicinity of the project corridor. 

16. Please review the NMCWD Wetland Rule for the wetland mitigation and wetland buffer 

requirements of the NMCWD. The NMCWD requires wetland buffers based on the MNRAM 

classification on all down gradient wetlands. The NMCWD also has additional wetland 

mitigation requirements beyond those of WCA. 

17. Section 4.2.3.4- Floodplains. This section describes impacts to the Nine Mile Creek 

floodplain. NMCWD rules do not allow any fill or impacts to the Nine Mile Creek floodplain 

without compensatory mitigation. See NMCWD Rule 2. 

18. Section 4.2.3.5- Wetlands and Public Waters. NMCWD regulates impacts to wetlands 

beyond the MN WCA. Please see NMCWD Rule 3. NMCWD also regulates water body 

crossings. Please see NMCWD Rule 6. 

19. Section 4.2.5- Mitigation. Floodplain impacts will need to be determined prior to 

permitting and construction. Floodplain impacts should be evaluated and mitigation needs 

determined during the design phase of the project prior to submitting to the NMCWD for 

permit review. 

20. Nine Mile Creek is impaired for chlorides and is listed on the State of Minnesota's Impaired 

Waters list. NMCWD has completed a TMDL for the chloride impairment. The DE IS does not 

mention the chloride impairment. How will winter maintenance of the rail line, transit 

stations, park and ride stations, and Operations & Maintenance Facilities be performed to 

minimize additional chloride impacts? The DE IS should address the chloride impairment. 

The N MCWD thanks you for the opportunity to review and comments on the Southwest Transitway 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement. We look forward to working with you as the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement is developed and as you progress toward the permitting process for 

this project. Please contact the NMCWD office at (952) 835-2078 with any questions you may have 

regarding our comments on the DE IS or on our rules. 

Kevin D. Bigalke 

District Administrator 
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Central Minnesota Vegetable Growers Association P.O. Box 2006, Inver Grove Heights, Mn. 55076 
Office: 612-333-1737 Fax: 651-457-3319 www.mplsfarmersmarket.com 

December 19, 2012 

Housing Community Works & Transit 
Atten: SW Transit Way 
701 41

h Avenue South 

Suite 400 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415 

To whom this may concern, 

On behalf of the Central Minnesota Vegetable Growers Association (CMVGA), thank you for t he opportunity to comment on the 
SWLRT EIS. 

A member-based, nonprofit association with over 200 members, the CMVGA is proud to operate the Municipal market of the 
city of Minneapolis, the Minneapolis Farmers Market, directly markets our fruits, vegetables and farmstead products to 
residents of the 13-county Metro area. 

We appreciate the thoughtful, collaborative work that has gone into the EIS, and we look forward to continuing to work 
together. 

Attached please find our comments and submit them into the final records. Thank You. 

CMVGA Board Members: 
Bonnie Deh n, President 
Terry Picha, Vice President 
Doug Harvey, Secretary 
Xa Lor, Treasurer 
Bill Brooks, Board Member 
Dave Nathe, Board Member 
Chang Vang, Board Member 
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Central Minnesota Vegetable Growers Association P.O.Box 2006, Inver Grove Heights, Mn. 55076 
Office: 612-333-1737 Fax: 651-457-3319 www.mplsfarmersmarket.com 

Motion of Support 
Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

The Minneapolis Farmers Market supports the SWLRT DEIS 
as is. The comprehensive process that produced it has 
resulted in a document that meets the stated goals and 
objectives of the project: improving mobility, providing cost­
effective and efficient travel option, protecting the environment, 
preserving quality of life, and, supporting economic 
development. 

A significant community asset since 1876, the Minneapolis 
Farmers Market is a vibrant retail market bustling with visitors 
seven days a week during the eight-month growing season 
and on winter weekends. The municipal market of the City of 
Minneapolis, it is the city's sole farmers market run by growers, 
the Central Minnesota Vegetable Growers Association 
(CMVGA), a non-profit association. 

In 2012, the Market celebrated 75 years in this location, and its 
historic red sheds have become a landmark for both residents 
and tourists. Nationally recognized as one of the top ten 
farmers markets in the United States, it is a destination for the 
entire 13-county Metro area and serves up to 10,000 
customers on any weekend. 

1 
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2.1.3 
The locally preferred route which sites Royalston Station on 
Royalston Avenue is ideally sited to provide access to the 
Minneapolis Farmers Market, Target Field, area residents, and 
the Downtown business district. 

Issue: A proposed rerouting on Border Avenue. 

Outcome: As Border Avenue is the actual eastern border of 
the Farmers Market, this reroute would significantly reduce 
access to the Market. With access and parking already 
challenging, the proposed reroute might necessitate relocating 
the entire Market. 

Outcome: Customer access for up to 10,000 customers from 
Highway 55 to the Market would be lost. The sole remaining 
automotive access would be by already-clogged West Lyndale 
Avenue North. 

Outcome: Vendor truck access from Highway 55 would be lost. 
Adding 200+ vendor trucks to the crush of vehicles already 
backed up on Lyndale Avenue North would bring traffic to a 
standstill. 

Outcome: Without efficient access to Market sheds, vendors 
will not lease Market stalls. This will result in a loss of income 
for these small family farmers, as well as a loss of product for 
customers. Reducing access to fresh, local food is not 
compatible with the goals of Homegrown Minneapolis. 

Outcome: Without vehicular access from Border Avenue, 
through-traffic within the market would cease, causing gridlock. 

2 
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Customers would flee in droves, negatively affecting business. 

Outcome: A hard-won increase in customer parking on Border 
Avenue, the result of two years of collaboration between 
CMVGA and the Minneapolis Traffic Engineering Department, 
would be lost. Without this close-in parking, customers are 
unable to carry standard purchases, which are heavy. 

Outcome: An outreach program to households who use EST to 
purchase fresh fruits and vegetables would end. Without close­
in parking, this program, used by over 1000 low-income 
households a week, will not succeed. This is not compatible 
with the goals of Homegrown Minneapolis. 

Outcome: The ability of CMVGA to rent parking lots for free 
customer parking would end. 

Outcome: Handicapped parking would be reduced by 50°/o. 

Outcome: Senior ride buses and shuttles would have no place 
to stop or park for unloading and loading, restricting access for 
senior citizens who shop the market daily. 

Outcome: School tour buses would have nowhere to stop or 
park, seriously diminishing a thriving school education 
program. 

Outcome: Safety would be compromised with trains running at 
the foot of the market. An increase in traffic control agents 
would be necessary to guarantee the safety of patrons. This 
would be a significan~ expense. 

Outcome: A study by Center for Urban and Environmental 

3 
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Studies found the market to be the most diverse public space 
in Minneapolis; one of the few remaining places where 
Minneapolitans from all walks of life cross paths. Restricting 
access would be a loss to the culture of Minneapolis, creating 
further divisions in an increasingly divided city. 

Outcome: Noise pollution would rise to a level where vendors 
would be unable to communicate with customers. Any 
conversation would be difficult; for the 40o/o of growers who are 
Hmong, as well as the immigrant customers whose first 
language is not English, communication will be impossible. 
This would be an insurmountable handicap. 

3.2 
Issue: The Minneapolis Farmers Market is vital as both a 
regional and a community resource, providing food for the 
mind, body and soul of our communities. 

Outcome: Recognize this within the EIS. 

4 
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7887 Fuller Road, Suite 117 
Eden Prairie, MN 55344 
Tel (952) 934-4135 Fax (952) 934-4419 
stmcompany@ qwestoffice. net 

Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works & Transit 
A TIN: Southwest Transitway 
70 I Fourth Avenues South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

December 19,2012 

Re: Comments to the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) regarding 
SouthWest Station 

Dear Metropolitan Council, Hennepin County and The U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 
Transit Administration's (FTA) Representatives: 

Pursuant to theFT A Comment Period rules regarding the proposed Southwest Transitway Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), we respectfully offer the following comments by the December 
31, 2012 deadline, which shall be made part of the permanent record for full consideration. 

As Declarant of South West Station Center Planned Unit Development (South West Station) with 
cross easement rights, as Chief Manager of SouthWest Station, LLC, as Chief Manager of SouthWest 
Station Management, LLC and as trustee for the Janet C. Snyder Irrevocable Trust (a trust created for the 
benefit of Janet C. Snyder, a woman who was widowed and crippled when her car was hit head on by a 
drunk driver and as the owner of the retail strip in SouthWest Station), I am strongly opposed to the 
proposed LRT 3A line being selected. 

In examining the DEIS, it became readily apparent that the 3A Locally Preferred Alternative 
(LPA) is the only alternative being given due consideration, as nearly all the data as presented supports 
that route. I, however, strongly disagree with interpretation of the data used for selecting 3A as the LPA. I 
believe using the freight line makes the most economic sense, is the simplest plan, and involves the least 
disruption to businesses. Throughout the DEIS, the plethora of South West Station business disturbances 
and problems, including but not limited to: subsidence, vibrations, noise, aesthetics, elimination of 
parking, elimination of snow placement location, construction staging, construction debris, access, safety 
concerns, business economics, LRT created parking problems, inadequate needs assessment ofLRT 
parking demands, and property acquisition, displacement, and relocation are extensive; but, the DEIS fails 
to mitigate or adequately address these significant business concerns. In my opinion, it makes no sense to 
deal with light rail at SouthWest Station at all. If the line ended prior to SouthWest Station, we could 
eliminate all of these issues. 

SouthWest Station is confined on a ll sides by Prairie Center Drive to the East, Technology Drive 
to the South, Hwy. 5 to the North, and SouthWest Station condos to the West. Therefore, SouthWest 
Station does not have the ability to expand its borders in order to handle the current LRT 3A line parking 
ramp expansion as proposed. It should be noted that there is available, e levated land for construction of a 
parking ramp across Prairie Center Drive and at the Eden Prairie Center regional mall. Both of these 
options would not require a permit from the Corps of Engineers and neither site would be viewed as 
controversial. SouthWest Station, however, would require a wetland permit, and the proposed ramp 
expansion would be viewed as highly controversial. The wetlands permit will require adequate 
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alternatives comparisons, which as mentioned above, I do not feel have been properly completed. In 
addition, any future construction that involves movement of the soil or dewatering at or near SouthWest 
Station could cause serious structural damage to SouthWest Station buildings and sinking of the surface 
parking lots, according to a soil engineer. Therefore, SouthWest Station is not a viable option for a LRT 
stop or even just the LRT track itself. 

Specifically, the LRT 3A LPA does not have adequate parking along much of the line, and it 
relies heavily on SouthWest Station to bear a significant percentage of the total parking burden in order to 
meet the parking requirements for federal funding. SouthWest Station cannot handle this unfair parking 
burden, as the ramp and surface lots are already FULL! 

Page 3-57 of the DEIS for Segment 3 of the 3A (LPA) states that "some intersections may require 
partial or full redesign .... much of the ROW required for the alignment of Segment 3, the stations, and 
proposed park-and-ride lots would need to be acquired ... access to businesses may need to be rerouted to 
alternate streets. Access to SouthWest Station is currently via Technology Drive only and any redesign of 
the intersection of Prairie Center Drive and Technology Drive or of the entrance to SouthWest Station 
could dramatically affect access and therefore the viability of the businesses within the Center. Further, 
Page 3-65 of the DEIS, Section 3.3.4 Mitigation: "Short-term construction effects may be mitigated 
by .. . deliberate construction staging or phasing, s ignage, and s ignal control requirements ... " We demand 
all forms of construction mitigation be applied to the areas in and around SouthWest Station, and we 
require detailed specifics well in advance of the Final Environmental Impact Statement in order to 
ascertain if adequate mitigation in all areas is taking place. 

Section 5.2.2 Short Term Effects: "Short-term construction effects to adjacent land uses would 
primarily come in the form of short-term access/circulation and transportation impacts ... Access to 
buildings may also be temporarily affected, depending on the location of entrance points. All necessary 
steps would be taken to ensure sufficient access to land uses and circulation is maintained during 
construction ... Depending on the final alignment selected businesses and residences may experience 
accessibility impacts at certain times ... requiring minor detours for through traffic ... Appropriate 
notification and signage would be used to alert residents, businesses, and travelers to temporary closures 
or route detours." Page 5-16 Section 5.2.3 ofthe DEIS Mitigation would use Best Management Practices 
(BMP's). Short-term construction effects Page 3-37 (3.1 .6.3) will be significant, regardless if they use 
BMP's. "Traffic impacts are anticipated to occur around construction staging areas, or where roads may 
be temporarily closed for construction of at-grade crossings ... this may affect the number of people us ing 
area businesses directly affected by access or construction traffic issues." Unfortunately, the DEIS fails to 
specify where this supposed "staging area" will be. Also, I do not see how they can build at SouthWest 
Station without taking additional land by eminent domain for construction staging, and the mess created 
from the dust and debris will be significant and distasteful for the SouthWest Station restaurant patrons. 
Additionally, there is to be an underground crossing at SouthWest Station, so the street closure will be for 
a greater length of time and negatively impacting the businesses for an undetermined period of time. 3 . I. 7 
Mitigation must require that they keep center open and accessible 100% of the time and that the roadways 
needed to properly access Technology Drive be unimpaired and fully accessible from both directions. 
Rerouting Prairie Center Drive customers to Mitchell road is unacceptable, as no one will go out of their 
way to take that route. They will just avoid South West Station entirely and eat elsewhere. "Businesses 
and residences may experience difficulties with accessibility at certain times of the day during 
construction of the project, and minor detours for through traffic might be required. In general, these 
effects will not change the land use of the area during construction, but may affect the number of people 
using area businesses directly affected by access or construction traffic issues." Page 3-39 "Because the 
LRT is anticipated to result in long term benefits to land use and is planned for, no mitigation is necessary 
or proposed." This blatant lack of regard for area businesses will not be tolerated. 

Page 5-19 shows "Environmental Metrics" of Long-Term effects Under 3A LRT (LPA): 
"Parking and access to businesses along this route are unlikely to be affected ... Business parking is 
provided off site and is not anticipated to be affected by LRT project. Permanent access restrictions for 
business are not anticipated. 20 on-street and II off-street parking spaces will be eliminated." This is 
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completely erroneous and very important. South West Station is losing 52% of its entire PUD parking 
field. SouthWest Station is losing over 180 total parking spaces for employees and patrons alike. Page 5-
21 5 .2.4 Mitigation and 5 .2.5 .2 Mitigation for Parking and Access. South West Station cannot endure any 
short-term accessibility/construction impacts let alone long-term ones. 

The proposed ramp has now been down-s ized from a I ,000-car ramp to a 400-car ramp, but the 
taking of land by eminent domain remains unchanged. Page 4-131 "Minnesota State Constitut ion Article 
I, section 13, deals with just compensation for private property taken, destroyed, or damaged for public 
use. Table 3.3-1 "Acquisitions include both partial and full parcels. According to federal law, if I 0% or 
more of a parcel's land is taken by eminent domain, the entire parcel is deemed to be taken. Page 3-73 
Section 3.3.5 "Any business displaced from property by the SouthWest Transitway would be 
compensated in accordance with provisions of the Uniform Act...Relocation benefits may be available to 
displaced businesses ... " We expect South West Station businesses to be relocated and a ll land, building, 
and bus iness owners fully compensated. 

The projections for LRT ridership are 28,000-30,000, yet the proposed parking comes nowhere 
near meeting these projected demands. Where does the county plan to put the remaining 25,000 cars that 
have nowhere to park? One cannot assume that people will rideshare. It does not happen now with the 
existing SouthWest Metro Transit Station (SWMT) bus ramp; it is one transit rider per parked vehicle. As 
such the methodology used for ridership (Page 6-1 Section 6. 1.1) is flawed. We have a sprawling metro 
area, which if not the most sprawling of all the states is certainly in the top 3. As such, carpooling and 
higher dens ity housing models from across the country do not accurately illustrate true parking demand. 
The Bus Park and Ride at SWMT used similarly flawed data, and was built into functiona l obsolescence 
from the moment it was constructed. This miscalculation has put an unfair demand and monitoring burden 
upon the owners of the surface parking lots at South West Station. My concern is that this further 
erroneous underassessment will create even greater hardships for all SouthWest Station business, 
building, and land owners. 

The proposed 400-car SouthWest Station ramp expansion would dramatically increase the 
number of cars going in and out of the ramp daily. As a result, an a lternate route for entering and exiting 
would need to be found that would not require the use of South West Station's entrance, which is private 
property. It is imperative that the models used to assess the number of parking spaces needed to 
adequately handle the estimated ridership must be re-evaluated. It was stated at the November 3, 2009 
meeting that an additional 2,000-2500 parking spaces would need to be added to address ridership 
projections, yet this was not done; and, even if it had, it would still be completely inadequate based upon 
the actual LRT parking demand. We do not want the newly constructed ramp at SouthWest Station to be 
built into obsolescence from the day it is constructed. 

As everyone should be aware by now, the SWMT ramp is full and overflow parkers are directed 
to St. Andrew's Church (half a mile away) and then shuttled back to South West Station. In reality, many 
of these overflow riders never make it to St. Andrew's Church, because they find it easier to s imply park 
on SouthWest Station's private surface parking lots immediately adjacent to the SWMT ramp. We have 
notified SWMT on numerous occasions regarding this serious problem but are to ld SWMT will not 
monitor where their patrons park. SWMT did, however, put up a sign, notifying patrons not to park on 
private property, as our numerous s igns on s ite also state. Despite this signage, overflow bus riders 
continue to park on our surface lots. 

It is well known that there is a huge parking shortage at SouthWest Station. In fact, the 
Metropolitan Council Profile on SouthWest Station actually states there is a "shortage of daytime parking 
on the site." As a result ofthe pre-existing shortage of available parking on the surface lots and in the 
ramp, we would expect LRT to self-monitor where its patrons are parking, especially during the prime 
daytime hours. Still, none of this will adequately address the parking issues facing SouthWest Station if 
LRT continues on its proposed course, unless full compensation is provided. IfLRT comes to SouthWest 
Station, the poaching will dramatically increase, requiring additional monitoring and expense borne by 
South West Station businesses. 
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Next, the City of Eden Prairie must enforce the city parking requirements against Santorini for the 
number of patrons' seats it has in its restaurant building. This huge restaurant facility barely has enough 
parking to meet the parking demands of its staff alone, which has only exacerbated an already difficult 
parking situation. Perplexingly, the City of Eden Prairie has threatened to invoke a new city ordinance, 
prohibiting the booting of violators if we do not allow Santorini's patrons and SWMT riders to continue 
poaching on SouthWest Station 's private parking lots, hamstringing us from preserving for our use these 
precious parking spaces, despite the fact that neither Santorini nor SWMT pays one cent toward the cost 
of the land, real estate taxes, monitoring, maintenance or expenses of any kind related to these private 
parking spaces. Additionally, the SWMT pays nothing toward the expenses related to the entranceway 
leading to SWMT. Finally, the SWMT transit riders inhibit access to SouthWest Station businesses 
between 5:00p.m.-6:00p.m. nightly, as they are barreling out of the ramp after work, effectively 
squelching the dinner business. Subsequently, I asked the City of Eden Prairie to address the dangerous 
condition that existed when 900 cars sped out of the ramp at the same time, impeding the ability for the 
retail strip's patrons to access the restaurants. The City informed me that they do not get involved in 
private property issues. The truth is that it isn't private property, because the ramp is owned by the City 
of Eden Prairie, along with the Cities of Chanhassen and Chaska. Now, we are going to increase this 
dangerous condition by 50%. As a result, SouthWest Station will only be further harmed by the additional 
LRT park and ride traffic. In addition, at the time SouthWest Station was built, it was believed that some 
of the transit riders would actually patronize SouthWest Station businesses. Unfortunately, this has not 
happened. 

The current Southwest LRT 3A plan shows a taking of Ruby Tuesday's PUD parking field but 
not its building. The logic of leaving the building behind with no surface parking defies all sensibilities 
and must immediately be corrected. Additionally, the plan shows an entire taking of the Anchor Bank 
parcel including building, land, and PUD parking. The combination of the Anchor Bank and Ruby 
Tuesday's taking by eminent domain is essentially an inverse condemnation of SouthWest Station in 
entirety. 

Since SouthWest Station is a PUD and we collectively share each other's parking, there is a right 
of ownership conferred to each of us by this classification. Ifyou take Anchor Bank's and/or Ruby 
Tuesday's parking fields by eminent domain, compensation must be paid not only to the titled landowner, 
but to all parcel owners within the SouthWest PUD. It was stated at the November 29, 2012 Public 
Meeting that the government is trying to keep acquisitions to a minimum. I found that iron ic, as the 
proposed plan intends to harm so many SouthWest Station business and property owners with blatant 
disregard that I believe eminent domain must be used to acquire all SouthWest Station properties that are 
being negatively impacted by LRT. 

In Appendix H-1 Page 355, it erroneously lists existing parking for Santorini by corporate name 
at 13000 Technology Drive, Eden Prairie, as 175 spaces, but in fact that parcel has only 49 regular 
parking spaces and 4 handicapped ones. I pointed out this mistake and only received a " Disclaimer" with 
no explanation, and on further questioning I received no response. Additionally, Anchor has 26 parking 
stalls, and Ruby Tuesday has 150 plus 6 handicapped ones. Anchor Bank, Ruby Tuesday, SouthWest 
Station, LLC and Culvers collectively share their parking fields. As such, the taking of Ruby Tuesday and 
Anchor Bank's parking lots create a myriad of problems for SouthWest Station, SouthWest Station, LLC 
and SouthWest Station Management, LLC. 

The proposed 3A LRT plan arbitrarily and capriciously amputates 52% of SouthWest Station's 
parking field to build a 400-car parking ramp to meet the LRT 3A parking needs for not only the 
surrounding area but for the Eden Prairie regional mall. The remaining parking field remnant no longer 
satisfies SouthWest Station's parking needs and will result in decreased business for each owner and 
tenant. Further, we expect substitute surface parking to be returned to meet SouthWest Statin parking 
demand. We believe the remaining parking fie ld does not even meet city parking requirements for the 
remaining buildings' total seating and capacity. 

The proposed, grossly enlarged ramp changes the entire functionality, character, atmosphere, 
aesthetics, visibility, and layout of South West Station, making it no longer viable as a shopping center. 
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Section 3.6 Page 3-99 "Visual or aesthetic resources are defined as the natural and built features of the 
visible landscape ... Visual resource or aesthetic impacts are defined in terms of the physical characteristics 
of a project, its potential visibility, and the extent to which the project could affect the quality of the 
existing scene or environment." As such, this is yet another reason for eminent domain. 

At the July 22, 2009 meeting, I was also told there would be a provision for the first level of the 
newly expanded SWMT ramp to be used by South West Station tenants and owners to meet their parking 
needs. Unfortunately, this is not a viable long-term solution, as the ramp will eventually fill up with LRT 
riders, and these temporary rights will once again be taken away (the SouthWest Station employees 
originally had rights to park in SWMT ramp until the ramp was full I 00% of the time). Further, even if 
these rights are not temporary, the ramp will be filled with people commuting to work in the morning, and 
thus there will be no availability during the crunch time over the lunch hour. Finally, it is a proven fact 
that customers far prefer to park in surface parking spaces over parking in a ramp. Therefore, our tenants 
and owners will suffer greatly by this loss of surface parking. No rights conveyed through use of a 
parking ramp would mitigate any damage to the SouthWest Station. If we currently do not have adequate 
parking for the existing businesses, because ofSantorini's and SWMT's riders' poaching, the overflow 
parking in Ruby Tuesday's lot, and the employee parking in Anchor Bank's lot, how are we going to 
survive with 52% less surface parking in the future? Obviously, we won't! 

Furthermore, I was told at this meeting that there would be some retail put in on the first level of 
the SWMT ramp. This had better not be the case. The Southwest LRT plan also shows an addition of a 
bistro, the relocation of Ruby Tuesday, and/or the addition of newly created retail space on the first level 
of the proposed ramp expansion. I do not think it is appropriate for the government to be adding 
competition, increasing the parking demand on existing businesses, and/or taking away potential future 
users from the existing owners and tenants ofthe SouthWest Station PUD. 

SouthWest Station can barely handle the customers' and employees' parking demand, so it cannot 
be further burdened by additional businesses regardless if there is some conveyance of supposed ramp 
parking spaces or not. If the plan is to bring in a developer, allowing yet another entity to assert its 
interests- interests that may not coincide with the interests of South West Station, SWMT, or the 
South West Transitway-we simply cannot allow that to happen. As Declarant of South West Station, 
Chief Manager of South West Station, LLC, Chief Manager of SouthWest Station Management, LLC, and 
Trustee of the Janet C. Snyder Irrevocable Trust, I must oppose yet another stumbling block hurled into 
the operation pathway of South West Station Center. 

Finally, at several of the past LRT meetings, it has been stated that "no one" wants to disrupt 
things around Eden Prairie Center, a large regional mall with a surfeit of unused, daily parking, resulting 
in Eden Prairie Center's proposed LRT parking demand being partly shifted onto SouthWest Station. 
Why does SouthWest Station have to bear the parking burden for a regional mall and a majority of the 
southwest corridor of the 3A line anyway? 

The Janet C. Snyder Irrevocable Trust bought the retail strip at SouthWest Station in 2004 prior 
to any proposed LRT discussions. We paid 4.2 million dollars and have spent well over a half million 
dollars rebuilding the sewer and water system, without the financial support of the City of Eden Prairie, 
thus increasing our overall capital investment to 4.7 million. Now, we are facing a serious decrease in the 
retail strip's property value with this threatened condemnation of our much needed employee parking, 
overflow patron parking, and loss of our snow storage area at an additional estimated annual cost of 
$50,000.00. 

Every step of the way, we have vehemently opposed SouthWest Station as an LRT stop on the 3A 
LPA. Therefore, if the LRT 3A plan moves forward as proposed, we will demand that the inverse 
condemnation buyout include all parcel owners of SouthWest Station. Each parcel and building has a 
diminished future value as a result ofLRT. A national expert has advised us the proposed SouthWest 
Station stop as part ofthe LRT 3A plan will have devastating and irreversible effects on SouthWest 
Station as a whole; and, the negative economic impact will be VERY GREAT. Further, we were told the 
center would be "destroyed" and would not survive the LRT plan as proposed. 
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Page 6-54 Section 6.3.2.1 Parking Spaces Eliminated: "Review of conceptual construction limi ts 
along Segment 3 indicates the ROW acquisition and building removal would eliminate approximately 200 
associated parking spaces." I am assuming the bulk of this is from our joint parking lots under the 
Declaration. There is no parking provision for replacing these surface lost parking spaces. Of course, the 
DEIS shows a net gain of parking of 1950 spaces. Yet, these supposed additions do not benefit South West 
Station land or business owners or their patrons. According to the DEIS Section 6.3.4 Mitigation Page 6-
62 "Private parking associated with businesses may be reduced in some cases. Property owners would be 
compensated for loss of parking in compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act. Where the eliminated parking spaces are associated with the displacement of a 
business or residence, no mitigation would be required." This clause refers to Anchor Bank's taking, but it 
is also a taking of parking rights given to South West Station property owners under the Declaration. 
" Where eliminated spaces are associated with partial property taking acquisitions, mitigation could 
include replacing lost parking spaces on nearby property or could be determined in the final agreement 
with the property owner consistent with the requirements of the Uniform Relocations and Real Property 
Assistance Act of 1970, as amended." This clause refers to Ruby Tuesday's taking. However, there is no 
place on site to locate additional surface parking for employees or patrons. 

The noise from construction and the vibrations from pounding in the piles will severely impact 
every single restaurant tenant/owners ' sales for the duration of construction and long-term, as customers 
once gone will never return; the construction itself will be invasive and problematic, negatively affecting 
every single restaurant tenant/owner, as the large equipment and the workers' vehicles will extend onto 
our remaining reduced surface parking fie ld; the increased parking ramp will have a disastrous effect on 
the entire center, as SouthWest Station's infrastructure cannot support another 400 cars entering and 
leaving the ramp in an hour and a half window each morning and evening, further reducing sales which 
will result in future tenant vacancies; the center will have no visibility on Hwy. 5 and reduced visibility 
on Prairie Center Drive, reducing rental rates and causing vacancies; the structural damage to Southwest 
Station buildings as a result of the heavy vibrations could be irreparable; and SouthWest Station will no 
longer be a viable shopping center with the 52% reduction in overall surface parking spaces. The 
vibrations show significant issues to SouthWest Station condo owners, so if SouthWest Station had been 
examined, the DEIS would have also shown that vibrations were an issue for SouthWest Station. As such, 
we expect the same consideration made to a ll businesses and landowners of South West Station as are 
given to residential owners. We expect to see mitigation for vibration to businesses in the Final EIS, 
according to Section 4.8.6 Mitigation Page 4-118 "Detailed vibration analyses will be conducted during 
the Final EIS." 

Noise Section 4.7 Page 4-76 relates to airborne noise. "Noise from bells, horns, wheel squeal, and 
wheel-rail interaction contribute to the projected noise impacts." It appears we are not deemed a "noise 
sensitive land use." Page 4-83 of the DEIS shows a Category 2 noise sensitive land use for the property 
between Mitchell Road and SouthWest Station; I believe this is for the SouthWest Station condos (Also 
see: Table 4.7-2 Sound exposure Levels, Table 4.7-3 LRT noise impact summary by alternative plan, and 
Table 4.7-5 Potential No ise impacts Segment 3A). As such, we expect mitigation to occur for all 
SouthWest Station land, building, and business owners, not just the condo owners directly adjacent. 

With the significant sinking that has occurred at the SouthWest Station site in the past, we have 
grave concerns over the subsidence from disturbed subsoils from construction of the underground tunnel, 
the temporary dewatering associated with LRT construction, and the possible permanent dewatering of 
the tunnel as the ground water is at 8' but the construction excavation and tunnel will be at 26'. I would 
suggest that the light rail cross above grade so as not to interfere with traffic by crossing at grade. A 
geotechnical engineering firm must be hired to specifically deal with the subsidence issue and measure 
over several years the potential and actual damage to SouthWest Station due to the building of the LRT 
line and the proposed tunnel. 

Page 4- 1 Section 4. 1 Geology and Ground Water. " ... Shallow groundwater that would require a 
permanent water removal system (dewatering) during construction." This is being proposed for deep 
excavation for tunnel of Prairie Center Drive. Any deep cut will cause significant sinking of the entire 
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SouthWest Station site. It has proven true with every cut on site whether for sewer/water collapses or for 
street work. Clearly this site is subject to even more issues due to the supposed dry riverbed that lies 
beneath. The more water that is taken out of the soil and even disturbance to the soil itself, the more 
sinking impacts our s ite will experience. As such, significant compensation will be expected. 

Page 4-13 "There are three areas of concern for shallow groundwater ... associated wetland areas 
between Mitchell Road and South West Station. Groundwater sensitivity Section 4.1.3.6 Page 4-19 
"Segment 3: From Prairie Center Drive West approximately 2300 feet." Section 4.1.4.1 Soil erosion is a 
concern as the hill is quite steep behind Anchor Bank and they will be tunneling underground. 4.1.4.2 
Page 4-21 "The Build Alternatives may have a long-term impact on groundwater if a permanent water 
removal system (dewatering) is required. Permanent water removal is anticipated where the cut 
extends below the water table. Section 4.1.5.1 Geology "Short-term impacts to soil resources are limited 
to those construction activities that would disturb unpaved or permeable surfaces." 

"The Soil, Groundwater, and Dewatering Conditions information in Appendix H summarizes the 
anticipated side slopes for the major excavation ... A table showing the need for excavation shoring is also 
shown in Appendix H ... Construction activities may degrade soils through compaction and erosion. 
Groundwater 4.1.5 .2 Page 4-22 "Water removal during construction is anticipated where a cut extends 
below the water table, and, in some cases, has been assigned a higher probability than permanent water 
removal because of the potential for over-excavation. Impacts relating to construction water removal 
would be temporary." Page 4-23 Table 4.1-4 Cut #2 Prairie Center Drive/TH5. "Several stations and cuts 
are located within areas of high sensitivity." Page 4-23 4.1.6.1 "During design, additional geotechnical 
data would be collected through soil borings, particularly in areas where stations excavations ... are 
proposed." 

Page 4-24 Section 4.1.6.2 Groundwater Potential Impacts mitigated by: "Limit the amount and 
duration of water removal activities. Design water removal systems to reduce impact to wetlands. Section 
4.2 Water Resources Page 4-25 "Ecosystems are protected by Federal, state, and local laws because of 
their ecological and social functions and values. The primary federal regulations or statutes that apply to 
wetlands, flood plains ... are the Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404, the Endangered Species Act, The 
RHA, Executive Order# 11988, and Department of Transportation Order 5650.2. State and local 
regulations that apply to these resources include the public water works permits, WCA, and local 
sensitive/critical area ordinance. Impacts to wetlands, floodplains, and other water bodies require 
permitting from various agencies ... Other permits relating to stormwater management, erosion control, 
stream crossing, etc." See Table 4.2-1 Permitting Agencies and Page 4-31 Emergent Wetlands. 

Page 4-32 Section 4.2.2.2 "Wetland impacts were defined as those areas where the proposed 
construction limits overlap an existing wetland feature, and would cause a change in the boundary of the 
wetland. Wetland delineations will be completed during Final Design; final design will also incorporate 
measures to reduce and avoid impacts to wetlands to the greatest extent feasible. Any impact to wetlands 
requires an approved delineated wetland boundary prior to permit application. The Section 404 and CW A 
permitting process will be followed, and appropriate mitigation." 

Page 4-33 Floodplains 4.2.3.1 Segment 3 Purgatory Creek and 4 .2.3.2 Page 4-33 NWI data 
indicate that the most common study area wetland types are shallow, freshwater emergent; but deep 
freshwater wetlands are also common. Page 4-33 Section 4.2.3.3 Long Term Effects: Based on that 
analysis ... there are multiple potential impacts to wetlands and floodplains .. . specific BMP's and design 
parameters have not been determined. Page 4-41 Alternative LRT 3A (LPA) would impact .9 acres of 
wetlands. 

Page 4-42 4.2.4 Short-Term Construction Effects: "construction activities ... may generate 
sediment laden stormwater ... this stormwater runoff ... has the potential to affect water quality ... BMP's 
would be used to minimize water quality impacts ... the project would include construction of permanent 
BMP's such as storm water ponds." See Page 4-43 Mitigation 4.2.5 of impacts to wetlands and Table 4.2-3 
and Page 4-44 Summary of Surface Water Impacts. 

Page 9-27 9.6.11.1 Trends related to Water resources: "Development...has Jed to the decline of 
wetlands because of drainage or filling. More recently, however, developments in suburban areas have 
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worked to retain wetland areas. For this reason, wetlands within the study area are most densely 
concentrated near the proposed western end of the Southwest Transitway, in the vicinity of Segments I 
and 3 ... The quality of water resources within the corridor has been negatively affected by previous 
development. Paving and construction for new developments throughout the region, including the study 
area continue to increase the volume of storm water runoff by changing ground surfaces from a pervious 
to an impervious condition. Additionally, these same activities continue to negatively impact water 
quality because pollutants, deposited on impervious surfaces, are readily transported to receiving waters." 
Section 9.6.11.2 Anticipated indirect effects: "The anticipated development and redevelopment activities 
around station areas likely would involve temporary soil disturbance and possible increase in impervious 
surfaces, which could indirectly impact ester resources." Section 6.6.11.4 Mitigation Page 9-28 
"Permanent impacts to wetlands and floodplains will be mitigated according to applicable regulations and 
temporary and indirect impacts will be mitigated through construction BMP's. RFAAs would follow 
similar approaches mitigating direct and indirect impacts. No additional mitigation is necessary." A more 
thorough analysis of impacts at South West Station must be completed and satisfactory mitigation 
provided. 

Air Quality Page 4-76 Mitigation Section 4.6.6: "Temporary impacts from fugitive dust will be 
minimized or avoided using BMP's. These may include but are not limited to applying water to exposed 
soil, limiting the extent and duration of exposed soil, and limiting the amount of idle time for construction 
equipment." We expect the site kept clean from airborne dust and construction debris at all times without 
exception. 

Finally, security issues at LRT stations around the country have greatly increased the number and 
severity of criminal activities for the neighboring business owners. It appears to me that the DEIS again 
makes no effort to assume responsibility for the creation of these problems and just adds something else 
for the landowners and businesses to deal with. Page 3-128 3.7.1.1 " ... specific safety and security policies 
and procedures have not been developed for the SouthWest Transitway." Section 9.6.8 Safety and 
security Page 9-25 does nothing to address the need for increased safety and security on site due to LRT 
as it makes the areas adjacent to LRT stops more dangerous. On site security by SouthWest Transitway 
must be provided at SouthWest Station. 

Hennepin County and the City of Eden Prairie want people to believe that the key stakeholders 
have had some say in the decision to make SouthWest Station a major LRT parking site, when the truth 
is, we have not. As one of the five original stakeholders brought in to discuss the LRT plan, not one of my 
many objections has been given due consideration. Worse yet, each revision has made the plan more 
problematic and intrusive for the existing owners at SouthWest Station. Additionally, when the City of 
Eden Prairie wanted to set up a business committee to examine LRT plans four years ago, I provided my 
business card but never heard from anyone. 

Page 9-14 to 9-17 Table 9.5-1 shows Resources with potential indirect effects or cumulative 
impacts. I believe what applies to us: Acquisitions and displacement/relocations, visual quality and 
aesthetics, safety and security, Geology and groundwater resources, Water resources, air quality, noise, 
vibration, economic effects, development effects, transit effects, and effects on roadways. Page 9-21 
Section 9.6.4.4 Mitigation "All acquisitions associated with the proposed project (direct impacts) would 
be mitigated through applicable relocation assistance program ... No other mitigation for indirect effects 
and cumulative impacts is proposed." Section 9.6.7.2 Page 9-24 Anticipated indirect effects: Changes to 
the visual character of the areas around the Southwest Transitway would occur." Section 9.6.7.3 
" ... SouthWest Transitway project will cumulatively change the views in the study area ... and would not be 
considered adverse impacts (See Table 9.6-1 ). This assessment is flawed as is not addressing mitigation 
for direct effects, indirect effects and cumulative effects within the DEIS. South West Station will be one 
of the hardest impacted sites along the line and yet appropriate mitigation has not been made nor has 
eminent domain been correctly applied. 

Over 40% ($1 0.52/square foot or $147,963.00 for just the retail strip housing Caribou, Dickeys, 
Chipotle, Noodles, and the former D. Brians) of SouthWest Station, LLC's base rent is real estate taxes, 
and I was told this was the number one stumbling block for renting vacant space. As such, the 
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governmental agencies need to recognize where their annual budget dollars come from and respond 
accordingly by protecting property owners' interests throughout the DEIS and elsewhere. Given the 
burdensome nature of South West Station real estate taxes, one has to ask why the DEIS specifically 
ignored SouthWest Station business disruptions and failed to adequately provide mitigation, if it provided 
any at all. If the LRT line did not go along Highway 5 at this point, removing the stop at SouthWest 
Station altogether, South West Station would remain the vital and vibrant center it is today. There are 
significant issues and losses related to the detrimental short-term and long-term impacts and cumulative 
impacts ofthe proposed LRT on SouthWest Station known and unknown, seen and unforeseen, asserted 
and unasserted, alleged and unalleged, visible and invisible that supports an inverse condemnation of 
SouthWest Station. 

Lastly, I'd like to point out that the I A alignment should be the preferred alternative if given its 
due consideration. Its transit path has already been created with tax payer dollars, so taxing us twice to 
create a more expensive, less viable, and slower option seems unthinkable. Therefore, the LRT 3A 
alignment should be removed from further consideration. Alternatively, the line could end prior to 
SouthWest Station. 
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Jodiff/edJ~~ L£-(5 
Jodiff/ed./~~·~ L£-(5 
7887 Fuller Road, Suite 117 
Eden Prairie, MN 55344 

{f .. - ··--;-:---,-:-~~-·-;· ~:-::,· ·:, 

I JAN ~ 2 201J ~ -

l!=L. 
-~ 

Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenues South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
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JAN 0 2 2013 Ora t Environmental Impact Statement Comment Form 

13\t: Southwest Transitway Project 

Federal and state environmenta l ru les 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: ( l) 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 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, p lease visit 
www.southwesttransitwav.org 

Name: (v1 (27 . M AT2U±()J BAGIA3 Y d-es~~ # 

I 

Address: ').{ ()~ !{6NvVOo D PAP- Il..WA r 
City/State/Zip : M P L-> All fJ 56 4 0 r;-
Telephone:-""'G-'-/_2_=0__,']~7L,__6-=--l....;,0-'2-__ Email: ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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_ Audubon 

-M-
Ayers Bagley 
2107 Kenwood Prwy 
;llinneapo/is, NN 55405 

Fold here 

t-HNN D \POLIS' HN '.5.~ ; · ·,;~: 

3l DEC 2012. PM 5 L 

Hennepin County 

Housing, Community Works & Tra nsit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 

70 1 Fourth A venue South, Suite 400 

Minneapolis, MN 554 15 

1.1. lllllllll.lllllll.l,llllllllllllll li i.JJ~.-l lll ,1! I II l, ,il 
Fold here 
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December 17, 2012 

The Residents of Calhoun Towers 
3430 list Place 

Minneapolis, MN 55416 

Dear Hennepin County, Met Council and Elected Officials, 

JAN I) 2 2013 

B\ ·--==== :d 

This letter is being sent to you from the residents of Calhoun Towers, occupying 107 units in the 22 story building 
in the West Calhoun Neighborhood of Minneapolis. 

We are requesting that further investigation be done on the environmental impact of placing a Light Rail Station 
for the Southwest Light-Rail Transit line in the proposed "West Lake Station" location. Many of us are actually 
proponents of the Southwest Light-Rail Line. However, we have concerns specifically related to the increased 
traffic and parking congestion that will be created . . 
Over the past few years, we have noted a dramatic increase in traffic congestion, street litter and trash, parking 
congestion, annoyingly bright nighttime lighting and ever-present construction noise. The area is literally 
booming with residential and retail expansion, all crammed into a very tight geography. 

With the completion of the new apartment tower being constructed on South Chowen Avenue for 180 new un,·t~ 
residents, we are apprehensive about how quickly this neighborhood will have transformed from a quaint and 
attractive area to one that is overloaded with too many people and vehicles for the space available. 

According to the Star Tribune, the Calhoun I Isles I Harriet parkway corridor is by far the most heavily used park 
system in the Metro area, drawing over 5 million visits annually. Also, the West Lake Street I Excelsior 
Boulevard/ Dean Parkway/ West Calhoun Parkway traffic corridor is the most highly used thoroughfare in 
Hennepin County with traffic counts of 39,000 cars daily. This area continues to become more and more 
congested with commuters and shoppers. The retail growth over the last several years has created far too few 
parking spaces to accommodate the people traffic it has drawn. 

While we, as Calhoun Towers residents, do draw benefits from the retail convenience, we also are forced to live 
with disadvantages of simply too many people trying to park or drive in too small a space. To witness what we 
experience, we invite you to visit our building during afternoon rush hour .. . it is very difficult to pull out onto 
Excelsior Boulevard, if not impossible, and there isn't enough space to accommodate all of the turning and 
waiting at semaphores. It must be a concern for the area fire station as well. 

We want to be advised and informed to any decisions made regarding the placement of the West Lake Station 
and the ultimate parking position and traffic flow the station will create . 

Signed by the Residents of Calhoun Towers 
{Signatures available upon request) 
Email: calhounLRT@gmail.com 
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December 30, 2012 

Hennepin County 

Catherine and George Puzak 
1780 Girard Ave. S. 

Minneapolis, MN 55403 
cell612-250-6846, h 612-374-3624 

greenparks@comcast. net 

Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
via US mail and email to swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

Re: Comments on the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Project Manager: 

Please accept these comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DE IS) for the 
Southwest Transitway (LRT) project. The comments first address freight rail and LRT track 
siting issues. Subsequent comments discuss specific Minneapolis locations with in the corridor. 

Consistent with the DEIS recommendation , freight rail should be rerouted from the Kenilworth 
Corridor to a different freight rail corridor. Operating both freight and light rail in the Kenilworth 
Corridor would irreparably harm natural green space. It would destroy sixty homes. It would 
also eliminate highly used non-motorized recreational and commuter trails. By rerouting freight 
rail, the outcome of preserving this tranquil, park-like corridor and water channel may be 
achieved. 

Outcomes of LRT track siting: LRT tracks should be placed to preserve as much open space 
as possible for people, wildlife, and nature. LRT tracks should also allow as much space as 
possible for mitigation on both sides of the LRT line, especially where residential properties are 
on both sides of the corridor. These outcomes produce two recommendations. 

First, north of Franklin Avenue and below the Kenwood water tower, LRT tracks should hug 
the base of Kenwood bluff. This design places the tracks on the east side of the corridor. It 
makes tra ils and paths into a continuous loop around Cedar Lake without rail obstruction. This 
"cutting the corner" design would shorten the route and travel time to downtown Minneapolis. 
The base of Kenwood bluff would absorb noise and vibrations. Most importantly, it would 
achieve the outcome of preserving open space ("Conservancy") between the SW LRT, the 
north-east corner of Cedar Lake and the Burlington Northern rail line for people, wildlife, and 
nature. 

Second, between Franklin Avenue west and west Lake Street, LRT tracks should be sited in 
the center of the corridor. This placement would allow space for mitigation on both sides of the 
SW LRT line, where it is in closest proximity to peoples' homes. 
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Comments on SW LRT DEIS 
December 30, 2012 
Page 2 of 3 

Comments on Specific Minneapolis Locations 
1. Cedar Lake Regional Trail and SWLRT Crossing Area 
Outcome: The Cedar Lake Regional Trail, Kenilworth Trail and Cedar Lake pathway should 
provide a continuous uninterrupted loop around Cedar Lake similar to the loop trails around 
Lake of the Isles, Lake Calhoun, and Lake Harriet. If the Kenilworth Trail remains east of the 
LRT tracks, trail users will be forced to cross tracks where 250 LRT trains/day will be passing. 
Trail users circulating Cedar Lake should have the same safe, efficient, and pleasant 
experience offered by the regional paths around the other three lakes in the regional trail 
system. If the Cedar Lake or Kenilworth trails cross the SW LRT line, the trails should be 
grade-separated from the LRT line. 

2. Intersection of West 21"1 Street and SW LRT tracks 
Outcomes: Uninterrupted access to east Cedar Lake beach and to homes on the 2000 block 
of Upton Avenue South. Station design should enhance safety for Cedar Lake Park users and 
local residents. Cedar Lake Park and the surrounding corridor should maintain their "up-north" 
feel. They are quiet spaces with multiple layers of vegetation-grasses, bushes, and trees. An 
estimated 250 LRT trains/day will mar the tranquil, green setting of this area. Tunneling or 
trenching LRT tracks and land bridging over them would best mitigate the visual and noise 
pollution caused by LRT service in this area. 

3. Kenilworth Channel and Bridge 
Dredging the Kenilworth Channel helped form the Chain of Lakes as a historic and regional 
amenity. Outcome: People and wildlife that are experiencing this area should enjoy naturally 
occurring lights and sounds. This location is unique in its lack of artificial light. No street­
grid lighting is located here, due to the expanse of lake water, park land, and open space. 
Headlights from LRT trains during dark hours would forever change the character and night 
sky experience of this unique urban space. 

4. Cedar Lake Parkway-Grand Rounds 
Outcome: Preserve the integrity of the Grand Rounds National Scenic Byway by maintaining 
the ambiance, views, and park experience at south end of Cedar Lake and Beach. An LRT 
bridge of Cedar Lake parkway is insufficient. It would spread noise and block views. It would 
also be visually jarring and inconsistent with the park setting. Tunneling or trenching LRT 
under Cedar Lake Parkway would minimize the adverse effects at this unique intersection. 

Outcome: Provide a continuous, safe, and pleasant trail experience for Kenilworth Trail users 
at Cedar Lake Parkway. The Kenilworth Trail should be grade-separated from traffic on Cedar 
Lake Parkway-Grand Rounds. If the trail is on the west side of the LRT tracks, it could directly 
connect to the South Cedar Beach and provide a continuous trail loop onto the Cedar Lake 
Pathway at South Cedar Beach. Going south after crossing Cedar Lake Parkway, the trail 
could use a land bridge to ramp over a depressed LRT line. The Kenilworth Trail would switch 
to the east side of the LRT tracks, providing access to Park Siding Park and then continue 
south to intersect with the Midtown Greenway. 
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Comments on SW LRT DEIS 
December 30, 2012 
Page 3 of 3 

Conclusion 
Given the Kenilworth Corridor's value as a critical greenspace and waterway connector and as 
a non-motorized recreational and commuter pathway, LRT impacts must be substantially 
mitigated. Minneapolis has a history of mitigating impacts from rail traffic. A nearby example is 
the 2.8 mile east-west depressed rail trench from Cedar to Hennepin avenues. More recently, 
Minneapolis built a tunnel for new LRT service at the airport. These examples should apply to 
any LRT routing through Kenilworth. 

One component of the mitigation should include a rail tunnel from Lake Street to Franklin 
Avenue or to 1-394. The length would be approximately one mile. The tunnel would go under 
Cedar Lake Parkway, the Kenilworth Channel, and West 21st Street. The tunnel would 
resurface in the open space below Kenwood Hill and the historic water tower. 

A tunnel in Kenilworth is essential to mitigate the impacts of 250 daily LRT trains in this 
sensitive corridor. A tunnel would follow Minneapolis' precedent of rail trenching. It would 
minimize traffic congestion at Cedar Lake Parkway, a National Scenic Byway, and at West 
21st Street. Most importantly, the tunnel would help preserve natural assets of regional and 
state significance-the Kenilworth greenspace, the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes Regional Park, 
and Cedar Lake Park Wildlife and Nature Preserve. 

An LRT route connecting Minneapolis to southwest Hennepin County is a 100-year decision. 
The environmental impacts of LRT service must be carefully considered. Substantial and 
meaningful mitigation must be designed, funded, and implemented for the SW LRT line to 
achieve its full potential. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

~~J_ 
Catherine and George Puzak 

3780



3781



Three Rivers 
Park District 

Board of 
Commission ers 

Sara Wyatt 
District 1 

Marilynn Corcoran, 

Dist ric t 2 

Joan Peters 
District 3 

Dale Woodbeck, 
Vice Chair 

District 4 

John Gibbs 

Dist rict 5 

Larry Blackstad, Chair 

Appointed 

Barbara Kinsey 
Appointed 

Cris Gears 

Superintendent 

JAN 0 2 2013 ThreeRivers 

December 28, 2012 

Hennepin County Housing, 
Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

PARK DISTRICT 

------------------

RE: Three Rivers Park District Staff Comments on the Southwest Transitway Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Three Rivers Park District staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the technical 
aspects of the DEIS. 

Please note that this review takes no formal position on a preferred alignment. If the 
project requires a statement of preferred alignments from Three Rivers Park District, 
LRT project managers will need to submit and present a formal request to the Three 
Rivers Board of Commissioners for their consideration. 

Why Three Rivers is involved in this review: 
Three Rivers Park District operates regional parks and trails within suburban Hennepin 
County (all of Hennepin County except the City of Minneapolis). Three Rivers is one of 
ten regional park implementing agencies and is a component of the Metropolitan 
Council's Regional Park System. Three Rivers' parks and trails are heavily used, 
providing service to nearly ten million visitors each year. 

As proposed in the DEIS, the LRT will affect the following regional trails operated by 
Three Rivers: 

Cedar Lake LRT Regional Trail 

• Impacted by Segment 4 

• This regional trail begins at 111
h Ave in Hopkins at the intersection of 

the Nine Mile Creek Regional Trail, which heads south on 11th Ave, and 
the Minnesota River Bluffs LRT Regional Trail, which heads southwest 
on the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority (HCRRA) corridor. 
The Cedar Lake LRT Regional Trail heads northeast on the HCRRA 
corridor to the border of Minneapolis, where the trail is then named 
the Kenilworth Regional Trail. Use of the Cedar Lake LRT Regional 
Trail is significant, with the most recent (2011) Metropolitan Council 
estimate of 500,000 annual visits. The most recent trail user survey 
(2009) conducted by Three Rivers staff estimates that 22 percent of all 
trail visits, or about 110,066 annual visits, are for commuting 
purposes. Since 2009 there appears to have been a significant 

Administrative Center, 3000 Xenium Lane North, Plymouth, MN 55441-1 299 
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increase in use of regional trails for commuting throughout the metropolitan 
area. Consequently, the 22 percent estimate is likely conservative. 

Minnesota River Bluffs LRT Regional Trail 

• Impacted by Segments 1, 3 and 4 

• This regional trail begins at 11th AveS in Hopkins and heads southwest along 
the HCRRA corridor into Carver County. The trail has an annual use estimate 
of about 310,000 visits, of which 12 percent, or 37,212 annual visits, are for 
commuting purposes. 

North Cedar Lake Regional Trail 

• Impacted by Segment FFR 

• This regional trail begins at the Hopkins Depot (located along the Cedar Lake 
LRT Regional Trail) and continues to the northeast through St. Louis Park on 
land owned by the City of St. Louis Park. As the trail passes into Minneapolis 
at Highway 100, the trail then becomes the Cedar Lake Regional Trail. The 
Metropolitan Council estimates 495,000 visits to this trail in 2011. Three 
Rivers estimates that about 19 percent, or 94,183 annual visits, are for 
commuting purposes. While this trail is not directly on any of the proposed 
LRT routes, it is impacted by the proposed heavy rail reroute. 

Corrections: 

General: 
• Throughout the DEIS there is a lack of consistency in the identification of the 

regional trails that are impacted by the various alternatives. References 
include "multi-purpose trail", "commuter trail", "interim trail" etc. Three 
Rivers' Regional Trails, as well as the Minneapolis Regional Trails are 
recognized components of the Metropolitan Council's Regional Parks Policy 
Plan and the Council's Transportation Policy Plan. The DEIS should 
correctly identify these trails as what they are - Regional Trails which 
are regionally significant and permanent components of the regional 
parks system and the multi-modal transportation system. 

Chapter 6-Transportation Effects: 
• Pages 6-52 & 6-53 refer to trail use estimates, and Table 6.3-3 provides two­

hour snapshots of use. The DEIS trail use estimates do not provide an 
accurate picture of actual trail use. The Metropolitan Council conducts and 
publishes an annual use estimate for each park and trail within the regional 
system. In addition, Three Rivers has its own Research and Evaluation unit 
that provides more in-depth insights into use, by type of use, purpose of trip 
and time of use. The table below provides a much more accurate estimate of 
actual use of Three River's Regional Trails. The accompanying graph shows 
potential future annual use of each trail, based on an assumption that annual 
use will grow at the average rate of growth for that trail seen over the last 
five years. In addition, the DEIS indicates that the LRT will likely increase use 
of the regional trails as well (page 9-38, section 9.6.26.2). 

• Over the past twelve months, Three Rivers has been conducting a pilot study 
that uses infrared trail counters at select points along the Cedar Lake LRT and 
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Minnesota River Bluffs Regional Trails. The initial data indicates that weekday 
peak trai l use occurs between 7 and 10 AM, and between 3 and 6 PM, with 
the most significant peak in the 3 to 6 PM slot. Weekend use is more 
normally distributed, peaking in early afternoon. If t his type of data is 
helpful, please contact me. 

Regional Trail 2011 % 
Total Visits1 Bicycles2 

Cedar Lake LR T 500,300 90% 
MN River Bluffs LRT 310,100 81 % 
North Cedar Lake 495,700 83% 
TOTAL 1,306,100 85 % 

.. Smnce. M etropolitan Counc1l 
2 Source: Three Ri vers 2009 Regional Trail Visitor Study 

Concerns: 

1,200 

1,000 
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200 

0 

Three Rivers Regional Trail Visits 

Annual Visits Projected Visits -

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

% Commuter 
Commuters2 Trips2 

22 % 110,066 
12 % 37,212 
19 % 94,183 
18% 241,461 

- Cedar l dke LRT 

- MN River !!luffs LRT 

- Nor th Cedar Lake 

1. Capital Costs, Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Costs, and funding 
source(s) for regional trails impacted by the LRT project are not adequately 
addressed. 

Chapter 8 of the DEIS provides a broad Financial Analysis of the project and alternatives. 
The DEIS does not identify the Capital costs for Regional Trail reconstruction, the 
proposed Regional Trail bridge on the North Cedar Lake Regional Trail that would be 
required to cross the MN&S spur, the Operating and Maintenance costs of Regional 
Trails now associated with the LRT, or the potential funding sources to pay for these 
costs. 

Appendix F: Legend for the Plan (page 5), indicates that "The grading for the trails 
shown will be included in. the project cost, however the surfacing f or the trails will not be 
included with the project costs. Trail surfacing must be performed at the expense of 
others". 
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Three Rivers has invested significant capital and annual O&M costs into developing, 
maintaining and operating its three Regional Trails impacted by the LRT project. Those 
trails are enjoyed by over 1.3 million visitors each year, and the trails themselves act as a 
significant non-motorized component of the multi-modal transportation network. 

Design, Capital, and O&M costs of Regional Trail relocation, reconstruction, bridges , 
corridor beautification, O&M and any unanticipated costs must be borne by the LRT 
project budget. 

2. North Cedar Lake Regional Traii/MN&S Spur Bridge implementation and 
ownership is not adequately addressed. 
As proposed in the DEIS Appendix F: MN&S Freight Rail Study, the North Cedar Lake 
Regional Trail will cross the new rail line via a trai l bridge. It is unclear how this bridge 
will be funded. In addition, operation and maintenance of bridges can have significant 
ongoing costs. As part of the planning process for the LRT project, the ownership, 
maintenance and fund ing responsibilities for the trail bridge over the new spur connector 
track must be resolved. Three Rivers staff indicates a preference for the bridge design, 
development, operation and ownership to be part of the LRT project. 

3 . Three Rivers would welcome the opportunity to participate in the design 
process to help address critical design issues, such as crossings, station 
relationships to trails, trail corridor beautification (mitigation of visual 
impacts), and other design elements that affect regional trail visitors. 

As the LRT project progresses, Three Rivers staff requests representation in technical 
advisory committees and other appropriate committees involved in the design of safe trail 
crossings, integration of regional trails with LRT stations, LRT/trail corridor 
beautification to mitigate visual impacts, and other design elements that would affect 
regional trail visitors. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide corrections and comments. I look forward to working 
with you on this project. 

Respectfully, 

onathan Vlamin~ /j/7 
Associate Superintendent 
Planning, Design & Technology 
jvlaming@threeriversparkdistrict.org 
763-694-7632 

JV/jjs 
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Larlcin 
Hoffi.M~ 

December 28, 2012 

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

JAN 0 210\3 

BY: 

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd. 

1500 Wells Fargo Plaza 
7900 Xerxes Avenue South 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55431-1194 

GENERAl : 952·835-3800 
fAX : 952·896-3333 
WEB : www.larkinhoffman.com 

Via Email and U.S. Mail 

Re: Comments on the Draft EIS for the Southwest LRT Line on behalf of SFI Ltd. 
Partnership 54 ("Owner") of the Claremont Apartments located 10745 Smetana Road, 
Minnetonka, Minnesota; Our File No. 36,292-00 

This Firm represents the Owner of the Claremont Apartments located immediately adjacent to 
the proposed route of the Southwest Transitway ("Southwest LRT"). This letter is written to 
submit specific technical comments and concerns regarding the proposed location of the 
Southwest LRT and to strongly urge public officials responsible for planning the Southwest LRT 
to consider an alternative route through the Ojms Business Park to minimize the impact on public 
trails and sensitive multi-family residential housing. 

I have enclosed the technical memorandum of Jerry Kavan, Project Manager for the Claremont 
Apartments, which details a number of negative impacts due to the placement of the Southwest 
LRT line approximately 90 feet from the Claremont Apartments. These impacts include a high 
level of noise, vibration, adverse light and similar impact, exacerbated due to the high frequency 
oftrains proposed to run 21 hours per day, seven days per week. 

The Owner of the Claremont Apartments has invested millions of dollars to upgrade the units, 
buildings and site which has greatly improved rental income from the property. The proposed 
route calls for construction of a double rail line directly adjacent to the Claremont Apartments. 
This location raises serious concerns for the quality of life of residents of these apariments, 
dramatic loss in rental income, and potential subterranean impact to the building structure. 

Without repeating the attached technical memorandum, the operation of the Southwest LRT will 
create an almost constant impact on the Claremont Apartments, including visual impact from 
lighting in what is now a darkly forested area, noise from electric engines, train wheels, train 
horns and train cars from an estimated 2,324 train operations each week, and vibration in an area 
that has been identified in the 2009 preliminary environmental impact report with soil conditions 
that transmit vibrations stronger than "normal." 

In conclusion, we strongly urge the public officials responsible for the Southwest LRT to pursue 
an alternative route through the Opus Business Park (as shown in Exhibit C in the attached 
Technical Memorandum). This route is much more appropriate than the route adjacent to the 
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Hennepin County Housing, 
Community Works & Transit 
December 28, 2012 
Page 2 

Claremont Apartments given the employment base that resides there during daytime hours and 
the lack of nighttime noise and lighting impact on those land uses. This alternate route may well 
serve to minimize the substantial negative effects on both the public trail system and the 
Claremont Apartments. In short, the most costly alternative for this segment of the Southwest 
LRT is adjacent to the Claremont Apartments because ofthe real and considerable damages that 
construction and operation of the LRT line will cause to this sensitive residential land use. 

We request the opportunity to meet with those responsible for construction and operation of the 
Southwest LRT line to discuss reasonable alternatives to the proposed route, as well as a 
substantial package of mitigative measures to address the impact identified in the DEIS and 
summarized in the attached technical memorandum. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

~~~~~· 
Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd. 

Direct Dial: 952-896-3290 
952-842-1729 
wgriffith@larkinhoffman.com 

Direct Fax: 
Email: 

Enclosure 

cc: Members of the Metropolitan Council (by e-mail with enclosures) 

1437156.1 

Members of the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (by e-mail with 
enclosures) 
Members of the Minnetonka City Council (by e-mail with enclosures) 
Elise Durbin, Community Development Supervisor, City of Minnetonka (by e-mail with 
enclosures) 
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Memorandum 

To : 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

SFI Ltd. Partnership 54 

Jerry Kavan, Project Manager 

December 28, 2012 

Summary of Potential Negative Impact of Planned Southwest Light Rail Transit 
System on Claremont Apartments owned by SFI Ltd. Partnership 54 located 
10745 Smetana Road, Minnetonka, Minnesota 

General Information: (See Exhibit 'A') 

The Claremont Apartments is a 330 unit apartment community which has recently undergone 
extensive building site and unit upgrades. The Owner has invested millions of dollars making 
significant improvements including the addition of washers and dryers in each unit, kitchen 
improvements, installation of a fire sprinkler system, hallway, lobby and elevator upgrades, 
site improvements and the construction of a high end Clubhouse complete with a large fitness 
center, an urban cafe and leasing office. It has been the goal to make this a premiere property 
within the Twin Cities. The higher rents achieved at the property has validated the capital 
improvements that ownership has made. 

The Twin Cities area, under the direction of the Metropolitan Council and Metro Transit, with 
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA) as the lead agency, will be 
constructing a Light Rail Transit System throughout the southwest portions of the 
metropolitan area starting at the far reaches in Eden Prairie and ending at the Target Center in 
downtown Minneapolis at a joint station with the existing light rail lines. The route is 15 miles 
long and includes 17 stations. The closest station to Claremont Apartments will be 
immediately south at Bren Road West, approximately 1/3 mile from the property. To the 
north of the Claremont the next station will be south of Excelsior and east of Shady Oak Road, 
roughly one mile from the property. No intermediate stations or access points will be allowed 
anywhere along the route. 

The City of Minnetonka is a participating agency in the development of the LRT System and has 
an appointed contact person that has been working on this with the Metropolitan Council for 
over ten years, Elise Durbin. According to Ms. Durbin, the City has and will continue to 
conduct public discuss ions as the new information becomes available and as Preliminary 
Engineering reaches advanced levels, so that the citizens can be informed and have input 
before the design is finalized (although the route is now finalized) . The City is concerned about 
the at-grade crossing at Smetana Road adjacent to the Claremont and has determined to 
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influence the design of this crossing to minimize impact to the neighboring properties as much 
as possible. 

Timetable: 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) has been released to the public for review 
and comment. Comments are due December 31, 2012 from the public. Preliminary 
Engineering has begun, and will evolve in response to public comments. The goal is to begin 
construction in 2014 and start rail operations in 2018. 

Route at the Claremont: (See Exhibit 'B') 
The route has been established which places the double rail line directly behind the 
multifamily buildings at Claremont, within 90 feet of most oft he buildings. This raises serious 
concerns for the quality of life for the residents of these apartments. There are five buildings 
at this community, each with three stories of apartments over a subterranean parking 
basement. Over half of the apartments at the Claremont face the existing trail to the 
southwest. The new Light Rail Transit System will be constructed next to this trail and 
therefore will directly impact all of these apartments on the trail side of the buildings. To 
exacerbate the impact, initial design information places the trail and LRT are at an elevation in 
line with the second floor of the three stories of apartments, meaning that sounds created by 
the passing trains will equally impact all floors and all units. 

Operating Hours and Frequency of Trains Passing the Property: 
The operational hours for the LRT are reported to be from 4 AM to 1 AM, twenty-one hours 
per day, 7 days per week. The train frequency EACH WAY will be every 7-1/2 minutes during 
peak times in the morning and evening (6:30am to 9:30am, and 3:30pm to 7:30pm), then 
every ten minutes between the peak hours and every half-hour outside of those times. This 
equals 332 train passings per day. Due to this high frequency, any visual, noise and vibration 
impacts from the LRT will have very serious impact on the Claremont. 

Impact to the Claremont: 
Following are types of impact identified in the initial review of the DE IS and elaboration on 
each. This is not intended to be a comprehensive list until further review by professional 
consultants can be obtained: 

INTERIM IMPACTS: 
1. Construction Disturbance: Directly behind all five buildings construction activities will 

impact the quality of life for 171 apartments including: tree removal, grading operations, 
soil compaction operations, and track installation throughout the construction period of 
over two years. 

2. Loss of Tenants: The majority of the tenants facing the Trail selected their units for the 
peaceful, quiet and serene forest atmosphere outside their windows and will not renew 
their leases. In addition, they currently pay an increased rent versus the same unit on the 
opposite side of the building, called a 'View Premium'. Once construction starts tenants 
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will object to paying this extra cost. In addition to this loss savvy tenants will request a 
discount from the normal rate, since this side of the building will be less desirable now. 

3. Transitional increase in vacancy rate: Tenants that leave because of the construction and 
the imminent Light Rail operations will not be easily or readily replaced. Transit-Oriented 
tenants that may desire this location for the transit proximity will not consider this 
property until the LRT is operational and even then would prefer a unit away from the rails. 
This increased vacancy period will span the years it will take for the LRT construction to be 
completed, likely from 2014 to 2018; this reduced occupancy will result in a significant 
drop in revenue. 

PERMANENT IMPACTS: 
1. Visual: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 

a. The LRT rails will be installed at roughly the second floor level of the three story 
buildings, therefore all units on all floors will have visual impact including the sight 
of trains frequently passing by the windows at roughly 90 feet away. 

b. A second visual impact will be the head lamps of the trains sweeping the building 
windows at night as they pass through the curve in the tract to the southwest 

c. Lights visible from inside the commuter rail cars passing by at night will impact all 
171 units. Instead of dark forested areas outside their windows, there will be a 
regular pattern of the lighted cars passing right-to-left and left-to-right with only a 
three hour cessation in the middle of the night. 

d. Perhaps the strongest 'visual' impact will be the psychology of the Tenants as they 
realize that hundreds of light rail passengers will be passing by each day and night 
directly outside their windows, with nothing better to do than stare at the 
apartment buildings, meaning that blinds or shades must be kept closed at all 
times. 

2. Noise: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 
a. Sound of the electric engines as the multi-car train passes by the apartment 

windows at roughly 90 feet away. 
b. Sound of the train wheels as the multi-car train passes by the apartment windows 
c. Screech of the train wheels as the train enters the curve in the tracks directly 

southwest of the property within 180 feet of the nearest apartment windows 
d. Train Horns blasting as each train approaches the at-grade crossing of Smetana 

Road at Felt I Road which will occur for both the northbound and the southbound 
trains. The horns will blast when the train is less than 100 feet away from two of 
our buildings for all northbound trains, and 650 feet away from all southbound 
trains. A typical train horn sound consists of a combination of four long and short 
blasts which lasts 20 to 25 seconds at a sound level of 99 decibels. During Peak 
Hours this will occur every seven and a half minutes. (NOTE: The City of 
Minnetonka currently has a 'Quiet Zone' ordinance in effect that requires operating 
train traffic within the city limits to avoid horns at all crossings that have been 
constructed to qualify for 'Quiet Zone' status. The City does not know if this LRT 
project or the Federal standards for LRT operations will be able to comply with the 
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j. 

ordinance as the at-grade crossing sits on the border between Hopkins and 
Minnetonka.) 

e. Train Horns as the Southbound LRT approaches Opus Station at the road crossing 
just north of the station will begin while the LRT is adjacent to the southernmost 
building on the property. 

f. Train Horns as the Northbound LRT leaves Opus Station at the road crossing just 
north of the station with the horns pointing north directly at our buildings which 
will be approximately 1,100 feet north and will be audible inside the units in the 
first two southernmost buildings on the property, possibly more. 

g. Warning Bell dinging as the railroad crossing gates at Smetana Road close every 
time a northbound or southbound train approaches. These gates are 520 feet from 
our nearest building and an average of 1,250 feet to all units. With the 
construction of the rail system all trees between this crossing and the buildings will 
be eliminated allowing a direct line for the noise. Warning Bells could be sounded 
the entire time the gates remain in the down position at a sound level of 88 
decibels, which will be clearly audible within the units, even some of the units on 
the opposite side of the buildings from the tracks. This will occur every seven and a 
half minutes during Peak Hours. 

h. Warning Bell dinging at the railroad crossing gates immediately south of the 
property at Bren Road every time a northbound or southbound train approaches or 
leaves Opus Station. These gates are 1,300 feet from our nearest building and an 
average of 1,850 feet to all units. With the construction of the rail system all trees 
between this crossing and the buildings will be eliminated allowing a direct line for 
the noise. Warning Bells could be sounded the entire time the gates remain in the 
down position at a sound level of 88 decibels, which will be clearly audible within 
the units, even some ofthe units on the opposite side oft he buildings from the 
tracks. 

i. I have yet to determine if there will be noise impact on the rest of the units within 
the community which are not located adjacent to the proposed line. 

3. Vibration: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 
a. According to the Federal Transit Authority, Light Rail Transit Systems create 

unnatural vibrations that are well above the perception levels of human beings. 
The existing setting at the Claremont is devoid of vibration sources and the 
introduction of frequent periodic vibration generated by each passing train will be 
very noticeable to the residents as rumbling, window rattling, or floor movement. 

b. The initial preliminary Environmental Impact report created in 2009 related to this 
specific LRT System states that the soils along the majority of the route are not 
'normal' but instead calling them 'efficient' in terms of transmitting vibrations, 
which would make the vibration impacts stronger than normal. 

c. It is unclear at this point if the vibrations could be sufficient to cause concern for 
the foundations and parking basement construction at the property. There is a 
potential for building damage in the long term from the high frequency of vibration 
impact. 
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4. Economics: 

I would recommend that consultants be hired to determine the extensive, negative economic 
impact that the Claremont Apartments will suffer if the LRT system is located as proposed. 

5. Recommendation for Alternative LRT Route through Opus Business Park 

The DE IS identified an alternative route to the route through the public trail corridor and 
immediately adjacent to the Claremont Apartments. HCCRA, Met Council and Metro Transit 
should strongly consider an alternate route from Smetana Road southward to the Opus 
Station. This alternative would construct the LRT line along Feltl Road through part of the 
Opus Business Park avoiding sensitive public trails and multifamily residential housing. In 
public comments, the Claremont Apartments have been described as one of the most 
negatively affected land uses in Minnetonka. (Please see the attached Exhibit C showing the 
approximate path of this alternate route.) In any case, HCRRA, Met Council and Metro Transit 
should comply with the City's ordinances requiring a "quiet zone" in proximity to the 
Claremont Apartments. 

Resources: 
1. Metropolitan Council Website for the Southwest LRT System: 

http://www. met roco unci I. o rg/tra n sportati o n/SW /Southwest LRT. ht m 
2. City of Minnetonka Website Document: Southwest Transit Way Station Area 

Planning Presentation: 
http://www.eminnetonka.com/news events/show project.cfm?link id=southwest 
station area study&cat link id=Pianning 

3. Interview with Elise Durbin, Community Development Supervisor for the City of 
Minnetonka on May 14, 2012. 

4. Interview with Matthew Murello, President of Lewis S. Goodfriend & Associates, 
Acoustical Consultant and DE IS Engineer of Record for the Hudson-Bergen LRT, a 
New Jersey 21 mile LRT adjacent to Manhattan. Interview occurred May 9, 2012. 

5. Federal Transit Administration 'Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment,' 
2006. 

6. Southwest LRT Technical Memorandum No.9 ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION, 
September 9, 2009. 

7. Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Approval Date of 9/25 
and 26/2012 as prepared by USDOT, FTA and the HCRRA et al. 
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EXHIBIT 'A' 

SOUTHWEST LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT SYSTEM ROUTE MAP IN MINNETONKA 
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EXHIBIT 18' 
SOUTHWEST LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT SYSTEM ROUTE NEAR THE CLAREMONT 

(Note: This will be a Two-Track System not single track as shown) 

Southwest LRT Alignrnent Video 
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Exhibit C 

Alternative Route through Opus Business Park 

Page 9 of9 

3797



Larkin 
Hoffi.M~ 

~J . ... 

Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd. 

1500 Wells Fargo Plaza 
7900 Xerxes Avenue South 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55431-1194 r- - ' ~ ·- . 

\,_ JAN 0 2 2013 J 
, , .... v . 

;.....,> - . 

Hennepin County Housing, 
Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth A venue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

11
4-~¢~~ . 

§~~ :;_ z I~~...........,. 
:) ,....._. PITNEY BOVVES 

0 2 1M $ 00.85° 
000 4 289518 DEC 28 2012 
MAILED FROM ZIP CODE 55 431 

:_.:!: -s~.::+ i ~:i 843 :::::•as ),j , j, '1 ,1.,1 ulu ,JJ L1.,_1, .,., HJul.u~.J.J .... JiJj,...,jJ "' ,) .. JI 3798



Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association 
452 Newton A venue South 
Minneapolis, MN 55405 
www.bmna.org 

December 19,2012 

Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works and Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
70 l Fourth A venue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn. us 

Re: Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) Comments on the Southwest 
Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Dear Project Manager: 

The Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) appreciates the opportunity to 
respond to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Southwest 
Transitway project. The BMNA formed a committee to review the DEIS and present 
these findings. This committee held a public meeting to review what would be 
presented. Members of the committee also presented issues of concern at the Hennepin 
County public hearing held on November 13 and at the December BMNA Board Meeting 
on December 12. 

The BMNA has a long record of supporting light rai l and has been active in its support of 
the Southwest Transitway system. Bryn Mawr sees great potential benefits from light rail 
for Bryn Mawr and Minneapolis and strongly supports the Southwest Transitway project 
and the findings ofthe DEIS. We acknowledge the noise impact, construction 
challenges, access issues and potential increased vibrations. We look to mitigation in the 
design phase to manage these. 

Bryn Mawr has four main points related to the DEIS-
• The BMNA has passed resolutions that strongly support Alternative 3A, the 

Locally Preferred Alternative - LP A. 
• The BMNA strongly opposes Alternative 3A- l , the Co-Location Alternative for 

all the reasons cited in the DEIS. 
• Without the development of the Penn Station to provide access to the light rail 

and the park systems, Bryn Mawr will be negatively impacted by the transitway 
project without any of the attending benefits realized. 

• The BMNA supports two stations, Penn Avenue and Van White Boulevard, 
located within Bryn Mawr boundaries, with each station offering distinctly 
different benefits for the neighborhood. 
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Housing, Community Works and Transit 
December 19, 2012 
Page2 

Bryn Mawr actively pat1icipated on the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board CAC 
and suppm1s the submittal of the MPRB comments, particularly maintenance of access to 
and from parks such as Bryn Mawr Meadows. The BMNA suppot1s activities of its 
bordering neighborhoods, Hanison and Kenwood, as they seek to have their concerns 
mitigated. 

Bryn Mawr has been an active member of the Bassett Creek Valley Redevelopment 
Oversight Committee since 1997 and supports its plans for development in the Bassett 
Creek Valley and advocates for the Van White Boulevard station, as critical to potential 
development in the area. With the Harrison Neighborhood, the BMNA advocates for the 
improved mobility to the jobs and activity centers in the Minneapolis Business District, 
as well as along the length of the corridor for reverse-commute hips to the expanding 
suburban employment centers that the Van White and Penn stations provide. 

The BMNA recognizes that the Bryn Mawr neighborhood will realize the benefits 
identified in the DEIS only if the Penn Station is built, including, but not limited to, 
improving mobility, efficient travel options, protecting quality of life, and preserving the 
environment. Consequently, the BMNA support is based on the desc1iption of the project 
as contained in the DEIS, which includes the development ofthe Penn station. 

Our primary concern is with what is not strongly stated in the DEIS. The DEIS does not 
indicate that without the Penn station, Bryn Mawr would be negatively impacted and 
would receive few benefits of having light rail traverse our neighborhood. 

Again, thank you for the oppm1unity to provide comments to the DEIS. We look forward 
to pat1icipating in the next steps of the project. 

Sincerely, 

~; 

Marlin 'ossehl, President 
Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association 
president@bmna.org 
612 377-5662 

Enclosure 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DE IS 

December 2012 

Introduction and Background ..................... ................ ........................ 1 Page 9-35 9.6.22- Station Area Development ..... ........ .............. ... .... 11 
Chapter 1: Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action ....•.....••....••.....• 3 Chapter 10: Environmental Justice .......•.....•..•••.•••.•••• ....••..••.•••....•.... 11 

Page 1-3-1.1 Overview of Proposed Action .......... ....... ..................... 3 BM NA- no comments to this chapter .................. ...... ....... ... ............ 11 
Page 1-14 -1.3.2.2 Limited Competitive, Reliable Transit Options and Chapter 11: Evaluation of Alternatives .••.•..••....••.....•............••......•.•. 11 
1.4 Project Goals and Objectives ............................................ ............. 3 BM NA- support for recommendation ......... ........ ............................. 11 

Chapter 2: Alternatives Considered .•..••.•.•••.•...••••...•••..••••••.••••..••••••..•. 3 Chapter 12: Public Agency Coordination & Comments ....•......•.•.•.•.... 11 
Page 2-31-2.3.3.2- LRT 3A (Locally Preferred Alternative) .............. 3 BM NA- no comments to this chapter ..................................... ......... 11 
Page 2-52-2.3.3.9 Operations and Maintenance Facility .................. 4 
Page 2-54-Table 2.3-10- Bus Service Changes ..... ............................ 4 

Chapter 3: Social Effects •••.•.•••••...••••...•...•.•.•.....•.•.•.••••....•.•.•.••..•......... 4 
Page 3-20-3.1.3 Land Use Plans .............. .......................................... 4 
Page 3-34-3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and Socioeconomics ............. 5 
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BMNA- no comments to this chapter ................................... ........ ..... 9 

Chapter 7: Section 4(f) Evaluation .•.•...•.•...•.•..•........•...•.•••.•••....•......... 9 
BMNA- no comments to this chapter .......... ...................................... 9 

Chapter 8: Financial Evaluation .......•••••••.•••.•....•.. ....•....•••....•.•...•••...••. 9 
BMNA- no comments to this chapter ..... .. ..... ................. ......... .......... 9 

Chapter 9: Indirect Effects and Cumulative Effects ..•••••••.•...••••.•.•.•...•.. 9 
Page 9-4-9.4.1 Reasonably Foreseeable Future Action .................. 10 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DE/5 

December 2012 

DEIS Reference BMNA Notes and Comments 

Introduction and Background 
• The BMNA has a long record of supporting light rail and has been active in its 

support of the Southwest Light Rail system. 

• Bryn Mawr has passed resolutions that strongly support Alternative 3A, the Locally 
Preferred Alternative- LPA. 

• The BMNA strongly opposes Alternative 3A-1, the Co-Location Alternative for all 
the reasons cited in the DEIS. 

• Bryn Mawr has actively participated on the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 
CAC and supports the submittal of the MPRB comments, particularly maintenance 
of access to and from parks such as Bryn Mawr Meadows. 

• The BMNA formed a committee to review the DEIS and present these findings. 
This committee held a public meeting to review what would be presented. 
Members of the committee also presented issues of concern at the Hennepin 
County public hearing held on November 13. 

• The BMNA sees great potential benefits from light rail for Bryn Mawr and 
Minneapolis and strongly supports the Southwest Transitway project. 

• The BMNA strongly supports the DEIS findings. We acknowledge the noise impact, 
construction challenges, access issues and potential increased vibrations. We look 
to mitigation in the design phase to manage these. 

• The BMNA supports two stations, Penn Avenue and Van White Boulevard, located 
within its boundaries, with each station offering distinctly different benefits for the 
neighborhood. 

• The BMNA also supports activities of its bordering neighborhoods, Harrison and 
Kenwood, as they seek to have their concerns mitigated. 

• The BMNA recognizes that the Bryn Mawr neighborhood will realize the benefits 
identified in the DE IS only if the Penn Station is built, including, but not limited to, 
improving mobility, efficient travel options, protecting quality of life, and 
preserving the environment. Consequently, the BMNA support is based on the 
description of the project as contained in the DE IS, which includes the 
development of the Penn station. 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes Page 1 3802



Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

December 2012 

DEIS Reference BMNA Notes and Comments 
• Bryn Mawr strongly advocates for the Penn Station, not only for its own 

neighborhood benefit, but also on behalf of myriad riders who would use this 
station to access the Minneapolis Parks' Grand Rounds northern amenities. It is 
the one station on the Southwest Transitway line that brings riders into the Parks' 
Grand Rounds. 

• Without a Penn station, Bryn Mawr would realize few benefits of the Southwest 
Transitway. Without a Penn Avenue station, Bryn Mawr residents would lose the 
existing ready access to the Cedar Lake Regional Trail and Kenilworth Trail and the 
Minneapolis Parks' Grand Rounds. 

• A Penn station, as represented in the DE IS, provides access to broader 
transportation opportunities to downtown, the Metrodome, Target Field, Mall of 
America, the airport, St. Paul and both western and eastern suburbs, along with 
access to the park and lakes. 

• With no Penn Station, Bryn Mawr is more severely divided into a north and south 
neighborhood- the connectivities that currently exist within the neighborhood will 
be disrupted by the Southwest Transitway line and its safety features, if a station is 
not built at this location. 

• Our primary concern is with what is not strongly stated in the DEIS. The DE IS does 
not indicate that without the Penn station, Bryn Mawr would be negatively 
impacted and would receive few benefits of having light rail traverse our 
neighborhood. 

• Because the LPA will be a permanent investment, this new transit service, with its 
station at Penn Avenue, has the potential to positively influence economic 
development, consistent with community plans, such as a the Comprehensive Plan 
(1997), The Bryn Mawr Land Use Plan (2006) and the Capstone Project (2011). 
These are studies the BMNA conducted, as a neighborhood, which have looked at 
the development potentials of the Penn Station and the BMNA wants to be 
assured that their opportunities are not under-estimated. 

• The BMNA also supports the development of the Van White Station, based on the 
project description in the DEIS. 

• Bryn Mawr has been an active member of the Bassett Creek Valley Redevelopment 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes Page 2 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

Chapter 1: Purpose and Need for the 
Proposed Action 

Page 1-3 - 1.1 Overview of Proposed Action 

Page 1-14 - 1.3.2.2 Limited Competitive, Reliable 
Transit Options and 1.4 Project Goals and Objectives 

Chapter 2: Alternatives Considered 

Pa e 2-31 - 2.3.3.2- LRT 3A (Locall Preferred 
BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes 

December 2012 

Oversight Committee since 1997 and supports its plans for development in the 
Bassett Creek Valley and advocates for the Van White Boulevard station, as critical 
to potential development in the area. 

• With the Harrison Neighborhood, the BMNA advocates for the improved mobility 
to the jobs and activity centers in the M inneapolis Business District , as well as 
along the length of the corridor for reverse-commute trips to the expanding 
suburban employment centers that the Van White station provides. 

• A Van White Boulevard station, as represented in the DEIS, provides access to 
broaden transportation opportunities to downtown, the Metrodome, Target Field, 
Mall of America, the airport, St. Paul and both western and eastern suburbs, along 
with access to the park and lakes. 

• In partnership with the Harrison neighborhood, the BMNA would like to add the 
proposed Bottineau line to the list of related transportation lines in paragraph 3. 

• Whenever possible, please use 2010 census data. 
• The BMNA strongly supports that the Southwest Transitway will bring a regional 

connectivity and travel time reliability that a high capacity transit l ine offers. 

• The BMNA strongly supports the Project Purposes, Goals and Objectives as outline 
in this chapter. 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DE IS 

DEIS Reference 
Alternative) 

Page 2-52 - 2.3.3.9 Operations and Maintenance 
Facility 

Page 2-54 - Table 2.3-10 - Bus Service Changes 

Chapter 3: Social Effects 

Page 3-20 - 3.1.3 Land Use Plans 

December 2012 

BMNA Notes and Comments 

• The BMNA strongly endorses the LPA, including Penn Avenue and Van White 
Boulevard stations. 

• Bryn Mawr strongly endorses the relocation of all freight rail traffic out of the 
Kenilworth Corridor. 

• Bryn Mawr strongly advocates that the Kenilworth Trail (with 450,000 trips per 
annum) be left intact in the Kenilworth Corridor, an outcome that is not possible if 
freight rail and SOUTHWEST TRANSITWAY co-locate in the Kenilworth Corridor 

• The BMNA acknowledges concerns expressed by the Harrison Neighborhood for 
OFM site- Minneapolis 4 (centered on 5th Street North between 6th Avenue 
North and lOth Avenue North) and supports further documentation of remediation 
options to address those concerns before final site selection. 

• The DE IS does not identify the potential to integrate the LPA with the new 
Bottineau line. This section should reference the possibility of bus shuttle 
connection to this line and connection to Route 9. 

• The DE IS also does not acknowledge that there is no identified bus service to the 
Van White station to and from Bryn Mawr. 

• In conjunction with the University of Minnesota's Humphrey School of Public 
Affairs, the BMNA conducted a Capstone Project study of development 
opportunities near the Penn Station site. 

• The BMNA would like the Capstone Project document added as a study to the City 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes Page 4 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA} 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

December 2012 

DEIS Reference 
~-

BMNA Notes and Comments 
of Minneapolis section of Table 3.1-2 Summary of Local and Regional 
Comprehensive Plans and Studies. 

• A link for this study is -
htt!;!:[Lwww.bmna.orgLimagesLSWLRT Br::tn Mawr Small Area Plan Ma::t 3 201l.!;!df 

• On November 14, 2010, the Cedar Lake Park Association and Bryn Mawr 
Neighborhood Association co-sponsored a Charette that looked at a number of 
features for the proposed Southwest Transitway, including the Penn Station. 

• The BMNA would like the Charette document added as a study to the City of 
Minneapolis section of Table 3.1-2 Summary of Local and Regional Comprehensive 
Plans and Studies. 

• A link for this document is-
htt!;!:LLwww.bmna .orgLimagesLSWLRT charrette drawings and !;!hotos 11 lO.!;!df 

Page 3-34 - 3.1.5.1 Effects to Land Use and 
Socioeconomics 

• The potential for development and the change in land use associated with the 
Penn Station are identified in the Capstone Project (2011) for that site. 

• The potential for development and the change in land use associated with the 
Penn Station are also identified in Bryn Mawr's Land Use Plan (2006) accepted by 
the City of Minneapolis as a small area plan. 

• The potential for development and the change in land use associated with the Van 
White Boulevard station are identified in the Bassett Creek Master Plan (2007) 
incorporated into the City of Minneapolis' Comprehensive Development Plan and 
approved by the Metropolitan Council. 

• The BMNA stands in strong support of relocation of the TCW line to the MN&S line 
in St. Louis Park. The BMNA stands strongly in favor of the Kenilworth Trail being 
left intact at its current location in the Kenilworth Corridor. This off street trail is 
part of the first federal bicycle commuter route, joining the Cedar Trail that runs 
through a large segment of Bryn Mawr. 

Page 3-37-3.1.5.2 Operations and Maintenance 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

DEIS Reference 
Facility 

Page 3-58- 3.2.2.6 Neighborhoods and Community 
Cohesion 

December 2012 

BMNA Notes and Comments 

• The BMNA acknowledges concerns expressed by the Harrison Neighborhood for 
OFM site- Minneapolis 4 (centered on 5th Street North between 6th Avenue 
North and 10th Avenue North) and supports further documentation of remediation 
options to address those concerns before final site selection. 

• Bryn Mawr was greatly impacted with the building of Interstate 394 and has 
worked hard to maintain cohesion since it was implemented. We feel there may 
be the same kind of impact if a Penn Station is not built. 

• The DEIS incorrectly states that "operation of Southwest Transitway service along 
Segment A is not anticipated to adversely affect commun ity cohesion because 
Segment A is currently bisected by a freight rail line and adding light rail service 
does not alter the existing barrier" (3.2.2.6, p.3-58) Adding light rail service would 
introduce new barriers, such as fences and additional track. Bryn Mawr would be 
adversely affected by the Southwest Transitway line and experience a decrease in 
opportunity for community cohesion if no Penn Station is built. 

• The DE IS also indicates that "light rail service would assist in providing a new rapid 
transit service enabling a more direct connection to downtown Minneapolis and 
the regional transit network." (3.2.2.6, p3-58) This is true only if the Penn Station 
is built. Without the Penn Station, Bryn Mawr would experience little connection 
with the light rail network. The Van White Station, as currently conceived, offers 
little access for residential Bryn Mawr without creating connecting direct bus 
service. 

• The BMNA would like the Segment A section to include comments on the impact to 
Bryn Mawr of not having the Penn Station. We are concerned that the current 
access to the parks and Bike Trail system will be curtailed by the need for safety 
barriers that would be erected. This would greatly limit neighborhood access to 
the light rail and current access to the commuter bike trail and lakes chain. 

• Further, as stated in the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board comments, Bryn 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes Page 6 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association {BMNA} 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DE IS 

December 2012 

DEIS Reference BMNA Notes and Comments 

Page 3-66 - 3.2.5 Summary 

Page 3-116- 3.6.3.3 Build Alternatives 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes 

Mawr Meadows is a heavily used sports recreational park, with potential for 
significant usage of transit at the Penn Station by park users. Maintaining access 
to and from Bryn Mawr Meadows will encourage continued strong usage of the 
park. 

• The DEIS incorrectly focuses on distance to downtown Minneapolis as a benefit of 
both the Penn and Van White Stations. It does not focus sufficiently on the social 
effects of Southwest Transitway travel westward (reverse commuting) or on 
ridership that comes from all areas of the region to the "Chain of Lakes region, with 
connections to parks, trails, the lakes, and community amenities and attractions" 
(Page 3-50, DEIS), Central Corridor, Hiawatha line and to the Northstar. 

• The social effects of stations at Penn Avenue and Van White Boulevard are 
immense. Using current transportation means, it takes upwards of two hours and 
three transfers to travel from Bryn Mawr and Harrison to jobs in the west. A 
station at Van White Boulevard and a stat ion at Penn Avenue would drastically 
reduce travel time. 

• A Penn Station would improve economic development. Table 3.2-2 only calls out 
Target Field st ation as having potential for development. The BMNA strongly 
believes that there are development opportunities at the Penn Station and that the 
Southwest Transitway will have tremendous leverage impact on development at 
the Van White station. 

• Also, the BM NA believes that many of the metrics listed in Table 3.2-2 assume the 
building of the Penn Station. Without this station, Bryn Mawr is impacted in 
several of the metrics. Particularly the metric related to Community cohesion. 

Page 7 3808



Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

December 2012 

DEIS Reference BMNA Notes and Comments 

Chapter 4: Environmental Effects 

Page 4-111 - 4.8.2.1 Vibration-Sensitive Land Uses 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes 

• Bryn Mawr residents are active users of the Minneapolis bike trails, parks and 
lakes. As such, we have strong concerns about how the intersection of the 
Southwest Transitway with the Cedar Lake Parkway will be addressed. 

• The BMNA has been an active participant in the Minneapolis Park and Recreation 
Board CAC and supports their findings related to the intersection of the Southwest 
Transitway with the Cedar Lake Parkway. 

• The BMNA has concerns about the visual impact to the Grand Rounds if a fly-over 
is built. The fly-over does not seem to fit with the park nature of the area and 
alternatives should be considered. 

• The interface of the freight train, motor vehicles, bicyclists and pedestrian is an 
area of concern as it exists today. The introduction of the light rail provides a great 
opportunity to do this right and not leap to design decisions without the 
involvement of interested parties, especially the Minneapolis Park and Recreation 
Board. 

• The BMNA is also concerned that the flow of traffic during construction, 
particularly related to emergency vehicles, will need careful thought for mitigation. 
The BMNA recommends that this topic be added to the Segment A section for 
remediation consideration. 

• While 4.8.2.1 addresses vibration-sensitive land uses, the vibration effects of the 
relocation of TC& W freight trains currently operating in the Kenilworth Corridor to 
the portion of the BNSF line west of Penn are not clear. 

• A neighborhood concern has been raised that the BNSF line west of Penn is over 
moraine material and the additional TC&W trains may have an impact. 

• This concern does not seem to be addressed in the DEIS. The BMNA asks that it be 
made clear in the FE IS whether or not there will be an impact on land adjacent to 
the BNSF line west of Penn. 

Page 8 
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Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association (BMNA) 
Comments and Notes on the Southwest Transitway DEIS 

DE/5 Reference 

Page 9-35 9.6.22- Station Area Development 

Chapter 10: Environmental Justice 

BMNA- no comments to this chapter 

Chapter 11: Evaluation of 
Alternatives 

BMNA- support for recommendation 

Chapter 12: Public Agency 
Coordination & Comments 

BMNA - no comments to this chapter 

BMNA DEIS Comments and Notes 

December 2012 

BMNA Notes and Comments 

• The BM NA strongly supports the findings of the DE IS in this section. We see the 
Bryn Mawr neighborhood as linked in a broader network. 

• The BMNA also recognizes how important the Penn Station and Van White Station 
are to our participating in this network. 

• The BMNA strongly supports the selection of Alternative 3A (LPA). 

• The BMNA strongly opposes the selection of Alternative 3A-1 (Co-location 
alternative). 

JAN 0 2 Z013 
BY: 

Page 11 
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December 29, 2012 

Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Works & Transit 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 
swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us 

Dear Project Manager, 

Introduction 

JAN 0 2 2013 
BY: 

This is a comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") for the 
Southwest Transitway (LRT) project ("LRT Project"). As residential property 
owners of 2553 Washburn Ave. S., in the Cedar Isles Dean Neighborhood, we 
are personally and directly impacted by the LRT Project as our property is 
located between the proposed 21st Street and West Lake Street Stations 
immediately adjacent to Kenilworth Trail and the Kenilworth Corridor Bridge. 

While there are many issues of importance related to the LRT Project, this 
comment letter will focus on specific themes related to the proposed 21 st Street 
and West Lake Street stations and the area between these stations, as follows: 

1. Re-Location of Freight Trains: We support the re-location of freight trains 
to accommodate light rail , and do not support the co-location alternative: 

2. Environmental Effects: The DEIS is flawed in its analysis of noise and 
vibration implications and does not address light and electromagnetic 
concerns with regard to the location of the 21st Street and West Lake 
Street Stations and the area between these stations: 

3. Social Effects: The DE IS is flawed in its conclusion that the operation of 
LRT along Segment A is not anticipated to adversely affect community 
cohesion. 

Discussion: 
1. Re-Location of Freight Trains: 
The DEIS concluded (in the final paragraph of Chapter 11 , pg. 11 -11, 11 .2.5) that 
the co-location of light rail and freight trains do not meet the project's purpose 
and need and is not a practicable alternative. As a result, co-location is not 
recommended as the environmentally preferred alternative. As impacted 
residential property owners, we agree completely with the conclusion that co­
location is not a viable option. 
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A decision, however, to co-locate the freight and light rail would have material 
and detrimental effects on our property as it is not clear whether our property 
would need to be acquired to complete the project. 

2. Environmental Effects (Noise, Vibration, Visual, and Electromagnetic 
Interference): As impacted residential property owners, we are significantly 
concerned about the environmental impacts of the LRT project due to the high 
number of trains that will travel by our property daily. The increase from a few 
freight trains per day to hundreds of LRT trains per day will drastically and 
severely impact our and our neighbors exposure to noise and vibration. 

As to noise, our property is located in an area that is considered to have a 
"severe impact", and as a result, significant mitigation will be required. However, 
the impact of noise level and noise incident frequency has not been properly 
assessed in the DEIS. As a result, further study needs to be done. 

Moreover, the DE IS incorrectly classifies Segment A property as Category 3 land 
use. However, in FTS's land use categories for Transit Noise Impact Criteria, 
Category 3 is most commonly associated with institutional land uses. In contrast, 
Category 1 is for tracts of land where quiet is an essential element on the 
intended purpose. The property in our neighborhood is aligned with Category 1 
use - it is quiet, serene, and park-like. As a result, noise impacts should be re­
evaluated under the standards set for Category 1 land uses. 

As to vibration, while the DEIS (page 4-118, 4.8.6. Mitigation) provides that 
detailed vibration analysis will be conducted during the Final EIS, we urge that 
the range of frequencies and vibration incident frequency be taken into 
consideration. 

The DEIS does not examine or discuss the impacts of LRT train light, corridor 
light, or the impact on presently dark areas of neighborhoods like ours. More 
analysis is necessary to determine the impacts and mitigation required. 

In addition, the DEIS does not discuss potential health hazards related to 
electromagnetic interference for those people that live in close proximity (40 feet 
or less) to exposed overhead wires. Such information should be provided to the 
public and such hazards must be mitigated/avoided. 

3. Social Effects Related to Segment A: The DE IS is flawed in its conclusion of 
the social effects related to Segment A. On page 3-58, the DEIS states that the 
implementation of LRT along the proposed Segment A "is not anticipated to 
adversely affect community cohesion because Segment A is currently bisected 
by a freight rail line and adding LRT service does not alter the existing barrier." 
This is unsubstantiated and incorrect, as currently, freight trains pass through 
infrequently, between 4-8 times per day, and the tracks are easily crossed. For 
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example, there is an informal pathway immediately adjacent to our property that 
passes over the freight tracks and connects Washburn Ave. to Kenilworth trail, 
Kenwood Isles neighborhood and the Kenilworth Channel Bridge. High-speed 
high-frequency trains would absolutely eliminate the informal pathways, and 
would therefore create a barrier between CIDNA, the Kenilworth Trail and the 
Kenwood Isles neighborhood. 

Conclusion: 
As property owners that are directly impacted by the LRT Project, we respectfully 
request that you consider the above concerns related to the DEIS. We also urge 
you to consider all factors to assist in mitigation of short-term construction effects 
and long-term impacts related to noise, vibration , and visual effects of the LRT 
project between 21 st Street and Lake Street. One possible solution could be a 
tunnel for the LRT to pass between the 21st Street and Lake Street Stations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please 
contact Debra Berns at (612) 208-0378 or debra j berns@yahoo.com 

Sincerely, 

TJ~~ 
Debra Berns 
Amy Lederer 
2553 Washburn Ave. S. 
Minneapolis, MN 55416 
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:27 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Southwest LRT

 
From: Joanne STRATE [mailto:strate51@msn.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 31, 2012 6:15 PM
To: Wheeler, William (FTA)
Subject: Southwest LRT
Importance: High
 
TO:  FTA
DATE: 12/31/12
RE:  Southwest LRT, Region 5, Eden Prairie/Hopkins/Minnetonka/St. Louis Park/Mpls (2015 start)

A couple of my neighbors want me to send you a response as it relates to the progression of the 3A line 
and the PROPOSED Smetana Crossing on the border of Hopkins & east Minnetonka....we are 3 of the 
114 units which will be effected with severe nosie & vibration as cited by the DEIS study.  I have already 
responded various times regarding this & other issues...see below.  I feel it's all in vain and it's politics as 
usual.  I plan to investigate the legal Minnetonka noise levels as well.  With that information, I'll probably 
contact WCCO-TV's reality check so the Met Council & company can't hide the true facts of the matter.  
Just so happens I work at a TV station and have contacts in the industry.  If this waste of tax payer dollars 
continue and the line remains as the recommended 3A, then we need a QUIET ZONE. Per page 4-88 of 
the study, Pompano Drive residents are Segment 3, category 2 and it's noted there are 114 severe 
impacted units. The Quiet Zone for the Smetana Crossing should be no train whistles and no 
post-mounted horns on the gates.  To protect the citizens, we need only 4 quadrant gates with a 
median barrier.  A train passing every 7:30 will be impossible to live with and no one can sit outside or 
open their windows, or sleep during 5a-1a.  Would you want to live here?????  OUR PROPERTY VALUE 
WILL SUBSEQUENTLY DECREASE, NOT INCREASE AS SOME HAVE BLATANTLY LIED TO US.  
Don't know if we could even get a buyer for our units!!!  
 
Joanne Strate, 5417 Pompano Drive, 952-935-3999
Marion & David Wolf, 5409 Pompano Drive, 952-938-3962
Austin Miller & Kylie Otte, 5411 Pompano Drive, 612-381-7117
 
 
FYI...LRT is not the answer to transportation problems!
 
Starving the rest of our transportation system in favor of a more expensive, less efficient and totally 
inflexible light-rail system is the epitome of politics trumping common sense! Using the Met Council’s 
2010 report, the cost of a single ride on the Hiawatha line is $2.46. Riders pay only $.99 of this cost, 
leaving almost 60% subsidized by the public. But this isn’t the true cost. Add in the 30 year amortized 
costs of bonding and a single ride actually cost $6.42 which is an 85% subsidy! This equates to the public 
spending $15M PER YEAR. The Northstar line costs $13M, Central estimated @ $17M and SW is $12M. 
Improve bus service and rebuild critical highway infrastructure. The LRT mode of transportation has a 
negligible effect on traffic congestion! When you look at the costs, building more light rail lines like the SW 
LRT is nothing short of a money pit that will bankrupt our state. It’s time to cut our losses and stop this 
madness!
 
Further issues...
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TO: Southwest Light Rail Project Staff
ATTN: Deb Sisneros 
DATE: 11/16/11

I understand the SW LRT is in the early design and engineering stages now. I’m a resident of Beachside 
Two-II town home development in Minnetonka which has 5 Associations. It’s established & very large. I 
have been battling the Metropolitan Council, to no avail, to change the route from 3A to 1A as detailed in 
the following four very good reasons. It doesn’t have to be politics /lobbyists as usual to jam this decision 
down our throats to satisfy the “Opus World” of wishful thinking occupancy 25 years from now. They can 
have an adjacent station 4 blocks off Smetana. Perhaps my concerns & LOGIC will reach a receptive 
ear and common sense will rule the day!

ISSUE #1 - Route 1A would run on existing rail lines and would be far cheaper to the general public than 
3A. Exact savings I’m sure have been calculated but not shared via the Met Council. Isn’t the Federal 
government trying to cut costs these days due to our ridiculous economy? Does the added cost really 
justify the 3A route?
ISSUE #2 - The 3A route goes through Opus and crosses Smetana Rd on the way to downtown Hopkins. 
I live ONE block from this crossing! This is adjacent to residential zones, not empty lots or commercial 
property. People sleep here! Note: The average town home price is $200K+ and we’re not an eye-sore 
community! Trains running every 10:00 from 5a-1a with their vibration and warning bells is a definite 
“pollution” problem. Per the Met Council, it would be similar decibels to a blender …I’m sure if you’re 
deaf! And it’s supposed to increase home value. Where’s the logic in that? I don’t live next to a station 
and would only hear, see, and feel the effects of the continuous trains which would lower my value for 
such an intrusion ONE block away! I’m 100% sure you wouldn’t want to live here. Bad choice with zero 
disregard to surrounding upscale town homes and the rental apartments on the north side of Smetana! 
ISSUE #3 - Safety and congestion concerns are an issue. Smetana is a road with a long, steep grade. 
During the winter months if it’s snowing or icy, it’s difficult to navigate. Stopping abruptly at a crossing 
could be very dangerous. And lots of cars & semi’s use this road. I’m assuming some one did a traffic 
flow assessment to merit my observations. Therefore, I predict car accidents waiting to happen and 
possibly horrible fatalities which could be prevented. Who wants a death on their shoulders/conscience? 
Logic doesn’t prevail here. Note: There have been accident/deaths on the existing Hiawatha Line already 
without any of these concerns in play. The congestion would be another headache. Not so with route 1A!

ISSUE #4 - As it relates to human life, St. Therese is an upscale senior high-rise east of the crossing. In 
the last two days alone, 4 ambulances have sped down Smetana in route to address medical issues. 
Now imagine waiting for the crossing arm & traffic to clear/subside when every minute counts! This could 
be your parent’s life in jeopardy! Get St. Therese’s input. AGAIN…BAD CHOICE OF 
CROSSING/ROUTE!

Put some thought into doing the right thing for all concerned. Share with other decision-makers too. 
Thank you for your time, understanding & anticipated cooperation. I look forward to a change in the route! 
(Obviously Gail Dorfman, Mark Fuhrman & company haven't seen the light!  Save gas & help traffic is 
their response!)
 
 
 
Also, by 2030 when this line is supposed to be at it's peak for Opus, which currently has alot of 
vacancy, people will be working out of their homes.  Not even commuting to work.  Dah?  The 
undesirables will be using the line for crime instead and the public will pay dearly for their 
opportunity to ride the rails.  Even the Northstar line ridership is having problems already!  What 
about the trees & wildlife effected?  What about the St. Louis Park freight lines issues? I guess I 
could go on & on.  Is anyone listening and thinking rationally?  Or...politics as usual?
 
Feel free to give me some real comments and not a canned response. 
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 IF NOTHING ELSE...A QUIET ZONE @ THE SMETANA CROSSING.  I 
DON'T WANT TO MOVE!

 
Thank you for your anticipated understanding, compassion, and action,
Joanne
 
 
 
 
 
Joanne Strate
952-935-3999
strate51@msn.com

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.
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:27 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Comments on the Draft EIS for the Southwest LRT Line 
on behalf of SFI Ltd., Partnership 54 ("Owner") of the 
Claremont Apartments located in Minnetonka, MN

"Kulsrud, Geri M." 
<gkulsrud@larkinhoffma
n.com>

12/28/2012 04:32 PM

To: "'HCWTmail@co.hennepin.mn.us'" <HCWTmail@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'susan.haigh@metc.state.mn.us'" <susan.haigh@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'roxanne.smith@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<roxanne.smith@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'lona.schreiber@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<lona.schreiber@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'jennifer.munt@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<jennifer.munt@metc.state.mn.us>, "'gary.vaneyll@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<gary.vaneyll@metc.state.mn.us>, "'steve.elkins@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<steve.elkins@metc.state.mn.us>, "'mes.brimeyer@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<mes.brimeyer@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'gary.cunningham@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<gary.cunningham@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'adam.duininck@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<adam.duininck@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'edward.reynoso@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<edward.reynoso@metc.state.mn.us>, "'john.doan@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<john.doan@metc.state.mn.us>, "'sandy.rummel@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<sandy.rummel@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'harry.melander@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<harry.melander@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'richard.kramer@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<richard.kramer@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'jon.commers@metc.state.mn.us'" <jon.commers@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'steven.chavez@metc.state.mn.us'" 
<steven.chavez@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'wendy.wulff@metc.state.mn.us'" <wendy.wulff@metc.state.mn.us>, 
"'mike.opat@co.hennepin.mn.us'" <mike.opat@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'commissioner.higgins@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<commissioner.higgins@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'commissioner.mclaughlin@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<commissioner.mclaughlin@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'randy.johnson@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<randy.johnson@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'jan.callison@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<jan.callison@co.hennepin.mn.us>, 
"'jeff.r.johnson@co.hennepin.mn.us'" 
<jeff.r.johnson@co.hennepin.mn.us>, "'tschneider@eminnetonka.com'" 
<tschneider@eminnetonka.com>, "'dallendorf@eminnetonka.com'" 
<dallendorf@eminnetonka.com>, "'pacomb@eminnetonka.com'" 
<pacomb@eminnetonka.com>, "'bellingson@eminnetonka.com'" 
<bellingson@eminnetonka.com>, "'twagner@eminnetonka.com'" 
<twagner@eminnetonka.com>, "'bwiersum@eminnetonka.com'" 
<bwiersum@eminnetonka.com>, "'jhiller@eminnetonka.com'" 
<jhiller@eminnetonka.com>, "'edurbin@eminnetonka.com'" 
<edurbin@eminnetonka.com>, 

cc:
Subject: Comments on the Draft EIS for the Southwest LRT Line on behalf of SFI 

Ltd., Partnership 54 ("Owner") of the Claremont Apartments located in 
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Minnetonka, MN

2 attachments

Letter to Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit.pdfLetter to Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit.pdf

Summary of Potential Negative Impact of Southwest LRT on Claremont Apartments, Minnetonka, MN.pdfSummary of Potential Negative Impact of Southwest LRT on Claremont Apartments, Minnetonka, MN.pdf

On behalf of Bill Griffith, attached please find the attached:
 
1.            Letter to Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit; and 
2.            Memorandum regarding Summary of Potential Negative Impact of Planned Southwest LRT Line 
on Claremont Apartments.
 
Please call if you have any questions.
 

Mary Carlson, for Geri Kulsrud
Legal Secretary
p | 952-896-3285
f | 952-896-3333
www.larkinhoffman.com 
 

 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  

INFORMATION IN THIS MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENTS, IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL AND 
CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE RECIPIENT(S) NAMED ABOVE.  This message may be an Attorney-Client 
communication from the law firm of Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd., and as such is privileged and confidential.  
If you are not an intended recipient of this message, or an agent responsible for delivering it to an intended 
recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this message in error, and that any review, dissemination, 
distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you received this message in error, please notify 
the sender immediately, delete the message, and return any hard copy print-outs.  No legal advice is being 
provided or implied via this communication unless you are (1) a client of Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd., and 
(2) an intended recipient of this message.  

CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: Any advice contained in this email (including any 
attachments unless expressly stated otherwise) is not intended or written to be used, and 
cannot be used, for purposes of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed on any 
taxpayer.    
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Larkin 
Hofuo@ 

December 28, 2012 

Hennepin County Housing, 
Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 
Minneapolis, MN 55415 

Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd. 

1500 Wells Fargo Plaza 
7900 Xerxes Avenue South 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55431-1194 

GENERAL 952-835-3800 
FAXo 952·896·3333 
wEB · www.larkinhoffinan.com 

Via Email and US. Mail 

Re: Comments on the Draft EIS for the Southwest LRT Line on behalf of SFI Ltd. 
Partnership 54 ("Owner") of the Claremont Apartments located I 0745 Smetana Road, 
Minnetonka, Minnesota; Our File No. 36,292-00 

This Firm represents the Owner of the Claremont Apartments located immediately adjacent to 
the proposed route of the Southwest Transitway ("Southwest LRT"). This letter is written to 
submit specific technical comments and concerns regarding the proposed location of the 
Southwest LRT and to strongly urge public officials responsible for planning the Southwest LRT 
to consider an alternative route through the Opus Business Park to minimize the impact on public 
trails and sensitive multi-family residential housing. 

I have enclosed the technical memorandum of Jerry Kavan, Project Manager for the Claremont 
Apartments, which details a number of negative impacts due to the placement of the Southwest 
LRT line approximately 90 feet from the Claremont Apartments. These impacts include a high 
level of noise, vibration, adverse light and similar impact, exacerbated due to the high frequency 
of trains proposed to run 21 hours per day, seven days per week. 

The Owner of the Claremont Apartments has invested millions of dollars to upgrade the units, 
buildings and site which has greatly improved rental income from the property. The proposed 
route calls for construction of a double rail line directly adjacent to the Claremont Apartments. 
This location raises serious concerns for the quality of life of residents of these apartments, 
dramatic loss in rental income, and potential subterranean impact to the building structure. 

Without repeating the attached technical memorandum, the operation of the Southwest LR T will 
create an almost constant impact on the Claremont Apartments, including visual impact from 
lighting in what is now a darkly forested area, noise from electric engines, train wheels, train 
horns and train cars from an estimated 2,324 train operations each week, and vibration in an area 
that has been identified in the 2009 preliminary environmental impact report with soil conditions 
that transmit vibrations stronger than "normal." 

In conclusion, we strongly urge the public officials responsible for the Southwest LRT to pursue 
an alternative route through the Opus Business Park (as shown in Exhibit C in the attached 
Technical Memorandum). This route is much more appropriate than the route adjacent to the 
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Hennepin County Housing, 
Community Works & Transit 
December 28, 2012 
Page 2 

Claremont Apartments given the employment base that resides there during daytime hours and 
the lack of nighttime noise and lighting impact on those land uses. This alternate route may well 
serve to minimize the substantial negative effects on both the public trail system and the 
Claremont Apartments. In short, the most costly alternative for this segment of the Southwest 
LRT is adjacent to the Claremont Apartments because of the real and considerable damages that 
construction and operation of the LR T line will cause to this sensitive residential land use. 

We request the opportunity to meet with those responsible for construction and operation of the 
Southwest LRT line to discuss reasonable alternatives to the proposed route, as well as a 
substantial package of mitigative measures to address the impact identified in the DEIS and 
summarized in the attached technical memorandum. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

~~:{~~-
Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd. 

Direct Dial: 952-896-3290 
952-842-1729 
wgriffith@larkinhoffman.com 

Direct Fax: 
Email: 

Enclosure 

cc: Members ofthe Metropolitan Council (by e-mail with enclosures) 

1437156.1 

Members of the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (by e-mail with 
enclosures) 
Members of the Minnetonka City Council (by e-mail with enclosures) 
Elise Durbin, Community Development Supervisor, City of Minnetonka (by e-mail with 
enclosures) 
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Memorandum 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

SFI Ltd. Partnership 54 

Jerry Kavan, Project Manager 

December 28, 2012 

Summary of Potential Negative Impact of Planned Southwest Light Rail Transit 
System on Claremont Apartments owned by SFI Ltd. Partnership 54 located 
10745 Smetana Road, Minnetonka, Minnesota 

General Information: (See Exhibit 'A') 

The Claremont Apartments is a 330 unit apartment community which has recently undergone 
extensive building site and unit upgrades. The Owner has invested millions of dollars making 
significant improvements including the addition of washers and dryers in each unit, kitchen 
improvements, installation of a fire sprinkler system, hallway, lobby and elevator upgrades, 
site improvements and the construction of a high end Clubhouse complete with a large fitness 
center, an urban cafe and leasing office. It has been the goal to make this a premiere property 
within the Twin Cities. The higher rents achieved at the property has validated the capital 
improvements that ownership has made. 

The Twin Cities area, under the direction of the Metropolitan Council and Metro Transit, with 
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA) as the lead agency, will be 
constructing a Light Rail Transit System throughout the southwest portions of the 
metropolitan area starting at the far reaches in Eden Prairie and ending at the Target Center in 
downtown Minneapolis at a joint station with the existing light rail lines. The route is 15 miles 
long and includes 17 stations. The closest station to Claremont Apartments will be 
immediately south at Bren Road West, approximately 1/3 mile from the property. To the 
north of the Claremont the next station will be south of Excelsior and east of Shady Oak Road, 
roughly one mile f rom the property. No intermediate stations or access points will be allowed 
anywhere along t he route. 

The City of Minnetonka is a participating agency in the development of the LRT System and has 
an appointed contact person that has been working on this with the Metropol itan Council for 
over ten years, Elise Durbin. According to Ms. Durbin, the City has and will continue to 
conduct public discussions as the new information becomes available and as Preliminary 
Engineering reaches advanced levels, so that the citizens can be informed and have input 
before the design is finalized (although the route is now finalized). The City is concerned about 
the at-grade crossing at Smetana Road adjacent to the Claremont and has determined to 
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influence the design of this crossing to minimize impact to the neighboring properties as much 
as possible. 

Timetable: 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) has been released to the public for review 
and comment. Comments are due December 31, 2012 from the public. Preliminary 
Engineering has begun, and will evolve in response to public comments. The goal is to begin 
construction in 2014 and start rail operations in 2018. 

Route at the Claremont: (See Exhibit 'B') 
The route has been established which places the double rail line directly behind the 
multifamily buildings at Claremont, within 90 feet of most of the buildings. This raises serious 
concerns for the quality of life for the residents of these apartments. There are five buildings 
at this community, each with three stories of apartments over a subterranean parking 
basement. Over half of the apartments at the Claremont face the existing trail to the 
southwest. The new Light Rail Transit System will be constructed next to this trail and 
therefore will directly impact all ofthese apartments on the trail side of the buildings. To 
exacerbate the impact, initial design information places the trail and LRT are at an elevation in 
line with the second floor of the three stories of apartments, meaning that sounds created by 
the passing trains will equally impact all floors and all units. 

Operating Hours and Frequency of Trains Passing the Property: 
The operational hours for the LRT are reported to be from 4 AM to 1 AM, twenty-one hours 
per day, 7 days per week. The train frequency EACH WAY will be every 7-1/2 minutes during 
peak times in the morning and evening (6:30am to 9:30am, and 3:30pm to 7:30pm), then 
every ten minutes between the peak hours and every half-hour outside of those times. This 
equals 332 train passings per day. Due to this high frequency, any visual, noise and vibration 
impacts from the LRT will have very serious impact on the Claremont. 

Impact to the Claremont: 
Following are types of impact identified in the initial review of the DEIS and elaboration on 
each. This is not intended to be a comprehensive list until further review by professional 
consultants can be obtained: 

INTERIM IMPACTS: 
1. Construction Disturbance: Directly behind all five buildings construction activities will 

impact the quality of life for 171 apartments including: tree removal, grading operations, 
soil compaction operations, and track installation throughout the construction period of 
over two years. 

2. Loss of Tenants: The majority of the tenants facing the Trail selected their units for the 
peaceful, quiet and serene forest atmosphere outside their windows and will not renew 
their leases. In addition, they currently pay an increased rent versus the same unit on the 
opposite side ofthe building, called a 'View Premium'. Once construction starts tenants 
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will object to paying this extra cost. In addition to this loss savvy tenants will request a 
discount from the normal rate, since this side of the building will be less desirable now. 

3. Transitional increase in vacancy rate: Tenants that leave because of the construction and 
the imminent Light Rail operations will not be easily or readily replaced. Transit-Oriented 
tenants that may desire this location for the transit proximity will not consider this 
property until the LRT is operational and even then would prefer a unit away from the rails. 
This increased vacancy period will span the years it will take for the LRT construction to be 
completed, likely from 2014 to 2018; this reduced occupancy will result in a significant 
drop in revenue. 

PERMANENT IMPACTS: 
1. Visual: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 

a. The LRT rails will be installed at roughly the second floor level of the three story 
buildings, therefore all units on all floors will have visual impact including the sight 
of trains frequently passing by the windows at roughly 90 feet away. 

b. A second visual impact will be the headlamps of the trains sweeping the building 
windows at night as they pass through the curve in the tract to the southwest 

c. Lights visible from inside the commuter rail cars passing by at night will impact all 
171 units. Instead of dark forested areas outside their windows, there will be a 
regular pattern of the lighted cars passing right-to-left and left-to-right with only a 
three hour cessation in the middle of the night. 

d. Perhaps the strongest 'visual' impact will be the psychology of the Tenants as they 
realize that hundreds of light rail passengers will be passing by each day and night 
directly outside their windows, with nothing better to do than stare at the 
apartment buildings, meaning that blinds or shades must be kept closed at all 
times. 

2. Noise: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 
a. Sound of the electric engines as the multi-car train passes by the apartment 

windows at roughly 90 feet away. 
b. Sound of the train wheels as the multi-car train passes by the apartment windows 
c. Screech of the train wheels as the train enters the curve in the tracks directly 

southwest of the property within 180 feet of the nearest apartment windows 
d. Train Horns blasting as each train approaches the at-grade crossing of Smetana 

Road at Felt! Road which will occur for both the northbound and the southbound 
trains. The horns will blast when the train is less than 100 feet away from two of 
our buildings for all northbound trains, and 650 feet away from all southbound 
trains. A typical train horn sound consists of a combination of four long and short 
blasts which lasts 20 to 25 seconds at a sound level of 99 decibels. During Peak 
Hours th is will occur every seven and a half minutes. (NOTE: The City of 
Minnetonka currently has a 'Quiet Zone' ordinance in effect that requires operating 
train traffic within the city limits to avoid horns at all crossings that have been 
constructed to qualify for 'Quiet Zone' status. The City does not know if this LRT 
project or the Federal standards for LRT operations will be able to comply with the 
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j. 

ordinance as the at-grade crossing sits on the border between Hopkins and 
Minnetonka.) 

e. Train Horns as the Sout hbound LRT approaches Opus Station at the road crossing 

just north of the station will begin while the LRT is adjacent to the southernmost 

building on the property. 

f. Train Horns as the Northbound LRT leaves Opus Station at the road crossing just 

north of the station wit h the horns pointing north directly at our buildings which 

will be approximately 1,100 feet north and will be audible inside the units in the 

first two southernmost buildings on the property, possibly more. 

g. Warning Bell dinging as the railroad crossing gates at Smetana Road close every 

time a northbound or southbound train approaches. These gates are 520 feet from 

our nearest building and an average of 1,250 feet to all units. With the 

construction of the rail system all trees between this crossing and the buildings will 

be eliminated allowing a direct line for the noise. Warning Bells could be sounded 

the entire time the gates remain in the down position at a sound level of 88 

decibels, which will be clearly audible within the units, even some of the units on 

the opposite side of the buildings from the tracks. This will occur every seven and a 

half m inutes during Peak Hours. 

h. Warning Bell dinging at the railroad crossing gates immediately south of the 

property at Bren Road every time a northbound or southbound train approaches or 

leaves Opus Station . These gates are 1,300 feet from our nearest building and an 

average of 1,850 feet to all units. With the construction of the rail system all trees 

between this crossing and the buildings will be eliminated allowing a direct line for 

the noise. Warning Bells could be sounded the entire time the gates remain in the 

down position at a sound level of 88 decibels, which will be clearly audible within 

the units, even some of the units on the opposite side of the buildings from the 

tracks. 

i. I have yet to determine if there will be noise impact on the rest of the units within 

the community which are not located adjacent to the proposed line. 

3. Vibration: (332 trains a day, 2,324 trains a week) 

a. According to the Federal Transit Authority, Light Rail Transit Systems create 

unnatural vibrations that are well above the perception levels of human beings. 

The existing setting at the Claremont is devoid of vibration sources and the 

introduction of frequent periodic vibration generated by each passing train will be 

very noticeable to the residents as rumbling, window rattling, or floor movement. 

b. The initial preliminary Environmental Impact report created in 2009 related to this 

specific LRT System states that the soils along the majority of the route are not 
'normal' but instead calling them 'efficient' in terms oftransmitting vibrations, 

which would make the vibration impacts stronger than normal. 

c. It is unclear at this point if the vibrations could be sufficient to cause concern for 

the foundations and parking basement construction at the property. There is a 

potentia l for building damage in the long term from the high frequency of vibration 

impact. 
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4. Economics: 

I would recommend that consultants be hired to determine the extensive, negative economic 
impact that the Claremont Apartments will suffer if the LRT system is located as proposed. 

5. Recommendation for Alternative LRT Route through Opus Business Park 

The DEIS identified an alternative route to the route through the public trail corridor and 
immediately adjacent to the Claremont Apartments. HCCRA, Met Council and Metro Transit 
should strongly consider an alternate route from Smetana Road southward to the Opus 
Station. This alternative would construct the LRT line along Feltl Road through part of the 
Opus Business Park avoiding sensitive public trails and multifamily residential housing. In 
public comments, the Claremont Apartments have been described as one of the most 
negatively affected land uses in Minnetonka. (Please see the attached Exhibit C showing the 
approximate path of this alternate route.) In any case, HCRRA, Met Council and Metro Transit 
should comply with t he City's ordinances requiring a "quiet zone" in proximity to the 
Claremont Apartments. 

Resources: 
1. Metropolitan Council Website for the Southwest LRT System: 

http://www.metrocouncil.org/transportation/SW/SouthwestLRT.htm 
2. City of Minnetonka Website Document: Southwest Transit Way Station Area 

Planning Presentation : 
http://www.eminnetonka.com/news events/show project.cfm ?link id=southwest 
station area study&cat link id=Pianning 

3. Interview with Elise Durbin, Community Development Supervisor for the City of 
Minnetonka on May 14, 2012. 

4. Interview with Matthew Murello, President of Lewis S. Goodfriend & Associates, 
Acoustical Consultant and DEIS Engineer of Record for the Hudson-Bergen LRT, a 
New Jersey 21 mile LRT adjacent to Manhattan. Interview occurred May 9, 2012. 

5. Federal Transit Administration 'Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment,' 
2006. 

6. Southwest LRT Technical Memorandum No.9 ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION, 
September 9, 2009. 

7. Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Approval Date of 9/25 
and 26/2012 as prepared by USDOT, FTA and the HCRRA et al. 
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EXHIBIT 'A' 
SOUTHWEST LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT SYSTEM ROUTE MAP IN MINNETONKA 
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EXHIBIT 'B' 
SOUTHWEST LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT SYSTEM ROUTE NEAR THE CLAREMONT 

(Note: This will be a Two-Track System not single track as shown) 

Southwest LRT Align rnent Video 
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Exhibit C 

Alternative Route through Opus Business Park 
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Dr~m Environmental lmpac~ Stcl'~ement Commeni form 
Southwest Transitway Project 

f r~c!r:-ru l nnci stole: cnviranmentol ruhs require thai on [nvironmentol Impact Stoternent (F.t')) be prqxu~cJ f'Jr 
the rxor-:oscc! Sou;t1west Transitwoy project. lhe IJS precess inclucJes lhe prcporntion of a Drcft [rwironnlE•ntcl 
lrnr.rrcr StC1tcmcr1t (DEIS ). wt1ich must be rnodc ovailablc for public review and comment. 

fhc DEIS d i,cus~c'>: (I) 1t1e purpose and need tor the project: (2) the al ternatives constdcred: (3) the irnpocts of 
tt iO)r) oltcmolivos: cmcJ ( 4) the ogencics oncl persons consulted . 

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11 , 20i2. All comments must be received by that 
dote. Please include a return moiling address with all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about lr1e heolings. plcmc visit 

~ I 

Name: G!OrfSr!)f1;L0 [f M ' 

Address: f )~J S , ) <:_ 0 f -{ ( rY 

I I 

' 
OJ utvl J JA /J2 

Cily/Siole/Z;p, , ~JG?I\ -~-D~. ~ i {}e:_( {V)i'J SY!J-( 6 
Telephone: h~-iL . . ;~/} Email:. _____________________ _ 
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Nome: btl\ we j <-'\ Vs m t:t YI 

Address: (O t.f I ?? ~ e e 'D f 

City/Slate/Zip {?d e"\ ?GZa._ t ~ t e 

Telephone : __ CJ~<;_L_9...:....9'-'o=--_O __ rl .::..._'F-=6'-- Email: ___________________ _ 
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Dran Environmental impact Siotement Comment form 
'nuth\Atoc: t Trt""1n c: ihAtt""1\J Prt"'\io ct _.._ ltt'./ '-r.._ ..J '-A I ..J II V V'-'f' I IVJ'-' 

l<=:ck·rol nne! stole cnvtronmentol tubs require tho! on [tWiiOnmentol lmpocl Sto ten1ent (EIS) be p repc!I E'CI for 
1t1c rxoposed Southwest fronsilwoy project 'ihe liS rrocess inc lude<; ihe ptepornlion of o Dro it Environmc-nlol 
lmpn~: t Stotcmc nt (DEIS). whic h must be macte ovoilable ~or public review and commen t. 

Tr1c DL:IS cl iscus~c:-: { 1) the purpose ond need for the project: {2) the a lterna tives constclerod : {:3) tile irnpoc ts of 
li1csc: <.tllcrno tivcs: ctnd {4) the cJgnnc ics ond persons consuttr-0d. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 DE IS will be held in November 2012. To lea rn more about the heolings. p ic me visit 

Nome: .?kJoC.v~ ~ 
Address: {( Q_ Cz s= ~ ~ c;_ (. .. & .;< ( y'Z--'~ r2 ry • 
c;ly/Siole/Zip q;;_ ~ $.-~ (6}-CU V' i -e ~ t 
Telephone 't ('Q ~q;r<, 12-A:( oil ~=;= Li (}.o ~(.~ , '( . <:;;;_c,~ 
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Drcm Envirorlmentallmpoct Stcrlement Commen~ form 
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lhc proposeci Soutilwesl Tror~silwoy project. H1e !::IS process inciucJes i11e prcpornlion of o Drc:ft l:nvironmenlcrl 
lrnpocr Stctc:rncnt iDEIS). wt1rch must be rnnclc crvoilablc lor public review and comment. 

Tht) DUS <ii:,cus:-.e1: ( 1) the purpose ond need for tile project: (2) the oltcrnotivcs considered: (3) fl1e irnpoc..i '; o f 
t11csc oltcrnotivcs; ond (4) the ogcncies one! persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the heor ings. pleoso visit 
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DraH Environmental Impact Statement Comment form 
Sill 1th\MA~ ~, Trr1n~ih"'r1" Pro iAr t ....... ....., , ' ""...._,..J 11'-.AII..Jit VV "'--41 I I j '-''-" 

fc:c!,.,rol nnd )ole envi•onmentot rufrJs require lhai c:n Crwironmentot lrnpocl 5toternenl (E!S) bo preporecf !cr 
ll1c f)ronmecl Southwest Tronsitway pwject. H1e tiS process inciucJes the prepc:rnlion o f o Drc:ft Environr~l<:>nkJI 
lmpoc1 Slotcr-ncnt (DEIS). wt·\lch must be rnocJe ovoitablc tor public review and comment. 

The Dl:t.S cl iscu~~(S ( I ) lr1c pur pose and need for 1t1e projec t: (2) thn a lternatives considered: (3) the irnpocb of 
tt·1cse olic rno tivcs; oncJ ( 4) the agencies o nd persons consulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 r1eor ings. p tcose visit 
~!~~i !i '"vcsl 1ro· 1SIIWtJ'i .c•r cr 

/j lu 
7 

--r) 

Name: _ _ ~=---:.:..-=---=-\---L-'vJ=-=---M'----'----''--. _,J;=-""""'--_·=------------,-----------
Address: /{~ ~LGY'~V'-./. ~-~ f ic_t.U::t_ -Ji-).-oj-
City/Siate/Zip: t::.p\ l-K- ? Q...k1U~ /tV' N 55 3Lf-t 
Telephone:1J"-4 $ ¥&lfe9 4-grfcJ_'f_o_;_'f _____________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dr an Environmental impact SJa?emenl Comment form 
'Il l 1th1Ated Trf"'ins i hA'~'"""' pr/""\iort -'-"'..._,,, , .("., ....11 1 '-A I tt V V ._., 1'-ljV '-'I 

f'r;clr:rol ·:~nci stole: cnvi,onmenlol rulr;)S require tho! on Cnvironmcn lol lmpoct Sto tement (EISj be orcr.'CHecl fc:r 
iJ·l'; p rocmccl Sourhw85l Tronsilway prOJGC~. H1e EIS process includes the p1epornlion of a D1c:fl Environmcni·.JI 
lrnpuc1 Stctc:mc, l t (DEIS). 1.vl1ich m ust J)C rnoclc ovailoblc for public review a nd comment. 

lnc D[IS cl i)cus~c\: ( l) trlC~ puq1ose and need for the project: (2) the a lternatives constcl8red: (3) the irnpocts of 
rt,csc oltcrnotivos; Clnd (4) the CJgonc ics ond persons consulted . 

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

Public he arings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hecH ings. p lease visit 

To gJd rc:s~ 0---vV 

,c;vd c;..d VtC t of=-
" 

J"il?I ~ 

Name:-----1- ~f----~!-=-, 1+----'-~S-~'-;;)6.:::_L-~·1l,_____-=-'/~.-" }:___t.--=-S_h_ l ________ _ 

Address: I I t_f () L h )Pp'\ wd ) y 

Cily/Stote/;p : {c-Jlev 
11 

~\/<- c VV\ W <)<;. '5\t':{ 
Telephone: eye; L ,. 31 f{ 2-7 c;-;; ~moil: ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dr:aH Environmen~ai impact S·~atement Comment form 
<:r.t tth,A;A c:t Tranc i hAt~"'~'' P roior t __ ..._,, ,, /~ '-'-' I I I ..,I ll YY'-Af I I j'-''-' 1 

l:,·;clr_'rol ' IIICi stole cnvi,onnv-o>nto l rul,~s require tho! ctn f.nvironmcnlol lmpocl Stoternent (EIS) l)C cr~por8 c! f(Jr 

lllG propo;cd Sout11wesl Tror:silwov project. "lhe EIS process include> t11e prcpcrolion of o Droit f:rwironnc:,.·rl·-:! 
lrnpcrct Sf(ltcr ·1cnt (DEIS). whtch must IJe rnocJe ovotloi)le fo!' public review ond comment. 

rhc Dl:iS cJi)CIJssc'< (I) the purpose cmd need for the p rojec t: (2) the oltcmotivcs considered; (3) the irnpocts of 
II tcsc oltcmo1ivcs: ond ( 4) the ogc ncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn JYtore obout ihe heotings. plcmc visit 

q ( <>T oJ-

Nome:_ ---t-b---=....!....:( Vf~S~ . ..L)--.l..f>~/'--!.\ ~~-'-=· ::...::-b:::_V_q~(o<-!..{ --'-h]....:....J,~;-·-----------
Address: __ g:~_,_L__C~~_.~.S-"£'o.-., _..~......C~cJ.c.....!v~c..a:.lq+-'-I-&6=~;;;~---=L=-·t_U ____ _ _____ _ 
~i ty/Stote/Z ip:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r~~~~~~· ~~~-~~~~~-~~- ~~~~~~~~~-

Telephone {b(b ~o/C(' {){; ~il ,'"f<(Vd}h,&/ j& h {)6, 

YJ Thank you! 
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Draft ~nvironmentollmpacl Statement Comment form 
Southvvest Transitvvay Project 

F•:r!C'ro l r1nd stole cnvironmenrol, ulos require lhcn c:n t=nvi, onn1cntnllmpoc t Sroternenr (EIS) l'~c o,·cr.'cHeri for 
lilt~ oror:os!"'d Soulhwc~t Tronsilway project. The us p rocess includes lhe piepurntion o f 0 l)raf i [rwironr~K'111GI 

lrnput ·t )kllcmcnt (DEIS). whic h must tx: mnrJc available for public review and commen t. 

frH: D[IS ci i:;cu~~c': ( I) the purpose ctnd need for the proj<~ct: (2) the alternatives cons1dered: (3) the irnpoc Is of 
rllC)() olk rna l ivcs; and ( 4) t11c ugencics ond pcr~ons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To lcom more obout i i·H~ heolir1gs. p lcmc visit 
:_', v, ~~,l:;}!l~.!_\:_~C"o:?J.l!ill 1SU'.:::!D 'L£:!..2 

m~ et"' 
(;) -cc+ 

!=' I ~ -t$ bd:: ~ 

---··---- --·· 

+o 

(' ' f' ' .P pI c.-<. . , 

\ .VO C )c, 0 fl 

Name:~r;~,):=-__!.c_L...~~~-c~q=~~+-.~-H\,..-4;l~b._L.\I.L.:>N..!L.l _~(-_______ _ 
~ \ 'S S £ ld R___S 'T L0_.l'~---~\A~c,.L...:.~~_:;_'DL.__£~~~\-+=--C~~--Address: 

City/State/Zip: e d ..e () p rt:>~.. .'f'~ e_, MK S;, "3 :t(...l 

Telephonet q 52) C(L!Lj - b2rt) Dnail: _____________ _ __ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drcm Environmeniollmpac-~ Sto'rement Commenl form 
'or rth\Ated Tranc:1'hA/I""iy prl"\ior+, 
- ....., ,, 1 /Y ..,/ I II I ..J l 'i-'1'-....4 1'-ljV V 

f''XIr:'r(ll nnd s!o lc cnv ir on nv~ntol rulr~s require lt1ol em Envi•onrncntcJI Ir>lpoct Stolernenl (r:!S) be preporeri !or 
the oropmecl Southwe~l Tronsilway projec~. The LIS process includes rhe prepc;rnlion of a Draft bwironr~K'n i .-;1 

!n rpuc t St(Jtcmcnt [DEIS). w t1ich must /.)C mndc: ova i!o iJic tor public review and comrncnt. 

The DCIS d iscu)sc1: ( I) the purpose and need for the projec t: (2) the a lternatives considered: (3) fl1e irnpoc ts of 
ttlC'>() ollc motives: cm d ( 4) th~; ogcncics ond p cr·sons consulted . 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the t1eolings. p leosc visit 

t'Jd 

Name: __ ---+/_7 _V_[_o_--v-----''j-~_t--"'----'----:---'-/tfA---'--' - ------------ -
Address: $J.. 1$ qc) O cJAe£>1hVT Dr 
City/State/Zip: 

Telephone:q;z -t{6:6 "" / 7/ ;j Email: ___ ____ ___________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dra11 Environmenk1l impoc~ Skliement Commenl for~n 

Southwest Transitvvay Project 

f ":C!'"'rol ond stole cnvwonmentol rutc~s require that Ctn [ rw ironmcn!ollmpocl Sto!emenl (Et'>i br:: orepnr~?cJ f<)r 
lhc rxoposccl Sout11wcsl Tronsitwoy projec t. The tiS process include<; lhe prcporn lion of a Draft Erwironn1enlnl 
lnlpCJcl Slnlcrncnt !DEIS). whrch must be rnocJc ovailable for public review and comment. 

The DLIS d i~cu~sc·;: ( 1) tr1e purpose and need for the projec t: (2) the alternatives constclcrocl; (3) ll'lc impacts of 
tf1csc oltcrncrtivcc;; oncJ ( 4) the ogencics and p ersons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the heorings. plcmc visit 

t -E-s 

of- ~ ~ I £.>'¥\, ?15 

Name: NNYVLD ±~OS\n 
Address: \ \ C2J?\ c;, 'j;::) ~ 
City/State/Zip: Af\ \_j r e d.&!\. QfiA_t Y ) e_ -
Telephone: Co l:t-- Yul---3& l ~ Email: \NJSkJSOU'@ k<Ji f1Vl t1l ~ 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmeniai Impact Stcr~ement Comme nt Form 
C:: f"\1 1th,Atec .~-1 Transit\A1r.y pr" ioc ·t 
- .._,- 1 1 ., , oJ I I II !/0 '-'f I '-"J'-' 

r·r;c!r:-rrll and stole crwitonmentoltules require lhot c:n Envitonmenlollmpoct Stotcmenl {I:IS) be p repcHeci !or 
file ;)ro~:mcd Sou t hwc~l Tron:.ilwoy project. The EIS process includes lhe p!cpornlion of o Drofl t:nvirorH~lC">i.::rl 
lrnpocl Stotcrncr1t (DEIS). wi11c h must be mad e ovoi fablc for public review and comment. 

The Dt:IS di~cusscs: ( I) tr1e pur rose nnd need tor the projec t: (2) the alterna tives considered: (3) the irnpacts of 
rhc5() a flcrno tivcs: oncJ ( 4) the o genc ies and persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about ihc heolings. please visit 

I f Ji 

r 
I V\ 

Name:--+{__,_\-15_~---+-"-/v_1 o--'-h~n_-;d-/l/--"---l 0d~i-------
Address: \ ( d I S bA/ &-}J;{l>(} I v£1 J) Y 

City/State/Zip: e ;{_&t ;J f /; I ~ Jh tU r , 
Telephone: ___________ Email :. ____ __________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drot1 Environmental impact Siotemeni Commen~ form 
Snu+hvvoc:. t Trf""'nc:. ihAtrly pr,.-, ioct 

- I I '-'..I f I \,.,A .J I I 'tV '-,A I Vj'-' 

lc;c!r:-,ql (tnd stole c nvi,onn1en tot rules require lhol ctn Cnvironmcntollmpoct Sto lement (I:IS) l')C orcpcHer1 tor 
l ll c o roposcd Soutilwf.;s l fransil woy projec t. "ihe tiS process i11c iucJes the prcporn lion of o D1cfl l:nvironnK•nlol 
lrnpccl SlcJ tc: r,1Cill (DEIS). w111Ch must IJe macle availa ble for public review a nd comment. 

H1c DCIS di:,c i J~~c-,: (I) the pu1p osc cm d need for the p roject: (2) the a lternatives consicle,·cd: (3) lhe irnpocts of 
t11csc ollcmolives: ond ( 4) til e ogcncics ond persons c onsulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn n1ore about the heo1ings. plcosc visit 

G m m u ( ) ,"' 1vJ 

01]/\ 
\ 

Nome: ITO\ b I \o rA M 4}y V\ 

Address: (( ~1 wci}W\ V\.~ 0 X- t!f1 ~ D 
City/Sla te/Zip: v c:lRV\, f t<A \ Yl-(' IM '(\[ h?) 3 vf 1..--f 

Telephone: con-- VI Ol ~:)K" I 'A- Email: \Me-.. ~?t v\ k c,_ kJ .; lo c... ce kto~<k ,' t,c_c; 

Thank you! 
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Draft IEnvironmen~allmpac~ Sta~emeni Comment form 
Southwest Transitway Project 

r":(!r:rql nnd stole envHonmenlol ru les require lhol on Cnvironmenlollrqpoct Sta tement (I.ISJ be orepcar:-cJ for 
rile rxopos~d Souihwe;,t Tronsilwoy projec~. -ihe EIS pmcess includes ihe prcpclmlion of o Dr c:fl bwironmer1lcl 
lrnpu~: l Sic l<~rr1cnt (DEIS) . whrct·1 must be mode ovailoiJie for public review e nd comment. 

The DCIS ciisClmc~: (I) the purpose and need for the projec t: (2) the o ltcrnotives considered: (3) tile irnpocts of 
tf1c<;n c:JI Iernat·ivc<;; and (4) the ogcncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the t1corings. p lcosc visit 

Ob 

k:n__ (_ Q).JJ-e 

I (.....-

Name:~'~--=---C......_--1_~~~ --,...:""~-·....:.__=A_~_' ----r---
Address: _!L...3-d---19!----------=-o_V~ ___ C_ C:: _ _____:s~~-S'_V\..._v_~_~DL.,_Y_+-, _ __ _ 

C ' \_------ :Q. ~ ~ \ '( ~..._ <L 1/l/L- v1J 
Cily/Siote /Zip:. ___ ~-'=,...-C:-==------~4------------------------

Telephone: ~ >""2: 6 ?;<?- / ~ f ?:, Email: _____ _______ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmentai impoc'l Sio~ement Commeni form 
Sr.l 1th'NA<::t Trl"'lnst'hA; r•y prn iPrt ..._.,......,,,, , ....... ...I 11'-AI I 1¥ ' '-" 1 - J - -

Fr.;cl•;rq l ( l lld stole erwi•onmentol rule:; requir·~ thai c1n Cnvi,onmen lol lmpoc l Sla ternent (EtS) l)e orepcHecJ fc:r 
thr~ proposed Soutl1wcsl Tronsilwoy projec!. ·rhe [IS p rocess includes lhe p tcporotion of o Dtc:fl bwironn•entc:l 
lmpuct Sto fcrncr lT (DEIS). wfl iCh must IJc rnacle available tor p ublic review and comment. 

fho DUS di'lcus~cs: ( l ) the purpose and need fo r the project: (2) thG alterna tives consicfcrod: (:3) fhP. irnpocts ot 
ttK::.c ol lcm•otivcs; oncl ( 4) t11e a genc ies cm cl persons consult eel. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about n-,e l1eor ings. p lcmc visit 

I LA. 

Name: ±\ "{ "6 CA_ 
, ~ 

Add ress: \ ( '2-J S !/\) q.._-;1 
_ /1 b r 

City/S tate/Zip: ~~-.A.J'.-c., p I ....-1 ' '-~ 

jA) t~ 

Telephone:~---+-...L.---------- Email: _________ __________ ____ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drcm Envirom-r~enia l lmpac~ StCJtement Cummen~ Form 
South,A;es+ Trf""'n ct'hA.;r. y proic.c ~ 

t I t ' I t I ............. I..J I V '-A I j '-' I 

frx!.-:rolllnd )!<JIC crrviroqmentolrufrJs rr~quirc 111ol en [nvil onmcnlo l lmpocl Slo!ernenl (E15] be orer.Xli 0CJ lor 
il1c r.liOPO~ccl Sou lhwc~l Tromi lwoy prOJCC~. 'ihe CIS process includes the prepcrnlion of a Drofl E!wironn1e ·liCJI 
impm: r Slnlcrnc r1t iDEIS). whic h n rust be rnoclc ovoiloblc for public review and commen t. 

The Ol:IS cl i~cu)sc~: (I ) rhe purp ose nnd need tor the project: (2) the oltcrnotivcs conslclmccl; (3) the irnpocts or 
thcst) ollcrnotivcs; and ( 4) the CJg c nc:ics and persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more obout the t1corings. plemc visit 

To 

7 

Name: ~1/IJ£/ihv\ HJT/c.Jr 
Address: ?s-:-s- CO (' s:c~t 79 /[{\) 
City/State/Zip: :t:"c:P~ \Jyc; I "52.. fV\ ' ~ 

I 
TelephoneAs'd- ;?_ 12-C)\ lf 0 Email: _______________ _____ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dron iEnvironmenioi Impact Sta~emeni Comment form 
Southwest Transitw ay Project 

i-' .' Clr.'ro l n ncl stole cnv i• onrnr:)nto l rulr;s req uire 111ol on [ nvironmenlollnip oc t Statement (EISj l)C :::repcuecl for 
tt;r; proposed Southwc~t Tronsilway projec t. 'ihe IJS process includes the p•cporolion of a Draf t Environr'lE"Itcll 
ltnpoct Sto k: rnc •'11 !DEIS). w t1rch must b e mocJc available for p ublic re view and comment. 

rhc DEIS ci iscu~~m: ( 1) the PlJI'p ose ond need for the projec t: (2) the al terna tives c:onstclerc d : (J) the irnpo cts of 
thc:S') o llernativcs; cmd ( 4) the o g cncies and persons consulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 lc am more about tr·re hco rings. p lcose visi1 
\ ,,.\~ . .; ,, . ~ .~ • l 1 • t l \.V(' c; f t'\:J' '-~' t'-v\ ·:y:.:...Q.!.2 

Name: \\ CL\\~ \:-.\c)LI.... (• ~ \. ~ 
Address: 8 ~ 6o cc:cx~ i-fC Lo,., J _JI.... 

o per-v-fv ll t 0g 

Ci ly/Siale/Z ip :~'-!:\....l.\ ---\-~J+l~UuJu.1.wi f..__--.-..!..:I'-\.:.J.Jk~L)I--....:-S::::...' ..::::;5~$LL_\l-L(~,.----------------­
Telephone0 S +-- (1-0::.ko<( l..-f )... Email:. _ _ _ _______ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ 

Thank you! 
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,.,(-·:-_![I) ,y,("ii~'-,,-:, ( i) rrv_: pi.'~'fY/_;c nne! need for tw:: e:rcjcc:t· (2) n:c nJt,::·(ronil·.,c·c, CG(,SiCii-;tcr:! 

'"j -,_; c:l:·.:rr·HJTi-,;c:s· \W:d [4) til:) (l~~_i~_:ncic:, CJ!K! i.JCI\<)n:; CC·(l:;uiicd. 

Comments on ~ha DflS lJVilJ be uccept ... e-d 1hrough Dec~mber n, 2012. Aii comrneflts mus·f bot> r&c$ivecl by that 
dale. Please include a return mailing address wi!h all comments. 

Public he-arings on th-e Di:lS will be held in Novemb-er 2012. T1) !cern n-l(;r•.:; ct::.-.Juf the :·lcCJ:i;~~~;s. pL_;ct<: vi::,:+ 

.. -~-:~'- ~"~~:--~·.:':_~ __ :·_:, __ ::,: ,_. ··.• . .! .. : ... u.~•.:c. 

Name: :t::J 1/L / 
Address gs; '} <J--­
Cily/Siole/Zip: ~:e.('M 

yu5J £= 

(cyy--d:.f~ 
Pvs,:,_',e 
I / 

Telephone qn.- -313- fir 1:l Email::_----------------------

Thank you! 
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Drcdi Environrrlentai lmpac1t Sro1ement Comment form 
Southv·;est Transitvvay Project 

f"r;c!<?rul 1 111d stole orwtronr1enlo1 rules require tho! on [nvironmcn lollmpocl Stoletnent (EIS) l)C ore!xueci for 
lhc proposed Sourilwe~l Tronsitwoy project . The !::IS process includes the prcpc.;rolion of o Draft Erwironn1<:ntol 
lmpoc t StCJicr 11c nt !DEIS). wl1ic h must b e rnaclc ovoiloblc for public review ond comment. 

fhc DCIS discus~c:,: ( 1) the purpose and need for IM project: (2) the allcrnativm consiclerod: (3) the irnpocts of 
lrK!SC allcrnol'ivcs· oncl (4) the agencies oncl pdr~ons consultccl. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To !corn more about the ~1COti ngs. p lemc visit 
.: .. Y2!:~.~::J_t.L~~ 1\.'~Q5l!Ii) 1 )5!.f~.(l.Y..:1.'i_!_f.J. 

r' 

~ 1\ 0 , ) S \ "3.) l \0, 

Name: it/J cJ L) 5V\.(') fb U \ 0 F 
Address: -+l -='2----t:{7-'0L..-L--Vf+--------'-M;-~----\o5~='--'Y_-'-=\3:::....::0::f~'f''--'\-'-\A.-S~f-o,_n _ __:_D_ f _, _____ _ 
City/Slate/Zip: 00 , \.=::__ -et'C\. \)y<A,\ 'f' ~ -e_ ( {Y\ V\ / SS"'3 v ) b 
Telephone: G l a - lo 71-- ~ \ 0 \ Email:__:c\A_'---''v\_,_,_', ...... _ 0\._\ ·_, -=~::..___d.._d-.__c:::8c:...._,;.C)_ffi_fA-_; _I -' (_ O_M___.:__ __ _ 

Thank you! 
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Draft Environrnental ~mpaci Statement Commerr/ Form 

Southv;est Transihvay Project 

f"• ;ck'r•JI r~rnci stole c rwironmentolrulr~s require lhci ern [rwironn1cn lol lmpoc t Sto !erncnt (EIS) be crepcrr8:-t fc'r 
ll: r~ propo~ccl Sourlv.ve:.i Tronsilwo y projec!. The LIS process inclucJe<; ihe prepcrrn lion or 0 Dr of! [ :w ironnil?'lk:l 
lrnpc;cr StCJ!cmc• rt (OEIS). wh1c h must !Je rnor.Jc ovoilo b lc for public review and comment 

The [JUS di)cus~c>: ( l) the purpose ond need for t11c project: (2) the ottcrno tivcs c onsrclercd : (3) the irnpoct~ of 
HK~<,n crllcrno iivcs: nnd ( 4) t11c ogcncics ond persons c onsulk:cl. 

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 201 2. 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 r1c olings. p leosc visit 

.--\-
) 

LJ l , lh 61~T ' 

Name :._-----'{~\+--LLJ?I(~L;U...:....__r----=.l __ r~L t_1_:..../{_;'1Y _ _ r __,_( _______ _ 

Address: { ( 1._, l{ < W V\ l cV ,---J 
oty;state/Zip: E_c;ec lA D~ 

I) t -:J1 (\ 

Telephone: ___ ___ _ ____ Email:. _ ___ ______ _ _ _ ___ _____ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environ menia l lmpocl Statement Comment Form 

Southv·;est Transitw ay Projec t 

r~:c!r.'rcl l nnd slote: environmental rut~s require thai en [nvironmcn!ollmpacl Stolernenl (f:ISj be prepc110.r1 !or 
lhc rxor;osccl Sourhwe;,l Transilwoy project. The [IS process ir1clucJes lhe prepCirnlion of a Drc: fi Environm<'·nlci 
lrnpoc r Slc tcrncnt tDEIS). wnic h must be made available for public review and comment. 

The DCIS di>cu~~c' : ( I ) the pu1 pose ond need for the project: (2) the o llcrnatives considered: (3) tile irnpocts of 
ttwr,c ollcrnotivcs: and ( 4) the ogcncics ond persons consulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 heorings. pleosc visit 
~ •'t \ ·~~,~:::J_l_L~I_ 1 

1·V_(:i!JJ.D.!.2i.~.t'.c::!S.J::(~~-~J. 

~ 1'1\6\c \ o\0 'q\Co l'(\.e ~<!.J\&6 (I\ E~{'' \> '~~~\&ur~ \C\ ~.s ~ ~ 1\e cJfl 

~1:\-e. So,>\'v-.vJ($-\- J '!A.% 11 \:t ,W~ ~f o )Ll4/@ \,U(A.~\ ~oiY\u\\,l ei\. lvS~'"fS'S ~ '' t'Aen 

ru.' \'' t So <2. 6o(\~ OJ-t ~ ~ C\\ \ \.Y.t IJJ L-\ 

Nome: ______________________________________________________________________ ___ 

Address: ______________________________________________________________________ _ 

otvtstatetzip:_:f~a..:.__e Yl_ -..-....:\).....:..c_CA._, Y:.....:t~t::..__ _ _____:\~_(\~(\)-=-----------------
Telephone:. ________________ Emoil: __________________________________ _ 

D Thank you! 
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Dram Environmental ~mpoct Siaiemenf Commenv form 

Southwest Transitv.'ay Project 

f":Ci('ro l ond stole envi1onmentol 1·utr.~s require lho l c1n Cnvironmcnlol lmpuc l Statement (EI')) bo :)rC!XII~CJ frJr 
rlv~ propo~cd ')ourhwcsl Trunsilway project. ·lhe tiS process includes the prepc;ralion of cr Drafi [nviront'18t1k:l 
li11p(JCl Stntcmcnt !DEIS). which must be rnarJc c:vailoble for public review and comment . 

fhc~ DEIS cli <,c:~J s~c>: ( I ) r~1e pullJOSC cmd need for the project: (2) the oltcrno tivcs constclcmcl: (J) the irnpocts of 
tiK!'>(~ a ltornutives; ond ( 4) the ogcncies ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 201 2. To learn more about the heorings. p lease visit 
~~-. ~.L)_~~t'2!• C',tt··-.:r· ',;rt,v_,.J..L.£i.:J. 

-:L w G\ \~ l\1\Cl ~ ~ "S \) S tl1~ ~ 50 ~'"-lA\, S ~ ~ u""[J; fV\0~( 56 \'1\!,\. \\ bv~): 1\ t5 .S ~ I\ £ d_1> t) f'rlr\ ~ y; ~ 
G'J ll'\o G C \ o w -.,"co l'i\ C "'00 '-'~ s ·, ,., t. C.i: 1\ ~ r ~,, (~ t {:v W C\.\\ \ S 0' Vh" \, ~ o \)\~ \o t>...)o}\e. of\ 

\-"'-c i:,o\)\-\~Wes~ \\'"lr'--\\.S\±1J0C\.'\ ~lo..XC\-, 

Nome:_---'-\-'¥-....:_-_-1..:::..._5 .:._5c'--. \....;.V\--'--___ :fj-+--'--_...\-"-,' ________________ _ 

Address: -l.r_,_{ -4::.2-=Y~S'--_ _::_W_ u__;""J'---_L_u_1_-J _ ____,ly..) .~-v_· _ <-::--'-r/--'-/..£..1 __________ _ 

City/Stole/Zip: f.d-e A p r g, ~ r : C: M 11 1 5 53' L( 1.-( 
• I 

Telephone: i}.f?..-- fltllf,....-ffl ~ Email: __________ ___________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dra'U Environmental impact Siavement Comment form 

Southwest Transitway Project 

Fc:c!r;,o l c1nd stale env,roqmentol rules require thai on f:nvironmenlollmpocl Slalernent (EIS) bo orepCIIR(i for 
J11c pror;oscd Southwest Tronsilwoy project . The EIS process inc ludes lhe p1cpornl ion o f o Drort l:nvironm('nlcl 
lmpu~:1 Stctcmctlt iDEIS) . wtotch must be rnorJc ovoiloble for public review ond comment. 

fhc DCIS disc.u!>sc): (1) the purpose cmd need for tl 1e project: (2) thn alternatives cons1derod: (3) ll1e irnpncls of 
rhcs,.) ollcrnotivcs; oncJ ( 4) the ogencies cmd persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the heorings. p lcose visit 
_:_;__ \ .1 :~~ -~:0~l!ll'::(_C~ltSJ..'.1i.!J::..Y~.J.Y.,;:w 

\ 

'D ~ 0 So1'1\.0'-. \', (.1'- ·~w ~ 1 f r- ~ (\ .q f,-,~ r; '(__ L'- \\.\- s 0 1\f\.li\_ \;(II. D ) 

U0~'\\- Sa'\\l\Q, '\, ~ 'i 0\,) ~ -\-() ~ eJ.. ~ ( 0 'X~"\:f ~r\A\\r \,(? ~.M ·~ 'SOJ~v..itS+- 1 r6\f\f),}ct vJt.y 

~?t~ 

No ,~e: _____________________________________ ___ 

Address: ---------------------------------------------------
& 1 ,? V\ \) y /? I IIA N 

City/Stote/Zip:___::L-:.__0 _'-_ __ \_:__V_<-,_1_\~v:::::...._I---V-• __ ' -----------------------------

Telephone: _ ___ ___ ___ _ Ernoil: ____ ______ _____________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drat~ Environmental Impact Sto1ertlen~ C omment forr-n 

Southwest Transitway Projec t 

F·,·;(l('rr.il c1nci ~tc.1lc cr tviranmenlo l rules require lho! ern Erw ir o nme n lnl lmp oc l 5to len1enl (EIS) hr; orcporr::c! for 
r11c propmccl Sourhwesl Tr'onsilwoy project. ·ihe tiS process includ es ihe ptepCirnlion ol o Dr c:f! bwironr'1enk:l 
lrnpc:ct Sto tcmc11t !DEIS). w11rch n H;st b e rna cle c voilo b le for public review a nd comment. 

Tr1c D CIS di~cu!>sm· ( 1) the purpose and need tor the p rojec t: (2) the allernativcs consiclerod: (3) the irnpocts of 
ti1C:S() ol!crnotivc~; cmd (4) the a genc ies and p ersons consulted . 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn n1ore a bou t the hc orings. p lcosc visit 

Nome: f'J V ( (3 (to/\- l 

Address: l ( l/ ~ J (JI.fj/-rvv 1 v- J 0 V 
City/State/Zip: ~)e._._ r )1?t (. 1( , .... e_ I rYJY\J-=-_ --------:,.......::-----------­
Telephone: PfT z,- '1 '1 '{ ... 3 '-(O:; Emoil:_~_ ...... (_r._Y'(~, '/).____v_Y'_J1...___G5_-L:...9_J n-=_.c.._Jc,C-'(_- (,___- _Cd____.L');_OC::'\-

\ 

Thank you! 
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Orom Environmental lmpac1 Statement Comment form 
' or rth,Nost Trr~n<='t hA/rl\1 Prt"'\Vji pr:+, 
- -I 1 '-' l ...._.... ..J I YY'-'41 I I --

r·, ,cl0ro l nnci stole cnwonmenro t rules require tho! c1n Crw ironmcntnltmpo cl Sto temenr (EIS) be crcr· w~c! r,)r 
lhc propo~scl Sourllwe51 Tronsilwoy projcc!. 'ihe tiS process inciucJes rhe prcp(:rnlion of o Droit [:wironnK"+k:l 
lmpCJc l Stnicmc 'lt (DEIS ). wtl ich must be rnCicJe cvoiloble tor public revie w o nd comment. 

The DCIS d i,cussc'l: ( 1) rt1e purpose and need tor the projec l: (2) the alternatives considered: (3) file irnpocts of 
t11csc oll cmo tivos: o ncl (4) tho ogenc ics cmcl persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To team n1ore about the t1corin~1s. ptemc visit 
~~~-..2J_l.L~ll~~Q s: I· 0 I 1;;:1 '!'.!-I:LQ!.!J 

I 

I . ]o .bS .£oc ·-the< 
s h -;t> '"" 5 e:; tn ederq 

• 
.Per_, ; ere 

$ 6Mg, / : 
J . ,f'/1 o rt 

~··~· ) ____________________________________________________________________________ ___ 

Nome: A b.J,4,kt.,l'. (V) g,J,,.~ &l~cl 
Address: I lc, 15 a , o,J er;,.ro (\ jake ,t?k (,(~ 

City/State/Zip: edvn f C'01 ;n,' =e 1 .diU $};'5 Lj lj 

Telephone: h i ;)~q/3 ·-:1. 3 55 Email: ( d tV2o.J, ct fY} :e. d @ f).J(}q I ' I -c C> m 

Thank you! 
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Dra'/1 Environmental !mpad Skrlement Commenll'orm 

Sou th\Atoct TrancihA/1"'1\/ ProiP~"'t 
11 •••'-'...JI II 11..111 YV"--'11 I I j._,...._, 

F•:;ci('r-ul cmd ·;:ole: cnvi!OnP1r:'ntclr·uir.::s require tflol on Environmcr-l!nllmpoct Stolernent (fJS) LJC ~::rq.:orec! r·c-'r 
rhc f)I'0,C()':-Cd Sourhwe:;j Tronsi1woy pr·ojec;_ The CIS precess inciude.s fhe prGpcrnliun of (I DrcU f:r·lvironrY1Cnlc:i 

inlpCJct :)tntcrncnt (DEiS). which must lJe mnde ovoiloblc for public review and comment. 

ihr; DE IS cf"cussc'>: I I) IlK> purpose ond need fm the project: (2) the alternatives consrclcrod; (J) the irnpncts oi 
hK~sc: ol!cmotivos; nnd (4) the ogcncies ond persons consulted. 

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 2012. All comments must be received by thai 
dole, Please include a return moiling address with all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To lccrrn more obout the t1eorings, plcmc visit 

---==~::L:· :e.At-~J~V\, --l-\=b...J-1-L;s-"-SDf>:::.:JI~· '""4-----":s:b~.l...j(/;Lbr»o..-, b!C\,,..,._, P<;o~)~OlL.>:V\...\..lJ.£__....~,1 AdJ.f_l,/1>~~'-Hl d;,L-=f;t' lQ 

112~ 
' 

cbi£;25, 
J.., I 

Name.·_ ----~f-;};~A~~4<1~fL.5ed~~~v~•-------~l-~L)~~?j~~~·~"~----------------------------
Address: -.<JSL.ec;:::._.;?,:>..&(,L__"-<C,-"g"'--·'-·.t,LdJ,_;1'.{<f'+f-...J.L=V\.L.... ___________ _ 

·~ / . v 
City/State/Zip: l:;:ct£1A P V1 t'rJi e ' v1/1) g~ 3 Y !! 

I ' 
Telephone;; _____________ Email,;·_-----------------------

Thank you! 
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Draf'l Environmental Impact Stoiemenl Comment Form 
''"'uth\Atoc-t TrancihAtf"'l\/ PrAVJiprt, .,_...._, I ,, • .._.._,, II I I...JII ~Y"-''f I I ~.._. 

f-•xl(?rol ond ·:;tolo cnvilcmmento! r·ulcs require !lKJj c1n Envii·onmenfoll:npoct Stotenlenr (EISi be Df':)f_'Cli8'.:J for 
r)y; f)!"C1 PCJSCd Sou:hwe:;l Tmmilwoy project_ T~l8 [IS r.'!"CC85S inciucJes ~he prepcrrJiion of Cl or·ofi tnvirorv:K.·nl:..~:i 
lrnpuct Stnrc-1-:lcnt (DEIS). wnich must !Jc mode ovoiloblc for public 1·cvicw and cornmor-,t. 

fhc DUS di\CU\VY< (I) ltlc purpose cmd need for file project: (2) the alternatives consiclercd: (3) the irnpocl\ ol 
rhcsn ultcrnul-ivcs: oncJ (4) the:- ogencics ond pc1·sons consultccJ. 

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

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held In November 2012. To learn monoo about the 11CCJ1ings. olcmc visit 

,. 

-kl\n Cvb£\. 

Address: \ '0tco -J·c,\ \8) ".i'o0 \?...o\ 
City/State/Zip 'lc\pc ~p-<. f'0(" (;:)~"Z,"{j 

Telephone: "')t;;l_.Pj"). 2
/"', b l C Email::_----------------------~ 

Thank you! 
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Drof'l Environ menial impact S!atement Comment Form 
Southv;est Transihvay Project 

f•-'~cir_'rul !Jild ·:;tote CTlV!!CH1rYV-~nfol,·uk.;s require thct em [nvironmen!ollmpoct Statement (EIS) l>c :·)(epniP.cj for 
~hn rxor-:c;scci Soutl-,wc=;~,t r,-cJn~itwoy pmject "ihe [IS pr·ccess irlC.Iudes lhe prc~x1rrJ!ion of o Drcft [!-tvironrnc··dc:.l 
lmpc~~~~ Stnrcrncr1t IDEIS). which must be rnode cvoiloblc for· public rc·;icw and con1mcnt. 

I he Dl:IS di,cu;;c~: I I) the purpose and need for trtc project: (2) the nltematives considered: (3) the 1rnpoct\ of 
ttv~~sc ultc:rncd·ivcs: Cm(J (4) the ogcncics cmd persons consulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will be accepted through December 11, 2012. All comments must be received by that 
dole. Please Include a return moiling address with all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about tr;c l1corings. plcmc visit 

(I /<-.f?.._,.. 

Address: 11 )-1 <:; 

City/State/Zip.: __ .=L:...':...(:...L_~ _ _Jf_'_c:"'-' _'_' _~_1_1 "_,_•0 __ ~>,_-_>_cl__:_'i.L_ __________________ _ 

C'-r-1'1·).-7'1'11. \ "u-fr.,_l · ..., 1 elephone.:· ___ .l.'-....:. _ _:... ___ _:..._:... Emall:. _ _:..."\:_-._:~:.'>2."'"-'-''~-v"--'-V~l'-"-v' -l[)-""v"'---lobfi'V-"'-Ic:<>'-J'..J\'-'''-'-1 _'_' ________ _ 

I 
Thank you! 
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Dran IEnvirortmental lmpac1 Sta·iement Commen~ Form 
''\1 1thvtt:>d Trf""incit'A/r•y Proior t _.._,._,tti/'.,......,.JI f '-'t ii..JI Y '-'f I j '-"'-' 

F~c!r: 1 ul r1nd stole cnvitonr 1enio l •ules require lhol Cln [ nvi•onmenlollmpoc l Statement {E'~l be c repcued f'Jr 
the rxonoscd Southwest Tronsilwoy projec~. 'ihe [ IS p rocess includes ihe p•cporn lio n of o D•o fi Environ•~K·nlcll 
trnpoc1 Sln te rnc nt (DEIS). whic ll must l)C mode (lvoiloble fo r public review ond commen t. 

The Dl:IS d i:..cussc~: ( I ) the purpose ond need tor thG p rojec t: (2) th<~ alterna tives consi<ierccJ: (3) thR irnrocts of 
these u lt c rnotivcs: ond (4) the ogcncies and persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about lhe heo1ings. plcosc visit 

Name:. __ {:+"-'·t?.~''4'*"X/2_~'--f_,__" ___,h'---·'-"=~"--C\--"--'-V_V\..:....._ ___ _ ___ ___ _ _ _ _ _ 

Address: <6 () Cf Q t:;d e \,' IZ. D \A=- -;;.. -:s ;$ 

City/Sla te/Zip: :£ d. e V\ prcl\." l € I M ~ ))) U Lj 

Telephone: q () c'l - s- )5 )·l·~ f 3 Emaii: _ _._K_=·o...--L..:.fa-=-r---=-et-_l_~---=....: .. b::....:::J:c...cfit=-(~.L.:.lf\..,;\,_£___::.:.."-.).....-=-=--=('-_ _ • C_ O_V'\.A ___ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drclfi Environmental Impact S·totement Comment Form 
'o• rthwec:: t Tr!'"'lns i+W~'"'~ " Pr""' iort v ......,.11 1 ..1 11 ""-"4 11 II ....._,. , I 1'-'j "-''-' 

F·~clr:rnl nnd stole ('rwironr'1entol ruJrJs require that (In Envir onmcntollmpoc l Sto!ernent (EIS) be c rer.'orect for 
the rxopmccl Southwest Tronsitwoy projec~. The tiS process includes llie prcpornl ion of o Dror! EnvironnlC•lkll 
trnpnc t Stctcrncnt iDEIS). wt1ic li must be rnocJc ovoiloblc for public review ond comrncn t. 

The DCIS di,cussc~: ( I ) the purpose ond need for the projec t: (2) the alternatives consiclerccJ: (:3) the irnp(lcts of 
tf1o5<) n ltcrnotivcs· ond (4) the ogcncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more obout the hcor ings. ptcmc visit 

- ------------------,...,, .~+ · ,--y,~,~~.n-.,-~·r...-~-----------=-r~·-

Name: __ .~±../...-~f-::::_'-'_.:qJ~'____:.=i~C/ :t<2'222:JV--:.2::!._h.::._----- - --:?-":.__ _________ _ 

Address: -+(--;--,37~<,.._,)()""----1\,rt-/:"""'o.t"""""-t=;e-v:+el_.....(_/t._.l /4~,;;--"'c,:..:::...'d---+/2~"""''7'--------------
:) I"",. "'/ 

City/State/Zip: J;. DE,!V rY~ rrte V'7/V 

Telephone: C::7t? -?.12--lt2!J Email : ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Draft Environrrlentai impact Stoieme ni Comment fo(m 
<: ()uthv u=>d Trr1nsihA; r•" ProiPrt 
....., .._ I I I ' ..._, ...J I I I '-" It V ' '-A T I I J- --

r •:cl0rCJI o1•cl sto le cnvi,orm1ento l , · ui:~s require tho! c1n [nvi1onmenlo l lmpoc t Sto lemenl (EIS) lx; arc:r.'(Hecl for 
1118 r;rocosecl Sourhwes l Transitwoy project . ihe tiS proce~s inc ludes the p1 epu rnlion of o D1 o fl bwironmenlc1l 
lmpu c 1 St(J terncni (DEtS). wtl iCh must be mo(Je c vailoble for p ublic review and comment. 

Th0 Dl:IS di)cus~c·• (I) the purp ose ond need for lhe p rojcc l: (2) the o lfcrno tivcs constcfered: (3) file impacts of 
t11c~c ottcrnotivcs: a nd ( 4) tt1c ogenc ics o nd persons c onsulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 201 2. To !corn more obout ihc heCJiing s. plcosc visit 

=;:7:J;= V\;ov\,-( Af6~c4 l e ho Lt~ f~r\ d-
&l vt.4 e (Con l.J M \ c. Je~~&lop fl3a-44l ¥1 

r::::£ev, 
I 

~/\ a \J P 

Telephone: 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmental lmpaci Skrlement Comrnen'l form 

Southwest Transitway Project 

r")ck'rol 'lnd -;tole cnwonmentolruk~s require lho! c1n [nvironmenlnl lmpocl Slolernenr ( f:l~ ) be orepn ,PC. t for 
ih(; rxoposccl Sout llwc:,! Tronsilwoy projec ~. The tiS process inc iucJes ihe prcpornl ion o f o Drcfl EnvironnK"1illt 
lrnpcKI Sto tcmc~n t !DEIS). wt1ic h must b e rncclc o voilablc for public review o nd comment. 

The DCIS cii)cu ~~c -,: ( 1) I he purpose ond need for tile project: (2) th<; ol lcrnotivcs consiCicrcd: (3) tll r; irnpocts of 
tf1csr~ oll crr_)oiivc~ : ond ( 4) I he ogcncics one! persons c onsulted . 

) 

Comme~6n the DEIS will be accepted through December 11, 2012. All comments must be received by that 
da~Piease include a return mailing address with all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the tiCCJi ings. pleosc visit 

e./CnY2 om ( c, 

(rvt= o+ 

Name: S ?JyMh ~ /C,(J 1 
Address: g tVtb f/0 £-e.-
City/Slate/Zip: h / f -" bl( 6 ~ q /; ~OJ 
Telephone: ___________ Email: ______ ___ ________ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Thank you! 
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Draf·~ Environmeniai !mpact Statement Comment form 
'(")ut h,Mod Trr1n c'1hA'0Y pro ior- t 
- - 111 1' 1' '-'""" ' II~ I J IV Y' I j '-''-' 

F<::c!C'rr:ll and stole crwt,onm8nlol , ulr~s require lho t on [nvironmcnlol lrnpocl Stcternen t ([IS) be c repcuC)C! fc~r 
the proposed Souil1west Tronsilway projec~ . The CIS process includes lhe p1epcrnlion of o Drc: fl t:nvironf1lc:>rllol 
lrnpuu StCJtcrncnt !DEIS). whtcll must l)c rnocJc ovoilcblc for public review and comm en t. 

fhc DCIS di<-cu~~c>: ( I ) the purpose and need for the project: (2) the a lternatives consiclc rccl : (3 ) tile irnp(Jcts of 
the se oltcrnol ivcs· ond (4) the ogcncics ond persons consu ltccl. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To team more obout the t1eotings. plcosc visit 
~~!.1'::~.l:J~~U .. ~~Ci1GJI_::?.I tW_\]1LQl!J. 

J WOJ[o{ 

iYl edeVl 

C-\ JVJU5i- . · 

/o'\.1 e +-o 
Prt.?t., vi e I <') 

L ~ - ~,t'v-~1 fq . Jvlf... h c?>t-t-"' ,~ c.-f 
Name:. ______ ~/--------~----L/=----------------------------------------------------
Address: 4f 7 0 '"5 Co ( v t Lt 2 I r1 E? tf cl\ 

City/Sla te/Zip : 0c<. ~Y'I fl C1 , · y' 1 C , ;A-1/V 

Telephone: &- / Z. 2- t.-/ 5 ··1 7 6~Emoil: ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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... ·, . .... ··~ - J ..... -" . 

p .. ,t: r_.i C i~ .. ,;"'\· ' '\·'·•' ,· ( l; rne p i.'fr) (;)r] nne! nccci fo: ii'r:~ orcj::~(:t · {2) u~e ol!(Yfl(;lr,c .. :-, cGr-·siC.Ii·~ rc-o i 3, n·jc 'r'lC t;C r·, ()r 
7i ••. ' c;li ,_:, -·,u ri •d.~r, · c1: h-1 ( 4) ttl'.: CI!,Y~ne~c··, Cl! 1c1 ocr;ons c oosuli c_)CI. 

Commenls on lhe DEJS will be cccap·led through Decert1ber 11, 2012 . .L\!1 comm~nts must be received by thai 
dote. Please include a return mailing address with all c omments. 

Public hearings on tha DEIS will be held in November 201 2. To !co~r1 • ncr·.~ ot:.·.JGI tr.c :·1C(lli.1gs. pl:.:mc vbi: 

IS a[l;tv !l u V1ll k£>4 
v 

u0U2... 

a~ l} ('21 ( [;e 
I 

r.~Ll 

Name: _ _,7f-Ab...!..t7ilu..A~t&<.L.!..J· V~___,;~L.·--=tv-lb~l <V'_-4?-=------ ---- --- ---- -----­

Address: • ~ 7_. '-( 1.c 3 ~ e L'0 ( ct L 1."\ 

City/State/ Zip : C::..,d ed.A f? v2\ ( i;-~ / 

Telephone: q~j 1f0(- ht 11 Email: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ ___ _ _ __ _ 

Thank you! 
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' .; I' 

.... 
-; ·- .... 

r·.t: l.!U~ ( :;-_n '"" · ,· : l) filf_) r.:i Jip•:;sc ond nr:ccl for n·c:~ orcjcc:t: {:Z) tl'c: ol:cqn;•·;c;~ ccr·s~c~.-~n·-:! (:3, · .. ~; ·r·· ·· r<J(:f', •::: 
i ' l•: ·i: uii •.:Jnutivcr.: (llh"J {4) ttl •) Cl(~J•;nctc~-. (IlK! ()C;r.;on~; COr'lSUI;fXI. 

CNIJmenls on ~h~ OElS 'Nill be cr;cepted th;ough December 11, 2012. All cort'lments must b0 received by that 
dote. Please include o return moiling address with all comments. 

?ublic hemings on tha DEIS will be held in November 2012. To !com •nl1ro.:; cl>Jut the hccHinc;s. pl:_:cJ~,c; •;i~ it 

Nome /411 l&l. g__J &I V"\ I' 

Address: ( Cf r / C--1 v'0V-e.... ''\)h ~e 

Cily/Stote/Zip: ~ ky-e~ ,. m j\;:) ST 3 ?-1 
Telephone: 1)·7 "' '0 'J ~ lz &r Email: ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dra1~ Environmenioi impoc~ S·ia1ement Comment form 

Southwest Transitvvay Project 

1<-;clc,ol one! ;role cnvi,·onrnentol 1 ulr.~s require 1hol on [lwironmcnlol lmpoct )tolernent (F:IS) bo orepC11P(1 rur 

IIi'~ p1oposed Soulhwe~l ironsilwoy projec:. The EIS pr<:·cess includes !he p1cpcmlion of a 01cfl bwirl>nr~1enf(JI 
l1npucr Slolc' ncnt !DEIS). w111ch must be made ovoiloble for public review and comment. 

The DE IS cli)cus~c.,: ( 1) the purpose and need for the projec t: (2) the a lternatives considered: (3) ll1e irnpoc t) of 
rt1c:,e ul!r.:rnotivcs; nnc.J (4 ) the ogcncics and persons consult<xt 

Comments on the DEJS will 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 visif 
_:._~::....~~-~· )_l.L~~D.:L t I Cl ~2..i!l.~Y.G.'Ll.'!!:J. 

I 7 I 
.~if a c.C...efS ~(( 

Nome: /7o H«lf e-D 'ISh lh L 
Address: C) 3 nJ eo lie...~.-, C)·~c.J e_ 

~t1 /() - \ 
Cily/Sfate/Zip: ~c.- (T ('c; 1 r1 <:.. M.J 0346 
Telephone('fJ£) 4 2-6-19 3 g' Email: _ _________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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DroJ~~ Environmental impact Skrtement Comment form 

Southv;est Transihvay Project 

rr:clC'rol ond slolc c r1vironmenlo l rules require I hoi ern [ rwi: onmcnlollmpocl Sto!ernent (E!S) be orepcuecl for 
t!v~ rxopmcd Sourh·.vesl Tronsilwoy projec t. The t:IS process includes rhe prcpc:rn!ion o f a Drcrt Environmenlc:l 
lrnpot'l Slotcmcnt (DEIS). w11rch must be morJe t:woilo blc for public review and comment. 

H1c !XIS cli<.cussc·;: (I) the purpose and need tor t1·1c projec t: (2) the alterna tives consrclcrecl: (3) ll1e irnpocts of 
t11csc~ ol tcrno lives: ond ( 4) the ogc ncics ond persons c onsult eel. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hcor ings. pleosc visit 

11~d 

Name: Fq~ ~:.s' cc t. h:tr) I 

Address: 8SJ ~ CAn -Q f F{ L V) 
City/Slate/Zip: G \) !?:vJ) w .J; ~ I\; M \ I ~ s~ .)'"")l ( ' t 
Telephone: 9 ) rt Lf C., r 7 '/, ~. (;. Email: ____ ______________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Draf~ Environmental impac1 Statement Comment Form 
"ou+hv';ed Tranc t'hA;r.y Prl"\iort - i 1 _,..., 1 1 1 I ..J I 't' '-"' I I V j '-' '-'I 

r•-;c!('r( tl •Jnd stole crw r• onmenlolrul r~s require tho! ern [rw ironmcntcJI Impoct Sroiernen l (EIS) be rxer.)c:reci for 
rtv~ proposed Sourhwf; sl Tronsi lwoy projec t. ·if1e US proc ess inclucJes lhe prcpornlion of cr Drc: ft [rwironnK' nicl 
lmpnc 1 StCJt(:n1Ctlf (DEIS). wnic h must be rnodc cwc:iloble for public review and comment. 

fhc Dl:IS cliscussc>: ( l ) the purpose and need for the project: (2) the o ltcrnotivos considered: (3) the irnpoc ts o f 
tt1c:,c o ltr.rnotivcs; ond (4) tho ugcncics ond persons consulted . 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To loorn more obout the t1ecHing s. p lc oso visit 

n-ed 
I ·-l u 

a.-/e-1/1. 1) }0' Y ~ 
I 

/'' 
I 1 ) 
C/ 

..-
eccv'1 0 • Jl\ I (.. 

/j tA ·- (bY rjl.).J S Ctui 

1/ 

. I 

Nome: tb~A,..;,W\"' .~ V/~:> \ ... 
Address: t \ 2-c;? s- v-.1 ~ t::.. \t~ \t-,J D y--
City/Siote/Zip: ~d ~\,~ ..., f"' ~ r-- \ e, ~\.}\ .. t .~-:5;1---1_ 
Telephone: Gl)-.,-·~?~~)6 -~ Email: \\o~aJ-\ \IS1' €? .Q , o~l'\ .._ Cp,1~ 

Thank you! 
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., .. ,., 

Ccmmem~s on Jhe DEJS will he ucceph?d through D·ecember 1-l, 20l2. Aii comments must bE? tecBi\i-ed by thal 
dale. Please include o return moiling address with all comments. 

\ -

7-

Name.:_ ~I _J_) =vi~J=r;:j_,_.( eOc_ __ K__:_~l'\.,_~\ '"-"'. _(...____ __________ _ 
Address: __ ·.-'~'--.:.~?)2--"if".....L)-=---=C=~':::._c'-'::::'_~_.::"--'l_:'.,...L_-'(::_' _ _...l-::_!:.._l "\L-_____________ _ 

City/State/Zip: Z- / lv?.. /h~,;·-"'- Jvi f'-J <,-r .S Y 'f 
cr rt '-~· Y( -C( "t Email ________________ _ Telephone: 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmenia~ impaci Statement Comment fofrn 

Southvvest Transitway Project 

f r~c!• ' r·ol ond stole cnvironnv?ntolrulrJs require tho\ ern Erwironmenlol lmpoc l Sto lemenl (E!Sj be arer> rr8 cJ fc'r 
111e rxopc.'lsccl Sout! rwesl frons ilwoy project. ·i he tiS proce~s includes the prcporn lio :1 ot o Drc:fl [nvironr~lenk:i 
lmpuc: Siolcn1c nt (DEiS). v·mich must I)C mode cvorloblc tor public review and comment. 

f1·1n DCIS di<,cu~scs· (I) rt1e purp ose and need for the p rojec t: (2) tho oltcrno tivos consrdered: (3) tllo irnpocts of 
rtrc:<>e oil orno lives: emu ( 4) th8 ogcnc ics and persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To leorn rrrore about the t1eorings. plecrsc visit 
'- "· .,, .~·.~~r· w.-·c·,t f ld''·''"VdY,~12 

t OPV\ CA 
' 

\'t ns f f Ma"l=k,g.v t~J~~ u 
~0 (9/1--- \(J 

Jr\~ cW N\1 SoiA. <joE<r ~ 
\ 

! 'l<:::> \J\ A l LJ etV .$\ ~ I 

MN B i.__ 

Name: (5[_ Ch V :::]:[- ) 

Add<ess f~ e:: UTW~~ 4f D 
City/State/Zip: Cd..ra 4 p ~ ~-ve 1 y11 N <:;;r :1 <t<f 

Telephone: ?}<"2-- QL{b -7;-o'ZA Email: ______ _____________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmenta l ~mpac? Statement Cvmment Form 

Southv;est Transitvvay Projec t 

f'r~c ! •:rol ond sla te c nvironmen tol r·uiGs req uire lho t ern CnvironmenlcJI Imp ocl Sta temen t (EIS) L1e :xer:cuecJ ror 
tlv~ rxoposcd Southwesl Tron~i l woy p rojec t. The EIS process includes ihe pro porolion of o Draf t cnvironmenk1l 
lmpoc : Slnlcrncnt (DEISj. wt1ich must b e m o cJe c voilcblc for public re view o ne! comment. 

fh<: DEIS discus~c·,: ( I ) the purnose cmd need for ll1e project: (2) t11e a lternatives constdered: (3) tile irnpocts of 
t l tcsc oltcmativos· ond ( 4) the cJgcndcs ond persons c onsulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 orou t the :·1eorings. p lc crse visit 

M ov:y 

Q [j ijJ 
I 

f '"'- -/ ""'- f I .7 lA. z!i /"' 

Name:_~6~~·-=c~th.~~~-.:=:.._-----'-/4fhJA--I---!-L--=-=---:'--.-'-~--"--=----=--.:=<-..:..-~----
Address: ---+/-t-/__,....l::2=-...L./~.S_._-_~h~o..LJ-e"""':/-:S'-'.L_~.:__I _W~_,_Z--=:.b~£=-----'l}~-'--Y.J.___ ______ _ 
City/Stole/Zip: f:.~ J3~ l--t...t--- J'1t ;--) S S'- _) Y 1 
Telephone(!;! 2) ij>~) C, k(t:J2 J Emoil: ___ _ _ _ _____ _ _ ____ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drc~f~ Environmentai impacf Stcr(ement Comment form 

r~;clr:'ro l nnci stfJ Je cnvir onmentcll rules require lhof on Erw ir·onmenlol lmpocl S~olernenl (EIS) be orepcuer_! for 
ll1c oror-oscd Sout11wesl Tror:silwo y project. ·rhe [ IS process inc r ucJe~ lhe ptcpornlion of o Draft E:nviront'lent_-:t 
lrnpocr Stoler r1crH !DEIS). whtc h must IJc rnod c ~wadable for public review and comment. 

Tr1n DEIS cl i)c;ussc~: ( I ) tt1c purpose ond need tor the orojec t: (2) the a lternatives consicl8rcd: (3) the irnpoc ts of 
II lCSr) al!crnotivcs: ond ( 4) the o gcnc ics crnd p ersons consul fed . 

Comments on the DEIS will be accepted through December 11 , 20i2. 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 t1eorings. p leosc visit 
'': '.~·,~-'~ .-)_l,LLIM.i)Sl !:S,J_LISII•Y.<J~(_;;:~g 

~);;[ T 

_ _::;j::J<~-1lb<\t,P.? >l(..c2.~_::~:..::,.__----'~1,1-e);l=-.1,1~{r·~.::::::::::::..=-..!...ll' V\~·:s\--'fY:D::L'\'€. hAt<- y; V' C:: <; ¢.s 

(?.!.l):""n ro u n , :+, e 'l. • 
I 

tf\.P-=d 

Nome: ___ -JtYl'-L.JuU~...!.h~s..l-W; IL<::C)+--_...~..OL..4!-h¥/l..)......:l~'-y,L_ ___ _ __________ ___ _ 

Add ress: --G't'--'6Q...,;:d-~__:l\-bv4c::'=,J.!.l ""l'4-lli i ...Ll'l.u'""-"·-"'e,-+p_.L_I - ----- --- ----- - --­

City/Stote/Zip : __ __~.,e_-~'-hL"'-~SJ:.k..--:<~\ _:;1......L.!m~/fllL) __:;;:SLS~·'.:L~ ..l..I ...J.X~------------------
/ 

Telephone: b I d '- k/ 6) ~ J ;;f) "'1 Emoii :_M~..~-U<~....q.h~2>)...L' ..LoJ___O.::.._rv\:._:_q...:__y ...:..\ _@_ +-} ...:::.<2.....l!h~£1.?=......, ..:::::~~:.....3.. 
~ I 

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmental impact Sta·iement Commen1 form 
'~'""~' rthwod Tranc1'tv'r1\/ pr'"'iprt '-'"-""'""' ' ' ' .._, ..,, I I .J " '-"' 1 1'-'j -'-' 

f·cc!r:ro l ond stole cnvi•onnv~nlol r ulr~s re quire !hot on Environmentul lmp ocl Stoternenl (r:tS) [)r; orc ,··cHec! !or 
the r>roco::;ecl Sourhwe~l Tronsilwoy project. The [IS process inClude-; the prcpclrnl ion of o Dro fi Erw ironmC'·1ktl 
lrnpcrc t Stn tcrncr1 t (D EIS). wl~tc h must t)c rno clc ovailoblc tor public review and comment. 

The DCIS di:-cussc:;: (I) the purpose and need for the projec t: (2) the alternatives c onstclerod; (3) file irnpoc ls of 
tr rcsc ol tornotivcs: oncJ {4) the ogencics one! persons consultc:d. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 le arn more about tt·1e r1eotings. plcmc visit 
!~~ ~.·:)_l}_~l I WC'ii..t\_.trl:;tl>.V<J..':L~'i..!J. 

Thank you! 
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Drcd~ Environmen~al impact Statement Comment form 
'"'Uthv;o d Trr~ncih Airty prl'"\iort -- I I "'-'~1 f l'-"'l ii ..J I I "'lf\,.A 1 '-'J '-''-' 1 

f'r;c!~'ro l nnd ·;to le cnv ir onmen to l ,ul~s require lhol en [ nvironmenlol lmpocl Sto lemenl (F.IS) be c rcpcur.::rl fer 

ihc pror:o~ccl Southwcsl Tronsilway project. The US p rocess includes the ptcporo lion of a Drcfi [!wironn1entol 
lrnpucr Stolcmcnt !DEIS). w11ich must be mocJc cvoilablc for public review and comment. 

The Dl:IS cf i)cu~sc:< ( I ) the purpose and need tm lhc projec t: (2) the ollcrnotives consJclct-cd: (3) !he irnpocts of 
these ollcrno tives: cmd ( 4) the ogcncies oncl persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To lcotn more obout ihe t1ecHings. plcosc visil 
:.~~1.Q_t.L:L'L!.~C. s t rli:;t~~.!.t".Y.~I;L:;2!.2 

c 

-
;;)-

Address: I ';J 8 1 3. C L ~ \ L Vl V\. £:: IJ v 

City/State/Zip: £ - c£ -~ P V "- 1 v t <- IV\.. ,J ,f;. S J-:t'-t 
Telephone: 5'.S. 'L- '2- l ~ '3 ~ .(; ( Email : _ _ _;<.-='-------=---"'-____:,_'-".::.."_'-_:1--'---~--=-·-=S----=\(_---'< __ \..v _ _ .lc._ ."'-.:.::_'--""'"'-"'--\...- ' ~===· __:_::__:""' 

Thank you! 
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Dro·a Environmental lmpoci Statement Comment form 
'n' lfh'A'o ct Trans1·h"'f"1" pr-r.iort 
- - V i • ' "' '-' ¥ II I I Y Y'\.,A' I VJ '-''- 1 

fr:ci<:'ICJI oncl srolc C!WI•Onr>1enlo i rulr.:-s require lhcrl c:n Cnvi•onrncn lollmpocl Stolemfml (E!Sj L"'0 o repooecl ror 
tire proposed Southwe~ l Tionsilwoy project. The !.:IS p rocess includes !he prcpornlion of o Droit lnvironr '1eniCII 
lrnpCJct Sto tcrncrll (DEIS). wt1tch must !)C rnocJc available for pub lic review and comment. 

fhc: DEIS rli:.cu:.sc): (I) the purpos(~ ond need for the projec t: (2) the oltcrnotivm considcrccl: (J) !11c irnpocts o f 
tfK·SC) c:rllcrno tivcc;; cmd (4) th~~ CJgcncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the t1eolings. plcosc visit 

~-c:b-'-e-""--_ 0-=---V1---l~ !Ll)'4<!l'-f-' ___,l~~-r---6-!Cel,;...lw~e~f W~l+. J..L._O"\~OU::..I.YIZCL.J---~~~A)'f\~~'%"i\--lli-I--"--'=""--_.._S,.LUI A""-'-l~t e ~ ( l ~ 

[hPJI w 011A J b-e~ne ·fL r r£rr- q ! ( 

Address: ·tz 4u SCc)[j "{ci_~ 
q../ ~ 

City/Slate/Zip: __ ~;::.;_...._ ______________ _ __________ ____ _ 

Telephone: Q'<z.. - {;;;tJl.{-8-QZY Email:. ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Droit Environmental Impact Stcrtemen~ Commeni Forrn 
'lluth\Atoct TrrtncihAtrty Pr~iort 
..._,.._, 1 'l't '-'.JI II '-41 I.J I I V'f '-'4 I I '-.Jj'-''-1 

r·rxit:'rCJI <Jnci StrJio CIWIIQrH11entol rul·~s requirrc? 1hol Cln Erw ir onmcnlnllmpoc t Sto lemenr (I:IS) b r' orep(II PCi fur 

''''~ Dropmcd Sou;hwesl Troflsilwoy project. ·rhe EIS p rocess includes the prcpmolion of a Drort Environn1cnlu! 
IPlpoc r Slnlc~mcn r (DEIS). whrcl1 must b e mode available lor public review and comment. 

Tl 1c DEIS discussc~ : ( I) the purpose ond need for the project: (2) the o llcrnatives consrcler<xl: (3) the impacts of 
ttK!Sr) allcrnotivcs; ond ( 4) the CJ£)cnc ies crnd persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To !c orn n1ore about the t1eorings. plemc visit 

' 

I f-

Nam• A 00 1n·A A [ I . 
Address: g: 2 4 s=- ~ C\ YV\~ "Y q '(_. :S l C\ ~ l 
city/Slate/Zip : e 1 <( v' y., 0\ 1 -r ,~ L. M w ~s 3 4'1-
Telephone: q) L - <0"2- l- 0 0 Y3 Email :. _________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drcdi Environmen-tollmpoci Stoiemenl Comme nt form 
'outh\Atod Tranci+yvr t\/ Pr,-, io rt 
- 1 1 iff "-'...1 I I I I ..J I I Y '-A 7 I I '-'J'-' '-' 

fr:c! • ~ t ( Ji uno srolo onvrronr>1enloi tulos require IIKn on [nvironmenlollmpocl Sio lernenl (EI~) l)C ::J rcpcu~r! for 
the o)roposcd Sourhwe:,l fronsitwoy projcd. "ihe [IS pmcms includes the p1cpcrn lion ol o Drdl [:nvironmcn i(JI 
lrnpccr )tntcrr1Cilt (OEIS). wt1rch must IJe rnacJe o vailoble for public review and comment. 

fhr") Dl:IS ci iscusse~: (I) rhc pur pose and need for !he project: (2) the a lternatives consiclerccl: (3) tl•c irnpoc t~ of 
tiK~sc ollcrnoi ivcs; ond (4) tho CJgcncics ond p ersons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings. p lemo visit 

!'f\'?"""'\!b"''""'''= 
:t==m\JS ' v-- ~ '7 [\{ c~ 

Nome \A S.SS "- "' . A t 
- :::::::::-?"'"\ 

Address: G7 3= s- ' a Y"'- ~ 'l q_ )( 
City/State/Zip : £ c( C V' ? Y 0\ I Y i.... Q_ 

Telephone: 15 ) - 9 9Cf -SJ J b Email: }:\ q_ SSe; r1 

Thank you! 

P~ fr c 
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Dra1t Environmentoi impact Stcriement Comment form 
'nuth'Afe't Tr-an'ihA,,....I\, Proioct - - 1 1'i' ..I II -J II 'i-V\,..AJ I I j "-' 

rr:C0 rcrl ond stole crwrranmenlolru!c~s require lhol c:n Er'vironmel'dol lmpocl Sto lemenl (f:IS) be orep cur:-r l fcv 
lfl c propo;ed Sourhwe~,l honsilwoy project. ihe EIS process inc iucJes the ptcpmrrlion of o Drcft bwironnK'rl l..- :1 
lrnpoc1 StCJit:rr lCr JI (DEIS). wl1ich rnust I)C rnodc ovailoblc tor public review and comment. 

frK': DUS di)CI J ~Sc'> : (I ) the purpose ond need for the project: (2) the alternatives considered: (:3) the irnpocts of 
tt·H3Sc ollcrnativcs: ond ( 4) the cJgcncics oncl persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more obout lhe r1corings. p lcmc visi t 

lt\f e . 

Name:_-l-35.....:::.01~~\Jt__:.()"\A)~:..__---:----+--<D~v_CJ_. ___:e :..__ _______ _ 

Address: -%=~4=+-Cf~Lr~~C--=::..:(':I,~y c..:.J..! .:._jl "[L.Lf--=..L--_ V\. __________ _ 
City/Slate/Zip: __________________________________ _ 

Telephone: 9t; Z - t")t;L;-2 ( Y 3 Email:. _ _______ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Thank you! 
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Dro'lt Environmental impc1cJ Svaiement Commenl form 
'-l'luth'A'oct TrancihA'O'J Prn,iPrt 
-- 1 1 IV '-'.J I f I I .JII y·y J I I - --

i··r;cir?ral 1 1nd ~tot o CllVi,onm ento lrules require tho l c1n [rwironmenlol lmpoct Stolerr1ent (f:IS) be ore f.'CHecl fur 
th'~ f)ropc:.~ccl Southwest Tronsilwoy prOJCC ~. "ihe tiS p rocess ir1ciucJes the prcpc:rnlion of o Dr c fl bwironrnenkll 
lrnpncr Slotc r:1crn (DEIS). whiCh must be macJe ovailal)le for public review and comment. 

fr1c Dl:IS disc u~scs: ( I ) the purpose ond need for tr1c project: (2) the allcrnotivcs cons1clcred; (3) l l1r:; irnpocts of 
T11C!)C oii81110iivcs: and ( 4) tile cJgcncies ond persons c onsulted. 

Comments on the DE IS will 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 heorings. pleosc visit 
~~~]_ll.~t l\.V~~?~ f r q_~~~ t '--.!.t~l'L.i-:i!".J. 

__ <"l----4-H~lltv\~_~.fJ..L.!.i)\.e__-==-____Jo.L:-~(____:_7_~_:::__~ __ M_'----="1:.._Y(:'_....vt_---_l -+-pei_t_J....Q..-_VJ_·n _ ____L_/_:_{ -~--h.!.......!.._.>----~-.fot1 p ~ 
-r w o 1.1.1 J f!A ·lac T"' ~:=e.-e rV\ oy-t_ L ol!V ·- ::hr.. c.., 'Y\..Z hl>V s. , ~ + 1 -V) eA f Yt; <-c. · 

d,.--e Vv'-"'k. CAA. V'vL,.'J..--r / 7J 
7 

"\) .Z dv\1\..1 

j t\o '11'-'<.. ~ CS)?tpo"Y -tv J\ \ -~ ~:..).--

,~ +- ,' s (/Qtv:1 L--t'rv1 ;+~ ' 

::C J10 Sve rpoilf ~ TQY~T (t o;j a-J ~ ~wL-eT 
rpY\)J;_q 

Name: 6ahrc? C~d' ~ p_j?cz_~ 
Address: %5-0 q C.?q t e//lf .6//ve.. 
c ity;state;zip: 6.leA2 frc:z i r/ e fi/!P :£5-:5 4 Lj 
Telephone: Cj ~a -Gy g I () 20Email: _________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drom Environrnental Impact Statement Comment form 
Southv;est Transitway Project 

f' r;clr:l ol onci st o le cnvi• onr1en lol I UirJs require thai on [nvi!onmcnlnl Impact Stofen•enf (EIS) br; crepcHec! f<:r 
llr'~ oroposed Souihwe51 Tronsitwoy project. 'ihe tiS p1ocess includes !he p1 epc,rolion of o D1cfl Environr~1cnt::-' 1 
lmp(JCJ Stclcmcnt (DEIS). wt11Ch must be rnoclc ovo,lcblc for public review ond commen t. 

The DCIS cii)CLNcs: (I) the pUlf)OSe and need for trJc project: (2) the a lternatives consiclcrTx l: (3) lhc irnpoc ts of 
H1c sc o lternotivcs: oncJ (4) lhe ogcncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about !he hco1 ings. p lease visit 
~.::_~: .. ~':.... ~.·:'_lJ..~' 1\VCS rt·· c~EU~Y.<,]'L;:.!..:"J 

S cA. p@o l I --(t-.e_ 

lt&s ) 

CVV\...J. 

Name: n~IM 1/U~~ -~~l/h Y4 
Address: Q G Y 1 Cv k~ I~ -;z;J 
City/State/Zip: ~de.<. ~ v-v-- " f"-?,J YJ ·'-f "-} 

I 7 

Telephone: C[f2 - :2./7 '717plmait:. _ _ ________ _ _ _______ _ 

Thank you! 
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Drclf'l i:Mlmrnnentol impact Statemenl Comment Form 

r:.-:;cJr~rol nnd ·;tote cnvironmenfol rules rc::quirc thoJ en Environmcn!ollnipoct sroten1crli (E!Sj be orr-)pcrr::O fc'r 
rtl 1:: iXCl(::()':)(?l_-=j Soutl-r.ve:,t Transitwcy pmjec7. ·rhe IJS process irlCIUcJ(:S rhe prepornlion l)f Cl Drcf: [nviront~K'nl,-:! 
ln1pc.i~~t :)tcJinrncrlt (DEIS). 1.vhich must be morJc cvailablo for public review and con1mcnl. 

ihro Dl:IS cliscuw''· (I) the pu1posc cmct neod for the project: (2) the alternatives conslcl8recl: (3) the irnpocts o! 
tilc1c oltornotivcs: cmcl (4) th·~ ogcncics cmcl persons consultccl. 

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

Public hearings on the DE IS will be held in November 2012. To I corn more obout the hcminqs. olcosc visit 

s 

I 

P rtJic-r To pu-1 
I 

NuMb-ev i To 

0 Pet vT OJ\.J2..t ~~ 
I 

'£~ iN 

/v1 

Name ([) 41\ftd , (JI/1/h J/ me-J
1 

Address 8 S" :L\ G,vcf t1 ('- Gt.-\ 
City/Slate/Zip Uev\ ~YC::.. \-v \.e. / /1/'\ rJ :;~3 Y l( 
Telephone Cf{;<-~ 4-X'b-J-S'Kj Email: ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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_,' -; ~ .I 

- . • • -.. l • 
t~: 1 /' 1 , I! I: r< : 

h<: r_ .. ;:i\ ' !i\ (.'li\'. 1 ~·, · I I ) fi JC f}l.' if )•J)C CIPci '1C'C(l for ;fl(! r·rojcc:t · (2) th:~ oJ ;,:--mn lrtC;~, CC.f·S!C.ii·.l"d (S! ri ... c Jf>)~'•X '-, <)c 

;· ,,,.; ~ Oil . ~l fKil iV(.S ( l ih"! (4) th •) C l <,:ji~ I 1C>:.::, CI!KI ;)Cf.i•JnS C0t'1SUII<.Xi. 

Commen-ts on !he DEJS will be occeptad through Dec~mbar 11, .2012. All comments must be rec&i'ied by that 
date. Pleas·e include CJ 1etum mailing address with all comments. 

Public h·aarings on the Dl:IS w!ll be held in November 2012. T•-; !earn mer·.:: c:t.:..:)ut the :·1C.(H i• ~<}S. o i:J\"ISC 'ti.;it 

I 

Name:._-~-tB~I-1.7-J.J..L11~Q..V~/~f _ ___J,IL/u-=:.=..J1~~r--'fl~Ci:::.L.r ...!....''YL€1~~--------------, 
Address: l 7 5 q 7= (jZt... ~ /.{ ( 
City/State/Zip: [_ .J_tlt f Y4 t L--V ) ,M llj 
Telephone: 8 <;{ " 266 -- Z,'!:>t~ Email: ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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--,. ,_:r_:•• - ,-.. - ,-, ,. :.~ .--,: .• ·,,I 

/.: ::Jn{f)-E?J'l is ·Jn H12 DEi 3 '/iiJJ :~·* (_](~ ·~ ~ ;:Ji\~f:J H->J<J;,;~;-~ !:'e.-:: -s-r;~-:-:::. ~7 ; 'L ~~ -~--~ L ;-.!': .=-. ,"j{{: & t:I~ rt; J:i,\ c !: t:;?-:; ~; ;; .~; •J ,·~,I 

c;JGI-S'. P·iecJ,;.~ in(iUd-~ CJ re-i·';rn n-;olling ,~Jddr~J3 wi:·IJ c;J C':Jtn-rr'.t:·n-l:.i. 

• r •• : '/1 ' . 

()Ut \ow 

V\) () 

V\:lvJ\'l vv\ S 

---·-· -------------------

Name::_ -------f-/®-f-----/.lL'__~~Y)-------!---111e--l-f-!---/ ,_· -"..----------­
Address: ----L--'1 '-f""'-. -'-7 ,~$'------~·~· --t-tA..dL/+-.Ck~-S-+-·Ju~""'-0 4-L--------
City;state/Zip::_ -----/.b-A'/_'-"'A~w8"><0~_LJ(lL,.11'_J_/'_0· _..::jl:.....L..·~")u.t:!t§'";;.· _______ _ 

Telephone::_----------- Email·-----------------------

Thank you! 
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!Drat~ Environmen~al Impact Statement Comment form 
South\"test Transitway Project 

rr;c!('l(l f ond stole Cf1VII Ormv~ntol, ulrJS require lhoi (l(l Envilonmenlol lmpoc t Stolernent (E!S) ["\() preprur;> ( f !or 
lire rxoJ:::o~cd Sout1·1we:,l fronsitway projec~ . The tiS process includes rhe prcpc:rnlion of o D1off Environmenlol 
lrnpncr StnlcmcrH (DEIS). w11rch must be rnarJe ovarlob le for public review and comment. 

file DUS d ic.,cussc'> (I) the purp ose and need for the projec t: (2) the allcrno tives consrdercd: (3) the impacts of 
rr·rc '>n ot!ernotivcs; oncl ( 4) the ogonc ies ond p ersons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To team more obout the t1eorings. p lc m c visit 

· ] 

1 

rVJ mo rvl 

3L1 ~t 1 Y'0 vue.. 
<-{A. st/J!JD L- Wu 

nc.~ cl O{(r 
1'1 ~ ?- c;f !v 

J // 
4;/C(.S ~c-cs·s~. C. 

f?uP~.....C::. 

4 n-c/ 8ur ;oo--v- c ('"for\/' 11vV 

/L- (!) l~v (Jo ·hf rn &r n" t-y-

Nome: lds) ''q A -'6l,.Q l ( r 
Address:~~ o c-v:cl~ f~c'VJ ~9(/( e> ~ fi~ jJ dfau 3 
c ity/Slate/Zip: ec:f!en f Yotr n-e fVJn 6 53 Ll Lf 
Telephone: {v/;J-~tJS - JJbt/Emoit: ___ _____ ___ _____ _ 

Thank you! 
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lDrCJ'lt Environ menial lmpoci Staiemenf Comment form 
Southv-;est Transitw ay Project 

rr;clr'rol r:tnd slolo Cf lVi•onmentol rulos require thol (In [nvi··onnK)n lol lnlp(ICI Stoletnent (E!S) [)Q :X8f.'\'Herl for 
the rxor,o~cc! Sourhwesl Tronsilwoy project . The EIS p •ocess includes 1he p1cporotion ot o D•c:f t bwironl'1enl(li 
lrnpoc1 Stntcmcnr (DEIS). wt11ch must be rnocJe ovoilo l)le for public review and commen t. 

rhn DUS cl i <.cu ~~c·-: ( I) ttw purp ose ond need for the projec t: (2) the a llcrnClt ivcs considered: (3) the irnpocts of 
t1 1csr~ olicrno tivcs: oncJ (4) the CJgr.ncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn n1ore about the heo1 ings. p lcosc visit 
'""" ~:.:._ ~ ·-; ~2.~2:.:.~~~?-:.l':9lli!1.:.'!.Y..Q.'L..;::!.!J 

ttlo m <An '--'J ,) () b s 
s '"' .-\ (' 
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Dra'it Environmef1tai lmpac'~ Statement Comment Form 
<:r.uthwe<=t Trl""1ncit 'A'r'" p r, ior + 
-- 111 .J 1 1'-A I.,Jif Y 'I '-'4 J I V j \......1''- 1 

Fr;c!Prol n rv:i stole crwi•orlr"1en lot r ulcs require 111ot c:n Erwironmcntol lmpoc l Stolemenl (EI~) l)8 OO)!X" eo for 
r11c oror.::osed Sou1hwc5l TrcJflsilway projec ~ . "ihe [ IS prc;ce~s inc iudes rhe prcpornlion ot a Droft lnvironr~lcnl:.:rl 
ln,rocJ Stotc m cnt (DEIS). wt·1ic l1 must be mocJe c:wailoi)IC for public review and c omn1cnt. 

fhc DLIS cliscussr::1: ( 1) tt1e pur pose cmd need for the projccl: (2) the a lternatives consJclerod: (3) tile impac ts of 
rnc~c oll c rnativcs; ond (4) f h~") agencies and persons consulfccl. 

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

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the heor ings. p lcosc visit 

W e. /) .{. c, c/ />? OV & /.. e ( fY yEr ().A r 

.f !Y7 0 r t G+;J9 Pap Vt.i It ou k- /v-hr v., L 

p~/hV /; ov.lc,., ~ " Cne-{ J ,;ps 

Name: Akfu l ( CL ~ ~ She \1( /!l ::;rb-raZ; ~ 
Address: I 2 J60 ;J/'c o /lef 
Cily/Siote/Zip:.BU( /A s;: \ JJ f/ 
Telephone: 1SJ-t/8 J1 - '3 U 6 J1 

AVe API:it: AZ3l 
M !V 5 53 3 -:r 

Email: ya{;, f'(Ct. 53(£ 1/ ofYV~e>r/ / 

Thank you! 

~en i:2- Cv {Oil? <rYJqn 1 J-r 
pv- Cn-1 Y ~ c( S 
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DraH IEnvironme nkd impact Stateme nt Comment form 
<:n1 1thwe't Trf"'1nsi-hAi/""1\J Prl""\ioct 
_ _...._..,, 1 ' ..I 11'-'4 11 I I f Y '-AJ I 1'-'j'-" 

F'X lr.'J CJI 'Jnd sta le cnvi,onmenlo l r ulr~s require that c1n (nvi:onnl en ln l lmp ocl Sraternenl ([!'i j b0 orcr'\Hert !o' 
t il · ~ or opo~cc! Sou rl1wcst Tronsilwoy p rojec: . ·ihe I.:IS proce~s ir1clucJes 1he prc pornl ion o f a Draft Environ1~1enh:: 1 

lrnptXI Stclicm c nt (DEIS). wl1ic h m ust be rnaclc ovoiloblc to r pub lic review n nd commen t. 

Tr1r. DCIS cl iscus~c~: ( l) the purpose ond need for the p rojec t: (2) th<~ a lternatives consJcierod: (3) the irnpoct<; of 
tilC'>C u llcrnativcc;: o nJ (4) t11c ogcncics ond persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about tr1e heCJiings. plemc visit 

. -· / 

/ 176 (0 f7 cc / 11 Of 
I 

v J I 

tJ n o/ /Vluve_. k t P 
- 'V ;--

1 y 6 0 f /? /) ( ·l ~ // U VI t:..c> ( 0__ 'I"U _.v, .) L, 
J 

fr 04 r c~ 1/ /cl y <. ·p--]'f& 

Nome: .:'2~ry-'O AJJ...4{' 
Addre ss: jbiiQ {Y1 ; ICJ\AA' {<d £: 
City/Stole/Zip : Z~, {2Cf G...t)j" ;- .Q 

Telephone: lo / )__. ]Q~ Qb/ 3 Email: _ _______ ________ _ 

Thank you! 
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'-"'· . 

Ct.; ,-nrneni·s '_'){l HJ:;;; c;:;..;; ':i'/iJJ .b-$- (L:t::~;:J!'~cJ Jh'<:.t,_,:£i1 f::e .. : -s-r:~~:)'-3-~ ; j I ~.-~-L!. )1~\ t::•: :.·::rt"0t:h ::r:J:d b ~ ,-_::;; .. ;: ,;>,; ;;,~; :--,: !;,.JJ 

::J.:il-'8. ?'l-S'Cl.;,~ lnclwd.; CJ re-i 1J(JJ maHii~g ·:.-Jtldr~JS 'hj;·fl ull ::;';{t~r;"~:'}n(,;. 

. •, . .-·'.· '- i: .(·.: 

-€;(f7 bef{!y( I \TI~; 111ov k ~ 0 0\ f C0'P 0 "V s~ "' s 
Movv fi9~;(-G M-oDS,'-"cr Ff'D\ufs £:r rLu- unJfY--rCN'E-/~pc) 9f, 

QifNvtUI\,hes ~ ~ .tjJ c"" "vo..·, v\c 

Name ~~ ~~ M If{~ 
Address CJ ]CJD f (&c~J ~- S 
City/Slate/Zip 0l~i)1t~ ')\vii, !Yli'-l ')- "511 ~ 0 

Telephone: __________ ~Email· ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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'~ ~,-' ,,,. __ ,, 

' (-.~- o;: -;,. . -,1 ' - .. - ;; .j' 

Name: __ Z~------=7=-
1

~0:..:\uc~_:Cl~·"-·-=-=o~-r~-L/\Ao:-:_..:::.~C:_:L..:;C~,:_-rvt~a~J::....---==+------------

Address: ~l 3..::::-.!.q~_::._l.fc<;z.._____t.._;h__:__::'~~vt-""=§.J::__fl_-lJ.<l C14ch~·JA''L::) _-_._fE~c=M~f'__ll?_:_c"-'__:~lf__:_~ e-">::....~fl.w1u..N~51~f > •UJ -tf 2- ( ~ 
City/Slate/Zip::_----------------------------

Telephone: ----------Email:_------------------

Thank you! 
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:- ·, ' 

'-~>~ (l\fJ1~i ~s '>n Hl:: D;:;,:; 'iiill b~ -;:;r,:;t ~_::.J"i'.~d Jhi''JiJ :;;!1 D ,2 ,.: S>F;i~.:: S'i ; L -::: '=· -: ., ' ' r_::: J, tJ ..,;,"' ::: '(, ,;3·; t t i ~ -_: 5 ;'i :d ::.-:::: 
·-:1G;9. ?Je,_i.;;,~ lncl1Jcl~ o r~dum moiling od:Jr~$3 'N~/n ~1!! C')(flil":~n;·..::. 

Telephone: __________ Email: ___________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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',- i ':, L : • ' ~ " -, '.:,-: i -.I ', " , " : -' '-, ,- • -

C(;; 1n;n<fni·:,; ;)i'J fh2 D~LS \1dl .b* o,~>:::2p1~'J Jhr<::.iJ~ll C~r: -~n'.~_:;sr ; -l, ~:c; 1. )\~~ r;<:./r.r:: ;;?(·:~ :/;·;_._,.:;-! bt r-&·::: 5:· ~··:! :";:/ ff;-~jf 

(JGie. PJeCJ0-~ lnc:lucL~, a r~-lurn rnc1JJin,;; wddrsjs 'AJ:-h cil C'Jtr:r;--::.:-ni.! . 

.. "•' 

w ~ n 6~ t d \rv\orLBOOA , F~w:; n B \co~)~, . 
r1 (\\\~ ~y::: Ou¥ ~cf\j''J9e1r j0 W.P/Q OY"Q. 6nrl~jJ lj 
cs-o ~ l <z s:; c y· ~()(\ Y h a\( 12 t\ ~0)() ~ .\j 0 b lu \~ <, QIIJ t_ 
U) IS\ ·c ( . \_( r (t vq-- 0 r\ e :P <:lJ \k-~ \ Q S.\• 

Telephone: ________ Email: _________________ ~ 

Thank you! 
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~I-, -, 

<>;(!Jtr<~;';h ,_'ln lh-2 D~i~ \'·iill b-~ cr=-:c~;::'i-!>d -!hY-'J'Jf)1 f'_;'€,:::2r:·1::)::;~ i !_ :::C'L }} .. >.: .. , t(~i t~ r-t;;J;;-; bt- r:;<::;;)i~' -; 
-_~(Ji-'-~- f')<?cJJ-'? lncliJcl~ iJ (~-lurr; maillt:-:-;J (JtlZ:i'~J-3 'NDf: aJJ C::'J{rirrl':?_,-;i.,; . 

... -- ... ____ ., .... 

N (.1 ~{<Z- 'S:vtt,w'es-1 (Uefu 
M_,..vt.h CCvzu'Je5 6'e<:_ur \"" ou'~ 
C ((ciJ.~ u n f} ~ Co C ~ c<A-d 

5'Z1C'- -&f<j l_ '-"- d u J ,-:.,_ ca-< -::ez._"­
('V1u'J'(/ pviv ((& kocJJl: 4 

Telephone:_---------- Email::_---------------------

Thank you! 
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Dran Environmental !mpoc~ Statement Comment form 
Southv.;est Transihvay Project 

r":cir:'ral onci stole cnvi, onmento l, ulos require !hoi en f:rwhonmcnlol lmpocl Stolernent (EIS) be cre<X IIec! !or 
,,, , ~ rxoposccl Sourhwc~l Tronsilwoy project. The t iS precess includes rhe p1cpornlion of o Drcft l:nwoni'K'nk:l 
lmpc:ct Stnlcmcnl (DEIS ). whiclo must be made ovailoble for public review ond comment. 

fh< ) f.) EIS cii)CU5sc:,: (I) the:) purpose ond need for the p roject: (2) the oltcrnotivcs considered; (3) the irnpocts of 
tllC'>n ol!crnot ivc<;; ond ( 4) the ogc nc ics and persons c onsuttecl. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn 111ore about the heolings. plcosc visit 
~L~~!,~~~-~I,_YC'i2i f(J: 1S!J'~.Q'i,.S,::!.~] 

Name: /}dduJ vjf6dt , £0 r 
Address: Ji-//JS" A1l '/ cite// fa( 
Cily/Siote/Zip: r[tleJ f r 1 ;' r; e ,1/,f,Y s-,s=, > t(l-j 
Telephone: 65(-d lD -270'g Email: _________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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(~¢ tnrr.~ni·> {.1n H1:: !)~1.:; 'liliJ b; <j,~C;:~:>t~d ·f!"W:Ji.J~h D~~:-~. -:1b&~ i -;~ ~--=~1 . .... \~! ~·:7'r:rr:~tits r:: t.:~ ~ b~ r&c .;i't ~\ .. ~ .--;y t~Jcjt 
dGl-e. Plea.;~ inc lud~ a rel,.Jm mailing .:.Jc!clr; .. ;.s w::n c!J C'~mm~n i ;. 

' 
0LLY (' 0 Y\1\. 1'11\ ~ V \ ' ·f ' J ( <, ~~ C v ' j \') 1 1 

Nome: \:-I C\ b I \a C\ 

Address: S 0 <i Q ~ C V\ .q, ~ · 

City/State/Zip: eJeV\ p\a.., y ·, e. (Y\Y'l S~ ;2 cty 

Telephone: g C '- ..._ CO CJ J.- - '33 OQ Email: ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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rr·,, : ·· .ICI ~, .ji·,, 1 ' ''·' •••· ( I ) rrte f.)iJi f)')5C n ne:! nccci fo( i ll( ! (~rojc~:t · i2) tf··o oll.::r'lnlrt ·.-~ cc.n~;ct:·:r.:'r:' ! 3 ·;-; () w··~·,JC;·, ,:-· 
.,.'! •. ,) ( ! IH.:rn~_ll· ivr.~~ · ( JI'1<J (4) H1·.: Cl !~iC ' lctc:·, ( l!Kl i)U:i•)n•; c 0,-l:.u llcxl. 

Commt1mls tm lha DElS will be accaptad through Decembar 1 '1, 2012. All commants must b!i: received by that 
dote. ?lease include o return moiling address with all comments. 

?ublic hearings on the D::JS will be held in No';ember 2012. T<) !cc:1n 'n~.1r·.:: c l>Ju~ the llCOti ;);::: ~ . p !:_)CI5C 'tbit 

Address: <6 0 r D 

Cily/Siole/Zip:__.::{;::..~d..:_t2 .....:VJ___JP~f"-C\_.....::....\_Y_(_L_· _ _ l_Y\_:_:.\ V-=--- ----- ----- ----- - - - -­

Telephone: q ) l - ?_, , s--sGo3 Email: --------------- --------- - ---

Thank you! 
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(?YV \ I \I 1f\o:\~ <>. "'~ W \' ns> .. '2: j £' h 0 v ' 

Nome: 3 '\ b ~ S\ \;-\ t\S,S f ; (\ 
Address: ~I)~ tJ c:_~ E:., (l y ~ 
Crly/Siole/Zip: t:-Jt__ () <ffY Q "- (' r ~ ('1\,rJ 
Telephone: 9 -~ ':C- "{ 5)- ~(; 1~ Email: ____________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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date. Fle CJ.$ a !nclud~ CJ retvrn mailing ucldr~s.; wilh all c~mm~n;·J. 

·- --···-· -~--- !-~-·-~-::.:.. ___________ -~~----·: ..... '· .. ··- ~--~-- ..... 

Nome: fQ\....v <;,l ~ <e..,_ \J-.....) V\."(' S:,.c, vv.._ t...._ 

Address: S 5" I \ C ~~ l(.o.,""-L 

City/State/Zip: e~ ~y-~ ~ . {'1/VJ'V 

Telephone: 0 12 - Z Z.G- (;-<( -~ i{ Email: ______________________ _ 

Thank you! 
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Te lephone: _____ _ _____ Email: ______________________ _ 
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Commen1 forn<a 
'o' r+hv;c:-d Trancit\Atr•y pr~ic:-,.... t 
- - I I I .....,.,JI II I I.,J I YY"-A I Vj'-''-'1 

f·r;cir:ra l n nd str.1i e: cnvi• onmenioltul<~s require lho l Cln Cnvironmc nlol lmpoc l Stoternen r (EIS) lJe orcwnr'2<J fqr 
tlv ~ proJ:";osccf Southwc~ l Tronsilwc y proJect. The US process includes the p tcpcrolion of o Draft [·wironme•1krl 
lmpoct Sto tc:mc ll t (DEtS). wlltc h must be rnoclc ClVOiloble for public review ond cornrncnt. 

The~ DUS discussm: ( I ) the purnose and need for the projec t: (2) the a lternatives considered : (:3) the irnpocts of 
tncsn ol tcmotivcs: oncJ ( 4) the ogcncics oncl persons consulted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more a bout the heorings. plcmc visit 
Y.:::Y.~~~ ~·:;~..:_U 1W.{c5t i:\J I l.itf":.Y.Q.:'L.Q! . .!J. 

f IAJ uu { cl t ( k -e H 
& lJe.- \GM~e 0 . +- ~01; 

Nome:___:_A....:......::..f 1--=S::::.___:.h~t e...=-..Jtk...-_0 _ _____________ _ 

Address: --4--1 _L{ _)~)-,--C=.!V~O~').LL.):.....__t_:l-c)~VJ=---~!.___ _ _ _ _ __________ _ 
Q V\_01 ~ vc M L t r,-c) -~'I 

City/State/Zip:. _ ___ ~~)£4-!l\-:::.__\...:...._ __ _:...__.:__1 'V.. _ _ ___.::./:__:._-=.~~J-____________ _ __ _ 

Telephone: 4, I i) <-{ <2. 3 · ~ t 31 Email:. ______ _________ _ _ 

Thank you! 
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"Jacobson, Nani" 
<Nani.Jacobson@metrotransit
.org> 

01/07/2013 09:40 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject FW: Public Comment for Southwest LRT

 
 
From: Richardson, Mary 
Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2013 6:07 AM
To: O'Connell, Sam; Jacobson, Nani; Steinborn, Melanie; 'katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us'
Cc: Caufman, Robin
Subject: FW: Public Comment for Southwest LRT
 
 
From: swlrt [mailto:swlrt@metrotransit.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 01, 2013 7:36 AM
To: Richardson, Mary
Subject: FW: Public Comment for Southwest LRT
 

-------------------------------------------  
From: Todd Carlsen[SMTP:TODDCARLSEN@MSN.COM] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 01, 2013 7:35:31 AM 
To: swlrt 
Subject: Public Comment for Southwest LRT 
Auto forwarded by a Rule
 
Dear LRT Representative,
 
I understand that the public is allowed to submit feedback regarding the Southwest LRT project. I have 
two related comments to submit:
 
1. If the Southwest LRT line were to ever expand westward or southwestward, it should follow Highway 
212 so that many riders could easily and quickly access the line easily from the highway. The highway 
would feed the LRT line. That 212 route is wisely used by SW Transit buses, including a station along the 
highway in Chanhassen. Staying next to Highway 212 makes sense because that is where you would 
access the population of riders, on the highway, to sustain a westward LRT expansion. The highway was 
built to accommodate a future LRT line, I was told by a highway engineer, so expanding such a line 
would not requiring destroying valuable infrastructures. 
 
2. The LRT line should never expand onto the Southwest Corridor biking and recreation train. That 
recreational trail is very valuable park and a regional treasure. There is some frustration that the LRT 
designers are not hearing how valuable it is to the citizens. It is a precious infrastructure development to 
the area and would be destroyed. Please hear what we are saying. You would be destroying something 
of great value, and that is a big cost. It also makes little sense to use the Southwest Corridor trail since 
not a large number of people could easily access a LRT line from that trail. The population is sparse 
along the trail west of Eden Prairie road and not easily accessible, and a LRT rail would not make sense 
on the Southwest Corridor. Instead, you definitely would want to run the LRT line along Highway 212 
where many people from the highway could feed a LRT line. Run the line along Highway 212.
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Kind regards,
 
Todd Carlsen
16974 Hanover Ln
Eden Prairie, MN 55347
952-949-3152

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.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

Marisol Simon 
Regional Administrator, Region 5 
Federal Transit Administration 
200 West Adams Street, Suite 2410 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

DEC 2 7 2012 

REPLY TO THE A TIENTION OF: 

E-19J 

RE: EPA Comments for the Southwest Transitway Project in Hennepin County, 
Minnesota Draft Environmental Impact Statement, CEQ# 20120320 

Dear Ms. Simon: 

In accordance with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) responsibilities under the 
. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 309 ofthe Clean Air Act (CAA), and the 
Council on Environmental Quality' s NEPA Implementing Regulations ( 40 CFR 1500-1508), we · 
reviewed the October 2012 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed 
Minneapolis Southwest Transitway (SWT) Project. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
and the Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority (HCRRA) propose to improve access and 
mobility in southwest Minneapolis and nearby suburbs by providing a public, high capacity 
transit service option not currently available through bus services. The proposed project aims to 
extend and integrate the regionally-planned transitway program. FTA and HCRRA also propose 
to improve rail freight flow through the Minneapolis hub, a separate but connected action that 
will relocate a portion of rail freight traffic in the southwest corridor. 

EPA participated in an October 15, 2008 interagency scoping meeting and on November 6, 2008, 
we commented on the project's Green Means Go Scoping Information booklet and Coordination 
Plan. We agreed to be a participating agency in the project development of purpose and need, 
alternatives to be carried forward, analysis of impacts, and document review. 

Based oil our review ofthe SWT DEIS, EPA rates the proposed project and document as EC-2: 
Environmental Concerns - Insufficient Information. See the enclosed EPA Summary of 
Rating Definitions for an explanation of this rating system. Our detailed comments are enclosed 
in EPA Comments on the Minneapolis Southwest TransilYvay DEIS (Comments). The enclosed 
comments discuss project purpose and need, alternatives, environmental impacts, and mitigation 
of impacts in detail. Our primary recommendations are to clarify the project purpose and need, 
and adequately analyze alternative impacts related to the Operations and Maintenance Facility, to . 
aquatic resources, to Environmental Justice neighborhoods, and to several other issues. We 
further recommend evaluation of a possible modification to Alternative LRT-3 to avoid impacts 
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to a major wetland area. The Final Enviromnental Impact Statement (FEIS) should fully consider 
all potential impacts, and either commit to specific mitigation measures where possible or 
discuss the mitigation options available and being pursued. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this document. I am available to discuss the contents of 
this letter or contact Norm West, (312) 353-5692 or at west.nonnan@epa.gov if you have any 
questions on our comments. Please send a hard copy and two CD versions of the Final EIS once 
it is available. 

~~" 
Kenneth A. West! .· e 
Chief, NEP A Implementation Section 
Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 

Cc: Richard Johnson, HCRRA 
Mark Fuhrman, Minneapolis St. Paul Metropolitan Council 
Bill Wheeler, FT A 
Barbara Walther, US Army Corps of Engineers, St. Paul District (2009-01283-BLW) 
Christa Stoebner, US Surface Transportation Board, Office ofEnviromnental Analysis 
Rebecca Fabumni, Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Garneth Paterson, Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Lisa Joyal, Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Bill Wilde, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
Mary Ann Heideman, Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office 
Larry Hiscock, Harrison Neighborhood Association 
Joan V anhala, Metropolitan Sustainability 
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SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS AND FOLLOW UP ACTION' 

Environmental Impact of the Action 

LO-Lack of Objections 
The EPA review has not identified any potential environmental impacts requiring substantive changes to the 
proposaL The review may have disclosed opportunities for application of mitigation measures that could be 
accomplished with no more than minor changes to the proposaL 

EC-Enviromnental Concerns 
The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the 
environment. Corrective measures may require changes to the preferred alternative or application of mitigation 
measures that can reduce the environmental impacts. EPA would like to work with the lead agency to reduce these 
impacts. 

EO-Environmental Objections 
The EPA review has identified significant environmental impacts that must be avoided in order to provide adequate 
protection for the environment. Corrective measures may require substantial changes to the preferred alternative or 
consideration of some other project alternative (including the no action alternative or a new alternative). EPA 
intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. 

EU-Enviromnentally Unsatisfactory 
The EPA review has identified adverse environmental impacts that are of sufficient magnitude that they are 
unsatisfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or environmental quality. EPA intends to work with 
the lead agency to reduce these impacts. If the potential unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at the fmal EIS 
sate, this proposal will be recommended for referral to the CEQ. 

Adequacy of the Impact Statement 

Category 1-Adeguate 
The EPA believes the draft ElS adequately sets forth the enviromnental impact(s) of the preferred alternative and 
those ofthe alternatives reasonably available to the project or action. No further analysis or data collecting is 
necessary, but the reviewer may suggest the addition of clarifying language or information. 

Category 2-Insufficient Information 
The draft EIS does not contain sufficient information for the EPA to fully assess the environmental impacts that 
should be avoided in order to fully protect the environment, or the EPA reviewer has identified new reasonably 
available alternatives that are within the spectrum of alternatives analyzed in the draft ElS, which could reduce the 
environmental impacts of the action. The identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussion should be 
included in the final ElS. 

Category 3-lnadeguate 
EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately assesses potentially significant environmental impacts of the 
action, or the EPA reviewer has identified new, reasonably available alternatives that are outside of the spectrum of 
alternatives analyzed in the draft EIS, which should be analyzed in order to reduce the potentially significant 
environmental impacts. EPA believes that the identified additional infonnation, data analyses, or discussions are of 
such a magnitnde that they should have full public review at a draft stage. EPA does not believe that the draft EIS is 
adequate for the purposes of the NEPA and/or Section 309 review, and thus should be formally revised and made 
available for public comment in a supplemental or revised draft EJS. On the basis of the potential significant 
impacts involved, this proposal could be a candidate for referral to the CEQ. 

'From EPA Manual 1640 Policy and Procedures for the Review of the Federal Actions Impacting the Enviromnent 
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--------------------------------------------

EPA Comments on the October 2012 
Minneapolis Southwest Transitwav DEIS 

CEO# 20!20320 

EPA's cover letter provides an introduction to this more specific set of comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Minneapolis Southwest Transitway (SWT) 
Project. We recommend the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) include acronyms in 
sidebars and in the Appendix C Glossary. The FEIS would be improved if the useful 
information summarized in Tables 9.4-1 and 9.5-1 is fully discussed in Sections 2 through 4. 
ClarifYing these points early in the appropriate sections would make the FElS more readable and 
understandable. We commend the excellent noise report and historic and archeological cultural 
resources reports in Appendix H, with remaining concerns noted below. The following 
comments on the DEIS discuss the Purpose and Need, Alternatives, Environmental Impacts, and 
Mitigation of Impacts. 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

While the project goals and objectives are clearly itemized at the end of chapter 1, the project 
Purpose and Need is presented in a series of varying statements and repetitions, thus 
communicating multiple possible meanings. The inclusion of possible freight rail modifications 
further confuses the project Purpose and Need and how alternatives are being assessed. 

Recommendation: The FEIS should describe the needs to be met and then list the 
project purposes to meet those needs with a clear set of statements that succinctly define 
the project Purpose and Need. 

ALTERNATIVES 

The Alternatives Analysis (AA) is unclear as to how early alternatives did or did not meet the 
criteria used to eliminate or retain those alternatives for further analysis. Table 2.1-2 indicates 
that a particular goal is met by a given alternative, but does not offer a clear explanation, making 
the decision appear subjective. 

Recommendation: The AA reasoning should be summarized in the FEIS to make these 
decisions comprehensible. For example, if an alternative does not meet local or regional 
planning, please explain where that alternative is in conflict with those plans, thus 
providing an understandable decision rationale. 

On October 15,2008, EPA recommended modification of Alternative LRT-3 to avoid a large 
wetland complex in the path between the Shady Oak Station and the Opus Station. This 
modification was not discussed or analyzed in the DEIS. Alternative LRT-3A, the preferred 
alternative, proposes to carry the light rail transit (LRT) on a long bridge through this large 
wetland complex east of Route 61. To avoid impacts to these aquatic resources, EPA proposed 
the LRT path extend along the Hennepin County Rail Road Administration (HCRRA) right-of-
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way (ROW) from the Shady Oak Station to Route 61 and tum south along Route 61, perhaps 
creating Route 61as a boulevard with the LRT. This would avoid potential impacts and costs of 
crossing the extensive wetland complex. Those impacts include the footprint of bridge piers and 
the temporary impacts associated with construction of that bridge. 

Recommendation: EPA recommends the FEIS evaluate this modification to the 
Preferred Alternative as described above, and discuss any other alternatives that could 
avoid this wetland complex. 

Although more extensive discussion about the proposed interlock connections to the MN&S 
Spur is provided in Appendix H, the DEIS does not adequately explain or illustrate what 
currently exists, what is proposed regarding freight rail, and how this meets purpose and need. 

Recommendation: The FElS should be revised to include the following information 
regarding freight rail. 

• Illustrate with well-labeled maps the existing and proposed freight rail tracks so 
that those tracks and their operators can be identified for current and proposed 
usage. 

• Clarify whether trains currently move from the BNSF Wayzata Subdivision at 
Penn Avenue or the CP Bass Lake Spur Subdivision (Kenilworth Corridor) onto 
the unnamed track east of Penn Avenue that passes the proposed Van White 
Station heading to the St. Paul Rail Yard (presumably that is the CP Humboldt 
Yard). 

• Identify the location of the St. Paul Rail Yard along with alternate routing to the 
St. Paul Rail Yard that Minnesota Commercial Railroad and/or the Twin Cities 
and Western Railroad (TC& W) currently must use. 

• Discuss how the proposed new connections reduce freight train congestion and 
how the proposal removes freight congestion from the proposed high speed rail 
service to Minneapolis. 

The Operations and Maintenance Facility (OMF) is a significant component of the proposal 
alternatives. Information on impacts associated with each OMF site alternative was not 
adequately addressed in the DEIS. 

Recommendation: Section 2.3.3.9 and Appendix H do not provide enough information, 
including maps, to adequately assess these alternative sites for the OMF. The FEIS 
should clarify these alternative site locations. Any impacts anticipated from the 
construction and operation at each OMF candidate site should be discussed in the FEIS, 
including how impacts will be considered in OMF site selection and how those impacts 
will be addressed. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMP ACTS 

We commend Tables 9.4-l and 9.5-l Indirect and Cumulative impact summaries. However, 
direct impacts of the proposed alternatives are not discussed consistently. Table 2.1-2 and Table 
2.1-3 indicate that Alternative LRT-3A adequately protects the environment, yet we note above 
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the wetland complex being impacted. Table 2.1-2 indicates Alternate LRT-3C-l and LRT-3C-2 
as cost effective, but Table 2.1-3 indicates that both the LRT-3C options fail the cost criteria. 
Additional aquatic resource impacts need to be considered more fully in the FEIS as noted 
herein. Environmental Justice (EJ) community identification and impacts are minimally 
considered. EJ should be given clearer definition in the FEIS as discussed below, and greater 
involvement of community groups should be considered 

Aquatic Resources 
Our review of both aerial photography and DEIS figures indicates that several surface water 
bodies (streams) are present within the project corridors under review. EPA notes, at a 
minimum, the following stream crossings: two stream crossings in Segment 1; four stream 
crossings in Segment 3; two stream crossings in Segment 4; one stream crossing each in 
Segment A, Segment C-1, Segment C 2-A, and Segment C 2-B; and two stream crossings in the 
Freight Relocation area. 

We expect that a Section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act will be required from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for proposed discharges of dredged or fill materials to 
Waters of the United States. The Section 404 approval is contingent upon the project complying 
with the Section 404(b)(l) guidelines under the Clean Water Act. These guidelines are 
summarized as follows: 

• Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDP A)1 -There must be no 
practicable alternative to the proposed discharge (impacts) which would have less 
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other 
significant adverse environmental consequences; 

• No Violation of Other Laws- The proposed project must not cause or contribute to 
violation of state water quality standards or toxic effluent standards, and must not 
jeopardize the continued existence of federally-listed endangered or threatened species or 
their critical habitat(s); 

• No Significant Degradation- The project must not cause or contribute to significant 
degradation of Waters of the United States; and 

• Minimization and Mitigation of Adverse Impacts- The project must include appropriate 
and practicable steps to avoid impacts to regulated Waters of the United States; where 
impacts are unavoidable, demonstration of how impacts have been minimized; and must 
provide compensatory mitigation to offset unavoidable, minimized impacts to the aquatic 
ecosystem. 

Recommendation: The FEIS should be modified to include the following information: 
o A discussion of stream impacts associated with each Segment/ Alternative. 
o A robust discussion about how sequencing established by the Clean Water Act 

Section 404(b )( 1) guidelines has been applied, namely, avoidance first, then 
demonstration of impact minimization, then mitigation for unavoidable, 
minimized impacts; 

o A discussion on proposed mitigation for unavoidable, minimized stream impacts. 

1 Furthermore, an alternative is considered practicable if"it is available and capable of being done after taking into 
consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project purposes." [40 CFR Part 230.31 
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Several streams that will be crossed by project alternatives are specifically listed as impaired 
(i.e., not meeting state water quality standards) on the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency's 
(MPCA) Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. Additionally, several 
water bodies, including lakes, upstream or downstream of potentially impacted channels are also 
listed on the 303(d) list. However, the DEIS did not include a discussion of303(d)-listed water 
bodies, nor did it include a discussion of implications to water quality for proposed impacts to 
303( d) listed water bodies or to water bodies upstream of a 303( d)-listed water body. 

Recommendation: The FEIS should provide information on the location and number of 
stream crossings, whether or not the water body is a 303( d)-listed water body or upstream 
of a 303( d)-listed water body, and describe how the project could potentially affect each 
listed water body (with regard to specific listed impairn1ents). 

Figure 3.5-1 on page 3-87 (Volume I) notes the "Nine Mile Creek Conservation Area." This 
area, its importance, and potential impacts to it, were not discussed in the DEIS. 

Recommendation: The FEIS should provide additional information on the Nine Mile 
Creek Conservation Area, including an inset map showing its boundaries with relation to 
the preferred alternative corridor, along with discussion of impacts to this area and/or 
Nine Mile Creek and its tributaries, and proposed mitigation for unavoidable impacts. 

Wetlands 
Page 2-17 (Volume I) states that the LRT-lA and LRT-3A alternatives pose "less environmental 
risk" than alternatives LRT-3C-l or LRT-3C-2. However, it appears that this statement was 
based on a greater number of impacts to historic resources, contan1inated properties, and 
potential noise and vibration receptors from the "C" alternatives than from the "A" alternatives. 
It does not appear that impacts to wetlands, water resources, or floodplains were taken into 
account with this statement, since the preferred alternative has the most wetland acreage impacts 
and the second most floodplain acreage impacts compared to the other alternatives studied. 

• The DEIS wetland impact acreages were calculated using GIS; however, the document 
does not specify how (and from what information source) these calculations were made. 
Furthermore, all estimations of wetland impact can only be confmned by the completion 
of a wetland delineation for the full alignment of the preferred alternative, as well as 
along the freight rail relocation corridor and at all four locations proposed for siting of the 
OMF. 

Recommendation: Page 4-32 (Volume I) states a delineation will be completed during 
final design. However, EPA recommends that the delineation be completed before the 
FEIS is finalized. Without a delineation, it is impossible to correctly assess potential 
wetland impacts within any corridor alignment. This delineation should be reviewed and 
verified by the USACE, MPCA, and/or Local Government Units before permitting. 

• A number of Traction Power Substations (TPSSs) will be required to supply electrical 
power to the traction networks and passenger rail stations. They will need to be sited at 
approximately one-mile intervals along the selected corridor. "General locations" of 
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TPSS stations were shown in Appendix F; however, the DEIS notes that these locations 
are subject to change. 

Recommendation: Review of Volume 3 proposed plans shows that TPSS # 16 
(Segment 3, sheet 1 of 15) is proposed to be built in wetlands and TPSS #6 (Segment 4, 
sheet 6 of 10) is proposed to be built in South Oak Lake2 TPSS stations should be sited 
in upland (non-wetland) locations. As there is some flexibility in siting of TPSS stations, 
thoughtful design and planning may further reduce wetland impacts. 

• Four locations are being considered for the LRT OMF. These four locations were 
mentioned on page 2-52 of the DEIS (Volume 1) with additional information found in 
Appendix H. The additional information provided in Appendix H was not specific 
enough for EPA to discern the exact locations under consideration for 0 MF construction. 
As such, EPA cannot provide substantive comments regarding the potential for water 
resource impacts or other impacts associated with each of the four sites under 
consideration. 

Recommendation: The DEIS did not take into account the potential for aquatic resource 
(wetland) impacts or other impacts that could be due to siting of the OMF facility. The 
OMF sites being considered range in size from I 0 to 24 acres. As such, there is a 
possibility for significant wetland impacts, should wetlands be found at these sites. In the 
FEIS, potential aquatic resource impacts for these sites should be quantified and included 
in all impact summary tables and impact narratives in the document. Additionally, 
modified figures (with aerial photo backdrops) should be added that outline the specific 
boundaries of each parcel under consideration for OMF construction. The FEIS should 
clearly discuss the reasons for selecting the OMF site that is eventually chosen. 

• Page 4-42 (Volume 1) of the DEIS states that "no wetlands or public waters are present at 
three of the four potential OMF sites." EPA assumes that this statement is based on 
review of the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps, as formal wetland delineation has 
yet to be completed. 

Recommendation: Based on our review of aerial photos, the "Eden Prairie 3" site 
appears to likely contain wetlands. Wetland impacts at the Eden Prairie 3 site could be 
expected to be a minimum of 1.30 to 1.50 acres. EPA requests that final OMF siting wait 
until such time that formal wetland delineation has been completed for all sites under 
consideration. The Clean Water Act Section 404 (b) (1) guidelines should be applied 
when selecting the OMF site. If the Eden Prairie 3 site is determined to have the most 
wetland impacts, EPA requests that this OMF site be removed from further consideration, 
unless other compelling factors argue for its retention. 

• The preferred alternative, LRT-3A, proposes wetland impacts of2.19 acres; of this, 0.19 
acre of impact is associated with the build alternative, and 2 acres of impact are 
associated with the freight rail relocation. No specific information on wetland mitigation 

2 Other TPSS stations may also be proposed to be built in regulated water resources; these are just two sites EPA 
noted as clearly located in water resource areas. 
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was discussed in the DEIS. The only mention of wetland mitigation was made on Page 
4-43 (Volume 1), where the DEIS states, "impacts to wetlands as a result of the Built 
Alternatives and Freight Rail Relocation construction would require mitigation, either 
through replacement of wetland or purchasing of wetland bank credits." 

Recommendation: EPA recommends that the FEIS provide additional information on 
potential wetland mitigation, including expected mitigation ratios, updates on status of 
coordination with permitting entities, potential mitigation sites, and discussion of 
mitigation site selection in relation to location of the impact sites, etc. If potential 
mitigation sites have been identified, EPA requests that a figure with the specific sites 
outlined (not a generic dot or figure location marker) be provided with the FEIS. 

• EPA's review of conceptual plans in Volume 3 of the DEIS indicates that the Mitchell 
Road station and the Penn A venue Station appear to be proposed to be constructed in 
potential wetland areas. Segment 3 is proposed to pass through an extensive wetland 
complex. 

Recommendation: To the extent possible, wetland impacts should follow the sequencing 
requirements of the 404(b) (1) guidelines. EPA supports the proposed bridging of a large 
wetland complex shown in Segment 3 (Sheets 14 and 15) as a good example of proposed 
minimization of wetland impacts, although no discussion of routing avoidance was 
provided. EPA understands that specific design details and construction plans for the 
project are still forthcoming. To further minimize unavoidable impacts to wetlands and 
sensitive aquatic habitats, EPA recommends the following measures be implemented 
during construction: 

o Undertake construction in wetlands during winter/frozen conditions, if/when 
feasible; 

o Minimize widths of temporary access roads/paths; 
o Use removable materials for construction of temporary access roads/paths (e.g. 

timber/swamp mats) in lieu of"fill" materials such as stone, riprap, or wood 
chips; 

o Use timber/swamp mats to distribute the weight of construction equipment in 
order to minimize soil rutting and compaction; 

o Use vehicles and construction equipment with wide tires or rubberized tracks, or 
low ground-pressure equipment, to further minimize wetland impacts during 
construction; 

o Use long-reach excavators, where appropriate, to avoid driving, traversing, or . 
staging in wetland areas; and 

o Install a non-sediment-producing dike, cofferdam, or other barrier to separate 
work areas or pits from, and to keep sediment from entering, lakes, wetlands, or 
actively flowing streams (if work areas or pits are located in or adjacent to a work 
area or pit). Maintain these barriers during construction to minimize the siltation 
or filling ofthe stream, lake, or wetland. Remove all barriers post-construction. 

o Design both new and replacement culvert crossings to allow fish and other aquatic 
organism passage and to ensure continuity of the aquatic habitat (by not 
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restricting or altering water depth, t1ow, or velocity). Span crossings (bridges, 3-
sided box culverts, open-bottom culverts or arches) are preferred from both an 
environmenta1 and fisheries standpoint as they preserve the natural stream channel 
and maintain favorable habitat, natural processes, and aquatic organism passage 
under and! or through the structure. If a non-open bottom crossing is pursued, 
(such as a four-sided box culvert or a pipe), it should be embedded a minimum of 
two feet (and at least 25% for round pipe culverts) into the bottom of the channel. 

o Construct relocated stream channels in the dry. Specifically, the new length of 
any relocated channel should be excavated, graded, stabilized with erosion control 
blankets, seeded, and have vegetation established before the ends of the new 
channel are opened to flow. 

In addition to minimizing wetland, lake, and stream impacts through thoughtful design 
and final construction plans, EPA recommends that FT AIHCRRA commit to the 
following measures for implementation during construction: 

o Comply with all applicable federal, state, and loca1laws and regulations that 
control the prevention of pollution of the environment, including those related to 
the introduction or spread of invasive species or pathogens in waterways; 

o Conduct and schedule work operations to avoid or minimize siltation of streams, 
lakes, and wetlands; 

o Avoid crossing actively flowing streams or operating machinery on the bed of 
actively flowing streams unless specifically approved to do so by all appropriate 
regulatory agencies; and 

o Remove existing structures over actively flowing streams in large pieces to 
minimize the number of smaller pieces that may drop into the water or wetlands. 
Commit to removing all steel and all concrete pieces or other debris larger than 5 
inches in any dimension that fall into any stream, lake, or wetlands. 

o Recycle construction debris where feasible. 

Floodplains 
The preferred alternative, LRT-3A, proposes floodplain impacts of3.19 acres; of this, 1.19 acres 
of impact are associated with the build a1ternative, and 2 acres of impact are associated with the 
freight rail relocation. No specific information on floodplain mitigation was discussed in the 
DEIS, although page 4-43 (Volume 1) states, "after Final Design, the amount of floodplain 
impacts will be calculated, and coordination with the appropriate entities ... will occur to 
determine the type, location, and extent of compensatory floodplain storage (likely in the form of 
excavation) required." 

Recommendation: EPA recommends that the FEIS provide additional information on 
potential floodplain mitigation, including expected mitigation ratios, updates on status of 
coordination with permitting entities, potential mitigation sites, etc. If potential 
mitigation sites have been identified, EPA requests that a figure with the specific sites 
outlined (not a generic dot or figure location marker) be provided with the FEIS. 
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Aquatic Issues Related to Section 4(f) of the Transportation Act 
Page 7-20 (Volume l) of the DEIS notes that the preferred alternative has the potential to 
permanently use 0.227 acre ofland from the Nine Mile Creek Conservation Area. Additional 
potential impacts, including to the stream channel connecting Brownie Lake and Cedar Lake in 
the freight relocation project, could constitute an adverse effect and be considered a 4(f) use. 

Recommendation: In the FElS, provide consultation correspondence to and from the 
property owners regarding the potential for impacts to or adverse effects on 4(f) listed or 
eligible properties. 

Environmental Justice 
Census tracts or block groups are only generically defined as either higher or lower than 
Hennepin County averages for minority or low-income individuals. The DEIS lacks a clear 
discussion of who lives where. 

• While the analysis indicates which census tracks or block groups are currently low 
income and/or minority, it is not clear why and by how much. For example, we only 
know which areas have higher than 28.3% minority average, but not the actual number of 
individuals, the percentage, or which minority group(s). We don't know which minority 
or if this is an aggregate of all minority groups. This information is important to crafting 
not just a public outreach plan, but also ensuring that communities are involved in the 
decision making process, for instance, via language selection (e.g., if the minority 
percentage represents a primarily Hispanic or Latino community). 

Recommendation: Raw data for both low-income and minority communities for each 
block group or census track, respectively, are needed. 

o The FEIS should include the raw population data used to shape the environmental 
justice analysis, including, but not limited to, numbers of minority or minority 
groups in each block group, numbers oflow-income individuals in each block 
group, percentage compared to the whole unit for each minority and low-income 
individuals, languages spoken in each block group, education level, and age 
(particularly for susceptible populations like the elderly and children). 

o The FEIS should also clarify whether the definition of minority, for the purposes 
of this analysis, is an aggregate of all minority races. For example, was the sum of 
all minority groups, as listed in section l 0.3 .l.l, used to determine whether the 
block group was about the Hennepin County average or was one single race used 
(meaning one race needed to be above 28.3%, rather than all aggregated races)? 

• No infonnation is provided on linguistically isolated populations, other than indicating 
outreach to some groups in Spanish, Hmong, and Somali (Section 10.4). The DEIS is not 
clear if populations in the project area who speak English less than proficiently exist, 
where they might be located, how they might be impacted by the project, and if they have 
been appropriately involved in the decision-making process. 

Recommendation: The Final EIS should include more details regarding which 
languages are spoken, where they are spoken, and what outreach has been implemented 
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to ensure non-English speakers have been appropriately included in the decision-making 
process. Any resultant mitigation should be committed to in the ROD. 

EPA understands that while there are have been planned changes to the Linden Yards area and 
that no final decision has been made about what to do with the total area that comprises Linden 
Yards, we have been notified of a proposed diesel rail storage yard3

. It is not clear why the 
August 21, 2012 "Request for City Council Committee Action from the Department of 
Community Planning and Economic Development", wherein the diesel rail storage yard, 
maintenance facility, and train wash are discussed for possible location at Linden Yards, is not 
considered a reasonably foreseeable action, and thereby discussed in the cumulative impacts 
analysis. This potential project is not specifically included in Table 9.4-1 (other than a generic 
mention of future development on page 9-9). It is unclear why FT A finds this information not 
pertinent to the cumulative impacts analysis when development of the Linden Yards area is 
apparently currently under consideration by the Metropolitan Council. 

Concerning the Van White station area, the alternatives analysis is largely dependent on the 
development of Linden Yards. For example, if a diesel rail storage yard is proposed at this 
location, would it still be feasible to have the Van White Station and business and residential 
development? Would the diesel rail storage yard take priority over the transit station or other 
transit-oriented development? Is it possible for the Van White station and the diesel rail storage 
yard to be co-located? IfFTA moves forward with the current siting of the Van White station, 
can the City or Federal Rail Administration move to develop the diesel rail yard there instead, 
potentially eliminating the Van White station, business, and residential development? 

These questions are key to understanding the potential development in the Linden Yards area. 
The development of the Van White station is noted as an important addition to provide transit 
access and promote transit-oriented redevelopment for this low-income, racially diverse 
neighborhood. These opportunities could be lost if the proposed Van White Station were 
superseded by a diesel rail storage yard there, reducing community access to transit options and 
increasing diesel emissions, worsening air quality. The lack of information concerning the 
potential development of the Linden Yards area does not serve to adequately inform the public of 
the proposed actions and its resultant impacts. 

Recommendation: EPA recommends that the FEIS is updated to include any potential 
development in the Linden Yards area, including the diesel rail storage yard. Any 
proposed plans or projects, including scoping attempts made by other local, state, or 
federal agencies, should be documented in the FElS. FTA should address whether other 
proposed projects could supersede the siting of the Van White station and whether co­
location could be an option should the rail storage yard be pursued. While EPA 
understands that the future of the Linden Yards area, including possibly siting a diesel 
rail storage yard there, may not be settled, FT A should make an attempt to address 
community concerns that siting a diesel rail storage yard there could eliminate the siting 
of the Van White station, and/or other developments, in communities anticipating the 
addition of transit accessibility. 

3 http://www .minneapo lismn.gov/www I groups/public/ @clerk/documents/webcontent/wcms 1 p-09713 3. pdf 
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EPA is concemed about the so-labeled indirect and cumulative impact of "gentrification" around 
the transit stations. We recognize that increases in property value, attraction of more businesses, 
and an influx of new residents are a likely result ofthe proposed project, particularly around the 
transit stations. Certainly, gentrification is not part of the purpose and need statement for the 
proposed project, just as indirect displacement oflow-income residents or residents on a fixed 
income (like the elderly) by pricing them out of their neighborhoods is not an intent of the 
project. EPA understands that both FT A and Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) 
are committed to transit-oriented development that does not displace local residents from their 
neighborhoods. 

Recommendation: Because a federal action is the impetus of potential gentrification 
and it is so mentioned in the DEIS, EPA strongly encourages FTA and MnDOT to work 
with Hennepin County, the communities and their representative groups, and city 
departments to ensure that residents who wish to stay in their neighborhoods continue to 
be able to afford to do so after the opening of the transit stations. This can be 
accomplished in many ways, including requiring residential developments to include 
affordable housing options as a percentage of total new units built in association with the 
new stations (for example, in Chicago, if land is rezoned from industrial to residential, 
10% of the new housing units should be deemed affordable housing allotted for those 
earning 60% or less of the area median income). 

Air Quality 
The FEIS should include measures to further reduce impacts to air quality, particularly 
particulate matter and diesel emissions, for which communities along the project area are already 
overburdened. While we agree that increasing light rail transit ridership could potentially reduce 
air quality impacts, short term impacts as a result of construction could worsen. The National 
Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) has determined that diesel exhaust is a 
potential occupational carcinogen, based on a combination of chemical, genotoxicity, and 
carcinogenicity data. Acute exposures to diesel exhaust have been linked to health problems 
such as eye and nose irritation, headaches, nausea, asthma, and other respiratory system issues. 
Communities living with environmental justice concems are already disproportionately impacted 
by poor air quality and the development of this project need not contribute to an already 
degraded resource. 

Recommendation: EPA recommends the following measures to reduce short-term 
construction impacts to air quality be committed to the Record of Decision (ROD). 

o Use ultra low-sulfur diesel fuel. 
o Retrofit engines with an exhaust filtration device to capture diesel particulate 

matter before it enters the construction site. 
o Position the exhaust pipe so that diesel fumes are directed away from the operator 

and nearby workers, thereby reducing the exposure of personnel to concentrated 
fumes. 

o Use catalytic converters to reduce carbon monoxide, aldehydes, and hydrocarbons 
in diesel fumes. These devices must be used with low sulfur fuels. 

o Attach a hose to the tailpipe of diesel vehicles running indoors and exhaust the 
fumes outside, where they cannot reenter the workplace. Inspect hoses regularly 
for defects and damage. 
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o Use enclosed, climate-controlled cabs pressurized and equipped with high 
efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters to reduce the operators' exposure to 
diesel fumes. Pressurization ensures that air moves from inside to outside. HEP A 
filters ensure that any incoming air is filtered first. 

o Regularly maintain diesel engines, which is essential to keep exhaust emissions 
low. Follow the manufacturer's recommended maintenance schedule and 
procedures. Smoke color can signal the need for maintenance. For example, 
blue/black smoke indicates that an engine requires servicing or tuning. 

o Reduce exposure through work practices and training, such as turning off engines 
when vehicles are stopped for more than a few minutes, training diesel-equipment 
operators to perfonn routine inspection, and maintaining filtration devices. 

o Purchase new vehicles that are equipped with the most advanced emission control 
systems available. 

o With older vehicles, use electric starting aids such as block heaters to warm the 
engine to reduce diesel emissions. 

o Use respirators, which are only an interim measure to control exposure to diesel 
emissions. In most cases, an N95 respirator is adequate. Workers must be trained 
and fit-tested before they wear respirators. Depending on work being conducted, 
and if oil is present, concentrations of particulates present will determine the 
efficiency and type of mask and respirator. Personnel familiar with the selection, 
care, and use of respirators must perform the fit testing. Respirators must bear a 
NIOSH approval number. 

The FEIS should include the following editorial changes to the maps presented in Chapter 10. 

Noise 

Recommendation: 

o The term "partial/full" in the key to Figures 10.3-1, 10.3-3 through 10.3-6, and 
I 0.3-8 through 10.3-10 should be clearly defined. 

o Maps should identify locations of the stations that are proposed. The 
communities living with environmental justice concerns are already 
disproportionately impacted by the lack of access to transit options and close 
proximity to sources of air pollution, such as highways and arterial roads. The 
D EIS indicates one of the benefits is increased access to transit for communities 
living with EJ concerns; however, this is indiscernible from the provided maps, 
since there is no visual correlation between where these communities are and 
where transit stations will be located. 

o Maps are cut off along the edges, making it difficult to read the legend or verify 
which figure it is. 

Although we commend the excellent noise studies reported in Appendix H, we note that at the 
only site where train noise was observed, the St. Louis Park School at 6300 Walker Street, the 
train noise was eliminated from the analysis as an outlier value. The DEIS also states that train 
hom noise was the ouly detrimental impact, which will be eliminated by creating quiet zones. 
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Recommendation: EPA recommends the FEIS provide an understanding of freight 
engine and rail/wheel noise impacts to residences, schools, and other sensitive receptors 
located close to the tracks. 

Historic and Cultural Resource Impacts 
Appendix H contains an extensive amount of information on the historic sites related to this 
project. Many of the individual sites have been determined to either be on the National List of 
Historic Places, or not eligible to be listed. However, where structures and impacts are in 
question, the DEIS indicates that this study will be used in negotiating a Memorandum of 
Agreement with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). The DEIS provides no 
information on the status of SHPO negotiations. 

Recommendation: We recommend the FEIS clarify how the historic and cultural 
resource impacts will be addressed in a Memorandum of Agreement between project 
sponsors and the SHPO. 

MITIGATION OF IMPACTS 

Section 9.6, especially Table 9.6-1, is generally uninfonnative. The introduction statement for 
Table 9.6-1 Sunnnary oflmpacts and Their Mitigation, indicates that "no mitigation would be 
needed." This statement is not supported by the table documentation and other DEIS materials. 

Recommendation: The FEIS needs to clarify where and how impacts were avoided and 
minimized, and when unavoidable impacts remain, how they will be compensated for. 
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Office of County Commissioners 

Carver County Government Center 
Human Services Building 
602 East Fourth Street 
Chaska, MN 55318-1202 
Phone: 952 361-1510 
Fax: 952 361-1581 

January 17, 2013 

Dear Hennepin County, Housing, Community Works & Transit- ATTN: Southwest 
Transitway: 

Carver County depends on the Twin Cities & Western Railroad Company (TC&W) for 
economical freight rail transportation. Carver County understands that the Southwest 
Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DE IS) recommends a relocation of the 
freight rail route to accommodate the Southwest Light Rail Transitway (SWLRT). Carver 
County further understands, based on information provided by TC&W, that the 
recommended freight rail relocation design as shown in the DEIS released on October 12, 
2012 will result in increased costs for TC&W to operate its trains to and from Carver 
County. 

It is imperative that Carver County retain an economical freight rail transportation option 
which is provided by TC&W. The design as recommended in the DEIS, in Carver County's 
view, will make freight rail non-competitive. Alternatives to your recommended design 
would be: 

1.) Do engineering for the reroute that meets TC&W's engineering standards; 

2.) Co-locate the SWLRT with the current freight route; or 

3.) Route the SWLRT up the MN&S rail line 

Therefore we recommend Hennepin County and the Met Council address TC&W's 
concerns over the design of the freight rail relocation shown in the DEIS, and work with 
the TC&W to arrive at a freight rail solution that preserves our existing economical freight 
rail transportation. 

Since rural Minnesota provides a significant amount of exports from the State of 
Minnesota, and since having economical freight rail transportation is imperative to allow 
rural Minnesota to compete in the global marketplace, we recommend Hennepin County 
and the Met Council reconsider the freight rail design as recommended in the DEIS and 
arrive at an acceptable design, as we depend on economical freight rail transportation. 
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January 17, 2013 
Page 2 

As the Carver County Board, and as a member ofthe Minnesota Valley Regional Rail 
Authority, we recommend that the freight rail issues be resolved to preserve our 
economical freight rail transportation options. 

Sincerely, 

James lsche, Vice Chair 

~~/)~ 
Gayle Degler, Commissioner ~i~ommissioner 

c (via e-mail): Mark Wegner, President, TC&W Railroad 
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  1                (Opening statements off the record.)

  2                THE COMMISSIONER:  I have a list of

  3   people who have signed up, and the first person on

  4   the list is Barry Schade.  Welcome.

  5                BARRY SCHADE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

  6   My name is Barry Schade.  I live at 256 Sheridan

  7   Avenue South.  And I'm here as a representative for

  8   the Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association.  We wanted

  9   to show up today and let you know that the Bryn Mawr

 10   Neighborhood Association supports the DEIS review of

 11   the locally preferred alternative, and we support

 12   the finding that it is the environmentally preferred

 13   alternative.  And that would include, especially in

 14   our interest, the Penn station and the relocation of

 15   the freight rail out of the Kenilworth corridor.

 16           We're not particularly naive in ignoring

 17   there are some potentially negative impacts on Bryn

 18   Mawr, for example, the possible loss of connectivity

 19   in the neighborhood, as we have yet another possibly

 20   divisive thing like 394 that split the neighborhood

 21   years ago.  And also we're aware of the possible

 22   loss of our easy unconventional access to the biking

 23   and walking trails by walking across the railroad

 24   tracks and going directly onto the trails.

 25           However, we think that these negative

3923

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #864

mferna10
Text Box
D

mferna10
Text Box
I2

mferna10
Text Box
P9

mferna10
Text Box
D

mferna10
Text Box
M3



Public Testimony, 11/13/2012 Page: 5

 612-339-0545    * Paradigm Reporting & Captioning *   800-545-9668 #67543
www.paradigmreporting.com

  1   impacts are significantly offset by benefits that

  2   come from the project.  And there are five things I

  3   would like to highlight.

  4           First of all, the station itself would give

  5   us better access and connectivity to the light rail

  6   and to the regional transportation system.  That, of

  7   course, is paramount.  Secondly, the station at Penn

  8   would give us access to trails that we could

  9   otherwise lose by construction of the light rail and

 10   the construction of fences along the light rail.

 11           Thirdly, we think the station at Penn would

 12   offer developmental potential, as was identified in

 13   the Capstone report that was prepared for the

 14   neighborhood by the Humphrey School of Public

 15   Affairs.  And we see that beyond the neighborhood

 16   that the station also offers an opportunity for the

 17   near north side to connect with the light rail

 18   system and also -- would also provide an important

 19   gateway to the parks and trails in Minneapolis.

 20           Of course, there are couple of minor things

 21   we might want to grumble about and probably will

 22   submit those in writing, but we mainly wanted to

 23   show up today and express our strong support for the

 24   DEIS document and its environmental evaluation and

 25   to thank you for the opportunity to appear before
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  1   you today.

  2                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

  3   Next is Tim Hayes.  After that it will be Bob

  4   Salmen, just to get yourself ready.

  5                TIM HAYES:  Thank you, Chairman.  My

  6   name is Tim Hayes.  And I'm with LBP Mechanical, 315

  7   Royalston Avenue.  The impact study shows a lack of

  8   understanding of the current conditions of the

  9   business operations on Royalston Avenue.  We're

 10   going to be negatively impacted by the alignment of

 11   the platform and on the routing of the rail line.

 12   These businesses require unfetterred access from

 13   Royalston, and this will be impacted by the current

 14   layout.

 15           The long-term effects of the businesses on

 16   these sites need to be a priority as we go forward

 17   with this study.  The DEIS anticipates land use

 18   changes with no plan for the implementation.  The

 19   proposed LRT could have the impact of dislocating or

 20   relocating the businesses, and this needs to be

 21   developed.

 22           While the environmental impact study

 23   acknowledges land use change is projected in the

 24   future, the existing businesses finding new

 25   locations, there's no plan as to how this will
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  1   happen and when.  The mitigation must be identified

  2   to ensure that the existing businesses will be able

  3   to continue to operate.

  4           We depend on street parking, and this will

  5   be eliminated with the current proposed routing.

  6   Further study of the traffic patterns and

  7   identification of measures to ensure that these

  8   businesses will continue to operate and have access

  9   need to be a priority during the preliminary

 10   engineering study.  The proposed location of the

 11   Royalston station should also be reevaluated.  The

 12   proposed location will severely impact the Royalston

 13   area businesses.

 14           The businesses on Royalston Avenue are

 15   primarily industrial in nature and employ over 200

 16   people currently.  And there's nothing in the study

 17   that acknowledges these businesses or the

 18   contribution to the local economy.  Thank you.

 19                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 20   Next is Bob Salmen, and then Duane Peterson after

 21   that.

 22                BOB SALMEN:  Thank you.  Appreciate it.

 23   I will first second pretty much everything that Tim

 24   had stated.  I have the two properties that are just

 25   to the west of him, 501 Royalston and 415 Royalston.
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  1   My name, just to reiterate, is Bob Salmen, and my

  2   address is 501 Royalston Avenue.  I am a -- we

  3   manage, lease, and own the two industrial properties

  4   at that location.  They are multi-tenant.  And we

  5   feel that we would be negatively impacted for the

  6   following reasons.

  7           First of all, it will be a logistical

  8   nightmare.  Because, as Tim stated, heavy truck

  9   traffic is in and out of our property on a daily

 10   basis.  That will be severely restricted both during

 11   the construction period and post construction with

 12   the rail and inactivity.  So that's devastating to

 13   some of our tenants who need the access,

 14   accessibility, and the circulation that currently is

 15   in the location, which will be blocked from

 16   Royalston Avenue.

 17           There's also some discussion that Royalston

 18   Avenue may be converted to a route that goes along

 19   Border Avenue.  And I just want to comment that if

 20   that does happen, that affects us probably even more

 21   negatively for pretty much the same reasons.  But

 22   that would totally eliminate all of our truck access

 23   and traffic access, which is all through the west

 24   side of our property -- or properties.

 25           Secondly, the construction disruption will
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  1   have a negative impact on our businesses.  And our

  2   businesses are three- to five-year tenancies.  And

  3   instead of a company coming into a construction zone

  4   for that period, they will probably either eliminate

  5   it or our revenues and revenues of those businesses

  6   would be anticipated to be very restricted.  Whether

  7   or not that's the case, time will tell.

  8           Taking the central corridor into account, it

  9   would probably align more with our fears that

 10   there's going to be a disruption that will

 11   negatively impact the businesses that are in there,

 12   or in our case, the businesses that we cannot bring

 13   into the property because of that.

 14           The light rail itself for the type of

 15   businesses that we operate in that neighborhood is

 16   probably going to have little impact, even though

 17   there are 200, probably 250 soon, employees.  Most

 18   of them drive cars, and for the near future most of

 19   those users probably will continue to.  So even

 20   though there are many benefits to the light rail,

 21   the impact in the ridership to this particular area

 22   on Royalston is probably very limited.

 23                THE COMMISSIONER:  Your three minutes

 24   is up, if you could wrap up.

 25                BOB SALMEN:  One last thing, another
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  1   big concern that we have is the station being put in

  2   in front of Stark Electronics on this street will

  3   then require either an underground project or an

  4   over-the-bridge project to get the train from that

  5   station to the interchange itself.  And we have seen

  6   nothing to show us what that's going to be like.  So

  7   we're very nervous that we're going to get cut off

  8   from downtown by a large either concrete structure

  9   or bridge-type structure.  So thank you very much

 10   for your time.

 11                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 12   Duane Peterson is next, and then Art Higinbotham.

 13   Welcome, Mr. Peterson.

 14                DUANE PETERSON:  Yes.  My name is Duane

 15   Peterson.  The address is 401 Royalston Avenue

 16   North, Minneapolis, Minnesota.  The organization

 17   would be Stark Electronics, which is our business.

 18   I'm going to talk about the access of -- the impact

 19   is going to have on the Royalston Avenue with our

 20   business.  The LPA has a negative impact on access

 21   to the businesses along Royalston Avenue.

 22           The businesses along Royalston Avenue are

 23   industrial in nature and require unfettered access

 24   to the conduct of their businesses.  Further study

 25   of the traffic patterns and identification of
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  1   measures to ensure these businesses continue to have

  2   access should be prioritized during the primary

  3   engineering, the engineering being done now.

  4           The businesses on Royalston Avenue are

  5   industrial and require direct and frequent access

  6   with cars, trucks, and semis.  We have employees

  7   going in and out.  The site contains only one access

  8   on Royalston Avenue.  And the priority of the early

  9   P and E should be identifying alternate access to

 10   these businesses.

 11           Further study of Border Avenue route as an

 12   alternative to Royalston is necessary to see if

 13   there is an alternative that has less impact on the

 14   Royalston businesses.  If Holden Street is closed,

 15   the train alignment as it exists, the rail trench on

 16   its way to the Royalston station, the loss of this

 17   connection must be migrated by the project opening

 18   Border Avenue through one block through a private

 19   property through Glenwood Avenue.  It is critical to

 20   maintain or improve vehicle circulation in this area

 21   for existing businesses, future development, traffic

 22   circulation, and pedestrian access.

 23           If the Holden Avenue becomes a dead end,

 24   turnaround capability will be required provided that

 25   the public right of way and not on private property.
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  1   Alignment along Royalston Avenue right of way

  2   centered west side and east side should be evaluated

  3   looking at affects of adjacent businesses way to

  4   keeping two-way traffic circulation.

  5           The proposal located at Royalston station

  6   should be reevaluated.  The proposal location will

  7   certainly negatively impact the Royalston Avenue

  8   businesses.

  9           The LPA will have a negative impact of

 10   businesses along Royalston Avenue.  Again, I think I

 11   already said this, they're mostly industrial, but

 12   it's going to be over 200 and some jobs going to be

 13   impacted.  If we have to move, these jobs could be

 14   done, gone.  It should be a priority to study the

 15   impact of the LPA on these businesses with the

 16   planned development to ensure that jobs are

 17   preserved within the city of Minneapolis.  That's

 18   all I have to say.

 19                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 20                DUANE PETERSON:  Thank you.

 21                THE COMMISSIONER:  Art Higinbotham, and

 22   then Scott Barriball.  Mr. Higinbotham, welcome.

 23                ART HIGINBOTHAM:  Good afternoon.  Art

 24   Higinbotham, 3431 St. Louis Avenue, Minneapolis.

 25   I'm going to wear the cap of the representative for
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  1   the West Lake Street station on the Southwest LRT,

  2   and my comments will be directed to section 8.0 of

  3   the DEIS, the financial analysis.

  4           In that section there's a table which shows

  5   the expenditure for trackage and guide of

  6   $218,000,000.  That number was based on advanced

  7   conceptual engineering.  When I addressed the

  8   question of what advanced conceptual engineering

  9   means, Mark Fuhrman, who is the project director,

 10   replied, 1 percent of the engineering costs.  In

 11   other words, it's a guess.

 12           The problem is that if any of you have seen

 13   the video, a virtual ride from Eden Prairie to

 14   Target Field, and Target Field is not really the

 15   destination most of these riders are going to be

 16   going to, it includes an overpass at 494, an

 17   overpass at Highway 212, an overpass at the

 18   crosstown, a 3,000 foot bridge over the Minnehaha

 19   Creek water shed in Minnetonka, a grade separation

 20   at Highway 169, grade separation at Cedar Lake

 21   Parkway, grade separation at the Burlington Northern

 22   tracks downtown, and over North 7th Street.

 23           It seems incredible that all this can be

 24   done for $218,000,000.  Secondly, around the West

 25   Lake Street station there's no provision for
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  1   improved access to the proposed West Lake Street

  2   station.  The arteries West Lake Street and

  3   Excelsior Boulevard already carry 39,000 vehicles

  4   per day.  And a recent study has shown that they are

  5   at saturation today.  If we bring in more commuters

  6   to that station, either coming in from Uptown or

  7   from Linden Hills or Edina, we're going to have

  8   virtual traffic jams on the railroads.

  9           Furthermore, there is very little parking

 10   access.  There is a deficiency of spaces today for

 11   the two major business centers, Calhoun Commons and

 12   Calhoun Village.  And there is no funds in the

 13   proposal to rectify those shortages.  Thank you very

 14   much for you time.

 15                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 16   Scott Barriball, and Craig Westgate on deck.

 17   Mr. Barriball, welcome.

 18                SCOTT BARRIBALL:  Yes, thank you.

 19   Hello, my name is Scott Barriball.  I am at 200 East

 20   Lyndale Avenue, which is commonly known as the

 21   Farmers Market Annex.  I've been at that site for 28

 22   years.  I've made over a half-million dollars of

 23   improvements.  I just recently completed a $250,000

 24   renovation in the back, which I now call the urban

 25   garden.  I was rezoned from an I zone to a C2 about
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  1   a year ago.  We've been working closely with the

  2   Minnesota Twins.  And we're developing our facility

  3   now for weddings, tailgating, charitable operations,

  4   and corporate events.

  5           The Farmers Market Annex is a mix of small

  6   farmers, food vendors, and individual entrepreneurs.

  7   We have almost 150 small businesses.  I employ 15

  8   full- and part-time people.  The building that I own

  9   and occupy has two tenants; the Sunrise Early

 10   Learning Center, which is a minority owned and

 11   operated day care; and the Wrecker Services, which

 12   rents 10,000 square feet and has been a tenant of

 13   mine for the past 28 years.

 14           Currently the plan calls for their storage

 15   area to be taken.  So I am poised I guess to lose my

 16   long-time tenant which generates over $60,000 of

 17   rent a year.  I understand from some of the things

 18   that I've heard and looking at the plan that my new

 19   urban garden area may need to be cut into.  Wouldn't

 20   be a great deal for me.  My business and the

 21   Minneapolis farmers market across the street is

 22   totally dependent on access and parking, without

 23   that we're pretty much out of business.

 24           I'm really concerned about the construction,

 25   the staging of the equipment, the parking, and the
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  1   congestion I feel will hurt my business.  The good

  2   side of it is we're only open Saturday and Sunday

  3   from May 1 until the end of October.  So if there

  4   can be some thought put into maybe, you know,

  5   lightening that up on the weekends so we could

  6   operate as free from the construction process as

  7   possible.

  8           I also have heard rumblings that the

  9   Royalston may turn into the border argument.  I

 10   don't know where that's coming from.  But that would

 11   be a catastrophic effect on both the farmers market

 12   and my business.  There is just simply no way we can

 13   lose that parking.  And the construction, the two

 14   year, two and a half year process, it would just

 15   absolutely ruin a lot of people's businesses.

 16   That's all I have to say.  Thank you very much.

 17                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you for you

 18   time, sir.  Craig Westgate, and on deck Ryan

 19   Edstrom.  Mr. Westgate, welcome.

 20                CRAIG WESTGATE:  Thank you.  Craig

 21   Westgate.  My address is 3523 St. Paul Avenue in

 22   Minneapolis.  But tonight I'm speaking as the

 23   chairman of CIDNA.  I'm here on behalf of CIDNA.

 24   Our transportation committee has done a wonderful

 25   job of preparing a written response for the December
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  1   11 deadline.  With that said, we have many concerns.

  2   I'm just going to point out a couple.

  3           The first one we believe is the noise.

  4   The -- we believe that the impact of the noise level

  5   and noise incident frequency has not been properly

  6   assessed and will have a major impact on the peace

  7   and tranquility for the residents and the users of

  8   the Kenilworth corridor and users of the Grand

  9   Rounds National Scenic Highway.  The flyover bridge

 10   at Cedar Lake Parkway is just unacceptable.  To

 11   quote an area resident, it's something that

 12   Mussolini would be proud of.

 13           We believe that this is -- we believe that

 14   this is the reason that we have in place the

 15   Shoreland Overlay District restrictions, so that

 16   developers, both private and public, cannot just

 17   build what they want.  Not only is the bridge too

 18   tall, it does not fit in with the neighborhood.  It

 19   is a monstrosity.

 20           We believe that we need a grade separation

 21   at Cedar Lake Parkway.  With trains every three

 22   minutes, that intersection is simply and cannot

 23   handle the cars and trains at the street level.  We

 24   believe that some sort of a better solution of grade

 25   separation of LRT underpass, whether it be a tunnel,
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  1   cut and cover, we believe that the noise and the

  2   visibility issue should not be overlooked going

  3   forward.  Thank you very much.

  4                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

  5   Ryan Edstrom, and Peter Rickmeyer is next.

  6                RYAN EDSTROM:  Good evening.  My name

  7   is Ryan Edstrom.  Thanks for the opportunity to

  8   speak tonight.  My address is 2824 Yosemite Avenue,

  9   St. Louis Park, Minnesota.  I'm representing myself.

 10   I think I could probably speak for others in my

 11   neighborhood.  Just to kind of give you an idea

 12   where we live, we are at Highway 100 and Minnetonka

 13   Boulevard.  Just west of that area near what would

 14   be called the LRT 3A LPA option, the freight rail

 15   reroute, within two blocks of that freight rail

 16   reroute.

 17           I came tonight to speak specifically to goal

 18   number four of the DEIS, which is preserve and

 19   protect the quality of life in the study area and

 20   region.  And specifically I wanted to speak to

 21   noise, safety, air quality, and property value.

 22           Let's start with noise.  With the freight

 23   rail reroute there's a planned ramp that would be

 24   running along Highway 7 that would get the trains

 25   across Highway 7 and through our neighborhood.  And
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  1   for those trains to get up that new proposed ramp,

  2   they would have to be running full throttle.  I

  3   don't know if that has been studied in this

  4   environmental impact study.  So that would

  5   definitely affect the residents in that area.

  6           Further with noise, the trains are going to

  7   be bigger.  So currently there's two trains running

  8   there every day, about ten cars each empty.  With a

  9   full train, a full coal train or an ethanol train,

 10   the noise would be significantly more.  The trains

 11   are just heavier and longer.

 12           Moving on to safety.  With the increase in

 13   trains, I think there's just an inherent risk of

 14   something bad happening in that area, not just

 15   because there's added trains, but because of the

 16   configuration of the track in that area.  There's up

 17   to three blind corners in that neighborhood.  So the

 18   engineers would not be able to see through those

 19   corners, making that particular route a lot more

 20   dangerous than the LRT 3A coal location route.

 21           And then air quality, this kind of goes

 22   along with the noise.  If those trains are rumbling

 23   up that grade at full throttle, there's definitely

 24   going to be a lot more diesel smoke, and I think

 25   that goes against preserving the quality and
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  1   protecting the quality of life that's in this study

  2   area.

  3           And the last thing here I think is property

  4   value.  I've heard that freight rail reroutes cause

  5   property value impacts from 3 to 12 percent.  And

  6   there's about 200 houses in our neighborhood that

  7   that would directly impact.  I think I can probably

  8   close with that.  Thank you for your time tonight.

  9                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you.  Is there

 10   a second list?  That would be good.  Next speaker is

 11   Peter Rickmeyer, and then Joshua Houdek is next.

 12   Thank you.  Welcome to the committee.

 13                PETER RICKMEYER:  Thank you.  Peter

 14   Rickmeyer, 2118 - 25th Avenue North, Minneapolis.

 15   First, the Bryn Mawr neighborhood is a

 16   well-respected neighborhood organization within the

 17   city of Minneapolis.  And I'm aware that the

 18   Royalston businesses, I would encourage both groups

 19   to get together to work out alternative roads to get

 20   in and out.  There are two more public hearings, so

 21   that would give you enough time to discuss possibly

 22   corrections to this plan and give more thought to it

 23   to see if something could be worked out.  And Bryn

 24   Mawr, please work with the farmers market people,

 25   too, even though they're way out of your district.
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  1           I'm here specifically to talk about what the

  2   last gentleman was talking about, specifically about

  3   noise, environmental impact, and above all, the

  4   purpose of it.  I believe the purpose of light rail

  5   is to reduce the carbon monoxide, dioxide in -- to

  6   and from the suburbs, from Eden Prairie into

  7   downtown Minneapolis.

  8           I believe, first of all, to attack the noise

  9   problems with the rails and the bells at the

 10   intersections, I believe three layers.  The first

 11   layer would be bushes, which would decrease the

 12   amount of rail noise.  The second layer would be

 13   medium trees.  And the third layer would be tall

 14   trees.

 15           What that would do is that would, first of

 16   all, reduce the amount of noise three blocks away

 17   from where the light rail is.  The second thing that

 18   it would do is that it would provide oxygen, so the

 19   area from Minneapolis to Eden Prairie would actually

 20   improve its air quality, which I think is what we

 21   all want.

 22           The third impact would be specifically

 23   around intersections with the trains.  I've taken my

 24   time and I've gone up to 38th and Hiawatha, gone

 25   about three, four blocks away, and I could hear the
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  1   bells, and I talked to some people over there.  And

  2   you can hear it.  And I believe by putting some

  3   bushes, that would just naturally absorb the sounds

  4   of the bells, that would relieve a lot of the

  5   complaints or concerns about the excess noise.

  6           I can only stress to you that we have been

  7   dealing with global warming.  And I believe that

  8   with the bushes, mid-sized trees, and large trees

  9   that would give off a lot of shade in the 20-mile

 10   light rail.  And that would go a long ways into

 11   reducing the global warming, at least in the

 12   downtown Minneapolis to the Eden Prairie area.

 13   Thank you.

 14                THE COMMISSIONER:  Your time is up.

 15   Thank you very much for your comments.  Joshua

 16   Houdek, and then Todd Klingel is next.  Welcome,

 17   sir.

 18                JOSH HOUDEK:  Thank you, Chair.  My

 19   name is Joshua Houdek.  I'm with the Sierra Club,

 20   Northstar Chapter, in Minnesota.  Our address is

 21   2327 East Franklin Avenue.  I wanted to start off

 22   with saying that the 30,000 members of the Sierra

 23   Club in Minnesota do support a greener, cleaner

 24   transportation choice in the southwest metro.  And I

 25   believe that it's a critical link for a 21st century
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  1   transit system.  We believe that this is a smart

  2   investment in the region, like Chairman McLaughlin

  3   said earlier.

  4           This project will serve over 200,000 jobs.

  5   There are problems with the route, the preferred

  6   route that is, but -- and it's not perfect, but the

  7   region needs to move beyond oil if we are going to

  8   remain competitive in the future.

  9           The station area planning, I wanted to bring

 10   that up, because it's very, very important that good

 11   sustainable TOD transit-oriented development happens

 12   around these stations that we are planning, not just

 13   large park and rides, but good, multiuse,

 14   sustainable, compact development.  So we want to

 15   stress that be continued to keep an eye on that and

 16   maximize the amount of density that we can provide

 17   around the station areas.

 18           And I just wanted to conclude with a

 19   quote -- or to quote President Obama's initiative,

 20   "We Can't Wait" to be riding this train by 2018,

 21   because the region does need to remain sustainable,

 22   and this is a great step towards that.  Thank you.

 23                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 24   Todd Klingel, and then Randy Peterson is after

 25   Mr. Klingel.  Welcome.
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  1                TODD KLINGEL:  I'm Todd Klingel.  I'm

  2   president/CEO of the Minneapolis Regional Chamber of

  3   Commerce.  We also oversee the Bloomington Chamber

  4   Commerce and the Northeast Minneapolis Chamber.

  5   Thanks for the opportunity to speak on the DEIS

  6   today.

  7           As many of you already know, we're very

  8   strong supporters of transit, light rail transit,

  9   particularly in this line.  We share in that support

 10   with St. Paul Area Chamber of Commerce, the TwinWest

 11   Chamber of Commerce, the Edina Chamber of Commerce,

 12   the Eden Prairie Chamber of Commerce.  And we were

 13   pleased to see the DEIS that they understand like we

 14   do that, quote, "there's limited additional traffic

 15   capacity on existing streets and highways resulting

 16   in increased travel time delays and air pollution."

 17           I thought it was interesting on Monday when

 18   so many of us were caught up in that traffic on the

 19   first snow of the season taking three times as long

 20   as normal to get to commute, but the trains were

 21   going right on time.  And that kind of certainty is

 22   really helpful.

 23           Additionally, the DEIS said that the

 24   benefits of Southwest LRT substantially outweigh the

 25   impacts.  For us in the business community you
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  1   always need to weigh the capital investment plans

  2   against the impacts of those plans.  They also said

  3   the transportation option studied that LRT has the

  4   greatest ability to address the needs of the region.

  5   We also know that it's the only alternative that the

  6   federal government will give us $650 million for,

  7   which we will be happy to use, and that the locally

  8   preferred alternative when the LRT 3A is the most

  9   cost effective per rider.  That LPA fits with the

 10   land use and economic development plans of the

 11   communities along the line.

 12           Certainly we understand from the ones we've

 13   heard earlier and the ones I'm sure you'll hear that

 14   there are issues along the line with St. Louis Park

 15   and moving the freight and some of the other issues,

 16   but we're confident that the county can work out the

 17   details with those and move ahead with the next

 18   finer level of planning.

 19           We thank the FTA for the support of this

 20   line, the administration for green lighting the

 21   line, as one of only two in the country, and for the

 22   county for taking the lead role that you have in the

 23   regional rail authority.  Thank you.

 24                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you,

 25   Mr. Klingel.  Randy Peterson is next, and then
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  1   Jeanette Colby.  Mr. Peterson, welcome.

  2                RANDY PETERSON:  Yeah, I am frustrated

  3   that Washington Avenue is closed to transportation.

  4   I just don't think you did a good plan.  I should

  5   not use profanity, I understand that, but at the

  6   same token, I just -- without using profanity, I'm

  7   extremely frustrated that Washington Avenue is

  8   closed.  Because -- and I think we -- I don't think

  9   we should go ahead with this now, because I think we

 10   should wait until we get -- until Washington Avenue

 11   around the university is open, and then have

 12   hearings again maybe after they were running say a

 13   year.

 14           That's my opinion.  You may not -- you may

 15   go ahead anyway, but I don't think you should -- I

 16   don't think you should do it now.  There's also

 17   other concerns that should be addressed, and 60 days

 18   is not long enough.  Thank you.

 19                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 20   I think you expressed your opinion very well without

 21   profanity.  Thank you for that.  Jeanette Colby, and

 22   then Russ Adams.

 23                JEANETTE COLBY:  Thank you,

 24   Commissioner, for your time this afternoon.  I'm

 25   Jeanette Colby.  I live at 2218 Sheridan Avenue
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  1   South.  And I'm here on behalf of the Kenwood Isles

  2   Area Association.  This -- the locally preferred

  3   alternative line will run a little more than a mile

  4   through our neighborhood.  And we were pleased to

  5   see that the DEIS recognized some of the very grave

  6   impacts that it will have on our area, especially

  7   noise and visual impacts as well as safety.

  8           This line I think has really stressed the

  9   transit-oriented development opportunities and other

 10   business development opportunities, which is

 11   fabulous.  In our area we would like to stress the

 12   issue of preserving what we have.  We have a

 13   beautiful, beautiful space in the Kenilworth trail

 14   area.  We have three freight trains approximately

 15   that run through there a day, and will move to 260

 16   trains going from 5 a.m. to 1 a.m.

 17           So we are really looking forward to a very

 18   strong and creative approach to mitigation.  We were

 19   a little disappointed to see there wasn't much

 20   mitigation talked about in the document.  It was a

 21   huge document, very thorough in a lot of ways, but

 22   not a lot of mitigation proposals.

 23           So what we would be focusing on is

 24   preserving our unique cultural and natural heritage,

 25   safeguarding the safety and enjoyment of park and
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  1   trail users, maintaining the quality of life of

  2   residents, and ensuring the tranquility and

  3   functionality of the station area proposed for 21st

  4   Street.  We also join CIDNA in thinking that a

  5   bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway would be awful, and

  6   we'd like to see some other form of grade separation

  7   there.  Thank you.

  8                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

  9   Russ Adams is next, and then Mark Stensrud.

 10   Mr. Adams, welcome.

 11                RUSS ADAMS:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  I

 12   have one handout for the commissioners, if that's

 13   possible.  My name is Russ Adams.  I'm the executive

 14   director of the Alliance for Metropolitan Stability.

 15   We're at 2525 East Franklin Avenue in Minneapolis.

 16   We first want to say that we support Southwest LRT

 17   and the 3A alignment and believe that that will

 18   provide significant social and economic

 19   opportunities for environmental justice communities

 20   along the corridor.

 21           We believe it will do that by the extension

 22   of the regional transit system by increasing the

 23   access to job centers along Southwest LRT, by

 24   generating economic development opportunities, and

 25   by sustaining economic development opportunities for
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  1   communities like the Harrison neighborhood at the

  2   Van White station, with the full build out of the

  3   Bassett's Creek Valley Master Plan.

  4           Now, I know you'll hear from Harrison

  5   neighborhood in a moment, but I do want to touch on

  6   them a little bit.  In our read of the DEIS we think

  7   it needs to recognize that Harrison neighborhood is

  8   an environmental justice community with significant

  9   interest and opportunity at that Van White station.

 10   The reason why it's significant is it's uniquely

 11   positioned between two major public transit

 12   investments.  The map shows this with Southwest LRT

 13   to the south and the proposed Bottineau LRT line to

 14   the north.  You will not find another neighborhood

 15   probably anywhere in the region that gets the kind

 16   of saturated coverage from transit stations within a

 17   quarter mile and half mile walking distance than

 18   Harrison.  And it also has several stations nearby

 19   in the neighborhood as well as close by.

 20           We think the DEIS and the Southwest Corridor

 21   planners should adopt the definition of equitable

 22   development that was endorsed by Corridors of

 23   Opportunity Policy Board on November 30, 2011.  We

 24   will be submitting written comments.  We'll include

 25   that definition in our comments.  I'm not going to
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  1   read it now.  But we think a common definition to

  2   work from would be useful for both engineers, as

  3   well as planners, community representatives, and

  4   public officials.

  5           We also noticed that the Hennepin County

  6   Community Works uses a term catalytic

  7   transit-oriented development.  And we want to point

  8   out that prioritized public -- there were two

  9   aspects to this, prioritized public investments that

 10   catalyze private investment and prioritized public

 11   investments that catalyze equitable development.  We

 12   believe both are possible and necessary for the best

 13   outcomes on Southwest LRT.

 14           I won't go into too much detail on the

 15   Harrison neighborhood catalytic TOD opportunity

 16   except to say that you do have land that is publicly

 17   owned, you have a committed developer, and you have

 18   a city that's committed to generating hundreds of

 19   new housing units on that site and thousands of new

 20   jobs.  You also have a number of business owners,

 21   property owners that are interested in revitalizing

 22   Glenwood Avenue corridor, the old industrial area,

 23   and carrying that up in into North Minneapolis.  I

 24   see that my time is up, Mr. Chair, so I'll leave it

 25   at that.  Thank you so much.
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  1                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

  2   We look forward to getting your written comments as

  3   well.  Mark Stensrud, and then Malik Holt.

  4                MARK STENSRUD:  Mark Stensrud.  I live

  5   at 3145 Dean Court, which is the grain silos.  And

  6   our representative from the CIDNA neighborhood,

  7   which I belong to, was here.  But I'd just like to

  8   reiterate that, you know, I realize everybody -- you

  9   know, nobody wants anything in their back yard, but

 10   my back yard is Cedar Lake.  And there's a, I don't

 11   know, a tranquility that during the day it can be a

 12   little noisy, but at night I can hear the frogs, I

 13   can hear the geese from the lake.

 14           Plus our building is on what will be like a

 15   90-degree turn that the light rail is going to take.

 16   Our building is so close to the tracks now, I mean,

 17   I think people could reach out and touch the light

 18   rail as it goes by.  And now we're talking about 260

 19   trains a day running right past my residence.

 20           And I'd just like to say that I hope that

 21   all alternatives are being looked at to quiet this

 22   down.  Because I know Dow Chemical makes a track

 23   system that they say will reduce the noise by 5 to 7

 24   decibels.  So I just hope we're not stuck in the

 25   same rut, we did this on Hiawatha, so now we're
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  1   going to do it here, without looking at the best

  2   alternatives.

  3           I'm all for the light rail.  I realize that

  4   our community needs that.  But that doesn't mean we

  5   keep going along with blinders on, we did it this

  6   way here, now that's the way we're going to do it

  7   everywhere.  Make sure we're looking at all the

  8   newest alternatives to keep my neighborhood -- it

  9   will never be the same after this, but I'd like to

 10   see the damage minimized.  And that's all I was here

 11   to say.  Thank you.

 12                THE COMMISSIONER:  Great.  Thank you.

 13   Are there other lists that have been compiled?  No.

 14   All right.  Mr. Holt, Malik Holt, welcome.

 15                MALIK HOLT:  Thank you, Mr. Chair,

 16   commissioners.  I'm here with Harrison Neighborhood

 17   Association, which is located on 503 Irving Avenue

 18   in Minneapolis.  Harrison neighborhood supports the

 19   3A alignment of the Southwest light rail because it

 20   brings economic opportunities at the Van White

 21   Station and Bassett Creek.  My comments will focus

 22   mainly on section A of the 3A locally preferred

 23   alternative.

 24           Harrison Neighborhood Association, an

 25   environmental justice community, with people of
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  1   color 78 percent and a median income of $21,000.

  2   Since 2000, Harrison Neighborhood Association and in

  3   partnership with Bryn Mawr Neighborhood Association

  4   have been involved in the Bassett Creek Master Plan.

  5   The development will revitalize this environmental

  6   justice community, that is Harrison, and repair the

  7   decades of land use neglect and divestment at the

  8   Van White station.

  9           For more than a decade Harrison residents

 10   have recognized the opportunity for change,

 11   investment, and innovation in land use with Bassett

 12   Creek Valley.  In its existing condition, Harrison

 13   right now is dominated by post industrial land use.

 14           The following are concerns and comments that

 15   we're going to make now for the DEIS, and then we're

 16   going to make further in written comment and e-mail

 17   from our residents, possibly some of our business

 18   leaders.  Including the master plan, putting those

 19   actual numbers and have those reflected in the DEIS,

 20   including the expected redevelopment outcomes of

 21   3,000 housing units from Bassett Creek redevelopment

 22   plan, 2.5 million square feet of commercial and

 23   office retail, 40 acres of new and open green space,

 24   and 5,000 to 6,000 jobs.

 25           The fulfillment of the Bassett Creek Master
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  1   Plan will increase ridership and boost the success

  2   of the Southwest light rail.  Currently there is an

  3   incomplete land use analysis that is in section

  4   3.124, segment A.  The actual 2008 February city of

  5   Minneapolis rezoning needs to be reflected within

  6   section 3.124, segment A, in the land use.

  7           Harrison also has serious concerns about the

  8   station area plan.  We sent a letter on February 28

  9   to Hennepin County, and Harrison is still requesting

 10   that station area design without commuter rail

 11   layover needs to be met.  And we need that question

 12   answered.

 13           The final document clearly advocates the

 14   siting of rail storage at Van White station.  The

 15   final document misrepresents the formal Minneapolis

 16   City Council position on the sale of Linden Yards at

 17   Van White station.  The city directed city staff to

 18   explore joint strategies at Linden Yards East and

 19   report back to city council.  The Van White plan

 20   illustrates the misleading for policymakers

 21   representing a platform plan that could accommodate

 22   development and rail storage below.  And this is

 23   misleading because the key feasibility work has not

 24   been completed and does not include the

 25   environmental assessment of siting passenger rail
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  1   storage and the maintenance facility.

  2           My last comment -- and then I also have a

  3   handout for you that shows a 1935 map of racialized

  4   [sic] -- racialized planning map the City of

  5   Minneapolis did of our area.  And then also MCEA,

  6   which is the -- that is the current condition of our

  7   area the way it looks today in terms of

  8   neighborhoods.

  9           My last comment, Harrison neighborhood does

 10   not support locating the operation maintenance

 11   facility, this is located in section 3.152, it does

 12   not support it at Linden Yards.  Four potential

 13   locations for operation and maintenance have been

 14   identified.  Harrison does support the consultants

 15   recommendations on appendix H, page 53, of the

 16   operation maintenance facility site evaluation, we

 17   support Eden Prairie 1, Eden Prairie 2, Eden Prairie

 18   scenario 3, and the Minneapolis scenario 4, not

 19   Linden Yards.

 20                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 21                MALIK HOLT:  Thank you.

 22                THE COMMISSIONER:  So far we have no

 23   one else who signed up ahead of time, but we would

 24   be happy to take testimony from anybody who would

 25   like to testify.  We'll start with this gentleman in
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  1   the front row.  And then we'll go over here.  And

  2   then I saw a hand in the back.  So I saw three so

  3   far.  We'll go until people are finished.  Please

  4   introduce yourself for the tape.

  5                JOHN HARTWIG:  My name is John Hartwig.

  6   I live at 3228 Humboldt Avenue South in Minneapolis.

  7   I would like to hand out some information to the

  8   commissioners.

  9           Approximately 200 years ago the federal and

 10   the state governments got together and built the

 11   Erie Canal.  By the time the time the Erie Canal was

 12   completed, the Erie Canal was already outmoded, the

 13   reason being that the railroads came in and took all

 14   the money from the Erie Canal.  So in effect, the

 15   Erie Canal even to this day is nothing but a

 16   boondoggle.

 17           What we have here again is another

 18   boondoggle, and it's called light rail.  We aren't

 19   going to need 20 lanes of New Jersey turnpike or 100

 20   billion high speed rail lines to save us from

 21   gridlock.  Is that really where things are headed.

 22   The Internet is drastically reducing the importance

 23   of distance in human affairs.  E-mail has rendered

 24   the local post office nearly obsolete.  Hundreds of

 25   thousands of Americans are already telecommuting,
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  1   and many have launched web-based businesses from

  2   their home.  People who used to make three trips a

  3   week to the mall do more of their shopping today

  4   online.

  5           The challenge isn't to move more meat.  I'm

  6   quoting here from this article I gave you.  When

  7   they say meat they mean people.  The challenge is to

  8   move more information.  The light rail is already

  9   outmoded.  If this was 1900, maybe you could do it.

 10   But it's nothing more than a reconfigured street

 11   car.

 12           Here again quoting from here, business

 13   parties and social organizations need to take full

 14   advantage of the extraordinary efficiencies that the

 15   Internet provide.  The rush hour rituals of the 20th

 16   century really aren't destined to continue until the

 17   end of time.  Telecommunication, flex time, and

 18   mini-commutes to satellite offices will change the

 19   way we work.

 20           More or less that's what I have to say on

 21   this except for one more thing.  I used to live in

 22   the Kenwood neighborhood, not too far from 21st and

 23   Uptown.  And I remember when I came in '50, '51 many

 24   of the St. Louis freight workers for about five

 25   years previously and up until about 1950, the
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  1   freight workers were obviously working on the

  2   tracks.  And every so often they forgot to remember

  3   where they were.  And I remember one instance some

  4   railroad worker was sitting on the tracks and a

  5   train came by.  And he ended up losing both his

  6   legs.  We went and looked at the stretcher.  It was

  7   full of blood.  And obviously that individual didn't

  8   survive.

  9           And I think this is what you're going to

 10   have, the same thing again.  You're talking about

 11   200 trains going by during the day or 150 or

 12   whatever.  First of all, I'm old enough to remember

 13   when we had street cars.  One street car for

 14   whatever reason gets stopped, and you're going to

 15   have street cars all the way back one mile, two

 16   miles.  So in effect, it's an inefficient system.

 17                THE COMMISSIONER:  If you could wrap

 18   up, sir.

 19                JOHN HARTWIG:  Sure.  What we need --

 20   we're 87 years away from the 22nd century, and what

 21   we need to do is go forward not backward.  Thank you

 22   for your time.

 23                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 24   I saw a hand over here, sir.

 25                JACK LEVY:  Thank you, Commissioner.
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  1   My name is Jack Levy.  I'm on the board of the

  2   Kenwood Isles Association, but I'm here to represent

  3   myself.  Jeanette has already talked about our

  4   issues on behalf of the association and the

  5   community.

  6           What -- so I live on 21st Street between

  7   Kenwood Parkway and the station.  And one of the

  8   things that alarms me is the noise that the light

  9   rail will generate, either through the rails

 10   themselves or through the bell or the sounds that

 11   they will be sounding as they approach the station.

 12   I was disappointed to see a complete lack of

 13   mitigation with regard to how that noise was going

 14   to be mitigated.  And it wasn't left as, we're not

 15   going to address that, but rather we're going to

 16   address that later while we're doing the

 17   engineering.  And I got the sense that it would be

 18   too late by that time.  So I would like to see some

 19   kind of a response on what happens to this pristine

 20   quiet community when the train comes and the bells

 21   go off and noise impacts the community and changes

 22   the character of the entire neighborhood.  Thank you

 23   for your time.

 24                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

 25   Someone back there?  Somebody before you, Vickie, I
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  1   think, yes.  Welcome.

  2                KATHLEEN MURPHY:  Good afternoon.

  3   Kathleen Murphy with Transit for Livable

  4   Communities.  And I'm at 6601 5th Avenue in

  5   Richfield.  And I've been a long-time transit rider,

  6   because I do not drive.  And so I support, along

  7   with the Transit for Livable Communities, the

  8   opportunity for the Southwest Corridor to have this

  9   light rail system.

 10           I am hearing from a lot of people that there

 11   are things that need to be concerned about.  And I

 12   totally agree with all of that myself.  But my

 13   concern, along with TLC, is that the future of our

 14   light rail system is now and not to put a halt on

 15   this because of reconstruction or whatever is

 16   happening here with the freight rail is going to

 17   intervene with everything.

 18           We have to come to an understanding that in

 19   our time of our economic situations that this will

 20   help people in the southwest communities to be able

 21   to prosper and to grow.  And I totally am concerned

 22   with making the right choices for people to get back

 23   to work and for people to have better options with

 24   their transit system.  So I hope for the best for

 25   all of this.  Thank you.
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  1                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.

  2   Vickie Moore.  Welcome.

  3                VICKIE MOORE:  Thank you for your time.

  4   I live a 2032 Second Avenue North, the Harrison

  5   neighborhood.  I'm a member of the Harrison

  6   Neighborhood Association.  I want to really make

  7   sure everyone really understands we strongly support

  8   the Southwest LRT, the 3A alignment, and in

  9   particular we strongly support the Van White

 10   station.

 11           We do see this as a catalyst for

 12   development.  We are a neighborhood that not only

 13   welcomes development, we welcome city housing.

 14   That's something you don't often hear.

 15           I also want to point out that our

 16   unemployment rate is well over 20 percent.  Summit

 17   Academy is currently training people who can fill

 18   the jobs that are going to be available along the

 19   line.  That's important to us, not just important to

 20   the Harrison neighborhood, but to our neighbors to

 21   the north.

 22           Hennepin has done a good job with community

 23   and citizen involvement.  I know there's a lot of

 24   really good consultants coming into town to educate

 25   people on the council and the county.  I would hope
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  1   that the county would open those sessions up to

  2   communities so that we can educate ourselves as this

  3   process moves forward.

  4           And I think one last thing I want to say is

  5   I can't cite the section in the DEIS, but it would

  6   be nice to see the 2010 census data included in

  7   there, not the old census data.  Thank you.

  8                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you.  Anyone

  9   else?  Yes, sir.  Come on up introduce yourself.

 10                MARC BALLBACH:  Sure.  My name is Marc

 11   Ballbach.  I live at 5503 Wingwood Court,

 12   Minnetonka.

 13                THE COMMISSIONER:  What's your last

 14   name?

 15                MARC BALLBACH:  Ballbach,

 16   B-A-L-L-B-A-C-H.  I'm a year-round bike commuter.

 17   And I want to strongly encourage you all to take

 18   into account the communication needs and overall

 19   needs during construction of the bike commuter

 20   community.  I go pretty much along the rail starting

 21   at the Shady Oaks station, and then I work downtown

 22   here.

 23           My experience this summer with some of the

 24   Cedar Lake repaving was that there was poor

 25   communication.  And I would love if you guys could
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  1   work with us.  And I should also say that I'm really

  2   excited about this light rail line, especially if I

  3   get a flat tire along the way I can jump on a train.

  4   So I'm very much watching this carefully and real

  5   excited.  Certainly after construction I'm excited

  6   to see a good bike infrastructure in the wake of

  7   construction as well.  And I'll be following that

  8   closely.

  9           During if you could focus on some of the

 10   social networking communication methods to alert us

 11   when we need to detour, that would be great.

 12                THE COMMISSIONER:  Anyone else?  Yes,

 13   sir.  Come on up.

 14                ROLF ERICKSON:  14520 - 12th Avenue

 15   North in Plymouth.  And I'm just concerned that

 16   we're taking money from a federal government that's

 17   wallowing in debt to build 19th Century

 18   transportation systems.  That's my basic concern.  I

 19   know I'm a person that does not use mass transit at

 20   all.  There's very little near me.  And if I were to

 21   go somewhere like the Mall of America it might take

 22   me three or four hours, so I understand I'm biased

 23   in that respect.  But I do believe it's wrong to

 24   keep breaking the government.  Thank you.

 25                THE COMMISSIONER:  Thank you very much.
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  1                  REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

  2

  3   STATE OF MINNESOTA   )
                       ) ss.

  4   COUNTY OF HENNEPIN   )

  5

  6
          I hereby certify that I reported the

  7   Southwest Transitway DEIS Open House/Public Hearing
  on November 13, 2012

  8

  9
          WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 19th day of

 10   November, 2011.

 11

 12

 13

 14

 15
             Amy Kristina Lizotte

 16              Notary Public, Hennepin County, Minnesota
             My commission expires January 31, 2017.
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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: (I) the purpose and need for the project; (2) the alternatives considered; (3) the impacts of 
these alternatives; and (4) the agencies and persons consu lted. 

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 all comments. 

Public hearings on the DEIS will be held in November 2012. To learn more about the hearings. please visit 
www.southwesttransitway.org 
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Fold here 

Hennepin County 

Housing, Community Works & Transit 
ATTN: Southwest Transitway 

701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 400 

Minneapolis, MN 55415 
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  1                     P R O C E E D I N G S

  2                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  I'm going to call

  3   this hearing of the Hennepin County Regional Railroad

  4   Authority to order.  I am Peter McLaughlin, the Chair of

  5   the County Rail Authority.  I am joined by my colleagues

  6   Gail Dorfman and Jan Callison.

  7                 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Mic, please.  Get on

  8   mic.

  9                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  There we go.

 10   Thank you.  The cable guy told me I had to -- I knew I'd

 11   need help.

 12                 Joined by -- I'm Peter McLaughlin.  I'm

 13   joined by my colleagues Gail Dorfman and Jan Callison.

 14   And Tom Barrett from the county attorney's office is to

 15   my left, and Katie Walker is to my right.  And the -- the

 16   stenographer will be taking -- taking down the words that

 17   are said here tonight so that there will be an accurate

 18   record of all the proceedings.

 19                 It's a job and pleasure to welcome you here

 20   tonight.  This is the second of three public hearings

 21   that we're having to receive comments on the Southwest

 22   Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  We had

 23   one in Minneapolis last evening that some of you

 24   attended.  It's great to see all of you here tonight.

 25                 The Southwest LRT line will be the region's
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  1   third LRT line, and it will be part of a -- of a regional

  2   system of transit.  It's estimated to provide 30,000

  3   trips per day and access to what is predicted to be

  4   270,000 jobs along the corridor.  It also provides access

  5   to some of the region's greatest amenities, whether it's

  6   the Minneapolis chain of lakes, the regional park system,

  7   the Waker Art Institute and Sculpture Garden, Hopkins

  8   Center for the Arts, Historic Downtown Hopkins, St. Louis

  9   Park; and the list goes on and on.

 10                 You will be -- there's a connection, as

 11   well, through this line for a one-stop ride to the five

 12   stops in Downtown Minneapolis that exist currently, and

 13   it will carry on to the University of Minnesota along the

 14   central corridor to St. Paul.

 15                 In addition, the line will allow residents

 16   in the Southwest Metro to connect easily and quickly to

 17   the VA, the Veterans Administration Hospital, the

 18   airport, and Mall of America along the Hiawatha Line with

 19   one transfer.  In addition to that, residents in North

 20   Minneapolis and the rest of the region can get access to

 21   jobs on the reverse commute out along the southwest

 22   corridor.

 23                 So with that, I would be happy to turn over

 24   the podium to Commissioner Dorfman for a few other

 25   comments before getting started.
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  1                 COMMISSIONER DORFMAN:  Thank you,

  2   Commissioner McLaughlin.

  3                 You know, I wanted to say we had the

  4   funeral for former mayor Lyle Hanks.  He spent 25 years

  5   in this room; and, you know, he loved a big crowd.  He

  6   would love this today.

  7                 So let me just -- a couple of introductory

  8   comments, and many of you already know this.  The

  9   Hennepin County Regional Rail Authority, together with

 10   our cities, began planning for transit along the

 11   Southwest Corridor a decade ago.  The mutual goal was to

 12   improve transportation and transit within this growing

 13   area of our Metropolitan region.  And after considerable

 14   due diligence, numerous studies, and in-depth analysis,

 15   the Rail Authority and our partner cities recommended an

 16   LRT route that passes through the Kenilworth area of

 17   Minneapolis, continues through St. Louis Park and

 18   Hopkins, and then proceeds through the Opus area of

 19   Minnetonka and the Golden Triangle area of Eden Prairie.

 20                 All six cities approved this alignment, as

 21   did the Rail Authority.  It was then sent to the MAC

 22   council, whose members approved the route, called the

 23   "locally preferred alternative" in May of 2010.  This was

 24   the first major milestone that began to move this LRT

 25   project from idea to reality.  In September 2011, the
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  1   Federal Transit Administration approved the project to

  2   enter into what's called the Federal New Starts Program

  3   and gave authority to MAC council to begin preliminary

  4   engineering.  Southwest LRT is only one of 12 projects

  5   nationwide to achieve this status.

  6                 And recently the Obama Administration

  7   designated this LRT line as a We Can't Wait Project,

  8   which will help expedite the permit and review process

  9   amongst federal agencies.  Southwest was one of only two

 10   projects nationwide designated for We Can't Wait.  At the

 11   state level, Southeast LRT received $2 million in deed

 12   money, Department of Employment and Economic Development

 13   Funds, further demonstrating the state commitment to this

 14   project, on top of an earlier $5 million in state bonding

 15   and $33 million from the Metro counties on the counties'

 16   Transit Improvement Board.

 17                 And in October, with the release of the

 18   DEIS, the document that you're here to talk about

 19   tonight, we achieved another milestone.  The DEIS is a

 20   critical piece in the development of this major

 21   infrastructure project.  Its purpose is to provide for

 22   the disclosure of potential impacts, as well as the

 23   potential mitigation of those impacts along this LRT

 24   line.  Comments submitted on the DEIS will help to shape

 25   what is evaluated during preliminary engineering and
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  1   what's included in the final environmental impact

  2   statement.

  3                 Hennepin County has also established the

  4   Southwest LRT Community Works Project to maximize

  5   opportunities for economic development, new housing, and

  6   jobs along this line; and to help coordinate land use

  7   planning with the design and engineering of the LRT line.

  8   Community Works seeks to ensure that this major regional

  9   transit investment will benefit the residents,

 10   businesses, and communities all along the Southwest

 11   corridor for Minneapolis to Eden Prairie.

 12                 Thank you all so much for being here this

 13   evening to participate in the DEIS process.

 14                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  So if I might,

 15   I'll just give you a quick rundown here about the Draft

 16   Environmental Impact Statement and what it is and how it

 17   performs within this process.

 18                 The Draft Environmental Impact Statement

 19   provides the public, businesses, agencies, and the

 20   general public with a full summary of the potential

 21   impacts of the project and also possible ways to mitigate

 22   those impacts.  The Rail Authority chose to extend the

 23   final comment period, the formal comment period from the

 24   mandatory 45 days to 60 days to provide the public with

 25   additional time to review what is a lengthy document and
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  1   also to acknowledge the fact that this is happening in

  2   and around the Thanksgiving holiday.

  3                 It's important for the public to comment on

  4   the content of this Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

  5   These comments will help shape the work of the

  6   Metropolitan Council, which will lead the preliminary

  7   engineering process, and that work will be reflected in

  8   the final Environmental Impact Statement.

  9                 Tonight we are here, the three of us, as

 10   representatives of the County Rail Authority to listen to

 11   your comments.  The purpose of the hearing and the other

 12   two, one yesterday and one in Eden Prairie on the 29th of

 13   this month, the purpose is to provide the public with an

 14   opportunity to provide verbal comments on the Draft

 15   Environmental Impact Statement document.

 16                 In addition to those verbal comments,

 17   comments can also be submitted via e-mail to sw,

 18   Southwest, that is, swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us.  That's

 19   swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us, or via the U.S. Mail to

 20   Hennepin County, 701 4th Avenue South, Suite 400,

 21   Minneapolis 55415.  That it would be to Hennepin County,

 22   701 4th Avenue South, Suite 400, Minneapolis 55415.

 23   Comments provided in writing will receive the same weight

 24   as comments received orally during these three public

 25   hearings.
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  1                 For the Draft Environmental Impact

  2   Statement, the County Rail Authority is the state

  3   responsible governmental unit, or RGU.  If you hear that

  4   term, that's what -- that's what the County Rail

  5   Authority is.  The Federal Transit Administration, which

  6   is a part of U.S. Department of Transportation, is the

  7   lead federal agency on this project.  And the

  8   Metropolitan Council is the local project sponsor.

  9                 Comments received during this comment

 10   period, which will extend through December 11th -- so

 11   comments are good until December 11th to be officially

 12   collected -- are being collected by Hennepin County and

 13   will be provided to both the Metropolitan Council and the

 14   Federal Transit Administration.  All comments received

 15   will inform the preliminary engineering and final

 16   Environmental Impact Statement phases of project

 17   development.

 18                 The Rail Authority and County will continue

 19   to be a strong partner as this project moves forward

 20   under the leadership of the FTA and the Metropolitan

 21   Council.

 22                 Before I go on, I would acknowledge the

 23   presence -- I saw her -- there she is -- of Sue Sanger

 24   from the City Council in St. Louis Park.

 25                 (Applause.)
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  1                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Applause for the

  2   elected officials, but now after that's the done, we're

  3   going to try to -- I'm going to ask you to retrain from

  4   applause or any other noise-making in terms of what

  5   people say, whether you like it or you don't like it,

  6   just in terms of decorum and allowing things to proceed

  7   in an orderly fashion.

  8                 Anne Mavity is here, also from the St.

  9   Louis Park City Council.  Mayor Jacobs, I saw him out

 10   front on my way in.  I don't know if he's in the room,

 11   but he's close by, I'm sure.

 12                 So we're going to ask -- in terms of

 13   speaking tonight, we're going to do what we did last

 14   night, which is to provide each speaker with three

 15   minutes for their comments.  The speakers are going to be

 16   given a signal -- two signals, actually, or one signal.

 17                 We're going to give you a signal with two

 18   minutes to go -- two minutes to go, one minute to go, and

 19   your time is up.  And at that point, we suggest that you

 20   try to wrap up, finish your thought, and then just -- I

 21   suspect they're going -- there's going to be a large

 22   number of people that wish to speak; and in order to

 23   facilitate that and to respect the people who are going

 24   to be coming later on in the agenda, we'd ask you to try

 25   to adhere to the three-minute limit.
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  1                 As I indicated earlier, the comments are

  2   being transcribed as a part of a formal record that will

  3   be submitted to the FTA and Metropolitan Council.  And

  4   we'd ask you to -- any speaker coming up to clearly state

  5   your name, address, and the organization that you

  6   represent, if any.  You don't have to represent an

  7   organization; but if you do, we would like to have that

  8   as a part of the record.  And we'd ask you to limit your

  9   comments to the Southwest Draft Environmental Impact

 10   Statement.

 11                 Written comments, again, will be accepted

 12   and will be added to the formal record.  And we had a

 13   blue -- we have a box here for the written comments.

 14   There's a box out front, the blue box --

 15                 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  White.

 16                 COMMISSIONER MCLAUGHLIN:  White tonight, a

 17   white box tonight.  Okay.  Sorry.

 18                 So those -- that's where you can drop your

 19   comments.  And if you actually have a written version of

 20   your statement that you're making tonight, you can feel

 21   free to drop that there, as well; but your statement will

 22   be transcribed.

 23                 Again, I would again urge everybody to try

 24   to respect one another as we go forward, and I think we

 25   can have a good hearing just as we did last evening.  I
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  1   know there are a lot of strong feelings on both sides of

  2   this issue, and we want to -- we're here tonight to

  3   listen and hear what you've got to say.

  4                 So with that, I'm going to proceed; and

  5   then I have a list of one, two, three -- four pages so

  6   far of people who've signed up to speak.  And I'm going

  7   to ask -- at some point we're going to need to ro -- I

  8   don't know how many people are outside, but there's a

  9   considerable number.  And we're going to have to ask

 10   people after they're done speaking, if you could, kind of

 11   rotate out, so we could rotate someone else into the --

 12   into the room.  I think that's the only way we're going

 13   to be able to give everybody a chance.

 14                 So our first speaker is Tom Harmony from

 15   the city of St. Louis Park.  Welcome to the Rail

 16   Authority hearing.

 17                 MR. HARMONY:  Good evening.  My name's Tom

 18   Harmony, and I'm the city manager of St. Louis Park.

 19   Address is 5005 Minnetonka Boulevard, here in St. Louis

 20   Park.

 21                 On behalf of the Mayor and City Council, I

 22   want to welcome you to St. Louis Park, and I want to

 23   welcome all of you, as well.  We thank you for holding

 24   this public in St. Louis Park and providing an

 25   opportunity for our community to talk to you about this
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  1   important project.

  2                 The City of St. Louis Park is going through

  3   the whole DEIS document right now.  In fact, we had our

  4   first conversation with the City Council about it last

  5   night, and we will be submitting detailed comments to you

  6   by the deadline of December 11th.

  7                 The Mayor and Council did ask that I

  8   reiterate for you the position the City has taken on this

  9   whole Southwest LRT project.  And we've taken a couple of

 10   actions, one in 2010 and one in 2011, a couple of

 11   resolutions we've adopted that we've provided to you.

 12                 First, the Mayor and City Council have gone

 13   on record more than once strongly supporting the

 14   Southwest LRT project, and that is still very much the

 15   case.  And, second, and as you well know, the City does

 16   have strong reservations about the freight rail reroute

 17   option.  In fact, the Council has gone on record opposing

 18   the reroute of freight rail traffic from the Kenilworth

 19   Corridor onto the MN&S, unless it's proven that no other

 20   viable alternative exists, and if only -- then only if

 21   appropriate and necessary litigation measures are

 22   implemented.

 23                 So the Council asked me to just refresh

 24   your memory on that; and -- and, again, I'm sure that you

 25   were aware of that.  Again, thanks for conducting this
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  1   hearing, and we really look forward to working with you

  2   and the Met Council on seeing this Southwest LRT project

  3   become a reality.  Thank you.

  4                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you very

  5   much.

  6                 For the record, there are five cities along

  7   the corridor through which the line actually (inaudible),

  8   so -- for the record here.

  9                 Next is Thom Miller, and then Jami LaPray

 10   is on deck after that.  So I'm just going to give people

 11   some understanding here of what the order is.

 12                 MR. MILLER:  These aren't my comments.

 13                 I'm Thom Miller, 2900 LaSalle, St. Louis

 14   Park.

 15                 I would like to understand how this reroute

 16   is going to be a win-win for St. Louis Park.  That's the

 17   way that this has been described to us by Commissioner

 18   Dorfman, and I have to say it typifies the HCRRA's

 19   attitude toward this reroute.

 20                 How is it a win-win for St. Louis Park when

 21   we know now that colocation is not only a viable

 22   alternative, as Tom Harmony just said, but an alternative

 23   that's going to cost $123 million less.  Those aren't my

 24   numbers.  Those are numbers straight out of the DEIS.  We

 25   know that the colocation alternative is safer.  We know
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  1   the colocation alternative is better for the railroads.

  2   It's just all around a better corridor to run the freight

  3   trains.  So why is that a win-win for St. Louis Park when

  4   we have to pay a portion of that $123 million in our

  5   taxes.

  6                 How is it a win-win when there's going to

  7   be a mile-long ramp that's going to be built, starting at

  8   Blake Road and moving up toward the high school, a huge

  9   monstrosity of infrastructure, a new bridge built over

 10   Highway 7 for tens of millions of dollars where the

 11   trains will then ramp up and come right in front of our

 12   high school with two blind curves, where the railroads

 13   have admitted already that there is no way they can stop

 14   if they see a child on the tracks?

 15                 And these aren't the trains that we've had

 16   for tens and tens of years, as many people have said.

 17   These are new trains.  These are trains that the

 18   railroads themselves have said and experts have concurred

 19   they will not be able to stop if they see a child on the

 20   tracks near the high school.  How is that a win-win?

 21                 How is it a win-win for the north side of

 22   our city on 27th, 28th, 29th, that area, where the trains

 23   are up on an embankment?  They will tumble down if

 24   there's a derailment.  It sounds like a crazy idea.  It

 25   just happened two months ago in Maryland.  Trains tumble
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  1   down the embankment, crush everything below them,

  2   including two young women who were sitting next to the

  3   train.  When they found their bodies, their bodies were

  4   still in a sitting position because they had no train --

  5   no chance to get away from the train.  They didn't have a

  6   chance to get up and try to get away.  The trains were

  7   that heavy, and those are types of trains we're talking

  8   about.  How is that a win-win?

  9                 How is it a win-win when the instructors at

 10   the school have to stop instructing for the period of

 11   time it takes for the trains to go by?  It's already

 12   happening with the small trains we have today.  Now they

 13   have to stop, wait for the classroom to stop shaking, and

 14   how about the time that they can speak over the trains as

 15   those locomotives are throttling to get up that grade

 16   that I described to you earlier.  That's not a win-win.

 17                 How is it a win-win for the resolutions

 18   that have been passed, as Tom Harmony said, for our City

 19   leaders?  They've passed resolutions, multiple

 20   resolutions, one of which Commission Dorfman actually

 21   signed when she was the mayor of St. Louis Park.  So it

 22   puts them in a difficult position.  It's not a win-win

 23   for them.

 24                 It seems to us that it's not a win-win at

 25   all, because not only are we going to be less safe in St.
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  1   Louis Park, but we have to pay the bill for it.  We've

  2   got 1,500 signatures here on petitions, and that's only

  3   because we didn't know if petitions would mean anything.

  4   We could get 15,000 in probably a couple of weeks if we

  5   thought this was a petitionable action.  It's not a

  6   win-win.  It's a lose-lose.

  7                 And I have to tell you that I would not be

  8   the least bit surprised if the actions that are in the

  9   DEIS end up in the FEIS.  You can expect a lawsuit from

 10   several citizens in St. Louis Park against both the

 11   HCRRA, as well as the Met Council, as well as potentially

 12   our City Council if they renege on our resolutions.

 13   Thank you.

 14                 (Applause.)

 15                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Do not boo and

 16   applaud.  We're not going to do it.  We're not doing

 17   that.

 18                 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Too bad.

 19                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  It's not the way

 20   the hearings are going to be conducted, and so I would

 21   ask you to respect that rule, which has been -- we have

 22   used for a long time, which the City of St. Louis Park

 23   also uses.

 24                 Next witness is Jami LaPray, and Joseph

 25   LaPray after her.  Welcome.
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  1                 MS. LAPRAY:  Jami LaPray, 3256 Blackstone

  2   in St. Louis Park.

  3                 Last September I was pleased when the FTA

  4   asked the HCRRA to add the freight rail option to the

  5   Southwest Light Rail project.  DEIS documents are

  6   supposed to be an unbiased critical analysis of a

  7   situation.  I felt hopeful.

  8                 In December last year, Commissioner Gail

  9   Dorfman said at an HCRRA meeting, which included

 10   discussion of the FTA ruling, and I quote:  How do we

 11   explain colocation being added without people thinking

 12   that colocation is on the table in a serious way?

 13   Promises were made going a long way back.

 14                 I have read the entire DEIS, and I know how

 15   they've done it now.  Let me give you some of the ways in

 16   which information has been left out, minimized, and

 17   twisted so that no one in their right mind will think

 18   that your promises to Kenwood are not being kept.  First

 19   of all, in Chapter 1, we are told that the TCW will be

 20   happy to go north to the Humbolt yards in New Hope.

 21   Never mind that Golden Valley, Chrystal, and New Hope

 22   have no idea that they are facing increases in rail

 23   traffic.  Never mind that the fact that the increase in

 24   rail traffic will cross Cedar Lake Road.  And no analysis

 25   in the DEIS was given as to the traffic issues that will
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  1   be caused on Cedar Lake Road as the trains pass.

  2                 We are told in the DEIS document that the

  3   railroad companies will own the track -- the new track

  4   that will be built and will be expected to maintain it in

  5   safe standard.  I understand that's correct and is a safe

  6   operating procedure, but it leads the reader to believe

  7   that all the maintenance is covered.  However, there is

  8   no mention in the DEIS that I can find that explains who

  9   will be responsible for maintaining the interconnect ramp

 10   with its huge retaining walls and curved bridge.

 11                 According to the railroad companies when

 12   they commented on the EAW, they will not be responsible

 13   for the maintenance of the internet -- interconnect

 14   structure.  Furthermore, there's no reference in chapters

 15   5 or 8, the ones that deal with finance.  Finally, since

 16   I only have a minute, on page 58, chapter 3, Discussion

 17   of Impacts of Colocation; and I quote, it says:  With the

 18   additional tracks using a wider portion of the HCRRA

 19   corridor, the potential to alter historic properties and

 20   characteristics of the neighborhood -- and they're

 21   talking about Kenilworth.

 22                 How ludicrous.  Kenilworth was a rail yard

 23   for -- since the mid-1800s with as many as 14 sets of

 24   tracks.  What does leaving freight trains in a rail

 25   corridor have to do with changing the historic qualities?
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  1                 And I could go on about how the -- St.

  2   Louis Park has completely left out and how it will

  3   negatively impact our city.  Thank you.

  4                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you very

  5   much.

  6                 Joseph LaPray, and then Brenda Litman after

  7   that.  Welcome.

  8                 MR. LAPRAY:  Hello.  Hello.  Thank you for

  9   this opportunity to speak.  My name is Joseph LaPray.  I

 10   live at 3256 Blackstone Avenue in St. Louis Park.

 11                 I was concerned when I read the DEIS that

 12   there's a lot of things missing in it.  There's -- an

 13   example, there is no mention of a very key element to

 14   make this freight rerail -- freight rail reroute work, is

 15   gaining traffic lights from the Burlington Northern Santa

 16   Fe east of the MNS line; and if that's been done, it

 17   should have been in DEIS, I think; and if it's not been

 18   done, that's a critical element that's in place, and I

 19   think the public deserves to know how much that's going

 20   to cost; because the Burlington Northern Santa Fe could

 21   pull a lot of strings to make a lot of money off of this

 22   thing.

 23                 The other -- one other thing was if you

 24   look -- there's so many things missing from the DEIS.

 25   For example, one of the things they say make the strange
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  1   assertion that the only concern for the freight rail

  2   reroute is -- would be -- come from trespassers.  As I

  3   look before, none of you look like trespassers, but all

  4   of you might be motorists, motorists who someday see

  5   yourselves driving southbound on Library Lane.  The

  6   library is behind you.

  7                 You're coming up to Lake Street.  You come

  8   to the intersection, there's traffic going east and west

  9   on Lake Street.  In order to make a smooth transition

 10   into the traffic, you pull up to as far as you can.  It

 11   gives you a better view of the traffic, and it allows you

 12   to move more expeditiously into the flow of traffic, but

 13   now you're on the crossing.  A couple of cars pull up

 14   behind you.  You can't turn forward because of the

 15   traffic on Lake Street.  There's cars behind you.  You

 16   can't back up.  And the crossing alarm goes off.  There's

 17   a train coming.  What are you going to do?  There's

 18   nothing you can do.  You're standing there.  So -- but

 19   you have done nothing wrong.  You are not trespassing.

 20   You haven't done anything wrong, but your car is in

 21   danger and perhaps your life.

 22                 Now, the train comes.  The locomotive

 23   engineer has done nothing wrong.  He might be the best

 24   locomotive engineer in the world, or she, she could be --

 25   he could be absolutely alert on the brake, could handle
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  1   the train perfectly well; but because of the sight lines

  2   and the sharpness of the curves, there's no way he can

  3   stop that train in time to stop -- keep from hitting you.

  4   It's too late for him.  It's too late for you, the

  5   motorist; but it's not too late for you, the County

  6   Commissioners, to stop this as of November 14th.

  7                 Thank you very much.

  8                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you.

  9                 Next, Brenda Litman, and Louise --

 10                 MS. KURZEKA:  Kurzeka.

 11                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  -- Kurzeka.

 12                 MS. KURZEKA:  Thank you.

 13                 MS. LITMAN:  I'm Brenda Litman, 3301

 14   Gettysburg Avenue South in St. Louis Park, and a 50-year

 15   resident of the suburb.

 16                 People have really been detailing some of

 17   the omissions and things that the DEIS minimizes, so I'm

 18   just going to speak to some of the dangers.  I strongly

 19   am in support of the Southwest Light Rail Transit.  I

 20   think that's wonderful.  I strongly oppose the reroute of

 21   the freight trains to St. Louis Park.  It's an

 22   unnecessary, expensive, governmental move that would

 23   create serious safety hazards that have already been

 24   detailed for our citizens and our schools.

 25                 The route is proposed by Hennepin County
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  1   and the Met Council, not by the railroad.  It is not

  2   proposed by the railroad.  It is truly irrational, really

  3   unconscionable in this day and age for any governmental

  4   agency to spend an extra $123 million to move a freight

  5   line from a wide, flat area that has historically been a

  6   railroad line -- a railroad yard, built to handle freight

  7   trains, multiple tracks, and an area that's cert -- where

  8   certainly freight line and the light rail could exist in

  9   concert.  Moving this, relocating freight to a narrow,

 10   multicurved bed in St. Louis Park, running though a much

 11   more congested area, and next to a major high school, St.

 12   Louis Park High School, with multitudes of students often

 13   with ear pods, crossing the tracks to McDonald's, to the

 14   football field, and just walking along the tracks on

 15   their way to school, unconscionable spending of

 16   taxpayers' money.

 17                 While a short -- it was just pointed out a

 18   minute ago, while a short, eight-car train can stop in a

 19   hundred feet, a 132 car, heavy freight train running at

 20   25 miles an hour requires a mile or more to stop; so it

 21   really can't stop in time for any hazard.  It is a major

 22   hazard.

 23                 In addition, a long freight train, unlike

 24   the short trains currently running on the tracks, would

 25   be on several tight curves at once exponentially
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  1   increasing the likelihood of derailment.  Since a

  2   significant part of the track is elevated as the

  3   former -- last speaker said, Mr. LaPray, and close to

  4   houses, this is a distinct hazard.  Therefore, to say

  5   that a narrow, curved track suitable for short eight-car

  6   trains running at 10 miles an hour is suitable for long,

  7   heavy freight trains running at 25 miles an hour, 253

  8   times a day is ludicrous and strains credibility.

  9                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you.

 10                 MS. LITMAN:  Okay.  DEIS ignored all of

 11   this.  Thank you very much.

 12                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you very

 13   much.

 14                 Louise Kurzeka and Clark Johnson next.

 15                 MS. Kurzeka:  Good evening.  My name is

 16   Louise Kurzeka.  I live at 3301 Library Lane.

 17                 I have the unique position of being a

 18   lifelong resident of St. Louis Park in that property.  My

 19   parents had the home built in 1949.  So I have lived two

 20   blocks away from those railroad tracks my entire life.

 21                 I want to talk about what I think are

 22   flawed perceptions in the DEIS, regarding real world

 23   impacts of people.  I found it interesting that goal

 24   number 4 on your story board states:  Preserve and

 25   protect quality of life in the study area.
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  1                 So I would ask you how is the quality of my

  2   life preserved and protected when the property values of

  3   my home and my neighbors' homes and everyone who is

  4   within a certain number of feet of that property -- of

  5   that rail line are going to decrease, because we know

  6   that there are studies that have been done that show this

  7   time and again in other parts of the country?  How is

  8   this going to preserve and protect the quality of life

  9   for us if the safety of our children in those five

 10   schools that those tracks with that rerouted traffic

 11   passing are going to be affected, especially if those

 12   trains with upgraded rail can now go at 25 miles per

 13   hour, not 10 miles per hour as they currently do.

 14                 Of course, I'll remind you that my taxes

 15   are what paid for the increase of that freight traffic

 16   and for that increased quality of rail.  How is my

 17   quality of the life preserved and protected when I find

 18   that more frequented trains not only cause delays, but

 19   have much greater noise levels that affect again teaching

 20   in schools, people commuting, and those that live close,

 21   and closer than I do?

 22                 I'm certain that the people in

 23   Kenilworth -- in the Kenilworth Corridor will be happy

 24   when their property values increase because we do know

 25   that, again, from studies, light rail into an area
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  1   increases the property values.  So not only do we lose

  2   our property values, we don't get any of the value

  3   increase.  Somebody else gets that, as well.

  4                 So I ask you to please think about this

  5   reroute as an issue where we look at colocation as a way

  6   to preserve the quality of life for all of us who live in

  7   this area.  Thank you very much.

  8                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you very

  9   much.

 10                 Clark Johnson is next, and then I'm going

 11   to give this one a try Janet Weivoda.

 12                 Mr. Johnson, welcome.

 13                 MR. JOHNSON:  My name's Clark Johnson.  I

 14   live at 2749 Blackstone.  I've lived there since August

 15   of 1972, in the same house.

 16                 I am in total agreement with everybody that

 17   has spoken so far.  And my biggest concern is it seems

 18   like there is a strong faction going that wants to keep

 19   us that live in the neighborhoods in the dark.  I'm

 20   talking to you guys as a council.

 21                 Tonight is the first time I've seen a map

 22   that actually shows what's going on.  The Star Tribune

 23   don't work.  Something's rotten in Denmark.  And, I mean,

 24   we're the people that are going to be affected by it, you

 25   know; and nobody's ever come out and said what's -- what

3990

V-McconnHM
Typewritten Text
Comment #893

mferna10
Text Box
C

mferna10
Text Box
C



Public Hearing, 11/14/2012 Page: 26

 612-339-0545    * Paradigm Reporting & Captioning *   800-545-9668 #67544
www.paradigmreporting.com

  1   is going to happen with the houses if you do that

  2   reroute.  Okay.

  3                 I counted them a year ago.  I can't

  4   remember the number, but it's 80 something that are

  5   affected, and your figure was about 30.  Where's all that

  6   money going to come from?  And then think of the citizens

  7   and voters that you're losing, because there aren't going

  8   to be any places to move to in St. Louis Park.

  9                 So that's about all I got to say.

 10                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you.

 11                 Janet Weivoda and Brian Zachek next.

 12                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  How'd I do?

 13                 MS. WEIVODA:  Not bad.  You were close.

 14                 It's Janet Weivoda, with a W; W-E-I-V-O-D-A

 15   I live at 2750 Yosemite Avenue South.  I don't speak

 16   officially for my neighborhood.  I'm in Birchwood

 17   neighborhood, but I am on the steering committee for

 18   Birchwood Neighborhood Association.

 19                 Like everyone else who has spoken so far,

 20   maybe not everyone, I strongly support light rail coming

 21   through St. Louis Park.  I -- you know, I think that it's

 22   good, and I'm looking forward to it.  I think that it's a

 23   great improvement.  But the reroute of the freight

 24   traffic is -- I don't understand.  I'm a CPA.  I own

 25   three businesses.  If I was a business person and I said,
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  1   one -- and we'll take a step back.

  2                 The DEIS statement does not include any

  3   costs for mitigation, which really not only -- I really

  4   don't even want to jump to the place where that was going

  5   happen, but should we get to the place where you were

  6   saying there's going to be location, freight relocation,

  7   and there's going to be mitigation, we haven't taken that

  8   cost into account.  So to say $123 million additional

  9   cost for freight relocation, plus mitigation, if I was a

 10   for-profit business, I would not be thinking about that.

 11   We're talking in the range of $200 million, probably.

 12   Those are taxpayer dollars for something that's totally

 13   unnecessary.

 14                 I bike for -- since June I have been biking

 15   daily the Kenilworth corridor, the length of the

 16   Kenilworth Corridor every day.  Every day I say to myself

 17   how is it possible that no one thinks that freight rail

 18   and light rail can co-exist?  There's so much space.  And

 19   for the pieces, the very small pieces, is not $200

 20   million or $123 million worth of expense.  The tradeoff

 21   between that cost and the safety savings for high

 22   schools, 500 residences are impacted by freight

 23   relocation.

 24                 I want you to think about it.  I came in

 25   the room earlier.  If we imagine that the screen here is
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  1   someone's backdoor, any of these people who -- say that

  2   they live at Blackstone Avenue.  This wall represents the

  3   freight train.  That wall is roughly the distance of a

  4   backyard that that train is going to run through their

  5   yard at 25 miles per hour with possible derailment.

  6   Trains derail all the time.  I think that it's really

  7   critical that the City look at how that impacts those

  8   people's lives, the lives of students, the lives of all

  9   the 500 residents it's impacted.

 10                 I am not directly impacted.  My house

 11   doesn't sit on the rail line.  But as a neighbor and in

 12   those neighborhoods, I can't imagine how that's possible

 13   that this council and Met council, City council, anyone

 14   thinks that that is a possible thing to do to any of

 15   these people where the Kenilworth corridor is a

 16   freight -- is a freight line.  It was designed for that.

 17   It's always had freight traffic.  Thank you very much.

 18                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Thank you very

 19   much.

 20                 (Applause.)

 21                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Brian Zachek and

 22   Sharon Lehrman is after.

 23                 Mr. Zachek, welcome.

 24                 My name is Brian Zachek.

 25                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Zachek.  I'm
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  1   sorry.  I misread it.  I thought it was an R.

  2                 MR. ZACHEK:  I live at 6108 Minnetonka

  3   Boulevard.

  4                 And I know all about the problems and the

  5   dangers of the elevated train because my house is the

  6   closest house to the tracks.  It's about 34 feet from the

  7   tracks, and I know exactly how it goes the rest of the

  8   neighborhood, the Birchwood neighborhood.  I see all the

  9   people walking down the tracks.  And I know all about

 10   the -- the derailment dangers, but I'll keep this short

 11   and Sweet.

 12                 A few points of my concerns with the DEIS.

 13   The MNS Spur rail line is clearly unsafe as a main rail

 14   line.  Number two, the Great Crossing at 29th Street must

 15   stay open.  Three, colocation with SW LRT and the TCP and

 16   W's current freight rail route through the Kenilworth

 17   corridor is viable, superior, and cheaper option for

 18   freight reroute along MNS.  Excuse me.  Four, the freight

 19   reroute will result in a loss of property values along

 20   the affected areas, particularly in my neighborhood.

 21                 I just got a letter from Hennepin County

 22   today saying my property value dropped $21,600.  I got

 23   that in the mail this morning.  I have to think this

 24   reroute must be at least partly to do for that.  The

 25   reroute will block street crossings and impede the
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  1   response of emergency vehicles, which is a big concern to

  2   me.  My wife has a disability, and I know lots of

  3   disabled people because of her medical treatments.  It's

  4   not acceptable that emergency vehicles be blocked on the

  5   way to Park Nicollet or Methodist Hospital from our side

  6   of the -- from our side of St. Louis Park.

  7                 The reroute will cause dramatic noise and

  8   safety issues by the high school.  The proposed quiet

  9   zones are not adequate mitigation to address this.  You

 10   said there was five communities along this route.

 11   Only -- only one of them has to worry about sending their

 12   kids to -- and grandkids to high school, and they would

 13   put them in danger of being killed or maimed by a train.

 14   That is -- that is the truth.

 15                 Hennepin County did not encourage and

 16   facilitate public involvement and discussion -- decisions

 17   would affect the quality of the human environment

 18   concerning the reroute, and the DEIS that describes noise

 19   and vibration study has flawed methods and conclusions.

 20   SW LRT is a great idea.  The freight reroute is not,

 21   especially as it's dealt with in the SW L -- in the DEIS.

 22   We can do much better for St. Louis Park.  And, yes, I am

 23   grateful that my house is one slated to be purchased.  I

 24   needed to say that.  But I wish you would afford the same

 25   generosity or good thinking to the rest of the citizens
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  1   along that are affected so deeply by this by creating a

  2   greenway or a bikeway that would actually improve the

  3   area.  Thank you.

  4                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Next, Sharon

  5   Lehrman, and Nancy Brown after Sharon.

  6                 MS. LEHRMAN:  Nancy had to leave.

  7                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Nancy had to

  8   leave.  Okay.  Then after -- okay.  So then after --

  9   you're Sharon Lehrman, yes?

 10                 MS. LEHRMAN:  Correct.

 11                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  So after you

 12   would be Tom Johnson.

 13                 MS. LEHRMAN:  Okay.  So hello.  Thank you

 14   for this opportunity to speak.  I'm Sharon Lehrman.  I

 15   grew up in the Birchwood neighborhood, in a home on 27th

 16   and Zenwood that my parents owned for almost 50 years.

 17   My husband and I are homeowners for 18 years in the same

 18   neighborhood, on 26th and Vernon.  And it's our wedding

 19   anniversary tonight.  Happy anniversary, Honey.  I would

 20   have much rather have been -- go out to dinner, but we

 21   decided this is a very important issue.  We don't have --

 22   our kids are grown up.  We don't have to worry about kids

 23   at the high schools or Peter Hobart, but this is a really

 24   important issue for our community.

 25                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  President Obama
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  1   had that same dilemma.

  2                 MS. LEHRMAN:  Right.  Right.

  3                 So my husband and I are really worried that

  4   the rerouting of freight trains is considered a done

  5   deal.  In a November 4th Star Tribune article, our mayor,

  6   Jeff Jacobs is quoted as saying:  Opposing the freight

  7   reroute is like being opposed to winter.  You can oppose

  8   it, but it's coming.  And in a November 13th Star Tribune

  9   article Commissioner Gail Dorfman is quote as saying:  I

 10   think this is a win-win for St. Louis Park in all

 11   respects, as long as we're adequately -- as we

 12   adequately mitigate for the freight rail.

 13                 I just don't see how this is a win-win for

 14   St. Louis Park, and that's why I'm here tonight.  This

 15   will cost taxpayers at least $123 million more then

 16   colocation in the Kenilworth Corridor without any

 17   additional cost of mitigation.  But the most important

 18   issue for me and my husband is the reroute is a disaster

 19   waiting to happen, and this really comes down to the

 20   safety of our residents.

 21                 So I'm asking those of you who have the

 22   power to make this decision, how will you feel when the

 23   first student is killed, the first car is hit on Library

 24   Lane, and those cars after the first derailment spill

 25   into the backyards of the homes of those people living
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  1   along the tracks?  Will you be there to console those

  2   parents, those families, and those residents?  Will you

  3   be able to sleep at night knowing you made this decision?

  4   Because the decision is made and tracks are built,

  5   there's no going back.

  6                 I implore you to reconsider the colocation

  7   option.  It's viable with fewer safety concerns and will

  8   cost significantly less money.  I'm counting on you to do

  9   the right thing and uphold our Minnesota Nice standards.

 10   Thank you.

 11                 COMMISSIONER MCLAUGHLIN:  Next is Tom

 12   Johnson, and Betty Shaw after Mr. Johnson.

 13                 Welcome.

 14                 MR. JOHNSON:  Hi.  My name is Tom Johnson,

 15   and I'm president of Railroad and Metallurgic Engineering

 16   here in St. Louis Park, 4601 Excelsior Boulevard.  I'm an

 17   engineering consultant with 31 years of railroad

 18   experience.  I spent most of my career designing

 19   locomotive at the GE locomotive factory in Erie,

 20   Pennsylvania.  I'm a license professional engineer for 28

 21   years.  My education is in metallurgic engineering with a

 22   bachelor of science degree from the University of

 23   Minnesota.

 24                 I'm certified in accident reconstruction

 25   and OSHA regulations.  Most of my engineering consulting
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  1   practice involves investigating, writing reports, and

  2   testifying on crossing accidents and derailments.  And

  3   believe me, I don't want any extra business here in St.

  4   Louis Park.  I'm here in opposition to the freight rail

  5   reroute for a number of reasons.  I will address them all

  6   in my written report in response to the DEIS.  Cost and

  7   construction, railroad crossing accidents, derailment

  8   analysis, noise and vibration issues, and mitigation.

  9   Tonight I want to talk about crossing accidents.

 10                 And I want to address Mayor Jacob's

 11   comments about the lack of railroad accidents near the

 12   high school.  There's a reason for that.  The trains go

 13   slow.  A rule of thumb is that you take miles per hour

 14   that the train goes, square it, and you get in feet the

 15   stopping distance.  That's just for a lot of people here

 16   a nice, easy calculation.  So the eight-car, two

 17   locomotive, 750-foot trains, running now at 10 miles an

 18   hour stop at 10 times 10, a hundred feet.  The new MN&S

 19   upgrades will have a 25 mile an hour speed limit.

 20   They'll be much longer, heavier trains, like the 132 car,

 21   three locomotive, 20,000 ton, 8,000 foot coal trains.

 22   Basic stopping distance for -- is going to be 25 times

 23   25, or 625 feet.  This is for the short trains or general

 24   freight, not the coal trains.  It must be remembered this

 25   is for the small coal trains.
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  1                 Let's look -- I'm going to take one

  2   crossing example.  For example, coming east and turning

  3   north from Highway 7, a train will pass the Walker Street

  4   crossing after three curves and an uphill grade.  This is

  5   the Library Lane crossing.  The visibility from the east,

  6   I've measured.  It's about 200 feet as you come around

  7   that corner.  The locomotive engineer can't get a good

  8   view of what's in the crossing until he passes over

  9   Walker Street.  At 10 miles an hour, 14.5 feet per

 10   second, his train is 13.8 seconds from entering Library

 11   Lane.  He can stop in front of what he sees.

 12                 The new 25 mile an hour limit, he could --

 13   he's going 10 miles an hour, he'll take 625 feet to stop.

 14   He will not be able to stop.  I haven't got to the coal

 15   trains yet.  The engineer in the 10 mile an hour train is

 16   in control, and he can make the stop.  This analysis is

 17   all for the small general freight trains.  The large coal

 18   trains will obliterate anything in Library Lane and not

 19   come to a stop until the head of the train is well past

 20   Dakota Avenue.  Also, the rear of the 8,000 foot coal

 21   train will be back 2,000 to 3,000 feet west of Louisiana.

 22                 The real issue is safety versus

 23   convenience.  With the braking distance that I've talked

 24   about, the locomotive engineers that will be working

 25   don't want -- okay, I'll say one more thing.
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  1                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Yep.

  2                 MR. JOHNSON:  I have a lot to say.

  3                 But my -- in my profession --

  4                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  You're going to

  5   submit this in writing, though, are you not?  You're

  6   going to have a full written report, aren't you?

  7                 MR. JOHNSON:  Full written report.

  8                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  All right.

  9                 MR. JOHNSON:  My professional opinion about

 10   freight rail is keep it in Kenilworth, keep it slow, keep

 11   it safe.

 12                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  I would just say,

 13   sir, my -- all of my mother's family worked at the GE

 14   plant somewhere else up in Erie, Pennsylvania.  I grew up

 15   in Coreview.

 16                 MR. JOHNSON:  We'll talk later.

 17                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Okay.  Thank you.

 18                 MR. JOHNSON:  Hope I can change your

 19   mind.

 20                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Next is Betty

 21   Shaw, and then Tom Pearson.

 22                 MS. SHAW:  My name is Betty Shaw.  I live

 23   at 2649 Huntington Avenue in St. Louis Park.  My home is

 24   not anywhere reasonably close to the reroute proposed, so

 25   I'm not talking about this for my -- for my sake or for
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  1   my home's sake.  My passion is education; and my

  2   terrible, terrible fear about this reroute has to do with

  3   our schools.

  4                 My daughter Laura taught at Oltman Junior

  5   High in St. Paul Park several years.  Oltman Junior High

  6   in St. Paul Park is a field away from the freight rail

  7   tracks that run through St. Louis Park.  And every day,

  8   two to three times a day, teaching comes to a complete

  9   stop.  When the trains slow down, their whistles go

 10   longer, and it's not a sweet little toot-toot.  It's a

 11   whoo.  And I think you get the idea.

 12                 It just -- I mean, teaching is not

 13   possible.  You have to interrupt it.  In St. -- at Oltman

 14   Junior High, there has been damage to the windows.  The

 15   windows shake.  And after years and years and years of

 16   shaking and shaking and shaking, not only are they no

 17   longer energy efficient, which we just spent referendum

 18   dollars to make our high school, they don't -- they --

 19   the doorjambs no longer fit.  The doors do not shut

 20   tightly enough that you can lock them, giving access to

 21   the school; and vandalism has occurred in the school

 22   because the doors don't lock well.  There's structural

 23   cracks and damages to the school from the constant

 24   vibration of trains along this route, and it isn't even

 25   remotely as close to those freight rail lines as St.
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  1   Louis Park is to the proposed reroute -- routed trains.

  2                 Please think very carefully about what you

  3   are doing to that marvelous asset of this community and

  4   this state when you propose to put the kind of rail

  5   traffic by that high school as close as it is, as

  6   frequently as it will go; and think very very much about

  7   what that means for the quality of life in the city as a

  8   whole.  My property values aren't going to go down

  9   because my train is close to me, but they sure as heck

 10   will if St. Louis Park becomes an undesirable place to

 11   send your kids to high school.

 12                 (Applause.)

 13                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Next we have Tom

 14   Pearson, and then Chad Hayenga.

 15                 MR. PEARSON:  Hello.  I'm Tom Pearson.  I

 16   live at 2706 Yosemite.  I've lived there for about 24

 17   years.  We're at Birchwood Park neighborhood.  I'm about

 18   three blocks from the tracks.  I'm going to disagree with

 19   one of the former speakers, one of my neighbors.  She

 20   said our property values would not be impacted.  I would

 21   disagree with that.  I think they definitely will be

 22   impacted for a number of reasons.  Most of the people who

 23   spoke before me had a lot of nice facts and so forth.

 24   I'm going to give a kind of overall recap, if you will.

 25                 The "S" in DEIS stands for study, and I
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  1   think a clear -- clearly unbiased study would reveal five

  2   reasons why it's a bad idea to move the freight through

  3   St. Louis Park.  And a lot of it's been touched on

  4   already, so I'll just recap.  Quality of life, especially

  5   at the high school, is definitely going to be negatively

  6   impacted.  There's the noise, the violation.  There's the

  7   disruption to the flow of traffic, not only at the high

  8   school, at the other schools, businesses, and our

  9   community around the tracks.

 10                 Safety, obviously, the proximity to the

 11   high school; it's not close to the high school; it's

 12   through the campus.  It splits the high school building

 13   from the -- from the soccer field and football field.

 14   What's going to happen when -- when it's time for a game

 15   or it's time for -- to go out to gym class out there or

 16   to practice, and there's freight train, and you've got to

 17   wait for 20 minutes.  Safety is obviously an issue, as a

 18   lot of people already went through.

 19                 Property values would definitely take a

 20   hit.  It's not just for the people who are right along

 21   the tracks.  It's for those of us who are about three

 22   blocks away are also going to take a hit from the noise

 23   and the disruption, et cetera.  It's a lot less efficient

 24   to have the trains moving through these curves and up the

 25   grade to get to them than it is to leave them on the path
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  1   they're on now.  And cost, of course, cost.  I keep

  2   hearing $123 million.  That does not include the

  3   mitigation cost that would be required, and I think they

  4   are huge.

  5                 Finally, the one thing that disturbs me --

  6   I didn't know this until tonight -- there's several

  7   different cards out there, boards that show different

  8   ideas for rerouting.  Most of them show the freight

  9   rerouted through St. Louis Park.  There's two boards on

 10   the end here that show the light rail not going through

 11   Kenwood, but the Light Rail going through Uptown and then

 12   further east and then down into the City.  Why aren't we

 13   talking about that?  Leave the freight where it is and

 14   reroute the Light Rail to go through Uptown.  By the way,

 15   if I were a business in Uptown, I would want the Light

 16   Rail to be there.

 17                 Thank you very much.

 18                 COMMISSIONER McLAUGHLIN:  Next we have Chad

 19   Hayenga, followed by Carma Hayenga.  Welcome.

 20                 MR. HAYENGA:  My name's Chad Hayenga, and I

 21   am from 2700 Brunswick Avenue here in St. Louis Park.  I

 22   received my property tax notice in the mail today, and

 23   unlike some of you lucky folks, my property taxes went

 24   up.  So it says that the value of my home has increased

 25   in the last year by 3.2 percent; and because the value of
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