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To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject:

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

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

I am considering purchasing .  I am quite interested in the impact that light rail 
will have on that location.  I have read the environmental report but was unable to determine which 
grouping of houses I was in (on the noise study, four areas on that section of the track are listed.  I'm not 
sure which area is and what impacts will be on that location).  
I would appreciate any information you can provide to help me assess the situation.  I very much 
appreciate your help.  Thanks so much, Leila
Leila Brammer
Professor
Communication Studies

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











To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: Southwest DEIS

From:  Rodgers Adams 
To:  gail.dorfman@co.hennepin.mn.us
Date:  10/22/2012 11:20 AM
Subject:  Southwest DEIS

Commissioner Dorfman,

I am an individual interested in the light rail plans partly because of a 
general interest in development projects and partly as editor of a newsletter 
for Lake Point condominiums, which would be served by the West Lake station. I 
have lightly skimmed parts of the the DEIS, and have two questions regarding 
the appropriate timing and vehicle for comments regarding points that don't 
seem to be directly addressed in the DEIS.

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

2) The DEIS seems to be focused on the direct traffic impact at individual 
crossings. But the West Lake station would have no new crossing issues. It 
might, however, have significant impact on streets in the area (including 
Chowen Av., 32nd St., Excelsior Blvd., Market Plaza, and Lake St., especially 
if a park-and-ride facility is provided with the West Lake station. How do 
citizens become involved in useful discussions about making sure that the 
Southwest light rail project includes provisions to address the station's 
impact on nearby streets?

Rodge Adams
Editor, Lake Point Views
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:17 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SW corridor

From: Becky farber 
To: "Ringold, Jennifer B." <JRingold@minneapolisparks.org>
Cc: "Katie Walker (Katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us)" <Katie.walker@co.hennepin.mn.us>
Date: 10/19/2012 09:10 AM
Subject: SW corridor

Jennifer,

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

Best,
Damon

>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Becky Farber 
> Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 10:24 AM
> To: Ringold, Jennifer B.
> Cc: Becky Farber
> Subject: Re: SW corridor
>
> Hi Jennier,
>
> Another quick question...
>
> Since our home is at the corner of cedar like parkway and burnham  
> road we know we will be impacted by design, environmental issues,  
> construction and the built-out project.
>
> What is the mprb's  assessment of the noise and vibration we might  
> incur during and as a result of construction?
>
> Will you please respond AND forward my concerns to the county along  
> with a cc to me so that I know with whom I should be corresponding  
> at the county?
>
> Many thanks.
> Damon Farber
>
> Sent from my iPad
>
> On Oct 13, 2012, at 8:50 AM, Becky Farber   
> wrote:
>
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>> Hello Jennifer,
>>
>> Can you tell me what the mprb's current position / thinking /  
>> recommendation is for the intersection of cedar lake parkway with  
>> the SW corridor alignment?
>>
>> At grade crossing of parkway and tracks as currently exists?
>> Elevated track and at grade parkway?
>> Below grade track / tunnel with at grade parkway?
>> Other?
>>
>> What mitigative measures, if any, are being considered? Are there  
>> ANY drawings available that illustrate one or all of the above  
>> options?
>>
>> I look forward to your response.
>>
>> Respectfully,
>> Damon Farber. 
>>
>>
>>
>> Sent from my iPad
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:19 PM

To

cc

bcc

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

 
From: Sengdara Vannavong Grue  
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 10:17 PM
To: Haigh, Susan
Subject: St.Louis Park MN&S Freight Train Relocation
 
To: SUSAN HAIGH, CHAIR – Metropolitan Council
                                                             
From: 
Sengdara Grue, 

 
Re: Southwest Light Rail and Railroad relocation
 
Date: 23‐Oct 2012
 
The MET Council and Hennepin County have been planning to re‐route freight rail traffic from 
the Minneapolis Kenilworth corridor to the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor to make way for 
Southwest Light Rail.  The proposed re‐route could put many St. Louis Park residents, 
businesses and school‐children in harm's way. 
The Draft Environment Impact Statement has been recently released. The statement does not 
support the collocation of the freight and light rail on the same Kenilworth corridor. Currently, 
the Kenilworth corridor houses freight traffic, zoned accordingly with safety mitigations. The 
statement reports that there would not be any safety issues with rerouting the freight train 
traffic thru the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor. 
My family lives directly on the St. Louis Park MN&S corridor; our property line measure less 
than 75ft from the train tracks. Needless to say that relocation of the freight train will directly 
impact us. We have lived in our home for 10 years. Surprisingly, we have not been bothered by 
the proximity of the train tracks to our home, mainly because the train runs twice a day and 
number of cars is palatable (less than 20).  The relocation of the freight train to the MN&S line 
will have substantial impact to our family; significant increase in the frequency of train runs and 
the number of cars will increase.  I fear the impact will make it impossible to live in our home 
and this city. 
I’ve deduced and convinced that the Draft Environment Impact Statement has become a social 
class battle between the working class families in St. Louis Park vs the ‘high quality, high value 
homes’ located along the Kenilworth corridor. We, the families and residents of St. Louis Park, 
do not have the funds to pay costly lawyers to fight this battle of wills, however, we value our 
homes and our city just as much as the Kenilworth neighborhood.  The city of St. Louis Park and 
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residents are not opposed to Light Rail but we implore Hennepin County and the MET Council
to invest in mitigations for the hundreds of families, many with children, along with businesses 
and schools along the corridor.
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Sengdara Grue
Concerned St. Louis Park Resident 

This email is intended to be read only by the intended recipient. This email may be legally privileged or protected from disclosure by 
law. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination of this email or any attachments is strictly prohibited, and you should 
refrain from reading this email or examining any attachments. If you received this email in error, please notify the sender 
immediately and delete this email and any attachments.
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SWcorridor/Hennepin 
Sent by: Adele C 
Hall/PW/Hennepin

01/16/2013 03:20 PM

To

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: maps for Glenwood Ave area

From: Peter Roos 
To: "Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us" <Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us>
Date: 11/09/2012 04:52 PM
Subject: Re: maps for Glenwood Ave area

Thanks Kerri 
I did see those and they are certainly helpful - We are also interested in seeing anything 
regarding the proposed construction of Border Avenue as a through street to Glenwood - 
realizing that has not probably been designed  at this point...
We will attend the public hearing next week and speak briefly with more detailed written 
comments to follow before the December deadline.
Thanks again!

Sent from my iPhone
Peter L Roos
Roos and Associates

On Nov 9, 2012, at 4:14 PM, Kerri.Pearce.Ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us wrote:

Peter - 

In response to your voicemail looking for more detailed maps of the proposed SW LRT line in the 
vicinity of Glenwood Ave, I would refer you to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
that is currently available for public comment.  The DEIS is available on the Southwest Transitway 
website at www.southwesttransitway.org. 

The section you are most likely to be interested in is Appendix F - Part 1 - Conceptual 
Engineering Drawings.  Pages 60 and 61 of that section show the Locally Preferred Alternative 
alignment in the area around Glenwood Avenue.  I hope that these maps meet your needs for 
more detailed information.  I would remind you that they are very early engineering drawings and 
will be refined by the Met Council through the Preliminary Engineering and Final Design 
processes. 

Thanks for your interest in the Southwest DEIS.  I would also encourage you to continue to review 
the Southwest Transitway DEIS and submit comments on the DEIS during the public comment 
period.  Comments received during the comment period, which extends through December 11, 
2012, will be forwarded to the Met Council and FTA and will be addressed during Preliminary 
Engineering (PE) and the Final EIS.   
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Kerri Pearce Ruch  
Principal Planning Analyst | Housing, Community Works and Transit 
701 Fourth Avenue South – Suite 400 | Minneapolis, MN 55415 | MC L608 
office: 612.348.3080 | mobile: 612.919.6056 | kerri.pearce.ruch@co.hennepin.mn.us 

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































































































































































































































































Rachel Callanan 
 

11/30/2012 01:50 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject SWLRT comment

I wholly endorse the SW Light Rail--I cannot wait to hop on the light rail and get all the way to the 
capitol while reading the paper! (I do lobbying at the State Capitol.) But as an SLP taxpayer and parent 
of SLP HS students, you cannot ignore the disproportionate impact on SLP. SLP HS is one of the top 
ranked High Schools in the state. However, with increased freight rail traffic JUST 35 FEET from the 
high school, I believe it will disproportionately impact SLP compared to other communities that stand to 
benefit from SWLRT. I advocate for the co-location of the light rail with the existing freight rail running 
through the Kenilworth area. Yes, homes will be lost with this route, but I feel that for the long term 
(decades or longer) protecting SLP high school outweighs any individual property rights concerns.

 Sincerely,

Rachel Callanan
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arthur higinbotham 
 

11/30/2012 11:49 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject SWLRT DEIS Response

The following is a summary of my comments at the Eden Prarie hearing on the SWLRT DEIS, with one 
correction as noted:
 
"Section 8.0, Table 8.1-1 of the SWLRT DEIS shows $218,044,000 for Guideway and Track Elements and 
$122,810,000 Stations, Stops, Terminals Intermodal for LRT 3A.  The video released by the SW 
Transitway entitled, "A Virtual Ride from Eden Prairie to Target Field" illustrates infrastructure that could 
not possibly be covered by these cost estimates.  A better estimate for these costs, based on costs of 
other projects, including $5.1 million for the Martin Sabo pedestrian/bicycle flyover at 29th St. and 
Hiawatha and $100 million for the bored tunnel underneath the airport from the VA building to the 
Humphrey terminal, includes:
 
I494 Flyover (at interchange withwy. 212)                 $50 million
Highway 212 Flyover                                               $40 million
Highway 62 Flyover                                                $40 million
3000 foot bridge over Minnetonka wetland                $30 million
Highway 169 Underpass                                          $20 million
T&CW Freight Relocation to St. Louis Park                $120 million
W. Lake St. Station Access Roads                             $30 million
Cedar Lake Parkway LRT/Trail Tunnel                       $10 million
     (Note that cut and cover tunnel is substituted for overpass)
2 New Bridges over Cedar/Isles Channel                     $5 million
Cedar Lake Trail Underpass                                       $5 million
LRT Flyover of BNSF Tracks                                     $10 million
LRT Flyover of N. 7th St.                                         $10 million 
Park and Ride Ramps (Eden Prairie/Hopkins/             $60 million
     Wooddale/Belt Line)
15  Station Stops (W. Lake and Penn Av. @              $150 million
      $15 million each)
Track and Webguide (16.4 miles)                             $30 million
Environmental Requirements:                                 $100 million
     Safety/Security Fences
     Pedestrian/Bicycle Flyovers
     Noise Barriers
     Vegetation Replacement
Penn Av. Station Vehicle Access                              $10 million
Royalston Station Commercial Offstreet Parking        $5 million
Excelsior Boulevard Traffic Congestion Relief            $25 million
Contingency (for Mitigation)                                   $75 million
 
Total                                                                 $825 million
 
Summary:
 
Track and Webguide/Station Stops                       $825 million
  NOT DEIS Totals                                              $341 million
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Total Project Cost                                              $1881 million
  NOT DEIS Totals                                             $1275 million
 
This increase of 50% will affect position of SWLRT on FTA New Starts  list.  Early completion of PE will 
costs and should not be delayed any further."
 
Arthur E. Higinbotham

      



Marilyn Olson 
 

11/30/2012 11:55 AM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject southwest light rail

This email is to inform the EP city council and Hennepin County that I am in 
favor of the SW light rail system.  It provide for less highway congestion 
plus add employment opportunities to the area.
It is my understanding that the bike trails from EP to Minneapolis will remain 
and be parallel to the train route in some areas.
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arthur higinbotham 
 

11/30/2012 12:01 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject RE: SWLRT DEIS Response

The project total number should now be $1,759,200,000 rather than $1,881,000,000.
 
Art

 
From: ahiginbotham@msn.com
To: swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us
Subject: SWLRT DEIS Response
Date: Fri, 30 Nov 2012 17:49:45 +0000

 
The following is a summary of my comments at the Eden Prarie hearing on the SWLRT DEIS, with one 
correction as noted:
 
"Section 8.0, Table 8.1-1 of the SWLRT DEIS shows $218,044,000 for Guideway and Track Elements and 
$122,810,000 Stations, Stops, Terminals Intermodal for LRT 3A.  The video released by the SW 
Transitway entitled, "A Virtual Ride from Eden Prairie to Target Field" illustrates infrastructure that could 
not possibly be covered by these cost estimates.  A better estimate for these costs, based on costs of 
other projects, including $5.1 million for the Martin Sabo pedestrian/bicycle flyover at 29th St. and 
Hiawatha and $100 million for the bored tunnel underneath the airport from the VA building to the 
Humphrey terminal, includes:
 
I494 Flyover (at interchange withwy. 212)                 $50 million
Highway 212 Flyover                                               $40 million
Highway 62 Flyover                                                $40 million
3000 foot bridge over Minnetonka wetland                $30 million
Highway 169 Underpass                                          $20 million
T&CW Freight Relocation to St. Louis Park                $120 million
W. Lake St. Station Access Roads                             $30 million
Cedar Lake Parkway LRT/Trail Tunnel                       $10 million
     (Note that cut and cover tunnel is substituted for overpass)
2 New Bridges over Cedar/Isles Channel                     $5 million
Cedar Lake Trail Underpass                                       $5 million
LRT Flyover of BNSF Tracks                                     $10 million
LRT Flyover of N. 7th St.                                         $10 million 
Park and Ride Ramps (Eden Prairie/Hopkins/             $60 million
     Wooddale/Belt Line)
15  Station Stops (W. Lake and Penn Av. @              $150 million
      $15 million each)
Track and Webguide (16.4 miles)                             $30 million
Environmental Requirements:                                 $100 million
     Safety/Security Fences
     Pedestrian/Bicycle Flyovers
     Noise Barriers
     Vegetation Replacement
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Penn Av. Station Vehicle Access                              $10 million
Royalston Station Commercial Offstreet Parking        $5 million
Excelsior Boulevard Traffic Congestion Relief            $25 million
Contingency (for Mitigation)                                   $75 million
 
Total                                                                 $825 million
 
Summary:
 
Track and Webguide/Station Stops                       $825 million
  NOT DEIS Totals                                              $341 million
 
Total Project Cost                                              $1881 million
  NOT DEIS Totals                                             $1275 million
 
This increase of 50% will affect position of SWLRT on FTA New Starts  list.  Early completion of PE will 
costs and should not be delayed any further."
 
Arthur E. Higinbotham

      



Butch Johnson 
 

11/30/2012 02:36 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject DESI - LRT Stations

Hi,
I attended a meeting last night to discuss concerns about the LRT and
was given this email to respond  to.
Here are my thoughts.
Blake LRT Station
I support moving Blake LRT Station & Parking Ramp to south side of tracks.
Much better access for cars coming from 169 & Excelsior Blvd. even the
cars coming from Hwy 7 may find easier access from Excelsior Blvd.
I also think that having the station closer to Super Valu and Cargill would
attract riders.
Down Town Station
I really like the potential of this station for Hopkins. Having a 21 century transportation
station as the Gate Way to the small town feel of Hopkins is a win win for all. This
station is located where MTM Minneapolis Threshing Machine was located at the end of
1800's and eventually merged in to Minneapolis Moline. Lots of history at this location.
Shady Oak LRT Station 
With this station actually in Hopkins but close to the Minnetonka border seems
to allow Minnetonka an opportunity to encroach on Hopkins city planning. I would
encourage cooperation between the cities to create a plan that does not conflict with the
Hopkins city plans.
Opus LRT Station 
Because the Opus road patterns are difficult to understand I would like to see access
and exit routes to and from 169 and Shady Oak simplified. It does appear that one could
make Bren a through road going both ways and make access to the LRT station simpler
from both Shady Oak & 169 more efficient. Am I seeing a new road created in the
graphic for what I don't know?
Please add me to any update emails or if there is a way I could participate further let me know.
Thanks for the opportunity to share my thoughts. 
Butch
Please include previous correspondence when replying.

Butch Johnson
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nancy eder 
 

11/30/2012 03:01 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject DEIS comments

To Hennepin County and the city of Minneapolis,
 
As a citizen of Hennepin County, a member of ISAIAH, and a person interested in the redevelopment of 
the northside, I would like to comment on the DEIS.  
 
I have read the comments submitted by David Green, and agree with them.  On a cold spring day, we 
filled a school bus to tour the Basset Creek Valley and Harrison neighborhood.  The plans developed by 
the Harrison neighborhood association, in cooperation with the city and county, make a lot of sense.  
One person in our group could not believe that now the city and county are pulling back from supporting 
these carefully developed plans, mostly so they can place a train storage facility in Basset Creek Valley.  
Some of our members live in expensive condos overlooking this area, and they are also concerned about 
the amount of diesel smoke that would waft up to their buildings.  Obviously, a train storage facility 
should not be placed near concentrated housing.  
 
The Harrison neighborhood, and the business area along Glenwood Avenue, clearly needs development.  
The light rail station at Van White Blvd. would contribute to this.  This area was begun to be developed 
and now the city and county must not drop the ball.  The multiple-use housing that replaced older 
housing near the freeway is working.  Now we need to continue to develop that southern part of the 
North side.  We all can see that this area will be alluring to business and housing development once it is 
clear that the city will not neglect it.  It is, as Isaiah's summary points out, the only large area as yet 
undeveloped near downtown.  Development here must consider the present residents and those who 
cannot afford expensive housing.  They need access to all parts of the city for jobs and school.  
 
Please do not shut out the voice of the Harrison neighborhood committee.  We need to continue to 
involve those affected in decisions made about their neighborhoods.  
 
Nancy Eder
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Butch Johnson 
 

11/30/2012 05:28 PM

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

cc Billee Kraut 

bcc

Subject DESI - Opus LRT Stations

Hi,
I went back and looked at Bren again and I think it would be fairly simple to make Bren a 2 way 
all the way.
It now starts out on both ends as a 2 way and then goes to ways in the middle. Why not make it 
simple to drive
through Opus and easy access to the LRT station. The yellow line in the graphic below is one 
way to solve this.
You would need to have a few new intersections. 
Smetana is a 2 way all the way.
Thanks again,
Butch

Opus LRT Station 
Because the Opus road patterns are difficult to understand I would like to see access
and exit routes to and from 169 and Shady Oak simplified. It does appear that one could
make Bren a through road going both ways and make access to the LRT station simpler
from both Shady Oak & 169 more efficient. 
Please add me to any update emails or if there is a way I could participate further let me know.
Thanks for the opportunity to share my thoughts. 
Butch
Please include previous correspondence when replying.
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Butch Johnson



Eric Ecklund 
 

11/30/2012 11:36 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Southwest Corridor Rail Alternative

I am a resident of Bloomington, and close to the terminus of the Southwest Corridor light rail 
line in Eden Prairie. I am a full supporter of this project, but I've seen the disagreement over 
what to do with the freight trains in the Kenilworth Corridor. This is not an easy answer, and in 
any outcome there will be winners and losers. It is very late into the Southwest Corridor project, 
but I have researched a possible alternative to this issue. I attached a PDF document showing 
information about light rail trains sharing tracks with freight trains on the Kenilworth Corridor 
and details about new rolling stock for the Southwest Corridor and other rail projects in 
Minnesota. 
Although it may be too late to reconsider more alternatives for the Southwest Corridor, as a 
future civil engineer and supporter of public transportation in Minnesota I hope to be involved in 
many more light rail projects in this region in the coming years.
Thank you. 
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Southwest Corridor 
Compromise

By Eric Ecklund
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Current Proposal

The Southwest Corridor Transitway is a light rail project from Minneapolis Inter-
change Station (Target Field) serving the southwest suburbs of St. Louis Park, Hop-
kins, Minnetonka, and Eden Prairie. The Southwest Corridor would be a continua-
tion of the Central Corridor light rail line from downtown St. Paul. The current pro-
posal are for light rail trains to operate on the Kenilworth Corridor, which is cur-
rently used by freight trains and a commuter bicycle trail, between Minneapolis 
and Hopkins. Freight trains would move operations to the MN&S short-line (Dan 
Patch Line) through St. Louis Park with a rail bridge connecting the Kenilworth 
Corridor with the MN&S, and new track built from the MN&S to BNSF Railroad’s 
Wayzata subdivision going towards downtown Minneapolis. Light rail trains would 
operate alongside freight trains between St. Louis Park and Hopkins and during 
the approach to downtown Minneapolis. Overall the Southwest Corridor in it’s cur-
rent proposal would cost around $1.25 billion to build, and would commence opera-
tions in 2018.

Some residents of St. Louis Park are concerned about the moving of freight trains 
to the MN&S, mainly for safety because tracks are within feet of people’s backyards 
and St. Louis Park High School. Tracks on the MN&S have been questioned for 
their condition, especially if longer and heavier freight trains operate on this line. 
Canadian Pacific owns the MN&S tracks and is currently making track improve-
ments on this rail line, but there is still a concern for car traffic and foot traffic be-
ing backed up at railroad crossings because of longer trains running at slow speeds. 
The reroute of freight trains will cost around $23 million. If this issue is not 
worked out the cost of the Southwest Corridor could rise, and the start-up of opera-
tions could be significantly delayed.



Shared Track Alternative

One of the alternative studies for the Southwest Corridor was light rail trains sharing 
tracks with freight trains on the Kenilworth Corridor, which would reduce cost signifi-
cantly and freight trains could continue to operate on the Kenilworth Corridor. Under 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) regulations, existing and new light rail vehicles  
would need to be retrofitted for operation on active freight train tracks, which would be 
costly and may affect operations on the Hiawatha and Central Corridor light rail lines. 
Light commuter trains, which have similar characteristics to light rail trains, could op-
erate on the corridor currently proposed, and share tracks with freight trains on a small 
portion of the Kenilworth Corridor. The rest of the Kenilworth Corridor will probably 
have enough room for freight train operations to be separate from Southwest Corridor 
operations. The commuter bicycle trail can also stay in the Kenilworth Corridor, except 
possibly in the Lake of the Isles area, where there is little clearance for trains. During 
the approach to downtown Minneapolis the Southwest Corridor trains would operate 
on separate tracks from freight trains. The Southwest Corridor trains would most likely 
use the Northstar Commuter Rail station platform at Target Field Station for the termi-
nus in Minneapolis. This means that the Southwest Corridor would not be a continua-
tion of the Central Corridor from St. Paul, but in order for this project to be done right 
some cuts from the original proposal would need to be done.

Currently the Kenilworth Corridor is only used by Twin Cities & Western (TC&W), who 
operates two freight trains daily six to seven days per week on the Kenilworth Corridor. 
TC&W also operates five to seven unit trains per month, some running on the Kenil-
worth Corridor and others don’t. Train schedules would be negotiated with TC&W and 
any other railroad companies operating on the Kenilworth Corridor. The schedule of 
the light rail trains will probably be affected if tracks are shared on the small portion of 
the Kenilworth Corridor, but it won’t be a major affect.

The Bombardier Flexity Swift, used on the Hiawatha 
Line.

The red dotted line is the portion of the Kenilworth Corri-
dor where passenger trains would share tracks with freight 
trains. This portion would be expanded to two lines of 
track to reduce conflict of train schedules. The Kenilworth 
Trail may need to be relocated, or property purchased, 
along this portion to allow clearance for two lines of track.



Rolling Stock

The type of rolling stock that would be considered for the Southwest Corridor to share tracks 
with freight trains are diesel multiple units (DMUs). An example of a DMU is the Stadler 
GTW (pictured at right).

While DMUs can operate on tracks used by freight trains, the FRA requires that they operate 
under temporal separation. Temporal separation is a procedure where freight train opera-
tions are suspended while passenger trains are in operation, and vice versa. This procedure 
would most likely not work for the Southwest Corridor. An exemption by the FRA is the only 
way this proposal can be further studied. Keep in mind that in some places, including most 
European countries, DMUs share tracks with freight trains and high speed passenger trains 
everyday. Likely only a small portion of the Kenilworth Corridor will require freight trains 
sharing tracks with DMUs. Most, or the rest of the corridor, has enough room for freight train 
operations and passenger train operations to be separate. 

The FRA also requires that station platforms along active freight train tracks be lowered to 
reduce the risk of railroad crew getting hit by the platform while working on freight trains. 
This would mean when passengers are boarding they need to climb steps, and people with dis-
abilities will need special assistance to board the train. On light rail lines including the Hia-
watha Line, level boarding platforms are used so boarding is easy for all passengers. Along the 
small portion of the Kenilworth Corridor where DMUs would share tracks with freight trains, 
the step-boarding process would be required. This will most likely not work for the Southwest 
Corridor because it requires the train to be at the platform considerably longer for passengers 
boarding and de-boarding. To solve this issue, gauntlet tracks could be installed on the Kenil-
worth Corridor so freight trains have clearance when passing stations, and level boarding by 
Southwest Corridor trains would be allowed.

All passenger trains that share tracks with freight trains are required by the FRA to be in-
creased in buffer strength, so damage to the passenger train is reduced if it collides with a 
freight train.

Although light commuter trains like the Stadler GTW have similar characteristics to light rail 
trains, in some situations light commuter trains are not ideal, including steep grades and tight 
turns. These issues should be taken into consideration if light commuter trains are studied for 
the Southwest Corridor.

Facts about the Stadler GTW:

The Stadler GTW can be electric powered from overhead lines, or diesel powered, 
which eliminates the need to install overhead power lines. The Stadler GTW has 
similar passenger capacity to the light rail trains operated on the Hiawatha Line 
(the Flexity Swift); the Stadler GTW can seat 108 passengers and standing room 
for 92 passengers, and the Flexity Swift can seat 66 passengers and standing room 
for 120 passengers. The Stadler GTW weighs 144000 pounds, where as the Flexity 
Swift weighs 107000 pounds. The Stadler GTW diesel type can achieve almost the 
same acceleration as the light rail trains to be used on the Central Corridor (the Sie-
mens S70). Service acceleration of the Siemens S70 is 1.34 meters per second. Serv-
ice acceleration of the Stadler GTW is 1 meter per second. There are different ver-
sions of the Stadler GTW, depending on passenger capacity needs. The data above 
is for the Stadler GTW 2/6 version, which is used on two commuter rail lines in 
Texas. In addition to the Southwest Corridor, a DMU rolling stock could be used 
on other rail projects in the Twin Cities including the Bottineau Corridor. 



Conclusion

Many alternatives have been studied for the Kenilworth Corridor, and all of the al-
ternatives have pros and cons, and any alternative chosen will have winners and 
losers. The MN&S should not be used as a major freight rail corridor. In the past, 
the MN&S was served by many freight trains daily, but in the present there are too 
many houses along the MN&S for more freight trains. The Kenilworth Corridor has 
almost no curves and most housing along the Kenilworth Corridor isn’t close to the 
tracks.

More in depth studies of the Southwest Corridor should be done if the option of 
track sharing between freight trains and DMUs on the Kenilworth Corridor is cho-
sen.

If track sharing is chosen, the neighborhoods living along the MN&S won’t have to 
worry about more freight trains, the Kenilworth Corridor could be used for the 
Southwest Corridor and freight trains, and there would be no need to build an ex-
pensive rail bridge from the Kenilworth Corridor to the MN&S. 
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Eric Roberts 
 

12/01/2012 11:26 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc jmcolby@earthlink.net

bcc

Subject Public comment on SW LRT proposal

We're writing a personal note in support of the KIAA response regarding the 
proposed LRT line.

Most importantly, we strongly share the opinion that:

1) The freight lines must be relocated to avoid unnecessary destruction and 
dislocation of our neighborhood homes and parkland.
2) The bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway must be below grade to avoid an 
unsightly and disconnecting bridge at that crossing
3) All efforts possible must be made to mitigate noise.
4) We're constant users of the Cedar Lake park, all effort must be made to 
retain it.

We appreciate your attention to these items.

Eric Roberts
Laura Davis
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Damon Farber 
 

12/02/2012 11:49 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Address Correction / DEIS Comments - Damon Farber

Please not that the addresses in my earlier comments 1-6 (see comment 1 below) 
indicated that the addresses identified to be affected by co-location were  

. That is INCORRECT and should 
be adjusted to reflect   

  

1.       Page 3-34, Segment A (see Exhibit 1) stipulates that under the co-location Option(LRT 
3A-1) three homes on Burnham Road will be taken (“permanently used”). According the 
DEIS (Chapter 3, page 3-34, Segment A) those homes are” the first three single family 
homes north of Cedar Lake Parkway along Burnham Road”. As many as 57 town homes 
north of the West Lake Station are also slated for removal. In addition there will be 
“disturbance” to parkland on the east side of Cedar Lake to accommodate a realigned 
Burnham Road where it intersects with Cedar Lake Parkway.  I questioned this at the 
November 13, 2012 open house/public hearing and both the Hennepin County and its 
engineering representative stated that it was an error that three homes on Burnham Road 
were to be taken. Rather two homes on Burnham Road and one home on 
Park Lan 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 the freight train would be moved to St Louis Park.  
Page 11-3 of the DEIS indicates 4 properties, including .81 acres of Cedar Lake Park ( I 
assume that this is the area by the beach north of Cedar Lake Parkway and west of Burnham 
Road), potentially being “used” permanently along with the historic channel. In that same 
table under the LRT 3A Option it appears that only one property and the historic channel are 
to be “used” permanently. Is that one property or is it the 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?
Respectfully,
Damon Farber
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Kelly M  

12/02/2012 03:18 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Train Re-Route in St. Louis Park

I live next to the trach and strongly oppose the re-route.  I moved in knowing there was a train track and 
actually researched heavily the number of trains that use the track before I purchased.  Adding more 
trains will diminish the value of my property and cause a safety concern on Cedar Lake Road.
 
Kelly Ryman
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"Dr. Eric Larsson" 
 

12/02/2012 05:01 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc j

bcc

Subject Comment on the Southwest LRT DEIS

We live within two blocks of a proposed stop on the new Southwest LRT line.
We support relocation of the freight rail.  We use the adjacent parkland and trails weekly.  
They are a major route for us to use green transportation to the downtown.  We plan to use both 
bikes and the new LRT to get there. 
We oppose the bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway.  It is essential that a solution be made, 
because the current freight rail traffic causes lengthy traffic jams around the Cedar Lake 
intersection.  The more frequent LRT will certainly exacerbate the situation.  However, we 
would prefer a tunnel for the LRT which will have a much lesser environmental impact on the 
parkland there.  See the attached picture of the traffic backup on Burnham Road on April 23, 
2009, when the one-way bridge was opened to two-way traffic due to construction.  Every train 
during rush hour tremendously backs up the commuter traffic that uses this route.
We want the noise reduced.  The current freight rail is noisy.  When the trains run by, we feel 
our house rattle.  By moving the freight rail, we hope this will lessen the overall impact of noise 
and inconvenience of the LRT.  However, the constant noise from the LRT will still vastly 
outpace the current situation.  We hope that the best possible mitigation controls will be put in 
place.
We demand preservation of the current park trails.  The Cedar Lak Park and Kenilworth 
Trail are jewels in the city of Minneapolis, that greatly increase property values.  In addition the 
transit value of the bike paths also greatly increases property values and reduces overall 
gas-powered traffic in our area.  The current gas-traffic is at its maximum.  See the attached 
picture of the traffic backup on Burnham Road on April 23, 2009, when the one-way bridge was 
opened to two-way traffic due to construction.  Please maintain the accessibility of bike and foot 
traffic as the LRT is put in place.
We oppose the 21st St. Station, because local traffic is already at its maximum. Key streets 
in the area are already designated as one-way due to the dramatic amount of commuter traffic 
that uses these residential streets.  See the attached pictures of the traffic backups when a train is 
going through.  Every train during rush hour tremendously backs up the commuter traffic that 
uses this route.
We oppose a Park-and-Ride at the 21st St. Station, because local traffic is already at its 
maximum. Key streets in the area are already designated as one-way due to the dramatic amount 
of commuter traffic that uses these residential streets.  See the attached picture of the traffic 
backup on Burnham Road on April 23, 2009, when the one-way bridge was opened to two-way 
traffic due to construction.  Every train during rush hour tremendously backs up the commuter 
traffic that uses this route.
We demand vibration mitigation for the LRT.  The current freight rail can be heard from our 
home.  When the trains run by, we already feel our house rattle.  
Thank you for your attention.
Yours,
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Eric Larsson and Kara Riedesel

.net





 

12/02/2012 06:22 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Freight and Light Rail Co-Location

There should be no reroute of freight rail through St. Louis Park.
The existing Kenilworth line has plenty of room for co-locating freight and 
light rail.
It's straighter, flatter, safer and MUCH less costly for taxpayers if 
freight and light rail co-locate.
Reroute bicycles and trail users. The few people that use this trail can 
adjust to a reroute, no problem. Minimal impact on a few people but If rail 
is rerouted... tremendous impact at all levels.
Common sense, fiscal responsibility must prevail.  
If assessed fairly and reported in truth with full disclosures to the 
public the answer will be Kenilworth light and freight rail co-location.
Sincerely,
Mark Sawinski
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herbsthelene 

> 

12/03/2012 08:46 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Comments to Southwest Light Rail Transit – Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement

To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am writing in response to the Southwest Light Rail Transit (SWLRT) – Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) published in regard to the SWLRT which includes 
the proposed freight rail re-route in St. Louis Park, Minnesota. 
 
The current SWLRT-DEIS has significant flaws and the planned re-route idea either needs to 
be dropped completely or a great deal more study must be done. 
 
As this action is proposed and 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 through St. Louis Park. 
 
If you look at the attached map, you can see how this proposed re-route will cut through a 
major swath of St. Louis Park and disrupt the daily lives and safety of homeowners, students, 
commuters and business owners. Moreover, this spur line was never designed to be used as a 
major freight corridor as is being proposed in the DEIS. 
 
Common sense begs that a better option must be available. The good news is that there is; 
co-locating freight rail along the SWLRT line (within the Kenilworth Corridor) has shown to 
be a safe, viable and cheaper option. 
 
Please carefully consider the negative impact this re-route of freight rail will permanently 
have on the city St. Louis Park and whether funding this re-route versus funding co-locating 
is the smartest use of taxpayer dollars. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Helene Herbst
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"Palma, Russell L" 
 

12/04/2012 02:28 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject comments on SW Light Rail line

I am writing in response to the DIES and the proposed SW Corridor Light Rail 
Line. While I am strongly supportive of the light rail line, I have the 
following concerns in the area where I live, between the proposed West Lake 
and W 21st Street stations. I favor putting the light rail line in a trench or 
tunnel below grade level between these two stations for the following reasons:

1) safety: This is a very crowded area, with many pedestrians, bicyclists and 
children. There is Park Side Park, two Cedar Lake beaches, the Greenway, 
Kenilworth and Cedar Lake bike paths, and people who walk to businesses on 
Lake Street and Excelsior. Having the light rail line on grade would be very 
disruptive and dangerous to these groups.

2) noise: The light rail corridor is extremely narrow in this area, and there 
are single family homes, town homes and condominium homes in very close 
proximity to the proposed line. To have light rail trains of the frequency 
proposed, and where the tracks are curved (producing squeal), will produce a 
significant increase in ambient noise.

3) visual impact: The proposed bridge over Cedar Lake Parkway would be grossly 
out of scale with the buildings in the area and present an extreme visual 
change in a currently park-like atmosphere, as would the electrical line 
towers. Again, putting the corridor in a trench or tunnel would alleviate this 
issue.

This corridor is so narrow in this area, another suggestion would be to have a 
single set of tracks between the W 21st Street and West Lake stations, where 
the trains would alternate leaving the stations in either direction. Further, 
this would reduce the cost of putting the light rail in a trench or tunnel.

Sincerely,

Dr. Russell Palma
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D S 
 

12/04/2012 02:59 PM
Please respond to

D S 

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Comments on SWLRT DEIS

Attached is a word document containing my comments on the SWLRT DEIS

Dale Stenseth
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12-03-2012 
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 DEIS Chapter 1, Section 1.3.2.3.   
 
It becomes clearer every day that Hennepin County has had an unpublished agenda to reroute 
Freight Rail from the first day. The proof of this includes oral and published comments made by a 
Hennepin County Commissioner early in the process: "This is a done deal." The same 
commissioner is also quoted as saying, "Promises were made." (To Kenwood residents to reroute 
the freight traffic out of Kenwood.)  
 
The railroad does not want the proposed freight rail reroute. The existing Kenilworth route is the 
shortest and straightest and most level route. It is clear that huge incentives to use the longer, 
more expensive reroute would have to be offered to the railroad, an additional tax payer expense. 
Hennepin County does not want to recognize or include this significant and continuing cost. 
 
The proposed Hennepin County Flyover Bridge, to get freight traffic over HWY 7, is such a 
boondoggle that the railroad has stated they would not take ownership or be responsible for 
bridge or ramp maintenance. Again, tax payers would be stuck with this unrecognized cost.  
 
Additional, noisier diesel power would be required to get freight trains up and over the proposed 
Hennepin County Flyover Bridge, increasing danger and noise. 
 
Hennepin County has consistently downplayed and minimized safety, economic, environmental, 
and quality of life impacts to St. Louis Park. 
 
Hennepin County is actively engaged in socio-economic discrimination, in trying to move freight 
rail from the Kenwood area to poorer neighborhoods. 
 
Finally, in what appears to be another act of bad faith, another Hennepin County consultant 'typo' 
has been identified in the Strib, understating costs of the proposed reroute by 100 MILLION 
dollars. (11/28/2012) 
 
Because of all the reasons stated above, I oppose the freight rail re-route as outlined in the 
SWLRT DEIS. 
 
Co-location of freight and light rail through the Kenilworth Corridor is the only option that is 
economically feasible and practical. 
 
This DEIS, the EAW, and every step of the process has been biased. (Hennepin County 
Commissioner statements, “It’s a done deal,” and “Promises were made.”) 
 
Because of prior comment filtering behavior, Hennepin County can not be trusted to include all 
comments, so this comment is being copied to Federal officials with a request to suspend any 
funding for any Freight reroute or SW Light Rail. Surely there are other more deserving and more 
honest requests for federal money. 
 
Most sincerely, 
 
Dale Stenseth 
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12/05/2012 01:48 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc
 

 
bcc

Subject SWLRT DEIS

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 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,
Christian Berry
 
 

Name: Christian Berry 
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Susanne Wollman 
 

12/05/2012 02:16 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Rail re-route through St. Louis Park

To re-route these trains through St. Louis Park just doesn't make sense.  It will cost millions 
more to re-route them rather than co-locate, with NO mitigation for the people who live and 
work in St. Louis Park.  St Louis Park has 5 schools within a half mile of the reroute and St. 
Louis Park Senior High is within 75 feet of the tracks, where as the co-location has NO 
SCHOOLS along the route.  As it will take mile long trains at least mile to stop, the re-route 
endangers children not to mention the houses that you could stand on the back step and throw a 
rock to hit the trains.  Many houses are VERY close to the tracks, yet no vibration impact studies 
have occurred with apparent unconcern for the impact on these houses property values.  The 
re-route will cause at least six crossings to be blocked several times a day for more than 10 
minutes.  The time it would take emergency vehicles to drive around these trains is 
unimaginable.
 
I believe it makes sense, especially in these hard times, to make the choice that is most fiscally 
responsible for the people of Hennepin County.  Clearly, re-routing the trains through St. Louis 
Park does not fiscally make sense.
 
Susanne Wollman 
St Louis Park resident for 16 years
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Bonnie Black 
 

12/05/2012 02:43 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject SW Corridor Work Destination Figures and the 21st St 
Station

The Kenilworth line does not serve the people of Minneapolis due to its proposed route through 
the LEAST densely populated (and highest income) parts of the city, i.e., Kenwood, ECCO, 
Cedar/Dean/Isles, and East Isles.   Who really thinks that the nearby local populations will give 
up their SUV's to ride the LRT?  

Re:  Reverse commute.  Fewer than 6% of the population of the above areas (including Bryn 
Mawr) go to either St.Louis Park and Eden Prairie combined.  

Probably you have the following data from the Wilder Research Neighborhood Compass website 
based on the 2010 Census.  I found this very interesting.  Based on the info re the neighborhoods 
of Kenwood, CedaIslesDean, Bryn Mawr, ECCO and East Isles, of the 12,247 total population, 
6463 work.   Work destinations are Mpls 43% (2674),  St. Paul 7% (437),  StLPk 2.9% (193),  
Eden Prairie 3.2% (207).  The number of people who use public transport currently is 895 -- 
9.8%, most of whom live near the Hennepin Ave bus routes.   Those people more than likely 
would continue to use the buses rather than make their way 1+ miles westward to use the LRT 
stations.  

Those people going to Eden Prairie need transportation to their many distant workplaces, once 
they arrive in Eden Prairie.  Hmmm.  What is the logic here?

The idea that 1000 users per day would use a station at 21st  St is quite erroneous.  Someone 
made that figure up.  It is statistically unsupportable that of the total 6463 working people in 
these neighborhoods 1/6 of them would use the LRT.    The current bus into Kenwood alone 
cannot support itself on the little use it gets during rush hours only. 

The increased influx of people to Cedar Lake Beach will necessitate increased police patrols.  
Imagine the access if there's an LRT stop there.  Already people are coming in their cars from all 
over the city in the summer.  The neighborhood safety concern is great.

So those are my thoughts.  Maybe redundant, but I just wanted to be one of the voices that 
speaks out about the absurdness of putting the LRT through here.

I've written the mayor with my thoughts, too.  

Bonnie Black  
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barbara dorset 
 

12/05/2012 06:23 PM
Please respond to

barbara dorset 

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

cc

bcc

Subject SW LRT concerns

 I would like to voice my concern about the SW LRT. 
I have lived in the Calhoun Isles Condominiumns for the last 13 years.  My unit directly 
faces the Kenilworth Bike and Walking trail. Here are issues I have never had to deal 
with  before but will have to deal with on a daily basis once the SW LRT arrives.
1. noise- noise level will be well above acceptable expecially for me since I live on the 
9th floor
2. vibration- unknown effects on a concrete structure, plus having to live with it on a 
constant basis
3. safety -park for kids is right next to the fast, vibrating, noisy LWT
4. visual pollution -I will look out my window to see poles, wires, and train cars. 
Currently I see trees, birds, trails and a park.
5. high voltage wires will kill birds, like Eagles and Cranes.
6. My property value with decrease as a result of the SW LWT. Any surveys that 
demonstrate property values increase as a result of a LWT do not take into 
consideration the financial damage to high end properties. All properties in these 
surveys are of low or modest value. 
If the LWT were placed below grade level, none of these issues would be a concern. 
We should wait until we have the money to do the project right. Place it underground. 
Sincerely,
Barbara Dorset
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12/05/2012 07:14 PM

To swcorridor@co.hennepin.mn.us

cc

bcc

Subject Southwest LRT Concerns

To whom is may concern:
I am very worried about the SW LRT. I live in the Calhoun Isles Condominiums and face 
the Kenilworth bike trail.  Here are my issues regarding its construction:
1. The noise level will be well above acceptable levels, which is both an environmental 
hazard, as well as a health hazard.
2. Protecting the environment - This is a beautiful habitat, with many wild animals, 
including fox, deer and rabbits, which will lose their homes.  The high voltage will also 
kill birds such as eagles, geese, and cranes.
3. Vibration- the effects are unknown on our buildings, which puts us at risk
4. Denigration of our park system - the bike paths are an essential part of our 
neighborhood and throughway to downtown.
5. Expense - the numbers now suggest that building it on the Greenway through 
Uptown would be more cost effective PLUS have increased usage.
6. My property value with decrease as a result of the SW LWT. 
If the LWT were placed below grade level or moved to the Greenway, none of these 
issues would be a concern. We should wait until until there is funding to do it right, 
rather than make a mistake and have to do it again.
Sincerely,
Susan Shapiro
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"Steve Andersen" 

 

12/05/2012 09:53 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Light rail concerns

I live very close to the proposed transit station near Lake Calhoun.  I’m concerned 
about the traffic congestion currently and the increased traffic that the light rail 
will cause.  I’d like to see a traffic study of the area.  It also seems imperative that 
there be a good pedestrian-friendly (and bike-friendly) route between the light rail 
station and Lake Calhoun while finding a way not to make driving in the area 
impossible.   Maggie Pastarr 
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