




































CCLRT FEIS Conference Call Notes 
 
Date: July 21, 2008 
 
Conference Call Participants: 
 
Joe Ossi, Federal Transit Administration, Washington DC 
David Warner, Federal Transit Administration Chicago, IL 
Kathryn O’Brien, Central Corridor Project Office, St. Paul, MN 
Joe Trnka, HDR Engineering, Minneapolis, MN 
 
The conference call was held to discuss the Section 106 determinations in anticipation of a meeting 
scheduled for July 24, 2008 at the MN SHPO office.  
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that there would be no adverse effect to the historic districts or buildings along the 
proposed route. The proposed project passes through a number of historic districts. However, it does not use 
property from these districts, with the exception of the locations discussed below.  
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that there would be no adverse effect to the two historic churches along Cedar Avenue in 
St. Paul. The buildings are not going to be directly physically impacted by the proposed project. Noise and 
vibration studies indicated that minimization measures could be designed into the line at that location to make 
noise and vibration issues negligible at this location. Loss of some access to the buildings was discussed but 
the determination was that loss of access was not an adverse effect. The design review process would 
involve MN SHPO and others during final design so that visual intrusions would be further minimized.  
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that the impacts to Northrop Mall would not be adverse for several reasons. First, the 
proposed design would be finalized in cooperation with the MN SHPO and others to ensure that the LRT 
features did not constitute an unacceptable visual intrusion. Second, the construction of the LRT could result 
in the removal of some existing features such as the median fence in Washington Avenue and other elements 
currently in the street right-of-way that are intrusions into the existing setting.  
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that the proposed station in front of Union Depot is likely an adverse effect. The station 
location at Union Depot is complicated by the fact that shifts away from this location are generally 
unacceptable. Moving the proposed station up the line and away from the Union Depot entails significant 
engineering issues and may compromise access to the parcel of land Ramsey County is donating for a 
storage and maintenance facility. Moving the station off the Union Depot lot by pushing it further out into the 
street would require the closure of the street, which is unacceptable to the City of St. Paul. The impact of this 
station on Union Depot would be minimized by careful planning to 1) minimize visual impacts, and 2) ensure 
that the proposed LRT station design was compatible with the historic context and setting of this location. The 
design review process would involve MN SHPO and others during final design. 
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that the proposed maintenance facility near the Union Depot would likely have an adverse 
effect on the NRHP-eligible elevated rail deck and ramp. The location for this facility is complicated by several 
factors. First, the facility layout needed to be designed to function in an efficient manner. Second, the facility 
needed to be compatible with the proposed reconstruction of the adjacent Lafayette Bridge. Third, the facility 
needed to provide sufficient space to accommodate the future intermodal operations proposed for the Union 
Depot by Ramsey County as part of a separate action. Finally, the facility needed to be compatible with the 
City of St. Paul’s long-term plans for the redevelopment of the area. FTA indicated that the existing NRHP-
eligible property would be recorded prior to its alteration. The effects of constructing the maintenance facility 
at this location would be minimized by careful planning to ensure that the maintenance facility was compatible 
with the historic context and setting of this location. The design review process would involve MN SHPO and 
others during final design so that the intrusion would be minimized.  
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that the proposed station at Leif Erickson lawn on the Capitol Mall Historic District would 
have no adverse effect on the NRHP-eligible district. The proposed design of this station would be finalized in 
cooperation with the MN SHPO and others to ensure that the LRT features did not constitute a visual intrusion 
and was compatible with the historic attributes of this resource.   
 
FTA (Ossi) stated that the proposed modifications to the Washington Avenue Bridge would have no adverse 
effect upon that NRHP-eligible structure.  
 



The Cedar Street landscape features were discussed as part of the Capitol Mall Historic District impacts. A 
follow-on conversation was held between Trnka and subconsultant Marjorie Pearson at Hess Roise, who 
conducted the historic research for this project. Pearson indicated that the landscape features down the 
median of Cedar Avenue were envisioned by Cass Gilbert, the original planner, but not executed by him. The 
landscaping south of I-94 was not installed until after the construction of I-94 in the 1960s. Pearson and Trnka 
concluded that changing the landscaped median south of I-94 would not necessarily be an adverse effect, 
depending upon how it was done. It is likely that the design review process with MN SHPO would be followed 
in this location to ensure the minimization of effects to this resource.  
 
FTA (Ossi) indicated that the FTA would take the lead in making the determinations of effect. The FTA will 
afford the SHPO and ACHP the opportunity to comment on the determinations, in accordance with the 
regulations implementing the Section 106 process (36 CFR 800). 
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Proposed new roadway 
connections
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streets

Intersection traffic 
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•Stripe NB left turn lane
•Modify signal phasing

•Install traffic signal
•Construct turn lanes

•Install traffic signals
•Construct turn lanes

•Install traffic signal
•Construct turn lanes

•Install all way stop
•Construct turn lanes
•Mill and overlay E. River Rd

Construct new segment 
and overlay existing
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