








 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 Preserving America’s Heritage 
 
 
 
October 6, 2008 
 
Ms. Katie Walker, AICP 
Transit Project Manager 
Hennepin County Department of Housing,  
    Community, Works & Transit 
417 North 5th Street, Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN  55401 
 
RE: Southwest Transitway Project 
 Hennepin County, Minnesota 
 
Dear Ms. Walker: 
 
On September 30, 2008, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) received your invitation 
to participate in the environmental review process for the referenced undertaking pursuant to Section 
6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA-LU). At this time, we do not expect to attend meetings or provide formal comments at 
environmental review milestones. However, we retain the right to become involved in the environmental 
review for this action in the future if, based on information provided by the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) or other consulting parties, we determine that our involvement is warranted. 
 
In order to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the ACHP 
encourages FTA to initiate the Section 106 process by notifying, at its earliest convenience, the 
appropriate State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and/or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
(THPO), Indian tribes, and other consulting parties pursuant to our regulations, “Protection of Historic 
Properties” (36 CFR Part 800). Through early consultation, FTA and your agency will be able to 
determine the appropriate strategy to ensure Section 106 compliance for this undertaking.  Please note 
that FTA, as the federal agency, must be involved in the notification of consulting parties. 
 
FTA and the Hennepin County Railroad Authority should continue consultation with the appropriate 
SHPO/THPO, Indian tribes, and other consulting parties to identify and evaluate historic properties and to 
assess any potential adverse effects on those historic properties. If you determines through consultation 
with the consulting parties that the undertaking will adversely affect historic properties, or that the 
development of an agreement document is necessary, FTA must notify the ACHP and provide the 
documentation detailed at 36 CFR § 800.11(e). In the event that this undertaking is covered under the 
terms of an existing agreement document, you should follow the process it outlines. 
 
 
 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
 

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 • Washington, DC  20004 
Phone:202-606-8503 • Fax: 202-606-8647 • achp@achp.gov • www.achp.gov
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Should you have any questions as to how your agency should comply with the requirements of 
Section 106, please contact Blythe Semmer by telephone at (202) 606-8552 or by e-mail at 
bsemmer@achp.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
LaShavio Johnson 
Historic Preservation Technician 
Office of Federal Agency Programs 
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October 27, 2008 

Ms. Katie Walker, AICP 
Transit Project Manager 
Hennepin County 

Three Rivers 
PARK DI STRICT 

Housing, Community Works & Transit 
417 North 5th Street, Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

RE: Environmental Review Process for the Southwest Transitway Project 

Dear Ms. Walker: 

--

Three Rivers Park District (Park District) is a major stakeholder in the Southwest 
Transitway corridor. The Park District operates two regional trails within the 
corridor: 1) The Minnesota River Bluffs LRT Regional Trail, which begins in 
Hopkins and runs southwest to Chanhassen; and 2) the Cedar Lake LRT Regional 
Trail, which begins in Hopkins and runs northeast towards Cedar Lake, where it 
connects to the Kenilworth and Midtown Greenway Regional Trails. The two Park 
District trails within the Southwest Transitway corridor are heavily used, with 
over 500,000 visits annually. Additionally, the tra ils also serve as an important 
multi-modal commuting route as well. 

As a participating agency, the Park District has expertise in the use and operation 
of the District's regional trails within the Southwest Transitway corridor. The 
Park District recognizes that to-date, the planning recommendations for the 
Southwest Corridor have been supportive of developing LRT while retaining the 
trails within a shared use corridor. A shared rail and trail corridor will 
successfully blend multiple modes of transportation that compliment each other 
while meeting the five stated goals of the Southwest Transit project. 

Consequently, the Park District strongly recommends that the final design of the 
Southwest Transitway corridor include a multi-use regional trail component. The 
Park District desires to continue participation in the current and future planning 
efforts related to the Southwest Transitway Project. 

As such, the Park District has prepared an initial summary of concerns related to 
the Environmental Review process and project alternatives. 

)> The Park District currently operates two regional trails within the Hennepin 
County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA) corridor from Eden Prairie to 
Minneapolis. 

Administrative Center, 3000 Xenium Lane North, Plymouth, MN 55441-1299 

Information 763.559.9000 • TTY 763 .559.6719 • Fax 763 .559.3287 • www.ThreeRiversParkDistrict.org 



This regional amenity facilitates recreation and commuter use within the 
transit routes as identified as alternatives 1A, 3A, and 3C. Use of the trails is 
expected to increase with the addition of the LRT within the corridor. 
Consequently, the Park District recommends a minimum trail width of 12 feet 
(12') to meet safety design guidelines for the expected volume of trail use. 

~ The Park District strongly recommends a paved multi-use trail be safely and 
effectively incorporated into the final Southwest Transitway design 
alternative. A paved trail meets the goals of the project by increasing 
transportation choices, improving mobility, and providing efficient and 
effective travel options that protect the environment and which support 
economic development. Successful access and transfer considerations will 
enable trail users and trail commuters to integrate with the Light Rail Transit 
(LRT) system thereby, increasing LRT effectiveness. 

~ Will the Park District be obligated to financially participate in any component 
of the transitway or trail initiative? 

~ Safety for trail users must be a high priority as related to: 

• Street Crossing Safety - All three alternative routes will impact at-grade 
trail roadway crossings at 11th Avenue, Excelsior Avenue, St. Louis Street, 
Blake Road, Wooddale Avenue, and Beltline Boulevard. The potential for a 
negative impact on trail crossing safety will be increased by the addition 
of LRT traffic and the increase in traffic control devices and the expected 
increase in trail use by LRT users. Proper design of at-grade crossings 
must be a central consideration. Incorporation of grade-separated 
pedestrian/trail crossings of major roadways would solidify effectiveness 
of the transitway and trail system. 

• Amenities/Facilities within Corridor - consideration of all activities within 
the corridor must be examined and accounted for. Heavy rail, LRT, and 
trail users must be evaluated as to potential design and operational risks. 
Several concerns include, but are not limited to, non-sanctioned "mid­
block" pedestrian crossings, proximity concerns, noise, design and 
placement of physical barriers, and entrapment concerns. 

~ The Park District has been awarded Federal funds to develop a grade­
separated crossing for the trail at Beltline Boulevard; however, the final 
design of the LRT route and station in the Beltline Boulevard area will be the 
driving factor in the feasibility of developing the grade-separated trail crossing 
of Beltline Boulevard. Coordination of planning, design, and construction 
phases are imperative to maximize current Federal funds available for the 
trail crossing. 

~ Aesthetically pleasing, effective and functional design of all elements is 
essential at pedestrian and vehicular nodes where vehicular, transit, and trail 
users converge. 
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);;> A comprehensive, user-friendly, simple wayfinding system is essential for the 
successful operation of roadway system, transit, and trail. 

);;> The regional trails act as the major arteries of the system-wide trail network. 
With the advent of LRT, there is the opportunity to promote bicycle and 
pedestrian access to the LRT stations through use of the system-wide trail 
network. Of particular importance are the local trail networks that feed into 
the regional trails that in turn will provide access to the LRT stations. As part 
of the LRT planning and implementation process, the local trail networks 
should be reviewed and recommendations drafted on how to fully develop the 
local trail network to promote pedestrian and bicycle access to the LRT. 

);;> Phasing - Full and complete build-out of entire system is essential for 
effective and efficient operations of transportation, transit, ra il, and trail uses. 

);;> The Park District strongly encourages the design and development of the 
Southwest Transitway Initiative incorporate all measures to conserve 
resources, protect natural features, and incorporate sustainable features in 
order to reduce negative impacts on people and the environment. 

Please feel free to contact me at 763.559.6759 if you have any comments or 
questions. 

Donald J. DeVeau, Director 
Department of Planning and Development 

DJD: lei 
C: Cris Gears, Superintendent 

John Barten, Director of Natural Resources 
Jonathan Vlaming, Senior Manager of Planning 

J:\PROJECTS\Regional Trails\RTL 0801 Southwest Transit\10-20-08--Katie Walker-He_ Envir Rev Process SW Transltway Project-JV.doc 
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NOV 0 3 2008 

St Louis Park Public Schools 
Achieving success, one student at a time. 

St. Louis Park Public Schools 
District Offices 
6425 West 33'd Street 
St. Louis Park, Minnesota 55426-3498 
952.928.6000 phone 
952.928.6020 fax 
www .slpschools.org 

October 31 , 2008 

Southwest Corridor 
Hennepin County Transit 
417 North 5th Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

To Whom It May Concern: 

This letter serves to provide notice oflndependent School District No. 283 ' s concerns 
regarding the proposed routes for the Southwest Transitway LRT line. The StLouis Park 
School Board recently reviewed the planned routes of the proposed Southwest 
Transitway LRT line and believes that there are several concerns that should be 
addressed during the Draft Environmental Impact Statement process that is underway. 

The Board understands that some of the proposed routes of the SW Transitway LRT line 
may force additional freight train traffic onto the rail line that runs parallel to the south 
boundary of St. Louis Park Senior High School, located at 6435 West 33rd Street. The 
additional freight traffic in close proximity to the high school raises safety, noise and 
vibration impact concerns. 

Frequent train traffic operating in the vicinity of our student population likely presents 
increased risks to both pedestrian and vehicular traffic. Two grade level street crossings 
currently exist at the southeast and southwest comers of the high school property, with 
the southeast crossing separating the high school from a McDonald's restaurant 
frequented by large numbers of our students. 

Noise impact is the second concern raised by the proposed LRT lines. Currently, noise 
generated by trains that travel on this line disrupts the learning process. The close 
proximity of the high school to the Dakota A venue crossing with no noise remediation 
causes distractions to both staff and students from the train travel and the associated 
horns. Increasing the frequency of these disruptions would compound the already 
unfavorable conditions. 

Finally, although less immediately perceptible, vibration from heavy freight trains may 
cause damage to nearby structures including district-owned facilities as well as 
disruptions during the school day. 



We appreciate the opportunity to add our input during the scoping process and would 
welcome a formal presentation by the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority to 
discuss these issues at a future St. Louis Park school board meeting. 

cc City of St. Louis Park 

Very truly yours, 

~ ~~;liardson 
St. Louis Park Board of Education Chair 



~~"''~Ne~so~"o Minnesota Department of Transportation 

~ % Metropolitan District 
~ / Waters Edge 
~oFTR"'~r:; 1500 West County Road B-2 

Roseville, MN 55113-3174 

November 3, 2008 

Ms. Katie Walker, Project Manager 
Hennepin County 
Housing, Community Work and Transit 
417 Nmth 5111 Street, Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Subject: Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Minnesota Depattment ofTranspmtation (Mn/DOT) Review# STUDY08~006 
Southwest Hennepin County (Minneapolis to Eden Prairie) 
Hennepin County 

Dear Ms. Walker: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Southwest Transitway Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS). Please note that Mn/DOT's review of this DEIS does not constitute approval 
of a regional traffic analysis and is not a specific approval for access or new roadway 
improvements. As plans are refined, we would like the oppottunity to meet with Hennepin 
County to review the updated information. MniDOT's staff has reviewed the document and 
offers the following comments: 

Traffic: 
The following are MniDOT Traffic Section comments concerning the Southwest Transitway 
DEIS: 

Care must be taken in planning for the interaction between LRT and existing highway and 
pedestrian facilities. For safety and operational reasons, grade separation should be utilized 
whenever possible. No other comments at this time. For questions concerning these comments 
please contact Jolene Servatius, Mn/DOT Metro District, at (651) 234-7841. 

Water Resources: 
Any locations that cross or follow Mn/DOT right-of-way will require a drainage plan review by 
Mn/DOT Water Resources Engineering. No increase in drainage rates are allowed to MnDOT 
right-of-way. For questions concerning these comments, please contact Martin Kors, Mn/DOT 
Water Resources Section, at (651) 234-7537. 

Permits: 
Any use of or work within or affecting Mn/DOT right of way requires a permit. Permit forms are 
available from MnDOT' s utility website at www.dot.state.mn.us/tecsup/utility. Please include one 
11 x 17 plan set and one full size plan set with each permit application. Please direct any 
questions regarding permit requirements to Buck Craig, MnDOT's Metro Permits Section, at 
(651) 234-7911. 

An equal opportunity employer 



This letter represents only the transportation concerns of Mn/DOT Metro District. Other 
environmental issues raised by a wider Mn/DOT review may be forwarded to you in a separate 
Jetter. 

As a reminder, please address all initial future correspondence for development activity such as 
plats and site plans to: 

Development Review Coordinator 
Mn/DOT - Metro Division 
Waters Edge 
1500 West County Road B-2 
Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

Mn/DOT document submittal guidelines require either: 

1. One (1) electronic pdf. version of the plans (the electronic version of the plan needs to be 
developed for II" x 17" printable format with sufficient detail so that all features are 
legible); 

2. Seven (7) sets of full size plans. 

If submitting the plans electronically, please use the pdf. format. Mn/DQT can accept the plans 
via e-mail at rnetrodevreviews@dot.state.rnn.us provided that each separate e-mail is less than 20 
megabytes. Otherwise, the plans can be submitted on a compact disk. 

If you have any questions, plel!se· feel free to contact me at ( 651) 234-7797. 

Sincerely, 

Senior Planner 

cc: Bob Byers, Hennepin County Transportation Planning Section , Medina, MN 

Copy via Groupwise: 
Tad Sherman 
Wayne Lernaniark 
Brian Kelly 
Buck Craig 
Rarnankutty Kannankutty 
Pat Bursaw 
Robert Vockrodt 
Ann Braden, Metropolitan Council 



File copyto: 
Mn/DOT LGL file: Hennepin County 
Mn/DOT District file: CS: 2755 

Bob Byers, P.E. 
Hennepin County Public Works 
1600 Prairie Drive · 
Medina, MN 55340-5421 







~~ Metropolitan Council 

November 5, 2008 

Ms. Katie Walker, AICP 
Project Manager, Southwest Transitway 
Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit 
417 North 5th Street, Suite 320 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Dear Ms. Walker, 

NOV 0 7 2008 

As a regional supporting agency of the Southwest Transitway, the Metropolitan 
Council and Metro Transit are encouraged to see the project proceed to the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) phase. We see this corridor as a 
strategic step in the development of a regional network of transitways, as called 
for in the Metropolitan Council's 2030 Transportation Policy Plan. Improving 
transit is an essential element in ensuring the continued growth and vitality of our 
metropolitan region. 

The Southwest Transitway will improve mobility, provide reliable, time­
competitive transit service, and significantly improve reverse commute options 
for core city residents while boosting the potential for transit-oriented 
development. The development of the Southwest Transitway is consistent with 
the Council ' s vision for the development of a regional network of transitways 
that link major destinations and employment areas, facilitate transit-oriented 
development patterns, and accommodate growth in a flexible, connected and 
efficient manner. 

We are confident that the DEIS will provide the necessary level of analysis and 
refinement that will allow the locally preferred alternative to achieve the goals 
outlined in the scoping process. We realize that this process is not an easy one 
and we encourage Hennepin County to work as closely as possible with the 
Federal Transportation Administration and with the Metropolitan Council to 
ensure that the DEIS process follows all federal, state and local rules related to 
this very important process. To that end, both Metropolitan Council and Metro 
Transit staff stand ready to offer assistance to the County in the DEIS process. 

www.metrocouncil .org 

390 Robert Street North • St. Paul. MN 55101 - 1805 • (651 J 602- 1 000 • Fax (651) 602-1550 • TrY (651) 291 -0904 

An Equal Opportunlly Employer 



As always, we appreciate Hennepin County's and the Hennepin County Regional 
Railroad Authority' s strong and consistent advocacy of transit as a key feature in 
moving our metropolitan area towards a sustainable transportation future. 

Sincerely, 

General Manager 
Metro Transit 

C: Peter Bell 
Tom Weaver 
Vince Pellegrin 
Julie Johanson 
Mark Fuhrmann 
John Levin 
Tom Thorstenson 
Amy Vennewitz 

~~c~~ 
Arlene McCarthy 
Director 
Metropolitan Transportation Services 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

NOV 0 6 2008 

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF 

Marisol Simon 
Regional Administrator, Region 5 
Federal Transit Administration 
200 West Adams Street, Suite 2410 
Chicago, IL 60604 

E-19J 

RE: Scoping Comments on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Southwest Transitway Project in Hennepin County, Minnesota 

Dear Ms. Simon: 

This letter is provided in accordance with our responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 ofthe Clean Air Act. The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) anticipates reviewing the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) your agency is preparing for the Southwest Transitway Project in Hennepin 
County, Minnesota. We have reviewed the September 25, 2008, Notice of Intent (NOI) to 
prepare an EIS, the Green Means Go scoping information booklet, and the Coordination Plan, 
dated September 2008. We also participated in the October 15, 2008 Interagency Scoping 
Meeting. 

A Minneapolis southwest public transit corridor has been under consideration since 1980. 
This corridor is defmed and anchored by the two large residential/employment centers of 
downtown Minneapolis and the southwest Golden Triangle. Following a series of studies and 
plans, a Southwest Rail Transit Study was begun in 2003, resulting in the publication of the 
Southwest Transitway Alternatives Analysis in 2007. Although an extensive roadway/ 
expressway system and a significant and successful bus system serves the metropolitan region, 
including this corridor, three needs are identified as unmet by the available transportation 
systems. This proposal's purpose and need are to: 1) improve mobility in this congested corridor; 
2) develop a competitive rapid transit alternative for public-transit-dependent and transit-choice 
travelers; and 3) provide reverse commute service, which is currently unavailable for this area. 

Alternatives include a NEPA baseline No-Build proposal and a New Starts baseline of 
Transportation System Management (TSM) modifications combined with enhanced bus service. 
Three build alternatives are being brought forward, proposing different routes for a light rail 
transit system comparable to and compatible with the Hiawatha and Central Corridor Lines. All 
three alternatives·would connect to other transit lines at the downtown Minneapolis Intennodal 
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Station, extend southwest through St. Louis Park and Hopkins, and terminate along State Route 5 
in Eden Prairie. 

It is clear from the existing Hiawatha Line and the developing Central Corridor Line, that 
the metropolitan Minneapolis-St. Paul region is developing a public rapid transit system. 
Therefore, one purpose for this Southwest Transitway project would seem to be to extend the 
developing regional rail transit system to this corridor of the metropolitan area and thus provide 
direct access from this southwest area to the other branches of the rapid transit system. We 
recommend that the DEIS discuss this concept more directly in the purpose and need. 

We would appreciate the opportunity to work with FTA, providing additional, more 
specific guidance as this project progresses and planning becomes more refined and specific. 
Based upon the information provided to date, EPA will look for more clarification in the DEIS 
regarding issues of air quality, water resources, and other impacts including, but not limited to the 
following: 

Air Quality 
- This project must demonstrate transportation conformity with the State Implementation Plan for 
air quality in the Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan region. Air conformity modeling and 
determinations should be presented in the DEIS using current air quality data and approved 
methodologies, including for "hot spots" at a number of at-grade crossings with potential to create 
local congestion pollution. The DEIS should quantifY the net air emission consequences for each 
of the alternatives. 
- There is a growing awareness of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases as they may affect 
our global climate. While this transit project is anticipated to reduce such emissions from private 
vehicles, the system may add bus diesel exhaust and electric generation emissions for trains. The 
DEIS should quantifY these emissions and discuss their general impact upon the global climate. It 
would also be appropriate to consider how climate changes may impact this project. 

Water Resources 
- Discussion of avoiding, minimizing and mitigating for impacts to surface waters, wetlands, and 
floodplain areas affected by the project should be presented in the DEIS, for project construction, 
maintenance and operational impacts. This should include provisions for the handling of 
storm water run-off volumes and pretreatment prior to discharging to natural water resources. 
-The DEIS should provide specific mitigation details and commitments, including maintenance of 
such water resource impact mitigations. An adaptive management program for these functions 
may be appropriate. 

Other Impacts 
-The DEIS should discuss all impacts arising from project ancillary operations, including storage 
and maintenance facilities, power stations, electric generation and other utilities. 
-Park and ride stations are indicated in figures provided, but the agency scoping meeting 
suggested some key station locations may not be able to accommodate much parking. Alternate 
station locations, use of parking decks, feeder bus networks, and other measures should be 
considered to enhance rider access and thus optimize ridership so the project P);lrpose and need are 
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met and environmental justice community needs are adequately addressed. 
-Environmental justice communities should be defined and identified, including maps. All 
potential and applicable impacts to these communities should be assessed in the DEIS. 
-Considerations for safety issues, including emergency responders, should be discussed. 
-Any toxic or hazardous waste sites that might be disturbed by the project should be identified, 
mapped, and assessed for possible remediation. 
-Impacts and contributions to the existing transportation network including freight/industrial, 
automotive, pedestrian, and bicycle modes should be fully presented in the DEIS. 
-Indirect and cumulative impacts should include specific considerations for neighborhoods along 
the right-of-way, socioeconomic impacts, land use changes as they affect both society and natural 
resources, invasive species, and other impacts specific to this area. 
-All historic and cultural resources should be located, mapped, and discussed as to how they 
might be affected and how these impacts can be mitigated. 
-Noise and vibration generators and receptors should be identified, mapped and fully discussed, 
with minimization and mitigation options evaluated. 

We have agreed to be a participating agency on this project, consistent with the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). 
EPA always retains its NEP A designated role of participating in federal project development of 
Purpose and Need, alternatives, methods of evaluation, and measures for avoidance, minimization 
and mitigation of impacts to the human and natural environment. We also retain our independent 
responsibility to review and comment for the public record on the DEIS. We intend to fully 
participate in this project concurrent with these designated responsibilities. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these scoping comments. A hard copy of the 
project Alternatives Analysis published in 2007 would be appreciated. If you have any questions 
on our comments, please contact myself or Norm West, by phone at (312) 353-5692 or by e-mail 
at west.norman@epa.gov. 

Kenneth A. Westlake, Supervisor 
NEP A Implementation 
Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 

Cc: Ms. Katie Walker 
Transit Project Manager 
Hennepin County Housing, Community Works & Transit 
417 North 5th Street, Suite 320 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 5540 I 
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MINNESOTA NATURAL HERITAGE INFORMATION SYSTEM (NHIS) DATA REQUEST FORM 
 

DATE OF REQUEST  __________________                                                
 

WHO IS REQUESTING THE INFORMATION?  
 Name and Title  ______________________________________________________________________                          
 Agency/Company  ____________________________________________________________________   
 Mailing 
 Address  ____________________________________________________________________________   
                                     (Street)                                                                                (City)                                                            (State)                             (Zip Code)                                       
 Phone                                           FAX                                       e-mail  ___________________________ 
                                                             

WHAT INFORMATION DO YOU NEED?               Preferred Reply Method:   Email    US Mail     
 
 Printouts of known occurrences of federally and state listed plants and animals; native plant communities; 

and aggregation sites such as bat hibernacula, colonial waterbird nesting sites, and prairie chicken booming 
grounds.   

      With Environmental Review          Printouts Only; No Review Needed 
   

Printouts of information listed above, plus geological features and state rare species with no legal status. 
 

      With Environmental Review          Printouts Only; No Review Needed   
     Other (describe)                                                                              
  

 INFORMATION WE NEED FROM YOU:    
           
  1) Enclose a map of the project boundary (topographic maps or aerial photos are preferred).  
  2) If possible, please provide a GIS shapefile (NAD 83, UTM Zone 15N) of the project area. 
  3) List the following locational information (attach additional sheets if necessary):   

                                                                          
                                                                                                                                                                          
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  4) Please provide the following information (attach additional sheets if necessary):  
 

 
 
 

 
(OVER) 

For Agency Use Only:                                                      
Received                         Due                      RUSH              

Related ERDB#  _______________________________             

Search Radius           mi.     ER/All   Map’d           EOs ______ 
 
NoR/ NoC/ NoE/ Std/ Sub  Let          Inv             Log out ____

NO STAPLES 
PLEASE 

County       Township #   Range #   Section(s) (please list all sections)                          
                                         _______                                                
_________  _________   _______                                               
_________  _________   _______                                               
_________  _________   _______                                               

For Agency Use 
Only:   
______ 
______ 
______
______

Project Name                                                              
Project Proposer                                                              
Detailed Project Description (see instructions, please)                                      

                                                                     
                                                                      
                                                                     
                                                                     
                                                                      
Current/Past Land-Use of Project Site                                                
                                                                      

March 2, 2009

Jed Chesnut, Wetland/Natural Resource Specialist

WSB & Associates, Inc.

701 Xenia Ave S, Suite 300 Minneapolis MN 55416

763-231-4854 763-541-1700 jchesnut@wsbeng.com

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED LIST

Southwest Light Rail Transit, Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority

Please see attached. Please provide separate NHIS data for each of the 3 corridor
alignments. GIS shapefiles of each corridor are included.

Portions of the corridor alternatives are existing railroad tracks or routes. Other areas are residential,
commericial, or undeveloped areas.





Corridor 1A Corridor 3A

TOWN RANG SECT TRS TOWN RANG SECT TRS
29 24 21 T29 R24 S21 29 24 21 T29 R24 S21
29 24 22 T29 R24 S22 29 24 22 T29 R24 S22
29 24 29 T29 R24 S29 29 24 29 T29 R24 S29
29 24 28 T29 R24 S28 29 24 28 T29 R24 S28
29 24 32 T29 R24 S32 29 24 32 T29 R24 S32

117 21 17 T117 R21 S17 117 21 17 T117 R21 S17
117 21 16 T117 R21 S16 117 21 16 T117 R21 S16
28 24 6 T28 R24 S6 28 24 6 T28 R24 S6
28 24 5 T28 R24 S5 28 24 5 T28 R24 S5

117 22 24 T117 R22 S24 117 22 24 T117 R22 S24
117 21 19 T117 R21 S19 117 21 19 T117 R21 S19
117 21 20 T117 R21 S20 117 21 20 T117 R21 S20
117 22 26 T117 R22 S26 117 22 26 T117 R22 S26
117 22 25 T117 R22 S25 117 22 25 T117 R22 S25
117 22 34 T117 R22 S34 117 22 36 T117 R22 S36
116 22 4 T116 R22 S4 116 22 1 T116 R22 S1
116 22 3 T116 R22 S3 116 22 11 T116 R22 S11
116 22 9 T116 R22 S9 116 22 12 T116 R22 S12

116 22 14 T116 R22 S14
116 22 16 T116 R22 S16
116 22 15 T116 R22 S15

Corridor 3C and alternates

TOWN RANG SECT TRS
29 24 22 T29 R24 S22
29 24 27 T29 R24 S27
29 24 32 T29 R24 S32
29 24 33 T29 R24 S33
29 24 34 T29 R24 S34

117 21 17 T117 R21 S17
117 21 16 T117 R21 S16
28 24 6 T28 R24 S6
28 24 5 T28 R24 S5

117 22 24 T117 R22 S24
117 21 19 T117 R21 S19
117 21 20 T117 R21 S20
117 22 26 T117 R22 S26
117 22 25 T117 R22 S25
117 22 36 T117 R22 S36
116 22 1 T116 R22 S1
116 22 11 T116 R22 S11
116 22 12 T116 R22 S12
116 22 14 T116 R22 S14
116 22 16 T116 R22 S16
116 22 15 T116 R22 S15
112 37 21 T112 R37 S21



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Extracted from:  http://www.southwesttransitway.org/technical-
documents/doc_download/15-scoping-booklet.html

The Southwest Transitway is a proposed 14-mile light rail transit (LRT) line in the 
Minneapolis/St. Paul region, connecting downtown Minneapolis to the high 
growth areas to the southwest. The LRT line will add system capacity in an 
area of high demand, respond to travel demand created by existing and planned 
residential and employment growth, provide a competitive travel option that 
will attract choice riders, and serve transit dependent populations. This line will also 
be an expansion of the region’s transitway system (Hiawatha LRT line, Northstar 
Commuter Rail (under construction), and Central Corridor LRT line (proposed). 

The alternatives include proposed station locations, park and ride facilities at 
stations, and routings between stations. An LRT maintenance and storage facility 
is assumed, but a location is yet to be determined. 

Light Rail Transit 1A: This alternative would operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (TH 5) via an extension of the Hiawatha LRT 
tracks on 5th Street, past the downtown Minneapolis Intermodal Station to 
Royalston Avenue, to the Kenilworth Corridor through Minneapolis and the 
HCRRA property through St. Louis Park, Hopkins, Minnetonka and Eden Prairie 
terminating at TH 5 and the HCRRA’s property. Stations are proposed at 
Royalston Ave., Van White Blvd., Penn Ave., 21st St., West Lake St., Beltline 
Blvd., Wooddale Ave., Louisiana Ave., Blake Rd., downtown Hopkins, Shady 
Oak Rd., Rowland Rd., TH 62, and TH 5 

Light Rail Transit 3A: This alternative would operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (Mitchell Road/TH 5) via an extension of the 
Hiawatha LRT tracks on 5th Street, past the downtown Minneapolis Intermodal 
Station to Royalston Avenue, to the Kenilworth Corridor through Minneapolis, 
the HCRRA property in St. Louis Park and Hopkins, to new right-of-way through 
the Opus/Golden Triangle area, the Eden Prairie Major Center area terminating 
at TH 5 and Mitchell Road. Stations are proposed at Royalston Ave., Van White 
Blvd., Penn Ave., 21st St., West Lake St., Beltline Blvd., Wooddale Ave., Louisiana 
Ave., Blake Rd., downtown Hopkins, Shady Oak Rd., Opus, City West, Golden 
Triangle, Eden Prairie Town Center, SouthWest Station, and Mitchell Rd. 

Light Rail Transit 3C: This alternativewould operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (Mitchell Road/TH 5) via Nicollet Mall to Nicollet 
Avenue (tunnel from Franklin Avenue to 28th Street), the Midtown Corridor 
through Minneapolis, the HCRRA property in St. Louis Park and Hopkins, 
to new right-of-way through the Opus/ Golden Triangle, the Eden Prairie Major 
Center area terminating at TH 5 and Mitchell Road. Stations are proposed 
at 4th St., 8th St., 12th St., Franklin Ave., 28th St., Lyndale Ave., Hennepin 





 

 
 
 
 

MINNESOTA NATURAL HERITAGE INFORMATION SYSTEM (NHIS) DATA REQUEST FORM 
 

DATE OF REQUEST  __________________                                                
 

WHO IS REQUESTING THE INFORMATION?  
 Name and Title  ______________________________________________________________________                          
 Agency/Company  ____________________________________________________________________   
 Mailing 
 Address  ____________________________________________________________________________   
                                     (Street)                                                                                (City)                                                            (State)                             (Zip Code)                                       
 Phone                                           FAX                                       e-mail  ___________________________ 
                                                             

WHAT INFORMATION DO YOU NEED?               Preferred Reply Method:   Email    US Mail     
 
 Printouts of known occurrences of federally and state listed plants and animals; native plant communities; 

and aggregation sites such as bat hibernacula, colonial waterbird nesting sites, and prairie chicken booming 
grounds.   

      With Environmental Review          Printouts Only; No Review Needed 
   

Printouts of information listed above, plus geological features and state rare species with no legal status. 
 

      With Environmental Review          Printouts Only; No Review Needed   
     Other (describe)                                                                              
  

 INFORMATION WE NEED FROM YOU:    
           
  1) Enclose a map of the project boundary (topographic maps or aerial photos are preferred).  
  2) If possible, please provide a GIS shapefile (NAD 83, UTM Zone 15N) of the project area. 
  3) List the following locational information (attach additional sheets if necessary):   

                                                                          
                                                                                                                                                                          
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  4) Please provide the following information (attach additional sheets if necessary):  
 

 
 
 

 
(OVER) 

For Agency Use Only:                                                      
Received                         Due                      RUSH              

Related ERDB#  _______________________________             

Search Radius           mi.     ER/All   Map’d           EOs ______ 
 
NoR/ NoC/ NoE/ Std/ Sub  Let          Inv             Log out ____

NO STAPLES 
PLEASE 

County       Township #   Range #   Section(s) (please list all sections)                          
                                         _______                                                
_________  _________   _______                                               
_________  _________   _______                                               
_________  _________   _______                                               

For Agency Use 
Only:   
______ 
______ 
______
______

Project Name                                                              
Project Proposer                                                              
Detailed Project Description (see instructions, please)                                      

                                                                     
                                                                      
                                                                     
                                                                     
                                                                      
Current/Past Land-Use of Project Site                                                
                                                                      

March 2, 2009

Jed Chesnut, Wetland/Natural Resource Specialist

WSB & Associates, Inc.

701 Xenia Ave S, Suite 300 Minneapolis MN 55416

763-231-4854 763-541-1700 jchesnut@wsbeng.com

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED LIST

Southwest Light Rail Transit, Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority

Please see attached. Please provide separate NHIS data for each of the 3 corridor
alignments. GIS shapefiles of each corridor are included.

Portions of the corridor alternatives are existing railroad tracks or routes. Other areas are residential,
commericial, or undeveloped areas.





Corridor 1A Corridor 3A

TOWN RANG SECT TRS TOWN RANG SECT TRS
29 24 21 T29 R24 S21 29 24 21 T29 R24 S21
29 24 22 T29 R24 S22 29 24 22 T29 R24 S22
29 24 29 T29 R24 S29 29 24 29 T29 R24 S29
29 24 28 T29 R24 S28 29 24 28 T29 R24 S28
29 24 32 T29 R24 S32 29 24 32 T29 R24 S32

117 21 17 T117 R21 S17 117 21 17 T117 R21 S17
117 21 16 T117 R21 S16 117 21 16 T117 R21 S16
28 24 6 T28 R24 S6 28 24 6 T28 R24 S6
28 24 5 T28 R24 S5 28 24 5 T28 R24 S5

117 22 24 T117 R22 S24 117 22 24 T117 R22 S24
117 21 19 T117 R21 S19 117 21 19 T117 R21 S19
117 21 20 T117 R21 S20 117 21 20 T117 R21 S20
117 22 26 T117 R22 S26 117 22 26 T117 R22 S26
117 22 25 T117 R22 S25 117 22 25 T117 R22 S25
117 22 34 T117 R22 S34 117 22 36 T117 R22 S36
116 22 4 T116 R22 S4 116 22 1 T116 R22 S1
116 22 3 T116 R22 S3 116 22 11 T116 R22 S11
116 22 9 T116 R22 S9 116 22 12 T116 R22 S12

116 22 14 T116 R22 S14
116 22 16 T116 R22 S16
116 22 15 T116 R22 S15

Corridor 3C and alternates

TOWN RANG SECT TRS
29 24 22 T29 R24 S22
29 24 27 T29 R24 S27
29 24 32 T29 R24 S32
29 24 33 T29 R24 S33
29 24 34 T29 R24 S34

117 21 17 T117 R21 S17
117 21 16 T117 R21 S16
28 24 6 T28 R24 S6
28 24 5 T28 R24 S5

117 22 24 T117 R22 S24
117 21 19 T117 R21 S19
117 21 20 T117 R21 S20
117 22 26 T117 R22 S26
117 22 25 T117 R22 S25
117 22 36 T117 R22 S36
116 22 1 T116 R22 S1
116 22 11 T116 R22 S11
116 22 12 T116 R22 S12
116 22 14 T116 R22 S14
116 22 16 T116 R22 S16
116 22 15 T116 R22 S15
112 37 21 T112 R37 S21



PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Extracted from:  http://www.southwesttransitway.org/technical-
documents/doc_download/15-scoping-booklet.html

The Southwest Transitway is a proposed 14-mile light rail transit (LRT) line in the 
Minneapolis/St. Paul region, connecting downtown Minneapolis to the high 
growth areas to the southwest. The LRT line will add system capacity in an 
area of high demand, respond to travel demand created by existing and planned 
residential and employment growth, provide a competitive travel option that 
will attract choice riders, and serve transit dependent populations. This line will also 
be an expansion of the region’s transitway system (Hiawatha LRT line, Northstar 
Commuter Rail (under construction), and Central Corridor LRT line (proposed). 

The alternatives include proposed station locations, park and ride facilities at 
stations, and routings between stations. An LRT maintenance and storage facility 
is assumed, but a location is yet to be determined. 

Light Rail Transit 1A: This alternative would operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (TH 5) via an extension of the Hiawatha LRT 
tracks on 5th Street, past the downtown Minneapolis Intermodal Station to 
Royalston Avenue, to the Kenilworth Corridor through Minneapolis and the 
HCRRA property through St. Louis Park, Hopkins, Minnetonka and Eden Prairie 
terminating at TH 5 and the HCRRA’s property. Stations are proposed at 
Royalston Ave., Van White Blvd., Penn Ave., 21st St., West Lake St., Beltline 
Blvd., Wooddale Ave., Louisiana Ave., Blake Rd., downtown Hopkins, Shady 
Oak Rd., Rowland Rd., TH 62, and TH 5 

Light Rail Transit 3A: This alternative would operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (Mitchell Road/TH 5) via an extension of the 
Hiawatha LRT tracks on 5th Street, past the downtown Minneapolis Intermodal 
Station to Royalston Avenue, to the Kenilworth Corridor through Minneapolis, 
the HCRRA property in St. Louis Park and Hopkins, to new right-of-way through 
the Opus/Golden Triangle area, the Eden Prairie Major Center area terminating 
at TH 5 and Mitchell Road. Stations are proposed at Royalston Ave., Van White 
Blvd., Penn Ave., 21st St., West Lake St., Beltline Blvd., Wooddale Ave., Louisiana 
Ave., Blake Rd., downtown Hopkins, Shady Oak Rd., Opus, City West, Golden 
Triangle, Eden Prairie Town Center, SouthWest Station, and Mitchell Rd. 

Light Rail Transit 3C: This alternativewould operate from downtown 
Minneapolis to Eden Prairie (Mitchell Road/TH 5) via Nicollet Mall to Nicollet 
Avenue (tunnel from Franklin Avenue to 28th Street), the Midtown Corridor 
through Minneapolis, the HCRRA property in St. Louis Park and Hopkins, 
to new right-of-way through the Opus/ Golden Triangle, the Eden Prairie Major 
Center area terminating at TH 5 and Mitchell Road. Stations are proposed 
at 4th St., 8th St., 12th St., Franklin Ave., 28th St., Lyndale Ave., Hennepin 
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April 30, 2009           Correspondence # ERDB 20090682  
 
Jed Chesnut 
WSB & Associates, Inc. 
701 Xenia Avenue South, Suite 300 
Minneapolis, MN  55416 
 
RE: Natural Heritage information in the vicinity of the proposed Southwest Light Rail Transit,  
Hennepin County 
  
Dear Mr. Chesnut, 
 

As requested, the Minnesota Natural Heritage Information System has been queried to determine if 
any rare species or other significant natural features are known to occur within an approximate one-mile 
radius of the proposed project.  Based on this query, several rare features have been documented within the 
search area (for details, see the enclosed database reports; please visit the Rare Species Guide at 
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html for more information on the biology, habitat use, and conservation 
measures of these rare species).  Please note that the following rare features may be impacted by the 
proposed project: 
 

• Blanding’s turtles (Emydoidea blandingii), a state-listed threatened species, have been reported 
from the vicinity of the proposed project and may be encountered along all three corridors.  If 
Blanding’s turtles are found on the site, please remember that state law and rules prohibit the 
destruction of threatened or endangered species, except under certain prescribed conditions.  If 
turtles are in imminent danger they should be moved by hand out of harms way, otherwise they 
should be left undisturbed.   
 
For your information, I have attached a Blanding’s turtle fact sheet that describes the habitat use 
and life history of this species.  The fact sheet also provides two lists of recommendations for 
avoiding and minimizing impacts to this rare turtle.  Please refer to the first list of 
recommendations for your project.  If greater protection for turtles is desired, the second list of 
additional recommendations can also be implemented.  The attached flyer should be given to all 
contractors working in the area.   

 
The Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS), a collection of databases that contains information 

about Minnesota’s rare natural features, is maintained by the Division of Ecological Resources, Department of 
Natural Resources.  The NHIS is continually updated as new information becomes available, and is the most 
complete source of data on Minnesota's rare or otherwise significant species, native plant communities, and 
other natural features.  However, the NHIS is not an exhaustive inventory and thus does not represent all of 
the occurrences of rare features within the state.  Therefore, ecologically significant features for which we 
have no records may exist within the project area.   

The enclosed results include an Index Report and a Detailed Report of records in the Rare Features 
Database, the main database of the NHIS.  To control the release of specific location information, which 
might result in the destruction of a rare feature, both reports are copyrighted.   

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 

500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, Minnesota  55155-4025 

Division of Ecological Resources, Box 25



The Index Report provides rare feature locations only to the nearest section, and may be reprinted, 
unaltered, in an environmental review document (e.g., EAW or EIS), municipal natural resource plan, or 
report compiled by your company for the project listed above.  If you wish to reproduce the index report for 
any other purpose, please contact me to request written permission.  The Detailed Report is for your 
personal use only as it may include specific location information that is considered nonpublic data 
under Minnesota Statutes, section 84.0872, subd. 2.  If you wish to reprint or publish the Detailed 
Report for any purpose, please contact me to request written permission. 

This letter does not constitute review or approval by the Department of Natural Resources as a whole. 
 Instead, it identifies issues regarding known occurrences of rare features and potential effects to these rare 
features.  Additional rare features for which we have no data may be present in the project area, or there may 
be other natural resource concerns associated with the proposed project.  For these concerns, please contact 
your DNR Regional Environmental Assessment Ecologist, Wayne Barstad at 651-259-5738.  Please be aware 
that additional site assessments or review may be required.  

Thank you for consulting us on this matter, and for your interest in preserving Minnesota's rare 
natural resources.  An invoice will be mailed to you under separate cover.   
 
      Sincerely, 

 

           
      Lisa Joyal 
      Endangered Species Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
 
enc.  Rare Features Database: Index Report 
  Rare Features Database: Detail Report 
  Rare Features Database Reports: An Explanation of Fields  
  Fact sheets:  Blanding’s Turtle 
   
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
  Infrastructure    Engineering    Planning    Construction 701 Xenia Avenue South 

 Suite 300 
 Minneapolis, MN 55416 
 Tel:  763-541-4800    
      Fax:  763-541-1700 

Memorandum 
 
 
To:  Barbara Walther, US Army Corps of Engineers 
 
Copy:  Mona Elabbady, HDR 
  Terry Phemister, HDR 
  Scott Reed, HDR 
 
From:  Jed Chesnut, WSB & Associates, Inc. 
 
Date:  June 1, 2009 
 
Re:  Southwest Transitway:  Waters of the US Jurisdictional Determination 
  WSB Project No. 1837-00 
 
 
The proposed Southwest Light Rail Transit Project is currently in the environmental review phase of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) process.  
 
The Southwest Light Rail Transit Alternative Alignments originate in Eden Prairie near the State 
Highway 5/US Highway 212 interchange and follow a north-easterly direction through Minnetonka, 
Hopkins, and St. Louis Park, terminating in downtown Minneapolis on 5th Street NE near the new Target 
Stadium location.  The proposed alignments are shown in Figure 1.  
 
Each of the alternative alignments is associated with potential impacts to waterbodies that are adjacent to 
the each alignment.  To ensure compliance with all regulatory requirements governing waterbodies, a US 
Army Corps of Engineers Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (JD) is requested for all waterbodies 
adjacent to or within the corridors.  The enclosed figures (Figures 2-11) illustrate each waterbody that 
could potentially be affected by the Southwest Light Rail Transit project.  Waterbodies were defined 
using the US Fish and Wildlife National Wetlands Inventory and the land cover classification of 
Hennepin County, completed in 2008.  Each feature is labeled with a number and a Preliminary JD is 
requested for each of the labeled features.  A list of all features with their corresponding Public Land 
Survey description is included. Please note that the numbers of the features are not necessarily sequential.  
 
Please note: There has been a change in the alignment of Segment 3. This change occurs along 
Technology Drive and may be associated with impacts to Idlewild Lake as shown in Figure 4. This area 
is identified as Number 17a. 
 
The approved JD will be used for determining future permitting requirements relating to the construction 
of the Southwest Light Rail Transit project.  If you have any questions, please call me at (763) 231-4854. 
 
Enclosures 

ACEC 2008 Firm of the Year 
 

Minneapolis  St. Cloud 
Equal Opportunity Employer 
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  K:\01837-00\Admin\Docs\Memo - bw - COE prelim JD 060109.doc 

Wetland 
Number PLSS Description COUNTY TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION FORT_DESC

1 SE1/4 SW1/4  SEC 9 T116 R22 27 116 22 9 SESW
2 NW1/4 SE1/4  SEC 9 T116 R22 27 116 22 9 NWSE
3 SW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 9 T116 R22 27 116 22 9 SWNE
4 SE1/4 SE1/4  SEC 4 T116 R22 27 116 22 4 SESE
5 NW1/4 NW1/4  SEC 3 T116 R22 27 116 22 3 NWNW
6 NE1/4 SW1/4  SEC 34 T117 R22 27 117 22 34 NESW
7 NW1/4 SE1/4  SEC 34 T117 R22 27 117 22 34 NWSE
8 NE1/4 NE1/4  SEC 34 T117 R22 27 117 22 34 NENE
9 SW1/4 SW1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SWSW
10 SW1/4 SW1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SWSW
11 SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 Meandered waterbody
12 SW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SWNE
13 NE1/4 NE1/4  SEC 16 T116 R22 27 116 22 16 NENE
15 NW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 15 T116 R22 27 116 22 15 NWNE
16 NW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 15 T116 R22 27 116 22 15 NWNE
17 NW1/4 NW1/4  SEC 14 T116 R22 27 116 22 14 NWNW
17a SE1/4 SW1/4 SEC 11 T116 R22 27 116 22 11 SESW
17a NE1/4 NW1/4 SEC 14 T116 R22 27 116 22 14 NENW
18 SE1/4 NW1/4  SEC 12 T116 R22 27 116 22 12 SENW
19 NE1/4 NW1/4  SEC 12 T116 R22 27 116 22 12 NENW
20 SE1/4 SW1/4  SEC 1 T116 R22 27 116 22 1 SESW
21 SW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 1 T116 R22 27 116 22 1 SWNE
23 SE1/4 NW1/4  SEC 36 T117 R22 27 117 22 36 SENW
25 SE1/4 SE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SESE
26 SE1/4 SE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SESE
27 SE1/4 SE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SESE
28 NE1/4 SE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 NESE
29 NW1/4 SW1/4  SEC 25 T117 R22 27 117 22 25 NWSW
30 SE1/4 NE1/4  SEC 26 T117 R22 27 117 22 26 SENE
31 NW1/4 NW1/4  SEC 25 T117 R22 27 117 22 25 NWNW
32 NE1/4 NW1/4  SEC 25 T117 R22 27 117 22 25 NENW
33 SW1/4 NW1/4  SEC 20 T117 R21 27 117 21 20 SWNW
34 NW1/4 NE1/4  SEC 20 T117 R21 27 117 21 20 NWNE
35 NW1/4 NW1/4  SEC 5 T28 R24 27 28 24 5 NWNW
36 NW1/4 SE1/4  SEC 32 T29 R24 27 29 24 32 NWSE
38 SW1/4 SE1/4  SEC 21 T29 R24 27 29 24 21 SWSE
39 NW1/4 SE1/4  SEC 21 T29 R24 27 29 24 21 NWSE
40 SEC 33 T29 R24 27 29 24 33 Meandered waterbody

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination

Southwest Transitway
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Figure 1
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery:  Aerials Express 2008
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Figure 2
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express

25 Wetland Number Southwest Transitway

Southwest Transit Alignment Alternatives
Existing Railroad



4 5

6

7

8
9

10

11

12

11

9

Minnetonka

Minnetonka

Eden Prairie

Hopkins

I-49
4

Baker Rd

Ro
wla

nd
 R

d

Shady Oak Rd

Do
mi

nic
k D

r

Excelsior Blvd

Jorissen Rd

Clearwater Dr

State Hwy 62 Smetana Rd

Fairview Ave

Pioneer Rd

Bren Rd

Townline Rd

5th St S

Glen Lake

Shady Oak Lake

Lone Lake

Minnetoga Lake

0 800 1,600400
Feet

Legend
Wetlands** 1 inch = 800 feet

File: K:\01837-00\GIS\Maps\COE Jurisdiction Determination\Fig3 W
etlands 6-12.mxd, Mar 30, 2009 11:10:22 AM

Figure 3
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination

Wetlands 6 to 1225 Wetland Number Southwest Transitway

Southwest Transit Alignment Alternatives
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery:  Aerials Express 2008
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery:  Aerials Express 2008
25 Wetland Number

Figure 4
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination
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Figure 5
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination

Wetlands 18 to 2325 Wetland Number
**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express
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Figure 6
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination

Wetlands 25 to 30
25 Wetland Number

**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express
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Figure 7
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - Aerials Express 2008

Southwest Transit Alignment Alternatives
Exisitng Railroad



33

34
35

St.
 Lo

uis
 Pa

rk
Mi

nn
ea

po
lis

Lake St

State Hwy 7

Sta
te 

Hw
y 1

00

Lo
uis

ian
a A

ve
 S

Walker St County Hwy 25

Oxford St

Ala
ba

ma
 Av

e

Fra
nc

e A
ve

 S

W 36th St

W Lake St

Beltline Blvd

Wood Dale Ave S

Da
ko

ta 
Av

e S

Monterey Dr

Excelsior Blvd

W 26th St

Cambridge St

W 35th St

Minnetonka Blvd

Ot
taw

a A
ve

 S

W 38th St

Ed
ge

wo
od

 Av
e S

State Hwy 7

County Hwy 25

Sta
te 

Hw
y 1

00

Lo
uis

ian
a A

ve
 S

Da
ko

ta 
Av

e S

Qu
en

tin
 Av

e S

Bass Lake

Wolfe Park

0 800 1,600400
Feet

Legend
Wetlands** 1 inch = 800 feet

Southwest Transitway

File: K:\01837-00\GIS\Maps\COE Jurisdiction Determination\Fig8 W
etlands 34-35.mxd, Mar 30, 2009 12:39:48 PM

25 Wetland Number

Figure 8
US Army Corps of Engineers 
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**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express
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Figure 9
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination
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Figure 10
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination

Wetlands 38-3925 Wetland Number
**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express
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Figure 11
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jurisdictional Determination

Wetland 4025 Wetland Number
**Source: DNR Land Cover 2008, Imagery - 2008 Aerials Express
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