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STATEMENT OF ISSUE

Based on the information in therecord, which iscomprised of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation, written
and verbal comment received, responses to comments, and other supporting documents, the
Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT), asthe Responsible Governmental Unit
(RGU) makesthe following Findings of Fact and Conclusions.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS

1.0 ADMINISTRATIVE BACKGROUND

An Environmental Assessment (EA)/Draft 4(f) Evaluation has been prepared under 23 CFR
771.129 and 23 CFR 771.130 by Mn/DOT, the Metropolitan Council and the Northstar Corridor
Development Authority (NCDA) on behalf of the United States Department of Transportation,
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to update information found in the Northstar Corridor
Draft and Final Environmental Impact Satement (DEISand FEIS), dated October 2000 and
March 2002, respectively, and the Record of Decision (ROD) dated December 2002. The
EA/Draft 4(f) was developed to assess the impacts of changes to the project and other
circumstances in order to determine if a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)
for the project is needed.

The FTA has the primary responsibility for the Northstar Corridor project. Mn/DOT is the project
sponsor and federal grant applicant for the Northstar Corridor Rail project and worksin
partnership with the NCDA and the Metropolitan Council for the construction and operation of
the service.

The EA/Draft 4(f) was filed with the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (EQB) on
December 22, 2005 and circulated for review and comments to the state Environmental
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) distribution list (see Appendix for EA/Draft 4(f) Distribution List)
and other interested stakeholders within the Northstar Corridor. A “Notice of Availability” was
published in the Minnesota EQB Monitor on January 2 and January 16, 2006 (correction
regarding the address of the Coon Rapids public meeting). Legal notices were runin the
following papersin the corridor:

Becker Citizen

Big Lake West Sherburne Tribune

Columbia Heights Focus (Columbia Heights, Fridley)
Anoka County Union (Coon Rapids)

Coon Rapids Herad

Elk River Star News

Minneapolis Finance & Commerce

Minneapolis Star Tribune

A notice of availability press release was al so submitted to numerous media outlets throughout
the corridor (see Appendix for the Press Release Distribution list). These notices provided a brief
description of the proposed changes to the project, information on where copies of the EA/Draft
4(f) Evaluation were available, dates and locations of the three public informational
meetings/hearings and an invitation to the public to provide comments on the revised preferred
aternative evaluated in the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation. In addition, a postcard mailing announcing
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the three public informational meetings/hearings was sent to approximately 219,000 residents and
businesses within the Northstar Corridor. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation was made available for
public review at the following locations:

e Minneapolis Northeast Library

e Minneapolis Technology and Science Library

e ColumbiaHeights Library

e Crooked Lake Branch Library

e Northtown Central Library

e Rum River Branch Library

e Elk River Public Library

e Great River Regional Library —Big Lake and St. Cloud
e State of Minnesota Legid ative Reference Library

To afford an opportunity for all interested parties, agencies, and groups to provide comments on
the proposed project, Mn/DOT and its local partnering agencies, the NCDA and Met Council,
hosted three open house/public hearings. January 25, 2006 in Coon Rapids; January 26, 2006 in
Minneapolis; and January 30, 2006 in Big Lake, Minnesota. Each of the meetings included an
informal open house period, followed by a presentation and time for official public comments.
The presentation and public comments were transcribed (see appendix for each of the public
hearing transcripts). Attendance, based on persons who signed in at each meeting, was as follows:

= Coon Rapids (January 25, 2006): 195 attendees
=  Minneapolis (January 26, 2006): 55 attendees
= BigLake (January 30, 2006): 138 attendees

The presentation was the same at each of the meetings, and addressed the following areas:
= Purpose of the Public Hearing

= Project History
= Alternative Evaluated

= EA Anadysis
=  Overview of Findings
=  Next Steps

= How to Provide Comments (both verbal and written)

Comments on the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation were received through February 16, 2006. All
comments received during the EA/Draft 4(f) comment period, as well as comments received from
the public hearings (both written and verbal), were considered in determining the potential for
significant new environmental impacts. Section 5.0 of the Findings Document includes a listing
of the comments received on the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation. Each of the comment letters/cards/e-
mails aswell as verbal comments received at the public hearings are included in the Appendix,
along with responses to comments.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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2.0

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project consists of two modal elements. commuter rail and light rail transit (LRT).
The commuter rail component would begin in downtown Minneapolis and extend northwest
through Hennepin, Anoka, and Sherburne counties to Big Lake, Minnesota, atotal distance of
approximately 40.1 miles. The majority of the route is on the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF)
Chicago to Seattle transcontinental line.

With the planned capacity improvements, the entire commuter rail route will be double-tracked,
allowing commuter trains to run concurrently with 35 to 60 freight trains per day. Signalswill be
upgraded, with the entire commuter rail route using the centralized train control (CTC) system
upon completion. BNSF will dispatch and may also operate the commuter rail trains. The Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA) Class 4 track will allow passenger speeds up to 79 miles per hour
and freight speeds up to 60 miles per hour. The boarding platforms will be located within BNSF
right-of-way and, in most locations the commuter trains will stop directly on the BNSF mainline
tracks to board passengers. The two terminal stations will include off-line platforms where
boarding will occur from siding tracks.

Five trains will run in the peak direction on weekday mornings and afternoons at half-hour
intervals. Three trains will run in the reverse-peak direction during those periods. One train will
run in each direction during midday. There are atotal of 18 trains per weekday, ninein each
direction. There will be three trains, in each direction, or six trains per day, on weekends and
holidays.

Stations will be located in downtown Minneapolis, Fridley, Coon Rapids-Riverdale, Anoka, Elk
River, and Big Lake. All stations, except downtown Minneapolis, will contain park-and-ride lots.

Commuter rail rolling stock obtained for the project will be maintained at a maintenance facility
and storage site located adjacent to the end-of-line station in Big Lake. The commuter rail fleet
will consist of five locomoatives, six cab coaches, and twelve trailer coaches.

The LRT component includes a four-block connection from the Downtown Minneapolis
Intermodal Station to the Hiawatha LRT Warehouse District Station. The connection will provide
atransit link from the Northstar Corridor to downtown Minneapolis and beyond to the Hubert. H.
Humphrey Metrodome, Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport, and the Mall of America. The
LRT track would be located on the south side of 5™ Street.

The LRT connection will conform to Hiawatha LRT design standards. The intermodal station will
offer vertical circulation, with a stairway, escalator, and elevator between the commuter rail
platform on the lower level and the LRT platform on the 5 Street Bridge (one level above).

Two light rail vehicles (LRV's) will be procured to maintain desired frequencies over the
Hiawatha Line when LRT is extended to the Downtown Minneapolis Intermodal station.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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30 CHANGESIN THE PROJECT SINCE THE EA/DRAFT 4(F) WASRELEASED

Since the publication of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation in January 2006, design at the proposed Big
L ake maintenance facility has progressed. Through the design process, the overall arearequired
for the Big L ake maintenance facility has been modified to accommodate the drainage channel
and stormwater ponding requirements. The current design identifies an overall site area of 38.5
acres required for the Big L ake maintenance facility. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation identified a
site area of approximately 37.5 acres for the maintenance facility. The referenced change has
been adequately evaluated in the EA/Draft 4(f) and Section 4.0 of this Findings Document.

No other changes to the proposed revised preferred alternative have taken place since the release
of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation in January 2006.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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4.0

4.1

4.2

4.3

ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONSTO THE EA/DRAFT 4(F) EVALUATION
Alternative Definition

Figure 3.7 of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation has been corrected to reflect the termination of the
commuter rail track east of CR 43. Additionally, the site size for the Big Lake station in Table 3.2
of the EA/Draft 4(f) has been corrected to reflect the following site size for the station: 9.8 acres
for the station and 1.8 acres for the access road to CR 43. The 9.8 acres includes the actual
station facility (5.9 acres) aswell as land required for the proposed drainage channel and access
road to the maintenance facility. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation evaluated the impact of the Big
Lake station under the corrected acreage presented above.

Farmlands Section

In response to a comment by the Minnesota Department of Agriculture, the following additional
information is provided regarding potential severed, triangulated or isolated farmland.

The proposed revised preferred alternative would result in a change in impact previously
documented in the Northstar FEIS (March 2002). Specifically, the proposed change in the Big
L ake station and the maintenance facility will remove land that is actively farmed at present.

The FEIS documented that 12.3 acres of land would no longer be available for future crop
production as aresult of the Big Lake Station. Under the revised preferred alternative, the Big

L ake station and access road would directly impact 11.6 acres, and the maintenance facility
would impact 38.5 acres of land that is currently farmed. Thus, the construction and operation of
this facility would remove this acreage from future crop production. Additionally, the 6.3 acres of
land between the station site access road and CR 43 is anticipated to be removed from future crop
production, and evaluated for transit oriented development. Mn/DOT and its project partners have
been working with the current landowners regarding the right of way required to accommodate
both the Big L ake station and maintenance facility.

The proposed construction and operation at this location would not isolate or sever other existing
farmland.

Wetland Mitigation Plan

The EA/Draft 4(f) indicated that the MNDNR had been requested to, and was currently in the
process of field verifying the Ordinary High Water (OHW) mark for MnDNR Protected Water
Wetland 65W. Based on the MNnDNR survey, the OHW of said wetland has been determined to
be 925.6.

The Wetland Section of the EA/Draft 4(f) (Section 4.9) stated that a wetland mitigation plan will
be in place prior to the issuance of afina environmental determination by the FTA. Under the
current Northstar Corridor Rail project revised preferred alternative, up to 2.12 acres of wetlands
will be impacted. The impacts are associated with the proposed third main track and the Big Lake
maintenance facility.

The EA/Draft 4(f) stated that land proposed to be acquired for the vehicle maintenance facility in
Big Lake would be pursued as an option to provide on-site wetland mitigation; and if the site

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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cannot accommodate the total replacement required, that Mn/DOT would pursue utilization of
wetland bank credits for the remaining mitigation need.

Since the publication of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation, more detailed design of the vehicle
maintenance facility has taken place with regards to potential wetland impacts and mitigation. As
aresult, the impact to wetland 19 (MnNDR Protected Water Wetland 65W) has increased from
0.13t0 0.16 acre. Current design plansindicate that up to 2.19 acres of public value credit (PVC)
associated with the proposed stormwater ponding facility and up to 2.12 acres of new wetland can
be accommodated at this site. Figure 4.1 reflects the proposed on-site wetland mitigation in Big
Lake.
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50 COMMENTSAND RESPONSES

There were atotal of 72 written and verbal comments received on the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation in

various formats. Of those: eight were agency comments; ten were public comments received via
letter/card/e-mail; and public hearing verbal or written comments were provided by eighteen
people on January 25", nineteen people on January 26", and seventeen people on January 30",
2006. A listing of the comment letters/cards/e-mails is presented below in Sections 5.1 through
5.5. A listing of the verbal comments provided at the public hearingsis presented in Sections 5.6

through 5.8. The actual comment letters/card/e-mails, and the transcripts from each of the public

hearings are included in the Appendix, along with the responses to the comments.

51 Agency Comments

511
512
513
514
515
516
5.1.7
518

United States Environmental Protection Agency (January 10, 2006)
Natural Resource Conservation Service (January 5, 2006)

Minnesota Department of Agriculture (January 5, 2006)

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (February 2006)

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (February 16, 2006)
Metropolitan Council (February 9, 2006)

Anoka County, Department of Parks and Recreation (February 14, 2006)
City of Fridley (February 16, 2006)

52 Public Comments (presented in order received)

521
522
523
524
525
526
527
528
529
5210

Peter Biorn (January 20, 2006)

John and Phyliss Mosby (January 31, 2006)
Peg Greshik (January 31, 2006)

Rabert Anderson (February 1, 2006)
Michele and Todd Wilson (February 2, 2006)
Shirley Anderson (February 3, 2006)

Bob Grevenow (February 6, 2006)

Lola Johns (February 8, 2006)

Philip Epstein (February 15, 2006

T.and S. Mallon (February 16, 2006)

53 Written Comments Received on January 25, 2006

531
532
533
534
535
536
537
538
539
5.3.10

Randell Benintende
Steve Butler

Pam Upton

Steve Upton

Lynn Linse

Don Kjonaas

Judy Schaffran
Claren Sellner
Unnamed Commenter
Gene Rafferty

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
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54 Written Comments Received on January 26, 2006

5.4.1 Frank Broderick
54.2 Tony Rea

54.3 DavidKlopp
5.4.4 Ken Shallbetter
545 JeanneH. Rivard
5.4.6 Tim Donovan
54.7 Brian Benson
54.8 VivianKiyee
549 Andrew Wanbach

55 Written Comments Received on January 30, 2006

55.1 Robert Letendre
5.5.2 Cathy Sorensen
553 Stanley Kasal
554 DanThiele
555 Jm Stahimann
55.6 BretR. Collier

5.6 Public Hearing, January 25, 2006 (in order presented at the hearing)

5.6.1 Arthur Nielsen
5.6.2 KrisGenck

5.6.3 Dan Tveite

5.6.4 SteveButler

5.6.5 Becky Fink

5.6.6 Méd Aanerud

5.6.7 JoEllen Christiansen
5.6.8 Michadl lacono

5.7 Public Hearing, January 26, 2006 (in order presented at the hearing)

5.7.1 Bob Smith

5.7.2 Frank Broderick
5.7.3 Andrew Wanbach
574 Mary O Connor
5.7.5 Dustin Maddy
576 DavidKlopp
5.7.7 Peter Radford
5.7.8 Jim Brannan
5.79 Henry Kohring
5.7.10 Frank Broderick
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5.8 Public Hearing, January 30, 2006 (in order presented at the hearing)

5.8.1 Jm Graere

5.8.2 Roland Froyen
5.8.3 Gary Locchiarella
5.8.4 Brian Knudtson
5.85 Tom Thompson
5.8.6 State Representative Mark Olson
5.8.7 Jim Stahlman
5.8.8 Phebe Koha

5.8.9 Susan Holmes
5.8.10 VernaRankin
5.8.11 Laurel Resman
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6.0

6.1

DECISION REGARDING NEED FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

A Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) is not necessary for the proposed
revised preferred alternative based on the following criteria:

Type, Extent and Reversibility of Impacts

The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation described the type and extent of impacts to the natural and human
environment anticipated to result from the proposed action. The proposed design for the project
includes design features that avoid, minimize and mitigate for the identified impacts. A summary
of the impacts and mitigation for the revised preferred alternative is presented below. Reference
to the particular EA/Draft 4(f) section isincluded in parenthesis.

Land Use and Economic Development (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.1)

Each of the communities where station locations are proposed has taken action, is planning for
transit supportive land use, or has already undergone development activities. The proposed shift
in the location of the Downtown Minneapolis Intermodal station would improve the development
potential for either mixed-use or a professional baseball stadium. The Big Lake station evaluated
in the FEIS would have been located on land which was originally undeveloped. Under the
revised location on the south side of the BNSF mainline and to the east of County Road (CR) 43,
the commuter rail station/maintenance facility and layover facility would be located on land
currently under agricultural use.

In summary, the revised preferred alternative will continue to support transit oriented
development (TOD) in the corridor. No significant changes from the FEIS would occur under the
revised preferred alternative.

Community Facilities and Services (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.2)

Under the revised preferred alternative, improved transit accessibility in the vicinity of the
Minneapolis Northeast station would be removed, as the station is not included in the aternative.
Since the FEIS, the day care facility in the vicinity of the Big Lake station is no longer operating
near the proposed site.

The revised preferred alternative will temporarily impact the Rice Creek West Regional Bike
Trail inthe vicinity of the Rice Creek/Locke Lake crossing. The trail will be closed during an
eight week construction period. Following construction, the trail will be reopened and completely
operational in the area.

The Fridley station is also being designed to accommaodate the Mississippi River Regional Trail.
Mn/DOT and its partners are working with the City of Minneapolisto develop atrail alignment
for Phase 3 of the Cedar Lake Trail near the proposed Downtown Minneapolis station.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would not result in significant adverse impacts to
community facilitiesin the corridor. No significant changes from the FEIS would occur under the
revised preferred aternative.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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Displacements and Relocations (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.3)

The minimum operable segment (MOS) of the preferred alternative defined and evaluated in the
FEIS identified up to 34 parcels (full and partial takes) impacted by the stations and maintenance
facility. Additionally, the proposed Coon Creek siding and third mainline were estimated to
impact (full and partial takes) up to 25 and 61 parcels, respectively.

Under the revised preferred alternative, up to 12 partial and 14 full parcels would be acquired.
The proposed LRT connection on 5 Street would require closing access to an alley off of 5"
Street, located between 1% Avenue North and 2™ Avenue North. The proposed third mainline,
from MP 15.1 to 20.1 would be located within the existing BNSF right-of-way. No right-of-way
impacts are anticipated in this area. If for some unforeseen reason the proposed track
improvements require construction outside the existing BNSF right of way, Mn/DOT and its
project partners will work with the affected property owner to restore the impacted site.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would result in a reduction in the number of parcels
to be acquired for the project.

Archaeological and Historic Resources (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.4)

A Programmatic Agreement (PA) has been executed between the Minnesota State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO), Mn/DOT, and the FTA for the Northstar Corridor. The Minneapolis
Heritage Preservation Commission (HPC) and the St. Cloud HPC are consulting partiesto the
agreement.

The Big Lake station and maintenance/layover facility includes land that was not previously
surveyed during the EIS. Mn/DOT has determined that the revised project will not impact any
historic properties (see EA/Draft 4(f) Appendix A.1 for letter). The Minnesota SHPO has
concurred with this determination on December 19, 2005 (see EA/Draft 4(f) Appendix A.1 for
letter).

The proposed revised preferred alternative would minimize impacts to surrounding historic
resources, as the previoudly identified and evaluated Minneapolis Northeast and Rice stations are
not a part of the revised preferred alternative. Additionally, Mn/DOT, SHPO, and the
Minneapolis HPC have been in ongoing consultation regarding the design elements of the LRT
aignment, LRT station on 5" Street North, and commuter rail station, as specified in the
Northstar PA.

No additional mitigation is required under the revised preferred aternative.

Visual and Aesthetic Conditions (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.5)

The MOS of the preferred alternative evaluated in the FEIS identified the Minneapolis Northeast
Station at 7" Street NE and the Fridley Station as facilities that would result in “moderate” visual
impacts. Additionally, the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement defined specific design
considerations at the Minneapolis Downtown Station, Intermoda Connector, and Minneapolis
Northeast Station.

The proposed stormwater pond that would serve the Anoka Station was located within the
MnDNR scenic easement, and would therefore be within the view shed of the Rum River.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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Visual impacts documented in the FEIS for the MOS have been reduced with the proposed
revisions to the preferred alternative. Specifically, potential visual impacts at the Minneapolis
Northeast station have been eliminated, as well as potential visual impacts to the Rum River.

Environmental Justice (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.6)

Benefits and adverse impacts to minority and low-income areas in the corridor are representative
of the areas served by the revised preferred aternative. The revised preferred alternative would
have severa positive impacts on minority and low-income populations at proposed station sites
throughout the corridor. These positive impacts include increased mobility and access to system
linkages, improved access to educational and business facilities, better access to jobs, improved
bicycle and pedestrian connectors, and visual enhancements at station areas. The revised
preferred alternative is also expected to encourage redevel opment opportunitiesin station areas,
which could potentially improve and revitalize adjacent communities. Additionally, the revised
preferred alternative would provide an additional transit mode for residents in the central city to
access job concentrations in the outlying areas (reverse commute).

Safety and Security (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.7)

The revised preferred alternative will not significantly change the previously documented safety
and security impacts/mitigation measures identified in the FEIS. Additionally, the proposed shift
of the Big Lake Station and Maintenance Facility to the east of CR 43 will eliminate the
previously required at-grade crossing of CR 43.

Farmlands (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.8 and Additions/Corrections to the EA/Draft 4(f))

The FEIS stated that the downtown Minneapolis to Big Lake portion of the preferred alternative
would not impact prime or statewide important farmlands, as none of the applicable soils met the
definition as set forth by the Farmland Protection and Policy Act (FPPA).

Under the revised preferred aternative, there is only one area of prime farmland in the corridor,
and it was present in an area where operations would occur within existing BNSF right-of-way.
Therefore, no prime farmland would be affected by the revised preferred alternative.

There are two areas of statewide important farmland that would be intersected by the third main
starting near Foley Boulevard. However, this areais zoned urban and isin urban use; therefore it
does not meet the criteria of the FPPA for prime/statewide important farmland. No soil typesin
the corridor were identified as unique or locally important.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would not result in significant adverse impacts to
farmlands in the corridor. No significant changes from the FEIS would occur under the revised
preferred alternative.

Wetlands (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.9 and Additions/Corrections to the EA/Draft 4(f))

As documented in the FEIS, the MOS would not directly impact any wetland areas.

Under the revised preferred aternative, the Big Lake maintenance facility site, and athird
mainline between MPs 15.1 and 21.1 would impact up to 2.12 acres of wetlands.

Wetland impacts that cannot be avoided must be replaced at a minimum ratio, as specified in the
Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act (WCA). Provided that the wetland can be replaced in-kind
(within the county, within the watershed, or replacing with the same wetland type), the
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replacement ratio is anticipated to be 2:1. Thefirst 1:1 must be new wetland credit (restored or
created wetland); the second half of the replacement can be public value credit (potentially
stormwater ponds and upland buffers).

Thereis one location within the project corridor that has high potential for providing the wetland
replacement requirements for the project. Land that is acquired for the Big Lake maintenance
facility appears large enough and has potential to accommodate on-site wetland mitigation
adjacent to existing wetland 19 and in conjunction with a proposed storm water pond. (see Figure
4.1 for the wetland mitigation plan).

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would include additional wetland impacts compared
to the preferred alternative defined and evaluated in the FEIS. Wetland impacts have been
avoided and minimized to the extent possible within the corridor.

Floodplains (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.10)

Under the preferred alternative evaluated in the FEIS, impacts to project area floodplains were
avoided. Under the revised preferred alternative, the proposed third main would result in
approximately 318 cubic yards of fill in the floodplain south of TH 610, and approximately 100
cubic yards of fill in the floodplain near Locke Lake.

Bridge and culvert crossings will be designed to accommodate 100-year flood flows and to
minimize backwater conditions. Rail profiles will be designed to minimize overtopping. Site
specific flood impacts and mitigation will be prepared during final design, as required by local
regulations. The volume of floodplain fill will be restored on-site, to the extent feasible.

Wild and Scenic Rivers and Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area/Mississippi National
River and Recreation Area (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.11)

The FEIS identifies and evaluates the original preferred aternative' simpacts to Wild and Scenic
Rivers, the Mississippi River Critical Area, and the Mississippi National River and Recreation
Area (MNRRA). The evaluation of impacts remains unchanged from the FEIS, with the
exception of the proposed revised stormwater detention pond at the Anoka Station site, where a
revised ponding design has been proposed that reduces the encroachment on the scenic easement
(see Figure 3.5 of the EA/Draft 4(f)). Mn/DOT will continue to work with the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources (MNDNR) on the final design of the pond to ensureit is
designed to minimize impacts to the Rum River.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would not result in significant adverse impactsto
the Rum River. No significant changes from the FEIS would occur under the revised preferred
aternative.

Vegetation and Wildlife (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.12)

The FEIS analysis indicated that a small amount of farmland, grassland, and woodland habitatsin
the study area would be impacted. Considering the entire study area, the amount of impact to each
habitat type represents a small fraction of the total amount of that habitat type available.
Additionally, it identified that a good quality prairie remnant (3.6 acres), located just north of the
TH 10 crossing north of Elk River, would be impacted by the proposed track improvements. This
remnant is within BNSF right-of-way.
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The mitigation measures presented in Section 4.3.5 (page 4-15) of the FEIS remain unchanged for
the revised preferred alternative. They are incorporated herein by reference to the EA/Draft 4(f).

The revised preferred aternative would not result in a change in the impacts and mitigation
measures described and evaluated in the FEIS.

Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.13)

Based on review of both state and federal databases, the FEIS identified potential impacts to the
Blanding'sturtle.

Under the revised preferred aternative, one species was identified on the request for federally
listed threatened and endangered species, the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). The eagle
nest is 0.46 mile from the proposed construction area. Due to the location and nature of the
proposed project, Mn/DOT has concluded that the project will have no effect on federally-listed
threatened and endangered species.

According to the MNnDNR Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS), impacts under the
revised preferred alternative would be limited to the Blanding’ s turtle. Adhering to erosion and
sediment control measures during construction will minimize the risk of impacts to the
Blanding' s turtle habitat.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would not result in significant adverse impactsto
the rare, threatened and endangered species. No significant changes from the FEI'S would occur
under the revised preferred alternative.

Water Quality and Utilities (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.14)

Since the FEIS, platform drainage has changed at each site. Based on refinement of the station
design, the platforms are proposed to be sloped to drain away from the tracks. Additionally, each
site will have ballast drain pipes that will drain the water that collects between the platform and
the tracks, as well as water that the platform will block from draining downstream.

Since the FEIS, the proposed pond locations at the Fridley stations have been modified for more
efficient operation. At the Anoka station, the City of Anoka is proposing zoning changes to
increase development densitiesin the project area. City staff requested that the capacity of the
storm water basin be increased to accommodate somewhat larger future flows from the Grant
Street basin. The new design of the stormwater basin provides for areduction of environmental
impacts compared to the original design.

A single stormwater conveyance and treatment system will serve both the Big Lake station site
and the maintenance facility.

In summary, the revised preferred aternative would not result in significant adverse impacts to
water quality and utilities. No significant changes from the FEIS would occur under the revised
preferred alternative.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006 14



NORTHSTAR
COMMUTER RAIL

g*iﬁ% ﬁ =
. v/

Hazardous Waste and Contaminated Material (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.15)

Based on the preliminary impact assessment and mitigation measures defined in the Northstar
Corridor FEIS, Phase | Environmental Site Assessments (ESA) were completed at the Fridley and
Anoka station sites.

This section of the EA/Draft 4(f) includes updated information along with an assessment of
potential impacts associated with the proposed revisions to the preferred alternative (limited to
Big Lake station areathat was not included in the preferred alternative). Based on analysis at the
proposed station sites, the revised preferred alternative would not result in impacts significantly
different than those documented in the FEIS. Removal of the Northeast Minneapolis and Coon
Rapids-Foley stations from the preferred alternative M OS eliminates the impacts and potential
clean up required at both of those proposed station locations.

Air Quality (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.16)

Astherevised preferred alternative would not significantly increase the number of park-and-ride
lot spaces proposed at each of the stations, the findings from the FEIS are considered valid for the
revised preferred alternative and incorporated by reference in the EA/Draft 4(f).

Noise and Vibration (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.18)

The proposed revised preferred alternative would not significantly change the impacts and/or
mitigation presented in the FEIS. The proposed revisions would reduce the potential noise and
vibration impacts previously documented in the FEIS for the MOS of the preferred alternative.

Mitigation measures for the proposed changes to the preferred aternative are the same asin the
FEIS.

Transportation (EA/Draft 4(f) Section 4.18)

The proposed LRT aignment on the south side of 5™ Street allows for the existing operation of
the 5th Street Garage entry/exit rather than a costly reconstruction of the internal operation. The
alignment also eliminates the need for vehicular traffic on 5th Street North from crossing the LRT
tracks at both 6th Avenue North and 2nd Avenue North, as was shown in the FEIS. The need to
close 5th Avenue North and the creation of a dead-end street/high retaining wall in front of the
Ford Centre were also eliminated with the change to the southerly side.

The City of Anokais taking the lead in the development of the proposed parking facility near the
proposed station. Mn/DOT and its partnering agencies will continue to work with the City to
identify and implement appropriate mitigation measures to accommaodate future traffic conditions
at the proposed station.

The Big Lake station site plan includes an access road (to CR 43) which would be approximately
1,200 feet long. To accommodate the flow of traffic into the Big Lake station, the addition of a
striped turn lane from CR 43 into the Big Lake station is proposed.
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6.2

6.3

Cumulative Potential Effects of Related or Anticipated Future Projects

With regard to potential cumulative effects or related anticipated future projects, Mn/DOT and its
local partners have evaluated the full Northstar Commuter Rail system from Downtown
Minneapolis to Rice, Minnesotain the Draft and Final EI'S (October 2000 and March 2002,
respectively). A Record of Decision (ROD) documenting potential impacts and mitigation
measures was signed by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in December 2002. This
EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation evaluates the impacts of Phase | of the full system. Asfunding becomes
available, future phases, as defined in the 2002 Northstar ROD, will be pursued. If at such time
additional environmental review is required, to either document the potential impacts associated
with the proposed action and/or the changes to the surrounding environment, Mn/DOT will work
with the NCDA, the Metropolitan Council, and the FTA to meet applicable state and federal
environmental review requirements.

Extent to Which the Environmental Effects are Subject to Mitigation by Ongoing Public
Regulator Authority

There are severa federal, state, and local permits required to ensure that specific environmental
effects are mitigated. The mitigation of environmental impacts will be designed and implemented
in coordination with regulatory agencies, and will be subject to appropriate permitting processes.
Permits and approvals that have been or may be required prior to project construction are
summarized in the table below.

Table 6-1 — Agency Approvals and Permits

Federa Transit Administration Final Environmental Determination
Section 4(f) Determination
Department of Interior Section 4(f) Determination
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 Permit
State
Minnesota Department of Natural Work in Protected Waters Permit
Resources Design Approval of Storm Water Pond Easement

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency | 401 Water Quality Certification

NPDES Permit
Response Action Plan (to be determined)

State Historic Preservation Office Design Review Defined in Section 106 Programmatic

Agreement (on-going)

Minnesota Department of Supplemental EIS Need Decision
Transportation

Design Review Defined in Section 106 Programmatic
Agreement
Wetland Conservation Act LGU Authority

Minnesota Department of Health Abandonment/Capping of Existing Wells

Continued
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Government Agency Type of Review, Approval, or Permit
L ocal
Citiesin Corridor Land alteration permits for grading and site activities

Utility Permits

Design Review Defined in Section 106 Programmatic
Agreement (City of Minneapolis HPC)

Erosion Control Plan

Station Area Site Plan Review

Plat Approval for Station Parcels/Maintenance Facility
Easement/ROW V acation Approval

Utility Plan Reviews

6.4 Extent to Which to Which Environmental Effects Can Be Anticipated and Controlled asa
Result of Other Environmental Studies

Mn/DOT, and it local partner agencies the NCDA and Metropolitan Council, have experience
constructing transportation projectsin the Northstar Corridor Rail project area. Park-and-Ride
facilities have been designed and constructed at Coon Rapids-Riverdale, EIk River and Big Lake
(each facility underwent separate environmental review). Additionally, the EIS completed for the
Northstar Rail Corridor from Downtown Minneapolis to the St. Cloud area studied in detail the
full 82 miles system. Mn/DOT and other local partners are al'so in the process of conducting
appropriate environmental review and design for proposed roadway improvements on Trunk
Highway (TH) 10, TH 169, TH 101 and |-94/694.

Design and construction team members are familiar with the project area. No problem is
anticipated which the staff at Mn/DOT, Met Council, or the NCDA have not encountered or
planned for, and have been successfully solved on past projects. Mn/DOT, therefore, finds that
the environmental effects of the project can be anticipated and controlled as a result of
environmental review and experience on similar projects.
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7.1

FINAL SECTION 4(F) EVALUATION
I ntroduction

Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) Act of 1966 prohibits the use of

land from publicly owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife or waterfowl refuges, or historic sites

for any federally funded transportation program, unlessit is determined that:

e Thereisno feasible and prudent alternative to using such land; and

e Theproject includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the land resulting from its use.
Theword “use” refersto taking or acquiring of land or property for construction of a
permanent transportation facility, or if not taken or acquired, the substantial impairment of
the land or property for its intended purpose as a publicly owned park, recreation area, refuge,
or historic site.

Methodologies and Assumptions
Project History:

The Mn/DOT statewide Geographic Information System (GIS) database, the MNDNR Public
Recreation Information Maps (PRIM), on-site field review, and consultation with appropriate
municipal and county representatives were used to identify public lands within the Northstar
Corridor.

Three sites within the Northstar Corridor were identified in the DEIS/Section 4(f)/6(f) evaluation
based on thisreview. The Springbrook Nature Center and Rice Creek West Regional Trail are
both located in the City of Fridley. Phase 3 of the Cedar Lake Trail, a proposed extension, would
be located in downtown Minneapolis, adjacent to the BNSF railroad tracks. The appropriate
agencies were contacted to determinate if the potentially impacted trail /nature center would have
either a 4(f) or 6(f) designation.

As stated in Section 2.4-3 of the FEIS, the potential track capacity improvements from MP 15.5
to 20.7, included under the commuter rail alternative in the DEIS/Section 4(f)/6(f) evaluation
were not included in the preferred aternative defined and evaluated in the FEIS. With the
removal of the track improvement in this area (from the FEIS), the previously documented
impacts to the Springbrook Nature Center and Rice Creek West Regional Trail were avoided, and
were therefore not included in the Final 4(f)/6(f) evaluation included as a separate section of the
FEIS. The 4(f) evaluation included as a separate section of the FEIS was limited to the Proposed
Cedar Lake Trail — Phase 3.

As documented in the 4(f)/6(f) evaluation of the FEIS (Section 8.3.1), the proposed stormwater
pond at the Anoka station site was located within a scenic easement for the Rum River. Asthe
stormwater pond is identified as a permitted action within the scenic easement, it was not
considered a 4(f) resource.

With regards to historic sites, SHPO has concurred that with the implementation of the guidelines
set forth in the Northstar programmatic agreement, the project will not adversely affect historic
sites listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).
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7.2

Revised Preferred Alter native:

Since the completion of the FEIS/Final 4(f)/6(f) evaluation, additional information regarding the
right-of-way boundaries of the BNSF and the Springbrook Nature Center has been identified.
Additionally, the proposed track improvements in the vicinity of the nature center are limited to a
third mainline. The original track improvements studied in the DEIS included athird mainline
and siding through this area. Based on the design of the third mainline through this area, there
will not be encroachment into the Springbrook Nature Center facility. Representatives of
Mn/DOT and its partners have coordinated with the Springbrook Nature Center staff and the City
of Fridley to confirm the right-of-way boundary information and potential impacts. By avoiding
impacts to the Springbrook Nature Center, the revised preferred alternative would not impact any
6(f) resources.

With regards to the Proposed Cedar Lake Trail — Phase 3, the City of Minneapolis has not moved
forward with the construction of the proposed trail in the downtown area. At thistime, no land
has been purchased or set aside for the proposed trail. Hence, it is not considered a 4(f) use at this
point. Representatives of Mn/DOT and its partners have been in close coordination with the City
of Minneapolis regarding design alternatives to accommodate the proposed trail near the
Downtown Minneapolis Intermodal station.

This 4(f) evaluation is limited to the impacts to the Rice Creek Regional Trail in the City of
Fridley. Under the revised preferred aternative, there would not be any impacts to 6(f) resources.

Section 4(f) Evaluation

Public Lands

Site Description:

The Rice Creek West Regional Trail islocated in the City of Fridley, crossing under the BNSF
railroad tracks where Rice Creek enters Locke Lake, and heads south adjacent and parallel to the
east side of the railroad tracks. The Rice Creek Regional Trail continues north, on the east side of
the BNSF tracks, until it reaches the Fridley Community Park, where it heads east through the
park. South of the Rice Creek/Locke Lake crossing, the trail, referenced as the Mississippi River
Regional Trail, parallels the west side of the tracks, and crosses over Mississippi Street Northeast
on anewly constructed pedestrian/bikeway structure adjacent to the BNSF bridges. It continues
on the west side of the railroad tracks until 61% Street, where it heads west crossing East River
Road (See Figure 7.1).

Activitiesand Use:

The Rice Creek West Regional Trail/Mississippi River Regional Trail isapaved
bikeway/pedestrian trail. Based on 2004 statistics compiled by the Metropolitan Council of the
Twin Cities, the Anoka County portion of the Rice Creek Regional trail documented 393,900
uses, and the Mississippi River Regional trail documented 134,200 uses.

Relationship to Smilar Adjacent Lands:

The Rice Creek West Regional Trail connects with the Mississippi River Regional Trail that
combines regional and local trails and facilities. Thistrail offersalink from Coon Rapids Dam
Regional Park through the cities of Coon Rapids, Fridley, and Columbia Heights into
Minneapoalis.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006 19



NORTHSTAR
COMMUTER RAIL

g*iﬁ% ﬁ =
. v/

Access:

Access points to the trail are all along the bikeway/pedestrian trail.

Owner ship/Clauses:

The trail was constructed by the Anoka County Department of Parks and Recreation with funding
from the Metropolitan Council. The Department has an agreement with the BNSF to lease the
land in the vicinity of the potential track improvements (see agreement between Anoka County
Department of Parks and Recreation following the text and figuresin this section).

Unusual Site Features:

There are no unusual site features.

L ocation and Amount of Taking:

Potential track improvements under the revised preferred alternative include adding a third
mainline on the east side (railroad north) of the existing tracks between MPs 16.6 and 21.1
(within the cities of Fridley and Coon Rapids). A portion of this new track will have temporary
right-of-way impacts to the Rice Creek Regional Trail during the construction of the new bridge
over Rice Creek/Locke Lake. The potential impacts would be within a section of the trail where
an existing lease agreement between the BNSF and Anoka County isin place. Specifically, up to
350 feet of trail would be temporarily closed to allow for construction of the new bridge to
accommodate the third main, and construction staging/access (See Figure 7.2). It is anticipated
that based on the required construction activities in this location, the trail would be closed in this
areafor up to 8 weeks. During construction, the trail crossing under the existing BNSF bridges
will be closed. Based on the location of the trail in relation to the existing BNSF tracks, including
the existing BNSF bridges over Rice Creek/Locke Lake, along with the arearequired to
accommodate construction of the third mainline (including new bridge over Rice Creek/Locke
Lake), there are no feasible or prudent alternatives to the temporary closure of the trail in this
area. Upon completion of construction, the trail would be reopened.

Alternatives Including Proposed Action and Avoidance Alternatives and Their Impacts

As stated in the methodol ogy section, the proposed third mainline track improvement was
eliminated from the DEIS to the FEIS phase of the project. Since the approval of the FEIS, the
BNSF has entered into a Capacity |mprovements Engineering Agreement with the NCDA that
specifically callsfor the inclusion of athird mainline from MP 15.1 to 21.1 to provide adequate
track capacity for safe and effective rail operations.

The original third mainline alignment was located on the west side (railroad south) of the existing
mainline. As presented in the DEIS/Draft 4(f)/6(f) evaluation, a third mainline alignment on the
west side (railroad south) would permanently impact up to 540 feet of thetrail, all of whichison
leased land from the BNSF. The trail was proposed to be relocated onto Rice Creek Way and
Ashton Avenue, returning to the existing bike/pedestrian path through the City Park, to maintain
continuity with the new bike/pedestrian crossing over Mississippi Street Northeast.

In an effort to avoid permanent impacts to the trail, representatives of Mn/DOT and its partners
have worked with the BNSF to develop the proposed third mainline alignment on the east
(railroad north) side of the existing mainline. Locating the third main in the area avoids any direct
impacts to the Rice Creek Regional Trail, while providing safe and efficient train operations
through this area.
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Measures to Minimize Harm

As noted above, the impacts to the trail would be temporary in nature, limited to an eight-week
construction period. Measures to minimize disruption could include staging construction during
low-use periods on the trail. Based on consultation with the Anoka County Parks, during the
construction period, trail closure signswill be posted in the Community Park of Fridley (along the
trail), and to the south at the Locke Park entrance point of the trail. Trail users to the south (near
Locke Park) will be directed onto East River Road (existing trail route). Based on surrounding
|and uses and conditions on the east side of the trail, a detour to access the west side of the trail is
not considered feasible. Hence, the trail closures signs would be posted over a quarter of amile
away from the actual closure site. In effort to provide adequate trail closure information to facility
users, advance “closure signs’ will also be posted at the following trail locations (see Figure 7.3):

e Trail crossing at University Avenue (east of trail closure)
e Mississippi Street Northeast bridge crossing (south of trail closure)
e East River Road (multiple locations to the north and east of trail closure)

Mn/DOT and its project partners will also work closely with the Anoka County Parks department
regarding the issuance of timely and informative press releases regarding upcoming trail closures
associated with construction of the Northstar Corridor Rail project in this area.

Coordination

Mn/DOT and other representatives from the Northstar Corridor Rail project have met on an
ongoing basis with representatives from the City of Fridley and the Anoka County Department of
Parks and Recreation (Anoka County Parks), regarding potential impacts to thetrail. As noted
above, the measures to minimize harm have been developed in consultation with the Anoka
County Parks. Both the City of Fridley and Anoka County Parks have provided comments
regarding the identified temporary impact and mitigation measures (see | etters at the end of this
section). Anoka County Parks, as the land managing agency, stated in its February 14, 2006 |etter
“we are in agreement with the design solution (for the new third mainline track bridge over Rice
Creek) and do not believe that it will have any negative impacts on the future use of thetrail.”
Additionally, with regards to the mitigation during the construction period, Anoka Parks provided
the following “ The plan in place to mitigate the impacts of this closure is acceptable and we fully
cooperate with the project managers to inform the public of the closure of the trail through news
releases and signage.”

The City of Fridley hasindicated that importance of early warning signage during the trail
closure, as well as appropriate protective barriers surrounding the construction zone. Both of
these requested elements will be included in the final design plans. The City also has gone on
record emphasizing that Anoka County’s concerns are addressed regarding the trail closure (see
above).
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AGREEMENT. made this : ist

, © day of December, 1981,
between >

4 hm« hesainunllor.aullad tho "l;mlund L

B OO R e,
o BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD CDMPANY (fomerlg BUR.LINGTON NORTHERN INC.), a Dela-
ware corporation, hereinafter called the “"Railrocad®, and ANOKA CQUNTY , - DEPARTMENT OF
3 FE!S('
w?mse pusioctiice adtcﬁ'eas iz 550 Bunker Lake Boulevard, Anoka, Hl.nnesota 55303,
hereinafter called the “Applicant,”

WITNESSETH;

"WHEREAS, the Applicant | demres tu construct, maintain and use npaved rukmg and biking
ath (hereinafter termed the *“facility™), upon the right of way of -
the Railroad located at Fridley, Anoka County, Minnesota, as shown hatched blue
wo-ohewn-inRad-upon the plan which Is attached hereto and made a part hereof, marked Exhibit "A."’,the
Razilroad consents thereto upon the following terms and conditions: dated Septamber 25, 1981%

1. Applicant shall pay to the Railroad the sum of one Hundred and No/100

S dollars
($100.00

) upen the execution hereof, for the first 5 year period and for each subse-
quent S years that this agreement rema:.ns in effect,

2. The Apphcant shall canstruet and maintain the said famhty at the Applicant’s sole cost and

expense and in & manner in all respecta satisfactory to the Railread. Ei

3. Nothing herein contained shall imply or import a covenant on the part of Rail-
road for quiet enjoyment.

Applicant shall, at its own sole cost and expense and in a manner in all re-~
spects satisfactory to Railroad's Minnésota Division Superintendent,. construct a chain
link fence, on both sides of sa:.d ):u.k:.ng and biking path across Railroad property.

4. The Applicant shall and hereby does release and diacharge the Railroad of and from any and
all liability for damage to or destruction of Baid facilily or any property of the Applicant upon the
premisea of the Railroad in connection with the construction, maintenance and use thereof, and the
Applicant ahsll and hereby does assume any and all liability for injury to or death of persons or loss
of or damage to property in any manner arising from or during the construction, use, maintenance
sr—vemewel of said facility, however such injury, death, loas, damage or destruction aforesasid may
occur or be caused; and the Applicant shall and hereby does indemnify and save harmless the Railroad
of and from any znd all claims, demands, suits, actions, dnmages_ recoveries, judgments, costs or

expenages arising, growing out of or in connection wnth any such injury, death, loss, damage or destruction
aforesaid.

6. Upon the cancellation or termination otherwme of thia agreement the Appllcant shall at the
Applicant’s own sole cost and expense and to the satisfaction of the Railroad M&udm
-ndrestore the premises of the Railroad ag near zs may be to their now existing condxtlon.

the said facxmy pnor to the eﬂ'ective date of the ca.ncellution or terminals
the leroad may appron o thosaid-{rettity o

sesmse A TR NI

oHrerWINE of Ehis agreement,
: y part thereuf to Jt.s own use thhout compensation

6. The Applicant shall not assign this agreement $

withont first having
obtained the written consent of the Railroad.

7. Bither party hereto may cancel and terminate this agreement at any time upon thirty days
notice in writing to the other of its intention so to do.

8. All notices to be given k3 the Railroad to the Applicant hereunder may be effectually given by -
letter from the Railrocad or its agent or attorney deposited postpaid in a United States post office
addressed to the Applicant at the Post Office address above ptated.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement the dsy and year
firat above written.

’ G0 NORTHE ILROAD COMPANY
In presence of:

By

General Manager - Leases

ANOKA COUNTY,

D/ REC ATIO
Rt ]
é ! 4
-3 / ! .
: MM”—‘ T /)Mj By ‘{/! i )4 1 1 l ( l l\/) 1 l
FORM 60086 1 76 ‘e Lr VTN

Titie Chairman of the County Board
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DUPLICATE

SUPPLEMENT TO LEASE NO._ 239,416

BY MUTUAL AGREEMENT, the description of the property leased} to

ANOKA_COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION, by BURLINGfON NORTHERN RAILRODAD
COMPANY (formerly BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC. )y

“BURENGTON-NORTHERN-RAH-REAB-COMBANY, at or near__Fridley

station,
Anoka County, State of ___Minnesota ,.under
Lease No._239,416 , dateq __December 1, 1981, is hereby amended to

" read as follows:

A1l that part of the
on the print hereto attached,
a2 part hereof.

premises of the said Lessor as shown hatched black
marked Exhibit "A" dated April 10, 1985, and made

Lessee is hereby allowed td erect and mainta

in a covered bridge within
the lease site in addition to the paved biking and h

iking path.

The rental in said agreement is hereby fixed at One Hundred and No/100
Dollars ($100.00) per year effective May 1, 198

5, and Five Hundred and No/100
Dollars ($500.00) for each five (5) years thereafter, effective December 1,
1986.

Fhe-ennual-rertehin-osid-agrosmantisheroby fixad at

Dollars,

Loaranniio affo et o
TReTOht -1 eeTYe

Alt other terms and conditions of said lease shall remain in full force and effect.

. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed_this agreement as of } .
this_22nd _ day of April , 1085 |

BURLINGTON NORTHERN
~RAILROAD COMPANY

By \/‘Z-;/M/Zéé-{_—

Mdfager Leases

ANOKA COUNTY, =
DEFARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION

N B 00t s A
_/6'\/11.:_/#.7'&/@%/

FORM 50068 5-74

In presence of:

Title pirector of Parks & Recreation




Feb-21-2008 10:35am  From~ANOKA COUNTY PARKS & REC, +7637580230 T-231 P.002/003 F-786
Anoka County
Department of Parks and Recreation

550 Bunker Lake Boulevard NW » Andover, Minnesota 55304
Telephone (763) 757-3920 - FAX (763) 755-0230

John K. VonDeLinde
Director

February 14, 2006

Mr. Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office

‘155 Fifth Avenue South - ;
Suite 755

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401

Re:  Northstar Commuter Rail - Environmental Assessment / Draft 4(f) Evaluation, Rice Creek West
and Mississippi River Regional Trails

Dear Mr. Dodds:

This letter is provided in response to the request for comments during the evaluafion review period for
the above referenced document. ' '

The Anoka County Parks and Recreafion Department has reviewed, and is in agreement with, the .
proposed plans for the Northstar Corridor Rail Project in relation fo the Rice Creek West Regional
Trail and the Mississippi River Regional Trail.

Based on our review of the Environmental Assessment, and through our meetings with representatives
from MnaDOT and its pariners, we understand that a third mainline rail track will be placed on the east
side of the existing line from MP 15.1 10 21.1. This will have the affect of avoiding any impacts to the
alignment of the Mississippi River Regional Trail. We appreciate the efforts that were made fo avoid
permanent impacts to the trail through this change in the project.

Regarding the Rice Creek rail bridge construction associated with this project, we understand that
placement of the new bridge may necessitate the shifting of the'Rice Creek West Regional Trail and
some fill impacts within the 100 year floodplain. We realize that this change is unavoidable. We are
in agreement with the design solution and do not believe that it will have any negative impacts on the
future use of the frail.

In our meetings with the MnDOT and its pariner representatives we were informed that the

construction of the Northstar project will result in a temporary closure of the regional trail for up to

eight weeks to accommodate the construction of the new bridge and construction staging/access.

The plan in place fo mitigate the impacis of this closure is acceptable and we will fully cooperate with

the project managers fo inform the public of the closure of the trail through news releases and
_signage. '




Feb-21~2008 10:35am  From=-ANOKA COUNTY PARKS & REC, +7637850230 T-231 P.003/003 F-78B

Lastly, | want fo also comment pesifively on the efforts that were made to incorporate the
routing of the Mississippi West Regional Trail through the Park and Ride Station in Fridiey.
The design provides for a safe fravel corridor adiacent fo the parking lot and the station
shelier. It is a well designed inferface between the three modes of transpartation at that nexus
— the rail line, vehicle parking, and the regional trail. It should provide a convenient method
of access fo the commuter rail line for pedestrians in the area and offer good exposure to the
Northstar for the 120,000+ people who use the irail each year.

This concludes the comments of the Anoka County Parks and Recreation Department. We
appreciate the opportunity fo share our positive views on the efforis that were made to aveid

impacts fo the regional frail and recreational amenities in the area of the Northstar Commuter
Rail project.

If you should need any further assistance from our office, please do not hesitate to contact me
at 763.767.2860.

Sincgrely,

YWonDelinde
or of Parks and Recreation

cc: Jon Olson, Public Services Division Manager
Tim Yantos, Project Director, NCDA



RECEIVED - DMC
FEB 1 7 2006

CITY OF
FRDLEY =~ °FQ-#

FRIDLEY MUNICIFAL CENTER » 6431 UNIVERSITY AVE, N.E. FRIDLEY, MN 55432
(763) 571-3450 » BAX (763) 571-1287 » TTD/TTY (763) 572-3534

February 16, 2006

Bryan Dodds
Northstar Project
Ceresota Building
Suite 755

Mpls,, MN 55401

Delivered Via Fax: (612)215-8210, w/Paper to Follow

Dear Mr, Dodds:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond (o the Northstar Cocridor plans at this stage of
the development. We in Fridley continue to be very excited about the progpeet of
commuter rail and what it will add to our community. Tn analyzing the documents for a
response at this time, T have spoken with our folks in both (he Recreation and Natural
Resources Department and our Public Works Engineering stafl. Qur comments are few,
They include: a comment regarding the trail closure belween Universily and the Trestle
location near Locke Lake Park, A reminder about the lift station at Mississippi as it
relates to the widened overpass, and finally a comment from the Parks and Recreation
Director regarding simplicity of east west access for bikers, once the station in Fridley is
complete,

T'rail Closure

The trail near the proposed 3™ Main trestle may be closed for as much as a year during
construction. Our Parks Dircctor has indicated that carly warning signage will be
essential for the trail users. He also indicated that if acquisition of temporary easements
were necessary to assurc an allernative (rail route exists, he would ask that those
easements be acquired by the Authority as opposed to by the Cily, His final comment on
the closure is that the Authority should also request a response from the County Parks
Director to make certain that County concerns arc addressed regarding the trail closure.

The Public Works Director reiterated our Park’s Dircetot’s concem regarding the
adequacy of trail detour signage and stated that adequatc protective barriers should be
placed to keep curiosity scekers back a safe distance, if they chose not to take the trail
detour, bul inslead try to use the original trail while the rail construction worl is
underway.

2d LWdes:pe 9v@e 91 "934d 4B21TLSE92 1 'ON Xud ha(prad yo R11D: WOYS



Bryan Dodds
February 16, 2006
PAGE 2

Lift Station

The Public Works Director wanted lo mention the Lift Station relocation that may be
necessary for the new overpuss over Mississippi Street. Though the City*s engineers have
spoken with the engincers for the Rail Authority, the Public Works Director simply
wanted this comment to serve as a reminder that that relocation will likely be necessary
to accommodatce the new overpass over Mississippi Street,

Kase of Crossing Under Rail For Bikers at the 61" Street Alignment
Our Parks and Recreation Director has asked that the Authority consider the best
alternative for bikers crossing under the rail at the 61* Street Alignment. By the designs
subnutted, it is apparent that bikers will have the alternative of taking an clevator or
carrying their bikes down the steps. Ile has asked if a second, open tunnel for bikers has
. been considered. Though it would be a great asset to the bikers and our east west
connections, 1 recall extensive examination was completed earlier and slope, run
distances, space availability and other factors limited the ability for a bike tunnel.
Nonetheless, T comumitted to asking the question.

Thank you again for your ability to comment. 1f you have questions of e, please call at
(763)572-3590.

Sincerely,
CI'1 )OF FRIDLEY

¢ A
J )El DJ zgl 02?

Comtnunity Development Director
"\ €206-13
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS

1. All requirements for environmental review of the proposed project have been met.

2. The EA/Final 4(f) Evaluation and permit processes related to the project have generated
information that is sufficient to determine whether the project has the potential for significant
effects.

3. Areaswhere potential environmental effects have been identified are being addressed during
the detail design of the project. Mitigation will be provided where impacts are expected to
result from project construction, operation, or maintenance. Mitigated measures are
incorporated into project design, and have been or will be coordinated with appropriate local
and state agencies during the permit process.

4. Based on the criteriain Minnesota Rules part 4410.1700 and 40 CFR 1500, the project does
not have the potential for significant environmental effects.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006 22
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ORDER

Based on the Findings of Fact and Conclusions contained herein and on the entire record:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation, as the state Responsible Governmental Unit, hereby
determines that there are no potentia significant environmental effects reasonably expected to occur from
neither the construction nor the operation of the Northstar Corridor Rail project from downtown
Minneapolisto Big Lake, Minnesota. Asaresult, the Final Environmental Impact Statement remains
valid, and no Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement is warranted.

For the Minnesota Department of Transportation

Frank W. Pafko Date
Chief Environmental Officer
Director, Office of Environmental Services

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006 23
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JAN 17 200§
SEQ. #

Tl
é’fﬁ g '(E UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Lrf)
AN REGION V
%"a‘ we«‘& 77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL, 60604

JAN 10 7008 B-19)

Bryon Dodds

Northstar Project Office
[55 Fifth Avenue South
Suite 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401

Re:  Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environmentak Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evalnation,

A IE
December 22, 2005,

Dear Mr. Dodds:

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementation Section {NTS} has reviewed the
above referenced Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with our responsibilities under the
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. The EA was
prepared to update information found in the Nerthstar Corridor Draft and Final Fnvironmental Impact
Statements, dated October 2000 and March 2002, respectively. '

Based on our review of the information in the EA:
The document was not prepared under NEPA.

The document was given a cursory review, but other workload priorities preciuded us from
Detatled review and comment.

_X__ We determined that there were no significant concerns meriting comment and have no

concerns with the updated project, as Jong as all mitigation measures as identified in the FA
are undertaken.

We opted fo wait for the next level of documentation on this project before deciding
whether or not to comment.

We reserve the right to reconsider our determination if significant new data on the project is made
available by the sponsoring agency or other interested parties. If you have any guestions
concerning this letter please call Ms. Laszewski at (312) 886-7501. Thank you for providing us the
opportunity to conment. .

Sincerely,' - / /7
A

P



United States Departwent of Agriculture

ONRCS

' Natural Resources Conservation Service RECE'V ED - DMC
375 Jackson Street, Suite 600 Phona: {851) B02-7600
5t. Paul, MN 55101-1854 JAN 1 l 2005 FAX: (651} 602-7914

SEQ. #

File Code: 190-15-13

January 3, 2006
IN REPLY
REFER TO:  Narthstar Corridor Rail Project Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office
153 Fifth Avenue South
Suile 755

Minneapolis, MN 55441

Dear Mr. Dodds;

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) has reviewed the above referenced project. The
project sponsors arc not USDA program benefit recipients, thus the wetland conservation provisions of the
1985 Food Sccurity act, as amended arc not applicable. It should be noted, however, that actions by a non-
USDA participant third party (project sponsor) which impact agriculiural wetlands owned or operated by
USDA participants, may jeopardize the owner/operators USDA eligibility. If such impacts are anticipated,
the owner/operator should contact the county Farm Service Agency (FSA) office to consider an application
for a third party exemption.

Finally, becausc of the location and type of activity proposed this praject does not to appear to impact
I agricultural lands, and a Federal Farmland Policy Protection Act (FPPA) sile assessment/land evaluation will
not be required.

Thank you for the opportunity to review such a sustainable, community developmeni project. We look
forward to continued involvement in the project review process. As the project continues towards
development, please feel free to contact vs concerning any unigue, or prime farmland protection concerns
which may arise.

Sincerely //’7

L%ﬂ T

WILLIAM E. LORENZEN
Environmental Review/Tustice Coordinator

An Equal Opportuniry Pravider and Employer
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651 231-6359
JAN 11 2006 Becky.balk@state mn.us
SEQ. #
January b, 2006
Bryan Dodds
Northstar Project Office
185 Fifth Avenug South
Suite 755

Minneapeclis, MN 55401
RE: Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

Dear Mr. Dodds:

e SRR SR o W sy AT AL mmarambad A the bl

in 2000 and 2002 the Minnesota Depariment of Agriculture {MDA) comimented on the horinsta
Corridor Project Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS}. The MDA's comments at that
time were addressed through mitigation measures under Section 4.1, which satisfied our
concerns. However, the latest environmental assessment/draft {(4) evaluatmn with the proposed
changes no longer inciudes or addresses our concerns. The MDA’s comments were as follows:

» Section 4.8 in the EA should address the acreage or impact of severed, trfiangulated or
isolated farmiand resulting from the alignment alternatives. The impact may be farming
remnants that are difficult from a practical standpoint. There may be problems of getting to
the fieid and ance there, problems of manauvering farm equipment on the field. Also, smaller
fields that are oddly shaped may be less valuable than fields of typical dimension and size.

s The parcels of farmiand should be identified by locaticn and acreage.

Thank you for the opportunily to review the project. Please contact me at (651} 201-6369 if you
have any guestions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

H‘j{:} g L, Kbu__ LS

e

Becky Balk, Agricultural Land Use Planner
Agricultural Resources Management and Development Division

oo Joe Martin
Paul Burns
Bab Patton

625 Rahert Street North = St Paul, MN 531552538 # 651-201-6000 * 1-300-967-AGRIL » www.mda.state,mn.ns

An Equal Opporiunity Employer « TTY: 631/297-3353/1-800-627-3520



Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
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FEB 1 4 2006
SEQ. #

Mr. Bryan Dodds
Northstar Project Oflice
Suitc 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401

RE: Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environmental Assessment/Drall 4(f) Evaluation
Dear Mr. Dodds:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Environmental Asscssment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

| report (Report), dated December 22, 2003, for the Northstar Corridor Rail Project (the Project).
Regarding matters for which the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has rcgulatory
responsibility and other interests, the MPCA Environmental Review Unit staff did not identity
any issues that we wish to specifically comment on at this time. It appears that the Recport
provides an adequale vpdate of the Project conditions described in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement previously completed for the Project. This letter does not constitute approval
by the MPCA of any or all elements of the Project for the purpose of pending or future permit
action(s) by the MPCA. It is the responsibility of the Project proposer to secure any required
permits and to comply with any requisite permit conditions. I you have any questions
concerning our review of the Report, please contact me at (651) 296-8011.

Sincerely,

' -,
& OF .
P R -
Jessica Ebertz o 5
Planner Principal
Environmental Review and Operations Section
Regional Division

JE:mbo

520 Lalayette Rd. M.; Saint Paul, MN 55155-4194; (651) 296-6300 (Voice); (651) 282-5332 (TTY); www pca.state.mn.us
Si. Paul » Brainerd « Detroit Lakes » Duluth » Mankato » Marshall « Rachester » Wilimar

Equzl Opperius ity Employer = Printed on recycled papsr comizining al kast 20 paresnl ibers lrom paper recyeled by consurers
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300 Lafayette Road
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-40__

RECEIVED - BMC

FEB 2 1 2006
Tebruary 16, 2006
SEQ. #

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office
155 Fifth Avenue South
Suite 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401

Deur Mr Dodds:

The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has reviewed the Northstar Corridor Rail Project
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation. This document evaluates whether there have
been significant changes to the proposed action, the allected environment, the anticipated
impacts or the proposed mitigation measures required since the ROD was issued [or the project.

[ Tt does not appear that the changes in anticipated impacts are significant enough to warrant a new
EIS. However, residential and commercial development around the revised Big Lake Station may

1 impact Public Water Wetland #65 (wetland 19). Establishing a protective buffer around Public

Water Wetland #65 could offset impacts of this development. Establishing this buffer could be

mitigation in part (public value credit) for the proposed 7.23 acres of wetland impact, as well as
mitigation for impacis (o prairie remnants as discussed on page 51.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this Envirommental Assessment. Please contact me with
any questions regarding ihis letier.

Sincerely,

Dennis Thompson, Principal Planner
Environmental Policy and Review Unit
Division of Ecological Services

C: Wayne Barstad, Steve Colvin, Julie Ekman, Tom Hovey, Mike North, Rebecca Wooden

H:\Environmental Review'\Northstar Corridor Review.doc

DNR Infonmation: 651-296-6157 = 1-885-646-6367 « TTY: 651-296-5484 =« 1-800-657-3929

M Printed on Recyeled Paper Containing o

An Equaf wortuni iy Employer L
PGy % R ‘o Minimum of 10% Post-Consumer Waste



Metropolitan Council

Building communities that work

RECEIVED - DMC

February 9, 2006 FEB 1 4 2006
SEQ. #

Mr. Brian Dodds

Northstar Project Office

155 Fifth Avenue South

Suite 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401

Re: Metropolitan Council comments on the Northstar Corridor Rail Project
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation (Referral No. 19671-1)

Dear Mr. Dodds:

The Metropolitan Council staff has reviewed the Northstar Corridor Rail Project
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation (EA/Draft ) and is forwarding the
attached comments.

If you have any questions relative to the EA/Draft, the following staff persons should be
contacted:

Jim Barton, Transportation (651) 602-1735
Anna Vouck, Environmental Services (651) 602- 1125

Sincerely,

QﬁAﬂﬂMﬁ . r/((‘ C%C\a/

Arlene Mc Carthy
Acting Director, Metropolitan Transportation Services

Attachments:

Cc:  Tim Yantos, Northstar Corridor Development Authority
Tony Pistilli, Council Member, District 2
Annette Meeks, Council Member, District 7
Lynette Wittsack, Council Member, District 8
Natalie Steffen, Council Member, District 9

www.metrocouncil.org Metro Info Line 602-1888

230 East Fifth Street ¢ St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-1626 ¢ (651) 602-1000 ¢ Fax 602-1550 ¢ TTY 291-0904
An Equal Opportunity Employer




Metropolitan Council

Building communities that work

February 9, 2006

Metropolitan Council comments on the Northstar Corridor Rail Project
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evalution

Environmental Services — Anna Vouck (651) 602- 1125

The majoritv of the changes should not have an impact on the MCES interceptor system.
However, the addition of the third mainline track may create an issue. A large stretch of the two
cxisting tracks lies along MCES interceplor 4-NS-521. The construction of a third line could
negatively impact the operation of 4-NS-521, depending on the exact placement of the track. A
detailed set of plans is necessary to determine the track’s proximity to the interceptor.

There are ulso several points where the current track intersects the MCES sewer system. The
following interceptors are of particular concern: 7707 in Anoka, 4-NS-521 in Coon Rapids,
69U1-70U2 in Fridley, 4-FR-440 in Fridley, and 1-MN-303 in Mimmeapolis. Again, the addition
of a third track could affect the operation of the previously mentioned interceptors.

In addition, both the realignment of the light rail line and the construction of the Minncapolis
Tntermodal Station along 5" Street could pose a problem. The realignment is within close
proximity to MCES interceptor 1-MN-320 and should be further investigated. Furthermere, the
Minneapolis Intermodal Station is planned for construction over 1-MN-320.

Conclusion/Recommendations

The submitted documents do not indicate that the proposcd construction will produce any
substantial impact to the regional wastewater systcm. However, plans detailing the construction
of the third rail line, the Minneapolis Intermodal Station, and the realignment of the light rail line
should be provided to MCES. This information will be needed to ensure that neither the
proposed construction nor rcalignment of the light rail line will interflere with the functionality of
the MCES sewer system. A map and six acrial photos detailing the locations where the proposed
construction intersects the MCES scwer system are attached. These areas are ol particular
concern and should be given carcful consideration before consiruction is initiated. Consequently.
after preliminary plans pertaining to the project are completed, it is requested that one set be
forwarded to Scott Dentz of MCES for review. The plans should be mailed to the following
address:

Scott Dentz
3565 Kennebec Drive
Eagan, MN 55122-1058
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Anoka County
Department of Parks and Recreatmn

350 Bupker Lake Boulsvard NW - A.ndwar, Mimesots 55304
Tslephons {763) 757-3920 » F.PJ{ {783) 755-0230

Ia]:m E, VonDeLmne
Director

| February 14, 2004

Mr. Bryon Doads

Northstar Project Office

155 Fifta Avenue Scuth

Suite 755

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401

Re:  Mortheiar Commuter Rail - Envirormental Asssssment / Draft 46) Evaluation, Rice Craek West
and Mississippi River Regienal Troils

Dear Mr. Dedds:

This latter is provided in response o the request For commaents during The evaluation review period for
the above referenced document.

The Anoke County Parks and Recreation Department has reviewad, and 15 in agresment with, the .
1 propesad plans for the Nerthstar Cormidor Rail Projact in relation to the Rice Creek West Eegmnol
Trail unc{ fhe MissTssippi River Regional Trail.
Based on our review cf the Environmental Assessment, and through our meetings with represeniotives
from MnDOT and its pariners, we understand that 6 third mainline rail track will be placed on the east
side of the axisting linz frorn MP 15.1 1o 21.1. This will have the affset of avaiding any Impacts to the
nlignment of the Mississippi River Regional Trail. We appreciate the sfforts Thn’r were made to aveid
permunen’r impacts fo the trail through this change in the project.

| Regerding the Rice Cresk rai brldge construction assocmfad with this nroiecf we understand that
placemant of the new bridge may necessiiote the shiffing of the'Rice Creek ‘West Regionel Trail and
2 some fil! impacts within the 10Q year floodplain. We realize that this change is unavoidahle. We are
im agreament with the design solution and :lr_-. nat ballave That i will have ony negative impacts on the
| future use of the fail,

In our mccﬁngs with the MnDOT and Hs partner represanfatives we were Informed that the
construction of the Northstar project will result in @ temporary closure of the regional trail for up to
3 sight weeks to accommodate the construction of the new bridge ond constructien staging/access.
The plan in place to mitigate the impacts of this closure is occeptable and we will tully cooperate with
the project manugers ’ro inform the public of 1he closure of the irail through news relcases and
| signage.




Lastly, | went to clsc comment posifively on fhe sfforts that wers made ta incorparate the
routing of the Mississipni West Regienal Trail through the Park and Ride Siofion in Fridley.
The design provides for o safs irovel comider adjocent to the parking lot and the staflon
shelter, 't is o well designed interface between the three modes of transpartation at that nexus

~ fne rail llfe, vahicie parking, and the regional wail. |t should provide @ converient methed
of access to the commuter rait fine for pedesirians in the area and offer goed exposure io the
| Northstar for the 120,000+ people who uss the trail each year.

This cdncludes the comments of the Anoka County Parks and Recreation Department. We
oppreciate the opperfunity to share our positive views on the efferls that were maode ta avoid

impacts io the regional trail and recrectional amenities In the area of the Northstar Commuter
chl project. :

If you should nesd any further assistance from our m‘hce piease dc not hasttate fo contact me
at 763,747 2B&D.

cc: Jon Olson, Public Services Division Manager
Tien Yantas, Preject Direcier, NCDA
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CITYOF
FRDLFY =~ b #

FRIDLEY MUNICIPAL CENTER. = 643] UNIVERSITY AVE. N.E. FRIDLEY, MY 534340
(FH3) 5713450 « PAX [763) 5711287 « TTDVTTY (7631 3723534

February 16, 2006

ryan Dodds
Nurthstar Project
Ceresota Building
Suite 755

Mpls., MN 55401

Delivered Via Fax: (8123215-8210, w/Paper to Foilow

Degr Mr, Dodds:

Thunk you far the apportunilty Lo respond to the Northstar Covridor plans at this stags ol
the development. We i Fridley contines (o be very exeited aboot the praspest ol
commuer rall and what it will add to our cormmunity. In analyzng fhe doocumenis for a
response al (his time, | have spoken with our Folks in both (he Recreation and Nitural
Resowrees Department and our Puslic Works Engincering siafis Our comments are fow,
Thoy mcluder & comment regarding the {rail elosure belween University and the Trestle
location ncar Locke Lake Park, A reminder about the lit station at Mississipni as 2
rzlates to the widened overpass, and finally a cotnuent from the Farks and Recreation
Director regarding simplicity of east west aceess for bikers, once the station in Fridiey is
compiee.

T'rail Closure

T The trail near the proposed 3™ Main westle may be closed Tor as much 5 o vear during
construction. Ouy Parks Dircotor has indicaled that carly warning stgnage will be
essentiad for the rail vsers. He also mdicuted that if soquisition of temporary ensements

1 WEIT NCCSSSALY L0 assure an alternative trail route exists. he would ask that those

cuserments be acquired by the Authority a3 opposcd 1o by the City.  His final contment on
the closure is that the Authority should alse teguest a response from the Coyp nty Parks

— Direcior to make certain that County concerns arc adidressed regarding the mail closure,

The Public Wals Director refterated our Park’s Dircetor’s concemn regarding -he
adequacy of trail defour signage and stated (hat adequate protective barricrs should be

2 plagec to keep cutlosity scokers back u sefe distance, if they chase not o tuke the el
detonr, but melead try 1o use the original trail whils the tai) construction work is
underwuy,

Sd o HdZEIPE DAl 9T HE LBCTTASEDL D 'O wid Ra[ptud Jo R3I1D: LIS



Bryau Dodids
Tehruary 16, 20006
PAGE 2

Lift Stuijon
The Public Works Director wanted 1o mention the Lift Station relocation that may bo
nevessiry for the new overpuss over Mississippi Street. Though the City™s sngineers have
3 spoken with the englneers for the Rail Autherity, the Pubiic Works Directes simply
wanted this conmment to serve as a rominder il that relocation will likelv be noeessary
__waccomrnodale the ew overpass over Miggissipp Sireet,

IEase of Crossing Under Rail For Bilcers at the 61° Street Alignment

~ Owr Parlss and Recreation Director has nsked that the Authority consider <he best
alternative for bikers crossing under the rail at the 617 Streer Allgniment. By the designs
stbmutted. 11 is apparent that bikers will huve the alternative of takine an cleveator or
carrying their bikes down the steps. ITe has asked if a second, open tunnel for bikers has
heen considered. Though it would be u great asser 1o the bikers anc ong east west
connestions, | recall extensive examination was completed earlicr and slope, rin
dustances, space avalability and ether factors limited the ability for a bike tunrel,
Monetheless, T committed to asking the questiva.

‘Fhank you again for your ability to comument. 1t you have questions olme, please cal: a:
{763)372-3500,

sSincearaly,
r\1
(;‘1'1‘44" /Lu FRIPLEY /f
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Responsesto Agency Comments
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Section 5.1 - Responses to Agency Comments

511

Comment

1.

51.2

Comment

513

Comment

1.

5.14

Comment

1.

515

Comment

1.

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Response

Y our comment that there were no significant concerns meriting
comment and that you have no concerns with the updated project,
aslong as all mitigation measuresidentified in the EA are
undertaken is so noted.

Natural Resource Conservation Service

Response

Y our comment stating that this project does not appear to impact
agricultural lands, and a Federal Farmland Policy Protection Act
(FPPA) site assessment/land evaluation is not required is so noted.
Minnesota Department of Agriculture

Response

See the updated Farmlands Section (Section 4.2 of the Findings
Document).

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Response

Y our comment stating the “report provides an adequate update of
the project conditions described in the Final Environmental |mpact
Statement previously completed for the project” is so noted.
Minnesota Department of Natural Resour ces

Response

Y our comment that “it does not appear that the changesin
anticipated impacts are significant enough to warrant anew EIS’ is
S0 noted.

Section 4.9 of the EA identified 2.09 acres of potential wetland

impacts under the revised preferred alternative. It aso referenced
that the MNnDNR was currently field verifying the Ordinary High

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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Water mark for Wetland 19 (MnDNR Protected Water Wetland
65W). As presented in section 4.3 of this Findings Document, the
MnDNR has identified an OHW of 925.6 at the aforementioned
wetland in Big Lake. Figure 4.1 of the Findings Document
presents the proposed wetland mitigation plan for the identified
project impacts. It is anticipated that both the Public Value Credit
(PVC) and new wetland credit can be accommodated at the Big

Lakesite.
516 Metropolitan Council
Comment Response
1 Y our comment that “the submitted documents do not indicate that

the proposed construction will produce any substantial impact to
the regional wastewater system” is so noted. In response to your
request regarding submittal of design plans, the Northstar Project
Office has submitted appropriate copies to the Metropolitan
Council, MCES, for review. Mn/DOT and itslocal partners will
continue to work with the MCES to avoid potential impacts to the
MCES sewer system associated with the proposed action.

5.1.7 Anoka County, Department of Parks and Recreation
Comment Response
1 Y our statement of agreement with the proposed Northstar Corridor

plansis so noted.

2. Y our statement of agreement with the design solutions associated
with proposed new bridge over Rice Creek, that will temporarily
impact the Rice Creek Regional Trail is so noted.

3. Y our statement of agreement with the plan to mitigate impacts
associated with the temporary closure of the Rice Creek Regiona
Trail is so noted.

4, Y our statement of support for the integration of the Mississippi
West Regional Trail through the Fridley station is so noted.
5.1.8 City of Fridley
Comment Response
NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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1 Current construction plans call for atemporary closure of the Rice
Creek Regional Trail at the Locke Lake/Rice Creek crossing for 6
to 8 weeks. At thistime, an alternative trail path during the
construction period is not proposed; but rather extensive trail
closure signs, and routing bike path users to access the trail on East
River Road (western side of railroad right of way). If inthe future,
construction plans call for temporary easements to accommodate
an aternative trail path, Mn/DOT will acquire said easements on
behalf of the NCDA.

Anoka Parks received a copy of the December 2005 EA/Draft 4(f)
Evaluation, and have provided a comment letter (February 14,
2006). The proposed mitigation defined in the Draft (f) Evaluation
reflects the mitigation techniques discussed with Anoka Park staff
during the preparation of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation.

2. Trail closure signswill be placed at the locations specified in
Figure 6.3 of the EA. Final design plans will include these
referenced trail closure signs. During construction, barriers such
as chain link fencing will be placed around the construction area to
prohibit people from entering the construction zone.

3. The City’ s comment regarding the potential relocation of the
existing Lift station to accommodate the new overpass at
Mississippi Street isso noted. At thistime, Mn/DOT at its project
partners are negotiating the need to relocate the lift station with the
BNSF. If relocation isrequired, it will be included in the final
design plans for the project.

4, The current design plans for the Fridley station include an
underpass to connect the east and west sides of the station. The
proposed underpass at this station improves both pedestrian and
bicycle safety conditions at this location, as current conditions do
not provide a grade separated crossing of the BNSF tracksin this
area. Interms of feasibility of constructing atunnel in thislocation
to accommodate bikers, there are several site conditions that would
result in high construction costs and impacts to the surrounding
area. More specificaly, thereis asanitary sewer interceptor on the
west side of the tracks that precludes a straight connection down to
atunnel. On the east side, atunnel in this areawould require a
significant amount of right of way acquisition. Maintenance of a
tunnel in this area (e.g. snow plowing) would also be of concern.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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Pl ease make nmy comment part of the official record.
Peter Biorn

135 154th Drive NW

El k River, M 55330

763 263-1025

----- Oiginal Message -----

From "Bryan Dodds" <bryan.dodds@lot. state. m. us>
To: <pb263@herbtel . net >

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2006 3:51 PM

Subj ect: Re: one track

Thank you for your coment. The official comment period for the
Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environnental Assessnent
(EA)/Draft 4(f) Evaluation is from January 2, 2006 to February
16, 2006. During this time any coments received regarding the
EA will be included in the official record. Please clarify to ne
whet her your coment is regarding the EA and shoul d be incl uded
in the official record, or if it is a general project question
Comments for the official record will be responded to in the
final environmental docunent in the upcom ng nonths. If you w sh
to have your comment be a part of the official EA record, please
provi de your nane, address, and phone nunber so that the fina
envi ronnent al docunment can be mailed to you when it is conpleted.
Ceneral project questions which you do not want as part of the
official record will be responded to shortly via enmail or phone.

Pl ease respond to this email indicating if your comment shoul d be
included in the official record for the EA (include nane,

address, and phone) or if it is a general project question that
can be responded to via email or phone.

Thank you for taking tine to coment.

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Ofice

155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
M nneapolis, M 55401

Phone: 612-215-8200

Fax: 612-215-8210

emai | : bryan. dodds@mrail . org

>>> "Peter Biorn" <pb263@herbtel.net> 1/20/ 2006 6:24 PM >>>
Bryan
Could you tell nme are they going to add a second track between
Elk River and Big | ake? Currently there are always trains parked
behi nd ny house be cause they have to wait for oncoming trains
to pass. Look forward to your reply.
Thank you,

Peter Biorn



| spoke to soneone over at the Hennepin County office for
transportation that told me about the nmeeting in M nneapolis
however | can't make it. | ride the LRT daily and do have sone
speci fic feedback about station design. Wat is the best way if |
am unable to attend neetings to provide input? It would be nice
to see a survey or feedback formon the website since that woul d
be easy! The rail is a great solution to the increasing
congestion and will be well used as the Hi awatha |ine has been.



My email was a casual reaction to a glinmer or hope that Centra
MN woul d soon benefit from a possi ble service extension and for
nmy personal convenience.

Didn't realize |I could contribute in an official way but wll
accept that opportunity. Don't know what an EA is but sounds

i ke an opportunity for citizens who actually see, snell, hear
etc. on a daily basis the proposed i nprovenent can obj ect
formally. | on the other hand, living 60+ nmles NWof St. C oud,

see a great environnental inprovement and advantage with cl ean
qui et, convenient, dependable light rail transit becoming an
option to auto travel to points south rather than the expense,
safety risk, traffic frustration and exhaust pollution endured
wi t hout LRT.

Al these factors inpact my personal internal environnent in
addition to the world around ne. My wife & | rode the LRT from
Fort Snelling to the center city and back to evaluate it and
found the experience to be very efficient and economcal. Fee
free to edit nmy comments as needed but count us as strong
advocates. Thank you.

John T. & Phyliss Mshy
22485 Gooseberry Tr ai
Long Prairie, M 56347
(320) 732-6494

--- Bryan Dodds <bryan. dodds@lot. state. m. us> wote:

>Thank you for your coment. The official comment period for the
Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environnental Assessnent
(EA)/Draft 4(f) Evaluation is fromJanuary 2, 2006 to February
16, 2006. During this time any conments received regarding the
EA will be included in the official record. Please clarify to ne
whet her your coment is regarding the EA and shoul d be incl uded
in the official record, or if it is a general project question.
Comments for the official record will be responded to in the
final environmental docunent in the upcom ng nonths. |If you wi sh
to have your comment be a part of the official EA record, please
provi de your nane, address, and phone number so that the fina
envi ronnent al document can be nmailed to you when it is conpleted.
General project questions which you do not want as part of the
official record will be responded to shortly via enmail or phone.
> Pl ease respond to this email indicating if your comrent should
be included in the official record for the EA (include nane,
address, and phone) or if it is a general project question that
can be responded to via email or phone.

>

Thank you for taking time to coment.

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Ofice

155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
M nneapolis, M\ 55401

Phone: 612-215-8200

Fax: 612-215-8210

emai | : bryan. dodds@mrail . org

VVVVVVYVYVYV



> >>> john nosby <jtnmosby@ahoo. conr 1/16/2006 11:04

> AM >>>

> Having retired and nmoved to central MN within the | ast

> 6 nonths, today's article in the Startribune about the next
northward leg gets ny interest. The original concept drew that
line to the St. Cloud area but ny recollection is that noney was
the main obstacle plus the BNSF trackage not ready or avail abl e
for conmuter use. Details aside, does there appear to be hope
for light rail service beyond Big Lake at some point?

Now a resident up here, | can inagine a one hour drive to St

Cl oud, park the car and ride the train to downtown Mls, the
airport or MoA. Can you give ne any hope for the next five years
fromyour point of view?

>

John T. Moshy

22485 Gooseberry Tr ai
Long Prairie, M\ 56347
(612) 868-9790

VVVYVYV



Comment Form

HNorthstar Comridor Rail Project

Environmental Aszassment/Draft 4(f} Evaluation
Public Hearing — January 26, 2086

Comments: JANJ 17
J

/ s n T e PTG
S s botere SEG. #

Ef‘é?_z Lt LML ,éa// Py ey SPle ./t- AAEL

Dasia Privacy Waming %

Al "written sfatements” mcslved prior to the close of the commant pariod will ba inm public hmhgmrd.

Ploase Include * Please fiil out card tonlght and drop In the Comment Box,
Your Nama: or submit to the addrass below by February 18, 2006,

j N Bryan Dodds
Address: /;}J‘/ 76/ Aﬂ&?‘b { ": .42&.(_' :: - | Nevthstar Project Office

155 Fifth Avenus South, Sulte 755
Phona: i Minneapoia, Minnescia 55401
(of commenter) 5.3 — 5 74—~ S &O Phane: 612-216-8200
Fax:  612-215.8210

IEOﬂl'l'gizlll'll.'!a'lii:;n}narn-n: E-mail: bryan.doddsg@mnrail arg
applicabla i

More information on the Northatar Commuter Rail projact can be found at: wrw, min=GetdnBoard com




31 January 2006

RECEIVED - DMC

Mr. Bryan Dodds T T
Northstar Project Office FEB ¢ 1 2006
155 Fifth Avenue South

Suite 755 - SEQ. #
Minneapolis Minnesota 55401

RE: Public comment on the Northstar Corridor Rail Project EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation of
changes to Final Environmental Impact Statement (FELS) dated March 2002 and the
Record of Decision (ROD) dated December 2002.

Afier a thorough review of ail the proposed changes (1) revised minimum operating
segment, (2) Big Lake maintenance facility relocation, (3) Big Lake station relocation,
{4} addition of third mainline track segment, (5) change in Hiawatha LRT alignment and,
(6} repositioning of the Minneapolis Inter-modal Station to the FEIS of March 2002 with
ROD of December 2002, 1 find that all of the above changes along with any proposed
mitigation actions IMPROVE the Northstar Commuter Rail project in a POSITIVE
manner.

One additional enhancement should be considered, especizfly since the MOS has
been {runcated and now ends at Big Lake station is the provision of a multi-day
parking option for the Big Lake station in addition to or in conjunction with the
currently proposed daily parking area.

Because of the truncation now at Big Lake there will be a significant demand for a

maud ln_ﬂnv mrl*inrr nrrhnn at ﬂ-“e ]nnnhnﬂ-

Many people who would have been able to access the Northstar Commuter rail line at
the locations along the Phase II section stations will want multi-day parking now at the
Big Lake station.

[Vt KA [landbrsoz”
Robert L Anderson
12981 251%™ Avenue
PO Box 175
Staples Minnesota 564790175
218.894 3813 bander@staplesnet.com




Dear Bryan,

| am writing as a concerned resident of Coon Rapids regarding the Northstar Rail
System. | am in favor of the rail system, but my only concern is that it is located right
behind my home. Right now it is the current Park & Ride in Riverdale. |1 am wondering if
there are plans to put a sound wall or some type of barrier between the homes and the
tracks. | have young children, as do many of my neighbors, and am concerned for their
safety and the safety of our neighborhood. It is inevitable that there is going to be
unwanted traffic in this area as there has been with the park & ride. | have been able to
watch out my window as they have arrested someone breaking into a vehicle. | don't
want to have to worry about this. | feel we have a very safe neighborhood and would like
to continue living there as | have for the past 15 years. Please put yourself in my position
and if lived where | did. |1 am sure you would do what you could to keep your family safe.

From the plans that we received in the mail, it looked as though the platform will be right
on our side of the tracks in my backyard. Is it possible for you to send or email me plans
so that | can see where exactly what the layout is going to be. | was unable to attend the
last meeting in Coon Rapids. Possibly, there will be another one in the near future.

Sincerely,

Michelle & Todd Wilson

3401 121 Avenue NW

Coon Rapids, MN 55433
763-422-8932
wilsontoddmichelle@msn.com
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RECEIVED - DMC

FEB ¢ 3 2006
SEQ. #

1 February 2006

Mr. Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office

155 Fifth Avenue Souih

Suite 755

Minneapolis Minnesota 55401

Public comments on Northstar Cornidor changes since FEES

Considering the positive cost effectiveness factors reparding the changes in the MOS from
downtown Minneapolis to Big Lake, the deferment of construction of the Northeast
Minneapolis and Coon Rapids-Foley stations, and the relocation of the mainienance
facility to Big Lake, 1 believe all of these changes positively impact the overall project
without any undesirable consequences.

The shift in the location of the Big Lake station will now allow for the expansion of the
parking area and will be a positive change along with the safety improvements due to the
relocation.

In addition there should be consideration given to the addition of a multi-day parking
option at this station. Due to the shortening of the line that will not now include the East
St. Cloud and Rice stations, many petential riders who would have used these stations will
need a multi-day parking option available at the new end of the lipe station at Big Lake.

The addition of the Third Mainline from MP 15.1 to MP 21.1 will also be a positive

addition.

The changes involving the Hiawatha Light Rail alignment to the south side of 5" strect and
the relocation of the Minneapolis Intermodal Station to the area under and north of 5
street North is a very positive move considering the improvements tn circulation and
connectivity to existing and proposed development in the area. By providing the traveler a
user friendly connection between the Hiawatha Light Rail line and the Northstar
Commuter Rail Project at the Minneapolis Tntermodal Station we will greatly enhance the
benefits from these extremely cost effective investments in our areas multi-modal
transportation system.

Aaﬁ%

Shirtey Ande;

12981 251* Avenue

PO BRox 175

Staples MN 56479-0175
2188943813
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Comment Form

Horthstar Gorrlder Rail Project

Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(F) Evaluation
Pubdic Hearing — January 34, 2006 ’

Commenis: SEQ' #

Miny of TrE FPe commenls AT
The_ heeT)wi— Weile i Dicutoys, Tu)a

D H-{JP‘EFNT Tp-’fépﬁpﬁ,a».fS Surp e T Woul-b W??‘?-K‘f

LT EASIER T2 wusiT My GAwebcH/eDRew | The
maer RBAscA To supper T Coppidcil 2y is THE
PpickE of Freee, whew (T STHITE Z(8]pc Thase

Propigsr THE. fpejec™ WILL B el (TSIZING Yoy FBe PoT| Gl v6-

cy Wairing

All ‘written statements® recelvad prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing record. I ') W,c'“"’ r
Please inchide Plaasa fill out card tonlght and drop in tha Comment Box, S eI
YourName: |3 & & GREy r MO L ar submit to tha address. below by Fabruary 16, 2006,
t s Bryan Dodds
Address: | Bob s Grevenow T ME | Northetar Project Office
1238 Prairia Creek lana T 155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
Phono: | Monticello. MN 55382 A Minneapolis, Minnesata 55401
{of commer. cf' ' Phone: 6122158200
L2 T, (s A L £ Fax: 812-215-8210
Organization uame7 Ea 5{'—? E-mail: bryan.dodds@mnrail.org
il applicable) Fr———""" "~ T

Mora information on the Northstar Commuter Rall projest <an ba found af: wyw mn-GetOnBoard com
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Comments:

Data Privacy Warning
All "writtan statements’ received prior to the clese of the comment pariod will be Ineluded in the public hearing record,

Please lnciuda Plaass fill out card tonight and drop in #he Commant Box,
of submlit to the addrazs helow by February 16, 2008,
Your N :
e ‘Lafq “-Bbh r\S Bryan Codkds
Address: [ h w3 Worthetar Project Ofice
'i E.Qg? 5;, ‘?;9{ S;—ti 155 Fifth Avenue Seatth, Sulte 755

Phone: v—‘-'-“’a PhaAdg | ¥ R0 § 5730 | Minneapolis, Minnasota 5540
(of commantar) Phone: 612-215-8200

p3-243 "3 6 Fax 6122156210
Organizatlon name: E-mail: bryan.doddsamnrail org
(Hf aoolicable) ND NE—

Mora Information on the Northstar Commuter Rall project can be found at; wwrw.min-GetOnBoard.com
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Bryan Dodds
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We live in downtown M nneapolis in a developnent built in [ate 2001
close to the river and the freight train track i . W hope that al
those involved in the NorthStar project will consider ways to reduce
t he nui sance val ues created or increased by the passenger trains and
subsequent changes in freight train schedules. W hope that you are
interested in making the systemnot just passenger and pedestrian
friendly but also house owner friendly.

The nui sance values we are referring to are noise, vibration and vi sua
i mpact. W trust that the passenger trains are designed for quiet
operation, that speed limts will be established and nonitored, and
that the use of the tracks for passenger trains will be seen as a
opportunity to inprove the appearance of the |and al ongsi de the tracks.
It is not clear how nmuch thought has been given to the way in which the
trackbed is or will be separated from adjacent hones and buil di ngs.

The addition of trees, shrubs, grass and some fences would give visua
separation, contribute to an attractive city inage at the same tine and
hel p reduce sound. The B.N. Sante Fe railway conpany is not currently
known for concern for the appearance of the areas around their tracks.

T. and S. Mallon
49 North 4th Ave, #101
M nneapol i s
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Section 5.2 — Responses to Public Comments

521 Peter Biorn
Comment Response
1 A summary of the proposed Track Improvements under the revised

preferred alternative is presented in table 3.4 of the EA (included
below for reference). The stretch of BNSF right-of-way between
Elk River and Big Lakeis currently a double-track system. The
section from Big Lake to Becker (not a part of revised preferred
aternative) is not double tracked at this time.

Table 3.4 of the EA — Summary of Proposed Track Improvementsunder the Revised Preferred Alternative

New Evaluation Required

Based on Design
Description Defined in EI S M odification/Changein
Surrounding Area
1 Construct Double Track Through Northtown Yard | Yes BNSF ROW limitsin thisarea
(43" Avenue to 35" Avenue) with Double currently being confirmed
Crossover at 43, Construct replacement of
May Brothers Lead Track
2 Install CTC Signaling System from Elk River to | CTC signal locations not No
Coon Creek on Staples Subdivision defined/evaluated in EIS as they
would be located within existing
ROW
3 Install CTC Signaling System from Big Lake to CTC signal locations not No
Elk River on Staples Subdivision defined/evaluated in EIS as they
would be located within existing
ROW
4 Install CTC Signaling System from Harrison CTC signal locations not No

Street to Holden Street on Wayzata Subdivision defined/evaluated in EIS as they
would be located within existing

ROW

5 Construct Double Crossovers at Elk River (MP Yes No
39.3) and Ramsey (MP 29.3)

6 Construct Double Crossovers at Big Lake MP 45.1 | Yes No
or MP43.5

7 Construct Double Crossovers at MP 32.9 on Yes No
Staples Subdivision

10 Upgrade “Old Main 2" on Midway Subdivision Yes No

11 Upgrade Siding from Holden Street to Harrison Yes No

Street to Mainline and Extend Double Track
Through West Leg of the Minneapolis Jct. Wye

12 Construct Crossover at MP 11.3 on Wayzata Yes No
Subdivision to Allow Eastbound Commuter Trains
to Cross Over into the Depot

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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Description

Defined in EIS*

New Evaluation Required

Based on Design

M odification/Changein

Surrounding Area

13 Extend Double Track from Minneapolis Jct. Wye | Yes No
to St. Anthony on Midway Subdivision
14 Upgrade Crossover at MP 11.11 on Midway Yes No
Subdivision
15 Upgrade Main 3 on Staples Subdivision West of Yes No
University (MP 11.7 to MP 12.5)
16 Extend Midway Subdivision Main 2 from MP Yes No
11.7toMP12.3
19 Construct Third Main from Coon Creek to DEIS identified and evaluated the | Yes
Interstate (just south of 1-694) Coon Creek Siding (MP 18.8 to
(MP15.1to MP 21.1) 2'Od.7) ]?n th;east (r{:\l Ilfoad ngrth)
Third Main on west (railroad south) side from MP | 3 0 1 T from pp 15,6
15.1 to approximately MP 16.6. 0 20.7 (5.1 miles) on the west
Third Main on east (railroad north) side from (railroad south) side of mainline
approximately MP 16.6 to MP 21.1. track.
Third Main and siding were not
included in the preferred
aternative identified and
evauated in the FEIS
20 Connect South Runner as Continuous Track from | Yes No
Interstate to Main 1 on the St. Paul Subdivision at
University
21 Construct Additional Tracksfor Lost Capacity on | No No — tracks will be located
the Wayzata Sub between MP 11.9 and 12.6 within existing BNSF ROW

*  Theimpact evaluation included in the EIS was limited to proposed improvements that would be located outside the existing BNSF right-of-way.
Based on track improvements defined at the time the EIS was prepared, the impact analysis was limited to the proposed third mainline from MP 15.6
to 20.7 and the Coon Creek Siding from MPs 18.8 to 20.7.

Item numbers reflect the BNSF numbering scheme for required capacity improvements per agreement with the NCDA.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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522

Comment

523

Comment

1

524

Comment

1.

John and Phyliss M osby
Response
Y our comment of support for the project is so noted.

Construction of Phase | of the Northstar Corridor Rail project will
run from 2007 through 2009. Phase | is projected to be operational
by 2009. Dueto funding availability, transportation system user
benefits, ridership and improved cost-effectiveness, the originally
defined 82-mile system was reduced to 40.1 miles (Big Lake to
Downtown Minneapolis). Phase |l of the project extends the
system to the St. Cloud area. The timing of Phase Il is dependent
upon both local and federal funding availability.

Peg Greshik

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.
Robert L. Anderson

Response

Y our comment of support for Phase | of the overall Northstar
Corridor Rail system is so noted.

As stated on page 64 of the EA:

The travel demand model used in the FEIS forecast 502 trips per day
starting from the Big Lake station in year 2020, of which 380 arrived by
car. (There was no differentiation between those who would either drive
alone or drive with othersto the station nor between those who would
park at the station or be dropped off.) There were 324 parking spacesin
the Big Lake station plans at that time. Those figures were for a
commuter rail line running through Big Lake to Rice. As noted above,
under the MOS, it was expected that more people would use the Big Lake
station when it became the northwest terminus and additional parking
spaces would be necessary. A ridership forecast for the MOSwas hever
run under that version of the travel demand model.

That travel demand model was later adjusted and FTA approved the use
of the new version in 2003. The new version has been used to forecast
ridership on the revised preferred alternative. In 2025, 620 trips per day
are forecast to start fromthe Big Lake station. Of these, 490 are
expected to arrive by car. Again, thisfigure includes people being

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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dropped off or carpooling and parking at the Big Lake station. Thisis
consistent with the approximate number expected under the MOS of the
preferred alternative in the FEIS. Therefore, the mitigation measures
specified in the FEISfor the MOS of building 400 parking spaces will be
adequate.

Thelocal project partners are currently evaluating the need for and
logistics of providing anight-only stall(s) at the Big Lake Station
aswell asthe feasibility of providing limited pay-only stalls for
park-and-ride users leaving their cars for extended periods of time
(over 24 hours).

Y our comment requesting extended parking at Big Lake is so
noted.

525 Michelleand Todd Wilson
Comment Response

1 Thereis currently no plan to construct sound walls or barriers
adjacent to the property. However, there are severa safety
measures that will be provided. First and foremost, the property
between the station and your house is owned by the BNSF. No
work can be donein their property without their permission.
Secondly, the BNSF has requested that we put in an “intertrack
fence” that will extend 150 feet beyond each end of the parking lot
between the two tracks. Thiswill make access difficult from one
side of the tracks to the other without using the pedestrian
overpass. Third, security cameras will be installed within the
pedestrian crossing over the tracks with the ability to view at any
time the activity on the route from the parking lot to the platform
closest to your home. Finaly, we will have the ability to lock
down the pedestrian crossing when commuter rail operations are
not in service to minimize the amount of disturbance on the
platform and within the pedestrian crossing enclosure.

5.2.6 Shirley Anderson
Comment Response

1 Y our comment of support for Phase | of the overall Northstar
Corridor Rail system is so noted.

2. See response to comment #2 for Robert L. Anderson (No. 5.2.4)

527 Bob Grevenow

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006



witesey,

L

NORTHSTAR
COMMUTER RAIL

Comment

1.

528

Comment

2.

5.2.9

Comment

1.

5.2.10

Comment

1.

Response

Y our comment of support, based on the rising cost of fuel, is so
noted.

Lola Johns
Response

The NCDA and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway
entered into a Rail Passenger Capital | mprovements
Engineering Agreement (Agreement) on July 7, 2005. This
Agreement identifies the Northstar Corridor Rail Track
Improvements based on design developed through March 2004.
The NCDA, along with itslocal partner agencies and the FTA
continue to negotiate and coordinate with the BNSF regarding the
specific design of the required track improvements to
accommodate commuter rail within the existing BNSF railroad
right of way.

Y our comment of support is so noted.
Phillip W. Epstein
Response

Y our comment of support and interest in participating in the
Opening Events are so noted.

T.and S. Mallon
Response

The planned speed for the commuiter rail train in this area of the
corridor is 25 miles per hour (mph). Current track capacity
improvements call for an upgrade of an existing siding track to a
mainline track in thisarea. This upgrade will improve how the
trains ‘ride” the tracksin thisarea. In terms of landscaping within
BNSF right of way, current design requirements do not allow for
“leafy trees” within 25 feet of the track centerline. Landscaping
outside of proposed station areasis currently not a part of the
proposed system.

As part of the Draft and Final EIS for the Northstar Corridor, noise
and vibration analysis were conducted for the full 82-mile system

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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from downtown Minneapolisto the St. Cloud area. No significant
noise and vibration impacts were identified.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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Morthstar Corridor Rall Project

Environmental Assessmant/Draft 4(f) Evaluation
Public Hearing = January 25, 2006
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All *written statements’ received prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing record,

Pfease incivde i Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
Vo Misms: ‘Q anitcl) ﬁ‘_’“, '\'l' e nd_ | or submit o the address below by February 16, 2006.

B Dodd
nddress: 3141 7."- A"“—’ A“'k“ learPri}emumm

Y] mg 155 Fifth Avenue Soulth, Sulte 755
Phone: e :, Minncopolis, Minmcsota 55401
[of commentar) 246 - 323 - {,x o7 Phone: §12-215-B200
Fax: 612-215-8210
Crganization name: E-mall: bryan.dedds@mnrail.org
(If applicable)

More information on the Northstar Commuter Rail praject can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBeard.com
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Daig Privacy Warning

All "writlen statements’ received prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing record.

Plaasa include Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
Your Nasne: Jﬁnr'f 2 Z&J or submit to the address below by February 16, 2006.
7 Bryan Dodds
Address: 15 34 GpisS 7{; ald ﬂ%d" A Northstar Project OFice
B I YY) e, b ‘A 155 Fifth Avenue South, Sulte 755
Phone: - w2l ) gﬁg - 7964/ Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401
{of commentar : Phone: 612-215-8200
Faw: B612-215-8210
Crganization name: E-mail; bryan dodds@mnrail.org
{if applicable)

Mare information on the Northstar Commuler Rail project can be found alb: www mn-GetOnBoard.com
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Comments: _
q{".’;‘fi, AL, f.-LE"»c f/’ﬁjﬂ/ f"%ﬁ-{,’(_ ;'\-C/?,z/ﬁ’;,»fdg/; ) "i\lﬂc{ Cy?zx,;mjf/
e el Snpl }{/flﬁ e j/g . A W P/{fc’fcﬁz?/F‘éi

?/ff#?fi’ Ve zk/f.éﬁf /4;/:& //MV/‘&"C&:ﬁ'ﬂt WA,

will #. & e‘f‘?’ifzf@qf A - CEA g;eZé.ﬂw/ TR ,..j_g_”,

‘?"';’yﬂs"pf AL L g{;}ﬂ,z,g%fsz ;,f] ,}*‘/.4’{-4_ ﬁf.‘ff;xt’i'

/’d J’LLC e Mﬁwfﬁ) v /m;c?«, YA 7‘2’7&7;/?3 Lnly ¥ cﬂwﬂ“ f
d??{

Daia Friva::y Wamin
All “written statements® recelved prior to the close of the comment perlod will be Included In the public hearing record.

Plzase ml:l'udn Pleasze fill out card tonighd and drop in the Comment Box,

Your Namis: ﬁ L L or eubmit to the addrese below by February 16, 2006.
Eryan Dodds

Address: fé /81 ﬁﬂﬂ%’ Ig"-'n'{ L) Norlhstar Project Office

¥h 5’d'|,, HE S 2 185 Fiflh Avenue South, Suite 755

Phone: ; (D Minneapclis, Minnasola 55401

(of commenter} ¢ ? S b Phone: 612-215-2200
Fax. 612-215-8210

Qrganization name: E-mail: bryan.dodda@mnrail.org

L{If applicable)

Mare information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be faund at: www. mn-GetOnBoard.com
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Vo Mtz b Ceye E“IPIW or submit to the address below by February 16, 2006.
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Mora information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can ke found at: www.mn-GetOnEcard.com
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Data Privacy Warning .
All "writien statements’ received priar ta the close of the comment pariod will be included in the public hearing record,

Please include Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,

Your Name: T (/13 - < ."-1"/3 _r’—'ff",hf-ﬁ‘-") wauh:c:tudtulu address below by February 16, 2006.
: Bryan &

Address: ([ c2 pD T3 L9 Northstar Project Office
155 Fifth Avenue South, Sulis 755

Phone: Minneapolis, Minnescota 55401

{of commenter) Phone: 612 215-8200
Fax. 612-215-B210

Organization name: E-mail: bryan dodde@mnrillorg

| (iF applicable)

Maore information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be found at: www.mn -GetOnBoard.cam
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Al *written statements” recelved prior o the close of the comment period will be Included in the publlc hearing record.

Pfease include &%&u Please flll out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
[y M ar submit to the address below by February 16, 2006,
) Bryan Dudds
Address: Morthstar Project OFice
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More informatian on the Northstar Commuter Rait project can be found at: www. mn-GetOnBoard com
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All "writtan statements” received prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing record.

Please include
Your Mame:

Address: "{‘ l—,{rﬁl?qj{ JLZ@'? .::.Vlﬂil [ i

Phona:
[of commeanter)

Organization name:
{H applicable)

Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
or submit to the address below by February 16, 2006,

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Dffice

155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
Minncapolis, Minnasota 56401
Phone: 612-215-0200

Fax: 612-215 8210

E-mail: hryan.dodds@mnrail.org

Mora information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be found at: www mn-GatOnBoard.com
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Section 5.3 — Responses to Written Comments Received at the January 25, 2006 Public

Hearing

531
Comment
1
5.3.2
Comment

1.

533
Comment

1.

Randell Benintende

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.
Steve Butler

Response

As presented in Table 3.6 of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation, the
capital cost estimate for the stations, stops, terminals and
intermodal facilitiesis $16.19 million (Y ear of Expenditure
dollars). The revised preferred alternative includes six commuter
rail stations and one LRT station.

As presented on page 14 of the EA, the non-federal share of the
estimated project capital costsis approximately $144 million. The
federal share of total project cost is estimated at 50 percent. The
federal funding would come through the Section 5309 New Starts
grant program. The New Starts program is a competitive program,
on anational level, that ranks mgjor transit programs. The grant
program is administered by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA).

Elevators will be included at stations requiring vertical
accessibility, including the Fridley, Coon Rapids and Downtown
Minneapolis stations.

Pam Upton
Response

The current operating plan calls for weekend and holiday service
consisting of three round trips; with two round trips (morning and
evening) between downtown Minneapolis and Big Lake and one
round trip (midday) between downtown Minneapolis and Elk
River.

At thistime, the Ramsey Station isidentified as a Potential Future
Station in the Corridor. Y our comment of support for a station at
thislocation is so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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534

Comment

535

Comment

1

536

Comment

1.

5.3.7

Comment

1.

Steve Upton
Response

At thistime, the Ramsey Station isidentified as a potential future
station in the corridor. 'Y our comment of support for a station at
thislocation is so noted.

The current operating plan calls for weekend and holiday service
consisting of three round trips; with two round trips (morning and
evening) between downtown Minneapolis and Big Lake and one
round trip (midday) between downtown Minneapolis and Elk
River.

LynnLinse
Response

Y our comment of support for the Fridley station location is so
noted.

Don Kjonaas
Response

Y our comment regarding timing is so noted. At thistime,
construction of Phase | of the Northstar Corridor Rail systemis
scheduled for 2007 through 2009.

Judy Schaffran
Response

The Coon-Rapids Foley station was included in the preferred
aternative defined in the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) and Record of Decision (ROD). Due to funding
constraints, the need to improve the cost effectiveness of the
system, and the fact that transit service already exists near the
proposed Foley Boulevard station, it has been deferred to
subsequent stage(s) of the system. Y our comment of support for a
station at thislocation is so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006
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538

Comment

539

Comment

5.3.10

Comment

Claren Sellner

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

Unnamed Commenter

Response

Construction of Phase | is anticipated to begin in 2007 and run
through 2009. The overall project schedule has stalled since 2002
dueto alack of local funding support. In May 2005, a Preliminary
Engineering (PE) Validation report was prepared that updated and
refined the system defined in 2002. The proposed changes to the
system defined in the 2002 ROD are evaluated in the EA/Draft 4(f)
Evaluation.

Gene Rafferty

Response

Y our comment of support for the Northstar Commuter Rail system,
as aveteran and Chairman of the Anoka County Vetsis so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006
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Section 5.4

January 26, 2006 Public Hearing (Written Comments)




& ¢ °
Comment Form -f%' :E
Morthstar Corridar Rall Project NORTHSTAR §
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation b s %.;.pﬁ,.v”-ﬁd
Public Hearing = January 26, 2006
Comments: <
I -
2. G M?Z“/Wj’d
Dato Frivacy Warning
Al 'written statements’ received prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing recond.
Picase include J . ,l(; Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
o Saraes ‘ﬁwu K'ﬁ{}h el L or submit ta the address helaw by Fehruary 16, 2006,
s Bryan Dcdds
Address: b | o "'-"?, : au-l FU B Northatar Project Office
A 155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
Phone: _, — " 2 Minneapnolis, Minne=ata 55407
{of commenter) 6 l l ‘5-' (:i l"_} a Phune: B12-215-8200
Fax: 8§12-215-6210
Organization name: E-miail: bryan.dodds@mirrail.org
(¥ applicahle)
Mors information on the Northstar Commutar Rall project can ba found al: www.mn-GetOnBoard .com
#“"Es“%%
Comment Form & ; g
Northstar Corridar Rall Project - MORTHSTAR ’%% g
Environmental Assesement/Draft 4{fy Evaluation gt

Public Hearing — January 26, 2006

Comments;

‘IwauLs‘ Appreciaie, 4-'-’1'*1 4t W Fonal Cnvtrmmendad
hysesmund regork Wi Arsilabi |

Data Privacy Weming
All 'writlen statements’ received prior to the close of the commant periad will ba Included In the public hearing record.
Plcase include Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
Your Name: T g Wi i or submit to the address befow by February 16, 2006,
Bryan Dodds
Address: l‘\\{.mf Sy Morthstar Project Offica
CEDnr, v M"";"‘:“f 165 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
Phone: ' Sad| Minreapolis, Minnesota 55401
{of commenter) (7L, 3) Y5 - 2L e Phonc: 612-215-8200
Fax: 812-2158210
Organization name: E-mail: tryvan.dodds@mnrail.ong
| {If applicable)

More Informatlon on the Northstar Cammuter Rall project can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBoard.com



Comment Form &
Northstar Corridor Rall Project i m

Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluatian
Public Hearing — January 26, 2006

Comments: L y \
FreaT cAeA-NeTh S /AR )
¥ Al . )
AT kﬁ’c;,f_f; vi¥, ﬂf"g&ﬁbﬁf L AE e "‘2"31 (ansd-_ A

;
Of-"n“"/e"ff M,.(',Q cennect 7 AL SIS PE

0 -h*mg duit | el b eﬁ’Fﬂv«&éf’J’ Qe ﬁr W
xﬂ.jm ed+ Ao :R,@~ A CKS

Dala Privacy Warning
All "written statements’ received prior to the close of the comment period will ba included in the public hearing recard,

? s ‘T':( O AN (e 3 + ?L-E‘LS & )Iéfé.‘ff’ érs meat o .-"AH' L

Please include Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Box,
Your Name: Ar:)ﬁu’r .0 ,éf*- o ;'5‘}9 of submit ta the address below by Fobruary 16, 2006,
= Bryan Dodds

Address: | |3 PAYIE o~ el € Morinstar Projset Offlcs

E: 155 Fifth Avenue South, Suite 755
Phane: o e ;o Minneapalls, Minnesota $5401
(of commenter) 2 12 G2 ? -; 3 € J{ Phans: p-El:|1 2-245-8200
Fax: 612-215-8210
Organization name: /ﬁ_—"ﬁﬁ?ﬂ L Alr.:ﬁ' \f::‘dl'fé Kl F-mail: hryan dodds@mnrail.arg
_[If applicable] - <N Wl

Mare information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBoard.com

.‘*\NHESC‘J-#
Comment Form & ép 4%:
Northstar Corridor Rail Project NORTHSTAR %% ‘;
Enviranmental Assessment/Draft 4{f) Evaluation COPMUTER RAIL

]
Public Hearing - January 26, 2006 Semer

Comments:

S beleiy Hiws & me¥ m& Hie fea¥ Fee

/???JWﬁ’%ﬁ; ok oo et &e;{,%ﬁ%{
wﬁ@;e Hha¥ s v
a/&?u: Lt [iBle. yre prelé A .ex;zj e be

Zc (,PF 2N/ T IGVANEY c:ar:»t—ﬂ?fch: Mg cpal a*g

bj_a/ Tho & a ﬁm)‘ lofpes !
ata Piivacy Waming

All 'wriften statements' received prior to the cloae of the camment pericd will be included in the public hearing record.

{L
‘%/w 0L

Please include Please fill out card tonight and drop In the Comment Box,
Your Name: K€ A ,g' ha) L e &_‘f;e - of sUbmit to the address helow by February 18, 2006.

Address: ?Z'EJ 7 ﬁl g x /‘?‘U n md;&m DOffica

& S Sy | 155Fih Avenue South, Suits 755

Phone: Minncapoliz, Minneacta 55401
{of commenter) ';&% *,}3 J-TTE {"_j :l;;ne:ﬁii;?;;sﬁ-ﬂgouu
Organizatian name: E-mail: bryan.dodds@nmirail.ory
{if appllcable)

71451,;%7:-’ ﬂ? .;ru?faf

ey

Mare information on the Northstar Commuter Rail preject can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBoard.com



e 20z

P‘%
o

s =
Comment Form &
Northstar Corridor Rail Project m
Environmental Assesamant/Draft 4(F) Evaluation

O yak
Public Hearing — January 26, 2006

Comments:

4N P, *-.:QL‘ Y 'm-Ml—c‘,,
MW/%%& W%{/&EJJJ

L

Data Privecy Warning
Al "written statements' received prior to the close of the comment period will be included in the public hearing record.

Fiease Includs, g Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Bow,

YouName: J£Gnne 16, Revacd | orsubmittathe address bolow by Fobruary 16, 2006.
i I 1 T ) K M‘ J Bryan Dodds -

Address: | & ‘{"P } L, 0T YT Morthstar Projsct Office

?c; M T\{ 155 Filth Avenue Solth, Sulte 755

Phone: o ﬂ‘ﬂ 1ag, 7 4| Minnaapalls, Minnessta 25401

{of commenter) 554 Y | Phone: 6122158200

Drganlzation name: 793 - 7.5; ?.. l{-}é Eﬁail:sﬁTﬁ?ﬁngmll.afg

(if applicable)

More information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBoard.com

H
. c’?\,&v E%uﬁ

Comment Farm = % E‘

Narthstar Carridor Rail Project NORTHSTAR

Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation ENNUTER RAL %ﬂr-ra p;ﬁp

Fublic Hearing — January 26, 2006

Comments:

BoiLd T A3 Soos AS |

e

FNCLUD iING  Sidlpse T

Dsta Privacy Warring
All ‘written stalemanis' received prior to the clase of the comment period will be included in the publie hearing record.

Plaase Include Piease fll owl card tenight and drop in the Comment Box,
) or aubmit 1o the address below by February 16, 2008,
Your Hanuf“‘l'ﬂ:,\ T) 6 i o JAN e

. N S W ey > | Morthstar Project Office
R 201G=6 > ST NE S IR s

Phone: Minneapolis, Minnecota 55401
[of commentcr) Phane: 612-215-8200

Fep:  E12-216-82710
Organlzation name: E-mail: bryan.dodds@mnrail ong
{If applicable}

More information on the Northstar Commuter Rail project can be found at: www. mo-GelOnBoard.com



e
— 5 ¥
Comment Form %‘ E
Morthstar Corridor Rall Project NORTHSTAR
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation DCENREUTER RAL ""*}UFT”‘&P
Public Hearing = January 26, 2006
Comments:

1
Grerr ScHeme! To IT.

Neeps 0 ExTEd [WEST TO ww?mimb.

= r LA ™ ] W 5 Vv e 51

OBvousLy THE EA. sHovd Be A uo-Mueb
(G,l\(én TWE OBVIOUS AVOIDED ng...,‘)

Data Privacy Warning
All ‘written stalemants' recaived priar to the close of the comment perdod will be includad in the public hearing record.

Please Include Please fill out card tonight and drop In the Comment Box.
Your Name: 3{1‘.&“’ Mhﬂ or submif to tha address below by Fabruary 16, 2006,

=0 w e i) 2~ Brvan Dodds

Addrass: b TL0 . RV Ew- KAF 7 PN Nonhstar Project Office

155 Fifth Avenus South, Suile 755
Phone: Minnespalis, Minnesota 55301
{of umnmanterfo 2 ‘%' %1"@ lea;p:iz-zw-amo

Fax: B12-215-8210
Qrganization name; E-mail: bryan.dodds@mnnrail.org
(If applicahle}

Maore information on the Northstar Ckr\muhr Rail preject can be found at: www.mn-GatOnBoard.com

B P N 52404

i
Comment Form = f 5
Northstar Corridor Rail Project NORYHSTAR % 5
Environmantal Assessment/Draft 4{f) Evaluation COMMUTER RAL ol
Public Hearing — January 26, 2006 :
~

Camments UJ‘ BAC)
e \W“L quﬁz WOEK- ™ (e Pdv—z:]i N have.
}\\(,LH;) t o WoeKeEs \L;LW/LJ/ oﬁ,’),i,z y) 1'}/')__;,‘—0 L,u,q_e

Oy \H/U?k{ wWinld . ruﬁéﬂ T2 AVt he
M!r}hl (UNS LY |7chm B 14 1< mw/f_,»
o VELMCLU/J 0 Qtw kme W %u?

ook Qd, YL 1N (‘1 \Jrr, el
E#ﬂwms:hn:gts nl:ahwd prl-ul clnso of mm nt pri;r L&E:C%ey In Iﬂ public hsarlnq

Please .'m:]ﬂd’p ‘ Please fill out card tonight and drop in the Comment Boox,

Your Hamn '\m" lﬂ’bi‘r &1 Qﬂ or submit to tha addrass below by February 16, 2006.
Bryan Dodds

Address: A{,"\.(? '\:) Worthstar Project Off

L,) \1 % 5 U“ “ Lﬁ (‘3 ’ 155 Fifth A\r':l“m Snm, Suike THE

e = = i is, Mi ta 55401
{of c;mma ].-—X 52 _I { _':-‘L? K P"g‘;fpgflg_ﬂgazﬁ

Faw. 612-215-8210
Organization name: E-mail: bryan.dadds@mnrail.orm
| {If applicable) i

More informaticn on the Northstar Commuter Reil project can be found at: www.mn-GetOnBoard.cam

/

H,'H{:xb



e
— 5 ¥
Comment Form %‘ E
Morthstar Corridor Rall Project NORTHSTAR
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation DCENREUTER RAL ""*}UFT”‘&P
Public Hearing = January 26, 2006
Comments:

1
Grerr ScHeme! To IT.

Neeps 0 ExTEd [WEST TO ww?mimb.

= r LA ™ ] W 5 Vv e 51

OBvousLy THE EA. sHovd Be A uo-Mueb
(G,l\(én TWE OBVIOUS AVOIDED ng...,‘)

Data Privacy Warning
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Your Name: 3{1‘.&“’ Mhﬂ or submif to tha address below by Fabruary 16, 2006,

=0 w e i) 2~ Brvan Dodds
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Section 5.4 — Responses to Written Comments Received at the January 26, 2006 Public

Hearing

541
Comment

1.

5472
Comment

1.

54.3

Comment

5.4.4

Comment

Frank Broderick
Response

Y our comment regarding the timely notice of the meetingsis so
noted.

Tony Rea
Response
All persons and agencies who provide comments (both verbal and

written) on the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation will receive a copy of the
final environmental document.

David Klopp
Response
Y our comment of support for Northstar is so noted.

As presented in Figure 3.2 of the EA, and referenced in Section 4.2
of the EA:

“The planned Cedar Lake Trail (Phase 3) identified in the FEISis
not developed at this time, nor has land been purchased for the
trail. Under the revised Downtown Minneapolis Intermodal
station location; the planned Cedar Lake trail would be shifted to
the east and south to accommodate the commuter rail platform.
The trail would be parallel and southeast of the station and the
existing BNSF track. Mn/DOT and the NCDA have been working
closely with the City of Minneapolis in the development of the
revised trail alignment through thisarea.”

Ken Shallbetter
Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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Comment

5.4.6

Comment

5.4.7

Comment

54.8

Comment

54.9

Comment

1.

JeanneH. Rivard

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.
Tim Donovan

Response

Y our comment of support for the full system (Downtown
Minneapolisto Rice) is so noted.

Brian Benson

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

Vivian Kiyee

Response

Y our comment of support for public transportation is so noted.
The Northstar Commuter Rail system will include a bus operation
plan that feeds buses on atimed basis to the commuter rail stations.
The bus operating plan will provide for effective timed-transfers
from rail/bus and vice versa.

Andrew Wanbach

Response

Y our comment of support for Northstar and other proposed rail
corridors in the Twin Cities metropolitan area is so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006
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Responsesto Written Comments Recelved at the January 30, 2006
Public Hearing




witesey,

L

NORTHSTAR
COMMUTER RAIL

Section 5.5 — Responses to Written Comments Received at the January 30, 2006 Public

Hearing

551
Comment
1
5.5.2
Comment

1.

Robert Letendre

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

Cathy Sorensen

Response

The proposed park-and-ride facilities proposed at the Fridley,
Coon Rapids Riverdale, Anoka Elk River and Big Lake stations
are presented below. Please note the site size for the Big Lake
Station has been corrected to reflect the land required for the
access road to CR 43.

Downtown Minneapolis 0.7 acre 0 No

(Figure 3.2 of EA)

Fridley 3.7 acres (West) 281 (West) On-site Stormwater

(Figure 3.3 of EA) 4.8 acres (East) 337 (East) Detention Basin (west and
east sides)

Coon Rapids-Riverdale 9.6 acres 460 spaces Drains to Existing On-Site

(Figure 3.4 of EA)

7.0 acres currently developed

Pond

Anoka
(Figure 3.5 of EA)

The exact configuration of the parking
facility isto be determined by the City
of Anoka. The site size of 4.95 acres
defined and evaluated in the FEIS
reflects station facilities on both the
north and south sides of the tracks.

Figure 3.5 reflects the general site area
proposed by the City of Anokafor the
parking facility (south side of tracks).

The City of Anokais
taking the lead in the
development of aparking
structure at this station

(up to 450 spaces/

2 level structure).

The Northstar Projectisa
funding partner for the
proposed parking structure

Off-Site Stormwater
Detention Basin

(to be constructed as part of
the Northstar Corridor Rail
Project)

at the Anoka Station.
Elk River 13.2 acres 754 spaces On-Site Stormwater
(Figure 3.6 of EA) 9.5 acres currently developed Detention Basin
Big Lake Station 9.8 acres (station) 400 spaces On-site Stormwater
(Figure 3.7 of EA) 1.8 acres (roadway connection to Detention Basin
County Road 43)

The Northstar Rail System will include a bus operation plan that
feeds buses on atimed basis to the commuiter rail stations. The bus
operating plan will provide for effective timed-transfers from
rail/bus and vice versa. The local project partners are currently

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT

February 2006
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553

Comment

1

554

Comment

1

555

Comment

1.

5.5.6

Comment

1.

evaluating the need for and logistics of providing a night-only
stall(s) at the Big Lake Station as well asthe feasibility of
providing limited pay-only stalls for park-and-ride users leaving
their cars for extended periods of time (over 24 hours).

Stanley D. Kasal

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted. Washington County
Regional Railroad Authority (WCRRA), in cooperation with the
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) and the
Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA) are
currently in the process of conducting an Alternatives Analysis
study for the Red Rock Corridor, which includes service to the
Hastings, Minnesota area.

Dan Thiele

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

Jim Stahlmann

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.

Bret R. Collier
Response
The overall goas of the Northstar Project include:

a. Providing a cost-effective and efficient transportation
option

b. Improving mobility, and

c. Encouraging transportation-supportive land use

More specifically, Northstar’ s objective is to transport commuters
to work in downtown Minneapolis in a safe, fast and reliable
manner.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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The Metropolitan Council projects that the region’s population will
grow by nearly one million by the year 2030, and employment will
grow by over one-half million jobs. These new residents will
generate an additional four million daily trips and the number of
congested highways is expected to double (Metropolitan Council:
2030 Regional Development Framework). The Northstar Corridor
isone of the fastest growing areas in the Twin Cities metropolitan
area, and includes the fully-devel oped urban core and rapidly
developing suburban areas.

By 2025, TH 10 between Big Lake and Blaine/I-35W will be
operating at Level of Service (LOS) F. In addition, three primary
routes from TH 10 into downtown Minneapolis will aso have
major segments operating at LOS F. Increasing the capacity of the
highways to meet these growing problems is constrained by
geography and existing conditions. The major routes into
downtown are at capacity and act as chokepoints for commuters
from the north and northwest attempting to get to jobs during peak
congestion periods.

As noted above, one of the goals of the Northstar project isto
provide a cost-effective way of adding capacity to the
transportation system, while successfully avoiding the highway
chokepoints that include and surround downtown Minneapolis.

As stated on page 9 of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation:

With the planned capacity improvements, the entire commuter rail
route will be double-tracked, allowing commuter trainsto run
concurrently with 35 to 60 freight trains per day. Sgnalswill be
upgraded, with the entire commuter rail route using the CTC
system upon completion. BNSF will dispatch and may also
operate the commuter rail trains. The Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) Class 4 track will allow passenger speeds up
to 79 miles per hour and freight speeds up to 60 miles per hour.
The boarding platforms will be located within BNSF right-of-way
and in most locations, the commuter trainswill stop directly on the
BNSF mainline tracks to board passengers. The two terminal
stations will include off-line platforms where boarding will occur
from siding tracks.

The proposed track capacity improvements defined in the
Agreement with the BNSF will provide for efficient operations for
both existing freight and the proposed commuter rail service
between downtown Minneapolis and Big Lake.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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Minnesota is competing with hundreds of transit projects
throughout the country for alimited amount of federal transit
dollars. Asstated in the EA, the total construction cost for the
Northstar Corridor Rail project, from downtown Minneapolis to
Big Lake is $289 million (year of expenditure dollars). These
costs will be paid for by the following sources:

a. Federal government: 50%
b. State of Minnesota: 33%
c. Loca Governments, 17%

Bus and rail ridership increased by 7.2 percent (4.7 million rides)
from 2004 to 2005. Busrideson regular routes grew 1.5 percent to
59.5 million in 2005. Overal, busridership was 61.8 million,
down by ahalf percent (275,000 rides), primarily due to reduced
shuttle service riders at the airport and a reduction in contract route
service. Rail ridesreached 7.9 million in 2005 (a 170 percent
increase over 2004 statistics).

The purpose of the public hearing is to provide an overview
regarding the revised aternative, present a summary of the
findings, define the process for submitting comments, and to
obtain comments from the public regarding the project under
study.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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PUBLI C HEARI NG
for the
NORTHSTAR CORRI DOR RAI L PROJECT

Envi ronnment al Assessnent/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

Hel d at:

Coon Rapids Cvic Center
1155 Robi nson Drive

Coon Rapi ds, M nnesota

January 25, 2006

7:00 p.m

Jacki e Young, RPR
Adans Court Reporting
320 East Main Street
Anoka, M nnesota 55303
763-421- 2486

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS, taken on
Wednesday, January 25, 2006, at the Coon Rapids
Cvic Center, 1155 Robinson Drive, Coon Rapids,

M nnesota, conmencing at approximately 7:00 o' cl ock
p.m, before Jacki e Young, Professional Registered
Reporter and Notary Public, in and for the County

of Hennepin, State of M nnesota.

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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PROCEEDI NGS

MR, YANTCOS: Ckay. Now we're going to
start the formal and | egal process part of tonight,
so there's a lot of things that | have to read
because this is all something that we have to
follow We're following a legal and state federa
process to this neeting, and so let ne go through
all the different pieces.

| want to wel come you to the public
hearing on the environnental assessnent of the
Northstar Corridor Rail Project. Actually we're
all glad to see you. |It's a very nice turnout and
| appreciate you coming. M nane is Tim Yantos.
am the executive director of the Northstar project,
and | will be the presiding over the public
heari ng.

The purpose of the public hearing is to
present an overvi ew of the environnmental assessnent
and provi de an opportunity for comrents. W
conpl eted an environnental inpact statenent in
2002. W conpleted that. It has been approved by
all the different agencies. W have had sone
changes to the project, and we want to tal k about
the environmental concerns with that.

Shortly Bryan Dodds will be presenting a

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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short Power Point presentation on the environmental
assessment, but | need to go over for you the
rules. Again, we have to do this as a part of the
process.

The presentation and coments tonight are
bei ng transcribed by a court reporter. There will
be an opportunity to comment follow ng. W have
about a 15 to 20 minute presentation on the
envi ronmental changes. |f you wish to make a
verbal comment tonight, we request that you will
fill out a request to speak card found on the
signup table, and we have people that will pass
those out to you.

Jeanni e, do you want to rai se your hand,
and others if you would like to -- if you would
like to sign up to speak

This will help ensure that we take
conmments in an orderly manner and that the court
reporter spells your nane correctly. That's very
important. So when you provide -- Let's see. So
we can provide everybody who wi shes a tinme to
speak, we're going to try to linmit the -- your
comments to three to five mnutes

W request by that, when you want to give

your testinmony, that you start by giving us your

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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name and the spelling and the address so the court
reporter has all that information; again, because
we're following a very | egal process. Comments
will not be responded to. So if you ask us a
question, because this is a | egal process, we
cannot give you an answer right here. But if you
wish to get up and go talk to anybody in the yell ow
shirt or the gentleman with the blue shirt and the
tie, you can get your question answered. But
because, again, we're follow ng a process, we
cannot give you an answer as part of this hearing.

But your question will becone part of a
final environnental docunent that will be prepared
and distributed follow ng the close of the comment
period of February 16th. So you have an
opportunity to conment now or up to February 16th
of 2006.

I f you have a specific question about the
Nort hstar comuter route, you're invited to discuss
the project informally, as | nentioned, with any of
those fol ks that have a yellow shirt on

Verbal and witten comments are
consi dered of equal value. |If you do not wish to
make a verbal conment, you may meke a conment on

the cards and they will be entered into the

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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docunents. You may deposit your witten conments.
We have a box at the sign-in table or give it to
somebody with a yellow shirt and they will nake
sure that -- that they get into the record. Again,
we need to have that done by February 16t h.

Let's see. A couple of other things.
There are two public hearings for this project.
One on January 27th, which is tonmorrow, and that
will be in Mnneapolis; and then January 30th in
Bi g Lake. Information about these neetings can be
found on the signhup table.

Anybody have any questions regardi ng the
rul es of what we're doing here? So again, if you
have a particul ar question, we won't be able to
answer, but if you want to make a coment, it will
be recorded. Again, if you have a particul ar
question, one of the people in the yellow shirts
can do that.

So I'mgoing to have Bryan Dodds, he's
with the Northstar project office and with the
M nnesot a Departnent of Transportation, he wll
conme and now give you the 15, 20 minute overview.
And then | will cone back and then proceed with the
official neeting.

Bryan.

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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MR DODDS: Thank you, Tim Well, we're
here for the public hearing and this is the first
ni ght of three.

So the agenda for the hearing. The
purpose of this public hearing, we'll go over that;
touch on the project history; go through the
alternative we evaluated and the inpacts assessed;
overview of the findings; our next steps; and how
to provide coments.

So the purpose of this public hearing:
We're going to present the findings of our
envi ronment al assessnent, which is a document which
goes through basically the changes we've had in the
| ast few years of the project. It presents our
current preferred alternative and the decision at
hand, and descri be the accommpdati ng process and
secure any input.

So who are the agencies involved in this
process? The federal agency involved is the
Federal Transit Adm nistration and we're foll ow ng
their environnental process. Qur |ocal partners
are the M nnesota Departnent of Transportation
Nort hstar Corridor Devel opnent Authority, and
Met ropol i tan Counci | .

What is comruter rail? Well, the Twin

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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Cities currently has a light rail system and our
commuter rail system operates on existing track
the Burlington Northern Santa Fe, whereas the |ight
rail systemoperates on its own track w thout
sharing with other freight vehicles. The comuter
train is 30 miles one way. Light rail will be
shorter. Qur stations, optimally five nmiles, give
or take, apart. The light systemw || be about a
mle or so apart, and H awatha is less than a nile
or so. And we're noving people to work. W're
commut i ng.

So our project. Forty mles in length
goi ng from downtown M nneapolis to Big Lake. W
have a mai ntenance facility in Big Lake. W have
18 train cars, five loconptives. W' re doing
i nprovenents to the Burlington Northern Santa Fe
for capacity inprovenent, and we include a four
bl ock extension of the LRT so we can have a
connection in downtown M nneapolis

Qur project history. As many of you
know, we've been at this since about 1999,
havi ng ot her public hearings, and working our
initial -- our environnental inpact statenent,
whi ch we had back then. And the environnenta

i npact statenent, or EIS, is a pretty conprehensive

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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federal ly mandated docunent for |arger projects,
and it was al so done in conjunction with our
prelimnary engineering effort, which is about a 30
percent plan for the project.

We got the approval to go forward and
basically inproved our -- our environmenta
docunent at the federal and the state level, and
that's for the ROD or record of decision, adequacy
determ nation did.

Funding stalled for the project. W kind
of put it on the shelf for a couple of years and
now it's gaining nonmentum again so we need to go
back and re-eval uate how the project has changed
and see how we can nove forward. So we | ooked at
our key validation report, we |ooked at our 30
percent plan, updated those, and started on the
envi ronnental assessnent for this project.

So the project history, what did we | ook
at before. W had the commuter rail systemthat
went from downtown M nneapolis all the way to Rice
or about 82 nmiles. W had 11 commuter rai
stations and we had a vehicle naintenance facility
in Elk River. W had a |layover facility in Rice
W had a connection that was on Fifth Street in

downt own M nneapolis that was on the north side and

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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10

not the south side, like we are |ooking at now
And we had other traffic inprovenents, but we did
not include the third main |line, which we | ooked at
in the EIS.

So as you can see, we go fromthe bottom
part of the page, M nneapolis all the way up to
St. Coud and Rice. And that was the EIS project.

So what are we | ooking at today. W're
|l ooking at a 40-nile systemthat starts in
M nneapolis and goes to Big Lake. W have stations
in Mnneapolis, Fridley, Coon Rapids, Anoka, Elk
River, and Big Lake. Qur naintenance facility and
| ayover facilities were conbined for efficiencies
at the end of our line in Big Lake.

The Bi g Lake station has changed
| ocations, which has increased our safety, and 1’|
go through that when we | ook at the Big Lake
station. Qur LRT connection has changed sides of
the road. We're now on the south side of Fifth
Street, and we're looking at a third nmain for
i nprovenent s.

So why the change. W had funding
availability difficulties. The FTA has changed
their cost effectiveness. W need a | eaner, neaner

project, one that is nore cost effective. W've

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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11

tried to inmprove safety through reducing grade
crossings and noving our -- our |ayouts around.
There's been surroundi ng devel opnent. W have a
twi n stadi um proposed and ot her devel oprments in
downt own M nneapolis that we have been wor ki ng
t hrough and around. W have an BNSF agreement for
designing certain track i nprovenents, and that's
where the third main was added into our project.
And we have inproved vehicle circul ation, revising
the side of Fifth Street that the LRT is on

So as you can see here, we have
M nneapolis to Big Lake as kind of a Phase 1, and
then the rest of the corridor up to Rice as
Phase 2.

So | want to quickly sumrmarize what's
going on at each station. Here's downtown
M nneapolis. You can see our commuter rai
platform It nmeets the BNSF tracks from downt own,
nmeeting up with LRT, connecting through here. The
Target Center is just off the screen here.

The Fridley station, kind of a nore
uni que station. W have parking lots on both sides
of the BNSF and we have a tunnel connecting them so
it's providing a good connection between the

nei ghbor hoods on each side of the track and be a
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safe crossing for pedestrians and bikes as well as
by our users.

The Coon Rapids station, this is an
existing Northstar comuter coach facility, and we
are going to modify it for our use. W're having a
platformhere, and there will be a pedestrian
overpass over the BNSF tracks in this |ocation

The Anoka station, we have revised the
pond, which is up in the upper left. There's a DNR
scenic easenent that we were, with the ElS,
encroachi ng upon nore, and now, through further
desi gn process, we have been able to pull out and
nostly get -- get away from being inside that
easenent .

The Elk River station is also an existing
commut er coach facility. W're expanding this a
lot, which is alnpbst at capacity now, w th commuter
coach. This is -- Again, we'll have a pond and
this is in the neighborhood of existing transit
ori ented devel opnent right now.

Bi g Lake, we did have and was pl anned
with the EIS to have the station on this side of
County Road 43, Hi ghway 10, which is across the top
but now nmoved it down here. This will prevent

us -- You can load without having to cross. W're

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

13

going to have a station platformon either side of
the -- of the BNSF, and so you will not have to
cross the BNSF main line to | oad onto the track
We just have our own siding connected to the

mai nt enance facility.

And so our nmintenance facility, as you
can see on the left-hand side there, is the
proposed station and our maintenance facility has a
core building, train wash facilities, and storage
transfer of the trains.

Track inmprovenents | ooked at with the
third main. To orient you, to the left is north,
here is 694, and so we start and we head north from
694. Just south of here, here's the Northtown
Yards -- Yard for the BNSF, and it heads north from
mle point 15.1 north past M ssissippi, Osborn, and
we continue here up past 610, and it's just north
of Coon Creek Boul evard where the third main will
end.

Hi awat ha LRT connection. This is -- The
blue on the left-hand side of the screen is where
the existing LRT ends at First Street, along First
Avenue, along Fifth Street, and we are extending it
four blocks to neet up with the comuter rai

station platformhere. And again, we are on the

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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south side now, it was on the north, and there
needed to be a retaining wall here on Fifth. And
since we have noved it to the -- to the south, we
can -- we can keep access through here and keep
nmobi lity downtown better.

So what did we look at with the EA. W
had very social inpacts, |and use, parking |ot,
hi storical stuff that we | ooked at.

Go ahead.

Envi ronnmental inpacts, farm |l ands,
wet | ands, wild scenic areas, and hazardous waste,
noi se, transportation

So what did we find. W found that the
existing project, as it is now, is consistent with
| ocal plans. W' ve had a reduction in property
acquisition, mainly just shorting the line. W are

foll owi ng provision in our programmatic agreenent,

which is an agreenent with historical -- the State
H storical Society and -- State Preservation
Ofice, rather, and basically that we will, you

know, protect our historic resources.

We have inproved safety by noving the Big
Lake station and not having that extra crossing.
W have identified 2.09 acres of wetland inpacts

and fl oodplain inpacts due to the third main near
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the Rice Creek area. And we have a reduction of
impact to the Rum River scenic easenent, that DNR
easenent in Anoka.

W' ve also found a potential inpact to
landing turtle, which was also identified in the
El S process back in 2002, and we will be working to
mtigate that in construction and keep the turtles
away from our construction sites.

W have storm water ponding
nodi fications, and we will be working on a Phase 2
environnental site assessnent, which is basically
an increased investigation into hazardous naterials
or possible hazardous materials at the station
sites.

W' ve been doing traffic inprovenents,
like | said, with that Fifth Street and Fifth
Avenue connection in downtown M nneapolis, and we
will be having a tenporary closure at Regi ona
Trail up at Rice Creek, which is a 4(f) inpact,
basically a park inpact. And so that's where you
see environnental assessnent/draft 4(f) evaluation

So we will be having a tenporary inpact
of about six to eight weeks of -- of that
connection there being closed. It will be

conpletely restored to its existing functionality

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG, 763-421-2486
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after construction is conplete. W have it
coordinated with the park departnent and we will be
posting trail closing signs.

So here's a short map of our trai
closing. And so this is the Mssissippi, this way
is north, and these are going to be our trai
closing signs. And here's the inpact right here,
the trail that comes around and under where we need
to add additional bridge for the third main

Next steps. W have our public neetings
here in Coon Rapids, M nneapolis tonorrow night,
and Bi g Lake on Monday night. Qur comment period
closes the 16th of February. After that we'll have
our environmental deternination and we'll respond
to all of your comments in the environnmenta
docunent this spring and shoot for construction
bet ween 2007 and 2009.

So for providing corments, we'll be
taking witten and verbal comments this evening.
I f you have comments beyond this, please subnit
themto ne at our office by February 16th. W have
themin various places, various postings, and
comment cards.

Verbal conmments this evening. As Tim

said, for elected officials, we'll try to contain

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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it to five mnutes; individuals, three mnutes.
And the public hearing is being transcribed by a
court reporter and the questions will be responded
to, not this evening, but in our fina

envi ronment al docunent. Ckay.

MR YANTOS: Again, thank you for com ng
out. | think we've had over 50 public
i nformation/public hearings over the period of tine
since 1997, so it's nice to see so many faniliar
faces continue to follow the project.

Again, if you wish to have a specific
question answered right away, the folks with the
yel l ow shirt can answer you

| have four cards now that people wish to
make coments. W have fol ks, Jan and others, if
you wish to -- to comment, please get the
i nformati on. Wen you stand up, again, we ask that
you pl ease give your nane and the spelling and the
address to the court reporter so that we can get
all that into the record

And | will probably just do first nanes,
not to butcher the | ast nane and enbarrass you, but
this is an easier one for me. Arthur Nielsen
Arthur Ni el sen.

MR N ELSEN.: My nane is Arthur N el sen

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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spelled Ni-e-l-s-e-n. | live on 1254 Large Creek
in Coon Rapids.
My subject matter is, what was the total

cost of the light rail system from downtown

M nneapolis to the airport? That's one. Ckay. -
Conpared to that what we're going to do -- |'m not

against it now. Fromthe existing area, from

downtown to Big Lake, | want to know the difference

in price, because there you're involved with al

the utilities. Here we're got easenents that are
open to us and flat |and.

And | believe the noney we spent from
downtown to the airport we could have put the whole
l[ine in fromhere to St. Coud or Rice, and we
woul d have had noney coming in fromthat area into
M nneapolis, and then take that nonies and resol ve
the problens that they're already into from
downtown to the airport. At least we'd have noney
comng in. Nowwe're spending it -- now we're
spending it for repairs.

There, for the anmount of nobney invested
inthe terrain, for the track, the travel from here
to St. Coud, if it wuld have been initially done,
woul d have been all noney coming in both ways.

MR, YANTOS: Ckay. Thank you. Randall,

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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last name is -- it looks like B-e-n-i-n-t-e-n-k-e.
Wul d Randall |ike to speak?

(No response).

MR YANTCS: Okay. Then we have Davi d,
B-o-n-t-h-n-i-s.

MR BONTHNIS: |'Ill pass.

MR, YANTOS: Ckay. Kris. It looks like
G r-n-c-k.

M5. GENCK: Hi. M nanme is Kris Genck
That's Ge-n-c-k. M address is 720 West Main
Street, Anoka, M nnesota, which is the MDonald's
Restaurant there on Fair Qaks and Hi ghway 10.

My comrent is to let you know that the
group of owners there on Hi ghway 10 are -- have
formed a working group and are vitally interested

and very concerned regarding this initiative and

how it affects our businesses. Thank you. —

MR, YANTCOS: Thank you. Dan. It's T --
It looks like T-r-e-i-t-e.

MR TVEITE: H, I'"'mDan Tveite. That's
T, vas in Victor, e-i-t-e. | live at
13275-192-1/2 Avenue Northwest in Elk River.

I"ve commut ed downtown for sixteen years,
and | currently take the Northstar comuter bus two

or three tines a week. And | guess what 1'd |ike

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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to express is just an unqualified support for the
comuter rail
You know, from an environment al
standpoint, | can't see howthis is anything but a
positive environmental inpact when you consider the
nunber of cars that are going to be taken off the
road, potentially elinnating sonme of the
devel opment that will have to happen on H ghway 10.
It just has to be a positive inpact
environnmental | y. L
| also want to enphasize that while this
is obviously going to help our comuting fromthe
nort hwest down to downtown M nneapolis, this can't
be our total solution. There's also -- we stil
have to deal with, you know, H ghway 101, 169
H ghway 10, Hi ghway 65. All of those are stil

going to require sone -- sone efforts, sone

i nprovenent s. ]
| guess | just want to encourage everyone

who is in favor of this to contact your

| egi slators. W have an inportant bonding issue

coming up this year where we still have to provide

some funding fromthe State of M nnesota, so

contact your legislators if you're in support of

this and make sure that they know that you support

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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the Northstar comuter rail. Thank you

MR YANTCS: All right. Steve Butler
You also have it in witing. Steve.

MR BUTLER |'m Steve Butler. | live in
Andover. M address is 14430 Crosstown Boul evard
Nor t hwest .

Recently | heard that these stations cost
$800, 000 apiece, and | also heard that this was
federal grant noney and if you didn't use it, you
would lose it. And | just think that it would be
nore appropriate that -- The cost, |'ve heard, is
outrageous, as far as the cost of each station

And then is there an elevator in the --
either stations where you're going to crossover?
Li ke the Coon Rapids one, | think it said, where
you had to wal k up and crossover

MR YANTCS: Again, we can't answer the
question here, but if you ask any of those folks,
the gentleman right in back of you, he'll be able
to answer your questi ons.

MR. BUTLER: VWhat |'m sayi ng about the
grant noney is, | called up -- |I'm handi capped.
call ed up about how it's handi cap accessible, and
they said that | wasn't available for any of this

noney because of the -- because | was not with a
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nonprofitabl e organization. So that's ny concern
on the cost of each station.
MR. YANTOS: Thank you. Becky Fink.
MS. FINK: Good evening. M nane is
Becky Fink. M address 12061 Magnolia in Coon
Rapids. And | am associated with the Anoka County
Affordabl e Housing Coalition, but |I'm speaking al so
as a private citizen. |'mjust wondering when we
woul d hear nore about the plans for the inclusion ]
of affordable working fam |y housi ng associ at ed

with the Northstar. W would like very much to 9

have sonme direction on when we can | ook forward to

sonet hing definitive on that. _
MR YANTOS: Thank you. A lot of

questions. Do we have questions from other fol ks?

Ckay.
MR, AANERUD: |'m Mel Aanerud. Mel
Annerud, spelled A-a-n-e-r-u-d. |'mon the Ham

Lake Park Board. One of the things that |'ve been
involved with is the county-wide -- at |east Anoka
County county-w de path, bike and path system and
the different comunities that try to coordinate to
make sure that path system works between comunity
to community.

|'"massumng that within the -- that —‘

10
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within your plan there's -- there's sonmething --

sonmething within it to -- to be able to get to

10

these |l ocations by bike or by wal king as well as
(cont.)

any other way, and | just want to see how you're

coordinating with that bike and trail plan that the

county has.

MR, YANTCS: Ckay. O her questions?
O her questions? Oher questions?

Do you have it in witing? Do you want
to get a --

Jo Ellen Christiansen.

MS. CHRI STIANSEN: Jo Ellen Christiansen
38-107th Lane Northwest in Coon Rapids. |I'm ]
interested in knowi ng what kinds of arrangenents
woul d be made for connections for people who want
to take the Northstar downtown but don't work ]:L

downt own and work in sone of the other suburbs and

what ki nds of connections would be nmade to

encourage people to take it.

MR YANTCS: M chael

MR. I ACONS: Yes. M question was
related to the environnmental docunents. [t was ny
under st andi ng that the purpose of the neeting
tonight was to solicit conments on the

envi ronnental view, the environnental assessnent
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has been done so far. How can one get ahold

of these docunents? | don't think anyone here has

reviewed it, so it's kind of hard to comment on

t hem

on it

shirt

MR YANTOS: | know that we can't conment
, but I know the gentleman with the yell ow

is going to be able to give you the quick

answer.

Are t

kay. Are there any ot her questions?

here any further questions? Are there any

further questions?

hear i

If not, I can -- | will close the public

ng.
(Public hearing closed at 7:26 p.m)

* x %
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STATE OF M NNESOTA)

COUNTY OF HENNEPI N)

I, JACKIE YOUNG Certified Court Reporter,
do hereby certify that the foregoing transcript
consi sting of twenty-four pages is a true and
correct reproduction of ny steno notes taken in
said matter.

Dated this 28th day of January, 2006.

Jacki e Young, Court Reporter
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Section 5.6 — Responsesto Verbal Comments Received at the January 25, 2006 Public

Hearing
5.6.1 Arthur Nielsen
Comment Response

1 Thetotal cost for the Hiawatha LRT system from downtown
Minneapolisto Mall of Americawas $715 million.

2. The total capital cost for the Northstar Commuter Rail system,
from Downtown Minneapolis to Big Lake (40.1 miles), is
estimated at $289 million (Y ear of Expenditure dollars).

5.6.2 Kris Genck
Comment Response

3. Y our comment regarding concern about current business impactsis
so noted. During the construction phase of the project, Mn/DOT,
the NCDA and Met Council will work closely with local
communities to minimize potential disruption to surrounding
residents and businesses.

5.6.3 Dan Tveite
Comment Response

4, Y our comment of support is so noted.

5. The Mgor Investment Study (MI1S) that was completed for the
Northstar Corridor identified other transportation improvements
recommended in the Northstar Corridor. Mn/DOT and area
counties/cities are currently studying potential transportation
improvementsin the Corridor. These studies include, but are not
limited to: TH 10, TH 47, TH 65, TH 101, TH 160, and I-94. As
each of the above mentioned improvements could result in
significant impacts, they will undergo separate environmental and
design reviews under state and federal (where applicable)
requirements.

56.4 Steve Butler
NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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Comment Response
6. As presented in Table 3.6 of the EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation, the

capital cost estimate for the stations, stops, terminals and
intermodal facilitiesis $16.19 million (Y ear of Expenditure
dollars). Therevised preferred aternative includes six commuter
rail stations.

As presented on page 14 of the EA, the non-federal share of the
estimated project capital costs is approximately $144 million. The
federal share of total project cost is estimated at 50 percent. The
federal funding would come through the Section 5309 New Starts
grant program. The New Starts program is a competitive program,
on anational level, that ranks mgjor transit programs. The grant
program is administered by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA).

7. Elevators will be included at stations requiring vertical
accessibility, including the Fridley, Coon Rapids and Downtown
Minneapolis stations.

8. All stations and vehicles will provide for the accessibility of
commuter rail and light rail patrons with disabilities.

5.6.5 Becky Fink
Comment Response
0. The overall goals of the Northstar project are presented in  the EA

(Section 2.0), and summarized in the response to comment 5.5.6
(response #1). Additionally, Section 4.1 of the EA providesa
summary of local land use planning activities that have been and
are occurring throughout the Northstar Corridor. The Northstar
project is about providing an alternative mode of transportation.
The Northstar Project therefore, does not include funding for any
development beyond transportation improvements. Property
devel opment/redevel opment, including housing, around the
proposed transit stations will be based on market conditions, local
land use/zoning regul ations and respective City approvals.

Y our comment of interest regarding affordable housing in the
corridor is so noted.

5.6.6 Mel Aanerud
Comment Response
NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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10. As stated in the EA (Section 4.2):

Commuter rail stations have been designed to provide a variety of
amenities for the storage and safe use of bicyclesin station areas.
Bicycle storage facilities will provide secure, sturdy, and
convenient equipment for locking bicycles. The number of bicycle
storage facilities varies by station, according to the anticipated
ridership and space constraints. The minimumwill be five lockers
and ten bicycle rack spaces per station.

Several provisions are included in station design for accessibility
of pedestrians and bicyclists, including a network of paved paths.
The paths will connect major on-site and off-site pedestrian
origination points to the station and platform. All pathswill be as
short and direct as possible, with a clear line-of-site to the
platform. Pedestrian paths will be visible from on-site access
drives and parking areas, as well as from adjacent streets.
Regular pedestrian paths have been designed to be six to eight feet
wide. Crosswalks, walkways adjacent to parking and drop-off
facilities, and pedestrian track crossings will be wider and have
been designed in accordance with level of service capacity
standards.

The Fridley station includes a pedestrian/bicycle underpass, which
will provide improved safety conditions for bicyclists traveling
from east/west. Additionally, the Mississippi River Regional Trall
will be maintained through the Fridley station area. Asnoted in
the 4(f) Evaluation, the Rice Creek Regional Trail will be
temporarily closed during a 6-8 week construction period. The
trail will be fully operational when the construction is completein
the area of the Rice Creek/Locke Lake bridge. The Downtown
Minneapolis Intermodal station has been designed to accommodate
the planned extension of the Cedar Avenue trail.

5.6.7 Jo Ellen Christiansen
Comment Response
11. The Northstar system will connect with the Hiawatha LRT in

downtown Minneapolis at atransit hub that will also allow
commuters to connect with bus service to other parts of the
metropolitan area. Bus operations will also be revised throughout
the corridor to provide efficient bus service (timed-transfers with
commuter rail) to stations along the route.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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5.6.8 Michael 1acono
Comment Response
12. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation was distributed to 90

agencies/organizations in December 2005. Copies of the
document are also available for public review at the following
libraries within the overall Northstar Corridor, including:

Minneapolis Northeast Library

Minneapolis Technology and Science Library
Columbia Heights Library

Crooked Lake Branch Library

Northtown Central Library

Rum River Branch Library

Elk River Public Library

Great River Regional Library — Big Lake and St. Cloud
Minnesota L egidative Reference Library

The Northstar project website, www.mn-GetOnBoard.com also
provides a summary of the locations where the document is
available for review. It also provides the EA document in
electronic format for downloading.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS, taken on
January 26, 2006, at 560 Sixth Avenue North,

M nneapol i s,
Pr of essi onal

M nnesot a, before Vikki L. Thonpson,
Reporter and Notary Public in and for

the County of Washington, State of M nnesota.

APPEARANCES:

Bryan Dodds (Presenter)
Mar k Fuhr mann

Frank Broderick
Ji m Brennan

Bob Smith

Andr ew Wanbach
Mary O Connor
Dustin Maddy
Davi d Kl opp
Peter Radford
Henry Kohri ng
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PROCEEDI NGS

MARK FUHRMANN:  Good eveni ng,
everybody. 1'd like to wel come everyone
tonight to the Northstar public neeting and
public hearing here at Metro Transit. M
nane is Mark Fuhrmann, and |'mthe project
director of the Northstar project. M/ parent
agency is Metro Transit and the project is a
joint project between Metro Transit,

M nnesot a Departnent of Transportation, and
the Northstar Corridor Devel opment Authority.

And as you can see, all of the staff
persons who are in our requisite Northstar
yel l ow and bl ue you'll see around the room
and we are avail able for questions after the
formal presentation tonight.

The purpose of this public neeting
and now as we enter the formal public hearing
stage for this next half hour is to present
an overview of the environmental assessment
docunent and provide some opportunity for any
of you to commrent on them Shortly I'I]

i ntroduce ny col |l eague Bryan Dodds right here
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Power Point overview of the project and

hi ghl i ghting those environnental itens that
we would like for you to comment on if you
wi sh.

Before |I turn it over to Bryan I'd
like to just talk briefly about the proper
public rules of the public hearing here so
everybody has a fair chance to speak and
comment as they wish. First of all, we do
our -- we do require a court reporter and so
she will be transcribing everything that is
said tonight during this formal part of the
hearing. There will be an opportunity for
your comments and |'ve got a half dozen or so
commrent cards al ready, peopl e expressing an
interest to comment after we do the fornal
overview by M. Dodds. For anybody who woul d
li ke to speak who has not filled out a blue
comment request card, please do so. Wio has
comrent cards? Carissa has those and Jody
has those, so please see either of themto
fill out a card and we will add you to the

[ist of comrentors in the order that you
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submit those.
So that everyone can have a fair
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chance to speak, we are going to nonitor the
time. Time is inportant to all of us as
we' re busy people and we know your tine is
important taking it out of your busy
schedul es to conme and visit with us tonight.
So we will limt coments to five mnutes for
elected officials and folks that are
representing organi zed groups, and we will
[imt your presentation tine to three mnutes
if you' re speaking as an individual

The comrents toni ght that we receive
fromyou we greatly appreciate, but the
format of these hearings are that we will not
be responding to those coments. |If you have
themin a formof a question, fine, we
wel cone those, but we will not be responding
to those during the course of your
commentary. W will be transcribing those
comrents or questions that you make and then
we will be responding to all of those in the
formal environmental assessnment docunent that

we will be publishing coming up in md
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February.
| want to stress to everybody
toni ght that we wel cone your verbal conments,
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but we will welcone your witten coments.
The public comment period is now open and
will continue to be open until February 16
2006. If you have a specific question about
the Corridor project that you do want
answered and it's just a burning question
tonight, again, see any of us in the yellow
staff shirts afterwards and we'll do our best
to hel p answer your questions. Also verba
comments tonight or your witten conments
after tonight have equal value, all coments
are inportant to us. You nmay deposit your
witten corments if you wish if you want to
do those tonight on one of the conment cards
and we will be taking those back to the
office with us tonorrow to begin devel opi ng
our responses.

This is the second of three public
hearings that we are conducting tonight. W
had one |l ast night up in Coon Rapids, a very

wel | attended neeting, and toni ght here at
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the downtown end of the corridor and then
we'll go to the opposite end, the northwest
end of the corridor at Big Lake for the third
and final public neeting and public hearing
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Monday night. So you're all welcone to cone
Monday night if you like as well.
I nformati on about these, if you want to sign
up for Monday night's hearing are also out in
the foyer for your availability.

So with that are there any questions
regarding the rules of tonight's neeting
before we proceed to the fornal presentation?

(No response.)

MARK FUHRMANN: Okay. | see none,
so l'd like to introduce any coll eague
M. Bryan Dodds fromthe M nnesota Departnent
of Transportation, he is he our environnental
expert on the project and so he is going to
wal k us through the kind of project overview
and then with the focus on the environnental
changes that are incorporated in the
envi ronnmental assessnment. So, Bryan, it's
all yours.

BRYAN DODDS: Well, 1'd just like
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to say wel cone. | hope you've gotten to know
alittle bit nmore about the project and our
agenda. The purpose of this public hearing
is to learn nore about a project, learn a
little bit about what we have done in the
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past for our environmental docunentation

| earn about the alternative we have right now
and the analysis we perfornmed with our

envi ronment al assessnment and the reason we're
here tonight, the overview of the findings,
the next steps and how you can provide
comments. So the purpose of these hearings,
present our findings over the |ast few nonths
of working through our environnental process;
presenting our decision at hand; describe,
again, the comenting process; and seek your

i nput .

The agencies involved, the | ead
federal agency for this project is the
Federal Transit Administration and our |oca
partners are MV DOT, Northstar Corridor
Devel oprment Authority, and the Metropolitan
Council. W are following the FTA's process

for the environnmental docunent.
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So what is commuter rail? Comuter

rail it operates on existing railroad track

which is different than the |

have now which is on it's own

ght rail we

ri ght of ways,

own track that no other freight service can

use. It's a longer system 30 niles or nore

ADAMS COURT REPCRTI
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in length as conpared to |ight
shorter and stations are about

apart, light rail one or |less

rail which is

five mles

and we're

novi ng people to work, we're a comuting

system

Northstar's descripti

on, it's a

40-mle corridor, starts in downtown

M nneapolis and goes to Big Lake. W have a

mai ntenance facility at the end of the l|ine

in Big Lake, six stations. W have eighteen

actual train cars and five | oconpti ves which

makes five different train consists. W're

doi ng i nmprovenents to the Burl

Santa Fe mainline track and it

i ngton Northern

al so i ncl udes

l'ight rail connection, we're extending the

[ight rail four blocks in downtown

M nneapol i s.

Qur project history,

many of you
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were around for this part of the history.

We' ve been working on this since 1999 with
design and the environnental process started
with the environnental inpact statenent

and -- 2000 to 2002 and that's nore of --
it's a larger docunent, nore conprehensive in
the federal process. W' re updating that
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docunent with our environnmental assessnent.
We' ve al so gone through PE which is our
prelimnary engi neering or approximately 30
percent design for the project and when the
project stalled due to | ack of state funding
in 2002 and beyond we put the project on the
shel f and now we're reeval uati ng agai n now
that we're gaining nonentumagain with the
project and so we did our prelinmnary

engi neering validation where we rel ooked at
what we had done and updated the project with
the changes over the tine.

So our project history, what did we
ook at with our final environnmental inpact
statement back in 2002? W had a | arger
system it went from M nneapolis to R ce,

about 82 mles. W had 11 comuter rai
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stations, we had a vehicle maintenance
facility in Elk River and a | ayover facility
at the end of the line in Rce. W had an
LRT connection on Fifth Street, which ||
describe nore fully later, but it was on the
north side of Fifth Street. BNSF track

i mprovenents did not include the third main
whi ch we have | ooked at in the environmenta
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assessnment and it also included a bus
operation plan to change bus service in the
corridor because of this increased service
with commuter rail.

So this is a graphic of the corridor
starting in Mnneapolis here and show ng the
LRT connection down to the airport and the
Mal | of America and then headed up nort hwest
through the corridor all the way through St
Cloud and to Rice.

What have we | ooked at for the
envi ronment al assessnent, comuter rai
corridor between M nneapolis and Big Lake, 40
mles? A smaller system nore cost
ef fective, meaner, |eaner; stations downtown

M nneapolis, Fridley, Coon Rapids, Anoka, Elk
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River, and Big Lake. Qur naintenance
facility and | ayover facility have been
conbined at the end of our route in Big Lake.
And our Big Lake station has changed

| ocations slightly to inprove safety, and

['I'l go over that in the next slide. The LRT
connecti on has changed sides of the road on
Fifth Street, it's gone fromthe north side
to the south side and we have added due to
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our BNSF design agreenment a third mainline
track, so we're adding an additional track to
the double track that's already there through
Fridl ey and Coon Rapi ds.

So why have we changed? Funding
availability is one issue. W have gone back
and forth with state funding i ssues and the
FTA throughout this tinme has increased their
nmeasures for cost effectiveness, so we need
to neet those. And through additiona
engi neering we've been able to inprove
safety. Surroundi ng devel opnent has been
occurring in these sites and there is a
proposed Twi ns stadi um downtown M nneapolis

so we've slid our comruter rail platformto
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better accommpdate that. W have our BNSF
agreenment which we've entered into to | ook at
the third main and we've inproved vehicle
circulation

So here is our systemnow, starting
downt own M nneapolis again with the existing
light rail and we're connecting extendi ng
four blocks and then it goes up to Big Lake
and future systemall the way up to Rice.

So downtown M nneapolis -- |'mjust
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going to go through and describe shortly what
happens at each of these stations. So north,
it's to the upper right of the screen that
way, and so the river is over here, BNSF
mai nline comes in and the Target Center is
down over here and here is the LRT connection
which will be extended from down here on
First up to neet up with us and we'll have
vertical circulation or stairs, elevator,
escal at or between the two.

Fridley, kind of a unique station
for us, we have parking on both sides of the
mainline track and there is a tunne

connecting those. This will also provide an
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i mportant bicycle and pediatrician |ink under
the tracks so that hel ps inprove safety in
the area.

Coon Rapids, this is one of our
exi sting comrmuter coach park-and-ride
facilities in this location. H ghway 10 is
to the north of it and al so anot her uni que
station we have a pedestrian overpass to get
at the inbound platform

The Anoka station, here is where --
one of the areas where we've reduced inpacts.
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There is a DNR scenic easenent al ong the Rum
Ri ver and we've been able to engineer this
pond from being nostly in this easenent to
just partially infringing on the edge. And,
again, we have platforns on both sides and
proposed parking structure or parking by the
Cty of Anoka.

El k River, the other comuter coach
site which is existing right here, H ghway 10
is to the south and we will be expanding this
parking lot to the west.

The Bi g Lake station, we have an

exi sting park-and-pool lot which is on the
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nort hwest quadrant of County Road 43 and

H ghway 10 to the north and in the -- under
the FEIS and the initial prelininary

engi neering of the project we had the station
on either side of the mainline Burlington
Northern tracks here and so when you got out
of your car you would have to cross the

mai nline to access this station to go into

M nneapolis. Wat we've done now is we've
noved the station |ocation over here and
there is a siding so you will not have to
cross BNSF mainline to get onto the platform
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The maintenance facility, this is
just to the east of the Big Lake Station. W
have -- here is County 43 and H ghway 10 and
there is a road connecting the two. It
includes a large main building, train washing
facility, and storage tracks. The track
capacity inprovenents that we were talking
about for the third main on the Burlington
Northern mainline, this is a hard-to-read
graphic, but to the left of the screen is
north and we do have this on our board over

there on the other side of the room This is
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694 and here is the Northtown yard, big
swi tching yard of the Burlington Northern and
we head north past the M ssissippi, Osborne,
85th, and here is H ghway 610 and Coon Rapids
Boul evard just ends north of that.

The LRT connection, so we're
extending H awatha light rail project four
bl ocks. Here is where the existing system
ends on Fifth Street and First Avenue in
downt own M nneapolis. Again, here is the
Target Center kind of around you. W are in
this building right here tonight. So we
extended and we've switched to the south side
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of the track or of the road along here. And
so one of the benefits of this design it was
on the north side and it cut off access to
Fifth Avenue here and there was going to be a
retaining wall so now we've been able to open
that up and keep traffic nmoving in here so it
hel ps with circul ati on downt own.

EA anal ysi s, what have we've | ooked
at through this environmental process? W' ve
| ooked at social inpact; |and use; community

di spl acenment; archaeol ogi cal and historica
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resources; visual and aesthetics;
environmental justice; safety and security;
al so environnental inpacts relating to

farm ands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers,
vegetation and wildlife; rare, threatened and
endangered species; as well as water quality
utilities; hazardous waste; air quality;

noi se and vi bration; and transportation. So
what did we find? W found that the project
as it is nowis consistent with the |oca
 and use plans. W have a reduction in the
property acqui sition requirenents, so we
don't need as nuch property for this project.
We are follow ng provisions in our
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programati c agreenent which is an agreenent
with us and the state historic preservation
offices basically to say that we're
respecting the historical properties around
the site and will not negatively inpact them
We're inproving safety by noving the Big Lake
station. Wth the third main we do have 2.09
acres of wetland inpacts and fl oodpl ain

i npacts near the Rice Creek crossing of the

third nmainline, but we do have the reduction
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of the inmpact at the Rum River scenic
easenent where that pond was. Also we do
have potential inpact to Blandings turtles
which was part of the FEIS as well and we
will do our best to mitigate that during
construction. W' re doing stone water
pondi ng nodi fi cati ons and doi ng additiona
ESAs or environmental site assessnments which
is basically | ooking at possibl e hazardous
materials and putting together a plan to
nmtigate those during construction. W're
doing traffic inprovenents with the Fifth
Street alignnent, better circulation
downtown. We do have a tenporary cl osure of
the Rice Creek Regional Trail. This is a
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4(f) inpact, it's basically a park |and
impact. |'Il talk about that a little bit.
So -- and if you look at the title of our
envi ronnment al document it says:

Envi ronnental Assessnent EA slash Draft 4(f)
Eval uation. And the 4(f) evaluation is just
| ooking at how we are inpacting park | ands.
So it's a tenmporary inpact, it will be a

trail closure for about six to eight weeks
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during construction. W will fully restore
it toits full functional -- full
functionality after we're done with
construction. W' ve been coordinating with
Anoka County Parks and we will be posting
trail closure signs to keep the public
informed. As you can see on this map, trail
systens in red, here is H ghway 47 or
University and here is M ssissippi Street and
there is a connection that goes underneath
the BNSF bridges along Rice Creek. So to
construct a bridge for the third mainline
over Rice Creek we'll need to tenporarily
close this. So these yellow triangles are
where we're posting the trail closed sign.
What are the next steps? Well, this
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is our second of three public neetings. W
have our next one is up in Big Lake on
Monday. Qur comment period for the

envi ronment al assessnent cl oses on February
16th and after that we will have our
environnmental determ nation with the federal
transit admnistration as well as MV DOT in

the spring and we're shooting for
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construction period of 2007 to 2009

So we wel come your comments either
witten or verbal. |If it's beyond this
eveni ng you can feel free to send themto ne,
ny address is on the comrent cards. | wll
just go over quickly the format for giving
comments verbally this evening. Like Mark
said, for elected officials or representative
groups it's five minutes. Individuals it's
three mnutes. The public hearing is being
transcribed by the court reporter and the
questions will not be responded to this
evening but will be responded to in the fina
envi ronment al docunent .

So | will turn the reins over to
Mar K.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you very nuch,
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Bryan, for that 20-m nute overvi ew of nany
years of effort into the Northstar Project.
What we would like to do now is open
it up for public comments. So |'ve got about
a half dozen who signed up before the
presentation and if there is any nore they

will be coming ny way. So in the order of
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sign-ups the first sign up is M. Bob Snith.
BOB SMTH: So at this tinme we
hope it will be running by '09 we hope as the

target date in the spring, right?

MARK FUHRMANN:  Renenber, we can't
answer questions. We'Il take your coments.
BOB SMTH: Ckay. That and al so

hope sone day we get it all the way up to St

Cloud in the next few years on this |ine. |
Thanks.
MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you
M. Smith. The next person signed up is M.
Frank Broderick. |Is he in the roon®
FRANK BRODERI CK:  Yes. Qur town
house unit is just off downtown here, and
thi nk one concern that our people in there
have had, particularly those people that are
just 60 feet fromthe track was the
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environnmental inpact of fumes fromthe train.
And in those days they were tal king about a
station there so that was even doubly -- of a
doubl e concern. It's not as much of a

concern now, obviously, with that station not

bei ng put on the line, but we would still —
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have concerns about what is the environnental

i mpact of 18 nore trains in our block. (cont)

That's it.

MARK FUHRMANN: Ckay. Thank you
very much. Next signed up is M. Andrew
Wanbach. Wuld you also -- | forgot to
mention this -- identify your address,
residence for the record, please, Andrew.

ANDREW WANBACH: Sure. [|'ma
resident of Brooklyn Park, M nnesota, 4124
Edi nbrook Terrace. That's where ny parents
live, but I"'mactually living at the
Uni versity of M nnesota, St. Paul canpus as a
student. |I'ma junior there and with a nmjor
in urban studi es and urban and regi ona
devel opnment plus nass transit infrastructure.
I"'mreally excited to see that the State has
put such a high priority on transit and
commuter rail. | really hope that this
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project can put nore pressure on projects

such as Red Rock and the Central Corridor

Light Rail Line. These are two other crucial
projects for the State of Mnnesota. And if

we can get these built we can becone even
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nore conpetitive in the state and in the
nation and in the gl obal econony. Thank you
very nuch for having ne.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thanks. Next we

have Ms. Mary O Connor representing the

Brookl yn Center City Council. Wl cone.

MARY O CONNOR:  Thank you. [|I'm
not representing the council. This is ny own
opi ni ons.

MARK FUHRMAN: Okay. Well, thank
you.

MARY O CONNOR:  This systemis
going to cost 289 million and then |I've heard
that it's going to cost 13 nillion per year
after that to keep it going. 30 percent of
that 13 mllion will be covered by fares,
that neans about 9 million every year wll
not be covered by fares, so that's going to
have to be paid for by the county or state or
| ocal governments. | think that's too nuch
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money for this. | wonder how many people are

really going to fit in these 18 trains every

day, how many are we really helping to bring

back and forth to work. | read in the Star ——
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Tribune this week that the fastest rate of
enpl oynent growth is in the Central Lakes
area which is north of St. Coud and it says
that that area is going to outstrip the nmetro
area in work force growth from 2005 to 2015
so | think, you know, if we nove sone of the
bui | di ng and busi nesses away fromthe Twin
Cities that our current roads will take
people to their business. They can take

H ghway 10 north to St. Coud to go to work.
W won't need this train to bring people into
the netro area.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you for your
comments. Next is M. Dustin Maddy. Have |
got the last nanme right?

DUSTI N MADDY: That's cl ose
enough.

MARK FUHRMANN: Wl come. Pl ease
identify yourself with the correct
enunci ation of your |ast nane and who you're
representing.
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DUSTI N MADDY: M nane is Dustin
Maddy, | amrepresenting the North Loop

Nei ghbor hood Association. | live at 700
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Washi ngt on Avenue North, Unit 603, about
three bl ocks that way. W as the North Loop
Nei ghbor hood Organi zati on are happy that the
multi nmobile station will be placed within
our nei ghbor hood boundaries and we would Iike
the nane of that station to be the North Loop
Station. That is all | have to say.

MARK FUHRMANN: A little early
canpai gning to nane the new station. Thanks
for comng out. M. David Kl opp?

DAVI D KLOPP: That's ne.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Wyul d you al so
identify yourself for the court reporter.

DAVI D KLOPP: David Kl opp, 113
Par kvi ew Terrace, Golden Valley. |I'm
representing the Cedar Lake Park Associ ation.
And Cedar Lake Park Association has a mutual
interest in this corridor too which | hope we
could all get along with and our goal at the
Cedar Lake Park Association is to continue
the Cedar Lake Trail eastward to the
M ssi ssi ppi River and hopefully beyond that
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too. We would like to -- those of you that

are not famliar with the Cedar Lake Trail,

5
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one of the reasons that Mnneapolis is the
nunber one bicycle comuting city in the
nation, it is the trunk Iine going fromthe

| oose line, the southwest LRT, it all cones
down into the corridor between WAshi ngton
Avenue and the M ssissippi River. And just
to fill in sone people that don't know t hat
we just acquired 3 nmillion dollars out of the
federal transportation budget with the sane
gentl enen that was hel pi ng you all
Congressman Oberstar and Congressnman Martin
Sabo. So our goal is the sane as your goal
we don't want a transportation system nodel ed
after |ike Houston, Texas. W want a
transportation systemthat handi capped peopl e
can get along with, people on bikes, people
wal king, trains, less pollution. And the
ball park, | think it could be a great win-win
if we can get the bike and the train,
everything working together. So that's ny

conment, and | just hope you have a spot for

us in the trench. Thank you

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you very
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much. The | ast advance request to speak
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have here is M. Peter Radford. 1Is he in the

roonf?

PETER RADFORD: |'m Peter Radford.

I"'mhere -- I"'mcurrently fromthe St

Ant hony east nei ghborhood, and |I'm not
representing the board, |I'mrepresenting
nyself, but I am-- |'ve been famliar with
sone of the earlier devel opments that it
happened where there is actually going to be
a station in our neighborhood and it says
it's deferred so |I'massum ng perhaps when
the Red Rock Line conmes in you may be
considering that for the future, but | guess
| have a concern in that | see all these
stations are pretty much -- they look the
same, and the nei ghbors who are really close
to proposed station at the tine they had
suggested to MV DOT sone inprovenents that
woul d ki nd of ease the inpact of this

station. | nmean you see a |ot of these

stations way out, they're surrounded by trees

and not a |lot of people. Well, the station
in northeast that is going to be built is
going to be surrounded by a | ot of people,
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going to have a big inmpact. M understanding
i s when sone nei ghbors presented a carefully
t hought out plan of what would work for them
that woul d ease sone of the problens MV DOT
pretty nmuch just ignored themand said we're
going to build a station just like that one
and you can't do anything about it. | would
hope that when the time conmes for a station
to go into the northeast, which | think is a
good idea, | would hope you consider the
needs of the people who are going to be

i mpacted very closely who are living right by
the rails and it's having a bigger inpact
than sone of the people that aren't going to

be living as cl ose and dense.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Very good. Thank
you for that corment. | don't have any nore
advance requests to speak. Does staff have
any nore advance requests?

(No response.)

MARK FUHRMANN: Al right. Well,
et me open to the floor here and | et ne see
any hands from fol ks who would |ike to speak
on the record with a cooment. | saw a hand
in the rear there and next we'll cone to the

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG, | NC.
(763) 421-2486
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front. Yes, sir, please identify yourself,
nane and address for the record, please.

JI M BRENNAN:  Ji m Brennan, | live
on California Street in Northeast
M nneapolis, and I'mstrongly in favor of
what | see happening here tonight, but | want
to say that | hope that there will be a
station in Northeast M nneapolis. It seens a
shame to go from downtown M nneapolis to
Fridley while skipping all the nei ghborhoods
in between. That's it.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you very
much. Al right. Next, in front. Please
identify yourself and your residence, please.

HENRY KOHRING |'m Henry Kohri ng.
I live at 1900 James Avenue South, and |
woul d I'ike to suggest that at the Fridley
station that there be connecting bus service.
There is a lot of jobs up there like
Medtronic and United Defense and it's not
just people that live in the suburbs and
commute to downtown M nneapolis but al so
people that comute to a | ot of these jobs
out there. And especially at the Fridley
station | think that's necessary.

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG, | NC.
(763) 421- 2486
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MARK FUHRMANN:  Great. |
appreciate that cooment. GCkay. Any other
hands for fol ks that would like to speak on
the record with a comment? Let nme see if
there is anybody el se who hasn't spoke for
the record before we cone back for a second
round here. Any persons in attendance who
haven't spoken on the record first tinme
around?

(No response.)

MARK FUHRMANN:  Yes.

FRANK BRODERI CK:  Again, Frank = ]
Broderick, | gave her ny address. The St.
Ant hony Square Town House Association is
vehenent|y opposed to a station at Seventh
Street because of just the close proximty of
the last row of houses in our block that are

basically 60 feet fromthe track. 'l just

| eave that as a comment.

MARK FUHRMANN:  Thank you. Let ne
see hands, one last call for coments, fornal
coments on the record. One nore tinme, any
nore coments for the record? Any nore
comrents for the record? Anybody out in the
hal | there, Paul or Rich?

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG, | NC.
(763) 421-2486
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(No response.)

MARK FUHRMANN:  All right. Thank
you very, very much for all of your comments
tonight and taking tine out of your busy home
schedul es to come over and hear about the
Nort hstar Project tonight and share with us
your conmments. As Bryan and | have both
said, the public record stays open until Feb
16 and so please feel free to submt us in
witing or if you all want to cone up to Big
Lake on Monday we'll hear your comments there
as well for the next couple of weeks through
Feb. 16. Then we'll be responding to those
comments as we publish the environnental
assessnent shortly thereafter

Thi s concludes the fornmal public
hearing for the Northstar Environmental
Assessnent. We would wel conme, folks, if you
have any nore questions that you'd like to
pose to staff around the room please catch
one of us here as you're heading out and
pl ease travel safely on your way to your next

destination. Thanks so nuch.
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

I, Vikki L. Thonpson, Professional Reporter
and Notary Public, hereby certify that the
foregoing is a true and accurate transcript of the
proceedings to the best of ny ability.

W TNESS My HAND AND SEAL this 2nd day of
February 2006.

Vi kki L. Thonpson, Court Reporter
My Commi ssi on Expires January 31, 2010
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571
Comment

1.

5.7.2

Comment

5.7.3

Bob Smith
Response

Construction for Phase | of the Northstar Corridor Rail project is
scheduled to take from 2007 through 2009. The system is planned
to be in operation in 2009.

Phase |1 of the project would extend the system to the

St. Cloud area. The full 82-mile system was studied in the Final
ElIS and included in the ROD as the preferred alternative. Y our
support of extending the line to the

St. Cloud areais so noted.

Frank Broderick
Response

Y our comment regarding environmental impacts of the Northeast
Minneapolis station is so noted. Phasel, or the revised preferred
alternative of the Northstar Corridor Rail project, does not include
acommuter rail station in Northeast Minneapolis. The Northstar
supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIS evaluated the impacts of a
commuter rail station in Northeast Minneapolis at 7" Street
Northeast.

As documented in the Final EIS (Noise Section):

“In response to comments received during the DEIS public
comment periods, additional noise monitoring was done in the
vicinity of the proposed Northeast Minneapolis station at 7" Sreet
NE and Fridley commuter rail stations. Residentsin these areas
had concerns regarding potential noise impacts to their
neighborhoods. Two additional monitoring locations were
initially staged at the Minneapolis Northeast site, but one monitor
was discarded after construction at a nearby building potentially
increased the ambient noise reading. The remaining monitor,
identified in the FEIS as Monitor 1A, concurred with previous
measurements in the area and showed no noise impact.”

Andrew Wanbach

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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Comment Response
4, Y our comment supporting the commuter rail, and other transit

initiativesin the Twin Cities Region (Red Rock and Central
Corridor), is so noted.

5.74 Mary O’Connor
Comment Response
5. Based on analysis completed in July 2005, the annual project

system operating cost in year 2005 dollarsis $10.9 million. The
July 2005 Financial Plan for the Northstar Rail project identified
that fare revenue averaged over 20 years of operation would
account for approximately 36 percent of annual operations and
maintenance costs. The remaining operations and maintenance
costs for the system will be provided by Mn/DOT (Minnesota State
Genera Fund), the NCDA capital partners (levy property taxes)
and FTA grants (FTA Section 5307 urban formula grants).

6. The commuter rail service plan will provide a weekday operation
of eighteen trips (nine each way) between Big Lake and downtown
Minneapolis. Weekend and holiday service will consist of three
round-trips between Big Lake and downtown Minneapolis. The
2025 daily ridership forecast of 5,590 (weekday) passengers
corresponds to 2,795 round trips per weekday. Seating capacity in
passenger cars will range from 135 to 150 passengers, depending
on the interior arrangement and amenities provided in each car.
Each train set is currently proposed to have four cars. Hence, each
train set has the capacity to carry up to 600 passengers.

575 Dustin Maddy
Comment Response
7. Y our request for naming the Downtown Minneapolis Intermodal

station ‘the North Loop Station” is so noted.

5.7.6 David Klopp
Comment Response
8. See response to comment 5.4.3.
NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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9. See response to comment 5.6.7.

All stations and vehicles will provide for the accessibility of
commuter rail and light rail patrons with disabilities.

5.7.7 Peter Radford
Comment Response

10. Phase | of the Northstar Rail project does not include the Northeast
Minneapolis station. The supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIS
for the Northstar project did identify and evaluate a proposed
station at 7™ Street NE in Minneapolis. Volume two of the Final
ElSincludes areport to the Minneapolis City Council and the
NCDA, by the Northstar Community Task Force, on the 7" Street
NE Commuter Rail station.

The Programmatic Agreement (PA) currently in place for the
Northstar Project, callsfor the final design review and concurrence
by the Minnesota SHPO of the Minneapolis Northeast station to
assure it will not result in an adverse effect to the Northwest
Furniture Mart (in proximity to the Northeast Minneapolis station).

5.7.8 Jim Brennan
Comment Response

11. Y our comment of support for including a station in Northeast
Minneapolisis so noted. The Northeast Minneapolis commuter
rail station isnot included in the revised preferred alternative. Itis
identified as a future station, when funding is available. The
supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIS disclosed the impacts of a
Northeast Minneapolis commuter rail station at 7" Street NE.

5.7.9 Henry Kohring
Comment Response
12. The Northstar Rail project will include a bus operating plan that

provides efficient (timed-transfers) bus service to and from
commuiter rail stations.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
February 2006
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5.7.10

Comment

13.

Frank Broderick
Response

Y our comment opposing the Northeast Minneapolis commuter rail
station is so noted. The Northeast Minneapolis station is not
included under the revised preferred aternative evaluated in the
EA/4(f) Evaluation. The impacts and mitigation for afuture
station at that location are disclosed in the supplemental Draft
EIS/Final EIS and ROD for the Northstar Corridor.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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PUBLI C HEARI NG
for the
NORTHSTAR CORRI DOR RAI L PROJECT

Envi ronnment al Assessnent/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

Hel d at:

Bi g Lake Hi gh School
501 M nnesota Avenue

Bi g Lake, M nnesota

January 30, 2006

7:30 p.m

Jacki e Young, RPR
Adans Court Reporting
320 East Main Street
Anoka, M nnesota 55303
763-421- 2486
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TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS, taken on
Monday, January 30, 2006, at the Big Lake High
School, 501 M nnesota Avenue, Big Lake, M nnesota,
conmmenci ng at approximately 7:30 o' clock p.m,
bef ore Jacki e Young, Professional Registered
Reporter and Notary Public, in and for the County

of Hennepin, State of M nnesota.
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PROCEEDI NGS

MR YANTCS: |It's 7:30, the second
portion of tonight's activities. The first portion
was an open house. W wanted you to be able to
come in and just take a | ook around and ask
questions.

The second part is a public hearing on
the environnental assessment that we did. W' ve
been working on this program since 1997. W' ve had
sonmewher e between 50 and 60 public neetings.
There's been a few changes in the project itself.
There have been a few changes in sone environnental
things, and so this portion deals strictly with the
envi ronnment al changes that have taken place.

We have to follow a federal and state
| egal process for this neeting, so l'mgoing to
read this to you. |If you want to nake a comment,
it's very inportant that you sign in, and we al so
need to get your name and address for the court
reporter.

But let ne read through this so everybody
understands. | want to wel conme you here to the
envi ronment al assessnent for the Northstar Rai
Project. W are absolutely glad to see you and all

of the many, many questions that you've had for us.

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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The purpose of this public hearing --

Ch, I'msorry. |I'mTimYantos and |'mthe
executive director -- And we keep going in and
out here a little bit. -- executive director of

the Northstar Rail Project, and | will be presiding
over the public hearing.

The purpose of this public hearing is to
present an overview of the environmental assessnent
and provi de an opportunity for conments.

Shortly I will introduce Bryan Dodds, who
will be presenting a short Power Point presentation
on the environnental assessment.

First of all, I want to go over the
different rules, strictly, again, because we're
following a federal and state | egal process.

Now, the presentation and coments
received tonight will be transcribed by a court
reporter, who is right here. There will be
opportunity for comments following Bryan's 15 or 20
m nute presentation.

If you wish to nmake a verbal coment
tonight, | would request that you fill out a
request to speak card found at the sign-in table,
and a |l ot of us have these cards if you would |ike

to nake a comment. This will help us insure that

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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we take your comments in an orderly manner and that
the court reporter spells your nane and gets your
address currently. So that we may provide everyone
who wi shes to speak an opportunity, we will linmt
your comments to about three mnutes. And we wll
request, let's see, testinony, stating your nane
and address. W said that already.

Comments will not be responded to at the
public hearing, so you can nmake a conment, but at
the public hearing we are not able to respond back
to you, but if you wish to ask anybody in the
yel l ow shirt the sane question on a one-to-one
basis, we will be able to answer that question for
you.

Let's see. This will becone part of the
final environnental docunent that will be prepared
and distributed follow ng the close and comment
period on February 16th of 2006. This is the third
nmeeting that we've had along the corridor downtown
M nneapolis, Coon Rapids, and here in Big Lake.

I f you have any specific questions about
the Northstar Corridor Project, again you're
invited to discuss theminformally wi th anybody
that has a yellow shirt on.

Verbal and witten conments are

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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consi dered as equal value. |If you do not wish to
make a verbal comrent tonight, you nmay use the
comrent cards found at the sign-in table to provide
a witten coment. You nmay deposit your witten
comrents in the comment box at the sign-in table
tonight or you may mail the card to the

Northstar Project Ofice as long as we get it by
February 16th. And the address of the Northstar
Project Ofice is on the card itself.

Let's see. This is the third of the
hearings. | think that's all the official rules
and regul ati ons.

Let me introduce Bryan Dodds, who will go
through the presentation, and we can get to the
comments. Thank you.

MR. DODDS: Thank you, Tim Welcone this
evening for the third and final public hearing on
the Northstar Corridor Environmental Assessnent
Draft 4(f) Evaluation. The agenda this evening and
for this presentation will be to go over the
pur pose of the public hearing, the project history,
al ternatives eval uated, EA anal ysis, overview of
findi ngs, our next steps, and how to provide
comment s.

Agai n, the purpose of the public hearing,

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to present the sunmary of our findings through the
EA anal ysis, present our decision at hand, and
descri be the comrenting process so you can give us
sone feedback and seek your input.

The EI S involvement for this project.
The federal agency involved in our project is the
Federal Transit Administration, the FTA. W wll
be following their environmental process. The
| ocal funding partners are MV/ Dot, M nnesota
Departnment of Transportation; and Northstar
Corridor Devel opment Authority, the NCDA;, and
Met r opol i tan Counci | .

So what is commuter rail? Conmuter rail
operates on existing railroad tracks. This is
different fromthe light rail systemthat was
recently put in the Mnneapolis area that operates
on a dedicated right-of-way. It only operates on
its own track; no freight service. They're
typically a longer system 30 miles or nore in
length. Stations are placed approximately five
mles part, unlike light rail, which are one nmle
or less; and we're noving people to work, we're a
commuter rail service

Northstar's description. W are

approximately 40 mles in length, starting in Big

ADAMS CCOURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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Lake and goi ng towards downtown M nneapolis. W
have a mai ntenance facility that has been noved
fromE k River to Big Lake. W have six stations
along the way. W have 18 train cars and five

| oconotives. W plan to do inprovenents to the
Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroad facilities
between there, and that includes an LRT connection
bet ween the existing LRT system and our downt own
M nneapolis station

Project history. Many of you have been
around the | ast several years for this project
history. It started back in 1999, working on the
envi ronnment al docunentation and worki ng on
prelimnary engineering. Prelimnary engineering
is approxi mately 30 percent design of the plans
t hensel ves.

W' ve worked on our environnental inpact
statenent, or EIS, and that was conpleted in 2002
And we got our ROD and accuracy determ nation
ROD is a Record of Decision or docunent basically
saying that the FTA is satisfied with our docunent,
we' re okay to go on the project.

Vel |, our state funding stalled back
then, and we've had to -- we've gotten our funding

goi ng again. The project has gai ned nonentum and

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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so we're |l ooking at re-evaluating the changes that
have happened in the interim And so with our PE
validation report, our prelimnary engineering, we
rel ooked at what we had done, |ooked at any changes
that we had done in the past few years, and worked
on our environnental assessment.

So our project history as evaluated in
our final environmental inpact statement. W had a
commuter rail system between M nneapolis and Rice
soit's 82 mles or so, or about twi ce as long as
we're proposing right now W had 11 conmuter rai
stations. W had a vehicle maintenance facility at
Elk River, layover facility at Rice at the end of
the line. W had an LRT connection on Fifth Street
fromthe existing LRT line to our commuter rai
station, however, it was on the north side.

The BNSF track inprovenents did not
include the third main |line, which we | ooked at
nore recently, and al so included a bus operations
plant. So the project history.

As you can see, here's a map fromthe
FEI'S. Here's downtown M nneapolis, heading north,
Bi g Lake tonight, and all the way up to Rice.

So what did we ook at in our

envi ronnental assessnent. W |ooked at our 40 nmile

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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system It's pared down, it's leaner, it's nore
cost effective. W |ooked at six stations:

Downt own M nneapolis, Fridley, Coon Rapids, Anoka,
El k River, and Big Lake. W have a nuaintenance
facility conbined with our |ayover facility at the
end of the line in Big Lake. W have changed the
Bi g Lake station location. |[|'Il go into that at a
further slide.

Qur LRT connection on Fifth Street has
switched fromthe south side fromthe north side,
and we have added the third main |line track
Currently there's a double main line, two main |ine
tracks, for the BNSF in Fridley and Coon Rapi ds.

So here's an undated project map. W
have the LRT connection connecting to the existing
LRT system and then heading north, showi ng Phase 1
to Bi g Lake.

So why the change? Funding availability.
FTA projects, they' re nuch nore conpetitive these
days, so we needed to inprove our cost
ef fecti veness and i nprove safety. W did that
nostly in Big Lake. 1'Il show you those. There's
been sone devel opnent expansion. The project has
been living in an evolving world, so downtown

there's a proposed station site and additiona

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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devel opment. W needed to slide the station to the
north a little bit.

We have a BNSF design agreenent. That's
where the third main line came in as a design
alternate for the BNSF. And we have i nproved
vehicl e circul ati on downtown by noving the
alignment of LRT fromthe north side to the south
si de.

So I'mjust going to go quickly through
the station site |layouts. Hopefully you've all had
a chance to | ook through our boards to my left.
Here's downtown. North is up to the upper right
hand of the screen. The conmuter rail cones in on
the Burlington Northern. W peel off the main line
around Washi ngton Avenue and pull up to our station
site platformhere. Here's Fifth Street in
downt own. The LRT ends down here just off the map,
and we'll neet up with us on Fifth Street over a
bridge over the Burlington Northern

To kind of ground us, here's the Target
Center and here's the Ford Center, which we -- The
Ford Center is right here and the Hennepin County
Energy Pl ant here.

Fridley station, one of our nore unique

stations. W have parking facilities on both

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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sides, the east and the west, and we have a tunne
connecting the two with a center platform And so
their main lines will go on each side of us. So in
t he norning when you conme, you can get in on this
side, and in the afternoon it will come fromthe
south and you can get on this side.

To ground you, north is to your left, the
river is to the south of the screen or behind the
screen, and University Avenue is over here.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Can we ask
gquestions as you go or --

MR DODDS: No. We'Ill address those
| ater.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Ckay.

MR, DODDS: Thank you

The Coon Rapids station. This is a site
by an existing comruter coach park-and-ride
facility. And here's Northdal e Boul evard and the
existing sites here, Target is in this location
There is a pedestrian overpass as part of this
proj ect because there's no crossing in this
| ocation, and we have platforns on both sides of
the main line here.

Anoka station, near the Rum River, and

we' |l have the BNSF nminline going through. W'l

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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have stations on either side and a parking
structure or lot on either side of it.

Elk River station. Again the existing
site for the comuter coach, and we will be
expanding it over here. Highway 10 is off the
bottom of the screen. And access will be right
here. This is kind of an ol der aerial photo.
There's been devel opnent goi ng on over here.

Bi g Lake station, and here's where
one of our proposed changes is. The existing park
and pool where the FEI' S anal ysis | ooked at having
our commuter rail station. This is an existing
detention pond. W' ve now noved it to the
sout heast quadrant of County Road 43 and Hi ghway
10. Hi ghway 10 is up here.

And so the reason for this change. If we
wer e parking here and going to get on our
pl atforns, which would be on either side of the
Burlington Northern main line, we would have had to
cross the main line tracks at grade to get on our
station platformin the norning. The way we have
it proposed now, we are on a siding track off to
the edge of the main line track, and in the norning
and the afternoon you will not have to cross the

tracks to access the platform

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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The mai ntenance facility proposed is
just off the right side of the screen. Here is
what we were just |ooking at here. The main I|ine,
H ghway 10, County Road 43. The maintenance
facility is in this location. It includes a
i ght-duty maintenance facility, a train washer,
storage tracks for the train sets.

Qur capacity inmprovenents for the BNSF.
We're looking at adding a third main. This is kind
of a difficult graphic to look at, but to the left
is north, here is 694, and the inprovenents start
just on the north side of their Northtown Yard.

And we head north and start again on the right-hand
si de heading north along here, ending just north of
610 and Coon Rapi ds Boul evard.

And finally downtown. As you can see
here's the Target Center. Again our conmuter rai
station is here. W're conming in here. There wll
be a core building and vertical circulation here.
The existing H awatha LRT |line stops here. W'll
be extending it. And then we'll have tail tracks
past the station for storage.

For our EA analysis, what did we | ook at.
W | ooked at social inpacts. W |ooked at |and use

and econom ¢ devel opnent, community facilities and

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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services, displacenents, relocations, archeol ogica
and historical resources, visual aesthetics,
environmental inpacts, and safety and security.

Some of the environnental inpacts. W
| ooked at farm | ands, wetlands, wild and scenic
rivers, vegetation and wildlife, rare and
endanger ed species, water quality and utilities,
hazardous waste and contam nating nmaterials, air
quality, noise and vibration, and transportation.

So the overview of the findings of the
envi ronment al assessment. W found that it was
consistent with the Iocal |and use plans. W
actually had a reduction in the property
acqui sition requirenments over what we | ooked at in
the FEIS. W're following the provisions in the
programmatic agreenment, which is an agreenent with
the state historical preservation office, and so
we're basically -- we're | ooking after and we're
sensitive to historic resources and buil di ngs al ong
the corridor

We're inproving safety in Big Lake. W
have 2.09 acres of wetland inpacts, primarily due
to the third main track, as well as a flood plain
inmpact with the third main near Rice Creek. W do

have a reduction of an inpact to the Rum Ri ver
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sceni ¢ easement. Through nore detailed design, we
were able to pull our -- our plant further out of
the easenent so nowit's just on the edge of it.

We've also identified a potential inpact
to the Blandings turtle, which we will do our best
to mitigate during construction. W' ve nmade
storm wat er pondi ng nodifications. W have
recommended a Phase 2 environmental site assessnent
at selected stations, which nmeans we've had
addi tional research into where there's possible
contam nating materials, and we will be doing our
best to identify those and put together a
mtigation plan.

We're doing traffic inprovenents
associated with the Fifth Street alignnent change
i n downtown M nneapolis, and we do have a tenporary
closure of the Rice Creek Regional Trail, which is
called a F(f) inpact because it inpacts a park
I and.

"Il explain that a little bit nore. So
that's -- when you read the top of our document and
the hearing notice, it was environmental assessnent
and draft 4(f) evaluation. So what it is. It's a
tenmporary inpact to the Rice Creek Regional Trail.

"Il show a graphic on the next page. It involves
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atrail closure of approximately six to eight weeks
during construction, and it's just tenporary, and
we will restore the trail to its previous condition
once the construction is conplete. W have been
coordi nating with Anoka County Parks and we wll be
posting trail closure signs.

So here's a map of the area. The trai
closure is right here. Here's Mssissippi Street,
here's University and East River Road, and this is
Lock Lake and Rice Creek flows through here. And
so the trail connection is under the bridges for
the third nain line track or the BNSF mainline
track, and so when they're adding the bridge for
the third main line for safety reasons, they wll
need to close the trail, build the bridge, and then
open the trail back up

So our next steps. We're having the
public neetings. This is the third and final. The
cl ose of our comment period is February 16th. W
wi || have an environnental determ nation, which
will include any conments that you have asked for
this evening, witten and otherw se, for the other
public hearings, and we're antici pating
constructi on between 2007 and 2009.

Provi di ng corments. Pl ease provide
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conmrent. Verbal or witten, they' re both given the
same wei ght. They can be submitted to nyself and
ny address is on the coment cards.

Some of the rules for the verbal conments
this evening, we will give five mnutes to el ected
officials and representatives of groups.

I ndividuals will be allowed three ninutes. The
public hearing is being transcribed by the court
reporter, and questions will be responded to in our
final environnental docunent. So everyone who
fills out a card and gives a coment tonight wll
be nmailed a copy of that docunment so that their
questions will be answered.

kay. \Were is Tin®

MR, YANTCS: Bryan, thank you. Renenber,
if you wish to nake a comment, you need to fill out
one of these cards. W have people here that have
the cards. And if you want to, when | call your
nane, and |I'mgoing to spell your |ast nane so
don't say it incorrectly, if you would stand. |If
you still want to make a comment, give us your nane
and your address and then your conment.

Agai n, we cannot respond to questions
ri ght now because the process doesn't allow us to

do that. After the hearing is over, we will all be
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here, we'll be able to answer your questions, but
that's just the way the process works. So the
first one that we received is fromM. Jim-- it's
| ooks like Gr-a-e-r-e. Hopefully | spelled that
correctly.

MR GRAERE: That's right.

MR, YANTCS: |If you could again -- You
can cone up here if you wish or stand and give us
your name and address and then what your comment
is.

MR. CGRAERE: Jim Graere, Box 525, St.
Joseph, M nnesota. |'ma representative of a group
called All Aboard. W' ve been in existence for the
past three and a half years or so

And we think that for the environment
commuter rail is the best thing that coul d happen
to M nnesota. W' ve been |obbying for this from
out there and sone day we want to see that train go
all the way to Rice. Actually there's a lot of
people in outstate M nnesota who want to see this
thing run all the way up to Brainerd, or at |east

to Canp Ripley because of the troop novenents and

so forth. So that's where we're at with that.
W can see nothing that we know t hat

woul d i mpact the environnent negatively about train
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transportation. Reducing the nunber of cars is
good for our environnment. W have 16,000 students
at St. Coud State University. A great number of
them conme from northwest suburbs. They drive cars
up there, a lot of themright now.

W have a form of banker systemup there.
Seventy-five to eighty people comute to that
busi ness place every day fromthe M nneapolis
suburbs. That brings traffic up that way. So we
see this as a plus/plus for the environnent and for
our cities. And sone day | want to get on a train,
conme down to M nneapolis, see ny grandson, go to a
play, go to a ball ganme, wi thout driving through
traffic, traffic, traffic. Thank you very nuch.

(Appl ause) .

MR. YANTOS: Next person is Roland
F-r-o-y-e-n. Again, if you could give your nane
and address, |'d appreciate it.

MR. FROYEN:. Rol and Froyen, 633 South
Beadwood Road, South Haven, M nnesota. |[|'malso
serving on the sane conmttee as M. Gaere. 1'd
like to talk about this environnental inpact in a
little different way.

W have, as all of you know, we are

experiencing much growh in this Northstar Corridor
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ri ght now before the train runs, and | think the

train will bring significantly nore growth to this

area. And | think we have -- | think this gives us |
a wonderful opportunity to try to nmanage that

grow h and plan for that growh in a reasonabl e way

that can provide the kind of infrastructure that's

important for our environnent. And |I'mtalking

about surface water controls, stormwater contro

and al so wastewater control. |
| think there's -- right now there's

pl anni ng. New devel opnents are usually required to

put in a comunity sewer systemor hook up to the

large St. Coud systemor a large city system But

| think there ought to be a way for us to plan for

this growth so that it can al so consider the

devel opnment that's al ready here.

There's a -- there's a | arge anpbunt of
devel opnment in this area, which is blessed with
many | akes and rivers, and who woul d have pl anned
to build a city around the | ake and then not plan
for the sewage that that city produces, because we
know where that water goes; it goes to the |ake
eventually. And the kind of pharmaceutical s that
we're using right now are having an inpact on the

fish and other wildlife and we need to do a better
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job taking care of our wastewater

And | think this devel opnent gives us a
chance possibly to get together with our nei ghbors
and nei ghboring counties and do sone joint planning
for a rational, intelligent handling of the
infrastructure that we need to have in order to
serve the developnent this train is going to bring
us. It's an environmental opportunity that we have
now and | hope we will take advantage of it,
because the train is, | think, a wonderful, as ny

friend pointed out, a wonderful environnmental

asset .

Thank you very nuch.

(Appl ause) .

MR, YANTOS: The third card we received
is Gary -- | believe it's Gocchiarell a.

MR LOCCHI ARELLA: Locchi arell a.

MR, YANTCS: Thank you

MR. LOCCHI ARELLA: My nanme is Gry
Locchiarella. | live in Big Lake, 1045 Kilbirnie

Road. My wife and | and a rather |arge of group of
people --

MR. CGRAERE: Can you cone up front so we
can hear you better?

MR LOCCHI ARELLA: Ckay. We're with the
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No Northstar Organization. |'mnot a public
speaker so I'ma little nervous.
My question is that this is a designated
commuter rail and polls indicate that maybe 12 to
15 percent of our community will use it to get back
and forth to work. Wiy does it need to be so | arge
and expensive? And, also, has there been any _
t hought given to the fact that sooner or later the

governnent will dermand high density housing to be

built in this area?

MR. YANTOS: Thank you. The next card is
fromBrian K-r or K-n-e-t-z-a-n.

MR, KNUTSON: Yeah, Brian Knutson, 23604
Ni ghtingale Street, St. Francis. | work for the
BNSF Rai | r oad.

| think this is a great idea. | would -]
like to see it go up to St. Coud |Iike he was
tal ki ng about, up to Fort Ripley. _

Are the crews on these trains going to be-____

BNSF enpl oyees? That's one of ny questions.

And two, it's good to have triple tracks
because we run about 55 to 60 trains a day through

Big Lake right now and it's increasing with the

train in China, so it's good to have three tracks

SO.
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MR YANTOS: Thank you. Here's one
think I can handle. Tom Thonpson.

MR. THOWSON: Yeah. Tom Thonpson from
Elk River. | -- | have a couple of problens with
the Northstar. [1'Il just read a few of them here.
It seems like a lot of our tax dollars are going to-____
be spent to provide cheap subsidized transportation
for a small nunber of people and there won't be
enough cars taken off the road to help the traffic
congestion for people who do not ride the trains.

Just in looking at the sign boards here

or whatever, the stations | ook pretty expensive and

extravagant, and |I'mjust wondering why we have to

spend so nuch noney on the shelters.

In talking to one of the gentleman here
tonight, he told me that we still don't have an
agreenment with Burlington Northern on the use of
the rail tracks, and it seens to ne that that
shoul d have been one of the first things that was
taken care of. Wth all the noney that's been
spent on this project so far, |I'"'mpretty sure we're
not just going to stop. It seens |ike that puts
themin the driver's seat as far as demandi ng or

getting whatever they want, you know, when the dea

is finally done. —_—
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MR YANTOS: Thank you. The next one is
Representative Mark O son.

REPRESENTATI VE OLSON:  Thank you, Tim
Wl |, anybody who has watched the last two el ection
cycl es know that | haven't been a supporter of this
proposal, and given that he said that | have five
mnutes, | figure I'd better say sonething. | know
there's a | ot of advocates here and | know t hat
there are peopl e who have concerns who are here,
and with all due respect to everyone, | just
thought | should just share sonme concerns that I
have so you have a chance to respond. | have sone
cards here I'lI|l leave on the table, and any of you
who want to send ne comments and keep providing the
input, | will continue |istening.

But ny concerns have been, piggybacking

one that we've already heard, is the concern that
we don't even have an agreenent with Burlington
Nort hern; therefore we do not even know the cost.
When this has occurred in other states, that
probl em has really nmushroomed towards the end of
the project because they do, in fact, really have
the upper hand in negotiation, and | don't believe
that's the way to handl e state noney or | oca

money.
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Secondly, 13.4 percent of comruters in
the 13 county netropolitan area, which goes over
into Wsconsin, just considering this a region and
forgetting about the state boundaries, 13 -- only —

13. 4 percent of the people actually comute to

downtown. Reflecting a very simlar statistic to |
nati onal averages in all the netropolitan areas,

that 80 to 90 percent of the people are comuting
suburb to suburb, which really neans that a bus
systemis far nore effective, which would al so be
environmental |y sound; in fact, nore

environmental |y sound because the only way trains
really are environnentally sound are if you have

enough people riding themto conpensate for the

pollution that does conme froma train.

Trains in and of thensel ves are not
pollution free. |In fact, if you don't get enough
people riding them the statistics -- federa
nunbers even show that the pollution of a trainis
worse than that of a car because since the '60s
cars have been reduced -- pollution fromcars has
been reduced as much as 73 and nore percent.

So it's really not what it really sounds
like. There's a lot of nostalgic toit. There's a

ot of enotion to it. |It's very appealing. And
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love riding the train. I've ridden it in Japan and
I'"ve ridden it in various places around the United
States here, and | prefer it myself, but this just
isn't about our own back yard, because we need
congestion relief in every corridor.

Here we're going to wait until 2009. V%_____
could take this noney and provide congestion relief

in every corridor around the entire netropolitan

area, and we could do it within a year, and we are

so far behind in transportation that we need to. |
That's why -- Those are just sone of the reasons
why |'ve been concer ned.
The high-rise issue, the density issue,
have not met anybody that nobves out here to see a
nore dense community. | just don't findit. Once
we get the trains, we will find it, and it wll

happen. It's happened everywhere that |'ve

researched in the country. Everywhere they have

put these in, they have to have the density to nake
it work, because people experience then the reality
that they really don't want to drive a great
distance to get to the train and then find a bus to
get fromthe train to their work, because there's

only a few people that live on the corridor and

work on the corridor.
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If you consider only 13.4 percent of the
peopl e comute to downtown, how rmany of the people
inthis area really do live and work very close to
the track on the corridor

Shoul d sonething like this be built for
peopl e who go back and forth to the airport? |Is
that really our congestion problenf

This is the first tinme in the history of
the state -- Second tinme. Excuse nme. Light rail
This is really the first tinme of real substance in
the history of the state where we have put a nmjor
maj or subsidy into a transportation infrastructure
like this that is so heavily subsidized. The |ast
figures exceeded the cash anpbunt that we pay for a
wel fare nother and two kids, and | don't think
that's a good conparison, because | have two bus
conpani es that worked with ne on | egislation |ast
year that we passed in conmittee and on the house
floor. That if we just give thema few tax breaks,
alittle deregulation, nmake sure that the netro
transit systemw |l work with them and they can
drop passengers off at their bus stops, they will
provi de bus transportation, comruter nonstop
transportation in major corridors all around the

netropolitan area w thout any out-of-pocket

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

29

t axpayer revenues.

So those are just sone of the reasons why
| have been raising concerns with this. | believe
very strongly that we need to be prudent with our
dol l ars because we are in some of the nost fragile
economic times in the history of our nation

And | don't have another five mnutes so
| won't expound on that anynore, but | will be
happy to later. Thank you very nuch.

(Appl ause) .

MR. YANTOS: Next person is M. Jim
St ahl man.

MR, STAHLMAN: Thank you. My nane is
JimStahlman. | live at 17539 - 182nd in Bi g Lake,
and | belong to no organi zati on what soever

| only want to tal k about the econonic
i mpact of your Northstar Corridor. | think that
the netropolitan Twin Cities is one of the |argest
nmetropolitan areas without any kind of a light rai
system save the light rail that has just started.

The costs have risen on this project
because the |l egislators have dilly-dallied for at
| east seven, possibly ten years, and we have
wat ched the cost of this project go fromvery

reasonabl e to reasonabl e pl us.
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The popul ation -- the pollution of the --
The fine | egislator who just tal ked about the
pollution of the train is worse than any car, 'l
agree to that, but the pollution of a train versus
15,000 cars can't be conpared.

And just to bring a couple of nunbers to
light as to this project. The Stillwater bridge,
which they're building, the Stillwater bridge is
$400 mllion. The 494 corridor is hundreds of
mllions of dollars. The fifth and the sixth |ane
of 1-94 between Rogers and St. O oud, one billion
with a B, billion dollars. So this project, in ny_____

mnd, for the kind of dollars we're talking about,

to bring another viable |ane of traffic up through

our area is a -- is a dead cinch bargain. —
And |I'm hoping that the |egislators, |

know Governor Pawl enty has finally changed his

m nd. He voted against it when he was in the

| egislature. He's now a governor and he's a

proponent. And | just want to go on the record

encouraging the legislature to finally get this

proj ect done before it costs us another 20 or 30

mllion dollars. Let's get it done and let's keep

novi ng. Thank you

(Appl ause) .
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MR YANTCS: And | have one last card, so
if you wish to get a card fromour people, please
do so right away. | believe this is Phebe Koha, if
| said that right.

M5. KOHA: Good evening. |'m Phebe Koha,
and | live at 5138 R dge Road. Anmmazingly, just to
pi ggyback on what the gentlenan had said earlier,
previously, before noving to Mnnesota, lived in
the Washington D.C. netropolitan area; and anyone
who has been to the East Coast knows that we coul d
not survive without getting on the train. | lived
there for maybe 15 years, and | didn't need a car
| didn't need a car.

What was really surprising and
di sappointing to ne when | got a job at Pillsbury
and noved to M nneapolis was that there were no
trains; and | kept thinking, | have to drive
seriously, and in the snow. That was definitely --
that was really frightening

I"mvery proud to be a part of this, and
it excites me to own property in Big Lake and to
hear about rails com ng through, because |'ve seen
first-hand the kind of devel opments that come up.
And the costs are phenonenal, but the benefits far

outweighs it. There are nmany days when | don't
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want to take ny two kids and drive to the
Children's Museum just because | think I'mgoing to
sit in traffic or there's going to be sonething on
94 that's going to keep nme there for, | don't know,
an hour.

Saturday | had to go downtown to a
vol unteer thing and it took us 30 minutes just --
we just sat in Maple G ove, when |I'mthinking we
could be on a train and we could get down to Maple

Grove maybe in ten mnutes

So I'mvery excited. | think thisis a
great opportunity for us to expand our comrunity.
I"mdriving an hour to work every day, and | know
that there are a |l ot of people who Iive on this end
who will be happen to sit on a train and just get
down to it.

So | think the best thing for Big Lake
and all the different cities on the corridor is to

support this project because | think it will be

beneficial to us. Mnneapolis/St. Paul is one of |
the biggest metropolitan cities w thout a proper

light rail systemor a train comuter system |It's
just unbelievable. Unheard of. Just think about

the anount of people that will benefit fromthis

and the costs that will be saved in the long run
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To nme it's totally worth the project. Thank you.

(Appl ause) .

MR. YANTOS: Any other cards? Yes.
Thank you. Go ahead.

M5. HOLMES: |'m Susan Holnmes. | live at
11963 - 182nd Street in Big Lake. And I'mnot a
public speaker but --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Coul d you pl ease
speak up.

M5. HOLMES: | said |'mnot a pubic
speaker, but | ride the bus every single day out of
Elk River, and that bus is packed every single day.
| don't know how many they run, but it's standing
roomonly com ng and goi ng every day.

And the -- He asked about the shelters.
When you park your car and you wait for a bus and
it's snowing and the wind is blowing, it's nice to
have a little shelter. That's a little thing.

Commuters aren't using transportation
because there isn't enough of it. Wen we have the
rail and there's nore transportation -- Just | ook
at what's happened with Hi awatha. | have people
that I work with that ride H awat ha every day and
it's packed every day. Once we have good

transportation, we will have nore comuters that
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will use that transportation. ____J

Thank you. That's all | have to say.

(Appl ause) .

MR. YANTOS: Any other comments? Wy
don't you go ahead and give us your nane and your
addr ess.

M5. RANKIN. M nane is Verna Rankin. |
live at 19829-182nd Avenue in Big Lake, and | would
just like to tell the research that | did on ny own
and also attest to sonme of the light rail that |'ve
seen in Seattle in, | believe, Atlanta, Dall as.

Light rail, as Legislator d son
i ndi cated, does work in areas of really prine
popul ation: New York City, Washington, D.C., where
the population is really crowded and people are
close together. And the reason it works there is

because they have a really extended rail system

They don't have a small corridor. _
In -- incities that are spread out like

M nneapolis, |ike Los Angeles, |like Seattle, if you

watch the light rail comng and going, there are

very few people on it. Very few It's been a big

expense to the taxpayers. |It's a big subsidy for

t hose who ri de.

| think it would be a wonderful thing
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for -- 1'ma honemaker, so it doesn't really
matter to ne, but ny husband woul d benefit by it

because we live close by it, and his business is in

Coon Rapids and it's also close by. But for the

general population, I think it would be a big
expense on the -- on the tax burden. Thank you
(Appl ause) .

MR YANTOS: Laurel Resman.

M5. RESMAN: My nane is Laurel Resman.
I"'mfromMIlaca County, DFL, and we used to live in
Big Lake in the school year. And from ny
experience out there, the immediate age in Ml aca
County is 55 years old, and what you're |ooking at
is an aging community. The booners are aging, and
it's getting to the point where a lot of us aren't
going to be wanting to drive, and there's a | ot of
us that shouldn't be driving. And in another ten
years, we're going to be 65 years ol d.

A lot of people have to drive to the
Cities for nmedical care. Personally |'ve been in
two severe accidents; one on 101 before they
wi dened it, and another one up in Mlaca County.
The roads are not adequate. |It's going to cost
nore noney to put nore roads in. And never m nd

the cost. The safety factor. Do we really want 65

ADAMS COURT REPORTI NG 763-421-2486
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year old people in ten years driving to the Cities.
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And nore of us are going to need that nedical care
(cont.)

who can't get out here.

So | see it as a big plus. And the
traffic, you know, is so horrible now conpared to
when we noved out here in '85, that it's -- you
know, it's to the point of even ridiculous. And
agree with him if they had done this ten years
ago, it wouldn't have cost as nmuch. So that's al
| have.

(Appl ause) .

MR, YANTOS: Any further comments? Any
further coments? Any further comments?

Thank you for coming. Again, you can put
your coments in witing, and if you do that with
your nanme and address, you will get something back

Again, we're all here to answer questions
for you after the public hearing, so please do so
and thank you for coming. W really do appreciate
it.

(Public hearing concluded at 8:11 p.m)

* x %
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STATE OF M NNESOTA)

COUNTY OF HENNEPI N)

I, JACKIE YOUNG Certified Court Reporter,
do hereby certify that the foregoing transcipt
consisting of thirty-five pages is a true and
correct reproduction of ny steno notes taken in
said matter.

Dated this 3rd day of February, 2006.

Jacki e Young, Court Reporter
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Section 5.8 — Responsesto Verbal Comments Received at the January 30, 2006 Public

Hearing

581
Comment

1.

5.8.2
Comment

2.

5.8.3

Comment

Jim Graere
Response

Y our comment of support for commuter rail and the full build out
of the Northstar Corridor (to Rice) is so noted.

Roland Froyen
Response
As stated in Section 4.1 of the EA:

The Northstar Corridor Rail project provides an opportunity to
focus this devel opment and redevel opment around transit centers.
Transit Oriented Development (TOD) adjacent to the proposed
Northstar commuter rail stationsis already occurring and gaining
momentum. Sation area TOD plans range from medium to high
density residential units above street level, to townhomes and
senior housing, as well asto commercial office space and includes
structured parking areas. Appendix A-1 of the EA provides a
summary of mix-use developments that have been recently
completed, are under construction, or are proposed. TOD is
occurring around the proposed station sites in response to market
demand.

With regards to water quality and utilities, Mn/DOT and its project
partners, the NCDA and Met Council, have worked closely with
the communities where commuter rail stations are proposed
regarding the location and function of stormwater treatment ponds
to accommodate both the proposed stations, and surrounding
development, where appropriate.

See response to comments 1 and 2 above.

Gary Locchiarella

Response

The Northstar Corridor Rail project isthe most cost-effective
option for this corridor. Northstar will operate on existing tracks,

S0 construction costs are significantly less than other transportation
options. Adding alane each way to TH 10 and [-35W would be

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT

February 2006
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584

Comment

585

Comment

0.

10.

nearly four times as expensive, and adding a dedicated busrouteis
nearly six times more costly than commuter rail per passenger trip.

See response to comment 5.8.2 above (response 2).

Brian Knudtson
Response

Y our comment of support for the system to extend up to St. Cloud
IS SO noted.

The current plans call for the Northstar trains to be operated by
BNSF employees.

Therevised preferred alternative includes atripletrack ~ from
milepost 15.1to 21.1 in Fridley and Coon Rapids. The track
capacity improvements defined in the Rail Passenger Capital

| mprovements Engineering Agreement (July 2005) have been
developed and agreed upon to provide efficient freight and
commuiter rail service in the corridor.

Tom Thompson
Response
See response to commenter 5.5.6 (response 1).

Additionally, according to an analysis prepared for the FTA,
Northstar will save commuters nearly 900,000 hoursin travel time
every year, compared to the next best transit aternative defined as
express bus transit.

The Northstar system has the ability to carry the equivalent of
nearly 1.5 lanes of highway traffic at peak travel times. Commuter
rail can more quickly adapt to increased commuter demand than
expanding highway capacity.

The Northstar commuter rail stations have been designed  for
both construction and operational efficiency. The amenities
proposed at the stations reflect minimum station area requirements.
The shelters are uniform in design to reduce maintenance costs
over the life of the facility. One of the most important functions for
the stations is to provide adequate passenger information so they
understand when trains will be arriving and departing.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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11.

5.8.6

Comment

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

See response to commenter 5.2.9 (response 1).
Representative Mark Olson

Response

See response to commenter 5.2.9 (response 1).

A notable feature of the Northstar Corridor and the Minneapolis
Central Business District (CBD), in general, is that commuters use
transit in larger percentages to reach the Minneapolis CBD. The
existing work-trip transit share from the corridor of the CBD is 50
percent, and this amount is expected to grow to over 62 percent in
the 2025 baseline scenario. The outer portions of the Corridor (Big
Lake and Elk River) show low transit sharestoday, largely because
limited transit service is provided in these portions of the corridor,
but is expected to grow significantly if transit serviceis provided.
With the lack of space on downtown streets for additional buses,
commuter rail will be an important carrier of commuters to the
CBD in the future.

The Northstar Corridor Rail project isthe most cost-effective
option for this corridor. Northstar will operate on existing tracks,
so construction costs are significantly less than other transportation
options. Adding alane each way to TH 10 and [-35W would be
nearly four times as expensive, and adding a dedicated busrouteis
nearly six times more costly than commuter rail per passenger trip.

As presented on page 14 of the EA, the non-federal share of the
estimated project capital costsis approximately $144 million. The
federal share of total project cost is estimated at 50 percent. The
federal funding would come through the Section 5309 New Starts
grant program. The New Starts program is a competitive program,
on anational level, that ranks mgjor transit programs. The grant
program is administered by the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA). This source of funding would not be available for highway
improvements.

Major transportation improvements, whether they be transit or
roadway related, require appropriate environmental analysis and
public review. The planning, design and construction process for
such actions, with funding availability, typically takes several
years.

See response to commenter 5.8.2 (response 2).

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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5.8.7

Comment

17.

5.8.8

Comment

18.

5.8.9

Comment

19.

5.8.10

Comment

20.

21.

No.5.8.11

Comment

22.

Jim Stahlmann
Response

Y our comment of support in terms of cost-effectivenessis so
noted.

Phebe Koha

Response

Y our comment of support is so noted.
Susan Holmes

Response

See responses to commenters 5.5.6 (response 4) and
5.8.6 (response 13).

Verna Rankin

Response

Commuter rail is different from light rail inthat it istypicaly a
longer system, and primarily provides transit service during peak
periods each day. Stations are typically farther apart than light rail
systems, and do not require as dense of land use as LRT.
Commuiter rail is effective when you have a high population
traveling to the CBD. Thisis consistent with the projects cited.

See response to commenters 5.5.6 (response3) and 5.7.4 (response
5).

Laurel Resman
Response

Y our comment of support for the system, based on safety
considerations, is so noted.

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006
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PRESSRELEASE DISTRIBUTION LIST/LEGAL NOTICESEQB MONITOR
PUBLICATIONS

Table A-1-Media, Organization, and L ocation

Type of Media | Organization L ocation
Newspaper ABC Newspapers, Coon Rapids Herald Anoka
Newspaper Asian Pages Bloomington
Newspaper Benton County News Fosston
Newspaper Blaine Banner Minneapolis
Newspaper Blaine-Spring Lake Park Life Anoka
Newspaper Champlin/Dayton Press Osseo
Newspaper City Pages Minneapolis
Newspaper ECM Publishers, Inc. Forest Lake
Newspaper Elk River Star News Elk River
Newspaper Finance and Commerce Minneapolis
Newspaper LaPrensa Minneapolis
Newspaper LaVoz Latina West St. Paul
Newspaper Minnesota Spokesman-Recorder Minneapolis
Newspaper Monticello Times Monticello
Newspaper Morrison County Record Little Falls
Newspaper Paynesville Press Paynesville
Newspaper Princeton Union Eagle Princeton
Newspaper Saint Paul Pioneer Press St. Paul
Newspaper Sherburne County Citizen Becker
Newspaper South Side Pride/Pulse of the Twin Cities Minneapolis
Newspaper Southeast Angle Minneapolis
Newspaper St. Cloud Times St. Cloud
Newspaper Star Tribune Minneapolis
Newspaper The Northeaster Minneapolis
Newspaper Tri-County News Fulda
Newspaper West Sherburne Tribune Big Lake
Radio KASM-AM Albany
Radio KBEM-FM Minneapolis
Radio KCFB-FM St. Cloud
Radio KCLD-FM, KCML-FM, KNSI-AM, KZPK-FM St. Cloud
Radio KEEY-FM Minneapolis
Radio KFAI-FM Minneapolis
Radio KKIM-FM Sauk Rapids
Radio KLFD-AM Litchfield
Radio KLZZ-FM, KKSR-FM St. Cloud
Radio KMSR-FM Sauk Centre
Radio KNSR-FM Collegeville

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
February 2006
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Typeof Media | Organization ‘ | L ocation
Radio KQQL-FM Minneapolis
Radio KQRS-FM Minneapolis
Radio KRWC Buffalo
Radio KSTP-AM Minneapolis
Radio KSTP-FM Minneapolis
Radio KTISAM St. Paul
Radio KUOM-AM Minneapolis
Radio KVSC-FM St. Cloud
Radio KXSS-AM St. Cloud
Radio WBHR-AM Sauk Rapids
Radio WCCO-AM Minneapolis
Radio WHMH-AM Sauk Rapids
Radio WJION-AM, KMXK-FM St. Cloud
Radio WMNN-AM, KSIR-FM, KNOW-FM Minneapolis
Radio WQPM-AM Princeton
Radio WVAL-AM Sauk Rapids
Radio WXPT-FM Minneapolis
Radio WYRQ-FM Little Falls
Television ATT Cable Services—MediaOne St. Paul
Television Coon Rapids Community Television Network Coon Rapids
Television KARE-TV Minneapolis
Television KMSP-TV Eden Prairie
Television KSTP-TV St. Paul
Television KSTP-TV St. Paul
Television KSTP-TV St. Paul
Television KTCA-TV St. Paul
Television Metro Networks News Minneapolis
Television North Metro Media Center Blaine
Television Quad Cities Community TV Anoka
Television WCCO-TV Minneapolis
Anoka Area Chamber of Commerce Anoka
Big Lake Chamber of Commerce Big Lake
Elk River Chamber of Commerce Elk River
Ham Lake Chamber of Commerce Ham Lake
1-94 West Chamber of Commerce Rogers
Metro North Chamber of Commerce Blaine
Minneapolis Regional Chamber of Commerce Minneapolis
Monticello Chamber of Commerce Monticello
Northeast Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce Minneapolis
Quad Area Chamber of Commerce Circle Pines
St. Francis Area Chamber of Commerce St. Francis
Twin Cities North Chamber of Commerce Moundsview

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT
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The Legal Notice announcing the availability of the EA/Dr aft 4(f) and the January 2006
public informational meetings/hearings was published in the following newspapers:

Name of Paper Date Published
. Elk River Star News 01/04/06
. Columbia Heights/Fridley Columbia Heights Focus 01/05/06
. Coon Rapids Anoka County Union 01/06/06
. Coon Rapids Herald 01/06/06
. Minneapolis Finance and Commerce 01/06/06
. Minneapolis Star and Tribune 01/06/06
. Becker Citizen 01/07/06
. Big Lake West Sherburne Tribune 01/07/06

A copy of the legal notice included in the Big Lake West Sherburne Tribuneisincluded
for reference. The content of all the legal notices was the same (format varied somewhat for
each paper).

The Legal Notice stating the Correction to the Coon Rapids Civic Center address (January
25, 2006) wasrun in the following papers.

Name of Paper Date Published
. Minneapolis Star and Tribune 01/13/06
. Minneapolis Finance and Commerce 01/17/06
. Elk River Star News 01/18/06
. Fridley Columbia Heights Focus 01/19/06
. Coon Rapids Anoka County Union 01/20/06
. Coon Rapids Herald 01/20/06
. Becker Citizen 01/21/06
. Big Lake West Sherburne Tribune 01/21/06

A copy of the legal notice included in the Big Lake West Sherburne Tribuneis included
for reference. The content of all the legal notices was the same (format varied somewhat for
each paper).

NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS/FINAL 4(F) STATEMENT
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L ICE:

. Public Hearlng for e Enviranmientsl Assessment for fia Northstar Gorridor Rall Project Environmgri- ~ « "l
tal Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evatudtion for the Northstar Corridor Rail Project is completed and avallablefor - .,
review. ‘Open House/Public Heafing Dates sat for Januafy 25, »6-and 30, 2006.: .. - ¥ SR A '

The Minnesolx Departrigtit of Transportation (MDQT), in copperation with the Northstar Corridor De-
velopment Authorily (NCDA) and the Mstropolitart t;ou'ncii; of the Twin Ciies (Metropalitan Council), anrounce
tha ayailability of the EnwmnnjenteliA‘ssessmer_lt{EA)/Draﬁ;4(f) Evaluation for the proposed changes 1o the
Northstar Cortidor Reit Project fromy dowritown. Minheapolis o Big Lake, Minnesota. . st

The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation has been prepared by Mn/DOT, the NCDA and Metropalitan Coungil 1o
wpdate information found in ‘the-Nofthstar CartitiorFindl Epvironimental Impact Statement {FEIS) datéd March
2002 and the Flecord of Dscision (December 2002). The: Federal Transit Administration (FTA) isthe lead #
federal agency for the Northstar Gorridor Rall Prgject. The Nopthstar project under valuation in the EA muns
frorn downtown Minneapolis to Blg Lake, Minriesota {40.1 mile system). This docurnent evaluates:whetfier
there have been slgriificant changes to this praposed. action, the affeafed environment, the anticipatéd impacts
or the proposed mitigation measures requirad sifice the Hecord of Declsiors (ROD) was Issued fof the project.

The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation review peried will run from January 2 through February 16, 2008;, Comments
will be accepted by Mn/DOT through February 16, 2006 (45-day review and comment perlod). -.Cbpl_ss’_.qf the.
EA will be avallable at libraries in the Northstar Corridor (isted below) and at the Northstar Project Office, (sée -

address,be.iow). 5 ‘o afford:an oppoitunity for all Intér‘efsr'ed‘part['és, ‘agentles,
Minneapalls Northeast Library _ 'groups to comment on the proposad profect, MvDOTand — 1I°
Tachnalogy and Science Library Its local partnering agencles, the NCDA and Metropalilan
Columbia Helghts Library : Council, will hiast three open house/public hearings:. . -
Crooked'Lake Branch Library . © January25,2008 ' . L e
gzg&gwﬁgﬁ;ﬁxﬁgﬁw . . 5:80 i, Open House/7 p.m. Preseritation and .
Elk Blver Public Library i : omments-Coon Rapids Civic Center, Room B
Great River Regional Library - Blg Lake and St. Cloud 11185 Roblnson Drive, Coon Rapids.. " "+ -
Leglslative Reference Llbrary :January 26, 2006 o
B ) 15 p.m. @pen House/6:30 p.m. Presentationand
Comments on the Northstar Cotricor Rail Projest EA/Draft i{Commients-Heywood Facility ™ el e
4(f) Evaluation should be submme‘q,rd: . 580 Sixth Avenue North; Mlnr\e“ap‘ olis. Tttt
- Bryan Dodgs, Northstar Projeat Dffice L : U SO
155 Fifth Avenue Sotith, Suite 755, Mpls. MN 55401 . -January'30, 2006 L e :
Phoné: 612-215-6200 Fax: 612-215-8210 “6.p.m. Open House/7:30 p:m. Presentation and
_ E-miails Bryan.dodds@murail.org : Comments-Big Lake High School, quetel;ia-'

- 501 Minniesota Avenue, Blg Lake - R

individuals with a disability, who need reasopiable atcormodation to panticipite In the public hearlngs, please contact Bryah D'od}ig at §12-2{5-8200. -
The EA/Bratt 4(f) Evalustion-doourmsnt Is avalfable in attarmate format§ 1o individuals with disabliities by calling the Mintiesota Relay Service 1-800:627-3529

N at e Pandllo L L
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PUBLIC NOTICE CORRECTION - PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR THE NORTHSTAR CORRIDOR RAIL
PROJECT:
An earlier public notice appearing in this publication for the Northstar Corridor Rail
Project Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation public hearings listed an incorrect
address for the Jan. 25, 2006 Open House/Public Hearing in Coon Rapids:
. The CORRECT address for the Jan. 25, 2006 meeting is as follows:
Jan. 25, 2006
5:30 p.m. Open House/7 p.m. Presentation & Comments
Coon Rapids Civic Center, Room B
11155 Robinson Drive NW
] Coon Rapids, MN
All other information contained in the original notice remains valid.
for more information about the public hearing, please contact 763-323-5729.
Individuals with a disability, who need reasonable accommodation to participate in the
public hearings, please contact Bryan Dodds at 612-215-8200. The Environmental
Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation document is available in alternate formats to individuals
with disabilities by calling the Minnesota Relay Service at 1-800-627-3529,
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STATE AND COMMUNITY SEAVICES

Description: The property is 69 acres with 1,550 feet of frontage on Little Coyote and 1,940 feet on King Lake. A stream is located
along the south boundary of proposed lot 7 that is navigable between both lakes. Proposed are 13 lake lots and 2 back lots that range
from 2.5 to 6.5 acres. Lake frontages range from 203 to 630 feet.

RGU: St. Louis County

Contact: Scott Smith, Physical Planning Manager, 227 West First Street, Suite 100, Duluth, MN 55802; 218-725-5005; fax: 218-725-
5029; e-mail: smiths@co.st-louis.mn.us

EA/DRAFT 4(f) EVALUATION AVAILABLE

Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation has been prepared under 23 CFR 771.129 and 23 CFR 771.130 by Mn/DOT, the NCDA and Met
Council to update information found in the Northstar Corridor Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statement (Draft and FEIS)
dated December 2000 and March 2002, respectively, and the Record of Decision (December 2002). The Northstar Rail Project under
evaluation in the EA runs from downtown Minneapolis to Big Lake, Minnesota (40.1 mile system). This document evaluates whether
there have been significant changes to the proposed action, the affected environment, the anticipated impacts or the proposed
mitigation measures required since the Record of Decision (ROD) was issued for the project. The Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) is the lead federal agency for the Northstar Corridor project.

Copies of the EA are being distributed to those agencies on the current Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (MnEQB)
distribution list and others with interest in the proposed project. The EA/Dratft 4(f) Evaluation review period will begin upon
notification in the January 2, 2006 EQB Monitor. Comments will be accepted by Mn/DOT through February 16, 2006 (45-day review
and comment period). Copies of the EA will be available at libraries in the Northstar Corridor (listed below) and at the Northstar
Project Office (see address below).

Minneapolis Northeast Library

Technology and Science Library

Columbia Heights Library

Crooked Lake Branch Library

Northtown Central Library

Rum River Branch Library

Elk River Branch Library

Great River Regional Library — Big Lake and St. Cloud
Legislative Reference Library

Comments on the Northstar Corridor Rail Project EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation should be submitted to:

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office
155 Fifth Avenue South
Suite 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401
Phone: 612-215-8200
Fax: 612-215-8210

e-mail: bryan.dodds@mnrail.org

To afford an opportunity for all interested parties, agencies, groups to comment on the proposed project, Mn/DOT and its local
partnering agencies, the NCDA and Met Council will be hosting three open house/public hearings as follows:



January 2, 2006 jﬁiﬂ”ﬂﬁﬂtﬂ
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January 25, 2006

5:30 PM Open House/7:00 PM Presentation and Comments
Coon Rapids Civic Center, Room B

1155 Robinson Drive

Coon Rapids

January 26, 2006

5:00 PM Open House/6:30 PM Presentation and Comments
Heywood Facility

560 Sixth Avenue North

Minneapolis

January 30, 2006
6:00 PM Open House/7:30 PM Presentation and Comments
Big Lake High School Cafeteria

501 Minnesota Avenue
Big Lake

Individuals with a disability, who need reasonable accommodation to participate in the public hearings, please contact Bryan Dodds
at 612-215-8200. The EA/Draft 4() Evaluation document is available in alternate formats to individuals with disabilities by calling
the Minnesota Relay Service at 1-800-627-3529.

PETITIONS FILED

The following petitions have been filed with the EQB requesting preparation of an EAW. The EQB has assigned the indicated unit of
government to review the petition and decide on the need for an EAW.

= Cass County, Tall Pines development on Ten Mile Lake

= Morrison County, H. Block Dog Breeding Facility

EAW NEED DECISION

The noted responsible governmental unit has made a decision regarding the need for an EAW in response to a citizen petition.

= City of Mahtomedi, Wildwood Village Project, Denied.

EIS NEED DECISIONS

The responsible governmental unit has determined the following projects do not require preparations of an EIS. The dates given aie,
respectively, the date of the determination and the date the EAW notice was published in the EQB Monitor.

= Maple Grove City Council, Fieldstone Meadows Residential Development, December 19, 2005 (October 24, 2005)
=  Crow Wing County Board of Commissioners, Canyon Creek Meadows, December 13, 2005 (October 24, 2005)

= Salem Town Board, John Donovan Sandpit, December 7, 2005 (September 26, 2005)
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EA/DRAFT 4(f) EVALUATION AVAILABLE

Northstar Corridor Rail Project Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation
Corrected Address for Coon Rapids Civic Center

The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation has been prepared under 23 CFR 771.129 and 23 CFR 771.130 by Mn/DOT, the NCDA and Met
Council to update information found in the Northstar Corridor Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statement (Draft and FEIS)
dated December 2000 and March 2002, respectively, and the Record of Decision (December 2002). The Northstar Rail Project under
evaluation in the EA runs from downtown Minneapolis to Big Lake, Minnesota (40.1 mile system). This document evaluates whether
there have been significant changes to the proposed action, the affected environment, the anticipated impacts or the proposed
mitigation measures required since the Record of Decision (ROD) was issued for the project. The Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) is the lead federal agency for the Northstar Corridor project.

Copies of the EA are being distributed to those agencies on the current Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (MnEQB)
distribution list and others with interest in the proposed project. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation review period will begin upon
notification in the January 2, 2006 EQB Monitor. Comments will be accepted by Mn/DOT through February 16, 2006 (45-day review
and comment period). Copies of the EA will be available at libraries in the Northstar Corridor (listed below) and at the Northstar
Project Office (see address below).

Minneapolis Northeast Library

Technology and Science Library

Columbia Heights Library

Crooked Lake Branch Library

Northtown Central Library

Rum River Branch Library

Elk River Branch Library

Great River Regional Library — Big Lake and St. Cloud
Legislative Reference Library

Comments on the Northstar Corridor Rail Project EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation should be submitted to:

Bryan Dodds

Northstar Project Office
155 Fifth Avenue South
Suite 755

Minneapolis, MN 55401
Phone: 612-215-8200
Fax: 612-215-8210

e-mail: bryan.dodds@mnrail.org

To afford an opportunity for all interested parties, agencies, groups to comment on the propbsed project, Mn/DOT and its local
partnering agencies, the NCDA and Met Council will be hosting three open house/public hearings as follows:

January 25, 2006

5:30 PM Open House/7:00 PM Presentation and Comments
Coon Rapids Civic Center, Room B

11155 Robinson Drive

Coon Rapids
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January 26, 2006

5:00 PM Open House/6:30 PM Presentation and Comments
Heywood Facility

560 Sixth Avenue North

Minneapolis

January 30, 2006

6:00 PM Open House/7:30 PM Presentation and Comments
Big Lake High School Cafeteria

501 Minnesota Avenue

Big Lake

Individuals with a disability, who need reasonable accommodation to participate in the public hearings, please contact Bryan Dodds at
612-215-8200. The EA/Draft 4(f) Evaluation document is available in alternate formats to individuals with disabilities by calling the
Minnesota Relay Service at 1-800-627-3529.

EIS NEED DECISIONS

The responsible governmental unit has determined the following projects do not require preparations of an EIS. The dates given are,
respectively, the date of the determination and the date the EAW notice was published in the EQB Monitor.

» Detroit Lakes City Council, River Hills RV Park, January 3, 2006 (September 25, 2005)

= Douglas County, Taylor Sunset Shores, December 27, 2005

= Todd County Planning Commission, The Sanctuary, December 1, 2005‘

= Becker County Board of Commissioners, Bambi Resort, CIC Conversion, Toad Lake, December 27, 2005 (February 28, 2005)
=  Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Rum River Trunk Sanitary Sewer Extension, December 22, 2005 (September 12, 2005)

=  Bumnsville City Council, Woodland Enclave, January 3, 2006

=  Meeker County Board of Commissioners, Fitterer Feedlot Expansion, January 3, 2006 (September 12, 2005)

» Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Exetare Partnership, LLP, Wood View Sow Site, December 12, 2005 (November 7, 2005)
= Metropolitan Airports Commission, 2015 Terminal Expansion Project, December 22, 2005

= City of Mankato, Mankato Regional Airport Expansion, December 14, 2005 (October 24, 2005)

EIS PREPARATION NOTICE

Blue Heron Bay Residential Cluster Development
Dead Lake (56-383), Otter Tail County

Otter Tail County will be preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposal by Blue Heron Bay Land Company
LLC (developer) for a residential cluster development on a 257 acre parcel consisting of a large peninsula, a small peninsula, and an
island located on Dead Lake.
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DISTRIBUTION LIST
Northstar Corridor Rail Project
Environmental Assessment/Draft 4(f) Evaluation

Federal Agencies
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Highway Administration, Allan Steger
Federal Railroad Administration, Laurence Hasvold, Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration, TPL Region 5 Coordinator
Federal Transit Administration, William Wheeler, Community Planner
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Tamara Cameron
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resource Conservation Service
U.S. Department of Commerce, NEPA Coordinator, Ecology and Conservation Office
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
U.S. Department of Interior, Director, Office of Environmental Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Twin Cities Field Office E.S.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5, Kenneth Westlake, Environmental Planning
and Evaluation Unit
National Park Service, Stewardship Team Manager

State Agencies
Board of Water and Soil Resources, Jim Haertel
Department of Agriculture, Becky Balk
Department of Health, Environmental Health Division
Department of Commerce, Marya White
Department of Natural Resources Thomas W. Balcom
Minnesota Department of Transportation, Gerald Larson
Environmental Quality Board, Environmental Review Program
Minnesota Historical Society, State Historical Preservation Office
Minnesota Indian Affairs Council
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Beth Lockwood, Supervisor

Regional Agencies
Metropolitan Council of the Twin Cities, Review Coordinator/Planning and Technical
Assistance Unit
St. Cloud Area Planning Organization, Bill Hasson

Libraries
ColumbiaHeights Library
Crooked Lake Branch Library
Elk River Public Library
Great River Regional Library, Big Lake
Great River Regiona Library, St. Cloud
Legidative Reference Library, Carol Blackburn
Technology and Science Library, Minneapolis Public Library
Northtown Central Library
Rum River Branch Library
Minneapolis Northeast Library
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Organizations

Anoka County Parks and Recreation, Jon VanDeLinde
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad, Patricia Casler, Manager

Coon Creek Watershed District

Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization
Middle Mississippi Watershed Management Organization

Rice Creek Watershed District

Six Cities Watershed Management Organization
Springbrook Nature Preserve

City of Minneapolis HPC, Greg Mathis, Senior Planner

Anoka Conservation District, Chris Lord, District Manager

Northstar Corridor Development Authority

Anoka County, Dennis Berg

Anoka County, Dan Erhart

Anoka County Government Center, Tim Y antos
Becker Township, Mark Limpert
Benton County, Earl (Butch) Bukowski
Benton County, Duane Grandy

Benton County RRA, Dan Lieser

Big Lake Township, Ewald Petersen
City of Anoka, Carl Anderson

City of Anoka, Bjorn Skogquist

City of Anoka, Community Dev. Dir., Robert Kirchner
City of Becker, Ken Paulson

City of Big Lake, PatriciaMay

City of Blaine, Jean Keely

City of Blaine, Tom Ryan

City of Clear Lake, William Kiffmeyer
City of Columbia Heights, Bruce Nawrocki
City of Coon Rapids, Scott Schulte

City of Elk River, Paul S. Motin

City of Fridley, Robert Barnette

City of Minneapolis, Paul Ostrow

City of Ramsey, Tom Gamec

City of Rice, Les Mateffy

City of Rice, Lyn Mohs

City of Rice, Joseph Voigt

City of Sauk Rapids, Art Daniels

City of Sauk Rapids' Harold Jesh

City of Spring Lake Park, Jeanne Mason
City of St. Cloud, John Ellenbecker
City of St. Cloud, Bob Johnson

City of St. Cloud MTC, Woody Bissett
Clear Lake Township, Paul Goenner

Clear Lake/Clearwater Joint Sewer Authority, Lori Bartlett

Haven Township, LeRoy Pauley
Haven Township, Lewis Stark
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Northstar Corridor Development Authority (Continued)
Hennepin County, Mark Stenglein
Langola Township, Greg Bruestle
Morrison County, Eugene Y oung
Morrison County RRA, Tom Wenzel
Sherburne County, Terry Nagorski
Sherburne County, John Riebel
Sherburne County RRA, Arne Engstrom
St. Cloud Metropolitan Transit Commission, Thomas Cruikshank
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