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Today’s presentation

* B Line project overview
« Assessment of Effects for historic properties in Saint Paul
* Next steps
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B Line BRT project overview

» Substantial replacement of Route 21, second-highest ridership route
but slowest in-service speed

33 station locations identified, some coordinated with other projects including
METRO Gold Line in downtown Saint Paul

* Project fully funded, targeted opening 2024

& q}’e' & MINNEAPOLIS ST. PAUL
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B Line BRT project overview - components

« Standardized platforms and stations:
- Pylons with real-time signage

- Enhanced shelters with heat, light, security
features

- Curb extensions

- Pre-boarding fare equipment

- Trash and recycling containers
- Benches, railings, bike parking

- Platform areas with textured warning strip
and dark gray concrete

- Pedestrian-scale light fixtures
» Operator restroom facility
» Specialized buses
* Frequent service
* Bus priority treatments
« Construction activities
» Parking changes




B Line BRT — generic platform dimensions

Clear Zone (6 ft)
11.5ft

Furnishing Zone (5.5 ft)

Through Zone (varies)
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B Line BRT —shelter dimensions

- Small shelter
- 12 feet long x 5 feet wide x 9 feet tall

« Medium shelter
- 24 feet long x 5 feet wide x 9-12 feet tall

 Large shelter
- 36 feet long x 5 feet wide x 9-12 feet tall




B Line BRT — pylon dimensions
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B Line BRT project overview — planning process

» Core element of corridor plan: BRT platform locations (intersection corners)

 Draft corridor plan released in February 2021, recommended corridor plan with
updates in July 2021, final corridor plan scheduled for Fall 2021

- Marshall & Fairview example (existing and proposed concept):

Marshall & Fairview
Existing Proposed Marshall & Fairview Station Plan
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Section 106

Federal process to evaluate project effects to historic properties
Federal Transit Administration is the lead federal agency
Requires identification and survey of historic properties

Assessment of effects may result in no effect, no adverse effect, or an
adverse effect

 Consultation is the process to consider measures to avoid, minimize, and/or
mitigate any adverse effects
- State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
- Heritage Preservation Commissions
- Other parties with interest in Project effects on historic properties
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B Line Section 106 review process

- Summer 2020 — Compliance Plan and Area of Potential Effect (APE) concurrence
- Summer/Fall 2020 — Draft Phase I/Phase Il architectural history survey developed
* Winter/Spring 2021 — Phase I/Phase Il architectural survey submittal and review

« Summer 2021 Consulting Parties review of:
- Revised Phase | / Phase Il architectural survey
- Addendum architectural survey
- Assessment of effects
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Assessment of effects

* Criteria for adverse effects: when an undertaking alters, directly or indirectly, a
property’s historic characteristics in a way that diminishes the integrity of the
property. Examples include:

- Physical destruction of or damage to a property

- Alteration of a property that is not consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s standards
for the treatment of historic properties

- Removal of a property from its historic location

- Change of a property’s use or of physical features within its setting that contribute to its
historic significance

- Introduction of visual, atmospheric or audible elements that alter a property’s significant
historic features

- Neglect of a property causing its deterioration

- Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of Federal ownership or control without adequate
conditions to ensure long-term preservation
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B Line assessment of effects

» 30 historic properties or districts assessed across project corridor
* No Adverse Effect for each of the 30 properties or districts
20 properties or districts in Saint Paul, 10 properties or districts in Minneapolis

11 of the 20 Saint Paul properties or districts located in vicinity of platforms to
be constructed by the Gold Line project (and used by B Line buses)

* 4 of the 20 Saint Paul properties or districts located in vicinity of platforms
planned within the Minnesota State Capitol Area

* Following slides focus on Saint Paul properties or districts not incorporated in
Gold Line process and not within Capitol Area
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Charles Thompson Memorial Hall

* Assessment of effects
- No adverse effect

Marshall & Fairview RA-SPC-4487

Dayton Ave

* B Line station(s)
- Marshall & Fairview (small shelters)
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Charles Thompson Memorial Hall — Station Street View
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Pylon (approximate location)
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existing sidewalk)
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| Final configuration of sidewalk,

platform, and station elements will be

| determined based on station design. =
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Blair Flats / Angus Hotel

* Assessment of effects
- No adverse effect

* B Line station(s)

- Selby & Western-Arundel (WB small shelter,
EB medium shelter)

Selby & Western
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Dacotah Building

* Assessment of effects
- No adverse effect

* B Line station(s)

- Selby & Western-Arundel (WB small shelter,
across the street from Dacotah Building on

Selby & Western

AVE N

RA-SPC-5026 /

RA-SPC-7506

RA-SPC-3236

(W

north side of Selby; EB medium shelter)




Historic Hill District

Selby & Western|
Selby & Dale :
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- Assessment of effects M .
- No adverse effect

* B Line station(s) ]

- Selby & Western-Arundel (WB small shelter, |
EB medium shelter)

- John Ireland & Marshall (WB small shelter,
EB medium shelter)
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St. Paul Union Depot and Union Depot Elevated

Rail Yards / Union Depot Historic District

* Assessment of effects

- No adverse effect

* B Line station(s)
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- Sibley/Wacouta & 4th Street (Gold Line station)

- Union Depot (B Line will use existing shelters,
coordination with future METRO Purple Line facilities)

ISlbIey & 4th Street|

/ Lowertown
Hlstorlc District]
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St. Paul Union Depot and Union Depot Elevated Rail Yards / Union
Depot Historic District — Station Street View
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Cumulative effects analysis

 Where effects from the B Line could

20

result in adverse effect when considering
effects in conjunction with those from
other planned/programmed projects

Includes planned METRO Gold Line and
METRO Purple Line stations in
downtown Saint Paul which will be used
by B Line buses

In these cases, the cumulative effect of
the B Line would be related to
operational effects of additional buses
compared to existing conditions
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Additional discussion and next steps

« Assessment of Effects
- Consulting Party Review: July — September 2021
- Disposition of comments and SHPO concurrence

* B Line Engineering: Fall 2021 — Late 2022

- Continued agency coordination (e.g. City of Saint Paul, Ramsey County)
- Continued communication with station neighbors and the public

* B Line Construction: 2023 — 2024
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Adam Smith, Senior Planner, BRT Projects
adam.smith@metrotransit.org

8 www.metrotransit.org/b-line-project
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