
 

Appendix B 
Agency Comments Received and Responses 

 
• Comment Letter A – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Comment Letter 
• Comment Letter B – Minnesota Pollution Control Agency Comment Letter 
• Comment Letter C – Metropolitan Council Comment Letter 
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Comment A1 Response: The EPA Diesel Emission Reduction Checklist is not used by 
MnDOT at this time because Minnesota has no areas that are in nonattainment for particulate 
matter; however MnDOT is currently working with stakeholders to develop best practices to 
minimize diesel emissions on construction projects and will consider incorporating EPA’s diesel 
emission reduction checklist into the draft dust suppression Best Management Practices 
(BMPs). At this time, the emission reduction checklist is not included within the BMP for dust 
control. MnDOT has developed contract language to control dust conditions during construction 
activities. See MnDOT Standard Specifications for Construction, items 2051 and 2130/2131, for 
additional information. MnDOT is also in the process of purchasing devices to be used in an 
idling reduction pilot project. 
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Comment A2 Response: The acquisition and relocation program will be conducted in 
accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act 
of 1970, as amended. Relocation resources would be available to the relocated business and 
the non-profit organization without discrimination. Hennepin County staff, in coordination with 
the founder of Good Grocer, have agreed to search for a new location for the non-profit 
organization in the Lake Street neighborhood. 

Comment A3 Response: Adding sound insulation (windows and sound-deadening materials or 
acoustical insulation) achieves interior noise attenuation only and does not address exterior 
receptor areas where Minnesota’s noise standards and FHWA criteria apply. MnDOT addresses 
exterior noise standards and FHWA criteria through the use of noise barriers.  
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Comment Letter B – Minnesota Pollution Control Agency Comment Letter (Page 1 of 1) 

 

Response: Comments noted, no response needed. 
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Comment C1 Response: MnDOT has been performing utility coordination with all the utility 
companies throughout the corridor. There are two Metropolitan Council gravity wastewater 
sewer interceptor lines located within the corridor at 36th Street and 27th Street. MnDOT staff 
have met with Mr. Dentz to discuss the treatment of the construction in the area of these 
facilities and will work around them. 

Comment C2 Response: The proposed filtration basins located at 33rd Street and 24th Street 
will be reviewed at the completion of the project to ensure that they are clean and in proper 
working condition. 
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Comment C3 Response: The proposed project will construct underground detention to mitigate 
future flooding on the I-35W Corridor. The underground detention improvements will be installed 
as part of the proposed project. The proposed design is such that it is detaining the high flow for 
rain events and not low flow events. It will also provide some level of detention to allow for 
sedimentation of solids prior to discharge into the inplace tunnel. 

Comment C4 Response: No flooding-related pavement maintenance or durability concerns are 
anticipated at this time. The MnDOT Office of Materials will investigate and provide direction on 
geotechnical, materials, and pavement-related items for the project as part of final design. The 
analysis for the management of water and runoff is ongoing. At this point, MnDOT is studying 
the potential to add underground detention to detain water prior to discharge into an existing 
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drainage tunnel. The proposal is to provide a system that will detain up to 14.4 acre-feet of 
water prior to discharge into the existing tunnel. Based upon preliminary analysis, MnDOT 
anticipates that this storage will detain the water provided for a 6-year storm. However, MnDOT 
also anticipates that the provision of this storage will decrease the probability of flooding on I-
35W. In the case in which flooding will occur on I-35W, MnDOT will develop an incident 
management plan to address a procedure of managing traffic during a flooding event. This will 
include monitoring pressures in the existing tunnel, the use of cameras, etc. to monitor flood 
events. 

Comment C5 Response: The development of the Management of Traffic (MOT) is ongoing. 
This has been and will continue to include staff from Metro Transit, Hennepin County, and the 
City of Minneapolis. The goal is to develop the alternative that will provide the least amount of 
impact to Metro Transit and the local system. The nature of the “managed lane” is also up for 
discussion as there are different levels of concern. The options being considered are: Transit 
Only, HOV (High-Occupancy Vehicle), and MnPASS. 

  



 
 

Comment Letter C – Metropolitan Council Comment Letter (Page 3 of 3) 

 

Comment C6 Response: A subsurface utility engineering (SUE) investigation will be completed 
prior to project letting. This will create certified SUE plans that will accurately show all existing 
utilities within the project limits. MnDOT will coordinate efforts with local utility companies and 
Metropolitan Council Environmental Services regarding any relocations or impacts to utilities 
within the project area. No disruptions to services or permanent changes are anticipated. 

Comment C7 Response: Once FHWA approves the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), 
MnDOT will request Controlled Access approval for the project. 
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