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Section 1 - Introduction

The Chicago Transit Authority (CTA), as project sponsor to the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), proposes to extend the existing Red Line heavy rail transit service 5.6 miles south from the
existing g5th Street Terminal to Chicago’s Far South Side. The proposed extension would include
four new stations near 103rd Street (near Eggleston), mith Street (near Eggleston), Michigan Avenue
(near u6th Street), and 130th Street (at Altgeld Gardens). Multimodal connections at each station
would include bus, bike, pedestrian, and park & ride facilities.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) analyzed the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) Rail
Alternative East and West Options that would extend the Red Line from the existing gsth Street
Terminal to 130th Street. The UPRR Rail Alternative alignment would run south along I-94 from
the gsth Street Terminal, then curve west along the north side of I-57 for nearly % mile until
reaching the UPRR corridor in the vicinity of Eggleston Avenue. The alignment would turn south
to follow the UPRR corridor. Since the Draft EIS, the Preferred Alignment of the UPRR Alternative
was selected that is a combination of the East and West Options along the UPRR corridor. The
Preferred Alignment follows the West Option to the north of 107th Place, crosses over at 107th
Place, and follows the East Option to the south of 107th Place up to ngth Street. South of this point,
the alignment runs southeast along the Northern Indiana Commuter Transportation District
(NICTD)/Chicago South Shore & South Bend Railroad (CSS & SBRR) right-of-way using a portion
of the Norfolk Southern Railway (NS) and Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) rights-of-way to
the terminus (end) of the Red Line Extension (RLE) to the south of 130th Street. Figure 1-1 is a
Preferred Alignment overview map.

There would be a permanent incorporation of the two parcels of Fernwood Parkway between ggth
Street and 103rd Street. There would be a direct use of Fernwood Parkway. However, considering
the proposed mitigation and enhancement measures, no adverse impacts on the attributes,
features, or activities would result from the Preferred Alignment; therefore, a de minimis finding is
documented for this Section 4(f) use.

There would be no permanent incorporation of Wendell Smith Park because no land from this park
would be used for the project. No changes to the amenities, features, or attributes of the park would
occur. There would be a short-term closure of the northwest corner of the park (approximately o.1
acre) during construction. This temporary closure of the northwest corner of the park would be a
temporary occupancy under 23 CFR Part 774.13; however, the temporary occupancy would be
minimal and would not constitute a use under Section 4(f). There would be no use of the park
under Section 4(f).
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Figure 1-1: Preferred Alignment
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Chapter 8 of the Final EIS describes the Section 4(f) evaluation for Fernwood Parkway and Wendell
Smith Park in further detail. Since the publication of the Draft EIS and selection of the Preferred
Alignment, there would no longer be a use of Block Park. There would be no Section 4(f) use of
Robert Abbot Park, Fernwood Park, Potter Palmer Park, Kensington Park, George Washington
Carver Park, or the Beaubien Woods Forest Preserve permanently or during construction.

Table 1-1 provides determinations of Section 4(f) use for Fernwood Parkway and Wendell Smith
Park under the Preferred Alignment.

Table 1-1: Evaluation of Fernwood Parkway and Wendell Smith Park for Section 4(f) Use under
the Preferred Alignment

Parkland Address Community Area (Ward) Secﬂc;r; 4(0)
Fernwood 9501 S. Eggleston Avenue | Washington Heights (Ward 9) De minimis
Parkway

Wendell Smith | 9912 S. Princeton Avenue Roseland (Ward 9) No Use
Park

CTA developed preliminary mitigation measures, considering impacts on both park acreage and
the attributes, features, and amenities of each park. These mitigation measures were developed so
that the result of implementation of the Preferred Alignment would result in no adverse impact on
parks after mitigation. Mitigation measures are further detailed in subsequent sections of this
technical memorandum. A major feature of these mitigation measures includes developing
replacement parkland in the Washington Heights community area, directly adjacent to the Major
Taylor Trail, or additional areas based on future coordination with Chicago Park District as well as
replacement of any of the park attributes, features, or amenities affected by the construction of the
RLE Project.

1.1 Purpose of this Technical Memorandum

This technical memorandum has three purposes: 1) to provide an update on changes to Appendix
Y of the Draft EIS since the selection of the Preferred Alignment for the Final EIS, 2) to document
mitigation commitments for the use of Fernwood Parkway agreed upon between CTA and the
Chicago Park District, and 3) confirm and finalize concurrence from FTA and the Chicago Park
District on the Section 4(f) de minimis finding identified in the Draft EIS.
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Section 2 - Summary of Section 4(f) Uses and Mitigation
Proposed

The following provides a more detailed description of Section 4(f) uses and proposed mitigation
measures.

2.1 Fernwood Parkway Section 4(f) Use Assessment and
Mitigation Measures

Fernwood Parkway comprises four parcels, two of which are located north of I-57 while the other
two parcels are south of [-57 between ggth Street and 103rd Street. The elevated track structure and
the 103rd Street station would run through the two parcels of Fernwood Parkway from ggth Street
to 103rd Street between the existing UPRR tracks and Eggleston Avenue. Elevated track structure
supports would be placed permanently in Fernwood Parkway. This would result in a permanent
incorporation of park space between ggth Street and 103rd Street, constituting a Section 4(f) use.

The Chicago Park District determined that these two parcels, with an area of 4.5 acres, would not
be useful after implementation of the project. The Chicago Park District would transfer these
parcels to CTA. In return, lands (acreage) used for the project would be replaced with lands of
reasonably equivalent usefulness and location and of at least comparable value. CTA would create
pocket park sites directly adjacent to the Major Taylor Trail, in the Washington Heights community
area, or additional areas based on future coordination with Chicago Park District at a replacement
ratio of 1 to 1, for a total of 4.5 acres of replacement parks. The replacement pocket park sites would
include passive recreational space that would facilitate Chicago Park District master planning goals
and objectives. Replacement property would be constructed in accordance with Chicago Park
District standards. Prior to acquisition of the park space, CTA would conduct Phase I and II
environmental site assessments and obtain environmental clearance on the selected sites, as
required. In addition, CTA would coordinate with the City of Chicago, if needed, to ensure zoning
of these parcels is consistent with future park uses by rezoning or receiving appropriate zoning
approvals. As comparison, the UPRR West Option in the Draft EIS would result in a permanent
incorporation of 1.9 acres. Considering the proposed mitigation and enhancement measures, no
adverse impacts on the attributes, features, or activities would result from the Preferred Alignment;
therefore, a de minimis finding is documented for this Section 4(f) use.

Section 3 describes coordination efforts between CTA and the Chicago Park District regarding the
Section 4(f) use of Fernwood Parkway.

21
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2.2 Wendell Smith Park Section 4(f) Use Assessment and
Mitigation Measures

The Preferred Alignment would be elevated over the northwest corner of the City-owned ggth
Street right-of-way. The ggth Street right-of-way is currently used as Wendell Smith Park property
but remains a transportation use and Section 4(f) does not apply.

CTA would need to temporarily close the northwest corner of Wendell Smith Park (approximately
0.1 acre) during construction activities. The Chicago Park District agrees that the
construction activities would be considered a temporary occupancy under 23 CFR Part 774.13 that
is so minimal as to not constitute a Section 4(f) use. No permanent incorporation of Wendell
Smith Park would result under the Preferred Alignment. No changes to the amenities, features,
or attributes of the park would occur.

Several trees would need to be removed for construction equipment staging and construction
access. Removal of trees for construction would be mitigated with replacement trees and
restoration of the landscaping of the park. CTA would obtain a construction permit from the
Chicago Park District that requires full restoration and CTA would fully restore the land to a
condition at least as good as that which exists prior to the RLE Project. CTA would require the
construction contractor to follow appropriate construction BMPs to shield construction activities,
allow use of the property by the public, and minimize any safety risks. This includes but is not
limited to providing a detour for the sidewalks within Wendell Smith Park. Unlike the Preferred
Alignment, the UPRR East Option in the Draft EIS would have overlapped approximately 0.7 acre,
including part of the walking path, a bench, trees, and one of the baseball fields.

The functional use of Wendell Smith Park would not change.

2-2



Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Section 3 - Replacement Park Identification Process

Information obtained from the desktop and geospatial analysis done for the Draft EIS is still
applicable and CTA has the same priorities. However, since the Draft EIS and the potential for
pocket park sites being implemented, additional desktop and geospatial analysis has been done to
identify more park and pocket park locations.

The Section 4(f) evaluation conducted during the Draft EIS identified three potential park
replacement sites (sites 2B, 8A, and 12) approximately 2 acres in size as the best candidate sites for
mitigation. However, two of these replacement park sites have been identified to have the potential
for redevelopment other than a replacement park - one as a veteran’s retirement home (Site 8A)
and the other for Transit-Supportive Development and station amenities near the proposed
Michigan Avenue station (Site 12). CTA completed additional analysis to determine if there are
other options that either were not carried forward from the previous analysis completed during the
Draft EIS or if there are new sites that may be considered for replacement parks.

CTA met with the Chicago Park District on February 18, 2021, to present an updated replacement
park analysis since the Draft EIS (Attachment A). CTA presented the following 10 sites: 2B and 8A
from the Draft EIS evaluation; 2C, which was part of the original evaluation but not included in the
Draft EIS; and seven new sites. Evaluation criteria included parcel size and the site being in a park
desert or greater than %2 mile from a Chicago Park District park or facility, among others. Sites 2B,
2C, and 8A scored the highest and were carried forward. At a February 18, 2021, coordination
meeting, CTA presented an updated replacement park analysis. The Chicago Park District indicated
that, since the Draft EIS, they are more focused on fulfilling a need for smaller pocket parks within
the communities instead of a single larger park. Additionally, the Chicago Park District informed
CTA that they had received community input regarding the desire to add pocket parks along the
Major Taylor Trail.

CTA met with the Chicago Park District on May 26, 2021, to present potential pocket park location
options just west of Fernwood Parkway in the Washington Heights community area and along the
Major Taylor Trail. this meeting, the Chicago Park District evaluated these pocket park locations
presented by CTA.

On July 29, 2021, the Chicago Park District sent CTA a list of their preferred replacement sites based
on their location near the Washington Heights community area. Each of the three preferred sites
reach a minimum of o0.25 acre, which is in accordance with Chicago Park District standards for
pocket parks. The Chicago Park District also sent CTA a total of seven preferred sites located along
the Major Taylor Trail. The Major Taylor Trail is a 35.30-acre linear park containing over 6 miles of
bicycle and pedestrian pathway. The Chicago Park District maintains and manages a portion of the
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bike trail starting at 105th Street to the Little Calumet River. The Chicago Park District requested
that potential pocket parks be located within the limits that are maintained and managed by the
Chicago Park District. The trail stretches through Washington Heights, West Pullman, and Morgan
Park. Each of the seven preferred sites is a minimum of 0.25 acre, which is in accordance with
Chicago Park District standards.

CTA and the Chicago Park District met on August 25, 2021. CTA reviewed Chicago Park District
preferred sites, discussed the viability of each site for parcel acquisitions, and outlined the next
steps for contacting property owners to assess parcel availability. CTA and the Chicago Park District
met again on September 14, 2021, regarding the identified potential replacement pocket parks as
mitigation measures and confirmation of Chicago Park District’s continued concurrence with FTA’s
de minimis finding with the identified mitigation measures. The Chicago Park District provided a
de minimis finding letter dated September 10, 2021 reaffirming their concurrence with FTA’s
preliminary Section 4(f) determination from August 2, 2017, as discussed in Section 4.1
(Attachment B). The Chicago Park District letter also discussed the most recent coordination and
direction for potential replacements pocket parks.

CTA met with the Chicago Park District on October 22, 2021, to present an update on the
replacement park sites and outreach to potentially affected property owners. During this meeting,
CTA also discussed coordination with the Chicago Park regarding the Transit Supportive
Development Plan.

After further coordination with the Chicago Park District, CTA updated this de minimis finding
letter to include additional areas based on future coordination with Chicago Park District. This
letter was executed by the Chicago Park District on April 19, 2022 (Attachment B). Figure 3-1
shows potential replacement pocket parks within Washington Heights and along the Major Taylor
Trail.

Mitigation measures include replacement park property directly adjacent to the Major Taylor Trail,
in the Washington Heights community area, or additional areas based on future coordination with
Chicago Park District. The replacement park sites would include passive recreational space.
Mitigation measures would include replacement property constructed in accordance with Chicago
Park District standards. Attachment A includes meeting minutes for the February 18, May 26,
August 25, September 14, and October 22, 2021 coordination meetings with the Chicago Park
District.
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Figure 3-1: Potential Replacement Parks
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Section 4 - Changes to Existing Parks

This section discusses the Section 4(f) use assessment for Fernwood Parkway and Wendell Smith
Park under the Preferred Alignment. Chapter 8 of the Final EIS includes additional information on
the Section 4(f) evaluation.

There would be no Section 4(f) use of Robert Abbott Park, Fernwood Park, Block Park, Potter
Palmer Park, Kensington Park, George Washington Carver Park, or the Beaubien Woods Forest
Preserve.

4.1 Fernwood Parkway

4.1.1 Section 4(f) Use Assessment

Changes to Fernwood Parkway under the Preferred Alignment would be the same as those outlined
under the UPRR West Option in the Draft EIS. However, conceptual engineering conducted on the
alignment has progressed into preliminary engineering since the Draft EIS.

Figure 4-1 shows the Preferred Alignment over Fernwood Parkway. Portions of Fernwood Parkway
south of I-57 would be overlapped by the elevated structure and its associated clearances between
goth Street and 103rd Street. This would result in a permanent incorporation of the park space.

4.1.2 All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm

The Chicago Park District has informed CTA that the two Fernwood Parkway parcels would not be
useful after the RLE Project is implemented. The Chicago Park District would transfer these two
parcels to CTA. CTA would, in return, mitigate impacts to Fernwood Parkway through the creation
of pocket park sites. These pocket park sites would be directly adjacent to the Major Taylor Trail,
in the Washington Heights community area, or additional areas based on future coordination with
Chicago Park District. A combination of already discussed sites or newly identified sites totaling 4.5
acres of Chicago Park District property affected would serve as replacement parks. New park space
created through this replacement acreage would include passive recreational space, would be
constructed in accordance with Chicago Park District standards, and would facilitate Chicago Park
District master planning goals and objectives. Phase I and Il environmental site assessments would
be conducted on the selected sites prior to acquisition, as required.
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4.1.3 Section 4(f) Finding

Section 4(f) coordination is ongoing. Replacement parkland directly adjacent to the Major Taylor
Trail, in the Washington Heights community area, or additional areas based on future coordination
with Chicago Park District would replace the affected parcels within Fernwood Parkway. No
changes to the attributes, features, or activities would result from the Preferred Alignment on
Fernwood Parkway; therefore, a de minimis finding is documented for this Section 4(f) use. This
finding is consistent with the preliminary de minimis finding for Fernwood Parkway under the
UPRR West Option in the Draft EIS.

After publication of the Draft EIS, FTA issued a preliminary Section 4(f) determination on August
2, 2017 to the Chicago Park District. The Chicago Park District concurred with the de minimis
finding in a letter dated September 21, 2017. Additional coordination with the Chicago Park District
has identified potential pocket park locations directly adjacent to the Major Taylor Trail, in the
Washington Heights community area, or additional areas based on future coordination with
Chicago Park District. The Chicago Park District reaffirmed their concurrence with FTA’s Section
4(f) de minimis finding in their letter dated September 10, 2021. After further coordination with the
Chicago Park District, CTA updated this de minimis finding letter, which was executed by the
Chicago Park District on April 19, 2022. Attachment B includes Section 4(f) correspondence
between FTA and the Chicago Park District.

In coordination with the Chicago Park District, CTA would identify and acquire park space totaling
4.5 acres to be used for replacement parks. Prior to acquisition of the park space, CTA would
conduct Phase I and II environmental site assessments on the selected sites, as required.
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Figure 4-1: Preferred Alignment near Fernwood Parkway
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4.2 Wendell Smith Park

4.2.1 Section 4(f) Use Assessment

Because the Preferred Alignment follows the UPRR West Option near Wendell Smith Park, the
Preferred Alignment would avoid use of Wendell Smith Park; however, there would be construction
impacts for a short duration. The northwest corner of Wendell Smith Park (approximately 0.1 acre)
would be temporarily closed during construction, and trees would be removed for construction
equipment staging and construction access (Figure 4-2). The Preferred Alignment would be
elevated over the northwest corner of the City-owned ggth Street right-of-way, which is currently
used as Wendell Smith Park property but remains a transportation use and Section 4(f) does not
apply. The Chicago Park District was granted usage of the ggth Street right-of-way to expand
Wendell Smith Park through a City Ordinance dated December 20, 1989. The ordinance prohibits
buildings or other structures within the ggth Street right-of-way that would interfere with the use,
maintenance, renewal, or reconstruction of public facilities. This area is shown in Figure 4-2 as
cross-hatching. A permit from the Chicago Park District would be required for the temporary
closure of the northwest corner of Wendell Smith Park prior to the start of construction. Impacts
would be mitigated through replacement of removed trees along with restoration of the
landscaping of the park. This has changed since the Draft EIS in which part of the walking path, a
bench, trees, and one of the baseball fields would all have been affected under the UPRR East
Option.

There would be no noise impacts on Wendell Smith Park due to the operation of the RLE Project
after implementation of noise barriers. Construction would not affect the attributes, features, or
activities of Wendell Smith Park.

The temporary closure of the northwest corner of the park would be a temporary occupancy
under 23 CFR Part 774.13; however, the temporary occupancy would be minimal and would not
constitute a use under Section 4(f). There would be no use of the park under Section 4(f).

CTA would need to temporarily close the northwest corner of Wendell Smith Park (approximately
0.1 acre) in order to construct the RLE Project. Based on the discussions between Chicago Park
District and CTA about construction activities within the northwest corner of Wendell Smith Park,
Chicago Park District agrees that the construction activities would be considered a
temporary occupancy under 23 CFR Part 774.13 that is so minimal as to not constitute a Section
4(f) use. Chicago Park District agrees that CTA meets the temporary occupancy conditions based
on the following justification and agree that there would be no use of Wendell Smith Park: 1) The
anticipated total closure time that is needed would be considerably less than the total
time needed for the
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construction of the RLE Project. 2) There would be no change in land ownership for Wendell Smith
Park. 3) The scope of work includes the placement of piers adjacent to the park right-of-way and
the placement of girders for the elevated structure; however, the proximity of the park would
require a construction easement for contractor access and the need to clear some trees, this work
would be conducted through a required construction permit. 4) There would be no permanent
adverse physical impacts, nor would there be a temporary or permanent interference with the
activities, features, or attributes of the park. 5) Chicago Park District would require a construction
permit that requires full restoration, and the land would be fully restored to a condition at least as
good as that which exists prior to the RLE Project. A letter from the Chicago Park District regarding
the temporary occupancy exception of Wendell Smith Park for construction activities can be found
within Attachment C.
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Figure 4-2: Preferred Alignment near Wendell Smith Park
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Section 5 - Conclusions

The purpose of the Section 4(f) additional park analysis was to fulfill the following two main goals,
which are also discussed in Appendix Y of the Draft EIS:

* To demonstrate to FTA that land is available for replacement park mitigation and confirm that
there would be no adverse effect findings through implementation of mitigation measures.

* To conduct more detailed coordination with the Chicago Park District on how to fulfill
mitigation measures.

CTA is actively coordinating with the Chicago Park District regarding impacts to Fernwood
Parkway. Although mitigation measures are still being finalized, CTA would provide mitigation for
impacts to Fernwood Parkway in the form of pocket parks within the Washington Heights
community, directly adjacent to the Major Taylor Trail, or additional areas based on future
coordination with Chicago Park District. A combination of sites already discussed with the Chicago
Park District or newly identified sites totaling 4.5 acres of Chicago Park District property affected
would serve as replacement parks.

5-1
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Attachment A - Chicago Park District Coordination
Materials
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Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

February 18, 2021




Project:

Meeting Purpose:

Date:
Location:
Time:

Chairperson:

Meeting Minutes

Red Line Extension

CPD Coordination Meeting
Thursday, February 18, 2021
Remote Meeting

8:30 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

Attendees: (See Attached copy of Sign-in-Sheet)
Item No. Date |Item Description Responsibility/ | Due/Closed
Status Date
1.00 Introductions
1.01 2/18/21 |Introductions were made.
2.00 Project Overview/Status
201 2/18/21 The Red Line Extension will extend from the current 95th/Dan Ryan Terminal
) Station to 130th Street at Altgeld Gardens.
202 2/18/21 Four new stations will be located at 103rd Street, 111th Street, Michigan Avenue,
’ and 130th Street. All stations will have Park & Ride and bus connections.
203 2/18/21 A new yard and shop will be located along the Preferred Alignment between
’ Michigan Avenue and 130th Street stations, near the MWRD property.
The Preferred Alignment will be on aerial structure South of 95th Street to the
2.04 2/18/21 ) o .
Metra/CN crossing, where it will transition to an at grade structure.
The INVEST South/West corridors are located along 111th Street and Michigan
2.05 2/18/21 |Avenue. It comes close to the 111th Street station and passes by the Michigan
Avenue station.
206 2/18/21 Changes to the alignment and relocation of the station at 130th Street will be
’ documented through the Supplemental Environmental Assessment (EA).
Project benefits to the far South Side communities include equity, connectivity
2.07 2/18/21 |and access, economic opportunity, frequent rail service and sustainable
transportation.
A team of consultants was approved in 2020 to perform preliminary engineering
and additional environmental analysis. The TSD plan begun in August 2020.
2.08 2/18/21 |Entry into Project Development (PD) for the FTA New Starts program was
approved in December 2020, which will help secure federal funding for final
design and construction.
3.00 Review Impacts to Fernwood Parkway
Alignment options East and West of the UPRR corridor were evaluated in the
3.01 2/18/21 |Draft EIS, and the Preferred Alignment was a combination of these options that
would avoid permanent impacts to Wendell Smith Park and Block Park.
The elevated structure would run over Fernwood Parkway from 99th Street to
3.02 2/18/21 [103rd Street, and the shadow effect was used to calculate the permanent
impact.
Estimated impacts to Fernwood Parkway would be 1.9 acres, which correspond
303 2/18/21 to the estimate in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Updates to

this impact will be made as the engineering progresses and will be documented
in the Final EIS.




4.00

Review of

Section 4(f) Evaluation in the Draft EIS

4.01

2/18/21

The Draft EIS evaluated both the alignment options to the East and West of the
UPRR. Coordination with the Chicago Park District (CPD) was documented,
including the CPD 2-acre size standard for developing new parks.

4.02

2/18/21

CTA began the replacement parks analysis in 2015, evaluating 22 sites in the
project area and narrowing the options to three sites: 2B, 8A and 12.

4.03

2/18/21

Based on the Draft EIS, FTA issued a preliminary de minimis finding on 8/2/17.
Public comments indicated a desire for parks within the project area, but no
specific location was preferred. CPD concurred with the de minimis finding on
9/21/17.

4.04

2/18/21

The previously identified replacement park sites were reviewed. It was noted that
CPD previously preferred Site 2B.

4.05

2/18/21

Concepts for Site 8A and Site 12 included a ball field as a mitigation measure for
Wendell Smith Park. If Site 8A moves forward, a new concept plan for the park
would be developed.

4.06

2/18/21

Site 8A has been considered for other potential development opportunities.

4.07

2/18/21

Site 12 is being evaluated for other uses related to Michigan Avenue station and
may be more viable for other uses than for a replacement park.

5.00

Replacement Park Methods and Criteria

5.01

2/18/21

Because Site 8A and Site 12 are being considered for other development,
additional evaluation of potential replacement park sites was performed using the
same criteria as the original analysis in the Draft EIS. The new analysis also
considered proximity to existing parks and considered the ability to meet the 2-
acre size requirement.

6.00

Review Pa

rk Replacement Options

6.01

2/18/21

Site 2B and Site 8A from the Draft EIS continue to be considered for
replacement parks. Site 2C was included in the original evaluation but was not a
replacement park option presented in the Draft EIS. Seven other sites were
evaluated. The top three sites were 2B, 2C and 8A.

6.02

2/18/21

The target replacement park area would ideally be within one mile of Fernwood
Parkway and without nearby park facilities within a half mile to address "park
desert" needs.

6.03

2/18/21

Locations of the evaluated sites were presented.

6.04

2/18/21

Site 2B was the preferred site at the time of the Draft EIS. It would meet the 2-
acre minimum and provide visibility along Michigan Ave and connection to the
community. Nineteen of the 20 parcels are vacant. The one parcel that is not
vacant has a foundation that would require removal. CPD noted that leaving one
active residential parcel surrounded by the park was not ideal, but CTA noted
that acquisitions of active residential parcels was not desirable. Furthermore, the
remaining residence would not have any impacts to access. CTA noted that site
2B was previously preferred because it was in an area without access to nearby
parks.

6.05

2/18/21

Site 2C would be just under 2 acres and has visibility along Michigan Avenue.
Fifteen of 18 parcels are vacant, but one parcel is an active residential parcel. An
existing cell tower would need to remain on this site.

6.06

2/18/21

Site 8A would be located within the parks desert and located adjacent to 111th
Street station. This site would be 2.9 acres with all four parcels vacant and
excellent visibility. However, this parcel is being evaluated for other potential
uses. CTA noted that the proposed veterans housing on this site is not a funded
project but has aldermanic support.

6.07

2/18/21

Because of the other development considerations for Site 8A, Site 2B was
recommended. Site 2C was the third option due to the active residential property.




6.08

2/18/21

Sites 2B and 2C are divided by 102nd Street but could be combined to create a
larger park, consideration would be needed due to 102nd Street. However, CPD
noted that these parks do not solve access problem.

6.09

2/18/21

CPD noted that a park within an access area that does not have existing access
to open spaces could be considered with less than 2 acres. CPD noted that Sites
2B and 2C did not solve an access problem.

6.10

2/18/21

Several replacement park sites were evaluated near the CPD access area at
111th Street but did not meet the 2-acre requirements and posed safety
concerns. A recent CPD acquisition at 110th and Wentworth has already met
this need.

6.11

2/18/21

CPD will follow up if existing access areas remain near the project corridor and
will provide CTA a current map of park locations.

CPD

6.12

2/18/21

CTA has identified a historic building North of 101st Street and Michigan Avenue
just outside Site 2B that could be an opportunity for programming. CPD would
not be interested in funding or maintaining this development but expressed
support for this idea. CTA suggested that grants may be available for this
rehabilitation.

6.13

2/18/21

CTA inquired about the acceptable size of replacement parks that would meet
CPD access needs. Sites less than 2 acres could be considered if the location
addressed community needs or CPD programming needs and filled-in existing
gaps in the CPD system. These locations could be discussed on a case by case
basis.

7.00

Carver Park - Located within Altgeld Gardens

7.01

2/18/21

Carver Park is a park that is located adjacent to and within the Altgeld Gardens
neighborhood that is within the Riverdale community area.

7.02

2/18/21

The 130th Street Terminal station was previously located North of 130th Street,
adjacent to the MWRD wastewater treatment plant.

7.03

2/18/21

Following the demolition of the Chicago Housing Authority (CHA) blocks 11, 12
and 13 within Altgeld Gardens, CTA investigated the feasibility of relocating the
terminal station to this area, and both stakeholders and the public generally
supported bringing the station closer to the community.

7.04

2/18/21

The proposed 130th Street station would utilize a parcel owned by the Forest
Preserves of Cook County (FPCC). A Section 4(f) evaluation with FPCC was
initiated, and FPCC expressed interest in improved connections between Carver
Park and Beaubien Woods. A potential land swap is being discussed. CTA
suggested that improvements to wayfinding and connectivity to Carver Park
could be part of the Section 4(f) mitigations.

7.05

2/18/21

The 2016 Altgeld-Murray Master Plan identified an expansion of Carver Park to
the East, showing an active recreational area with a skate park and tennis
courts. While this expansion has not been funded, CTA inquired about CPD
plans for this area.

7.06

2/18/21

CPD had no plans to expand Carver Park without sources of funding and noted
that CPD would likely be hesitant to invest in an area with sufficient amounts of
open space already nearby. CPD will confirm.

CPD

7.07

2/18/21

CPD supported improved connections between Carver Park and Beaubien
Woods and supported FPCC acquisition of the parcel East of Carver Park.

7.08

2/18/21

CTA suggested a multi-agency meeting to understand interests for each involved
party and determine a solution that would be acceptable. CTA will schedule this
meeting.

CTA

7.09

2/18/21

CTA expressed support for the "African American Heritage Trail" along the Little
Calumet River but noted that due to the large number of privately owned parcels,
this would not be a feasible undertaking for the RLE project.

8.00

Transit Supportive Development




TSD team presented the overall goals for the TSD Plan. The TSD team will be
looking at open space as part of the comprehensive approach to land use in, and
near, the station areas. Specifically, the TSD team will seek to integrate
community needs/interests/goals/desires into the plan.

8.01 2/18/21

The park district explained when they assess access to open space they include
8.02 2/18/21 |spaces also owned by CPS and other agencies that are publicly accessible. This
aligns with the TSD.

The TSD team mentioned that one of the consistent messages they have heard
from the community is the desire to increase access to food, specifically access
8.03 2/18/21 |[to fresh, healthy foods. This could be address through such programmed
elements such as farmer's markets and community gardens. CPD does have
programs and partnerships that support these types of activities.

8.00 Next Steps

8.01 2/18/21 |CPD will provide maps of current park locations. CPD
8.02 2/18/21 |CPD will confirm intentions for Carver Park expansion. CPD
8.03 2/18/21 CTA will continue to develop and refine the replacement park options and review CTA
the updated CPD map.
CTA will schedule a multi-agency meeting to discuss plans around the 130th
8.04 2n18/21 Street station and Altgeld Gardens. CTA
8.05 2/18/21 The draft Final EIS/ROD is expected to be completed in Fall 2021 and released
in Q3 of 2022.
A Memo of Understanding (MOU) will be needed for the replacement parks, and
8.06 2/18/21 . ; . .
environmental testing will be needed prior to a land transfer.
8.07 2/18/21 QPD offered to connect the South A.I'(:“::’:.l Mz'anager with the CTA/TSD team to CPD
discuss parks programming and activities in the area
8.08 2/18/21 TSD team will provide outcome of community survey about open space from the CTA/TSD

public meetings

Please notify the author of the minutes of any corrections and/or clarifications within five (5) business days, otherwise minutes will be
considered final.




PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:
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MEETING TIME: 8:30 AM
CHAIRPERSON: Marlise Fratinardo
LOCATION: Remote Meeting
INVITEES:
Extension/
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1 Y Sarah White CPD Sarah.White@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
2 Y Doreen O'Donnell CPD Doreen.O'Donnell@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
3 Y London Walther CPD London.Walther@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
Director of Strategic Planning and
4 Y Leah Mooney CTA - Planning Policy Imooney@transitchicago.com 14250
5 Y Marlise Fratinardo CTA - Planning Senior Project Manager, Planning mfratinardo@transitchicago.com 14124
Senior Manager - Strategic Planning,
6 Y Sonali Tandon CTA - Planning Rail STandon@transitchicago.com 14246
7 Y Ammar Elmajdoub CTA - Planning Project Manager aelmajdoub@transitchicago.com
8 Y Jasmine Gunn DPD Jasmine.Gunn@cityofchicago.org
9 Y Christine Carlyle TSD - SCB christine.carlyle@scb.com
10 Y Erin Cabonargi TSD - GWG erin@urban-resolve.com
11 Y Jacob Peters TSD - Nia jpeters@niaarch.com




PROJECT:
MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:

Sign in Sheet

Red Line Extension

CPD Coordination Meeting

Thursday, February 18, 2021

MEETING TIME: 8:30 AM
CHAIRPERSON: Marlise Fratinardo
LOCATION: Remote Meeting
INVITEES:
Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.
12 Y Joanna Littrell PMC - HNTB Program Manager jlittrell.hntb@transitchicago.com 14223
13 Y Patrick Dunn PMC - CDM-Smith NEPA Lead PDunn.cdm@transitchicago.com 14243
14 N Joseph Yesbeck PEC - TY Lin Project Manager Joseph.Yesbeck@tylin.com
15 Y Grace Dysico PEC - TranSystems NEPA Lead gldysico@transystems.com (847) 407-5247
16 Y Robin Martel PEC - Wight & Company |NEPA Specialist rmartel@wightco.com (312) 261-5730
17 Y Patricia King PEC - Wight & Company |NEPA Specialist pking@wightco.com
18 Y Helen Yeung PEC - CERA Document Control hyeung@cerasolutions.com
19 Y Teresa Fourcher TSD - SCB teresa.fourcher@scbh.com

NOTE: All individuals listed have been invited to the meeting. Only those indicated were in attendance.




Invitees: Sarah White/CPD Joanna Littrell/PMC — HNTB
Doreen O’Donnell/CPD Patrick Dunn/PMC — CDM Smith
London Walther/CPD Joseph Yesbeck/PEC —TY Lin
Leah Mooney/CTA — Planning Grace Dysico/NEPA-PEC — TranSystems
Marlise Fratinardo/CTA — Planning Robin Martel/NEPA-PEC — Wight
Sonali Tandon/CTA — Planning Patty King/NEPA-PEC - Wight
Ammar Elmajdoub/CTA - Planning Helen Yeung/NEPA-PEC — Cera
Jasmine Gunn/DPD Teresa Fourcher/TSD - SCB
Christine Carlyle/TSD - SCB
Erin Cabonargi/TSD - GWG
Jacob Peters/TSD - Nia
1) Introductions
2) Project Overview / Status
3) Review Impacts to Fernwood Parkway
4) Review of Section 4(f) Evaluation in the Draft EIS
e |dentified replacement park areas
e Preliminary de minimis finding with mitigation
e FTA sent Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination (de minimis finding) on August 2, 2017
e CPD concurred with de minimis finding in letter dated September 21, 2017
5) Replacement Park Methods and Criteria
6) Review Park Replacement options
e Review previous sites
e Identify potential new sites
e Shortlist sites for further development
7) Carver Park — Located within Altgeld Gardens

Chicago Transit Authority

Red Line Extension
Chicago Park District (CPD)
Coordination Meeting

Agenda
February 18, 2021
Remote Meeting
8:30 AM to 10:30 AM CT

e Adjacent to CHA owned land and Beaubien Woods
e Desire to create a connection from Carver Park to Beaubien Woods
e Carver Park utilization and planned improvements (TSD)



8)

9)

10)

Transit Supportive Development Plan

e Overview of the TSD project — goals
e Overview of Project Area and Station Area land use including open space allocation
O Strategic Plan (2016): Ensure all residents live within a 10 minute walk of a park or open
space.
e Overview / status of current plans
0 DPD Capital Improvement Plan (2020-2024):
0 Southeast Chicago Area-Wide Plan (2016)
O Strategic Plan 2012/2016
0 Future planning
e Major Assets in the area and their primary users (neighborhood, city-wide)
0 Gately Indoor Track & Field
0 Big Marsh
0 Palmer Park

Next Steps

e Continue Section 4(f) Coordination

e Further develop shortlist of potential replacement parks for CPD final selection in the Final
EIS/ROD

e Continue to discuss Carver Park

Action Items
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e Carver Park

Marlise Fratinardo



Marlise
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e Carver Park




Marlise
The RLE project extends the Red Line from 95th to 130th at Altgeld Gardens.

Four stations are proposed — 103rd, 111th, Michigan, and 130th. Each will have bus
connections and Park and Ride.

A new shop and yard is included, located between Michigan and 130th, next to MWRD
property.

The alignment will be on aerial structure from just south of 95th until crossing of Metra
Electric and CN.

Note INVEST South/West & note location of Altgeld Gardens



Marlise

As many of you know, extending the Red Line would provide many benefits to Far South Side
communities and the rest of the city and region.

The graphic on the right side of this slide shows the current CTA system with the Red Line Extension
added. CTA’s rail lines extend out from the Loop in all directions... and most of these lines extend to
the city’s border, except on the Far South Side.

The Red Line Extension has equity at its foundation. The Red Line Extension supports the City’s
equity efforts by providing affordable rapid transit to historically underserved communities and
improving mobility for transit-dependent residents and people with disabilities.

The Red Line Extension also provides connectivity and access to the entire CTA network — meaning
customers will be able to board at one of the 4 new stations and transfer to other trains at one of
the many transfer points along the line, or transfer to a CTA bus. This is really important because
currently, fewer than 30% of riders who board at the 95th/Dan Ryan station end their trips in the
Loop; most riders are going other places throughout the city, including other south side
destinations, or maybe further north than downtown, or to the west side.

Also, shown here on this slide is a conceptual rendering of what a new Red Line Extension station
could look like.



Marlise

Some of the other benefits of the Red Line Extension include economic opportunity,
meaning the ability for Far South Side residents to reach jobs, schools, and other
destinations. The Extension would put residents within easier reach of jobs throughout the
city and reduce commute times.

The Red Line Extension’s frequent rail service will mean a 20 minute time savings for riders
traveling from the 130th Street station to downtown.

Using public transportation over motor vehicles helps contribute to improved air quality,
reduces greenhouse gas emissions, and saves energy for a greener and more sustainable
Chicago.

Let’s move on to the next piece of the presentation....



e g e

meetings

Marlise

CTA made significant progress on the Red Line Extension Project in 2020. Near the beginning of the
year we approved the consulting team to begin work on the Preliminary Engineering work and
Additional Environmental Analysis needed for the project, and that team began its work soon after.
This includes the Supplemental Environmental Assessment, which we will cover shortly.

In August, CTA and its consultant teams began work on the Transit-Supportive Development Plan,
which will identify strategies to fully leverage the investment of the transit project to bring
economic benefit to the community. We will discuss Transit-Supportive Development in detail later
in this presentation and ask for your input and ideas.

We launched our community engagement website in early December, followed closely by a pair of
virtual community meetings on December 8th and 9th.

Finally, in late December CTA was approved for entry into the Project Development Phase of the
Federal Transit Administration’s New Starts Program. Entering this phase is a major step in CTA's
continued commitment to the construction of the Red Line Extension. With an estimated cost of
approximately $2.3 Billion for project completion, being granted entry into the Project
Development phase was a critical step toward securing the federal funding we need for final design
and construction. Federal funding will be awarded after successful completion of all the
requirements of the New Starts Program, including identification of local funding.
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e Carver Park

Marlise passes to Robin Martel



Robin

In the Draft EIS, CTA had presented impacts to Wendell Smith Park, Fernwood Parkway, and
Block Park, depending on the East or West Option of the UPRR Rail Alternative.

CTA has selected the Preferred Alignment that would cross over the UP tracks and run along
the west side. With the Preferred Alignment, there would not be permanent impacts to
either Wendell Smith Park or Block Park. There would be temporary construction impacts
to Wendell Smith Park (at the upper northwest corner as the elevated tracks cross over the
corner of the Park).

Fernwood Parkway would be impacted by the elevated structure and the 103rd Street
station.



Robin

Figures shown on the slide represent the impacts to Fernwood Parkway. The parkway is
shown in green in the figures. The area underneath the structure that would have shadow
effect represents the impact area. The impact area is shown in the yellowish/gold color.

10
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Robin

Based on the engineering that has been completed to date and approved by the CTA, it is
estimated that there would be 1.9 acres of impact. This is consistent with the 1.9 acres
presented in the Draft EIS. The structure type and span width of the elevated structure
would affect that area of impact underneath the structure. As engineering details continues
to develop, the area of impact would be revised as necessary.

11
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e Carver Park

Robin continues

12
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Robin

Highlight points in the bullets

13



Robin

For the Section 4(f) evaluation conducted for the Draft EIS in 2016, replacement parks with
an approximate size of 2 acres were reviewed, based on CPD input on the desired size for a
replacement park. Three replacement park sites were identified in the Draft EIS. Comments
received from the Draft EIS did not particularly select or identify a preferred replacement
park but did indicate that parks are desired within the RLE project area.

The exhibit shows the location of the three replacement park sites from the Draft EIS.

14
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Robin

After the publication of the Draft EIS and the end of public comment period, the FTA issued
a letter to the CPD regarding the preliminary finding of de minimis impacts after mitigation.
The CPD concurred with the de minimis finding in 2017.

15



Robin
The next three slides present the 3 replacement park sites that were presented in the Draft
EIS. Site 2B is located at 102nd Street and Michigan Avenue. The concept as shown here is

open space with walking path.

Site 2B was the CPD preferred replacement park site.

16



Robin

This is the concept that was presented for Site 8A in the Draft EIS. At the time of the Draft
EIS, parking was proposed at 111th Street (west of the UPRR tracks) and the ballfield was
shown as the mitigation for Wendell Smith Park. If Site 8A continues to move forward in the
Section 4(f) analysis, a new concept plan for the park would be developed.

In the Preferred Alignment, the 111th Street Station is located on the east side of the UPRR
tracks, similar to what is shown in this exhibit. However, CTA prefers to have parking
located on the east side of the tracks to avoid pedestrians crossing the at-grade UPRR tracks
and to preserve the parcels for future development.

This site has been considered for a future development as a Veteran’s home. CTA is working
with the City’s planning department and the concurrent TSD study to develop a plan for
properties adjacent to the stations. The TSD team has identified the “lack” of parks in this
area.

17



Robin

This is the concept that was presented for Site 12 in the Draft EIS. At the time of the Draft
EIS the ballfield was shown as the mitigation for Wendell Smith Park.

With the ongoing station area planning, station concepts have been developed that utilize a
portion of Site 12 for station amenities (i.e. bus turnaround and drop off location). Planning
for the station area is ongoing and CTA is working through the station concepts with the
City and community. CTA is looking at parking options north or south of the UPRR tracks for
the Michigan Avenue station.

18



e Carver Park

Robin passes to Patty King

19
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Patty

As the project moves forward and CTA prepares the Final EIS, the replacement park that
satisfies the mitigation for impacts to Fernwood Parkway would need to be identified.

One of the three sites that were discussed in the Draft EIS may no longer be viable and one
may have other considerations for future development. Site 2B, along Michigan Avenue is
the remaining site. This site could move forward into the Final EIS as the mitigation of
choice from the CPD; however, CTA did perform a reevaluation and reviewed the project
area again to determine if there could be other sites available.

20



Criteria Score Definition

Parcel Size (Excluding occupied/active parcels) 2 acres and greater
Less than 2 acres
Yes

No

BE ARG, ~fihn mmranis

s the location in a park desert
(i.e., greater than % mile from CPD park or facility)

nlo|wlo|un

and Privately Held Vacant) | 1 | 50-74% |
| 0 [ 0-29% |
Safety/Security 5 Highly visible, vehicular connections
r T B . 1
Environmental Factors No issues
Minor issues
Requires remediation/clean up
Cost Consid ions/Building No structures on any parcel

1-5 structures

6-10 structures

11-15 structures
16-19 structures

20 or more structures

of k(| w| & v k| w| v

Patty

The criteria used for the analysis builds upon the screening methodology and criteria used in the
Draft EIS. In this reevaluation the methodology in the Draft EIS was used, with the addition of two
new criteria.

1. Parcel size, and
2. Distance from an existing CPD park or facility

For this analysis we officially included a scoring based on parcel size and proximity to existing parks,
which had been previously used as a “screening criteria”.

If the size is 2+ acres, a maximum of 5 points would be given to that park. The second criteria is
based on the location of the replacement park in what is called a park desert ( greater than % mile
from existing CPD park or facility).

The first two criteria were weighted differently then the rest of the criteria because we thought it
was important to meet the 2.0 acres size criteria and locate the park within a park desert.

The remaining criteria had a graduated weighting system.
(Patty will provide a couple of examples for the remaining criteria to give a high level of how the
criteria was used.)

21
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included in the Draft EIS)
* Site 18
* Site 19
* Site 20
* Site 21
* Site 22
* Site 22a

Patty

In addition to the 3 sites from the Draft EIS, we identified 7 new sites and evaluated them
against the criteria.

The next couple of slides walk you through how we looked at proximity to existing parks
and the proximity to Fernwood Parkway.



Patty

The figure shows the existing parks within the Project area. The parks are shown with a %;
mile buffer around them.

24



Patty

Exhibit shows the 1-mile buffer around Fernwood Parkway. When evaluating the potential
park replacement, the replacement park would ideally be located within that 1-mile buffer
around the park.

25



Patty

When you overlay the existing park map and the 1-mile buffer surrounding Fernwood
Parkway, there is a clear area that we have identified as a “park desert”.

26



Patty

This exhibit shows the locations of the potential replacement parks that were evaluated.

27



Criteria 2B 2C 8A 18 19 20 21 22 | 22a | 23

Parcel Size 5 0 5 ] ] 2] 9 0 0 0
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Land Use/Zoning Compatibility
Safety/Security
Environmental Factors
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Cost Considerations/Building Removal

Patty

The scoring and ranking of the 10 sites evaluated since the Draft EIS is shown on the table.
CTA has reviewed the sites and based on the scoring and the amount of active use parcels,
limited size and proximity to Fernwood Parkway seven were eliminated (note sites that are
crossed out). The sites that are being carried forward include:

e Site 2B
e Sijte 2C
e Sijte 8A



Patty

Let’s talk about the three sites being carried forward. This exhibit shows the locations of the

potential replacement parks. The first one we’'ll talk about is Site 2B (circled in red at the
top of the map).

29



Patty

Highlight key information on the slide

30



Patty

Show images of existing land for Site 2B overview and Parcel 8.

31



Patty

Show images of existing land for Site 2B, Parcel 12.

32



Patty

The next site is 2C, which is nearby Site 2B just to the south.

33



Patty

Highlight information on the slide, note slightly less than 1.9 acres. There is one occupied
building.

Occupied building looks like a single family/duplex building. The empty square space is a
communications tower.

34



Patty

Images are of parcels with the 2C footprint.

35



Patty

The third and last site is Site 8A. Circled in red towards the bottom left of the map.

36



Patty

Provide highlights from the slide. The parcel would be adjacent to the 111th Street station.

Parcel is being considered for other developments and is part of the TSD to determine best
use for this parcel.

37



Patty

The table presents the scores and ranking of the three sites CTA is recommending to move

forward.

Criteria 2B 2C 8A
Parcel Size 5 0 5
s the location in a park desert/greater than % mile from CPD park or o 5 5
facility

Avasilahilitu af A rnuicitian [Himitad ar Na Artiva Dacidantial NMumad b

Location/Proximity to Transit, Parks, Bike Lanes, and/or Divvy Station 5 5 5
Land Use/Zoning Compatibility 3 1 1
Safety/Security 5 5 5
Environmental Factors 3 5 1
A maae e -

38
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Patty
The sites are presented in the order in which we think they should be considered:

2B is a better site for park replacement, it was the front runner in the analysis as part of the
Draft EIS. The parcels are vacant and minimal demolition or grading would be needed.

8A has other considerations for development, although it is vacant and adjacent to the
proposed 111th Street station.

2Cis a good site, but it does have an active use on a residential property that may be a
duplex.

39



Patty passes to Patrick Dunn
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NEPA procesé.

Patrick

A new piece of the project is the potential relocation of the 130th Street station from north
to south of 130th Street. The north location (blue square) was originally identified in the
Draft EIS.

CTA assessed the new opportunity (orange square) for critical flaws, feasibility, and public
input.

Meetings held with partner agencies, including CHA, FTA, CDOT, IDOT, Chicago Department
of Planning and Development, SHPO, and Forest Preserves of Cook County (FPCC).
Meetings were also held with several stakeholder groups representing local residents and
others (Carver H.S.) in the immediate area. There was a lot of positive support for studying
this move.

With that overall agreement among our stakeholders, CTA leadership approved studying
and exploring the location change of the proposed 130th Street station to south of 130th
Street, adjacent to the Altgeld Gardens housing development. This option is now being
vetted through the NEPA process, which includes public involvement and development of a
Supplemental EA that will occur as a part of that process.

41



Patrick

The base case 130th Street station alignment is shown on this exhibit. The long shape on
the east shown in green is a parcel of land owned by the Forest Preserves of Cook County.

CTA is working with the FPCC to develop mitigation measures from the impact of the parcel.

The parcel is approximately 7 acres.

Through the coordination that has been conducted to date the FPCC has indicated that they
are open to a land swap of greater value and betterment opportunities through
connections between Carver Park and Beaubien Woods.

42



Patrick

Coordination with the FPCC regarding mitigation measures indicates that the FPCC would
be interested in a land swap with the City of Chicago, who owns the two parcels that are
shown in red, adjacent to the Beaubien Woods.

The FPCC has also expressed in interest in knowing what the future plans are for Carver
Park. Does the CPD plan on expanding the park to the CHA parcel that is owned on the east
of Carver Park.

43



Patrick

The 2016 Master Plan for the Altgeld Gardens does show that Carver Park would be
expanded to the east onto the existing CHA owned land.

CTA has recently met with the CHA regarding plans for their parcels of land, specifically
Blocks 12 and 15. Block 12 is just south of 132nd Street and Block 15 is adjacent to Carver
Park. The CHA has indicated that several opportunities have been discussed but nothing is
funded at this point.

The FPCC has indicated that people are currently transported between Carver Park and
Beaubien Woods because there is not a walking path or easy way of getting between the
two parks.

The FPCC and even the community have expressed an interest in providing better
connections to green/open space.

44



Patrick continues
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Patrick

As we continue to move through the NEPA process and work toward the Final EIS, CTA and the CPD
would need to identify the replacement park options that would mitigate for the impacts to
Fernwood Parkway. CTA and CPD could work together to prepare the required documentation that
fulfills the requirements of Section 4(f) and would terminate in a de minimis finding. The final
mitigation measures would be disclosed in the draft Final EIS/ROD in Fall of 2021.

After the FEIS/ROD, the CTA and CPD would need to develop and execute an MOU defining the
terms and agreement for the Fernwood Park mitigation measures. The FTA will require this “Third
Party Agreement” as part of its Capital Investment Grant program. The MOU would be needed prior
to receiving the Full Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA).

CPD has indicated that Phase | ESAs would be needed for the “replacement park” and if
contamination is present, then the site would need to be remediated and a No Further Remediation
Letter would be required.

As we understand it, CPD’s process would need an MOU for the transfer of property and if
conditions change then additional concurrence would be needed. After the Final EIS/ROD is
approved, approval would be needed from both the General Superintendent and the CEO, and then
the Board if CPD is planning to dispose land or acquire or accept land.

CTA would not be able to purchase any properties until the approval of the Final EIS/ROD and the
project moves out of Project Development and into Engineering phase.
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Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

May 26, 2021




Project:

Meeting Purpose:

Date:
Location:
Time:

Chairperson:

Meeting Minutes

Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting
Wednesday, May 26, 2021

Remote Meeting

11:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

Attendees: (See Attached copy of Sign-in-Sheet)
Item No. Date |Item Description Responsibility/ | Due/Closed
Status Date
1.00 Introductions
1.01 5/26/21 |Introductions were made.
2.00 Project Update/Goal for the Meeting
The purpose of this meeting was to follow up on the discussions on the Chicago
2.01 5/26/21 |Park District direction to pursue pocket parks as mitigation measures for the
impacts to Fernwood Parkway.
The mitigation measures for the impacts to Fernwood Parkway will be
2.02 5/26/21 |documented in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which will be
published in Spring 2022.
At the coordination meeting between CTA and the Chicago Park District on
2/18/21, three replacement park sites were presented. Since then, there have
3.01 5/26/21 . : - . .
been discussions about providing pocket parks instead of a single 2-acre
replacement park site.
CTA has received community feedback through the TSD study that there is a
302 5/26/21 need for additional parks west of the proposed 103rd Street station. Vacant
’ parcels that could be potential pocket park locations have been identified through
a desktop analysis.
Properties along Halsted Street and near the 103rd Street Station have been
3.03 5/26/21 |identified as potential development opportunity sites in the Transit Supportive
Development Plan.
3.04 5/26/21 Five pockgt park sites (Sites 24-28) were identified west of the proposed 103rd
Street station.
Pocket parks within the neighborhoods could be open green spaces, community
3.05 5/26/21 .
gardens, pathways, or landscaped with benches and shade trees.
3.06 5/26/21 |Several pocket parks could be constructed for mitigation.
3.07 5/26/21 |[Chicago Park District preferred the corner parcels.
308 5/26/21 Chicago F.’ark District noteq that Site 24 would be challenging because of the
alley running through the site.
3.09 5/26/21 It would be desirable to Chicago Park District if these parks would fill in gaps in Chicago Park
’ their system. Chicago Park District will follow up on locations of identified gaps. District
3.10 5/26/21 Chicago Park District agreed that a minimum 0.25 acre pocket park size would

be acceptable, but Chicago Park District has smaller pocket parks as well.




3.1

5/26/21

Vacant parcels along the Major Taylor Trail were also analyzed per Chicago Park
District request. Several parcels within Maps 1, 2 and 3 had proximity to the Red
Line Extension but none of the parcels were within one mile from Fernwood
Parkway.

3.12

5/26/21

One group of parcels, identified as Site 10, was previously analyzed as part of
the Draft EIS. This site has 3.05 acres of freshwater emergent wetland, which
may be a challenge for development of a pocket park. Additionally, this site lacks
good street access.

3.13

5/26/21

Several sites along the Major Taylor Trail have potential visibility and access
challenges.

3.14

5/26/21

CTA inquired if Chicago Park District anticipated any community pushback if the
mitigation measure was not near the impacted park.

3.15

5/26/21

Chicago Park District has tried to acquire the parcels at the south end of the
Major Taylor Trail by the Little Calumet River but noted that the seller is not
willing.

3.16

5/26/21

CTA has provided Chicago Park District with the exhibits showing the
recommended pocket park locations near Fernwood Parkway and near the Major
Taylor Trail.

3.17

5/26/21

Chicago Park District already has plans to develop parks in the Fernwood
Parkway area. Chicago Park District would consider a combination of pocket
parks in the Fernwood Parkway area and along the Major Taylor Trail for
mitigation. They will review the recommendations provided, complete an in-
house analysis of the sites and then provide CTA a priorities list. A response with
Chicago Park District recommendations is anticipated to be ready by the end of
June.

Chicago Park
District

4.00

Discussion of Mitigation Measures for Fernwood Parkway

4.01

5/26/21

Chicago Park District inquired about the area of impact being used to determine
the mitigation amount. CTA responded that the calculated area of impact is 1.9
acres which is what was included in the Draft EIS. Chicago Park District recalled
similarly and concurred on the approach to the proposed mitigation measures for
the 1.9 acres of impact to Fernwood Parkway.

4.02

5/26/21

CTA aims to maintain the de minimis finding for the Final EIS/Record of Decision
(ROD).

4.03

5/26/21

Previously, Site 2B was the recommended Replacement Park site. Site 2C had
one active residential property, whereas Site 2B did not have any. Site 8A was
adjacent to the proposed 111th Street station. The Veteran's Housing proposed
for Site 8A is not moving forward at this time, but this site is being considered for
future development in the Transit Supportive Development Plan.

4.04

5/26/21

In 2015, a letter from Chicago Park District regarding the mitigation measures

identified 2 to 5 acres is the range in size of neighborhood parks. The standard
for new parks is a minimum of 2 acres. The letter also stated that the selected

replacement park sites will require Ph 1 and Ph 2 ESAs to be completed.

4.05

5/26/21

There is no FTA requirement on the total acreage of replacement parks. Chicago
Park District is targeting a total of 2 acres for all replacement parks.

5.00

Decisions

from Chicago Park District

5.01

5/26/21

CTA requested confirmation if Chicago Park District would still be interested in
Site 2B, or if this site was no longer being considered. Chicago Park District
requested that this site remain in consideration at this time.

5.02

5/26/21

Currently CTA is in the process of preparing the Supplemental Environmental
Assessment (EA) for submittal to FTA. The Fernwood Parkway impacts are not
within the three project change areas, therefore are not covered in the
Supplemental EA document.

5.03

5/26/21

Mitigation measures for impacts to Fernwood Parkway will be presented in the
Final EIS/ROD. This document is currently being drafted, and the target
submittal to FTA will be Fall 2021.




5.04

5/26/21

CTA discussed that mitigation measures could be a mix of pocket parks and
enhancements to existing parks.

5.05

5/26/21

Coordination between CTA and Chicago Park District will be documented in the
Final EIS/ROD.

6.00

Next Steps

6.01

5/26/21

An updated letter from Chicago Park District will be needed if the mitigation
measure strategy will be changing from the single 2-acre replacement park site
identified in the 2015 letter. In order to meet project deadlines, an updated letter
would be needed by fall 2021.

Chicago Park
District

6/30/21

6.02

5/26/21

After the Draft EIS was published, FTA issued Chicago Park District a letter
requesting a de minimis finding based on public feedback and proposed
mitigation measures documented in the Draft EIS. Chicago Park District provided
concurrence to the FTA finding. A new letter may be needed to reflect the
change in mitigation from a singular replacement park site to multiple
replacement pocket park sites. As before, the FTA would issue the letter and
request Chicago Park District concurrence on the de minimis finding.

6.03

5/26/21

CTA will coordinate mitigation measures that are acceptable to Chicago Park
District with FTA for a de minimis finding.

6.04

5/26/21

Properties cannot be acquired by CTA until the approval of the Final EIS/ROD,
which is targeted for approval in Spring 2022. CTA anticipates that parcels for
the mitigation measures can be purchased toward the end of 2022.

6.05

5/26/21

Until the pocket parks have been vetted by Chicago Park District, CTA will
continue to carry forward the acquisition of parcels for the previously identified
replacement park sites in the environmental documentation.

7.00

Action Items

7.01

5/26/21

A letter is needed from Chicago Park District if the mitigation measure strategy
will be changing from that listed in the 2015 letter.

Chicago Park
District

Fall 2021

7.02

5/26/21

Chicago Park District will evaluate the proposed pocket park sites and provide a
priority list to CTA.

Chicago Park
District

6/30/21

7.03

5/26/21

CTA will provide Chicago Park District the previous correspondence with
Chicago Park District and FTA regarding the de minimis finding.

CTA

Please notify the author of the minutes of any corrections and/or clarifications within five (5) business days, otherwise minutes will be
considered final.




PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:

MEETING DATE:

Red Line Extension

Sign in Sheet

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

Wednesday, May 26, 2021

MEETING TIME: 11:00 AM
CHAIRPERSON: Marlise Fratinardo
LOCATION: Remote Meeting
INVITEES:
Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.
1 Y Marlise Fratinardo CTA - Planning Senior Project Manager, Planning mfratinardo@transitchicago.com 14124
Director of Strategic Planning and
2 Y Leah Mooney CTA - Planning Policy Imooney@transitchicago.com 14250
Senior Manager - Strategic Planning,
3 Y Sonali Tandon CTA - Planning Rail STandon@transitchicago.com 14246
4 Y Doreen O'Donnell Chicago Park District Doreen.O'Donnell@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
5 N Sarah White Chicago Park District Sarah.White@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
6 Y London Walther Chicago Park District London.Walther@ChicagoParkDistrict.com
7 Y Joanna Littrell PMC - HNTB Program Manager jlittrell.hntb@transitchicago.com 14223
8 Y Patrick Dunn PMC - CDM-Smith NEPA Lead PDunn.cdm@transitchicago.com 14243
9 Y Grace Dysico PEC - TranSystems NEPA Lead gldysico@transystems.com (847) 407-5247
10 Y Robin Martel PEC - Wight & Company |NEPA Specialist rmartel@wightco.com (312) 261-5730
11 Y Patricia King PEC - Wight & Company |NEPA Specialist pking@wightco.com




PROJECT:
MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:

Sign in Sheet
Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

Wednesday, May 26, 2021

MEETING TIME: 11:00 AM
CHAIRPERSON: Marlise Fratinardo
LOCATION: Remote Meeting
INVITEES:
Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.
12 Y Helen Yeung PEC - CERA Document Control hyeung@cerasolutions.com

NOTE: All individuals listed have been invited to the meeting. Only those indicated were in attendance.




II,'A

Chicago Transit Authority

Red Line Extension
Chicago Park District (CPD)
Park Replacement Coordination Meeting

Agenda
May 26, 2021
Remote Meeting
11:00to 12:00 CT

Invitees: Sarah White/CPD Joanna Littrell/PMC — HNTB
Doreen O’Donnell/CPD Patrick Dunn/PMC — CDM Smith
London Walther/CPD Joseph Yesbeck/PEC —TY Lin
Leah Mooney/CTA — Planning Grace Dysico/NEPA-PEC — TranSystems
Marlise Fratinardo/CTA — Planning Robin Martel/NEPA-PEC — Wight
Sonali Tandon/CTA — Planning Patty King/NEPA-PEC - Wight

Helen Yeung/NEPA-PEC — Cera

1) Introductions
2) Project Update/Goal for the Meeting
3) Discussion on “Pocket Park” opportunities

e Evaluated areas near 103rd Street station and Major Taylor Trail
e Reviewed sites that are potentially available (i.e. vacant and privately-owned, City-owned or
Cook County Land Bank owned)

e Highlighted parks that are 0.25 acres or larger — Chicago Park District to verify minimum size

4) Discussion of Mitigation Measures for Fernwood Parkway

e Previously identified larger parks, i.e. Sites 2B, 2C, 8A
e Pocket Park opportunities — near 103rd Street station and Major Taylor Trail

5) Decisions from Chicago Park District

e Based on available properties shown, indicate preference
0 Select 3 Options
0 Rank Top Options
* Need decision for inclusion in drafts of Final EIS/ROD — end of June 2021

6) Next Steps

¢ Update on mitigation letter to address the new direction on replacement parks
e Continue Section 4(f) coordination with Chicago Park District and FTA

*  Further develop documentation/coordination needs for the Final EIS/ROD

e Mitigation timeline

7) Action Items

e Mitigation measure letter with updated mitigations



Fernwood Parkway

REPLACEMENT PARK ~

SITE LOCATIONS

0 0
A
zﬁg
=z
NN
LLJ =

i

o 111TH ST I

NN
103RD ST o
105TH ST

LL

<

Z

I
107TH ST %\\\ 4

/INVEST South/West Corrldor\

e ey e Viles
0 0.050.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Commu

¢ Proposed Divvy Stations [l INVEST South/West Corridor
= Bike Lanes B Fernwood Parkway
—— Preferred Alignment Fernwood Parkway 1 Mile Buffer

I Existing CPD Parks Replacement Site 2C
Existing CPD Parks 1/2 Mile Buffer |l Replacement Site 8A
Replacement Site 2B Replacement Park Target Zone




- Froa-roortoao o T T T T I LI

T 10 -
= b s s Sh b DA S B | 2

- 52 > T S TTnT T T T T __ L Q| E
5 8 - B En i S| S

g %€ 5 2 2 Vit gyl A Ll b by ! 18] 3
S s3I > o S s aAY U0192ULId ; W A
= = pa | e ol
S 08 2e £ S [T onEs| T £
o o8 L9 £ 3 NN . o o _ | £
= g2 £2 5 & e lleepl buidnb LRI 3] =
O o o S 0Oco s P AN = i R e | S R I I Z
© O © o C [ (Vo =] “ILTT“HL — nml —_ Tl||||.H__ R ' nb_w
[] D B — e R s |t N S— S T [

— — — S 2

i e ) e e I g & [
S 18— 1 N ol O]

P e o 18 8L

H==F S Sk

o [= —_o 13 7,

S I | B Tz ._ __U,_,|

........... h

|L-IDI

Sl

.mr

—_—— e — o T

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Ai

T | :
N | — — !
R O O O G B = = -1
- P s e i = T T \ [ A ‘,I H—
U | O T
AR RN _ N | | AL ES ot s LS e T
bl e S8 | T T T
. _ ] == L O O O A i
| _r__rﬂg::j: ” 1 _L___r_rtr_r_HP_LLL mm 1 O L B B 1-!_
- | v isured N (2] Enneenneii i I =
OO Y I LT L
AR s RS L I -
__ wl___ljl__|| I__J__ __.__.nﬂl___ _|ﬁ__ ________ __ | _ _ k______ __________ ,_Ill...__
_. __: __ ___ _ ____ [ ___ _ _ __ _ Lo | R T T T S O T E R S e
o gy b i s e L LR e e 4
I 19311S dde|leM\ -— : T T T ] S| | m_ _uj_ __ F——n
T T DRI Rannline
ERARRARERN AN AVARA e = A
ul il oIl
_ Pl I _ o _
| ﬁb_-ﬁ:_ L L

] o S ISt e I A N O R
i T L A
I , o L B B Tt bty | |
BB RIFARIS L ST TR T
TN _@J:: ARERARER NI ___ =
__ __“____:_ ______ ARagRRanaR BRI RN AR L I R SRR
[ L L <%
........... — 1 _|.M I__ IM-I;.IﬂQ 1
T T T | T HTTTIIN R R L
| ;”“_ ] “””“”“: _ B REE IR hre¢-ulrﬁllg
NN R = St e SrrrErrer e T T e
= LTI ey T I TR
mm@_m____ s by el R LR o B A e
||||| ' |.|._ a ) 1 i
..... Wimeeanses il AnmausEniiie L —
R - R AR R AR AR R A AR RN MR St SRR S sy
R s el ER T R
__ __ii_r._r_i-riH;_r,_f_:r_:__ Mmfrtr L Ll B —
- T o
R L] en RS
T T ” 4 . NN _!!M:t:t:_i;mm-
..... A L CERIED b e
..... VO A T L %Hm L .
EEREANERNNA ; Chob e g i gt A e L
| _ i ._I_Ir ._.l_l_lr._ nlh_l_.lr_flLI_I._l_.LlrLI. J
...... TR T R T T T TR T
L — —T T ' - | | i i i | — | _ | I
% __g_ :lﬁg_ | ;\ﬁ? | “ 81 __ | “ “ | “ | T%__l__L_l__L_ g _L_L_lmglii_lf_1_|_1__L_1_,....].m __r_h-iirrﬁi.?r____ |
ss A minuni Rt
| : | | — || [ | - | . _
m | __ __L_ | _ __ __ __ ;_ __LI__F_T_ m ELE.MLI_L::LL._l_I_ S L el S SRR SRR N RN NN
T S et s ol i I I
...... T T A T S
| __________________”__:_____ _,?__m__;________ L i __L_Ll_l_L_l_.LL%;HH
AR UARENARENRE RN A L N R EEaEauRESITRARN T T ==
=== SpmrreerrATOn cOn L T Qo T ES




Potential Pocket Parks along 7/
Major Taylor Trail
Overall Key Map

/7777 7 A
Fernwood / . Chicago Park District

Parkway Park

Fernwood Parkway 1
/ ° mile buffer

103rd Street Red Line Extension 1/2
station mile buffer

Red Line Extension 1

/ mile buffer

111th Street
station

Map 1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1 . .
______1____:____:_g —— Major Taylor Trail

/— Red Line Extension

Michigan Avenue

/_ station

115th Street

r Map 2

119th Streéet |m - m = = = T L

123rd Street

Street QZ_)
©
w

127th Street

wce: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
DA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

- mmmmomom Ha|5t€d

- Map Source: Cook County GIS, Google Maps @
I TN \iiles
0 0.1250.25 0.5 0.75 1



== IR

N — % X X\ N — / Y o
, : N ATHIIERN ==
> 7 a = 3 L R T R e
c O [ . _ v _ [l il n
N 2 > c c |11 | | _ I RERE — _ a
35 & o2 @ S S L/ _L. L L b idatidon gttt A SR gve
Ne 05 5 25 g 2 e ® = || wensuebiow | .- _ lliﬂl\\l\\ﬂhm
X —_ — —_ 1 - | =
,.m 33 > 25 § § < 2 WM_J_‘A_H T T | ﬁ\_ P
& Of O 0 I gp Yy Wy g 1y L _Hrlltl | —f— i 2
N L L L2 L 85 £5 £5 £ o lzEEE e = _ o m.lﬂu_ oF
< = = c .= = = 0 9 ) o ] — Sq )
] < o ] c 0 ] = = = _ — O-3
NSO 0 ¢ 93 9 £E@ TO T 5 — — —— - P c—dr—— <=7]
(S 55 £ S22 S 2% % ©F 4 gk —= - PN ===
= — \ =11 ] M g
N - - . _ % O
TRIN IR N === =S 1=y =
NN =1 - = i AN - - 10015 usapIeqy | I £
DRSS = B SN i e e = o
— L N P — —— ©--©
a N e el s e B e SN QAR ===
_ F— — T L O\ P : (E—1 t—=3t=—4 o
N { T e e e L, Bl s AN 2 = e =3=T L5
NNDALL =3 e 2 S e — = == =122 5T
== — - \/\/\/\/ VVVV\ St -=: —iF—] t=—dt=4 9%
PTTITED (T=] = T = = = B =2 i
_ ______;mlll_ s e |\ e = T ey =g &
— UL L T [B— _/\/\/ — < T/ E=3r i=3i=1 59
o ._..Tj T o e—o V) 7\ DI =3 —db— &
_______ I == _— [\ e It R — —— - EWSI
= B e i
Tl __ch L s S 777 enuanvy aupey e
5 Y S R e — == _mrH ,, = _ullﬁ —J—— %_w
‘ - ! T I e o — _|__Wl| c—of=1 !
O s _ O s N S | et m H — =11 t=3r=3
\\\\\ | _ | L— g | s R Eet | ,, _ — c—qr—3 |
- Ir-—:1 W Pt —- Y | o— -— — L— - S— C o — H
L= i it | es— _ — | —Jc—/ |
- @ —- | | -mH et | S ] b e [ mp—
—-_ r | ' = 1 I — I | E— . | b — 1
\m_rﬁ T = > _ m = L= 5 == — @ HHIU.IHH _
—3 Ml S N o == izl e B2 =1/ — ”H”M HSF=—— L
RIS ?J & N FHEEE] S l-ﬁ -| & = # = T R gt Lo /o0 SEEEEEE i
Jilllnw] 2 = EEEEE 120 e
S N | | = = ===}
| m -“/./ m._|||“ _ _/l‘ﬂl S e it -L == \l-_m” ——i a7 = E= _
© e — T =T =T == T EES
0 | = _|.|I..n _ ~ — = = EAl o oy — _,||._~H| c—E= .
X _ : _ _ ® s & —= W/ E=ai =
¢ | — ; = = o S E
a | "|.||n__ ..nla_ (O] —_ ! - —_—
s | 22 E HE = F
) / S = rI m— pup——
= _ ! e S E=F S N U S D
&) | 3o e NGyt T e T T T it it ittt B
S5 - T TR ey = —— | _:____ M= =4
| — > | ; 1 — _,_ LGS __ = =
= =~ ! = | _ =
C = _
1 M
[ole A
O
o

g
[ e— WS

0

T ST == — — = == |
m%%_,r%tqf_ == = B =l F9
SRR e —— S R O

Ma

Map
|

/!

-

==

¢/ //l,

s

/ t |
é— =

I

[k
]

=
ﬁ
|

O

Map Source: Cook County GIS, Google Maps

0.18 0.24

0.12

0.03 0.06



HEAR R

—

Te-—=
Private

m

Vacant - Cook County
Land Bank Authority

Vaca

L — 1

et rrl

o

&

S 2
=

O o2 m
Y— [@) Rt <
(@] @ O —
>, <€ 0O
= 5 -] o
O O < T -
1 _g 1 O
+— P~ +— (@]
c = c =
T ®©o «© Z
Q Q3 Q =
© © O @© ()
> >T > L
L] H

LI -

| Potential Pocket Parks along

L

Major Taylor Trail

Map 2

| T O

Ll A\
\

"I'|"I'\“

1

T

pr—

Pr—

—

T T T
1 T L
i LY 1L L ) L 1
1 1 ! —
P — -

mile buffer

UL L S L

rﬁxtension 1/2

in
Enviromapper Site

Red Line Extension 1
Red Li
mile bu

mile buffer

T r—

Major

i

N - o

==

I1l;

aylor Trail

199l]S elload

LRI
T T

1991 uowebues

e — - — 1

L ITIEDTL

IR,

I

Il

118th Street

W e -
\_i_m\_a_i = =5
.”E_\.‘_\j TN :Hm:ew ﬂ_u,_cwm_aﬂénn.
=
Z|_e_ L1l ::.___e_ __..ul
e =pEllE
11 El FHEIE
{cantt f
3 T o e
I (T e AL
llllllll ] I
B ]

gan Field Park

(= Mor

L
—_—
L

r—T1 1
r— 11

Higgins Community

Academy Elementary School

...__......_._______ﬁ

.......

L8
;.m\lM
123
| g
T B
TINS5
- S-—- _M,S,_
T o
TR L g
T q
i
| |e2 |1
L g
c o] —
Ees| ®
| |os g It
N B
v
Tl i
NS
] AW | — __ _m__
N AN __ |
e W

O

Map Source: Cook County GIS, Google Maps

0.18 0.24

0.12

[ e— WS

0 0.03 0.06



IlL:___:_:_Okrrr:l._ I T T =T 2._|_|_|_._JJ ﬂwlw.:.__lwl_ ﬂlwu__r__:::__u_r@l_r:_r_.r__ ”.\H.I.\MEE._:_m.m__.:.__.m._._ WMWM mm
g, § < o3 VT ST coD o
S2F . % o5 & o NMILIHRINLLG S n ——= £

§ 355 85 5 £ & & 2fille L == i

= oL £ 5 D W . _.v_._A . _.ﬂ . W.Lur.r.lr W | anuany [jaured L - YR . ” . , = \\n_._m\.m«

Y I Bor Sl - O i = UL E W= ae

5 S° § 89 8 295 oo oo = ieS s TS == . g5

§ 88 8 82 & Br e B z|lLlMODs =MDLHLE

B 00 HX H Ny :M_E___ TG i e TEte

g | - gl [ i \: \: L .._|._..:. = 7 2 1 q |_|_ _|_1._m

S2LBES Shmrm SR =i T # il

M = ;ﬁ Eg____::ﬂ _|__ LE_ 11] _LELELE: . L= = SRS . a _ wjjjj.ﬁw
| ESLI = . iy . ey 1 LTI G
0 OO e

L | enueav uoun T :m%

11 LTI LU e

i RN 1111118 &l

1211 it

: A O =1 2%

B . "4.|&E:.Qw ST = I Jul _”
—m | TR NN = [ | A -
H

= \ | L = I %
[T RN icioiod= yeunshin: R
e = ] Enmhnnnni=1ni IR il

O

Map Source: Cook County GIS, Google Maps

0.18 0.24

0.12

[ e— WS

0 0.03 0.06



- —— — 1 — T

‘ : ' =\ = == == ==F| | Vacam Prvae |
Potential Pocket Parks along =7 \\‘\:j e e el Vacant-Privae -
Major Taylor Trail =12 U7 | 125th Street S + . [l Vacant- Cook County
| Map 4 =S !'L'L'L'L'L'L'LL'L'L'TLTLTLTLTL o EIFT Land Bank Authority ]
e e EE,'_:_:% RS WTTTTTITITTIT 8 E3 m vacant- iy of chicago
CeEE e = = D iy = B :
N e s o E;,Ej e ‘\"_’TTTTTTTTTTTTT s 3 Vacant - Chicago -
wn Communiy academy  |—t E—i== [[1]|\\ LU EE] T Housing Authoriy 3
Sementany Sl = = =R E S T
i | J!::—‘:l E_—ll—‘——{ !’_—_—jr_:_:j {::‘,::—_—:- 1_HHH_§ o\ T O B - )

1 e \ \ - e TT T g _

!I e ] - IT[HH”\\\\\\ 3 R EE Fernwood Parkway 1 .

: —== = LU sy e mile buffer ]
R === -
[ — — | lll| PEEPA Y W [ , . 1
== —=== E—:J AAREESENRR NN o Red Line Extension 1 ]

'E:l. e ——F= Voo ]

|

|

| = ile buff

I — R R \V\-TTTTTTTT[ t_:: mile purrer

' [E— 1 |__.l_ ' A\ S | -
e === S L B

. IF— [R— et} =_

.4 SR et . Red Line Extension 1/2
oy HTHH ‘.TH mile buffer
\_ o
\

[

I

~ o o T T S B Enviromapper site
-y T =D = - IR
:i e Rl B P LLLLLLLD WL vy
— = h — — Skl F"'T'l_\\
Tt e B s A\\Y == N\
___'I——J L—/’ _ l,\‘\ \’\ . * _J_X‘
I “ L\\f\/ : [=-]{ 127th Place AR
e T e == =
- e\ \! [ s J s I b S R B LN
| & [ —_ e " T
"1 | Cr i — e } —— l_—_ll \ | \
T e e s e N e HRRREN
| e i — | 128th Street
r——-l a— S f— ‘l::l'— ,' - T T
B = = == 1T
R e = ‘_':_4'»———:‘ = T
e == = e (I ERE N
S TR T s S i s s BESS — 7| 128th Place [T 7" "
- R = e e B IR
= cps o e B
=3 =3 T == P i i U e s
g 4 ——— o SEIH2Fo=]2
O s ! e e R e B
J:E E_—_r———- ],:_: - '{:_Jl-—j n T — é —_"—_i":“ <
J:—_- am—p— r—_—__—“————ﬂ '—'—J:——l 8 — E: = -——L—-—— =
— = T PR S § | c - o
) | O i S_l—er-O=]€e
l = tj = o= sf——s5Fo=]5
— =3r— S/ =] d F=— =2
=3 =T ST e A=l
== = I'PLL Lo I 0 e i
IR — — L v ]_ LLI . 1 i——ill‘lili
HER==An 129th Place
L ESHH ! ]
_' A L_jL‘L : 4
- |
1
|

AN
NN

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, \
USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Map Source: Cook County GIS, Google Maps

Miles
0 0.03 0.06 0.12 0.18 0.24




Vacant - Private

B || Vacant - City of

[
—

-—-—-qr

|

I

-1

S

99th Street | ____

| REPLACEMENT

S

— rer T o T 1] _1_1_

Chicago

Fernwood Parkway under
proposed CTA RLE

[ Enviromapper Site

101st Place
102nd Street

100th Street

Proposed 103rd

|||_ .

= I

m E

g

w 3}

18 m

H o]

g ¢

< | £

g _

n| &

1

=

(]

D I

o (9

= [0}

c 0 <

) 5]

= |2k

| |® B

) 0 f

OO0 I I~

o) o

i =
P —
)
(9p)]

b————

el — - — =
- e

Fernwood Community
Outreach Church

School

-
—_——

A

L_____IL_____

1 !“—"“'

4L

|

=

-
—

-— Tt o

Ap——
A —

—

Lo—-—

—

!

T 1
=
| ﬂlllliL
-——
N —
|
T l
i’
i
i
F——
-

L — -

102nd Street | ... -

101st Street

—

—

s

f—-— /T

P T G B

it
[N A S S Sy P

P N B




Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of
Chicago

REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

Site 24
Acres: 0.38

LOWE AVENUE
WALLACE STREET

101ST STREET



Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago
REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

101ST STREET

§ Site 25

u : " Acres: 0.35
3 - .

ZEI L n

= g :

o L -

o - :



Vacant - Private

] vacant - City of

Chicago
REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

102ND STREET

Site 26
Acres: 0.27

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlllllllll-. :/
[ : —
m ' H
m ' L
: ’ o0
m : —
. . %
4 : ®
L] : O
L] ' I
] [ —
L] ' -
L] ' e
: : =



Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago
REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

102ND STREET

Site 27
Acres: 0.32

T

WALLACE STREET
PARNELL AVENUE



Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of
Chicago
REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

102ND PLACE

Site 28
Acres: 0.25

NORMAL AVENUE









A

REGION V 200 West Adams Street
U.S. Department llinois, Indiana, Suite 320
of Transportation Michigan, Minnesota, Chicago, IL 60606-5253
Ohio, Wisconsin 312-353-2789

Federal Transit

Administration 312-886-0351 (fax)

August 2, 2017

Chicago Park District
Attn: Heather Gleason
541 N. Fairbanks Court
Chicago, IL 60611

Re: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public
Comments, and Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Dear Ms. Gleason:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is writing to continue the consultation and coordination
between the Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) and your agency regarding potential park impacts
that would result from the implementation of CTA’s Red Line Extension (RLE) project and
appropriate mitigation measures. Based on these coordination efforts, the CTA and the Chicago
Park District (CPD) identified several mitigation measures, including providing replacement park
lands, that would be undertaken to ensure that the project would not result in any adverse impacts
to CPD parks. Your concurrence that there would be no adverse impacts to the identified parks
following implementation of these mitigation measures was received on August 17, 2015; the
potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures were documented and published in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project.

The FTA, in cooperation with the CTA published the RLE Draft EIS in accordance with federal
environmental regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act as well as Section 4(f) U.S.
Department of Transportation Act of 1966, which established the requirement for consideration of
park and recreational lands, among other specially protected resources, in the development of
transportation projects.

The Draft EIS was published for public and agency review on October 6, 2016, and a public
hearing was held on November 1, 2016. In addition to the public hearing, a comment period
through November 30, 2016, was established to obtain any additional comments on the
environmental impacts of this project and proposed mitigation measures, including park impacts
and proposed mitigation. The public notification and solicitation of comments for the Draft EIS
were completed in accordance with federally required processes under 23 CFR 771.111. A
summary of the public comments and a spreadsheet of individual public comments received related
to parks is attached for your review.
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RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Based on coordination with CPD, the proposed mitigation measures, and all public comments
received, this letter serves to notify you of FTA’s intention to proceed with a Section 4(f) de
minimis finding for parks as documented in the Draft EIS. In accordance with 23 CFR 774, the
impacts of a transportation project on a park or recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge
that qualifies for Section 4(f) protection may be determined to be de minimis if:

1. The transportation use of the Section 4(f) property, together with any impact avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation or enhancement measures incorporated into the project,
does not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that qualify the resource
for protection under Section 4(f);

2. The public has been afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the effects of
the project on the protected activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property;
and

3. The official with jurisdiction over the property (in this case, CPD), after being informed
of the public comments and FTA's intent to make the de minimis impact finding,
concurs in writing that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes of these parks.

Following CPD’s review of the attached public comments, we ask CPD to provide concurrence on
FTA'’s finding that based on the proposed mitigation measures including the replacement of park
lands with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, this project will not adversely
affect park activities, features, or attributes. Please direct your concurrence with this finding and/or
any additional comments you may have within 45 days of receipt of this letter to:

Tony Greep, Community Planner
Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
200 W. Adams, Suite 320

Chicago, IL 60606

Phone: (312) 353-1646

Email: anthony.greep@dot.gov

CTA will select either the East or West Option of the preferred Union Pacific Railroad alternative
as part of the Final EIS analysis and will continue to coordinate with your agency to finalize the
processes for acquiring replacement park property and fulfilling all agreed upon mitigation
measures. This coordination may be done through meetings and/or, as necessary, through a more
formalized Memorandum of Agreement between FTA, CTA, and CPD.
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RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Thank you for your continued cooperation and interest in this project. Should you have any
additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

. Coioa L

M. Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

Sincerely,

Enclosure: CTA RLE DEIS - Summary of Public Comments Related to Parks

Cc:  Michael Lange, Chicago Park District
Doreen O’Donnell, Chicago Park District
Tony Greep, Federal Transit Administration
Elizabeth Breiseth, Federal Transit Administration
Carole Morey, Chicago Transit Authority
Sonali Tandon, Chicago Transit Authority
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Summary of Public Comments Related to Parks

Red Line Extension Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The following text summarizes public comments received related to park impacts from the RLE Project as
well as mitigation measures proposed within the Draft EIS. A comment matrix detailing individual
comments is also attached for a complete record of public comments received related to parks.

In general, comments related to parks and proposed mitigation, particularly providing replacement park
options, were positive. Members of the public noted that new parks are needed and desirable near the
proposed corridor and in surrounding neighborhoods. Providing additional amenities at surrounding
parks were noted as desirable as well, including larger field houses, workout facilities, basketball courts,
and running/walking tracks. Integrating parks into the surrounding community, providing greater transit
access to parks, and providing well-lit parks with attractive planters, waste baskets, and bike racks was
also noted as desirable.

Two commenters noted that the existing Fernwood Parkway linear park (which would be affected by the
West Option) is not currently used by the public, while one commenter noted that the West Option
takes more green space. Two commenters noted that the East Option would permanently impact an
active use park, Wendell Smith Park, compared with the West Option that would impact more passive
park space.

Overall comments on replacement park options were positive both at the public hearing and as part of
the formal comment period. Regarding replacement park options, one commenter noted concerns with
replacement parks increasing the potential for pedestrian and vehicular traffic and noted that parks
would require greater security and another comment noted that mitigation at Wendell Smith Park
proposed under the East Option should not include new fencing around the track structure at the corner
of the park because patrons use the openness of the existing park in this area to cross and enter the
park.



¥ 401 38ed

épunocJe uinl 01 noA 3uimo||e 10U 199415 pua peap e wo33q pue Asj|e ay] asoo| ace(d Y16 ||IM :s1oedul] uoianiisuo)

‘pooysoqysiau 1oy AlijiqejieAe Yled :syled

*3oeds awes u) suiel} Z aJe a3yl MON "UOHIepunoy ay) a)eys 1eyl ¥y 9yl Wwou} suopesqia Apealte s| 213y :UOIIBIQIA 7B 3SION

£)1 95e3.39p 10 3njeA Ajadoud ayl 12aye syl I SIuawadejdsiq Aliadold

£193415 1STQT 1€ Buissoud ayy mo|je jj11s uo1a(833 jjIMm éadueyd

Suo1193.1p 193135 3Y3 {|IM “Suluado ue axew 03 Aem e puly j{Im S1ax|em Y3 pasold sii i pue alayy ssodd ajdoad Auepy 193435 ISTOT |13Un 1004 Aq Buissous

Joy Suiuado Ajuo ay3 si 18y "193.15 Y166 1€ 3144ei} 1004 aY) dols pjnom ey aduaj paso|ausd ue aAey 10N, PINOYS J4ed YULWS [jSPUSM Y| :SIUBWILLOD utjoouy
y4ed ay3 Aq J3ulod ay3] Je Adjje ay3 JO ssOf - pooyloqydiau syl Yy3noayy diyeuy JO UO13I3JIP SY1 puUe 3INSO|3 193435 :uondp 1sem| usyumpuey|  9102/1/1T Y suuaupy
‘NOAURY | “[|9Mm Se passalppe pue padojaAap aq pjnoys
urewal {{im 1ey3 ain1onJis Suisnoy ay3 padojaaap o) Sutod s| ease ayl ) *Suip|inq uopueqe pue dn pieoq 3uisnoy ‘se Jej} Se ‘SsaJppe 0] PIaU SIHUNWILIO0D
oS}y “Anunwiwod ayj Joj Alessasau aq pjnom A1naas rajdoad 13 adiyely atow uj s3uilg yoiym Suiysed g eade yaed ains ayew 0} Juem uoildo 1saM (15aM
‘uolels Yigg ayy 01 aso|3 s 3| “4a11aq aq Aew uondo isej :uondQ 1se3| uatumpuey|  9T0z/T/TT| uosipew epald
‘32UBPISAL AJIUNWUILIOT JO AlljBlA
pue yjeay joedul {jim sty yoesl Supjjem pue Suiuuna ajesodiodu; pinoys syded ano os|y "aAisod 3uiy) awos aAey 0] Ajlunwiwod SunoA jo 10} e 1oedut
{liM sty 2319 ‘|ljeqiayseq JOopuUl ‘Sal31|Ioe) JNOXNIOM S YINS SJ3UD AAIIOR UM Sasnoy piaty 4a831q aas 01 a)ji] pjnom | ‘paldaya syJed se Je} Sy :SjusWiwo)
ajiioney Aw jou HO :uondQ 159Mm
"19edw) JIWIOUO0ID J2113q B SABY {|iM PUB 1UBJUDAUOI 3JOW SWI33s }| uoido 1se3 ayl i | :uondp isea| uanumpuey|  9107/T/TT umoug usjly
éédpuny o1 dn 8uiod saxes Jayjo ‘sexe; Aladoud aly :Buipund 13fold
¢sa1ladold punogisam jje 309ye 01 Bulo3 siy) S| :s12edwy| UCIIINIISUOD
{12M AJaA papaau Juawaacsduly syled
‘eaJe U] 3Al| 3qesip pue Ajap)|3 :sjelalepy snopiezeH
é2J0W Joy wajqoud e asned siyl M ‘2jes utaq jou 1o0qysiau o} anp Juepodw AI3A :ANINI3S 7B Alajes
e2Je U} S9ARS| Al4ap|D ‘ST :UOI1RIGIA PUB ISION
00| p|NOM 3| MOY 935S 0} BA0| Pjnom | :spoeduwl jensip
Jeade jeyl u sajuadoud o1 uaddey fjIm 1By JuaWIdO|aA3Q JILWLIOUO3T puUe IS pue]
"2INWWIOD 0] 3oUBISIP SUpPj|eM $S3| [BID1yaUaq }I BsNedIaq Juaod o :uoilepodsuelt
'saj4adoud pajqesip pue Apaple
o0} anp yJed ay3 Suipunoiins sajliadoad 1noge utewad suoilsanb 1ng ‘usjje; pooyloqysisu e olul 31 Suliq 01 eap! jnNyiIneaq e At SWIds yded 3y :USWWO)
419aload ay3 punouns jeys sailadosd 2yl Inoge 1eym INQ S|GEHIOJIOD 340U $Y00T :uoiidQ 159
‘PUNOJE 3Y] PUNOINS PINom Jeyl salliadodd ayl 1noge Jeym Ing ‘1saq ayl aq pjnom :uopdo 1se3| usiumpueyy  9T0Z/T/TT| 928D BUIAIRIN
‘524, payiow
$314062}302 UI3IUO) |y *144€1] JO 10| ¥ “{|eM O S)Jed 193} § PUSWILIOD3I | 1394 p 10U SUIIIUO0D J31iIeq ISION "35I0U BYy] 3INPad 01 Sj{em aaeH 's107 Axdwiz| usnumpueyl 910z/6T/0T 33uod es|3
‘8uiyrAue 1o aiayz Aeid spiy oN ‘||e 3e y4ed jey) sasn auo o j4ed ay3 a1 pasn Buiaq 1ou si pJEQT pue Uo1s3|9333 pue 66 Y|
pasn 8u1aq jou s,3eyy Aladoud Jo 30} e S| 343y "PIEOT PUOARq pue pigQT 03 U03sa|333 pue Yiee-1STOT 1€ |Ied 3] JO 2PIS IS9M 3YI puUswIWodal Ajydiy pjnom |} usnmpuey! 910z/1T/0T AsnH |1oga)
N T T o P , g a:WEEOU - . B T g T X U.E>._. f wu.ﬂn— g OEMZ
, wauwWo) o

syled - sjuawwo) Asuady pue dnjqnd
199{01d uoISUIIXZ BuUI] PaY YLD




740 ¢ 98ed

's189A 7 1541 Y1 15E3p1E JO} SJ90140 ALLINDAS paulie () OM] JOYJOM V1D B UHM SUOIIE]S |[e 335 0] a)]j Pinom | :A11iNJ3S '3 A1djes

‘uofiels Suidwing puejasoy a3yl 1933 3,usa0p siyl adoH :532un0saY J1J0ISIH 01 s1oedul|

*P1981{y 01 Y156 W04 sajesado 31 adoy | 1nq ‘aSueyd sinoy ayl agAew adoy | Aj3saUOH ¢unJt UeSiydiy YInos € 9yl pjnom MoH :uoijenodsued}

‘3WI0Y pue umojumop 198 sqingns Yinos pue euelpuj wioly 9jdoad osje 1ng ‘Syuapisas apisynos djay Ajuo 1ou 3 9Al1|9q | ‘1IN0

1y8nos 3u1aq s; UOISUBIXD SIY] 1BYL PBLIXD Ajjeal wi,| ‘||esaAQ , uoriels Jadns, e Supyew snyl ‘s19pH 1984118 03 9J3Y] UCIIBLS B wiioj 01 gLDIN Supyse Ajgissod
0S|V 'SU{BJ] JO PUNOJE UJN] JUSIUDAUOD SJOW B 3ARY Pjnod NoA Aem 1eyl ‘Gnis e ueyl Jayies ‘dooj e uj pua syonJ1 ayl 1eyl 1sadans | ‘YigeT v "Anadoud paxiw
$0 Ajuaid s1 aJay1 Y1sTT 1€ 1ey3 15958ns 01 3yl os|e pjnom | "y 1D Aq 1ySnoq Suiaq aseds Aue 03 1xau pjingaJ 03 uojzdo ue aAey Asy} jeyl asodoud | ‘aaow o3
Buipaau ale jey] satuadoud jerzuapisal Jo sassauisng jje 18yl asodoud o1 81| pjnom | ‘anuaay uesiyoiiy 1S 31e1s ‘YISTT ‘YITTT ‘Y3£0T ‘PJEOT JO :SIuswwo)
‘Aem Aue ui uoijess Suiduing pue|asoy ayi 19949 3,usaop siy3 Suidoy :uondQ 1s9m

ap

'auo8 si yJed a4i1us ue asnesaq uoildQ 1se3 ayl Ay 1,uop | :uondo I1se3| usnmpuey 910Z/1/11| 19%1em AioBaun
'sjuawipede 1ej) -z 10U ‘sawioy Ajiwe} 9juls si sty3 ‘sJay1o o1 pasedwod
9 Jouued eaJe siy) "z "JuiylawIos JO SMOPUIM UOIIONPaJ 3siou Yum 3ouapisal apiaotd o1 ajqissod 1 5| "1ySiu 3 Aep jle Sujuunu uies] paleas|d ue pue
Aep e 93u0 JuiwIod sule.] 1431944 UDSMIS] BIUIIBPIP B SI 3I3Y) *AHUNWILIOD UO JO94JD 9SIIAPE B SARY ||IM SIY] BADI|3q [{11S | ‘UOIIBIGIA '8 95t0U JOj BUOP $3IPNIS
audsaq 'T ‘a43y3 |[13s dJe spudLl} jooyds yiy/seuwsuwiels jo syualed J19y) pue juased Aw ‘Soe|d puzoT M Uo dn maud | mouy noA os 3snf 3s5J14 SJUBWIWIOD)
anjea Ajadoud 19 ‘Jed ‘uelisapad ‘atyjeuy paseatoul ‘suies1 ayl Suioey Ajpoasip uolsajs83 uo sawoy ‘aoeds uaald Jo Aeme Supje] :uondQ 1s9Mm

'S3210Y2 OM] 959Y] U3aMIg 3udJayyip Jofew ou sy Ajnay 3Jayl 1sauoy 3q 5,397 :uondp 1sez| usnumpueyl 910Z/T/TT| UP3ID eUIIYD
£10 anjeA aq Suisnoy ayl {|im Yanw moH :3utpun 199foud
Supjieg :spedw) uoiPnIIsuo)
yJed mau e pasy :syied
S8 :s[ellalepy snopaezeH
sAemiy :A11ND3S g Alajes
Joedw| S0P asioN - bodie aueH O :UolleiqIA 1 3SION
ésuawidinba 8101s NOA ||IM 319y ‘sjuawadelds|q Apadold
Buisojd 19335 IN0ge UI3dU0d AIDA tuoijepodsuel )

£34ns J0j mouy NOA jim uaym :uondo isez| uanumpueyl  910¢/T/TT sauof Allag
"Uip PUE 1SNp 3Y3 ‘910U pue S3[21Y3A Uo(1dnIIsuod ‘Supyled Dijjel] ‘SSNed {jim ) SSaW Y1 INOge pauIaduod we | :soedwlj uofoniisuo)
£U0112NJ15U0d Sunp adejd uj 3q [jIm salnseaw Alajes 1eym :AlINI3S 13 Ajajes
{sJoqysiau ‘Apwey
‘SpuatJ}) Jo1de} uewiny Yyl JSPISUOI NOA JIPISUOI YINW MOY JIPUOM | ‘eale AW u| 3do(q (jn} e 3de|dsip [|im 103foad S|yl :S3jIuNuILIo) 7§ spooytoqysian
é8uisnoy 3jgepioye Suipuy djay pue JuelSISSE jejoURUY IAIID3I 3|doad Jjim sjudwadejdsig Apadolg
‘uolssansip
uado ue uj ajedipiued ajdoad Suiaey Inoym wnioy oyjgnd e pey noA Aes p|nod noA aJam uoiieniis e pawaas 1] *193fold Jo uoissnasip a1jqnd ou sem aiayl
OS[Y ‘UOISNJUO YN 001 pUnoJe 81ejnaJi 01 panuiuod pue uonejuasasd syl Suunp yjel o1 panuiluod ajdoad Sunaaw aignd e uey) Ja3yes uopdadal Yyainyd
B 9} Sem ]| "wayl puiyaq Jieyd pue sajgel pue uaalds ayl Jo Juoly up dnias sieyd dwios asam aJay) 199fosd ay3 jo 10eduir jensia ayl papiaoad 1eyl uaaos sy
935 10 Jaxeads ay3 Jeay Jou pjnod | 1913199 U3 dABY pjnom WwnlJolpne uy Ino 3ySnoysl jjam 10u sem Suiiaawl ||eH UMO] 3Y3 JOJ UOIIBI0] BY] :SIUBWWOD
‘uofdnJIsuod Sulnp

35I0U puE |ensiA 3yl IN0ge pauladuod os|e We | “adeds yued 109))e Ajjusuewsad os|e pjnom 3 ‘ajdoad alow dde|dsip pjnom uondo 1se3 ay| :uondo 3se3q| ualImpuey 9102/T/11T| zouny 1 espues

: JUaWWOo) adAL aeq aweN
juswwo) :

S)ded - spuawuwio) Asuady pue sjgngd
199{01d uojsualIx3 aun pay v




¥ 40 £ a8ed

“YI0ET 03 3NO UO UBYY YISTT WO} Op 01 aney Asyl JOASIEYM UBY] pUY *mou) noA ‘asn ued y1) jeys aduelsip pood e si jeyl MON "UISTT 03 )Iel3 ey}
uMop jle “1ey3 umop e SuiyiAue yuom Ajjeal s,3ey3 Sutyiou Ajpaey s31-s)oe.3 38y JO IpIS Byl Umop Aem sy jje uoisa|883 pue pigOT puoAaq uay| "uo3saissy
pue pig0T 03 5903 pue uo3sa|3F3 pue Yiee 18 SHEIS 1 -- ey} MON'"3J3Y3} J9A0 sSop ayl yjem j,uop 3|doad uaa3 “yJed eyl sasn Apoqop "G96T 9IS Jans

343y} U3aq aA,| “yJed 313Ul IjoYM Jeyl 313y} St Apoqou — SUiAl} St APOQON "193.1s 9Y3 JO apIs 15oM o] U0 yJed e 5,943Y 1 **apis 159M 3y} uo yJed e s,319Y 1 Janoday
*qujod sy} 3 19935 3y} JO 3Pis ISea Ay} uo Sujwiod Jou Ajqesaaid W) "uo1sa|S83 pue UoIaUL USBMIB] YIel] peodjied By} je 393435 ISTOT U0 JYSLl Al | Hnodf  910e/1/TT AsnH yjaqeD
‘pa3oaye aq |jIm Yed YHWS |[SpUaM syled
‘peoujiel Juasald ay3 Jo asnedaq juejaaald Apeadje Si SIy| UOiIRIGIA 8 ISION
‘paA0JISIP 3q ()M SBWOY Jo Jaquinu a8ny v isyuswade|dsiq Ajsedoud
‘uojjdo Jayjoue s| ueAy ueq ‘padejdsip aq ||Im SajIuie) pue SaWOY Jama4 133415 pajs|eH osje pue uopdo
ue sj p1o4 doysig 199435 YI0ET 03 SuIpuaIXa sasnq ssaldxa [eJaAIS aq PINO2 3J3YL "BNUBAY UeBIYdIN uo sasnq sow Suideld palapisuod Y1) SeH :sjUaWWo)
‘uofido 1se3 ay} uo 3deds paywi} 3y} UeY} 3{qises) siow S| Ydiym Aemyled snoideds e sy aay | :uoldo 1SoM
‘Pa1I944e 3q |[IM SIWOY AueW 00} pue Yied YHWS jI9pudm :uoirdQ 1se3j uanmpueyl  910¢/T/TT| uosuyor Adepw
S3A - S10edW) UOIIONJIISUO) ‘S[eLIdlBIN SNOPJRZRH ‘UOiIRIqIA '8 SSION ‘s1oeduwl |ensip
Yooy |lim y4ed ay3 Aem ays ano; ‘anjea Apadoud anoidwi Aew Sujyl pood e s 31 uiyy | JuswaAocsduw yim wajqold ou aney | :SjUBULIO)
WOy AW U} 3|e0JL0I 3] 0] JUBM SIS B3 aJe SUI3IU0D :uoildO IsaM
‘awoy Aw 0} safewep 1o} Aed J|Im OYm SJa11ieq ISIOU ISNP pUe Hip {0J1UO0D 3SI0U Uojlepunoy Aul S1 apis Jaya 1noqe ulasuod AN (uondo 3sed| uanumpueyl  9T0Z/T/TT aled v aln{
£Pasn 8ulaq sjeualew snpiezey Jo pawlojul aq am {|IM S|eliale|N snoplezeq
£A1IN23s pue Sugdyjod jeuoiippe aq 213y} |jim pooyloqysiau ayl y3noayi Suianesl sjdoad siouw 3q Him 319yl 32Ul (ANINI3G 1 A1ajeS
£399.135 YITTT 4O YInos uolsaj883 '3 YyITTT Wody 08 noA [jim Jey moy Aemijled sy Jo 1S3M 08 noA §| :sjuawadeldsiq Aladoud
fuo3a|dwon Jo aw] palewIss ay) si UsyMm pue 1els 3 [[iM USYA "Aem a3 uo [|am st 10afoud ay3 Jeys swaas 3 ¢Ajdde
3M UBI MOY ‘Os J| ¢SIUIPISaL 0} d|qejiene aq 1uawAhojdwad A ¢ANUNWWOod 3y3 anoldwi 03 ,ssauisnq Jaylo pue Supjied ‘syed aq 313y} ||IM SIUBIWIOD
{Peoljiel 8yl Wwouj 15aMm Jej MOH :uoidQ Isam |joaed
(£359M - 35e3 Jey MOH) ¢939 Supyied Joy (ISIM 18 1se3) sAem yioq 03 1l {jIm ¢ PROJJIRI Y] JO 1Se3 Jey MOH :uoildQ 1sed| usnlmpuey|  9T0Z/T/TT aouelsuo)
9|qIssasse pue pajoajold $jooyIs (I3YI0
pua 3y} 0} 135 UO wouy asuasald yas sawWo 411 :Bujpuny 103(oid
syaes Niq ‘s1ayseq aisem ‘siajueld anlloelle/1a] [|am 13 pa|Bujwialuj isied
pauteluiely Spuejiam
$J19mo3 auoyd |93 JO pu 199 |INON :Sjellaje|y snoplezey
SYSS 10U [9A3] AUD 3Y3 18 S19013)0 1eaq 1§ SuloAg :AIIN3S 1§ Alajes
BUON :532.n0S3Y 2110]SIH 03 spreduw|
WNWIUIW e je :uoijelqiA 73 asioN
ARUNWWOI 3y} Jo suoissaidxa aApeuasaIdal pue ‘s3a.) ‘sIaMojy {UoiSnjauL e - 919.12U02 pJey 3y3 03 3o 3due|eq e pue aoeds Uaaid Jo 30} v s3oedwj |ensip
JuswWaaJSe syyauaq ANUNWWOD g s321042 SSaUISNQ aJ Bupjew UOISIIBP Ul UOISN{IU] :SBIHUNWWOD 18 SpooyJoqysian weyouid
pajuasaldal [jam Paumo 3oe|q (SPooy 1sej-uou) ‘sassaulsng Jo medp aansod e paap :juswdojaaaq JWwouod] pue asn pue syueq uoieys
‘uoijejndod |ooyas ay3 pue sjooyds ay} uo peduwi Ay SIUSWWOD ‘SN 8 Jawljed
(A0M) %2018 3Y3 4O spi uo 1oedw s,ueBIYIN '8 YI9TT :uoldO 1s5M| usnlmpuey|  9TOZ/T/TT usuwiiej g
WBUIWo) : : . o : adAyL aeq 3wen
: 5 FITETITTITY .Y !

s)led - sjuawwo) Azualy pue aiqnd
193fo4d uojsualxg auit pay vid




1 J0 ¢ a8eqd

*asn ()i 01 393[gns sa24nosad 3y Sujuiaduod paiojdwa uaaq aney Wley aziwuiw

0] SaINSeauw || Jey) UOI1eUIWI3P Y} YUM SINJUO0D Judwieda ay] "SUOIIBUIWIIIBP S JUUIW 3P UO JUBLILIOD J0U SIOP JoLIaju| 3yl Jo Juawiedaq ayl
*(4)¢ uonas Jspun uonaaloud Joy Auadoud e SulAyjenb safanoe Jo ‘saingline

‘saun1eay a3 19344 A|9SISAPE 10U 03 PSUIWISISP S] 1BY} SUO Se LT/ / § ¥4 £ Ul pauyap St Seale |Mopa1em/a)ipjim Jo ‘Seale uonealdal ‘syled 1oy edun

sjuuiw ap 'y "pasodoud uoneSiyw Jaye 123foud siy3 wouy Supynsas syoedw yied Joy pasodoud sem Buipuy , siwirupw ap,, Areuswgaad (3)y uonaas e ‘1aefosd Jojauf ayy
siy3 Joj sainseaw uonediiw pasodold pue syoedw: yied uo §TQOZ Ul (QdD) 19HISIQ Yaed 08edanyd ayl YUm UoIeuIpJood pue i 4 YHM SUOISSNISIp Uo paseq 10 uswedag
‘50
"SJUaWILIOI [[nf Ul 3]qDJIDAD 1X31 341IU3 |0 Jo9|| 9107/08/TT| ‘uos|aN Apuiy
§U13ySnouq sauf mau JO PapUIIXa U] SARY Saui| JaY10 SB ‘MOu 3uj| Jejndilied siyl op 01 3w SIY3 || pauem noA saey Aym 19y10
¢Oym Aq pue papuny aq i [{im moH :8utpung 303fold
£PJIng 01 3uem noA asaym eale 3yl YySnodyl SALIP OYm SOyl U0 IABY 1 [jim 1994J2 1eYA s1oedlu] Uolpniisuo)
ésysed ay3 03 UALP|IYd 2no 3xe) pue 1o 198 ued am aiaym syled 01 13s0J0 3G U JIM SHJed
ispuejlam Aq ueaw noA op 1eypn Spuepam
éS|elJajew snopiezey Yyim $311030e) punode 3¢ 139foad uojsualxa aullpay Siyl jjIM :S[eldaley snoplezey
¢s8op autued yum 3uoje sdois mau asay) 1e SIadIYQ 331|0d 3q 3Jayl |jIM :ANINIaS B Ajajes
$S3NS |eILI0ISIY YoNnol Aym pue panow aq 01 aney A3yl jjIM :dL0ISIH
'y8noays Burwod utesy 1ySialy e sem 3 i Se ‘pnoj 3q 10U [|iM 1 3INS We | :3SION
‘uoripuod SupjJom poos Ul s101e{EISS pue $101eAl3 "§'3 9]qIssadde dedipuey aq 3l [IM ENSIA
ésawoy jo Supejdsip ayj aydsap ‘aaiSe pjnom Asy3 juiyl NoA 0Q :SS|HUNWWO) 7§ SpooytoqysiaN
$Wway1 Joj suondo InoA aie 1eym ‘pade|dsip 3q 03 3|ge 10U S| uosiad e Jj :sluawadeidsiq
§8uliapisuod ale NoA alaym ‘eale pood e aq Siy} ||IM 3sN puet
3l {jim 1 Buo| MOy auns Jou NoA ae Aym UO11ONIISUOD 0] SNP PIIN0J3I 34 01 dARY S3SNQ UBYM :uollepodsuely
123{oud s1y3 Jo suolsiap
3Y3 ul asim 3q jim 1o{oad S1y) 01 spaeBal ui SUOISIZIp SIyeW JaAa0yMm 1ey] pue uojeriodsuely alignd asn oym asoy) 1oy asejd ojul sijey siyl Jo jje 1eyl Aeud |
¢anow 01 Buiaey WAY] 0] SDAIIBUIR)E J9Y]0 IO SA0W 0} Sew 3q 03 ulod Asy] aJe ‘91e20[3] 0] JUBM 10U S0P JAUMOIWOY 1BY] JI 1BYAA (SIUDWIWOD
duondo siyl uo 15 YIGTT PUe 1§ Y166 Uaamiaq aAl| 1ey] SAOW 03 aAeY 01 spuapisal asnea o3 Sujod uondo siyl st Aym :uondo 1sapm
$3ALIP oym asoyy Joj Aemssaldxg pio4 doysig ayl 19948 uondo siyl |im suoindQ 1se3| usnuumpueyl  910z/s/ct 31yMm suog
JUBWOo) ) adAL ajeq aueN
wawwo)

s)jJed - sjuswwo) Arualdy pue aljqnd
129[04d UOISUIIX] BUr] PaY V.ID




Administration Office
541 North Fairbanks Ct.
Chicago, lllinois 60611

(312) 742-7529

(312) 747-2001 (TTY)
www.chicagoparkdistrict.com

Jesse H. Ruiz
President

Avis LaVelle
Vice President

Erika R. Allen
Donald J. Edwards
David A. Helfand
Tim King

M. Laird Koldyke

Michael P. Kelly

City of Chicago
Rahm Emanuel
Mayor

2014 National
Gold Medal Winner

for Excellence in Park and
Recreation Management

September 21, 2017

Mr. Tony Greep, Community Planner
Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
200 West Adams Street, Suite 320
Chicago, IL 60606

RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project
Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Dear Mr. Greep:

The Chicago Park District is in receipt of a letter dated August 2, 2017 regarding the Federal
Transit Administration’s (FTA) intention to proceed with a Section 4(f) de minimis finding for
parks as documented in the Red Line Extension (RLE) Draft EIS.

The Chicago Park District has reviewed the public comments included in the letter and concur
with FTA’s finding that based on the proposed mitigation measures, including the
replacement of park lands with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, the
RLE project will not adversely affect park activities, features or attributes. We concur with
Section 4(f) de minimis finding for parks.

We look forward to a continued successful collaboration. Should you have any additional
questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

At Lo

Heather Gleason
Director of Planning and Construction

HG/sw

cc: Doreen O’Donnell, Research and Planning Manger
Sarah White, Lakefront Planning Coordinator



Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

August 25, 2021




Project

Meeting Purpose:
Date:

Location:

Time:

Chairperson:

Meeting Minutes

Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination
Wednesday, August 25, 2021
Virtual

11:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

Attendees: (See Attached copy of Sign-in-Sheet)

Date
Item No.

Item Description

Responsibility/
Status

Due/Closed
Date

1.00 Project Up

date/Goal for the Meeting

The goals for the meeting are to discuss: The priority of the replacement parks;

1.01 8/25/21 |Confirm mitigation for 'shadow effects' of the structure; Public Involvement;
Wendell Smith Park; and Final EIS documentation.
1.02 8/25/21 CTA discussed that the final mitigation for the Fernwood Parkway impacts are

important to discuss in the draft FEIS/ROD.

2.00 Discussion of Priority Sites

2.01 8/25/21

The property identified as CPD priority #1 site (parcels by the Little Calumet
River) should no longer be considered, as the owner is not willing to sell. It has
been removed from the list. The CTA is interested to know if CPD has
communicated with other property owners for the other sites listed as CPD
priorities. The CPD has not reached out to any other property owners.

2.02 8/25/21

PEC summarized the replacement parks, the number of parcels and their
ownership. Information was gathered from the Cook County Assessor's website,
from the City of Chicago on parcels the City currently own, and from the Cook
County Land Bank data. The total combined acreage is important to assess the
available area to reach the minimum replacement park acreage.

2.03 8/25/21

CPD is looking for some pocket park sites along the Major Taylor Trail (MTT) in
addition to sites in the Washington Heights community. There are three sites in
Washington Heights, all three of these sites are located close to each other
along 102nd Street, two of the sites are targeted by the County Land Bank. Two
of the sites have parcels that are targeted by the Cook County Land Bank. The
sites along MTT have a mix of ownership.

2.04 8/25/21

The next steps are for CTA to begin reaching out to the property owners to
determine their willingness to sell. CTA will continue to work on obtaining
property details. If the owner is willing to sell, CTA will start to conduct the Ph |
ESA for the property. CPD requested PEC rate the sites for difficulty to acquire
and feasibility of location. It was noted that CTA would not be able to purchase
property until after the FEIS/ROD is issued in Summer 2022.

3.00 Mitigation

for Shadow Effect

3.01 8/25/21

There was discussion on the amount of land that would be transferred to mitigate
impacts on Fernwood Parkway and a figure was presented. CPD felt that the
project would be impacting all of the land in Fernwood Parkway not only the
shadow of the elevated structure which is approx. 1.9 acres (2 acres). The total
park area between 99th Street and 103rd Street is 4.5 acres, which will need to
be replaced at a one-for-one ratio and transferred to CPD.




CPD mentioned another possible park site near 105th Street and Vincennes
Avenue. There are title issues that the project may be able to resolve and the
site is approx. 1.5 acres. CPD will investigate more information on the location

3.02 8/25/21 and will consult with their attorney.

4.00 Public Involvement Needs

For the RLE Project, there will be an upcoming public hearing as part of the
Supplemental EA. The public hearing is targeted for January 2022. The
Supplemental EA document itself does not discuss impacts to Fernwood
4.01 8/25/21 |Parkway; however, there is an opportunity to present updates to project
elements outside of the Supplemental EA at the public hearing. This could be
the opportunity to update the public on the mitigation measures for Fernwood
Parkway.

CPD indicated that the Supplemental EA public hearing would be sufficient to
4.02 8/25/21 |meet their public outreach needs and that a separate CPD public meeting would
not be needed.

5.00 Wendell Smith Park

The Wendell Smith Park footprint as discussed in the Draft EIS did not show the
99th Street right-of-way as park use. Based on the 15% design plans, there
remain temporary impacts to Wendell Smith Park. A figure was presented which
showed the location of a permanent pier and a temporary pier in the vicinity of
Wendell Smith Park. The temporary pier is within the 99th Street right-of-way
and the permanent pier is in the I-57 right-of-way. There would be a need for a
5.01 8/25/21 |construction easement to get equipment into the area of Wendell Smith Park.
CTA does not anticipate permanent impacts to Wendell Smith Park. The
construction impacts would require the removal of trees to bring in equipment
and ground disturbance due to construction equipment. Trees would be replaced
and any disturbed areas would be restored. The impact to Wendell Smith Park
remains a temporary construction easement. The impacts is anticipated to last a
few months.

The CPD indicated that the CTA would need to obtain a permit for construction
activities within Wendell Smith Park. The permit will dictate that restoration of
any disturbed areas is required. The permit takes about 3 weeks to obtain the
5.02 8/25/21 |permit and should be obtained closer to the start of construction. CPD asked
how long the construction activities would last within Wendell Smit Park. CTA
indicated that it would be approximately 3 to 4 months based on the information
that is known at this time.

6.00 Next Steps

CTA received and will review the draft mitigation/de minimis letter from CPD.

6.01 8/25/21 CTA will review and provide an updated letter after the meeting.

7.00 Action Items

PEC will prioritize the sites and review the mitigation letter. CPD will obtain more

7.01 8/25/21 |information about the parcel near 105th and Vincennes. CTA will provide CPD
the summary table and figures from the meeting.
7.02 8/25/21 The next meeting will be scheduled the week of Labor Day.

Please notify the author of the minutes of any corrections and/or clarifications within five (5) business days, otherwise minutes will be
considered final.




PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:
MEETING TIME:
CHAIRPERSON:

Sign in Sheet
Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination

Wednesday, August 25, 2021

11:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

LOCATION:
INVITEES:
Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.
1 Y Marlise Fratinardo CTA - Planning Senior Project Manager mfratinardo@transitchicago.com 14124
2 Y Joanna Littrell PMC - HNTB Program Manager jlittrell.hntb@transitchicago.com 14223
3 Y Patrick Dunn PMC - CDM-Smith NEPA Lead PDunn.cdm@transitchicago.com 14243
4 Y Grace Dysico PEC - TranSystems NEPA Lead gldysico@transystems.com (847) 407-5247
5 Y Robin Martel PEC - Wight & Company [NEPA Specialist rmartel@wightco.com (312) 261-5730
6 Y London Walther CPD london.walther@chicagoparkdistrict.com
7 Y Doreen O'Donnell CPD doreen.o'donnell@chicagoparkdistrict.com
Senior Manager - Strategic Planning,
8 Y Sonali Tandon CTA - Planning Rail standon@transitchiago.com
Director of Strategic Planning and
9 Y Leah Mooney CTA - Planning Policy Imooney@transitchicago.com
10 Y Patty King PEC - Wight & Company |NEPA Specialist pking@wightco.com
11 Y Gustavo Yanez PEC - CERA Document Control gyanez@cerasolutions.com



mailto:london.walther@chicagoparkdistrict.com
mailto:standon@transitchiago.com
mailto:lmooney@transitchicago.com
mailto:pking@wightco.com
mailto:gyanez@cerasolutions.com

PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:
MEETING TIME:
CHAIRPERSON:

LOCATION:
INVITEES:

Red Line Extension

Sign in Sheet

Chicago Park District Coordination

Wednesday, August 25, 2021

11:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

No. Attended?

Name Company/Org

Role/Department

E-mail

Extension/
No.

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

NOTE: All individuals listed have been invited to the meeting. Only those indicated were in attendance.
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Chicago Transit Authority

Red Line Extension
Chicago Park District (CPD)
Park Replacement Coordination Meeting

Agenda
August 25, 2021
Remote Meeting
11:00 to 12:00 CT

Invitees: Sarah White/CPD Joanna Littrell/PMC - HNTB
Doreen O’Donnell/CPD Patrick Dunn/PMC — CDM Smith
London Walther/CPD Joseph Yesbeck/PEC —TY Lin
Leah Mooney/CTA — Planning Grace Dysico/NEPA-PEC — TranSystems
Marlise Fratinardo/CTA — Planning Robin Martel/NEPA-PEC — Wight
Sonali Tandon/CTA — Planning Patty King/NEPA-PEC - Wight

Gustavo Yanez/NEPA-PEC — Cera

1) Introductions

2) Project Update/Goal for the Meeting

e Discuss the priority for the replacement parks

e Confirm mitigation for “shadow effects” of the structure
e Public involvement

e Wendell Smith Park

3) Discussion of Priority Sites
e Number of parcels/property ownership
e  Proximity factor
e Next steps

4) Mitigation for Shadow Effect

e Consistent with approach presented in Draft EIS
5) Public Involvement Needs

6) Wendell Smith Park

e Verify/confirm understanding of ownership

7) Next Steps

e Update on mitigation and de minimis letter (target early to mid-September for completion)
e CTAto start reaching out to property owners

e Conduct Phase | and Il ESAs

e Continue Section 4(f) coordination with Chicago Park District and FTA

e Further develop documentation/coordination needs for the Final EIS/ROD

e Schedule next meeting

8) Action Items



10

8A

2B
2C


rmartel
Text Box
2B

rmartel
Text Box
2C

rmartel
Text Box
8A

rmartel
Text Box
1

rmartel
Text Box
2

rmartel
Text Box
3

rmartel
Text Box
4

rmartel
Text Box
5

rmartel
Text Box
6

rmartel
Text Box
7

rmartel
Text Box
9

rmartel
Text Box
8

rmartel
Text Box
10


# of # of Parcel

Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Priority Rating Location Parcels |Owners Notes
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.88 2 Along Major Taylor Trail > 5 F[\Gga;ﬁdoggﬁ:zbymlty owners
City of Chicago owns 5 parcels;
parcel to the north on env.
122nd Street and Union Avenue 0.58 3 Along Major Taylor Trail Database. CCLBA - acquisition
in process for the 4 parcels to the
8 2[north.
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.24 4 Along Major Taylor Trail 2 2|City of Chicago owns 1 parcel
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.30 5 Along Major Taylor Trail City of Chicago owns parcel,
1 1|adjacent to environmental site
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.25 6 Along Major Taylor Trail 2 2|Private owners
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.39 7 Along Major Taylor Trail 8 8|Private owners*
102nd Street and Wallace 0.27 8 Within Washington Heights 2 2|Private owners - CCLBA Targets
City of Chicago owns 2 parcels.
102nd Street and Parnell Avenue 0.32 9 Within Washington Heights One private property CCLBA
4 3|target for delinquent taxes
102nd Place and Normal Avenue 0.25 10 Within Washington Heights 2 2|Private owners - CCLBA Targets
Totals| 3.48 31 24

Note: * indicates cannot tell ownership completely because owner is listed as Taxpayer of




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

13341S d41S1vH

Park #2

119TH STREET
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Acres: 0.85

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

dNN3IAVY d1VH3INS

Chicago
Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Prnionty Rating
129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2
122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

Park #3

dNN3IAY NOINN

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

Acres: 0.57 125th Place and Eggleston Avenue

Chicago
Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Prnionty Rating

1.65 1

119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2z
122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7
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122ND STREET




Vacant - Private

%
% |Park #4

Vacant - City of
(@) )
™ Chicago
REPLACEMENT 2 barcnlte) Looat porongo| Priorty Fat
arcel(s) Location reage | Prio ng
POCKET PARK SITES )
oY) Acres- O 27 129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
Vg\“ C 119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2
A 122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
110TH STREET 117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
| o mn Rl 124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7
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110TH PLACE




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

117TH STREET

Park #5

‘IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.

Vacant - Private
Vacant - City of
Chicago
Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Prnionty Rating
129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2z
122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7

Acres: 0.30

13341S d31S71

117TH PLACE




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

116TH PLACE

Park #6

13341S VIdO3d

Vacant - Private
Vacant - City of
Chicago
Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Prnionty Rating
129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2z
122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7

Acres: 0.24




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

dNNIAY MO

Park #7

Acres: 0.40

124TH STREET Parcel(s) Location

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

Chicago
Acreage | Prnionty Rating
129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2z
122nd Street and Union Avenue 057 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 5]
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.4 7

dNN3IAV T1INHVd




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

Park #8

\

WALLACE STREET

Vacant - Private

] vacant - City of

102ND STREET

Site 26 /#8
Acres: 0.27

Chicago



REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

WALLACE STREET

102ND STREET

Park #9

T

PARNELL AVENUE

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of
Chicago

Site 27 /#9
Acres: 0.32




REPLACEMENT
POCKET PARK SITES

NORMAL AVENUE

Park #10

102ND PLACE

Site 28 /#10
Acres: 0.25

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago



Vacant - Private

_ Vacant - City of
Based on communication with CTA and Chicago Park District on 8/16/2021, this site has been Chicago
REPLACEMENT removed from the list of options for replacement park.
Parcel(s) Location Acreage | Prnionty Rating
POCKET PARK SITES “Openlands checked with the owner of 129th and Eggleston and she is still unwilling to sell so remove
that property from the list.” 129th Place and Eggleston Avenue 1.65 1
119th Strest and Emerald Avenue 0.85 2
122nd Street and Union Avenue 0.57 3
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.27 4
117th Strest and Halsted Strest 0.3 5
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.24 B
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 04 7

129TH PLACE

dNN3IAY NOLS3 1993

L |
| |
| |
| |
| |
|
| |
| |
| |
| |
|
| |
| |
| |
|
| |
|
|
| |
| |
|
|
| |
| |
| |
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| |
|
| |
| |
| |
| |
|
n
-
|
|
|
|
.

- 1.65




4.5 acres ~

1.9 acres -
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Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

September 14, 2021




Project

Meeting Purpose:
Date:

Location:

Time:

Chairperson:

Meeting Minutes

Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination
Tuesday, September 14, 2021
Virtual

9:30 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

Attendees: (See Attached copy of Sign-in-Sheet)

Date
Item No.

Item Description

Responsibility/
Status

Due/Closed
Date

1.00 Project Up

date/Goal of the Meeting

1.01 9/14/21

CTA provided an update on parcel ownership for sites identified as possible
replacement pocket parks. CTA was also looking for any updates that the
Chicago Park District may have on the Vincennes/105th Street parcel. CTA also
wanted to follow up on the Chicago Park District's update to the de minimis letter
to be used in the Final EIS for the RLE Project.

2.00 Priority Sites

2.01 9/14/21

CTA reviewed each of the priority sites and “reassigned” a priority number based
on property ownership and site access for a park. CTA provided an updated
spreadsheet and map showing the new priorities. There are 3 sites within
Washington Heights and 7 along the Major Taylor Trail. CTA indicated that the
priority order may change depending on the parcel owners willingness to sell
their property to the CTA.

2.02 9/14/21

The CTA asked the Chicago Park District if they had reached out to any of the
other parcel owners. The Chicago Park District indicated that they had only
reached out to the owner of the property adjacent to the Little Calumet River.
This owner is not willing to sell and the site is no longer under consideration.

2.03 9/14/21

CTA indicated that they would start to reach out to property owners to assess
their willingness to sell to CTA.

3.00 Update on

Vincennes/105th Street

3.01 9/14/21

CTA asked if the Chicago Park District was able to find out any new information
regarding the parcel of property ("park") that the Park District is currently
maintaining near Vincennes and 105th Street. The Chicago Park District has not
been able to obtain any new information on the parcel. The Chicago Park District
will continue to reach out to their attorney to get any available information on the
parcel.

3.02 9/14/21

CTA discussed the potential to vacate the 106th Street ROW east of Throop
Street to provide a direct connection from the park to Major Taylor Trail. CTA
reviewed the parcels and shared a basic map showing the parcels between the
park and Major Taylor Trail to identify potential connection points and the
potential for larger park area closer to the trail.

4.00 Mitigation

and de minimis letter

4.01 9/14/21

CTA reviewed the draft mitigation and de minimis letter provided by the Chicago
Park District and made some revisions, the letter was returned to the Chicago

Park District yesterday (9/13/21).




CTA asked the Chicago Park District to clarify the meaning of "fully developed
replacement property" and what is meant by "the replacement park sites are to
include a mix of passive and recreational space". The Park District indicated that
the replacement parks should match the type of use of the park that is being
impacted. Since Fernwood Parkway is a passive open space then the
replacement park should also be a passive open space. The Chicago Park
District agreed that the language in the de minimis letter could be modified to
reflect their definition of passive open space.

4.02 9/14/21

5.00 Next Steps

The Chicago Park District will revise the de minimis letter and reissue the letter

5.01 9421 to the CTA by the end of the month. 9/30/21
The CTA will start to reach out to the parcel owners to determine their

5.02 94/ willingness to sell their property.

503 0/14/21 Based on an owners willingness to sell, the CTA will conduct Phase | and Phase
Il ESAs on the parcels.
CTA will continue to coordinate with the Chicago Park District and the FTA to

5.04 9/14/21 |provide updates on the replacement parks and prepare documentation for the

Final EIS/ROD.

7.00 Action ltems

701 9/14/21 CTA will reach out to property owners to determine their willingness to sell.

Please notify the author of the minutes of any corrections and/or clarifications within five (5) business days, otherwise minutes will be
considered final.




Chicago Transit Authority

Red Line Extension
Chicago Park District (CPD)
Park Replacement Coordination Meeting

Agenda
September 14, 2021
Remote Meeting
09:30to 10:30CT

Invitees: Sarah White/CPD Joanna Littrell/PMC — HNTB
Doreen O’Donnell/CPD Patrick Dunn/PMC — CDM Smith
London Walther/CPD Bob Gorski/PEC — TY Lin
Leah Mooney/CTA — Planning Grace Dysico/NEPA-PEC — TranSystems

1)

2)

3)
4)

5)

6)

Marlise Fratinardo/CTA — Planning Robin Martel/NEPA-PEC — Wight
Sonali Tandon/CTA — Planning Patty King/NEPA-PEC - Wight
Gustavo Yanez/NEPA-PEC — Cera

Project Update/Goal for the Meeting

e Discuss the priority for the replacement parks
e Discuss the Vincennes/105th Street parcel(s)
e Mitigation and de minimis letter

Discussion of Priority Sites

e Reviewed sites and have recommendations based on ownership/access
e CTA will start to contact owners

CPD update on Vincennes/105th Street parcel(s)
Mitigation and de minimis letter

Next Steps

e Mitigation and de minimis letter for Final EIS/ROD by 9/30/21

e CTAto start reaching out to property owners

e Conduct Phase | and Il ESAs

e Continue Section 4(f) coordination with Chicago Park District and FTA

e Further develop documentation/coordination needs for the Final EIS/ROD

Action Items
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Note: Priority Sites revised based on
known existing parcel ownership
and accessibility and connections to
surrounding neighborhoods



Revised

Priority Ratin UG, =
Parcel(s) Location Acreage y Rating (Based on Location
from Park District ropert
ofvnefrsh?, ) # of # of Parcel
P Parcels Owners Notes
119th Street and Emerald Avenue 0.88 2 9 Along Major Taylor Trail 2 2 Private owners - Utility owners (NS
and ComED)
City of Chicago owns 5 parcels; parcel
122nd Street and Union Avenue 0.58 3 4 Along Major Taylor Trail 8 2 to the north on env. Database.
CCLBA - acquisition in process for the
4 parcels to the north.
110th Street and Aberdeen Street 0.24 4 6 Along Major Taylor Trail 2 2
City of Chicago owns 1 parcel
117th Street and Halsted Street 0.30 5 7 Along Major Taylor Trail 1 1 City of Chicago owns parcel; adjacent
to environmental site
116th Place and Peoria Street 0.25 6 5 Along Major Taylor Trail 2 2 Pri
rivate owners
124th Street and Lowe Avenue 0.39 7 8 Along Major Taylor Trail 8 8
Private owners*
102nd Street and Wallace 0.27 8 1 Within Washington Heights 2 2
Private owners - CCLBA Targets
102nd Street and Parnell Avenue 0.32 9 3 Within Washington Heights 4 3
City of Chicago owns 2 parcels. One
private property CCLBA target for
delinquent taxes
102nd Place and Normal Avenue 0.25 10 2 Within Washington Heights 2 2
Private owners - CCLBA Targets
105th Street and Vincennes Avenue 1.64 - 11 Along Major Taylor Trail 1 1 Private owner
Totals| 5.12 32 25

Note: * indicates cannot tell ownership completely because owner is listed as Taxpayer of




Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Chicago Park District Coordination Meeting

October 22, 2021




Project

Meeting Purpose:
Date:

Location:

Time:

Chairperson:

Meeting Minutes

Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination
Friday, October 22, 2021

Virtual

10:00 AM

Grace Dysico

Attendees: (See Attached copy of Sign-in-Sheet)

Date
Item No.

Item Description

Responsibility/
Status

Due/Closed
Date

1.00 Replacement Park Sites

1.01 10/22/21

PEC completed field visits and took photos of each site that have been identified
as potential replacement parks. PEC reviewed each site, the photos, and viability
of each location. All sites were determined to be good park sites and were
recommended to continue the outreach to the property owners.

2.00 Update on

Vincennes/105th Street Parcels

2.01 10/22/21

PEC presented a map of the parcels near the Vincennes/105th Street park site.
There are several parcels that could make up a potential park site, there are
options for the desired size of the park area and how many parcels could be
combined to create a larger site. Parcel #2 is privately owned and there is a
vacant house on the property. There are no other buildings on the other parcels.

2.02 10/22/21

PEC noted there could be additional parcels north of Parcel #2. CPD noted they
did not want any park area developments north of 105th Street.

2.03 10/22/21

Parcel #4 is the extended ROW of 106th Street and owned by the City. The
remaining parcels are owned by the Bridgeview Bank Group.

2.04 10/22/21

CTA Real Estate and Law indicated there is uncertainty with the Parcel #10's title
(105th/Vincennes). CTA is planning to run a title search on Parcel #10. CTA
inquired if CPD had any additional information on the parcel or update on
communication with the owner. CPD noted if has been over a year since any
communication has occurred. It may be best to focus on the parcels presented
that are east of Throop Street where a direct connection could be made to Major
Taylor Trail.

3.00 Property Owner Outreach

3.01 10/22/21

CTA sent 20 letters to property owners. Three have responded, with two owners
willing to sell. The two owners make up Site #1 which is near 102nd Street and
Wallace Street within Washington Heights.

3.02 10/22/21

CPD informed the group that the Office of the Mayor has expressed interest in
pocket park sites along Major Taylor Trail. CPD also noted they also are
interested in several pocket park sites along Major Taylor Trail.

4.00 Transit Su

pportive Development Plan Coordination

4.01 10/22/21

The goal for the TSD coordination is to increase access to green space for
neighborhoods. There is an expectation that there will be increased density
closer to the new stations.

4.02 10/22/21

Future implementation of green space can be achieved by community partners,
developers and agencies.

4.03 10/22/21

CTA presented a plan for green space around the new Michigan Avenue station.
The plan incudes mixed use development along Michigan Avenue.

5.00 RLE Project Schedule




CTA plans to have the FEIS/ROD completed in July 2022. The first draft has

5.01 10722121 | en provided to FTA.

A public outreach meeting for the Supplemental EA will happen in February

5.02 10/22/21 2022.

CTA suggested beginning conversations for third-party agreements, with a
desire to begin Inter-Governmental Agreement (IGA) process with CPD in early
2022. The CPD does not typically use IGA's for land transfers. The

5.03 10/22/21 |memorandum of understanding (MOU) can be approved by the CPD without City
Council approval. The details of the MOU would need to include information on
how the CPD would be made whole for the transfer of land, including the
potential pocket parks as an exhibit.

CTA will discuss more internally regarding the use of an IGA and MOU, then

5.04 1022721 discuss with CPD again at a later date.

6.00 Next Steps

CTA will continue reaching out to property owners
6.01 10/22/21 [CTA will begin to conduct Phase | and || ESAs when ROEs are received.
CTA will continue Section 4(f) coordination with CPD and FTA updates.

7.00 Other

CTA Engineering have received some utility information from the CPD and will

7.01 10/22/21 coordinate with the appropriate CPD department.

8.00 Action Items

8.01 10/22/21 |CTA will gather information on IGAs.

A further conversation may be needed for the Vincennes/105th property, once

8.02 10/22/21 more information is obtained.

Please notify the author of the minutes of any corrections and/or clarifications within five (5) business days, otherwise minutes will be
considered final.




PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:
MEETING TIME:
CHAIRPERSON:

Sign in Sheet
Red Line Extension

Chicago Park District Coordination

Friday, October 22, 2021

10:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

LOCATION:
INVITEES:
Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.
1 Y Marlise Fratinardo CTA - Planning Senior Project Manager mfratinardo@transitchicago.com 14124
2 Y Joanna Littrell PMC - HNTB Program Manager jlittrell. hntb@transitchicago.com 14223
3 Y Patrick Dunn PMC - CDM-Smith NEPA Lead PDunn.cdm@transitchicago.com 14243
4 Y Grace Dysico PEC - TranSystems NEPA Lead gldysico@transystems.com (847) 407-5247
5 Y Robin Martel PEC - Wight & Company [NEPA Specialist rmartel@wightco.com (312) 261-5730
6 Y London Walther CPD london.walther@chicagoparkdistrict.com
7 Y Doreen O'Donnell CPD doreen.o'donnell@chicagoparkdistrict.com
Senior Manager - Strategic Planning,
8 Y Sonali Tandon CTA - Planning Rail standon@transitchiago.com
Director of Strategic Planning and
9 Y Leah Mooney CTA - Planning Policy Imooney@transitchicago.com
10 Y Patty King PEC - Wight & Company [NEPA Specialist pking@wightco.com
11 Y Gustavo Yanez PEC - CERA Document Control gyanez@cerasolutions.com



mailto:london.walther@chicagoparkdistrict.com
mailto:standon@transitchiago.com
mailto:lmooney@transitchicago.com
mailto:pking@wightco.com
mailto:gyanez@cerasolutions.com

PROJECT:

MEETING PURPOSE:
MEETING DATE:
MEETING TIME:
CHAIRPERSON:

Red Line Extension

Sign in Sheet

Chicago Park District Coordination

Friday, October 22, 2021

10:00 AM

Marlise Fratinardo

LOCATION:
INVITEES:

Extension/
No. Attended? Name Company/Org Role/Department E-mail No.

NOTE: All individuals listed have been invited to the meeting. Only those indicated were in attendance.




Invitees: Sarah White/CPD

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7)

8)

Chicago Transit Authority

Red Line Extension
Chicago Park District (CPD)
Park Replacement Coordination Meeting

Agenda
October 22, 2021
Remote Meeting
10:00 to 11:00 CT

Joanna Littrell/PMC — HNTB

Doreen O’Donnell/CPD Patrick Dunn/PMC — CDM Smith
London Walther/CPD Bob Gorski/PEC —TY Lin
Leah Mooney/CTA — Planning Grace Dysico/NEPA-PEC — TranSystems

II,'A

Marlise Fratinardo/CTA — Planning Robin Martel/NEPA-PEC — Wight

Sonali Tandon/CTA — Planning Patty King/NEPA-PEC - Wight

Ammar Elmajdoub/CTA - Planning Gustavo Yanez/NEPA-PEC — Cera

Project Update/Goal for the Meeting

e Update on replacement park sites

» Discuss the Vincennes/105th Street parcel(s)

e Update on property owner outreach

e Transit Supportive Development Plan Coordination
*  RLE Project schedule

Replacement Park sites

e Field visit update
Update on Vincennes/105th Street parcel(s)

Property owner outreach

e Letters were issued to private owners
*  City of Chicago ownership
e Cook County Land Bank targeted properties

Transit Supportive Development Plan coordination
RLE Project schedule

Next Steps

e CTA to continue reaching out to property owners
* Conduct Phase | and Il ESAs
e Continue Section 4(f) coordination with Chicago Park District and FTA

Action ltems
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REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #1

Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner

Property Address Acreage
1 25093270130000 |SEMAJ WRIGHT SALINAS 10200 S WALLACE 5T 0.14
2 25093270140000 |PETER BRYANT 10206 S WALLACE ST 0.14
Total Acreage 0.28

102ND STREET

13341S OV TIVM

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago



REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #1
102ND ST AND WALLACE ST

VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING WEST VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING NORTH WEST

VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING SOUTHWEST VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING WEST



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #2

dNN3IAVY TVINHON

Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address Acreage
1 25093310070000 |DISC 443W102 443 W 102ND PL 0.14
2 25093310350000 |VANESSA KING 441 W 102ND PL 0.11
Total Acreage 0.25

102ND PLACE

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of
Chicago



REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #2
102ND PL AND NORMAL AVE

VIEW FROM NORMAL AVENUE FACING NORTHEAST VIEW FROM NORMAL AVENUE FACING EAST VIEW FROM NORMAL AVENUE FACING SOUTHEAST

VIEW FROM NORMAL AVENUE FACING NORTHEAST VIEW FROM NORMAL AVENUE FACING EAST



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #3

Parcel # Parcel(s)

102ND STREET

l

Owner Property Address Acreage
1 25093280100000 |CITY OF CHICAGO 10200 S PAENELL AVE 0.07
2 25093280110000 |CITY OF CHICAGO 10202 S PARNELL AVE 0.07
3 25093280120000 [NATHAN C OLIVER SR 10206 S PARNELL AVE 0.07
4 25093280290000 [JOHN MCCELLAN JR 10208 S PARNELL AVE 0.11
Total Acreage 0.32

dNN3IAV T1INHVd

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago



REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #3
102ND ST AND PARNELL AVE

VIEW FROM 102ND STREET FACING SOUTHWEST VIEW FROM 102ND STREET FACING SOUTHWEST

VIEW FROM 102ND STREET FACING SOUTH VIEW FROM 102ND STREET FACING SOUTH



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #4

dNN3IAY NOINN

1

Pe

122ND STREET

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

Chicago
Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage
1 25281180350000 [CITY OF CHICAGO [12111 S UNION AVE 0.11
2 25281180070000 [CITY OF CHICAGO [12119 S UNION AVE 0.07
3 25281180080000 [CITY OF CHICAGO [12121 S UNION AVE 0.06
4 25281180090000 [OLLIE JOHNSON 12123 S UNION AVE 0.06
5 25281180700000 [CITY OF CHICAGO [12127 S UNION AVE 0.10
6 25281180110000 [OLLIE JOHNSON 12129 S UNION AVE 0.04
7 25281180120000 [OLLIE JOHNSON 12133 S UNION AVE 0.04
8 25281180130000 [CITY OF CHICAGO [12139 S UNION AVE 0.11
Total Acreage 058
—
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REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #4
122ND ST AND UNION AVE

VIEW FROM UNION AVENUE FACING EAST VIEW FROM UNION AVENUE FACING SOUTHEAST VIEW FROM UNION AVENUE FACING SOUTHEAST

VIEW FROM UNION AVENUE FACING EAST VIEW FROM 122ND STREET FACING NORTH VIEW FROM UNION AVENUE FACING EAST



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #5

116TH PLACE

13341S VIdO3d

Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

Chicago
Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage
1 25204041060000 [MAPLE PARK DEV |11629 SPEORIAST | 0.16
2 25204040990000 [ARJACK CO 11631 S PEORIAST | 0.09

.
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Total Acreage 0.25




REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #5
116TH PL AND PEORIA ST

VIEW FROM PEORIA STREET FACING EAST VIEW FROM PEORIA STREET FACING NORTHEAST VIEW FROM PEORIA STREET FACING EAST

VIEW FROM PEORIA STREET FACING EAST VIEW FROM PEORIA STREET FACING NORTHEAST



Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of

v
S
2 _
Q) Chicago
REPLACEMENT POCKET 2
D
9"
b

PARK SITE #6 Parcel #] Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage

1 25174120470000 [FRANK SMITH 1107 W 110TH 5T 0.13
2 25174120460000 |CITY OF CHICAGO [1111 W 110TH ST 0.11

Total Acreage (.24
110TH STREET
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110TH PLACE




REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #6
110TH ST AND ABERDEEN ST

VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTH VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTH VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTH

VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTHWEST VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTHEAST VIEW FROM 110TH STREET FACING SOUTH



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #7

117TH STREET

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago
Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage
1 25204180340000 |CITY OF CHICAGO [823 W 117TH ST 0.30
Total Acreage 0.30

13341S d31S1vH

117TH PLACE




REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #7
117TH ST AND HALSTED ST

VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING NORTHWEST VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING SOUTHWEST VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING SOUTHWEST

VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING WEST VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING NORTHWEST VIEW FROM 117TH STREET FACING WEST



Vacant - Private

] Vacant - City of

Chicago

REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #8

124TH STREET

PARNELL AVENUE
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REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #8
124TH ST AND LOWE AVE

VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING NORTH VIEW FROM WALLACE STREET FACING NORTH VIEW FROM LOWE AVENUE ALLEY FACING EAST

VIEW FROM LOWE AVENUE ALLEY FACING NORTHEAST VIEW FROM LOWE AVENUE ALLEY FACING EAST VIEW FROM LOWE AVENUE ALLEY FACING EAST



REPLACEMENT POCKET
PARK SITE #9

13341S d41S1vH

119TH STREET

dNN3IAVY d1VH3INS

Vacant - Private

|| Vacant - City of

Chicago
Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage
1 25281000160000 |[COM ED TAX DEPT 739 W 119TH ST 073
2 25281000150000 |PENNSYLVANIA LINES LLC |791 W 118TH ST 0.16
Total Acreage 0.83




REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #9
119TH ST AND EMERALD AVE

VIEW FROM EMERALD AVENUE FACING NORTHWEST VIEW FROM EMERALD AVENUE FACING WEST VIEW FROM HALSTED STREET FACING EAST

VIEW FROM 119TH STREET FACING SOUTHEAST VIEW FROM 119TH STREET FACING SOUTHEAST VIEW FROM 119TH STREET FACING SOUTH



REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #10

Parcel # Parcel(s) Owner Property Address | Acreage
1 25171230010000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP (10601 S MARTIN ST 1.64
2 25171150090000 |ARTHUR UPSHAW ESTATE [10551 S THROOP ST 0.24
3 25171150100000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP  [10559 S THROOP ST 0.22
4 CITY OF CHICAGO 106TH ROW 0.46
5 25171170010000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP 10603 S THROOP ST 0.12
6 25171170020000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP 10605 S THROOP ST 0.07
7 25171170030000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP 10609 S THROOP ST 0.07
8 25171170450000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP 10611 S THROQCP ST 0.10
9 25171170230000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP (1243 W 106TH ST 0.07
10 25171170240000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP (1241 W 106TH ST 0.07
11 25171170250000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP (1238 W 106TH ST 0.07
12 25171170260000 |BRIDGEVIEW BANK GROUP [1237 W 106TH ST 0.05

Total Acreage 3.18

105TH PLACE

106 TH PLACE
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Vacant - Private

Vacant - City of
Chicago

Occupied - CCLBA
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REPLACEMENT POCKET

PARK SITE #10
105TH PL AND THROOP ST

VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING SOUTHEAST VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING NORTHEAST VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING EAST

VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING EAST VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING EAST VIEW FROM THROOP STREET FACING SOUTHWEST



TSD Approach for Green Space

* The Transit Supportive Development Land Use Plan includes analysis and

recommendation for green space near future stations

— RLE will increase development and density near future stations
— Goal is to maintain a balance between additional development and access to green space
— Analysis is complementary to replacement park studies and current Park District offerings

— Green space could be community gardens, parks, beekeeping, etc.

* Future implementation of green space can be achieved by:
— Community partners (Community organizations, Openlands, NeighborSpace...)
— Developers, as part of larger developments

— Agencies (Chicago Park District, Forest Preserve)



Michigan Future Development

[ ] Residential Single Family
[ Residential Multifamily

E Rehab
E Commercial
- Mixed Use

DRAFT — for discussion



Park District Access Approach




Michigan Green Space

Recommendations

1.

2.
3
4

Proximity to CICS Prairie which is a charter school (0.4 Acre)
Proximity to CICS Prairie which is a charter school (1.2 Acre)
Proximity to Curtis Elementary School and a clinic (0.3 Acre)
Proximity to Curtis Elementary School, which is a public
school (0.2 Acre)

Location on 115th Street along the development corridor and
railroad (0.26 Acre)

Location on Wentworth Avenue (0.27 Acre)

Location on La Salle Street (0.27 Acre)

Location 116th Street (1 Acre)

DRAFT — for discussion



Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Attachment B - Fernwood Parkway Section 4(f) De Minimis
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A

REGION V 200 West Adams Street
U.S. Department llinois, Indiana, Suite 320
of Transportation Michigan, Minnesota, Chicago, IL 60606-5253
Ohio, Wisconsin 312-353-2789

Federal Transit

Administration 312-886-0351 (fax)

August 2, 2017

Chicago Park District
Attn: Heather Gleason
541 N. Fairbanks Court
Chicago, IL 60611

Re: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public
Comments, and Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Dear Ms. Gleason:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is writing to continue the consultation and coordination
between the Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) and your agency regarding potential park impacts
that would result from the implementation of CTA’s Red Line Extension (RLE) project and
appropriate mitigation measures. Based on these coordination efforts, the CTA and the Chicago
Park District (CPD) identified several mitigation measures, including providing replacement park
lands, that would be undertaken to ensure that the project would not result in any adverse impacts
to CPD parks. Your concurrence that there would be no adverse impacts to the identified parks
following implementation of these mitigation measures was received on August 17, 2015; the
potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures were documented and published in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project.

The FTA, in cooperation with the CTA published the RLE Draft EIS in accordance with federal
environmental regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act as well as Section 4(f) U.S.
Department of Transportation Act of 1966, which established the requirement for consideration of
park and recreational lands, among other specially protected resources, in the development of
transportation projects.

The Draft EIS was published for public and agency review on October 6, 2016, and a public
hearing was held on November 1, 2016. In addition to the public hearing, a comment period
through November 30, 2016, was established to obtain any additional comments on the
environmental impacts of this project and proposed mitigation measures, including park impacts
and proposed mitigation. The public notification and solicitation of comments for the Draft EIS
were completed in accordance with federally required processes under 23 CFR 771.111. A
summary of the public comments and a spreadsheet of individual public comments received related
to parks is attached for your review.
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RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Based on coordination with CPD, the proposed mitigation measures, and all public comments
received, this letter serves to notify you of FTA’s intention to proceed with a Section 4(f) de
minimis finding for parks as documented in the Draft EIS. In accordance with 23 CFR 774, the
impacts of a transportation project on a park or recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge
that qualifies for Section 4(f) protection may be determined to be de minimis if:

1. The transportation use of the Section 4(f) property, together with any impact avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation or enhancement measures incorporated into the project,
does not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that qualify the resource
for protection under Section 4(f);

2. The public has been afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the effects of
the project on the protected activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property;
and

3. The official with jurisdiction over the property (in this case, CPD), after being informed
of the public comments and FTA's intent to make the de minimis impact finding,
concurs in writing that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes of these parks.

Following CPD’s review of the attached public comments, we ask CPD to provide concurrence on
FTA'’s finding that based on the proposed mitigation measures including the replacement of park
lands with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, this project will not adversely
affect park activities, features, or attributes. Please direct your concurrence with this finding and/or
any additional comments you may have within 45 days of receipt of this letter to:

Tony Greep, Community Planner
Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
200 W. Adams, Suite 320

Chicago, IL 60606

Phone: (312) 353-1646

Email: anthony.greep@dot.gov

CTA will select either the East or West Option of the preferred Union Pacific Railroad alternative
as part of the Final EIS analysis and will continue to coordinate with your agency to finalize the
processes for acquiring replacement park property and fulfilling all agreed upon mitigation
measures. This coordination may be done through meetings and/or, as necessary, through a more
formalized Memorandum of Agreement between FTA, CTA, and CPD.
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RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project, Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Thank you for your continued cooperation and interest in this project. Should you have any
additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

. Coioa L

M. Ciavarella
Director, Office of Planning & Program Development

Sincerely,

Enclosure: CTA RLE DEIS - Summary of Public Comments Related to Parks

Cc:  Michael Lange, Chicago Park District
Doreen O’Donnell, Chicago Park District
Tony Greep, Federal Transit Administration
Elizabeth Breiseth, Federal Transit Administration
Carole Morey, Chicago Transit Authority
Sonali Tandon, Chicago Transit Authority
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Summary of Public Comments Related to Parks

Red Line Extension Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The following text summarizes public comments received related to park impacts from the RLE Project as
well as mitigation measures proposed within the Draft EIS. A comment matrix detailing individual
comments is also attached for a complete record of public comments received related to parks.

In general, comments related to parks and proposed mitigation, particularly providing replacement park
options, were positive. Members of the public noted that new parks are needed and desirable near the
proposed corridor and in surrounding neighborhoods. Providing additional amenities at surrounding
parks were noted as desirable as well, including larger field houses, workout facilities, basketball courts,
and running/walking tracks. Integrating parks into the surrounding community, providing greater transit
access to parks, and providing well-lit parks with attractive planters, waste baskets, and bike racks was
also noted as desirable.

Two commenters noted that the existing Fernwood Parkway linear park (which would be affected by the
West Option) is not currently used by the public, while one commenter noted that the West Option
takes more green space. Two commenters noted that the East Option would permanently impact an
active use park, Wendell Smith Park, compared with the West Option that would impact more passive
park space.

Overall comments on replacement park options were positive both at the public hearing and as part of
the formal comment period. Regarding replacement park options, one commenter noted concerns with
replacement parks increasing the potential for pedestrian and vehicular traffic and noted that parks
would require greater security and another comment noted that mitigation at Wendell Smith Park
proposed under the East Option should not include new fencing around the track structure at the corner
of the park because patrons use the openness of the existing park in this area to cross and enter the
park.



CTA Red Line Extension Project
Public and Agency Comments - Parks

: Comment .
Name = Date - Type : B . : Comment e i ‘ ; :

Cebell Huey 10/11/2016 {handwritten {l would highly recommend the West Side of the rail at 101st-99th and Eggleston to 103rd and beyond 103rd. There is a lot of property that's not being used
like 99 and Eggeleston and 103rd is not being used like the park. No one uses that park at all. No kids play there or anything.

Elsa Ponce 10/19/2016 {handwritten |Empty Lots. Have walls to reduce the noise. Noise barrier concerns not 4 feet. | recommend 8 feet. Parks to walk. A lot of traffic. All Concern categories
marked "yes."

Melvina Grace [11/1/2016 thandwritten [East Option: Would be the best, but what about the properties that would surround the around.
West Option: Looks more comfortable but what about the properties that surround the project?
Comment: The park seems like a beautiful idea to bring life into a neighborhood fallen. But questions remain about properties surrounding the park due to
elderly and disabled properties.
Transportation: No comment because it beneficial less walking distance to commute.
Land Use and Economic Development: What will happen to properties in that area?
Visual Impacts: | would love to see how it would look.
Noise and Vibration: Yes, elderly leaves in area
Safety & Security: Very important due to neighbor not being safe. Will this cause a problem for more?
Hazardous Materials: Elderly and disable live in area.
Parks: improvement needed very well
Construction Impacts: Is this going to affect all westbound properties?
Project Funding: Are property taxes, other taxes going up to fund???

Allen Brown 11/1/2016 handwritten |East Option: | like the East option it seems more convenient and will have a better economic impact.
West Option: OK not my favorite
Comments: As far as parks effected. | would like to see bigger field houses with activity centers such as workout facilities, indoor basketball, etc. This will
impact a lot of young community to have some thing positive. Also our parks should incorporate running and walking track. This will impact health and
vitality of community residence.

Freda Madison |11/1/2016 |handwritten |East Option: East option may be better. It is close to the 95th station.
West: West option want to make sure park area & parking which brings in more traffice & people. Security would be necessary for the community. Also
communities need to address, as far as, housing board up and abandon building. If the area is going to developed the housing structure that will remain
should be developed and addressed as well. Thank you.

Adrienne R. 11/1/2016 handwritten |West Option: Street closure and the direction of traffic through the neighborhood - loss of the alley at the corner by the park.

Ancolin Comments: The Wendell Smith Park should "NOT" have an enclosed fence that would stop the foot traffic at 99th street. That is the only opening for

crossing by foot until 101st Street. Many people cross there and if its closed the walkers will find a way to make an opening. Will the street directions
change? Wil Eggleton still allow the crossing at 101st street?

Property Displacements: Will this affect the property value or decrease it?

Noise & Vibration: There is already vibrations from the RR that shake the foundation. Now there are 2 trains in same space.

Parks: Park availability for neighborhood.

Construction Impacts: Will 99th place loose the alley and become a dead end street not allowing you to turn around?
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CTA Red Line Extension Project
Public and Agency Comments - Parks

: Comment :
Name Date Type Comment: ;

Sandra L Munoz |11/1/2016 handwritten [East Option: The East option would displace more people. it would also permanently affect park space. | am also concerned about the visual and noise
during construction.
Comments: The location for the Town Hall meeting was not well thought out. An auditorium would have been better. | could not hear the speaker or see
the screen that provided the visual impact of the project. There were some chairs setup in front of the screen and tables and chair behind them. It was like a
church reception rahter than a public meeting people continued to talk during the presentation and continued to circulate around too much confusion. Also
there was no public discussion of project. It seemed a situation were you could say you had a public forum without having people participate in an open
disucssion.
Property Disptacements: Will people recieve financial assistance and help finding affordable housing?
Neighborhoods & Communities: This project will displace a full block in my area. | wonder how much consider you consider the human factor (friends,
family, neighbors)
Safety & Security: What safety measures will be in place during construction?
Construction impacts: | am concerned about the mess it will cause, traffic, parking, construction vehicles and noise, the dust and dirt.

Betty Jones 11/1/2016 }jhandwritten |East option: When wil you know for sure?
Transportation: Very concern about street closing
Property Displacements: Where wilt you store equipments?
Noise & Vibration: O Hare aiport - Noise does impact
Safety & Security: Always
Hazardous Materials: Yes
Parks: Need a new park
Construction impacts: Parking
Project Funding: How much will the housing be value of?

Cheena Credit [11/1/2016 jhandwritten |East Option: Let's be honest there truly is no major difference between these two choices.
West Option: Taking away of green space; homes on Eggleston directly facing the trains; increased traffic, pedestrian, car, et. Property value
Comments: First, just so you know | grew up on W 102nd Place, my parent and their parents of grammar/high school friends are still there. 1. Despite
studies done for noise & vibration, | still believe this will have a adverse effect on community. There is a difference between freight trains coming once a day
and an elevated train running all day & night. Is it possible to provide residence with noise reduction windows or something. 2. This area cannot be
compared to others, this is single family homes, not 2-4 flat apartments.

Gregory Walker [11/1/2016 handwritten |East Option: | don't like the East Option because an entire park is gone.

Jr.

West Option: Hoping this doesn't effect the Roseland Pumping station in any way.

Comments: For 103rd, 107th, 111th, 115th, State St., Michigan Avenue, | would like to propose that ali businesses or residential properties that are needing
to move. | propose that they have an option to rebuild next to any space being bought by CTA. | would also like to suggest that at 115th there is plenty of
mixed property. At 130th, | suggest that the trucks end in a loop, rather than a stub, that way you couid have a more convenient turn around of trains. Also
possibly asking NICTD to form a station there to attract riders, thus making it a "super station." Overall, I'm really excited that this extension is being sought
out. | believe it not only help southside residents, but also people from indiana and south suburbs get downtown and home.

Transportation: How would the 34 South Michigan run? Honestly | hope maybe the hours change; but { hope it operates from 95th to Altgeld.

Impacts to Historic Resources: Hope this doesn't effect the Roseland Pumping station.

Safety & Security: | would like to see all stations with a CTA worker two (2) armed security officers for atleast the first 2 years.

Page 2 of 4




CTA Red Line Extension Project
Public and Agency Comments - Parks

Name

Date

Comment
Type

Comment

Dr. Carmen

Palmer & Mrs.

Sharon Banks
Pincham

11/1/2016

handwritten

West Option: 116th & Michigan's impact on Kids off the Block (KOB)
Comments: The impact on the schools and the school population.
Land Use and Economic Development: Need a positive draw of businesses, {non-fast foods) black owned well represented

Neighborhoods & Communities: Inclusion in decision making re business choices & community benefits agreement

Visual Impacts: A lot of green space and a balance out to the hard concrete - art inclusion; flowers, trees, and representative expressions of the community
Noise & Vibration: at a minimum

Impacts to Historic Resources: None

Safety & Security: Bicycling & beat officers at the city level not SSAs

Hazardous Materials: NONE! Get rid of cell phone towers

Wetlands: Maintained

Parks: Intermingled & well let/attractive planters, waste baskets, bike racks

Project Funding: TIF Momes SBA presense from on set to the end

Other: Schools protected and assessible

Constance
Carroll

11/1/2016

handwritten

East Option: How far east of the raiiroad? Will it go both ways (East & West) for parking etc? (How far East - West?)

West Option: How far west from the railroad?

Comments: Will there be parks, parking and other business' to improve the community? Will employment be available for residents? if so, how can we
apply? It seems that the project is well on the way. When will it start and when is the estimated time of completion?

Property Displacements: If you go West of the railway how far will you go from 111th & Eggleston south of 111th street?

Safety & Security: Since there will be more people traveling through the neighborhood will there be additional policing and security?

Hazardous Materials: Will we be informed of hazardus materials being used?

Julie A Pate

11/1/2016

handwritten

East Option: My concern about either side is my foundation noise control dirt and dust noise barriers who will pay for damages to my home.
West Option: Concerns are the same want to be comfortable in my home

Comments: | have no problem with improvement | think it's a good thing may improve property value, love the way the park will look.
Visual Impacts, Noise & Vibration, Hazardous Materials, Construction Impacts - YES

Macy Johnson

11/1/2016

handwritten

East Option: Wendell Smith Park and too many homes will be affected.

West Option: There is a spacious parkway which is more feasible than the limited space on the East option.

Comments: Has CTA considered placing more buses on Michigan Avenue. There could be several express buses extending to 130th Street. Bishop Ford is an
option and also Halsted Street. Fewer homes and families will be displaced. Dan Ryan is another option.

Property Displacements: A huge number of homes will be destroyed.

Noise & Vibration: This is already prevelant because of the present railroad.

Parks: Wendell Smith Park will be affected.

Cebelt Huey

11/1/2016

Court
Reporter

| live right on 101st Street at the railroad track between Princeton and Eggleston. I'm preferably not coming on the east side of the street at this point.
There's a park on the west side...There's a park on the west side of the street. Nobody is living — nobody is there that whole entire park. I've been there
ever sice 1965. Nobody uses that park. Even people don't walk the dogs over there...Now that -- it starts at 99th and Eggleston and goes to 103rd and
Eggleston. Then beyond 103rd and Eggleston all the way down the side of that tracks...it's hardly nothing that's really worth anything all down that, all down
that track to 115th. Now that is a good distance that CTA can use, you know. And then whatever they have to do from 115th then on out to 130th.
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CTA Red Line Extension Project
Public and Agency Comments - Parks

Name

Date

Comment
Type

Comment

Doris White

12/5/2016

handwritten

East Option: Will this option affect the Bishop Ford Expressway for those who drive?

West Option: Why is this option going to cause residents to have to move that live between 99th St and 119th St on this option?

Comments: What if that homeowner does not want to relocate, are they going to be mae to move or other alternatives to them having to move?
| pray that all of this falis into place for those who use public transportation and that whoever makes decisions in regards to this project will be wise in the
decisions of this project.

Transportation: When buses have to be rerouted due to construction why are you not sure how long it will take.

Land Use: Will this be a good area, where you are considering?

Displacements: If a person is not able to be displaced, what are your options for them?

Neighborhoods & Communities: Do you think they would agree, despite the displacing of homes?

Visual: Will it be handicap accessible e.g. elevators and escalators in good working condition.

Noise: | am sure it will not be loud, as if it was a freight train coming through.

Historic: Will they have to be moved and why touch historical sites?

Safety & Security: Will there be Police Officers at these new stops along with canine dogs?

Hazardous Materials: Wil this Redline extension project be around factories with hazardous materials?

Wetlands: What do you mean by wetlands?

Parks: Will it be closer to parks where we can get off and take our children to the parks?

Construction Impacts: What effect will it have on those who drive through the area where you want to build?

Project Funding: How will it be funded and by who?

Other: Why have you waited all this time to do this particular line now, as other lines have been extended or new lines brought in?

Lindy Nelson,
U.S.
Department of
the interior

11/30/2016

letter

DOV entire text available in full comments.

Based on discussions with FTA and coordination with the Chicago Park District (CPD) in 2015 on park impacts and proposed mitigation measures for this
project, a Section 4(f) preliminary “de minimis” finding was proposed for park impacts resuiting from this project after mitigation proposed. A de minimis
impact for parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfowl areas is defined in 23 CFR § 774.17 as one that is determined to not adversely affect the features,
attributes, or activities qualifying a property for protection under Section 4(f).

The Department of the Interior does not comment on de minimi s determinations. The Department concurs with the determination that all measures to
minimize harm have been employed concerning the resources subject to 4{f) use.
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Administration Office
541 North Fairbanks Ct.
Chicago, lllinois 60611

(312) 742-7529

(312) 747-2001 (TTY)
www.chicagoparkdistrict.com

Jesse H. Ruiz
President

Avis LaVelle
Vice President

Erika R. Allen
Donald J. Edwards
David A. Helfand
Tim King

M. Laird Koldyke

Michael P. Kelly

City of Chicago
Rahm Emanuel
Mayor

2014 National
Gold Medal Winner

for Excellence in Park and
Recreation Management

September 21, 2017

Mr. Tony Greep, Community Planner
Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
200 West Adams Street, Suite 320
Chicago, IL 60606

RE: Chicago Transit Authority Red Line Extension Project
Park Impacts Coordination, Public Comments, and
Preliminary Section 4(f) Determination

Dear Mr. Greep:

The Chicago Park District is in receipt of a letter dated August 2, 2017 regarding the Federal
Transit Administration’s (FTA) intention to proceed with a Section 4(f) de minimis finding for
parks as documented in the Red Line Extension (RLE) Draft EIS.

The Chicago Park District has reviewed the public comments included in the letter and concur
with FTA’s finding that based on the proposed mitigation measures, including the
replacement of park lands with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, the
RLE project will not adversely affect park activities, features or attributes. We concur with
Section 4(f) de minimis finding for parks.

We look forward to a continued successful collaboration. Should you have any additional
questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

At Lo

Heather Gleason
Director of Planning and Construction

HG/sw

cc: Doreen O’Donnell, Research and Planning Manger
Sarah White, Lakefront Planning Coordinator






affected Fernwood Parkway. Each of the three (3) preferred sites reach a minimum of 0.25
acre, which is in accordance with CPD standards. CPD also sent CTA a total of seven (7)
preferred sites located along the Major Taylor Bike Trail. The Major Taylor Bike Trail is a
35.30-acre park containing over 6 miles of bicycle and pedestrian pathway. Maintained and
managed by CPD, the trail stretches through three (3) Chicago community areas:
Washington Heights, West Pullman, and Morgan Park. Each of the seven (7) preferred
sites is a minimum of 0.25 acre, which is in accordance with CPD standards.

CPD and CTA met most recently on August 25, 2021. CTA reviewed CPD preferred sites,
discussed the viability of each site for parcel acquisitions, and outlined the next steps for
contacting property owners to assess parcel availability. An additional site along Major
Taylor Bike Trail was discussed as an option.

Based on this coordination, mitigation measures are to include replacement parks directly
adjacent to the Major Taylor Bike Trail or in the Washington Heights community area. A
combination of already discussed sites or newly identified sites totaling 4.5 acres of CPD
property affected would serve as replacement parks. The replacement park sites are to
include passive recreational space. Mitigation measures should include replacement
property constructed in accordance with CPD standards.

The suggested mitigation measures to replace impacted park lands with lands of
reasonably equivalent usefuiness and location, coupled with the above comments, will
address all identified adverse impacts on Fernwood Parkway. After mitigation, there would
not be any remaining adverse impacts on park activities, features, or attributes from the
RLE Project. With the updated mitigation measures discussed above that may include
different replacement park sizes and locations than those previously presented in the Draft
EIS, we reaffirm our concurrence with the Section 4(f) de minimis finding.

We look forward to a successful collaboration.

Sincerely,

Hoather Gledafon

Heather Gleason (Sep 21, 2021 14:21 CDT)

Heather Gleason
Director of Planning and Construction

cc: Doreen O'Donnell, Deputy Director of Planning and Development
Sarah White, Lakefront Planning Coordinator
London Walther, Senior Project Manager









Section 4(f) Replacement Park Analysis
Final EIS Addendum

Attachment C - Chicago Park District Wendell Smith Park
Temporary Occupancy Letter
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