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INTRODUCTION 

The Technical Supplement to the Light Rail Transit Feasibility Study 
contains much of the data, calculations, and methodologies used in 
preparing .the final report. 

Patronage forecasting methodology is outlined and LRT patronage levels 
shown for each corridor. Descriptions are provided as to how vehicle 
requirements, vehicle miles, annual passengers, and annualized capital 
costs were calculated. Finally, detailed land use data is presented 
on each corridor and, in particular, around LRT stops. 

I 
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A 

LRT PATRONAGE FORECASTING METHODOLOGY 

Ridership assignments to the LRT alignments were done by using the output 
of the sketch planning model and available data from the regional model 
runs as a basis for developing 24-hour total and peak period (2-hour) 
assignments. The Twin Cities Sketch Planning Model generates an 
express (LRT) line as a straight line extending from a selected zone 
at a specified angle. It then connects that line to all specified 
corridor zones with centroid connectors to the closest point on the 
line. The output includes summaries of ridership and productions and 
attractions for each zone, split by auto, carpool, express transit 
and local transit. The model operates only on Home Based Work trips. 

As the alignments selected were not straight lines, the sketch plan-
ning model had to be used in segments, with the data from appropriate 
zones obtained from each segment run. This precluded use of the 
summary output and required zone by zone analysis. This permitted 
zone by zone expansion from Home Based Work to total trips and 
assignment of each zone I s productions and attractions to the most 
appropriate LRT stop(s) based on the actual access network. 

Regional model output was obtained for total transit trips and Home 
Based Work transit trips produced and attracted by zone. This outJmt 
was usea to develop percentages (Home Based Work/Total) to apply to 
the LRT zonal sketch planning output to convert Home Based Work trips 
to total LRT trips. For the University Corridor, these data were 
augmented by zone-zone movement data for Home Based Other trips to 
the University zones, to assure adequate consideration of student -
ridership. The resulting zonal LRT total productions and attractions 
were plotted on a map. Outside the corridor, zones were grouped into 
logical groupings for plotting. 

The LRT alignment was drawn on the same map, with stops marked. 
These maps (one per corridor) were then placed alongside regional 
highway and transit maps, and each zone's productions and attractions 
were assigned, manually, to· the appropriate stop(s), and split by 
mode. Those zones adjacent to, or within a half-mile of the align­
ment had some portion of their ridership assumed as walk, depending 
on zone size and relationship to the station. Those within the de­
fined bus access had some portion assumed as bus. Those very dis­
tant from the corridor, usually assumed to access the system at 
major nodes (Downtown, I694, I494, THlOO, etc.) were split between 
to those majoT nodes. All of the access mode split was performed 
manually, but it was based on logical assumptions, and knowledge of 
the highway transit and pedestrian systems. 

-3-. 



Once productions and attractions were assigned, they were summed, 
balanced, and·split, manually, between inbound and outbound, based 
on knowledge of land uses at each stop and the magnitude of attrac­
tions at the outer stations. The split was adjusted to achieve a 
balance in productions and attractions in each direction. The re­
sulting assignment was then split, using a programmable calculator, 
into peak period (as an assumed 25 percent of total trips, based on 
1970 Home Interview Survey Data) total one-way trips, and access 
trips by mode� using the percentages calculated in the assignment 
process. On-board trips and passenger miles traveled were calculated 
(on-board passengers times the distance between stops). 

The resulting assignments are based extensively on model output, with 
judgment playing a major role only in access mode split. They appear 
reasonable in magnitude, distribution and comparative analysis. It 
was possible to hand adjust for anticipated new development and re­
development, where the magnitude warranted it. Documentation is on 
file on the assignment of trips, by zone, to stop and the mathematical 
analysis of the productions and attractions. 

Patronage forecasts are presented, by corridor, on the following pages. 
The corridor maps show the patronage forecasts for the preliminary 
alignment tested. These forecasts were used as one criterion in select­
ing a preferred alignment in each corridor. Following the maps are a 
series of sheets showing lJ Daily Assignments, .inc.luding total one-way 
trips and ans and offs by stop; 21 Peak. Hour Assignment, isolating the 
peak hour segment of the daily assignment by stop; and 3) Access Modal 
Split by station, showing the anticipated mode of travel to each stop 
on a daily basis as well as in the morning peak. 
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PATRONAGE FORECASTS BY CORRIDOR 

-5-



·•-

1. 
11 
11 

1: 
1: r 

ina 

Orono 

TWIN CITIES 
LRT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

West-Southwest 

T.H. 12 

16000 

12000 

WORK TRIP 
PASSENGER~ 8000 

,,____, 4 
0 
I 

N 

1 2 
I I ' I 
MILES 

,ss<'C',{C, 

Hope 

Ho 

/ 



'" ,;QJ/ 

' I I 
n . , I: . ! __ ._ ___ 1""" __ ..,. ____ ~---.--------------~--._ .. ____ ._.._._._1l!ide 

I~ I· 
I~·~ ft 

11 [JJ Loretto, 
I. 
t 
I. 
I' 

Medina 

__________ _,_,.._,_.._ ... _.....,.._ 

TWIN CITIES 
LRT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

West-Southwest CORRIDOR 

T.H. 55 i ALIGNMENT 

.r----.20000 

--160 

12000 

WORK TRIP 
PASSENGER~8000 

-----, 4 0 0 0 
0 
I 

N 

1 2 
I I ' I 
MILES 

~ 

l,..i ...... i,,,W 

New 
Hope 1-..: 

rl} 
rllr 

--~::!l __ 

Hodkins 

t __ 

0 



I 

1-d 
~ 

oq 
(1) 

()) 
\, 

~~~ - I 

lLoretto, 
j 

Orono 

TWIN CITIES 
LRT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

-~~.__.x,.x..=..;~w-=e--=s ____ t _ CORRIDOR 

'T.H. 7- HENNEPIN ALIGNMENT 

16000 

12000 
N 

WORK TRIP 8000 
PASSENGERS 

4000 
0 1 2 
I I I I I 

MILES 

I l~~c: ij 31\ 

........ 

·~ I ( 

New 
Hope a,i 

n) 
tl1f 

~ I \. -_L,. 

--~:::l __ 

}mA 7\_ lJ 



\,~ 

--a... tl"l!''!~ "I; J 

]Loretto, 

ina 

T IN CITIES 

1i I 

.I 

r. 
~ 
I: 
11 
,11 
11 
11 

LRT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

West-Southwest R 

BN Railroad AUGNMENT 

1200,00 

16000 

----.12000 

WORK TRIP, 
PASSENGER_S_* BOOO 

....___, 4 0 0 0 
0 
l 

N 

Lf),J>JU. I 

IN 

~ 

""V gr,~~ 

I New 
Hope 

Cl} 
riI1r. 
L-.g.JI, 

-.M.1111& .................. ... .. 

" I v1 

0 
L 



0/111 

~ 

.. JI/' •· 

[!]Loretto, 

ina 

TWIN CITIES 
LRT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

West-Southwest ________ CORRIDOR 

T.H. 7 -cEOAR LAKE· ALIGNMENT 

16 0 

12000 

ORK 
PASSENGER~ 

8000 

4000 
0 

N 

1 2 
I J I I I 

MILES ) --VI~ L______ I 
• mi c, Va cto .. u u:a:c: 

;:------v-

....... JI --- . f •. 

~ 

New 
Hope 

'I.._ ---:_ I. 

CJ. 
r11r 

__ 1:::-:l __ 

\. -- "- ·- HW l 

f) 



1!~:~ \; 

I 
1-1 
1-1 
I 

I A ·\\,,._ "\. ~ mil ) y- ~J I (/1},J(.'\_ I '----. 

TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed West Corridor Alignment 
(Daily Assignment) 

One Way 
Total Trips 

Station On Off On-Board Distance - -
Walker St .. & L SL (Wayzata) 611 0 611 0 .. 50 
Lake St .. & 101 442 0 1,053 o.so 

101 & 12 751 0 1,804 1..50 
I-494 & 12 2,572 623 3,753 1. 50 
Ridge dale " & 12 (Ridge le) 306 130 3,929 0 .. 50 
CR 73 & 12 582 455 4,056 1.10 
CR 18 & 12 2,543 1,606 4,993 0.90 

xas . & 12 279 282 4,990 0.40 
Louisiana Ave. & TH 12 1,300 892 5,398 0.50 
Colorado Ave. & TH 12 280 368 5,110 0.40 
Vernon .. & TH 12 1,922 900 6,332 0.75 
Tyrol 11s & TH 12 696 350 6,678 1.20 
Penn Ave .. & 12 976 644 7,010 0.75 
Wayzata & Linden Ave. (Parade) 666 608 7,068 1.10 
6th St. & Second Ave. N 0 375 6,693 0.10 
Hennepin Ave. & 6th St. S 0 1,361 5,432 0.10 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. S 0 1,548 3,784 0.20 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. S 0 2,149 1,635 0.20 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. S 0 1,335 300 0.30 
Chicago & 6th St. S (Hospital) 0 300 0 

TOTAL 13,426 55,087 12 .. 50 

Passenger 
Miles 

V I 

~ 

Total Trip 
Ends 

1,221 
884 

1,502 
6,388 

874 
2,072 
8, 298 
1,122 
4, 383 
1,295 
5,644 
2,091 
3, 240 
2,546 

749 
2,721 
3,097 
4,298 
2,670 

599 

54,694 

2/25/81 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed West Corridor Alignment 
(Peak Hour Assignments) 

Station 

Walker St. & Lake St. (Wayzata) 
Lake St. & TH 101 
TH 101 & TH 12 
I-494 & TH 12 
Ridgedale Dr. & TH 12 (Ridgedale) 
CR 73 & TH 12 
CR 18 & TH 12 
Texas Ave. & TH 12 
Louisiana Ave. & TH 12 
Colorado Ave .. & TH 12 
Vernon Ave. & TH 12 
Tyrol Hills & TH 12 
Penn Ave. & TH 12 
Wayzata & Linden Ave.· (Parade) 
6th St. & Second Ave. N 
Hennepin Ave. & 6th St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. S 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. S 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. S 
Chicago & 6th St. S (Hospital) 

TOTAL 

A.M. Peak 
Inbound 

On Off 

239 
169 
280 
930 

73 
168 
855 

70 
475 

66 
690 
313 
245 
226 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

219 
· 24 
125 
553 

71 
220 
130 
275 

95 
177 
138 
158 
524 
632 
858 
510 

90 

4,799 

On-Board 

239 
408 
688 

1,399 
1,448 
1,491 
1,793 
1,792 
2,047 
1,983 
2,398 
2,616 
2,684 
2,772 
2,612 
2,090 
1, S 58 

600 
90 

0 

A.M. Peak 
Outbound 

On Off 

0 
0 
0 

93 
42 

102 
250 

70 
226 

54 
175 

80 
146 
166 

30 
157 
192 
267 
158 

10 

66 
54 
96 

406 
81 

123 
467 

69 
125 

75 
3 21 

35 
193 
107 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2,218 

·-

On-Board 

0 
66 

120 
216 
529 
568 
589 
806 
805 
704 
725 
871 
826 
873 
814 
784 
627 
435 
168 

10 

A6 1 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STIJ 

Proposed West Corridor Alignment 
(Access Modal Split at Station) 

A.M. Peak 
Bus Bus 

Stat 
Total Trip Ends 

Auto Bus Walk Auto Artival DeEarture Walk 

Walker St. & St. (Wayzata) 
Lake St & TH 101 

101 & 12 
1-494 & 12 
Ridgedale Dr. & TH 12 (Ridgedale) 
CR 7 3 & TH 12 
CR 18 & TH 12 
Texas . & TH 12 
Louisiana Ave. & TH 12 
Colorado Ave. & TH 12 
Vernon . , & TH 12 
Tyrol Hills & 12 
Penn Ave. & TH 12 
Wayzata & Linden Ave. (Parade) 
6th St. & Second Ave. N 
Hennepin .e & 6th St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. S 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. S 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. S 
Chicago & 6th St. S (Hospital 

769 
610 
901 

4,577 
280 

1,077 
6,224 

314 
2,486 

0 
3,925 
1,046 
1,3'27 
1,935 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

330 
186 
270 

1,577 
157 
601 

1,812 
449. 

1,337 
648 

1,238 
481 
730 
280 
105 

1,361 
1,643 
2,140 
l,Jll 

0 

122 
88 

330 
124 
437 
394 
162 
359 
460 
648 
381 
565 

1,084 
331 
644 

1,260 
1,325 
210 58 
1,359 

499 

192 
154 
226 

1,190 
70 

269 
1,609 

78 
403 

0 
1,026 

262 
370 
484 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

65 
35 
50 

231 
21 
78 

221 
56 

147 
60 

168 
90 
94 
43 

4 
132 
156 
186 
104 

0 

18 
11 
17 

196 
19 
72 

2 54 
56 
68 

103 
17,1 

30 
89 
27 
22 

246 
293 
387 
216 

0 

31 
22 
83 
31 

110 
98 
41 
90 
76 

163 
95 

141 
309 

83 
162 
353 
369 
552 
348 

10 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Station 

TH 101 & CNW 
I 494 & CNW 
Plymouth Rd. & CNW 

(Minnetonka Mills) 
17th Ave. & CNW 
12th Ave. & CNW 
Excelsior Ave. & CNW 

(Hopkins) 
Blake Rd. & CNW 
"New" St. & CNW 
Woodale Ave. & CNW 
Bass Lake & CNW 
Lake St. & CNW 

• 28th & CNW 
21st & CNW 
Wayzata Blvd. & CNW RR 

(Parade) 
2nd Ave. N & 6th St. S 
Hennepin & 6th St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. S 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. S 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. S 
Chicago & 6th St. S 

(Stadium) 

TOTAL 

Proposed Southwest Corridor Alignment 
(Daily Assignment) 

One-Way 
Total Trips 
On Off On-Board Distance 

2,297 
800 
206 

369 
187 

1,477 

404 
668 

2,159 
239 

1,733 
269 
541 

1,339 

12,688 

284 
145 

212 
84 

890 

357 
113 

1,120 
205 

1,296 
90 

103 
819 

890 
2,049 
1,826 
1,412 

617 
176 

12,688 

2,297 
2,813 
2,874 

3,031 
3,134 
3,721 

3,768 
4,323 
5,362 
5,396 
5,833 
6,012 
6,450 
6,970 

6,080 
4,031 
2,205 

793 
176 

0 

58,371 

Passenger 
miles 

2.0 
1.0 
1. 3 

0.3 
0.5 
1. 2 

1.0 
0.6 
0.8 
1.0 
0.5 
0.6 
1. 3 
1.1 

0.1 
0.1 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 

15.1 

... ---- ' 

Total 
Tri£ Ends 

4,594 
2,166 

700 

1,161 
541 

4,734 

1,520 
1,560 
6,257 

887 
6,057 

717 
1,286 
4,314 

1,780 
4,098 
3,652 
2,825 
1,234 

351 

50,434 
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TNIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed Southwest Corridor Alignment 
(Peak Hour Assignments) 

A.:M. Peak 
Inbound 

Station On~ Off On-Boaro On - - -
TH 101 & • 910 - - 910 - -
I 494 & 288 121 1,077 22 
Plymouth . & CNW 61 64 1,074 g 

(Minnet lls) 
17th Ave. & CNW 172 64 1,182 42 
12th . & CNW 72 31 1,223 11 
Excelsior . & CNW 545 304 1,464 141 

(Hopkins) 
Blake Rd. & CNW 105 115 1,454 63 
"New .. St. & CNW 210 35 1,629 21 
Woodale Ave. & CNW 742 370 2,001 190 
Bass Lake & CNW 82 84 1,999 19 
Lake St. & CNW 596 314 2,281 334 

• 28th & CNW 73 24 2" 330 21 
21st & CNW 200 20 2,510 31 
Wayzata Blvd. & CNW RR 381 228 2,663 182 

(Parade) 
2nd Ave. N & 6th St. s - - 265 2,398 181 
llennepin & 6th St. S - - 765 1,633 260 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. s - - 679 954 2 34 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. S - - 576 378 130 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. s - - 298 80 11 
Chicago & 6th St. S - - 80 0 8 

(Stadium) 
TOTAL 4,437 4,437 29,240 1,910 

, 

A.M. Peak 
Outbound 

Off On-Board -
238 
112 238 

42 32 8 

13 361 
22 332 

193 343 

97 395 
124 429 
338 532 

37 680 
271 698 

63 635 
71 677 

289 717 

- - 824 
- - 643 
- - 383 
- - 149 
- - 19 
- - 8 

1,910 8,391 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed Southwest Corridor Alignment 
(Access Modal Split at Station) 

A.M. Peak 
Total Trip Ends Bus Bus 

Station Auto Bus Walk Auto Arrival De£arture 

TH 101 & CNW 3, 66_1 694 239 915 137 36 
·I 494 & CNW 1,464 503 199 367 72 54 
Plymouth Rd. & CNW 368 202 130 92 20 31 

(Minnetonka Mills) 
17th Ave. & CNW 280 60 821 70 11 4 
12th Ave. & CNW 87 18 436 22 3 2 
Excelsior Ave. & CNW 2,890 1,047 801 722 152 110 

(Hopkins) 
Blake Rd. & CNW 58 15 1,447 14 2 2 
"New" St. & CNW 0 0 1,560 0 0 0 
.Woodale Ave .. & CNW 4,480 1,402 375 1,174 209 159 
Bass Lake & CNW 161 63 • 663 40 7 9 
Lake St. & CNW 3,864 1,369 824 967 210 132 

·28th & CNW 0 0 717 0 0 0 
21st & CNW 440 118 728 110 21 8 
Wayzata Blvd. & CNW RR 3,141 828 34 5 786 108 99 

(Parade) 
0 1,493 287 2nd Ave. N & 6th St. s 0 152 222 

Hennepin & 6th St.· S 0 2,746 1,352 0 17 4 • 613 
Nicollet Ave. & 6th St. S 0 1,512 2,140 0 97 281 
2nd Ave. S & 6th St. s 0 873 1,952 0 40 178 
4th Ave. S & 6th St. S 0 63 ltl71 0 1 15 
Chicago & 6th St~ S 0 62 289 0 1 14 

(Stadium) 

Walk 

60 
so 

176 

292 
137 

1,183 

381 
391 

1,640 
223 

1,515 
182 
323 

1,080 

446 
1,025 

914 
707 
310 

89 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed St. Paul-Minneapolis Corridor Alignment 
(Daily Alignment) 

Stops 

Kellogg & Wabahsa St. 
5th & Wabasha Sts. 
7th & Wabasha Sts. 
10th & Wabasha Sts. 
Columbus Ave. & Wabasha St. (Veterans Bldg.) 
Capitol Ave. & Wabasha St. (Capitol) 
Rice St. & University Ave. 
Western Ave. & University Ave. 
Dale St. & University Ave. 
Victoria St. & University Ave. 
Lexington Pkwy. & University Ave. 
Snelling . & University Ave. 
llamline Ave. & ·university Ave. 
Fairview Ave. & University Ave. 
Transfer & University Ave. (AMTRAK) 
Raymond & University Ave. 
Emerald & University Ave. (City Limits) 
Malcolm St. & University Ave. 
Oak St. & Washington Ave. SE 
Coffman Union & Washingon Ave. SE (U of M) 
W. Bank & Washington Ave. S (U of M) 
Cedar Ave. & Washington Ave. 
Chicago Ave. & 3rd St. . S· (Stadium) 
4th Ave. & 3rd St. S 
2nd Ave. & 3rd St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 3rd St. S 
Hennepin Ave. & 3rd St. S 
2nd Ave. N & 3rd St. S 

TOTAL 

One Way 
Total Trips 

Q!l Off 

0 
. ·o 

0 
0 

309 
630 
334 
422 
754 
520 

1, o:n 
4 36 
954 
827 
131 
324 
234 
328 

1,011 
s·16 
453 
250 
604 

1,428 
3,463 
3,378 
3,166 

308 

2,322 
2,166 
2,832 

669 
282 

2,532 
32 3 
330 
630 
328 
983 
358 

1,184 
919 
328 
358 
212 
487 

1,787 
1,025 

914 
642 
196 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

21,809 

On-Board 

0 
2,322 
4,496 
7,324 
7,993 
7,966 
9,868 
9,857 
9,765 
9,641 
9,449 
9,401 
9,323 
9,553 
9,645 
9,842 
9,876 
9,854 

10,013 
10,789 
11,298 
11,759 
12,151 
11,742 
10,315 

6,852 
3,474 

308 

93,144 
Passenger 

Miles 

.. ---- '\.. 

Distance 

0.14 
0.14 
0. 34 
0.19 
0.24 
0.24 
0.50 
0.50 
0. 50 
o.so 
0. 50 
0.50 
o.so 
o.so 
o.so 
0. 5 0 
0.50 
0.30 
0.50 
0.43 
0.33 
0.24 
0.63 
0.27 
0.14 
0.14 
0.05 
0.14 

9.46 

I r-- -A., a .II 

Total Trip 
Ends 

4,644 
4,332 
5,664 
1,338 
1,182 
6, 324 
1,314 
1,504 
2,768 
1,696 
4,028 
1,588 
4,276 
3,492 

918 
1,364 

892 
1,630 
5,596 
3,082 
2,734 
1,784 
1,600 
2,856 
6,926 
6,756 
6,332 

616 

87,236 

Revised 2/3/81 



TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL SIT Fl1ASIIHLI 

Proposed St. Paul-Minneapolis Corridor Alignment 
(Peak Period Assignments) 

Stops 

Kellogg & Wabahsa St. 
S th f, Wabasha Sts. 
7th & Wabasha Sts. 
10th & Wabasha Sts. 
Columbus Ave. & Wabasha St. (Veterans Bldg.) 
Capitol Ave. & Wabasha St. (Capitol) 
Rice St. & University Ave. 
\fostern Ave. & Universi Ave. 
Dale St. & University Ave. 
Victoria St. & University Ave. 
Lexington Pkwy .. & University Ave. 
llamline Ave. & University Ave. 

i Snelling Ave. & Universi.ty Ave. r Pnirview Ave. & University Ave. 
Transfer & Universi Ave. (AMTRAK) 
Raymond & University 
emerald & University . (Ci Limits) 
Malcolm St. & University Ave. 
Oak St. & Washington . SE 
Coffman Union & Washingon Ave. SE (U of M) 
W. Bank & Washington Ave. S (U of M) 
Cedar Ave. & Washington Ave. 
Chicago Ave. & 3rd St. S (Stadium) 
4th Ave. & 3rd St. S 
2nd Ave. & 3rd St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 3rd St. S 
Hennepin Ave. & 3rd St. S 
2nd Ave. N & 3rd St. S 

A.M. Peak 
Eastbound 

On Off 

0 
0 
0 
0 

124 
219 
123 
163 
284 
170 
415 

99 
300 
261 
:n 

114 
57 
87 

317 
77 
77 

109 
178 
300 
909 
905 
911 

40 

802 
733 

1,000 
180 
126 
858 

81 
48 
83 
64 

248 
112 
226 
135 
134 

43 
53 
25 

412 
426 
355 

75 
48 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6,267 

On-Board 

0 
802 

1, 541 
2,541 
2,721 
2,720 
3,359 
3,317 
3,202 
3,001 
2,895 
2,728 
2,741 
2,667 
2, S 41 
2,644 
2, S 7 ~ 
2,569 
2,507 
2,602 
2,951 
3,229 
3,195 
3,065 
2,765 
1,856 

951 
40 

A.M. Peak 
Nestbourld 
On Off 

350 
341 
404 
151 

34 
4 37 

63 
100 
199 

84 
191 

48 
302 
275 

11 
117 

43 
191 
381 

28 
so 

209 
37 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

4,046 

0 
0 
0 
0 
9 

53 
35 
35 
71 
71 
71 

106 
160 
133 

35 
43 
53 
71 

177 
177 
14 8 

18 
111 
373 
722 
685 
58 0 
105 

On-Board 

350 
691 

1,095 
1,246 
1,271 
1,655 
1,683 
1 » 7 4 8 
1,876 
1,889 
2,009 
1,951 
2,093 
2,235 
2,211 
2,285 
2 » 2 7 5 
2,395 
2,599 
2,450 
2,352 
2,543 
2,469 
2,998 
1,376 

685 
105 

0 

Revised 2/ 3/ 81 
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IN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed St. Paul-Minneapolis ~o~ridor Alignment 
(Atcess Modol Split at Station) 

Total Trip Ends 

"....__ '- UY 1 

A.M. Peak 
Bus Bus ., st~~~ Auto Rus Wolk Auto Arrival DeEarture Walk 

K~11o~g & Wnbnhsa St. 
S t h f, \1 a b a s h a S t s • 
7 t h f, \fa b n s h a S ts • 
lt) t h f1. W a b a s h a S t s . 
Co lumhus Ave. & Wabasha St.(Veterans Bldg.) 
Capitol Ave. & Wabasha St. (Capitol) 
rticc St. & Universi Ave. ·• 
\fostern Ave. & University Ave. 
Dale St. & University Ave. 
Victoria St. & University Ave. 
Lexington Pkwy .. & University Ave. 
11nm line Ave. & University Ave. 
Snelling Ave. & Universfty Ave. 
Fairview Ave~· & University Ave. 
T r u n s f e r & Un i v e rs i t y Ave . ( AMT RAK) 
Raymond & University Ave. 
1:merold & University Ave. (City Limits) 
Malcolm St. & ·University Ave. 
Oak St. & Washington Ave. SE 
Coffman Union & Washingon Ave. SE (U of M) 
\L n an k & W a sh in g ton . Ave . S ( U o £ M) 
Cedar Ave. & Washington Ave. 
Chicago Ave. & 3rd St. S (Stadium) 
4th Ave .• & 3rd St. S 
2thl Ave. & 3rd St. S 
Nicollet Ave. & 3rd St. S 
llcnncpin Ave. & 3rd St. S 
2nd Ave. N & 3rd St. S 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

560 
0 

352 
0 

24 2 
0 

910 
0 
0 

328 
0 
0 

1,910 
0 
0 
0 

506 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3,566 
2,750 
4,113 

499 
365 

5,444 
176 

0 
1,553 

373 
3,101 

516 
1,985 
2,050 

0. 
565 

0 
978 
633 

0 
0 
0 

756 
2,604 
6,670 
7,363 
6,047 

464 

1,078 
1,ss2· 
1,551 

839 

817 
880 
578 

1,504 
864 

1,323 
685 

1,072 
1,380 
1,442 

918 
470 
892 
652 

3,052 
3,082 
2,734 
1 , 7 84 · 

337 
252 
256 
283 
285 
152 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

126 
0 

74 
0 

51 
0 

194 
0 
0 

72 
0 
0 

425 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

380 
309 
4 28 

75 
43 

700 
23 

0 
247 

53 
414 

42 
2 56 
283 

0 
88 

0 
139 

74 
0 
0 
0 

156 
299 
924 
963 
908 • 

66 

Revised 2/3/81 

545 
423 
647 

65 

120 
688 

21 
0 

126 
40 

313 
84 

233 
205 

O· 
51 

0 
75 
85 

0 
0 
0 

. 109 
320 
6 51 
576 
520 

17 

227 
342 
329 
191 
130 
179 
134 
346 
190 
296 
147 
239 
305 
315 
211 
106 
206 
160 
703 
708 
630 
411 
109 

55 
56 
51 
62 
62 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIIHLITY STUDY 

Proposed St. Paul Northeast Corridor Alignment 
(Daily Assignment) 

Station 

White Bear & C.R. D (1694) 
Beam Ave. & Maplewood Mall 
Beam & BN Railroad 
C.R. C & BN Railroad 
Cope & B N ( TH 3 6) 
Frost & BN Railroad 
Larpenteur & BN Railroad 
Arlington & BN Railroad 
Maryland & BN Railroad 
Earl & East 7th 
Arcade & BN Railroad 
Payne & Collin 
St. Paul-Ramsey Hospital 
Central & Cedar St. (Capital) 
Columbus Ave. & Cedar St. 
10th & Cedar St. 
7th & Cedar St. 
5th & Cedar St. 
Kellogg & Cedar St. 

TOTAL 

One Way 
'(otal Trips 
On Off 

3,704 
604 

73 
239 

·1,678 
370 
824 
432 
368 

84 
624 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

90 
568 
134 
237 
119 
119 

16 
254 

41 
326 
88 2 
188 

1,235 
1,483 
1,801 
1,507 

9,000 

0J1-Board 

3,704 
4,308 
4,381 
4,530 
5~640 
5,876 
6,463 
6,776 
7,025 
7,093 
7,463 
7,422 
7,096 
6,214 

• 6,026 
4,791 
3,308 
1,507 

0 

51,491 
Passenger 

Mile~ 

Oistance 

0.60 
0.65 
0.50 
0.70 
0.75 
o.so 
o.so 
0.50 
0.85 
o.so 
0.82 
0.85 
0.25 
0.14 
0.19 
0.19 
0.14 
0.14 

8.77 

Total Trip 
Ends 

7,408 
1,208 

146 
658 

4,492 
1,008 
2,122 
1,102 

974 
200 

1,756 
82 

652 
1,764 

376 
2,470 
2,966 
3,602 
3,014 

36,000 

2/13/81 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed St. Paul Northeast Corridor Alignment 
(Peak Period Assignments) 

Station 

White Bear & C.R .. D (1694) 
Beam Ave. & Maplewood Mall 
Beam & BN Railroad 
C .. IL C & BN Railroad 
Cope & BN (TH36) 
Frost & BN Railroad 
Larpenteur & BN Railroad 
Arlington & BN Railroad 
Maryland & BN Railroad 
Harl & East 7th 
Arcade & BN Railroad 
Payne & Collin 
St. Paul-Ramsey Hospital 
Central & Cedar St. (Capital) 
Columbus Ave. & Cedar St. 
10th & Cedar St .. 
7th & Cedar St. 
5th & Cedar St. 
Kellogg & Cedar St. 

TOTAL 

A .. M .. Peak 
Inbound 
On Off - --

1,565, 0 
122 0 

30 0 
109 31 
770 151 
179 26 
403 36 
195 21 
178 19 

26 0 
277 79 

0 10 
0 114 
0 443 
0 87 
0 613 
0 729 
0 786 
0 709 

3,854 

On-Board 

1,565 
1,687 
1,717 
1,795 
2,414 
2,567 
2,934 
3,108 
3,267 
3,293 
3,491 
3,481 
3,367 
2,924 
2,837 
2,224 
1,495 

709 
0 

1\.M .. Peak 
Outbound 

On Off - --

0 291 
0 181 
0 7 

10 11 
106 72 

36 7 
72 10 
33 7 
36 9 

7 16 
36 36 

9 0 
33 0 

g 0 
9 0 

20 0 
32 0 

136 0 
63 0 

645 

On-Board 

0 
291 
472 
479 
480 
446 
417 
355 
329 
302 
311 
311 
302 
269 
260 
251 
231 
199 

63 

2/13/81 
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TWIN ·CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIIlILITY STUDY 

Proposed St. Paul Northeast Corridor Alig1went 
(Access Modal Split at Station) 

A,M. Peak 

Total Trip Ends Bus Bus 
Station Auto Bus Walk Auto Arrivals Departures Walk ......__ -
White Bear & C.R. D (1694) 5,442 1,986 0 1,357 79 420 0 
Beam Ave. & Maplewood Mall 665 419 124 166 63 43 31 
Beam & BN Railroad 79 37 30 21 1 7 7 
C .IL C & BN Railroad 311 - 112 235 77 7 20 57 
Cope & BN (TH36) 2,793 1,070 629 384 91 359 266 
Prost & BN Railroad 294 82 631 71 3 17 15 7 
Larpenteur & BN Railroad 1,094 165 863 269 3 37 212 
Arlington & BN Railroad 602 89 410 136 3 24 94 
Maryland & BN Railroad 610 109 205 165 3 25 49 

I Earl & East 7th 85 41 75 19 3 6 22 
I\) Arcade & BN Railroad 1,186 417 153 288 27 75 37 \0 
I Payne & Collin 17 10 55 4 l 1 12 

St. Paul-Ramsey Hospital 0 92 560 0 16 4 127 
Central & Cedar St. (Capital) 0 202 1,562 0 51 1 399 
Columbus Ave. & Cedar St. 0 202 174 0 47 4 44 
10th & Cedar SL 0 1,831 639 0 454 14 164 
7th & Cedar SL 0 1,878 1,088 0 462 20 279 
5th & Cedar St. 0 2;875 727 0 628 109 186 
Kellogg & Cedar St. 0 2,261 753 0 532 47 193 

2/13/81 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASI0ILITY STUDY 

Proposed Northwest Corridor Alignment 
(Daily Assignment) 

Station 

Bass Lake Rd. & Brooklyn Blvd. 
55th Ave. & Brooklyn Blvd. (Brookdale) 
50th Ave. & Drew 
Lake Dr. & N. Broadway 
Prance Ave. & N. Broadway 
Lowry Ave. & N~ Broadway 
29th Ave. & N. Broadway 
Penn Ave. & N. Broadway 
Knox Ave. & N. Broadway 
Broadway & Emerson Ave. N 
16th Ave. & Emerson Ave. N 
Plymouth Ave. & Emerson Ave. N 
Lyndale Ave. & 7th Ave. N 
llennepen Ave. & 8th St. S 
Nicoll et Ave. & 8th St. S 
2nd Ave. & 8th St. S 
4th Ave. & 8th St. S 
Chicago & 8th St. S (Hospital) 

TOTAL 

One Way 
Total Trips 
On Off 

1,497 
2,192 
3,374 
4,014 

713 
967 
506 
639 
118 
891 
181 
129 

2,129 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

1,098 
1;171 

210 
337 
201 
334 
111 
315 
124 
177 

1,617 
1,612 
2,336 
3,453 
2,509 
1,740 

17,350 

On-Board 

1,497 
3,689 
6,965 
8,808 
9;311 
9,941 

10, 24 6 
10,551 
10,558 
11,134 
11,186 
11,138 
11,650 
10,038 

7,702 
4,249 
1,740 

0 

68,286 

Dis ta nee 

0.39 
0.62 
1.40 
0 .. 7~ 
0.82 
0 .. 34 
o.ss 
0.50 
0.34 
0. 24 
0.20 
0.30 
1.10 
0 .15 
0.14 
0.1~ 
0.30 

7.30 

_,,, 

'l 

Total Trip 
Ends 

2,994 
3,484 
8,944 

10,370 
1,846 
2,608 
1,414 
1,946 

4 58 
2,412 

620 
612 

7,492 
3~224 
4,672 
6,906 
5,018 
3,480 

69,400 

2/13/81 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed Northwest Corridor Alignment 
(Peak Period Assignments) 

A.M. Peak 
_Inbound 

Station On Off On-Board 

Bass Lake Rd. & Brooklyn Blvd. 509 0 509 
55th Ave. & Brooklyn Blvd. (Brookdale) 706 0 1,215 
50th Ave. & Drew 1,539 401 2,353 
Lake Dr. & N. Broadway 1,780 437 3,696 
France Ave. & N. Broadway 34 2 64 3,974 
Lowry Ave. & N.- Broadway 436 87 4,323 
29th Ave. & N. Broadway 213 78 4,458 
Penn Ave. & N. Broadway 299 47 4,710 
Knox Ave. & N. Broadway 109 39 4,780 
Broadway & Emerson Ave. N 414 37 5 ll 15 7 
16th Ave. & Emerson Ave. N 65 39 5,183 
Plymouth Ave. & Emerson Ave. N 107 47 5,243 
Lyndale Ave. & 7th Ave. N 659 635 5,267 
ilennepen Ave. & 8th St. S 0 691 4,576 
Nicollet Ave. & 8th St. S 0 1,064 3,512 
2nd Ave. & 8th St. S 0 1,634 1,878 
4th Ave. & 8th St. S 0 1,151 7 27 
Chicago & 8th St. S (Hospital) 0 727 0 

TOTAL 7,178 

~ 
4- L-i.· V> /./ i 7 

A.M. Peak 
Outbound -

·on Off On-Board 

0 231 0 
0 333 231 

124 141 564 
124 212 581 

35 14 669 
71 45 648 
18 37 622 

106 23 641 
14 :28 558 

106 31 572 
23 21 497 
35 18 495 

141 388 478 
135 0 725 
138 0 590 
148 0 452 
141 0 304 
163 0 163 

1,522 

2/13/81 
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TWIN CITIES LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Proposed Northwest Corridor Alignment 
(Access Modal Split at Station) 

A.M. Peak 
Total Trip Ends Bus Bus 

Station Auto Bus Walk Auto ·Arri val Departure Walk -- - -- --

Bass Lake Rd. & Brooklyn Blvd. 1,220 1,054 720 136 296 230 77 
55th Ave. & Brooklyn Blvd. (Brookdale) 2,884 699 802 681 103 62 193 
50th Ave. & Drew 2,836 5,465 643 700 926 4 21 158 
Lake Dr. & N. Broadway 6,, 606 2,011 1,753 1,626 336 160 4 31 
France Ave. & N. Broadway 631 535 681 263 63 18 111 
Lowry Ave. & N. Broadway 551 905 1,152 136 161 60 283 
29th Ave. & N. Broadway 548 296 570 133 43 29 141 
Penn Ave. & N. Broadway 1,235 366 345 300 70 20 85 
Knox Ave. & N. Broadway 0 125 333 0 30 21 138 

I Broadway & Emerson Ave. N 1,731 509 172 4 21 102 23 42 w 16th Ave. & Emerson Ave. N 0 0 620 0 0 0 148 V1 
I Plymouth Ave. & Emerson Ave,, N 124 74 414 42 15 9 141 

Lyn<lale Ave. & 7th Ave. N 4,030 2,982 480 980 268 4 58 116 
llennepen Ave. & 8th St. S 0 

) ~,314 910 0 177 415 234 
Nicollet Ave. & 8th St .. S 0 2,963 1,709 0 189 573 440 
2nd Ave. & 8th St. S 0 3,344 3,562 0 184 679 920 
4th Ave. & 8th St. S 0 2,732 2,286 0 169 529 594 
Chicago & 8th St. S (llospital) 0 lt740 1,740 0 116 639 135 

2/13/81 
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III 
CALCULA 'T1ION 

METHODOLOGIES 



A 
VEHICLE REQUIREMENT CALCULATIONS 

Vehicle needs are based on having sufficient vehicles available to 
meet peak period needs. Important components of vehicle calcula­
tion requirements are: 

Peak headway 
Hours of peak headway service 
Trip time 
Peak hour passengers passing the maximum load point 
Average peak hour passenger load 

If a roundtrip takes 60 minutes and 120 minutes of peak period service 
are required, an inbound train leaving the terminus at 7:00 AM would 
be available for a second inbound trip at 8: 00 AM. With 5 minute head­
ways 11 additional trains would be needed or a total of 12 trains 
during the peak hour. The number of vehicles in each train would be 
arrived at by taking the number of passengers passing the maxililum load 
point and dividing by 140 passengers (the desirable average peak hour 
passenger load per vehicle). 

For example: 

12 trains needed for peak hour service 
2,660 uassengers 
140/vehicle = 19 vehicles during peak hour 
12 trains with a total of 19 vehicles 
Therefore there will be: 7-2 car trains and 5-1 car trains 
during the peak hour 

-37-



• 1 
l I' 
• I 

) I 

l 

B 
ANNUAL VEHICLE MILE CALCULATIONS 

Vehicle miles are calculated as follows for each corridor 

Annual Vehicle Miles= 

No. of Weekday Round Trips x Round Trip Mileage x 253 (No. of Weekdays) 

Plus 

No. of Saturday Round Trips* x Round Trip Mileage x 53 (No. of Saturdays) 

Plus 

No. of Sundays and Holiday Round Trips** x Round Trip Mileage x 60 
(No. of Sundays and Holidays) 

* 31% of Weekday Round Trips 
** 12.5% of Weekday Round Trips 
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.ANNUAL PASSENGER CALCULATIONS 

Annual passengers for both LRT and Non-LRT alternatives are calculated 
as follows: 

Annual Passengers= 

No. of Daily Passengers x 294. 

*Assumes 253 Weekdays at full passenger load 

60 Saturdays at 50% of daily passenger load 

53 Sundays and Holidays at 25% of daily passenger loE 
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ANNUALIZED CAPITAL COST CALCULATIONS 

Annualized capital costs were determined by assuming useful lives for each 
category of capital expense and amortizing their cost over the life of the 
item at an assumed interest rate of approximately 9 percent based on 1980 
State of Minnesota bond issues. 

Useful lives, by item, are as follows: 

Item 

Track 

Buildings and Facilities 

Stops 

Traction Power 

Signals and Crossing 
Protection 

...Pa'rki.ng .Lots 

Light Rail Vehicles 

Electric Trolley Bus 

Useful 
Life 

(Years) 

40 

20 

40 

40 

40 

40 

30 

Useful 
Life 

Item (Years) 

Vehicles 25 

Way 40 

Buildings and Facilities 20 

BUS 

Item 

Buses 

Buildings and Facilities 

Roadway 

-40-
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LAND USE IMPACT DATA 
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A. 

A 
TASKS UNDERTAKEN IN ASSESSING LAND USE IMPACTS 

Assessment of prevailing community development attitudes, policies, 
tendencies, and regional development guidelines. 

1. Interviews with community officials 

2. Comprehensive plans 

3. Analysis of assessed valuation and mill rate data 

4. Metropolitan Council development plan 

B. Identification of existing patterns of land use and zoning. 

1. Land use, survey, and aerial maps 

2. Comprehensive plans 

3. Windshield surveys 

C. Review of land use impacts observed with LRT development in other 
commtmities. 

1. Literature acquisition 

D. Identification, along proposed study alignments, .of available parcels 
of vacant and redevelopable land . 

1. Metro Council vacant land inventory 

2. Follow-up with community planners 

E. Development of criteria for evaluating land use impacts associated 
with proposed LRT station nodes . 

1. Based on community analysis, literature review, and 
regional land use characteristics. 
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F. Assessment of generalized land development patterns based on 
established criteria and categorized into three groups: 

1. Likely development between now and 1990. 

2. Development likely 1990-2000 independent of LRT decision 

3. LRT induced development 1990-2000 

G. Projection of development impacts at each station node assuming 
non-LRT and LRT development scenarios, 1990-2000. Based on 
prevailing development patterns and existing community land 
use control standards. 

1. Follow-up and verification with individual community planners. 

H. Determination of construction cost impacts associated with LRT­
induced development at each station node, 1990-2000. 

1. Application of rules of thumb 

2. Current construction cost estimates 

I. Aggregation of LRT-induced construction impacts for each affected 
community and the full alignment, 1990-2000. Impacts assuming no 
significant land use policy changes. 

J. Projection of gross potential LRT-induced construction impacts for 
the full alignment, 1990-2000, assuming maximum coordination and 
supportive land use controls. 

1. Multiplier based on Metropolitan Council projections of 
sub-regional growth, 1990-2000. 
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Dat:e: 
B 

Light Rail Transit Study -Survey 

Na:m.e ---------------
Ciey ______________ _ 

Address Phone -------------- ----------------
l. How important is light rail tran.sit to your municipality? 

Unimportant Somewhat 
Important 

!mportant 

2. Why is it to your municipality? -----

Very 
Important 

Extremely 
Important 

3. Where are the majo-r generators of traffic within your municipality? 

Intersection Company Location 

4. what land use policies have been developed in the last five years which 
would influence intensification of land use a.round an LRl' t:ransit station? 
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Light Rail Transit Study Su~rey (cont.) 

5. Where have zoning changes increased land use densities during the 
last five years? 

6. What down.zoning has occurTed in the last five years? What activities 
are proposed to downzone? 

7. Is there an apparent demand for new office and retail space apartments 
in your municipal.icy? If so, where is this demand? 

8. What are the attitudes of your community/citizens toward additional 
development? Designate neighborhoods unfavorable, indifferent, 
favorable, or very favorable. 

9. What are the attitudes of your local officials toward increased 
development? 

10. Who are the key individuals in your community on LRT? 
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Light Rail Transit Study Survey (cont.) 

11. What is the status of your comprehensive plan? ------------

12. Is your zoning map current? ---------------------

13. How we.ll does your Planning Commission and City Council work with 
deve.lope.rs? (uncooperative, cooperative) De.fine further: 

14. Of the following, ~hich tools for c01t1:mW1ity development have been utilized? 

'Iax incre.me.nt financing -----------------------
Comm:unity Development Block Grant --------------------
Industrial Revenue Bonds -----------------------
Other --------------------------------

15. On how many projects has the municipality worked joint agreements between 
public and private agencies? 

Give project name/developer. 

16. What are some special characteristics of the ccrmmunity important to con­
sider in the development of an LRT system? --------------
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Light Rail Transit Study Survey (cont.) 

17. Historical data. 

18. Building permit data. 

19. Compre.hensive Plan. 

20. Where are vacant developable areas of-land located? 

Name/Title Size Class if ica:tion -
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C 
Vacant Land Profile Data 

No. 1 

Ci-cy Brooklvn Park 

Classi:icacion Buildable 
---= ....... ---------------------------------

Size 40 Acres 
______ .;......; _________________________________ _ 

CNo.ersh.ip(s) City will be acauiring from a nrlvate firm. Additional Civ-ic 

Center space needs. 

Valua~icn (es~i:nate) $3,000 per acre -------~------------------------
Ma. j or Access __ z_an_e_A_v_e_n_ue_/_8_S_t_h_an_d_a_ls_o_a_b_i_k_ew_a_y_. ____________ _ 

Major Intersect.ion _Z=an~e....t.:A~v~en~ue~L~e~s_t~h._ ____________________ __ 

Zoning Urban Reserve Cunent Land Use VacaTit/Citv Hall/Library 

Proposed Land Use __ Ci_vi ____ c __ C_en __ t_er _______________________ _ 

Su...~ouDcling Devel.o~t North _v_a_c_an;;;;;;.t;.;.... __________________ _ 

East Vacant 

Sout.h Bank, fourplexes 

West Vacant - low and moderate housing, shopping center 

Topography __ -:.F~l=a~t ___________________________ _ 

Grade Problems None ----------------------------------
Parking Unlimited 

Com:ments M.aplebrook feeder system for bikes, pedestrians. 

Barriers ~o Ut:ilization None· 
_...;;.;..;.;;,,;;_, ______________________ _ 

Utilities se!"V'i:lg the Site: Storm Sewer Size _______________ _ 

Utilities planned for Sanitary Sewer Size _____________ _ 

1990 .... 2000 
Gas ------~X:.._ _____________ _ 

Elec-=tici~y x·· -------------------
Other Legal, Physical, Financial, or Social Constraints __ N_o_n_e _______ _ 
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Assessor's Market Value Per Capita 

1ms lDEITTIAL DEVEWPUENt 

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

Harket Value Market: Value Market Value Market Value tlarket: Value 
r::rldor Per Capita Rank Per Capita Rank Per Capita Rank Per Co111ta Rank l'cC" Capita 

'West/Southwest H.1.nneapol.h 
Corr.1.<lol:' 

Golden Valley $ 8.970 l $ 9,231 l $10,17) l $11,347 l $11,424 
llopk.1.ns 1,Jn 4 7,5~4 5 7.934 5 8,718 5 8.389 
tH.nnespol.l.s s.410 6 5,689 6 6,196 6 6,791 6 6,893 
Minnetonka 8,208 2 8,362 2 9,204 2 J0,043 3 9,995 
l'lymoulh 7,270 5 7,899 t, 9,039 3 10,159 2 10,190 
St. Louie Park 7,650 3 7,966 J a.599 4 9,415 4 9/181 

Corridor Total $ 6,113 l $ 6,373 l $ 6,976 l $ 7,677 l $ 7, 769 
------

Not'lhwe11t Hlnneapolis 
Corridor 

Brooklyn Center $ 5,694 4 $ 5,840 5 $ 6,481 5 $ 1. 150 5 $ 7,23) 
a rook lyn Pn rk 5,'.H4 6 s.a41 4 6,629 4 7 ,)77 4 7,566 
Crystal 6,148 3 6,272 3 6,974 3 7,859 3 8,0IJ 
Hlrmeapolh 5,410 .5 5,689 6 6.196 6 6,791 6 6,89) • 
New !lope 7,405 2 7,5)9 2 8,115 2 8,810 2 8,732 
Roub lnstla le 7,429 l 7,685 l 8,537 1 9/142 l 9,506 

Corddor Total $ 5,651 2 $ 5,880 _ 2 $ 6,41,o 2 $ 7,081 2 $ 7, 18) 
--

Hlnnenpolls/St.Paul 
Corridor 

Hlnneapolh $ .5,470 1 $ 5,689 l $ 6,196 1 $ 6,791 l $ 6,893 
St.Paul 4,539 2 4,658 2 5,081 2 .5, 591 2 5,6)5 

Corridor Total $ 5,077 3 $ 5,2'.;J 3 $ 5, 72) 3 $ 6,283 J $ 6,359 

Northeast St.Paul 
Conhlor 

Utt:le Canada $ 5,586 l $ 6,313 l $ 6,279 1 $ 6,551 1 $ 6,859 
Maplewood 5,241 2 5,288 2 5,874 2 6,429 2 6,493 
North St.Paul 4,391 4 4,503 4 5,051 4 5,606 3 5.715 
St.Paul 4,539 3 4,658 3 5,061 3 5,591 4 5,635 
Vadnais lleights J.332 5 J.408 5 3,793 .5 4,315 5 4,651 

Cor.rldor Total $ 4,590 4 $ 4,715 4 $ 5,153 4 $ 5,665 4 $ 5,722 

7 County Metro $ 5,83.5 $ 6,091 $ 6,756 $ 1,431, $ 7,499 

Source11: Hlnnesota Department of Revenue, A1111esaed Valuatlon Data, Hldwest Research lnatltut~. 

1976 1979 

Harket Value tlarket Value 
Rank Per CapH:111 !tank Per Caplta Rank 

·-

l $13,365 l $15,389 l 
5 9,455 5 10,619 5 
6 7,838 6 9,425 6 
J 12,009 J 11,,220 ) 

2 12,156 2 11, ,8,,0 2 
4 10,996 4 13,'¾]9 ,. 
l $ 8,955 l $10,74'• l 

----

5 $ 8,292 5 $ 9 ,'170 5 
4 9,007 4 10,746 3 
3 9,258 ) 10,729 '• 
6 7,8)8 6 9,425 6 
2 10,07) 2 

. 
U,691 2 

l 10,936 l l2, 582 l 

2 $ 8,222 2 $ 9,794 2 

1 $ 7,8]8 l $ 9,1,25 I 
2 6,560 2 8,440 2 

3 $ 7,297 3 $ 9 ,om 3 
--- ,____ 

1 $ 7,714 l $ 9,632 l 
2 7.574 2 9,650 2 
3 5,855 J 8,8JJ J 
4 6,560 4 8,440 4 
5 5,6'o8 5 7,800 5 

4 $ 6,669 4 $ 8,596 4 
---

$ 8,712 $JO,J86 
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1973 

HARKET VALUE RANK 
PER CArITA 

West/Southwest Minneapolis 
Corridor 

Golden Valley $2,908 1 
Hopkins l,9JJ 4 
Hinneapolh 2,135 2 
Hinnetonka 870 6 
Plymouth 1,466 5 
St. Louie Park 2,042 ) 

Cori: idor Total $ 2,01,2 l 

Northwest Hlnneapolia Conidor 

Brooklyn Center $ i, ))7 2 
Brnoklyn Park 68) 5 
Crystal 519 6 
Minneapolis 2,1J5 1 
New llope 1,278 J 
Robbinsdale 849 4 

Conidor Total $ l,BJl 2 

Hinneaeolis/St, Paul Corridor 

HhmeopoUs $ 2,lJS 1 
St. Paul 1,286 2 

Corridor Total $ 1,
1
777 J 

~orthcast St, Paul Corridor 

Little Canada $ 1,60) 1 
Maplewood 814 3 
North St. Paul 516 5 
St. Paul 1,286 2 
Vadnole Heights 781 4 

Corridor Total $ 1,222 4 

Seven-County Metro $1,175 

Assessor's Market Value Per Capita (Cont.) 

COMllERCJAL D~VELOl'HEtH 

1974 1975 1976 1977 

HARICET VALUE RANK MARKET VALUE RANK HARKET VALUE RANK tiARKET VALUE 
PF.R CAPITA PER CAPITA PER CAPITA PER CAPITA 

$ 2,967 1 $ J, 21,2 1 $ J,Jn 1 $ J,602 
1,95) 4 2,0)6 4 2,047 5 2,H9 
2,199 2 2,112 3 2,065 4 2, 1)7 

1,111 6 1,498 6 2,019 6 2,)87 
1,519 5 1,954 5 2,268 2 2,464 
2.082 ) 2,205 1 2,262 ) 2,700 

$2,111 1 $2,116 1 $ 2,1,,6 1 $ 2,21l6 

$ 1~)77 2 $1,551 2 $ 1, 75) 2 $1,908 
691 5 701 5 754 4 787 
538 6 552 6 596 6 685 

2,199 1 2,112 1 1,065 1 2,1)7 
1,167 J 878 l 6911 5 741 

820 4 872 4 93] J %9 

$ 1,882 2 $ 1,806 2 $ l, 781 J $ 1,850 

$ 2,199 1 $ 2,112 l $2,065 l $ 2,1J7 
1,332 2 1,170 2 l,41J 2 1,543 

$ l,BJ2 3 $1,797 J $1,789 2 $ 1,885 

$ l,JllO 1 $1,287 J $1,607 2 $ 1,709 
1,115 J 1,572 1 1,757 1 1,879 

517 5 590 5 6/18 5 675 
l,JJ2 2 1,)70 2 1,413 3 1,543 

778 4 861 4 989 4 993 

$1,280 4 $ 1,350 4 $1,412 4 $1,535 

$ 1,1,10 $1,515 $1,569 $1,669 

Sources: Minnesota Department of Revenue, /\saessed VRlU_!l_~I.__<_>_!! _llil~, Midwest Research lnad.tute. 

1978 L272 •-.=:,~ 

RANK tl/\RKE1' VI\LUF. RANK HAllKET VAUIE RfltlK 
Pf.It CAI'H','\ rim Cl\l'JTA ~-

l $ 4,267 1 $ li,683 1 
6 2, J2L 5 2,52fl 5 
5 2.188 6 2,,,u 6 
4 2,663 4 2,ll8l 4 
J 2.(,89 J J,621 2 
2 J,012 2 3,51\5 ] 

1 $ 2,4UI l $ 2.7Hi 1 
---

2 $ 2,lli8 2 $ 2,HO 2 
4 796 5 8)6 s 
6 702 6 776 6 
1 2, ]88 l 2,411 l 
5 851 4 1,077 ,, 
J 1,0)7 J 1,)00 ] 

J $ l,9011 J $ 2,lOl J 

------- ---

l $ 2,188 l $ 2 ,fill 1 
2 1,667 2 1,885 2 

2 $1,968 2 $ 2,169 2 

2 $1,926 2 $ 2,269 2 
1 2,045 1 2,521 1 
s 719 s 818 5 
J l,667 J 1,885 J 
4 1,0411 4 1,407 4 

4 $ 1,661 4 $1,900 4 

--
$ 1, 77] $ 2,006 
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Assessor's Market Value Per Capita (Cont,) 

COHn INED DEVEJ.OPtlENl' 

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

MARKET VALUE RANK HJ\RKET VALUE RANK HJ\RKIIT VAUJE RANK MARKET VALUE RAlllC HJ\RKET VALUE 
PER CAPITA PER CAPiTA PER CAPITA PER CAPI1'A PER CAPITA 

West/Southwest Hinneapolie 
Corridor 

Golden Valley $ ll,581 1 $ 13,932 1 $ 15, )81 1 $ Hi, 771 1 $ 16, 98] 
Hopkins 11,046 2 11,195 2 11,77] J 12,661 J 12,555 
Hhmeapolia 8,291 6 8,601 6 9,055 6 9,6JJ 6 9,827 
Hhmetonka 9,222 5 9,6]1 5 11,017 5 12,46] 5 12,926 
Plymouth 9, )75 4 10,189 4 11,8Jl . 2 11,)46 2 ll,601 
St. Louis Park 10,]52 J 10,768 J 11,556 4 12,472 4 lJ,051 

Corrhlor Total $ 8,872 1 $ 9,23] 1 $ 9,897 1 $ 10,6(,8 1 $ 10, 9)5 

Northwest Hinnea(!olis Corridor 

Brooklyn Center $ 1. Jl7 4 $ 7,514 4 $ 8,420 4 $ 9,316 4 $ 9,617 
Brooklyn Pauk 6,138 6 6.691 6 7,6)0 6 8,445 5 8,697 
Crystal 6,878 5 7,0JO 5 7.786 5 8,J78 6 9,017 
Hhmeapolis 8,291 2 8,601 2 9,055 J 9,6JJ 3 9,827 
New llope 8,922 1 9,16] 1 9,965 1 10,780 1 10,847 
Robbinsdale 8,279 ] B,.507 J 9,410 2 10,375 2 10,475 

Corrit.lor Total $ 8,046 2 $ 8 0 3116 2 $ 8,902 2 $ 9,556 2 $ 9,754 

HinneorolislSt, Paul Corridor 

Hlnneopolis $ 8,291 1 $ 8,601 1 $ 9.055 1 $ 9,6)) l $ 9,827 
St. Paul 6,522 2 6,704 2 1,250 2 7,79] 2 7,961 

Corridor Total $ 7,555 J $ 7.798 J $ 8,290 J $ 8,854 ] $ 9,035 

Northeast St. Paul Corridor 

Little Canada .$ 7,2JJ 2 $ 7,891 2 $ 7,747 ! $ 8,t,04 2 $ 8,851 
Maplewood 9,115 l 9,529 1 11,404 1 12,266 1 12,552 
North St. Paul 5,087 4 5,200 4 5,845 4 6,470 4 6,620 
St, Paul 6,522 ] 6,704 ] 7,250 3 7,79] J 7,961 
Vadnais Heights 4,156 5 4,226 5 4,699 ' 5,348 5 5,726 

Corridor Total $ 6,656 4 $ 6,866 4 $ 7,516 4 $ 8,097 4 $ 8,256 

Seven-County Hetro $ 7,806 $ 8,14] $ 8,962 $ 9,721 $ 9,910 

Sources: Minnesota Department of Revenue, Auesaed Valuation Data, Midwest Research Institute. 

1978 1979 

RANK Ht\RKlff VAi.UY. RANK !IAltKEl' YALU!-: RANI< 
PER CAPUA PER CM'J'fA 

--

1 $ 19, )64 1 $ 22,105 l 
5 D,9)) 5 15,723 5 
6 10,920 6 12,827 6 
4 15, ]90 J 18,41] J 
2 16,0)0 2 19,796 2 
J 15,115 4 18,16ft 4 

l $ 12, )(,2 l $ 14,60) l 
1---- ------

4 . $10,988 J $ 12,5)4 4 
6 10,217 6 12,129 5 
5 10,JlO 5 U,909 6 
J 10,920 4 12,827 J 
1 12,561 l H·,921 l 
2 11,973 2 lJ,682 2 

2 $ 10, 9/1) 2 $ 12,821 2 

1 $10,920 l $ 12,827 l 
2 9,058 2 H,276 2 

J $ lO,lJJ ] $12,174 J 

2 $ 9,927 2 $12,225 2 
1 B,981 1 17, HIO 1 
4 7.814 4 9,867 4 
J 9,058 J 11,276 ] 

5 6,872 5 9,391 5 

4 $ 9,416 4 $11,721 ,, 

$ 11,306 $ lJ,]29 
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Assessor's Market Value Per Capita (Cont.) 

INDUSTRIAL DEyBWPf:lt'NI 

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

HJ\RKET VAWE RANK MARKET VALUE MM{ HARKF.T VALUK RANK MARKET VALUE RANK HI\Rl{l,;T VALUE RANK 
PER CAPITA PER CAPITA PER Ct\l'J'fl\ PER CAPITA l'Ell CAPITA 

Wea t/Southwes t tHnneepolis 
Corridor 

Golden Valley $ 1, 70) 2 $ 1,734 l $ 1,967 l $ 2,051 1 $1,957 2 
llopkfoe 1. 740 1 1,709 2 1,130) 2 1,895 2 2,048 1 
HlnneapoUe 686 3 713 5 747 5 711 5 797 5 
Minnetonka 144 6 158 6 J16 6 400 6 544 6 
Plymouth 639 .5 771 3 837 l 919 J 949 l 
St. Louis Park 660 4 721 4 753 Ii 795 4 869 4 

Corridor Total $ 716 2 $ 749 2 $ 305 2 $ 845 2 $ 880 2 

Northwest Hinneaeolis Corridor 
II' 

Brooklyn Center $ 285 2 $ 317 2 $ '387 J $ 41] ) $ ,,u, J 
Brooklyn Park 81 5 156 5 }00 4 313 4 351 4 
Crystal 210 4 219 4 259 s 28) 5 319 5 
Hiuneapolia 686 1 713 1 747 2 717 2 797 2 
New llc>pe 239 J 251 l 971 1 1,275 1 1,373 l 
Robb!nsdale 1 6 1 6 2 6 0 6 0 6 

Corridor Total $ 558 4 $ 584 4 $ 656 4 $ 694 4 $ 721 4 

Mlnneaeoliel St. Paul Corridor 

Minneapolis $ 686 2 $ 711 2 $ 747 2 $ 117 2 $ 797 1 
St. Pnul 697 1 714 1 799 1 789 l 784 2 

Corridor Total $ 691 3 $ 713 } $ 769 J $ 782 J $ 791 l 

Northeast St, Paul Corridor 

Little Canada $ 43 5 $ 197 l $ 180 4 $ 246 J $ 28) l 
Maplewood 3,060 l J,126 1 3,959 1 4,080 l 4,180 1 
North St. Paul 180 3 180 4 20) l 215 4 230 4 
St. Paul 697 2 714 2 799 2 789 2 784 • 2 
Vadnais lleighta 44 4 41 s 45 s 45 5 82 5 

Corridor Total $ 845 1 $ 871 1 $ l,0ll l $ 1,020 l $1,029 1 

Seven-County Metro $ 595 $ 622 $ 691 $ 718 $ 742 

Sources: Hlnneeot111 Depart111e11t of Revenue, Assessed Valuation J)ata, HLdweat Research ln11tltute. 

1978 1979 

UAHKF:T VALUE RANK MARKET VI\UIE RANK 
l'ER CAl'lTA l'ER CI\Pll'A 

$ 1, 7)1 2 $ 2.0J2 2 
2,157 1 2, 57(, 1 

894 5 991 6 
718 6 1,J0t, 4 

1. 186 ) 1, 3)5 J 
1,107 4 1,180 5 

$ 988 2 $ 1,lli) 2 

$ 548 J $ 654 3 
04 4 51i7 4 
)50 5 1,05 5 
894 2 991 2 

1,638 1 2,152 1 
0 6 0 6 

$ 813 4 $ 926 4 

$ 094 l $ 991 l 
831 2 951 2 

$ 867 ) $ 974 J 

$ 288 l $ )Z4 l 
4,353 1 5,010 1 

240 4 216 4 
831 2 951 2 
180 5 18/i 5 

$1,087 l $ 1,246 1 

-
$ 821 $ 9)7 
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n 

ro,mldlon Prolecllonll 

Hu11ldpa l Hy 1910 1980 090 2000 un 

l. Golden V11lley 24. 1116 24,000 U,500 u.ooo U,t,oo 

2. llopklna U,418 n.eoo 16.000 16,000 H»,JOO 

l. Hlm1earol l 11 414/tOO 1n.ooo 175.000 llH>,000 285,000 

Community Land Use Profiles 
F 

t. WF.S1'/SOU£1tfff.ST COlll\1000 

. 
Emnlovmcnt l'rulcctlon11 l'cr c,u1U.11 Bncoauo 

1980 1990 2000 1969 1911 

:n.ooo ]0,000 n.ooo $ li/H6 u.,n 
1,.000 :rn.ooo u.500 $ 4,611 $8,959 

:rno,ooo 280,000 us.ooo $ J,4ft5 $6,$69 

1980 m.U lhHU 
l 

Chnn1U! totd 1(111111\i 

101.l lOIUl80 2 

91.8 91.989 u 

H.S HUUJ ·u 

.-~mr1;--
of Work-
Ing rop-
uht lon 

51.0 

50.l 

59.2 

l. llcv­
e lopcd 

97 

Co1M1tmH:y Oeve lopim!nt Reeldrntlal Unlt11 Overe U a _-" Value of U\t 

IRB Hf 

L 

l.· 

). 

X 

X 

X 

Land Uae 
V1nLahlu1 

]( 

X 

X 

AlternRtlve UlT 
Alignment 

Regional Retell 
Center 

Regional Employ-
ment Center 

R11pl.cl Growth: 
Ru. /Comm. /llld. 

1 Largut 
'[mployeu 

Ocvelupment 
AUH11Je11 

rrrogram• 

cmm 
X 

I. 

X 

Con~unlty Planning 
Commlulon/CHy CouncH 

Developnw1,t 
Ag11:f'ement11 

Vacant/Under-
Ul l I hed I.and 

!lousing 1980 
Projectlonn 1990 
(llo111elaol(l1!1) 2000 

Upr.001113 

Downzonlng 

• I (high) to 91 (tow) 

•~ LRT 1mpo~tance Ratings 

Perr Acre (Hultl-fam.) V1111c:111ncy I, l'enonal l'ubUc 
Rate flexible l'irope!rtJ - !mforsc-

OTIIER Low Hcdlu1111 Hl111tb (APtllll.) '1 ZonlnR 1900 (~ HlHlonel 111ent btln~• llc1u11011 

I 1-4 5-U l:H- 0.8 (4.2) l'UD t 116.1'& JCS n traf(lc from 2nd-rlns 111uburb1 1111((ccl1 1treet8 

U-44 84 2.1 (4.J) FUD H.'& no n DuUt on trol lcJ Hne g c111ploy111e11l ccntew-

l 0-15 15-50 51+ l.4 (6.9) NID l,6U.4 no VI OnlJ voy t:o cre1111te III change 

Colden Valley Hoa,Uns Uhme111,ol l111 

Hone developed Conllllder t:be exhHng C g, Ml RR a ponlblUt:7 Hiawatha cotddorr 
CltJ owma abuU:lng property 
-

COflllllunltJ - Golden Vllllhy Shopping Cent~rr c-unU::, - UopUn111 ttaU Downtm.mg cOGNrerchl ehopplns nodu 

Genenl HU h, Honeywe_U • P111ko 
Super V1111ha, lhme.Jl,leU• led~•• Nopco, 
SW lndu111trl111l Par~ Pownt~n; UnhenUJ o( Hln11e111ot11 

Demand [or offlce lea n,eodore Wllrth s~ addlUond lud1..1111t.!rld ln Southwut tnJ. 
rark ana and ln Vaile1 Square Park ~e1111111d (or Ap~rl•enta 

"oneywelt (} 9 ~15), General Hilla (1.oooj Surer Yalu (l,OOO)z led Owl (J,OOO)i Whltc Scvcul 
hko 0,UO) Hc,tor (800) 

favorable, retal11ln3 qualltJ at:anJarris Hold out for qud hJ con11t ruct Ion Oeoeratl1 poeltlve 

Cooperative, fl1111, but ullllng to deal - HolJ a middle 1round OUldnh are cnutluu11, dere11dln1 upon 
elot of IPUDu neighborhoods 

01111• phu• potenthl for 1110re ln Valley Square 2 - CBD Horth n11d 8.W. industrial Plstr&ct Hmny • TU' 0 UM. H11tlo1u1l Pevelop,ror.nl Co1111cU 

1u:eai 

C and NW, Hlgl1wa:, 55 At Wutbrook W111y, north of CeJaa- I.Rke ltoad land Roll roads• 194 • 1111011t ly rcdeveiopmeut 
S.W. lnduatrlal fark 

J.600 6,900 164,000 
8,400 1,100 U I ,500 
a.soo 1, IOO lM,000 

-
Have open 11:onlng category. Only tlnough anuh!-fa111Uy conntruct lon t:ael lhrnke CDU 

Bouie dwmtonlng to to~e place ln Valley Hothl11g 111..1b1t.antllll F.BHot Park, Calhoun, hlu, the lll'•lg,•e, etc. 
S1uare (retail to office) 

Ul - unb1portent; SI - 1S01Bewba1: b11portonq I - importi:mt; VI - wery :l,nportant; EI - c.11.trc111ely J111port11nt 

-~ 



I 
V1 
V1 
I 

Community Land Use Profiles (Cont,) 

t , lff.§T l~!»tm1wE:n· CORR J 1101t 

urn 1 
l'opul111tlo11 Projectlon1 Employment rrojectione l'er Cnpltal Income 1980 HU I IRotea o( Nork-

I l I log rop- 1 l)cv-
Hunl d p11 Ut y I l910 i980 1990 2000 I l97J 1960 1990 2000 I l9f,9 l"Hl Cl11rntc Total R1111&,.* uht lo11 ~1 111'cd 1 

4, tU1111cto11ka 

5. Plymouth 

6. St. 1.ouh 
ruk 

n.1u, 

111.011 

4fl.81:U 

u.i,oo 

. 10.000 

46.000 

42,700 

41,500 

0.000 

45,500 

54.000 

u.ooo 

,.ooo 

l0,800 

J0.~00 

u,ooo 

15,000 

ll /iOO 

:rn.ooo 

u.ood 

U,OO<J 

U,500 

26,000 

JJ,000 

$ 11,)42 

$ l,981 

$ 4,211, 

$8 9 )01 

$7,694 

o.rns 

9L2 

98.0 

80.l 

I00.01 

86.HJ 

lOJ. I08 

u 

'SJ 

6 

51. 9 

52.1 

59.1 

n.n 
501-

97.6 

----------------r-====::'.======::;:~==~=::;::=====-r==:====:=::==;==~-;::.=.r===.IL---.--•-l-,-T--- ---
Overall Aaaea1ed Value of Covnmu11Hy Drevelop,nent 

1'1rogrll11r1s 
RealJentlal Unltm 

l'er Acre (Huhl-F1111n1.) Vac111ncJ llleat & reuom11I ll'ubllc 

4. 

Rate [ndorae-
1.RB TU I CDDG !Ell L<lil Hc1Hu111 A l 1111. 'l unent I R11U11~ 0 llcuon 

X X I 1:-4 5-U fUIW U9.1 no Sl 1.ow-dcmdLJ develop,nent 

5, I I 

6. X X X 

Land U•c 
\111uioblce 

AHernlllhe UtT 
Al lanme11t 

Re3lo11n l btaU 
Center 

Ble3lon111l f.mploy-
111ent Center 

Rapld Growth: 
Ru. /Conmn. /Ind. 

J l.llll"ff«!llt 
F.mployen 

llevelopment 
AUltudce . 

C01Nt1ll11lty rtaamlng 
Conadulon/Clty CouncU 

DevelopM1ent 
Agreeoaeot a -

\111cant/l111der-
UtUhed Lu1d 

llou11lng 1960 
Projectlo1111t 1990 
(llo111eholda) 2000 

Urzonlng 

l>ownzonlng 

1't I 11,1111,\ tn q::, llou\ 

1-2 J-S '° 
6-10 

U-20 1.7 (4 . .5) l'UD u,.o no 

s S-H tl-50 1.8 (4.9)10ou/ruo 1H.i JHI El 

Hlnnetonk111 l'lymouth 

Hone develop eel Hone developed 

itdgedale 0 1-Ulgh Shopping Center None - only 1'11114111 neJghborhood centu~ 

Opu.111 H, Carlson Center 9 C1111r1lll 494 nnd .n inchuU:r ld off tee pork 

Demand for offlce/iretatJ ap1111ce 111lon1 Demond for offlce/vairehouao n11d 
u. 1 anJ 101 lumke 

Cairglll (1.600)3 Data 100 (1.500)J Litton (l,400)5 Ca11:l11on Conpnnle111 (850)3 
Oppoctunh1 Nurhhop (-UO) Control Data (UO)s r11:udenthl (2,000 ti.la hll 

C0111r1111nhy ls unhvoubh 0 1111ctu11li1 h)Jng to bepcnJ111 upon Ute deve!opcr, the project 
organize ngnJ11111t development and lanJ tuu, 

favorable& within llalta of guldepla~ and 
i . 

Cooreut~ve whe11 in li.eeptng wh.h g,hn1111 
orrcUnance and atanJnrda 

:Z oir J - conslderJng r,ne for the 
Cu:!111011 Center Hot.l1Jn1 Le1ond iMe 

Along lllghwn1 U and RR through Along U and 55 - 40-501 of l'ly111outh 
CURll'IIIUllitJ ians 111011/snde probtc11111 

U,100 n,eoo 
u.ooo U,500 I 
16,100 19,000 

Along ll In Cnrlson Center 

1 - and still l» court SW qunJ o( 9 ' ,94 - foUoweJ II rrorou,al -
Ind lo S! (f'Uf)) 

-

** UlT I111portance Ratingr UI - uni!lllportant; SI - soaewhat i■portnntg I - i111portant; YI - Yery i•poirtant; EI - cxtrc•cly J•portnnt 

No ro1111I pre(enmce foir UlT over other 1<110,le 

1194 9 revleed lntoreet 111 SU Jle~onal, trlrn to CDU 

St. Lout, ruk 

Several develorcJ Jn 1974 plus ntatl,rn 
ulte alternative• 

Shdud l'nrk, 1K11ol hmoJ, tlludc flUe 

100 l !111uhior • Shehird rink 

lleaidcnt l:al lo co-crchl grm,,th; Jc11111u118 
for ap1u-t1111e11t11 nnJ off 8ce111 

ilo11cyweU U,OOO)g Udtwlck l11tun111Uo11nJ 
(l,500)& Hetlaodbt lloc9,1td (1 0 400) 

favorad,11111 1uoJ 111ucceH1 because of 
&otaln,t phn 

Locatjon of Jevelog>111ent h11pacts mt aUHu,le 

2 rr0Ject11. Hinde HHe, 011k Pnrk VUIRge 
-

Alo111 U, 7 and Clakn10 £ Ml 
··-

U,900 
U,600 
u,rno 

------

Vernon l 12, E~celsloir & 100 
·-

Conveulo11 only (Ind. to DiveuU hJ 
Development bhU:tct) 
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V1 r 

Community Land Use Profiles .1~. 

n, HlNtlUPOUS/S1'. rAIIL CORRWOR 

1970 7. 
Populatlon Projectlona Employment Project!on11 Per Caplta Income 1980 Hlll Rates of Work-

'Z. in& Pop-
Hunlclpallty 1970 1980 1990 2000 1973 1980 1990 2000 1969 1977 ChanRe Total Rnnk* ulatlon 

l. Hlnneapolh 934,400 375,000 375,000 380.000 285.000 280,000 280,000 285,000 $3,485 $6,569 89.5 lll.817 1.3 58.2 

2. St. Paul 309,866 277,000 270,000 275,000 185,000 185,000 185 ,ooo 185,000 $3,399 $6,368 87.3 H5.08l 17 55.0 

Community Development Residential Unlte Overall Asaeaeed Value of LRT 
Programs 

L 

2. 

!RB 

X 

X 

Land Use 
Vnrlnbles 

Tlf 

X 

X 

Alternative LRT 
Alignment 

Regional Retall 
Center 

Reglonal Employ-
ment Center 

Rapid Growth: 
Rea. /Comm. /Ind. 

CDDG 

X 

X 

3 Largest Employers 

Development 
Attitudes 

Community Planning 
Commlsslon/Clty CouncH 

Development 
Agreemente 

Vacant/Under-
Uti l hed Land 

llouslng 1980 
l'ro.Jectlona 1990 
(llouaeholds) 2000 

Per Acre (Multi-Fam.) Vaca.ncy Read. & Personal Public 
Rate Flexible Property - • Endorse-

OTHER Low Hcdlum llh.h (Apte. )1 ZonhtR 1980 ($ Mllllone) mcnt Ratlmt** Reason 

X 0-15 15-50 51+ 3.4 (6.9) PUD 1,672.4 no VI Only way to create a change 

X 1-12 15-36 37+ 2.0 (4.4) PUD l,!J29.8 no Vl Potential to spur redevelopment 

HinncaooHs St. Paul 

Hiawatha corridor Yes, downtown people mover and a preliminary LRT study 

.. 
Downtown; co1111llercial shopping nodes Downtown, tUdway, community shopping centers 

DowntownJ University of Minnesota Dowutown, Midway. University of Hinnesota, Capitol area 

Deuiand for Apartments Demand for apnrtments, offices, retail 

Several Several 

Mixed, very·tavornble in the CBD Cnreful - excellent citizen pnrt!cJpation process 

Officials are cautious t depending upon neighborhoods The neighborhoods have the responsibility 

Many - TIF, IIRA, National.Development Council Mnny, always try to leverage public dollars 

1 ... 94, mostly redevelopment, railroads Some In University corrldorr~ mostly redevelopment 

I 

164,000 109,400 
171,.500 112,000 
174,000 114.ooo 

7: Dev-
eloped 

97 

almoat fully 

Upzonlng East Bank. CBD .. l.owcr Town, The market hns always underbuilt the pennitted density 

Downzonlng Elliot Park, Calhoun-Isles, The Wedge, etc. Selby/Dale neighborhood 

* 1 (high) tq 92 (low) 

** LRT I1nportance Rn tings UI - unimportant; SI - somewhat important; I - Important; VI - -i,ery important; El - extremely i1nportnnt 



I 
VI 

'--l 
I 

Community Land Use Profiles 

Ul 1 NORIIIEAST ST. PAUL CORRIDOll 

--~-----. 1970 l 
Population Projections Employment Projection& Per CapltR Income 19A0 tH ll R:iteo of Work-

I Ing Pop- l Dev-
Hunf.cir,aHtv 1970 1980 1990 2000 1973 1980 1990 2000 1969 1977 Chnnr;e Total Rnnk* u.lat 1011 cJ011c<l 

l. Utt le Canada J.481 8,000 ll,000 lJ,200 1,200 2,000 J,500 5,000 $3 • 54J $6,701 89.l 108. 736 1,5 tlA 70 

2. Maplewood 25,223 28,000 34 ,ooo 38,500 12,500 17 .ooo 20.000 23,000 $J ,:,,,o $6,197 85.5 102.814 Ji 511. 2 60 

]. North St.Paul 11,950 U,500 12,500 12,500 2,200 J,000 J,J00 l,600 $J,0JJ $5,828 92.2 99.68) ]6 NA 90 

--- ------·----
Cominunlty Development Residential Unite Overall Asseesed Value of LRT 

Programs Per Acre (Multi-Fam.) Vacancy lleal 6, Penwnal Pub I le 
lhate Flexible Property Ellllorae-

IRB TIF CDBG OTIIER Low Medium llhh (Apts.) 't Zoning l 980 ($ HU U.01111) ment Rat lmi.** Rcnson 

L 

2. 

3. 

X 

X 

Land Use 
Vadables 

X 

Alternative LRT 
Alignment 

Regional RetaU 
Center 

Regional Employ-
ment Center 

-· 

Rapid Growth: 
Rea./Comm./Ind. 

J Largest 
Employers 

Development 
Attitudes 

Connunlty Planning 

X 

Conwniss ion/City Counc U 

Development 
Agreements 

Vacant/Under-
Ut! llzed Land 

llousing 1960 
Projections 1990 
(llouaeholds) 2000 

Upzonlng 

Downzonlng 

* 1 (hl~h) to 92 Clow) 

J-4 5-8 9-20 J.2 (S.J) PUD :U.7 no 

X 1-4 1-14 up to 23 1.5 (S. 9) PUIJ 173.7 no 

X 3-:-4 - 26 NA PUD 36.9 no 

Uttle Canada Havlewoo<l 

None developed None 

No - between Rosedale and Maplewood Hall Maplewood Hall 

St. Jude He<llcal Building JH 

Co1m1ercial growth; demand for offlce/wlllrehouae Demand for apart111ents, of flees 
because of IJ5E nnd 694 

St. Jude Hedical Building JM (10,750); •erg - Torseth (175); 
l'oweu (155) 

Mixed• If a good development• they are No real interest by citizens 
favorable 

Hh:ed, morat9riUD1 on apart111ents, l'ro~growth 
Single Family~ lat Priority 

None None 

Along l5E and ]6 (residential) Along 61 and near Maplewood Hall 

3,200 6,600 
4,600 12,000 
S,500 l4 ,000 

C!)ntabury Condomlnlu.111s (l'UD) Lnnd use plan. modified zonin~ 

Centerville Road - lnt1, to residential Changed multiple to be in accordance with 
the land uae t,lan 

U LRt Importance Rntingl Ut ~ unimpc,,;tanq SI ~. SQllltiwhitt J.111po,;tnrd:J t .,. i1nrort1111q El t< uhehJeiy :imrN:t1111t 

Vl Cheaper to more people by rnll than by bun 

I Energy issues 

SI E11eq~y issues• exlst..lng corri<lors c1rn be 
connected easily 

North St.faul 

None 

None 

Target 

No - pretty well developed, but a real 
demand for ofHce/wnrehouse 

Target 

Somewltat heal.tant 

Favorable 

None 

Available in CIJO area along railway; 
owners won't sell 

J,800 
4,100 

4.JOO 

Nothing substantial 

Nothing subatanlial 

/ •. " ... '.··· ~, 



I 
Vl 
~ 
I 

Community Land Use Profiles 

_!!!-j~O_RTllEAST ST. PAIJJ, COltRll)OR 
---

l 970 '1 
Populatlon Projections Employment Projectlon111 Per Coplta Income 1980 HU l Rates of Woa:-k-

l .l.ng Pop- 7. l)ev-
HunLc!.oalltv 1970 1980 '1990 2000 1973 1980 1990 2000 1969 1971 Clurnll.e Total Rank* ulatlon eloocd 

4. St, Paul 309,866 211,000 270,000 275,000 165,000 185,000 185.000 185,000 $ 3 • ]99 $ 6.368 87.) U5.08l l7 55.0 Almost fol 1.y 

5. Vadnah llelghte 3,411 5,200 8,700 12,500 500 1,000 2,000 2,500 $ J,066 $ 5, 70] 86.0 105.637 24 57.0 ]5 

Communlty Development Resldentlal Units overall AssesseJ Value of LRT 
PK"og1rsma Per Acre (Hutti-fem.) Vacancy Real 6. Personal Public 

Rate flexible PrtJperty - Endorse-
£RB TlF CDBG .OTIIER Low Hedium IU.e.h (hots. )7. Zonl112 1980 ($ HUHona) ment Ratln1{'"' Reason 

X X X X 1.,..12 15-36 37+ 2.0(4.4) PllD 1,029.8 no VI. rotentlal to spur redevelopment 4. 

5. X 0-4 4-8 8+ 3.3(6.0) PUD 15.8 no VI Growth, prnxlmU:y to St. Paul; Jevelopment 
o( lndustrhl ai:ea 

Lant.I Use 
Vadables St. rnul Vadnais llcir-hts 

Altematl.ve LR'f Yee - downtown people mover and a preliminary LRT study None 
/\Hg11me11t 

Rcglonal Retell Downtown. Midway, community shopping centers No 
Center 

Reglonnl Employ- Downtown, Hldway, University of Minnesota, Capitol area Willow Lake Industrial Park area, H.B. Fuller (J,000 propo~ed) 
ment Center .35E ant.I 694 and t.U. 61 - plus others 

RapLd Growth: 
Res. /Conmt. /Ind. 

Demand for apnrtmente, offices, retail Demand for of(ice/warehouse and aulti(omily 

J Largest Employers Many Buerkle Dulek (102); Dynnmlc Air Inc. (65); New componles 

Development Somewhat careful - excellent citizen process Favorable 
Attitudes 

Communlty Pla1111Lng The neighborhoods bave the reeponeibiUty Very cooperative 
CommLsslon/Clty CouncU 

Development Many, always try to leverage public dollars None 
Agreements 

Vacant/Under- Some in University corridor---moa~ly redevelopment 
Only 35 percent developed, eo much is avallnble 

Utllhed Land 

llouelng 1980 109,400 1,650 
Project Lons 1990 112,000 3,100 
(Households) 2000 114,000 4,500 

Upzonlng Lower Towng market has always underbuilt allowed density Comp plnn is clumgluf,~-eingle family to 111ulti-fnmHy 
-

Downzonlug Selby /Dale neighborhood Ind. to single fnmlly in Gwenhaven 

• l (high) to 92 (low) 

M• LRT Importance Ratingg UI ':'" tmiBRpoa-tanq SI 'C' aomewhat imrortantJ 1 -:- importanq VI ,:- vety irrapoi;tanq El '?' extremely importnac: 

j 
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Community Land Use ProfJles (Cont.) 

Ul., Htllfl'II\.IEST HltUIEAfOI.I S (;111rn HIOlt 

----·----------- -- ----- - ----- ----- -·· ----~--- - ----·--
l'HO 1. 

Popuht lon Project lo11111 Employment Pirojecdon11 ll'er Capita Income 
l 

l'J80 HIii hlea v~,/',i~= 1. 111-v­
t•ioa••·•I H1111lc I pa I h y a•no 1980 1990 2000 1911 

l. llrooldy11 Ccntcir n.111 14 .ooo :U,500 11,500 9,800 
. 

2. II a ook I y11 Park 26,2)0 n.650 50,000 58.000 4,IOO 

). l:q,alal 10.ins U,000 26,000 25,500 5,500 

Cow1111nlty Develop1111ant ReddenHal llnlt111 Oveul l 

I. 

2. 

]. 

IIUI 

X 

------

I.and Ilse 
Vodahicll 

/\ ll C a-11,H l vc 
II I li;umcnL 

llcglunal Ile 
l:cut c r 

llt•R l u11a I En 
hlCIIL l:cn 

Rapid C:nllJ 
Ike. /C11t1•n. / 

ll'rogu11111 

Ilf CllUG 

I[ 

l( 

X 

1.n 

-------
Lall 

---- - - -----

ploy-
er 

---- ----
h: 
1ml. 

Per Acre (Hultl-fam.) Vacancy 
llate 

OTIIU I.ow Ht!dlllllll Hllllh lbtlil. n. 
1-S 6-8 9-21+ 1.9 (6.2) 

1-l 4.-u 14-H J.O (6.9) 

1-5 7-16 up to 16 1.4 ,~.4) 

llrooklvn Center 

None developed 
----------

Brookdale 

Oevelog,Jng Ear le Brown far1111 lndullltdal 
Peril 

Deaand for offices, ~o•e !nduatr!al 
---·- ---- -

l.aq~csl 
t:111pl11ycre 

ilcvcl11p111c11 
Allll111lca 

Cnn•n1111 l l y I' 

Ct111■11l11slo11 

llt•vi,l11pm1•11 
Agn•emcn 

Vacant /1111,I<> 
lltllhcJ 

11,111alng 

rn•lc•ctlon 
(ll1111sclwld 

- -- ----· ---

. -· • -- --
lannlng 
Clly Council 

---

lll 

r-
I.anti 
-··- - . 

1980 
1990 

) 2000 
------- ----

llpzunlng 
---------

lluw11zm1l11g 
·-- ---- - --

1, I (high) 111 '12 ( low) 

Hedtronlce (450) 1 Arctic Hetal Products 
(250) 1 Dale Tile Co, (150) 

----··--

favorable 
---··-- -- -------

Cooperat Ive 

Hone 

Earle Brown Fara lndwatirial Park area, 
France & IOO 

H,ooo 
12,400 
12,800 

Only 111dj11at111e11ta 
-----. -·-· --

On~ - C2 to rcu. 
-·----------------------

1980 1990 2000 196'.,1 1911 

u.ooo as,ooo 16,000 $ J,255 h,no 

8,000 u.ooo ae.ooo $ 1,128 h,20 

,.ooo 1.500 8,000 $1,198 $6,SU 

Aaeeaaed Value of 
Real & ll'enond Publlc 

flu lb le hoputy - Endoue-
Zonl11111 ¾980 (3 Hllliona) ment 

Pl.ID U1.9 no 

ll'UD JU.I no 

Pl.ID 91.0 110 

lrookhn Park 

None developed 

No 

Northland lnduetrhil fark 

Demand for- oUAce111 i 0Utce/w11rehou111e 

Raygo, Inc. (240)& County Seat (100)1 
Thous !n1Jneertn1 (80) 

Girowth oriented 

Soaetiaee too cooperative 

No one haa aekad 

Alaoat 50% of land ia yet to be 
developed 

U,900 
20,500 
21,200 

lezonJn1 baaed upon the aarket 

Adjust eonln1 to land uee 

Chaarne Total 

81.) 96,481 

u.e 89. 740 

91.6 94 .489 

UT 

lh111k• ulatlu11 

:u H.4 

41 55.4 

.46 54.4 
-~-----~---

- -- - ----- ·-

'JII 

50 

'J4. 1 

ll111tln111•• &le1111on 

VI Shoirt 011 lra1111!q llclleve pre1111un• on dl)• 

u l.arge number of expre11111 rlderahlp• 

I Depe11J11 011 tend11eh 0 eac. 

- . 
------·----

Crvual 

She for 111 &talion once de1ilg11atcd In 19M 
--------- -- -

No (laea lake Road) -
coaaunhy only 

------- ----- -

Ho 
··---- ---- - -- - --

Some deaand for offJce/warehouae 
- -----------------

faraet (275)1 Tl ■eeaver111, Inc. (250); 
Modern Tool. Inc. (125) 

------ ·----- ---·-

Not very cooperative or favorable 
-· ------ -- - ·- ·-·- --- ·-·-----

Hot very cooperative 

- • ---------·-- -··· 

Hone 

-------- - ·-------- -- ----- ---- ·---- --
Alona railroads and 11ear conaunity 
shopping cent er 

--------------
9,000 
9,100 
9,200 

·-·---- -- - - ··- -·-·- ·------•---· 

Nothing 11111bsta11tlal 
-·- --· --

Valley Land Corp. rUP-290 Unh a to :48 
H--• --•-•---------• - -•---• -• -- •••-- .. - - ·- - -

"''' Ul'I' lmpo1·1a11ce Ratl11g: UI - unimportant; SI - 1110111ewhal: 4111portent; I - h1porta11q VI - very l111porl:a11t; El - extremely h1portent. 
S1 11 11·cp: tll,h1<•st R,•s,•ard1 l11slllu1c 

Ill rt•cl 11 

••••••• 

·, 
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Community Land Use Prof Hes (Cont.) 

IV. HmHIIW):;S'r HIHHEAl'OUS COIUHI.WJl (cotn.) 

.....-----·-------·--·--------·----------- ~--------- ------------~--- --- --------·---------- --·-- -
i'HII l. 

ll'opul111tlon ll'rolectlons Employ111e11t ll'ro.lecUun111 Per Caph111 lnco"'e l98U Hi II hi u u( I.Jori<-
l lnK !'up- l 111-v-

thud t: h•a I I 111 1910 1980 1990 2000 1911 1980 1990 2000 l'J69 1911 Chan111.e I11t1118 R1111lo.* 11 lal 11111 t• I•~ 

4. Ml11ucapolh 414.400 115,000 lJ'.>,000 100.000 285,000 280,000 uo.ooo :us,ooo $ 1,485 $ 6,569 88.5 UL8U n '>It. l •n 

5. Hew llopc 21.100 U,ooo 21,500 21.000 5,200 1.000 8,000 9,0011 $ 1,:uo $ 6.1n 90.2 91.238 14 HA 'Iii 

t,. HohbJ11sJa le 16.845 15,100 14,500 14,500 4/tOO 4 0 100 5,000 6.000 $1,161 $ 1.u,o 90.4 98.U5 n (611) folly 
-------- -··----- ---- ---- ------ ---- ----- ~----- ------ - ----- - - - - -

Crn1111umlty llevelopmenl 
1'rogran1111 

Me111ldentlal Unite 
Per Acr-e (Huht-r1111111.) 

Oveul l 
V111csrncy 

llh1te 
(!\et~. n 

A111see•ed Value of 
!Aed 6a l'euonal 

Property -
1'11hUc 

Endot111e­
lllM?llt 

UT 

4. 

5. 

11111 

l( 

Hf 

l( 

l( 

Cl>DG 

X 

l( 

ornu 

lL 

l( 

1.01,1 

0-15 

4 

Hedlul'III 

15-50 

6-lO 

lll1.h 

5H(l45) , l.4 (6.9) 

11-15(20) 1.l (1.1) 

Flexible 
Zonlng 

Pl.JD 

UQO O HlHJon•) 

l ,612 .4 

114. i 

yes 

110 

R111ll11g** Reason 

VI 

VI 

Only way to cre11le II clurngc 

foot lr11111111U 11y111tc111, large nuniher o( pt•opli, 111 

auU lple-u11H dwel Unga 

6.· _ -~ __ ) X I X [ X Jup ~ up to UI 1:H (51) I l.O (2.9) I PUD I 60.G I no I 81 Ho Un,i ~~~~tlont arc 11111c1111ble _to luuUng 111 11,c op& 11111• 

l.a111I Ilse 

Varlahlcs 

/\IL~·r11al&ve I.R"I" 
/lllg11mc11L 

llci;lo1111I Retell 
f.,·ulo,f" 

llt·gloual Empluy-
111<:11l Ccntcir 

ltapl•I 1:n,uLh: 
ltcs./«:on•n./lml. 

l 1.aqwst 
t:111p I uyc rs 

iltivt> l11pmc11l 
Alt h111.lc11 

t:01rn111111lty l'lanning 
Cu11y11lf11do11/CHy C..:ouncU 

lkvc I 11p111c11l 

/\grcemcnla 

Vacant /Umlc r-
llL l I litcd l.a11J 

lloualng 
rroled:lu1111 
(llouacholJa) 

llp1tu11l11g 

19110 
1990 
2000 

Hinne111_e_ol hi 

lllawatha corridor 
---------

Downtmm; co11Du11H:, ahoppin1 centeir111 

Downtown; __ IJnlvenity of Hinne111ota 

Ue111and foir apart111enta 

Several 

Hlxed, ver-y favor-able in the CID 

New llo(le Rubbln11Jale 

Hone developelll None developed 

Ho Robin Center- i Wards 
-------- ·- - --· ---- - -

None An inJuaUi11l puk -------1- ____________ _ 

Only III fev 111p111cea left 
7lnl fiifliirTwm7H-111t~r-,l"'b_u..,..t .... l-ng.......,C .... o-.--,,-( U5J a 

Ben fr111nklln Warehouse (248); 
_Compu~er Het:d hoductilll (HO) 

P111r-ticuh, 

Demand for ap11rt111e11t11 

Hor-th He1111orld Hedical Center- (l,litlll) 

Cautious, conservative 
--------- ---·-- ----------•---------------------------•-----·---------

Ca11tlo11e, depending on nelgliborhooda 

Hany 

194: 1110atly redevelop..ent 0 railroads 

164,000 
Ul,500 
174,000 

Cooperative 

Hone 

Along Soo Une Ill 

7,500 
J,900 
8,000 

SDJshtly favorable 
·-------·-·-·· 

Vea (llllA) 

Very little available 

5,100 
5,900 
6,000 

•--------- -- ·-· --------- ·---- -· -------- -- -
Cedar- Rivers AJe Hone Co-ercial core 111r-ea changes 

D•>wnzonlng 
-----··. ·----· -- ---- --- ··-·--- --,-------- -----1·--------------- ---- -------- -- ··- ---- --

The Hedge, Calhoun, Isles, etc. Adjusted &oiling to develop111ent l'eiripheul 1ue1111 to Cl)B (Prolect 4) 
-·· --•-·--· ----- ----------- -· ------ ------·------------D----------·------------------- ------------•- --·- -· 

" I ( h I gh) I o ''2 (I nw) 

1·* I.Ill' l111port1111ce Ratlng: Ill - unimportant; SI - 11omcwhat. lmportant; l - lmpor-tant; VI • 'Very l111porta11t; El - e1etre111ely hnpor-&.ana:. 

j 
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WEST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 

CI Ly 
Station ai:-ca majoi:- land uae 
I.Irr larnl use Impact 
UH I 111l11u•d dcve I opmcnl 
Ma lor q11a,lr1111t 

ll1•vt•lo[!ablc l.aud 
\lac1111l lllud she (range) 
Ease or assembly 
l'n•111•11L zoning allows change 
2011l11~ d,ange potent lal 

lufrasl n1ct11re 
l'repi11·at Ion coat 

Allracl lvencas o( Sile 
Act ivlly node 
Access 
1'ad<l11g polenl (al 
«:rnup11Llbh• uses 
th- I ~lthorhootl at LI t11de 
l'k\./ s11rn11111,Hng ls11J develop. 
11,·,lt•ve I opmcnl pol enl I II I 
~!'.~~v~_l 11p1~e!.!! .P~! ~!!!al 

(I) 
Lake St & Barry Ave 

W111yuta 
comm./ofc. 
com111. /o{c. / rea. 

II 
NW 

H 0-5 acireli) 
L 
II 
II 

II 
H 

II 
H 
L 
II 
H 
II 

H ( 1-5 acres) 
II 

(2) 
Lake St. & IOI/ 
Central 

Wayuta 
comm./rea. 
111.d. irea. 

II 
HE 

H (11 acres) 
II 
H 

L (lnat.-m.d.r.) 

II 
II 

H 
H 
L 
II 
H 
H 

H 0-5 111cn111) 
H 

1.oca I I.am! Use Polle le11 t.l11y1:11t11 
---

2011!11~ l11ce11tlves PlJD 
«:011a111111ily Jevelopmcnl tools IRS, Tlf, CIJBG 
l'uh 11 c/prlvale pad<aglng 14ml Led 
(:n,wtl1 stage developlng 
Ollldal gro\./Lh 11Ultude poa H Ive 

I 111~or1 a nee o{ I.RT Somewhat Important 

,R,·glo11a I pol Icy Impact II 
i'11Lt'11I lal !~!~! use Impact IHI 5-H 2-1. 

Ila l l 11s/t:1111•11ent 111 lllgh 

The dty h study-
lna II redevelopment 
are111 illca·osa from 
termlnua ln the Cim. 
llowever, poor aoU 
and llmhed parking 
apace a11ggeot terml-
nus be NW of CBD 
between 12 & Wayzata 
Blvd, 

>'<Not l11cl11dcJ In total aUe rating 
l.tige1ul: 1.il.r. • low ,1t•11111lly realdentlal 

111, d. r. • rncd I 111n den alt y resldentla I 
h.d.r. "'high density realdentlal 
l.d.c. • low de11elly commercl&I 

Source: Midwest Reseurch Institute 

H 
7-11 6-H 2-L 

IHgh 

Potential realden-
tlal development of 
ln11tUutlonal 
ret rest. Support: 
of shopping center. 
Poaalb}e to continue 
111 Hgnment a long 
W11yuu Blvd. to 
avoid narrow Lake 
St. r-o-w. 

(l) 
lOl & T.11. 12 

Wayzata 
comm. /ofc. 
1111.d. re11. 

II 
SE 

H (20+ ecru) 
II 
ti 

H (l:d.r./1111.d.r.) 

H 
H 

H 
H 
L 
H 
H 
II 

II (25 111cre11) 
H 

H 
8-11 6-H 1-L 

lllgh 

Potential demand 
to develop-S.F. to 
multl-famlly aouth 
on 101. Aho poten 
tlal to route LRT 
so. along 101 to 
BNR r-o-w to CBb. 

(4) 
1494 & T.11. 12 

Hlnnetonk11 
comm. /ofc. / lnd. 
ae rv lee 

H 
NW/NE 

H (7 acres) 
H 
ti 

H (open apace/ 
com,o. /ufc.) 

H 
H 

II 
II 
II 
H 
H 
II 

L (none) 
H 

l'URD 
lRB, Tlf, CDllG 

(5) 

UJgcJa le I.Ir. 
& T.11. 12 

Ht1111etonka 
comm. /rea. 
aerv4ce 

H 
NW 

H (5 acres) 
II 
II 
II 

L 
L 

II 
II 
II 
II 
H 
II 

H (6 i!ICH!III) 

II 
Hln11etonk11 • 

nothlng beyonJ IRBs 
developing 
favorable; whhin Umlta of !!UlJe plan 

Somewhat Important 

II H 
IHI 6-H l-L 9-11 4-H 2-L 

lligh lligh 

Provlalon of aer- Wetlands aay pre-
vice to tlie Carlson elude further dev-
Center commercial elopment. hO\lever 
oUlce • l11du11l rial allowing addltlonal 
and irealdenthl parking. 
com~lex completed 
by early l990'a. 
S.f. on SW/SE qua-
drancs. 

", 

(6) (7) 
Co. 71 & T.11. 12 Cu. 18 6. l. II. I "l 

Hl111wlo11ka Sl. 1 .. 1'./t:. V,11 lq 
o(c./rea. ok./n·11. 
h . d. o { c . / re 11 . 11fc./l111J. 

II H 
NW/NE St: 

H ( IO acres) II (]Ill acaes) 
l II 
II II 

H (l.d.r.•lu II 
h.d.r./o(c.) 

H II 
H II 

--- ----·- ---- ·----- -------
II Ii 
II II 
II II 
II II 
II II 
II H 

II (40 acres) II ( 18 acres) 
II II 

G.V./Sl. 1 .. 1'. 

St•e lablc 

II II 
HHI 4-H 1-t IJ-11 2-H IH. 

lllgh lllgh 

Hixed eo:I condl- Single owne.rshlp 111 

lions, small husl- !nrge pan:el1,1 coultl 
nessee end slngie fadlllate early 
fa1d ly. 1,und u111e development of lnilua-
plun la for high t rl a 11 y zoned I oml I 11 

density ofc. • res. oH lee tuldng advan-
&, some conaercial. tage Intersection&. 
Adjacent to HOC. e111rround!11g of(h·e 
Prime PUO potentlol Jaud use. 
for high dc110Hy. 
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WEST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 
(Continued) 

(8) (9) (to) 
IUnneth, T,11. U _ ___hmld1u111J, t-..11,_U ___ Golorndo_& T.11._U 

Chy 
StatJon area fflmjor land u11e 
tRI land une Impact 
I.RT Jnd11ce<I dcvr.Jopment 
ffojoir q11n<lrant 

G, Vnll•y/St. L.P. 
rt:.Cfl,,/ofc. 
h.d. rr.a. 

II 
NE/SW 

Devel U_f!!hh land 
v~;l lnnd size ~neJ 
[one o( L 
Prearnt zoning lows change L 
ZonlnA ch,'lnRe pohnthl (l.d.r./h.d.r.) 
lnfrnstructure U 
f'reparBtluu cont II 

Attrnctlveness of Site 
Acthhy no<le 
.llcr.ess 
Parldug potent Isl 
Compntlhle u11es 
Nelghl,odaood 11UJtmlt~ 

t- II ·- ---

11 

II 
H 
H 

c. Valley/Rt. L.r. 
coaa, /res. 
ofc. 

II 
IN 

·-w-{r.:.1»Tcreiir--····- • 
H 
II 
II 
H 
n 

t:. VnUey/SL 1,.1'. 
co,-./.,-f'R. 
h.,l.ir. 

II 
SE 

i. -(No11ef "-
1. 
H 

II (11D.d,r./1!.«t.r.) 
II 
H 

---9-------- ,- ---- - -n 
II " I " " " 
II II .. Nrw 1-111rrou11dJns l1111tl alevelop, 

rotcnl:llll II (15 11cru) 
H 

H I II 

·---"- ~ II (6-U llc:lfCI') 

----~--- --- - _.!t --· - --

(12) 
(II) So. Tyrol lrnll i 

Y.!·~~~· _,. .. I.!..11_._ I.?_ ,-.!.·1~-J2_ . -... 

G. Vnl Icy/St. l .. r. 
,·on1na, 

ofc:. 
H 

NF. 

- Hl.f" Mr.;11) ___ _ 

II 
II 

II (cma~n. to ofc. t 
II 
II 

«:. Vnlley/tlrln. 
i"(•ff. 

11rr11lrr 
L 

l'if. 

I. (Hone) 
H 
II 
u 
H 
H 

;;- - - -- I, __ r 
II 
lilt 

ii (8 nnea) 

. ------- II 

II 
I. 
I. 

.... - , •.... 

!;ocal __ l~!n! ~!!'=. Pol!f..!.!!. ___ _.,._____ _ ______ G_«1den ~!!!:,______ _ .. _ .. __ . ____ J ______ S.!._:_J~~!~!'~L. 
Zoo I "R Jncen t Jve11 l'UD 111111, 1'111) 
CmnunJty Jcvclor11Wnt tooh HI. Tlf, COIIG, Othu IIIHI. TH, UHII: 
fubllc/rrhftle radtnitln& 1. potential In \l!iilh1 :iq. 2, t'lrnclr HIie, Onk Pnd1 VJ5. 
<:rnwth l!lt age Develored lleV( ... r•··• 
OU lc;:1_!! llc?.!!.U•.~H!.H!~e Favoub_l_!LRet11J.!.~!_!lg :itftndnlJ~----------- _______ __ J-!I_C!U!111. J 1'11£U. !'11 11H fl!!\lp _____ _ 

•Reilottal policy l•pftcl H H 
---· - - H • 

___ f.dac•111,;ly~ l1111r?rt,rni. 

II l 
. H:-:11 .. ;l.:-tl,_,1.=J,_ _____ _ H!. __ •t:·Jt,_Jl_-1: _ 

l•portance of Ult __________ 1~ _____ ·-·~r---_c·-··-------

!JY~f'!~l..rotenthl J•e•ct __ 7-11. J-t!t 5-L _______ l 10-11, 5..:!!.._2-L --t-··· 10-tlJ l··H,_Z-1. ____ _ 

Ratlog/Co1W11e11ta ~------ Hedlufl _________ I!!.&!!. ____ _______ Hh:h ______ . _____ Ill g!1 ________ L- I.ow _. ___ ... 

Fntentlal chnnKe 
of Afngle lnmlly r•s­
ldcnthl to •ultlh•lly 
011d ore. wwo on NF. 
quadnmt. 801111• co•ner­
cf n I and o(r. on SW 
quadnmt. 

•Hot Included In tot11l ,aHe rutln111 

l.r.gen,11 J.d.r ... low tlonnlty rnlilMf'ntllll 
1111.cl.r. • mcdh1111 Jen11H:, rcslalentlnl 
h.J.r. • ~IRh Jcu11lty realdetttl11I 
l.d.c, • lo1,1 Jc·1111Hy col!IIOOrclnl 

zoned ln­
dullll da t with 
co-errlal Ul'ICII 

and 11m11u~ viu:11111: 

I and ond Yi>I: I 11ml11. 

l'«Hentlnl for l'ilfl­
ahced dPveia•pl'llrnt . 

Hl111"d 
qnn,hnnt 

nnd Aomo ofr. 11Nrf'. 

r .. 1 rnl Sul rr,lrv .. 1-
"!"'"'011· of r.oli'IW!Cr«:f11l 
111"'"" 111 HE 
In 1,11:h 
orrtni e,pnr.t>. 

flcndrc provlcl,·,1 
to h1011 r11111:o• n1111-

1md 
iy 

hood. 

-~·~ .. -,-·,.,.\., 

(II,) 

OH Wuy7.:&I a lluul1·va1 ,I/ 
____ r_.,_n.!1 _A_v!: . __ l._J:. I~._ J ~ ___ l'.'.u :a,!,·_ [,t f!•I I um 

tl!'ltt. 
rri,./lo,1. 
1.,1.r./a.,1.r. 

II 
tN 

II (10 nr~en} 
H 

" H (rrw.) 
II 

" 
H 
ti 

•• 
ti 
H .. 

19 ( IO l'ICH'R) 

______ .K._ ·----··. 

tit• i II. 
In,! . 
111.11 Ion .. 

NW 

i. (801 ,ll"ll"'ll) 

II 
ii 
II 
I. 
ti 

I. 
I. 
II 
H 

I . 

..• ! . 

_______________ !IM_u~u~a1••• 8 ~u _ 

1'1111, :r.oadu,i ,l,·11•1ltlc·11 
IRR, «:11111:, 01 l11•i-

H,rny 
llt>Vl!IOf'l'•I 

. __ J;auUouu. J1.:pcwlii vu nc !1:hhu1 Jw,,J 

_ ----···--· ___ ')/_cr_y __ I"'!'"! I nul 
I. 

. - ~:-.•~. --~-!~. _2_-.•~ ... 
H,,.llum 

-- --- --- ... - ·- ---

l'otenl tstl '" ,1,,., •• 
"pnr10o11 nr "" 

hlf'll lm1118 nu,, 
ml 81u:P.nt to 111 r•:11 

rou«I to lt•w dmmil 'I 
11111 h er Io r nm a Iv . 

H 
'i I!, 2 ·ti, 11-1 . 

. ,, ... ~. 

~1111 Ion 111!,• ,.u,i 
1•11rli l111:- l'n•lt•d ,.,I 
l"nl:-1 rn11 "'"' of 
rn18 r-o-La. 
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SOUTHWEST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 

(l) (2) 
t.11. 101 & CN&W 1494 & CN&W 

City Hlnnetonka Minnetonka 
Slat l1111 ai:ea major land use l.d.r. m.d. ofc/res. 
I.RT I and use lmpac t reeldentlal etstlon elte only 
I.IIT ln,luced deve lopnient H H 
Ha lor quadrant NE/SE NW 

llevt• I upab le Land 
Vat:allt land slze I (19 scree) H (2 acres) 
Ease of assembly II H 
rn•seul zonlng a) lows change H H 
Zoning cltange polential I (l.d.r. to 111.d.r.) H (l.d.c.) 
ln[rast ructure 'L H 
Pn•parallon cusl L H 

Atlractlveness of Slte 
flt:t lvHy nude H H 
flt:t:l'SS H II 
l'a rk lug p0Le11L ta l II II 
Compatlble uses H H 
l'klj.\l1horloood attltude H H 
N<'w suirn,undlng land develop. II H 
R,·ilevt>lnpmenl potential IL (none, L (none) 
tla rk cl <il'ma nd II H 

J.ocal I.and Use Pollcles Hlrmetonka 

Zonl.11~ incentives PURD (Residential) 

* 

r:onM11t111lty development t:001111 IRB, TlF, Cl>BG 
Puhl le/private packaging Nothing beyond IRBs 
(:niwl It s I agc> [)eve loping 
•~!!!~!al growth attitude Favorable: wlthln Hml.ts of 11.uide plan 

l1111wrla11ce of I.RT 
lkglo1111 I pol lcy impact H 
Q"~·~ol I po~cnt!~•- impact 17-11 5-H 3-L 

Ha L l ng/Conanen ts Hedl.um 

Terminus in slngle 
family nelghborhood, 
wetlands, school. 

*Not included ln total slte ratlng 

Lt>gen<I: l.d. r. .. low dens Hy resldentlsl 
m.d.r. • medium denslty residential 
h.d. r. m lilgh denelty residential 
l .d .c. • low denslty commercial 

Sourt'e: Midwest Research Institute 

Somewhat Important 

H 
4-11 10-H 1-L 

Hedlum 

Station site .4 
mile from city hall, 
l.d.r., light coa--
aercial and office/ 
warehouse uses. 

(]) 
P l___ymouth Rd & CN&W 

Hlnnelonka 
111.d.r. 
station elte only 

H 
NW/NE 

L (none) 
L 
H 

H (lnst.-111.d,r.) 
H 
H 

H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 

ti (8 acres) 
H 

L 
2-H ll-H 2-L 

Hedlum 

Brenell school to 
become high denslt' 
residential, neigh or 
hood commercial rede-
velopment potential. 

(4) (5) (6) 
17th & CN&W 12th 6i CN&W 6th ll_xcc I.} & cm.w 

llopklns llopklns llnpklns 
res ./comm. res./lnst. CClnMn. 

comm. redevelopment reeidentlal res. redevelopment 
H L H 
NW SW NE 

H (l acree) L (none) H (.) acres) 
L L H 
H H H 

H (redevelopment) H (athletic Held) H ( l . d. r. -h. d . r . ) 
II H II 
II H II 

II L H 
H L II 
L L L 
H H ll 
H H II 
L L L 

H (2 acres) L (none) H (2.5 acres) 
H L H 

llopklns 

PUD 
IRB, TIF, CDBG 
2 - CBD North & SW lndustrlal dlst:rlct 
Developed 
Positive hold out for qual1tv conatructlon 

Very Important 

H L II 
3-tl 9-H l-1. 0-tl 6-H 9-L 5-11 8-H 2-L 

Hedium Low Hedlum 

S.f, neighborhood Adjacent to high Good foot traffic 
Alth aome commercial school athletic flelt access from 
and m.d.r. redevelop itnd single family; present and poten-
aent. Station loca- potential parking, tial high density 
tlon would be more circulation problem. residential devel-
appropriate in Couia- ment. 
try Village Shopping 
Ctr., across Hwy. 7. 

( 7) 

II lake Rd & CNMI 

llopklns 
res./comm. 
res ldenl la I 

H 
NE 

H (l seres) 
II 
H 

H (lnd.-h.d.r.) 
H 
II 

II 
ti 
I, 

II 
II 
H 

H (] acres) 
ti 

--

M 
~HI 9-H 1-L 

Medium 

InJust rial site 
(NE) has potential 
for conversion to 
high density rest-
dent: ial. ColUlllerc 111 I/ 
Industrial uses als, 
very near. 
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SOUTHWEST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 
(Continued) 

(8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (11) (111) (l':i) 

----·1 

Louhla11111 & CN6.W Wootlde & CH&W 01111111 Lake & CH.'..W Lake St. E. CNMI -r 281 Ii St. & CW,W 25th b C:NMI 2ht E. Ctl&W _______ rnra,lc> 6. C:tlMl 

Clty 
Station 11re11 11111.Jor lanJ use 
Un land 1111e t ... pact 
Un lnducccl deve lopmenl 
ttojor quadrant 

llevelo(l_llb le tand 
Vacant land size 
F.a11e of a1111eml,ly 
Present zoning allows change 
Zonlnr, change pot:entlal 

lnhastructure 
Preparation coat 

Attr11ctlvenea11 of Slte 
Actlvlty of node 
Accc1111 
Parklng potential 
Compatlhle use111 
Nelgliborhood alt ltude 
New 11111rro1mdlng land develop. 
Redevelopment potenllat 

SL Louh l'arlt 
lnd./lnot. 
1'111.d. lnduatrlal 

H 
lffl 

U (10 11cre11) 

" " " 
H 

" 
H 
H 
L 
L 
II 
L 

H (IO lllC!rU) 

St. lonh rark 
lnd./ru. 
ISl.d. «:Olfflllerctal 

81 
ml 

St. I.ooh hrk 
re 111. /o(c. 
111.d. rcalde11tl11I 

81 
SW 

H (.2 acru) r~W acrca, 
H II 
H H 

H (tmL to co,-,/ H (oren 11pacc/ 
o[c.) m.d.r.) 

II H 
II L 

II 
II II 
L H 
L H 
II II 
L H 

H (l ecru) II (IO acres) 
!l!.!~.!.L~mand _ -I. I. II 

Local Land Use Pollclea St. l..ouh Park I 

tllnm•apolla, 
r<'ll. /ofc. 

111. ,I. n•1tld,·nl la I 
H 
HW 

ti (H 11cres) 
ti 
H 

H (c,,. .. ,.,/11111.-
111.,l.1:.) 

II 
II 

II 
II 
I, 
II 
II 
II 

H (lO acrl'II) 
II 

tll11111•nroll11 
ri,11. 
m.,I. rn11l1lenl lnl 

II 
f.W 

-- lr17 ocrrn} 
II 
II 

H (l . <I . c / na. 11. r . ) 

ti 
H 

------., 

ti 
I, 
II 
H 
II 

I. (1w11e) 
II 

tll1111cnpol ls 
Zoning Incentives DOO. Pl.JD I'll&,, 1u•11l11g tlr111tHle11 
CommunHy development l:ooh IRB, TIF, CDRG Utlt, Tlf, CIJR(:, other 
PubUc/prlvate p11ckaglns 2 - Hlucle Hlle, Oak P11rk VHhge many ex111npl<'11 
Growth etage developed Jevclopctl 
Q.llicla!___g!owth_ 111U_!tude !oc111tlo11 Im act& on 1111UltuJe caut.loua ,le ,111111 011 awl •hlwllaooJ 

!mpQHll!ICE! of I.RT Ellhemely Important Very lmporl1111l 

Hl1111N1polls 
rr.1. 
111.J. r<'al,li•nl lnl 

II 
m, 

71,riicreii J - --­

H 
II 

H (l.d.r./n1.d,g-.) 

•• 
I. 

---..--------,. 
L 

" H 
L 

L (none) 
L 

HI 1uu!111•ol l1 
r<'II. 
1.-na. ,t. £<'11. 

II 
NW 

---.-. -n:-:r: J------­
H 
II 

H (i.d.r./m.d.r.) 

ti .. 
•• 
•• 
I. 
ti 
ti 
a. 

H (2 IICr-il!II) 

L 

ti! 1111r11pn 11 r. 
, ... 1. 

ol11ll1111/pn1kl1111 
II 
tlll 

-- ir < un- iica=;;;i J 
fl 
II 
II 

I. 
I, 

T. ,. 
II 
I. 
Ii 

•• 
I, (11t1111•) 

I. --

Reglonal po Hey lmpaci:- - H H H II ti L • I. __ H ____ _ 

Potent hi lnnd use lmp11ct 7-11 4-H 4-L 6-H 5-H 4-L 9-11 5-H 1-l 8-11 6-tl 1-L 7-11 5-H J-1. J-11 l-H 8-1, 1-11 8-H 6-L 6-1!_1-H 8_-1_. _ 

Ratl111!/C0tnmc11t111 1 llhh Hcdlt1111 llhh __1!!1h tledtwn I.ow Hcdlt1111_ tledlum 

Potential for lnd11etrh1l 111rre111 rotcntlal to dcvelor I.and m1e rlnn rot•rntlal fur ttmrshy 11re11 wUI Potc11tfol for Station Rhr 111111 
longerr range with flOIIU! rallroml r-o-w if s11r,gr11ts 1111eJ!m11 111r,I. ,IPnslty ,leter1111J11e l<'vrl and red1•.vclo1•111Cnt of Jncg,! pnrldug nrt·:i. 
redevelopment CDmlllerclal. SII\IIJl abandoned 11lo11g Bans JrnnHt rcn:l,len- ireeJJrotla1 extent of o]Jc>r hou,d1111 to l.011g ten11 m1r or 
of elte; perharo oectlon of city Lake. C0111111Crcl11l/ t:1111 de11olo1'111ent Jrvclnpmcnt of rreeJd<'-ntlnl low Ji,1rnhy raU r-u·-w 
a change in u&e, land. Redevelop- !nduetdol redcveJor -of atdp 11t:rip border Jni developnwnt 11111H t,.lc ho11nl11y.. l'col<•ctr.,I. 
Close l:o l!lt>nt vould IIK'llt potentl111 alunr, bord<-dn11 r11U- rnllroml r-o-w. feasible ncn,· 
hosp.hd. t1re11tJ7 improve Uwy. 1 ls a!ao ro11J r-o-w. r-o-w. 

the area. ,,m1olble. 

~-------L--------- •----·~-•-- --- -• •------- ------ _.___ ____ ---- -- •-----·-
A Not included in total oJte ratlnR 

l.egcnd: l.d.r. • low dr.nohy residential 
m.d.r. • medl1• density reoldentinl 
h.d.r. • high density rca!dentlal 
l.d.c. • low density co111merchl 

- - -- _ .....___ ______ ---
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Ch:y 
Station Area Hajor I.and Uael!II 
U\T Lm1cl Uee hnpact 
LRT Induced Uevelopaent. 
Hajor Qu11drant 

Dcvelor.abl! Land 
Vacant I.and She 
!nae o( ABeembly 
Present Zoning Alluwe Change 

UNIVERSITY AVENUE LRT STUDY ALIGNEMNT: 

(l) 
Cedar Ave. & 
Waahing_ton Ave. ----
Hhmeapolh 
1111.d.o.&c. 
co11m1ea·clal 

L 
NW/HE 

L (.12 lllClrU) 

L 
H 

(2) 
West Bank & 
Washington Ave 

Hlnneapol la 
-

■.-h.d.o.(U of H) 
oendce only 

L 
HE/S! 

L (none) 
H 
H 

()) 
CoU111nn Union 6 
Uaeh!n_gton Ave 

Hlumenrol 1111 

-- -

1111.d.o./r.(U of H) 
11e1rvlce only 

L 
SW/SIii: 

L (none) 
H 
H 

(I,) 

Oak St. t. 
Waelaln5ton Ave 

H (H acres) 
H 
L 

STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 

(5) 
Halc:oim I!, 

__Jl11Jverahy /Ive. __ 

Hi111wnpol l11 
11'1.J.o./&i.-l.d.r. 
rue. /cofflf'IJ. 

H 
NE/SW 

I. (noor.) 
I, 
II 

(6) 
ltny1110nd St. r. 
UnlversltLAve. ___ _ 

St. 1'1tul 
m.,l.o./c./r,/1. 
res. lc-n"""· 

L 
NH 

L O .II ncrr11) 
H 

•• 

( 1) 
Clrvcland & (8) 
(J\1111 rnlc) _& Fuhvlr1,1 &. 

Unlver11l.!J /Ive. ____ UnlvernhJ Ave. _ 

St. 1'11111 
n.d.L/c, 
ct•mmrrclul 

H 
Ht: 

-tT.w"ne) __ _ 

1. 
ti 

SL r,ml 
1111.J.o.c./t .,1.r. 
cm.,m./nrrvic,, 

H 
Hf. 

..-1;;,;;;r --
1. 
II 

Zoning l~nd Use Chan~e Potential H I. L H (h.d. r .-11111. d .o . ) II H (a.d.i.-m.d.r.) II II 
II Infrastructure H II II II 

Preparation Cost H H H II 

Attractiveneaa of Site 
Activity of Node H H ---1r------ II 
Acceaa H L H it 
Pnrklng Potential H L L H 
CompntJble IJ11e111 II H H II 
Nelghbnrhood Attitude H H H ti 
Re1,1 Surrounding Land Oevelor111ent II H L ii 
Redevelopment rotentlal H (.U acres) L L H (].4 _acre11) 
tfarket De111and H H L --"--------
Local Land Use PoUdee Hln11ea11oli11 ----Zoning Incentives PUD, High zoning denaitiea 
CoH11unhy Develofllllent Tools tu. TU', CllBG, Other 
Public/Private rackafflng Many 
Growth Stage bevel oped 
Official Growth Attitude CauUous • depends on the neh.hborhood ------·-----
lmportonce of Ult Very hpo!_!:anl: ·-·-· 

1Reglonal Policy lll'lpact H II. ff 
Overall rotcnllal ~t 6-H 6-H 3-L J-11 IHt 6-L - 2-11 6-H 1-L 

_!_ntlng/Co111111e11t11 HedlUllll Low Low 
UDAG redevelop- Possible chs11- Very lhdted 
!lllent to take room/off ice potentinl for 
place ha the e.llpaneion on offJce/claosroom 
1960 1 1111. Moderate the Went llhmk cxpnnston on the 
in fJ11 to occur of the U, of H. Enat Dnnk of the 
in the l990°s-- U. of M. 
office and commer-
clal uses. 

11 Hot included tn total a:lte rating 

Legend: Ld.r. • low density reddenl:hl 
a.d.r. • 111edium denalty residential 
h.d.r. • high density residential 
l.d.c. • lov denaity commercial 
m.d.c, • mediuq denait1 commercial 
h.d.c. • hlgh denRity co111J11ercial 

Source: Hldweat Reeearch institute 

1.d.o. ~ low density office 
M.d.o. • medluq density office 
h.d.o. • high density office 
Ld.L • low density fn,lustrlal 
111.d.L • medium denalty lnd1111tdnl 
h.d.l. • high den~lty tndu~trlal 

n 
fi-11 8-H l-L 

Hed.luftll 
S0111e d111113c fro 1111 

S.F. to111.d. 
resident hi• re 
developt11c11t of 
oldrr ln1lu11trl11 
muB coP1111f'rclnl 
focl I H h•,i . 

II ti II 
II II II 

- H -.. - - - - H 

H H II 
L L H 
H H H 
L H H 
H L H 

H (2 ncre11) I, (.6 ncn~11) I, (1.2 once) 
L____ L ti ----------- --------- ---

II 

H 
II 
L 
II 
H 
H 

H (1.8 11rrr11) 

St. l'aul -----------· ·-------·-·--~ 

B'UD. Clunlcr dcve1opmP.nt, hlr.h 7.,,nlng dcnsHlcs 
IRB, llf, COBG, OLher 
HnnyJ n)wnye try to Jev~rn"c r•~llc JolJar11 
Develored 

___ Soincwliat c1nE'f11J_t_neJghborhoodA_hn_ve the responslbtllty 

VerJ _ _l111r.<•rtn11t ____________ _ 

_ 
1

_ 4--11 6~H 5-L 1__1-11 '~" 1-1. _____ _[_ 4-n_a~tU-L _____ I_ «H1 5-u H. __ _ 

tlcdium 
l'rh1nrlly tl'lwh-

Hrdlu1111 
rotentlnl 1redcv­
elol'111"11t o( 
undt>rutlll:r.ed 
cmnmercltil/ 
lnJont rlol )Rud. 

UeJ8u111 Hedt_11c..c111 ____ _ 
~,IP.rate chnnr.~ 

from S. F. to m.d. 
r,inidentlai nod 
111.d. ore. 1111d 

cnm1,wrclni uac-R. 

ll ltatlon lo occur 
with rnsutl,le ,lr.v­
elopMent or vnnmt 
limd NR ,,r lhe 
I nterseclt A<•n. 

Hhwr ted,•vt•l••11-
w,nt of low 
to-••· •ll'nl'lty 
co-rein I. 

,z:,·-,,·'P1•·,,11, 
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UNIVERS!_TY AVENUE LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 
(Continued) 

(9) 
Snelllng l 
UnheultJ A 

Chy St. hul 
Stat.Jon Area Hajor Land Ueee 1111.d.c.&o./l.11, 

1111.d.r. 
LRT Lltnd Use Impact co-. /ofc ,/r:H, 
LRT Induced Developaent H 
Hajor Quadrant NZ/H 

Develo1>uble Land 
Vacant l~nd SiEe L (none) 
!use of Aeselllbly H 
Present Zoning Al)ow111 Chanse H 
Zoning Lund Use Change Potential R 
Infrastructure II 
Preparation Coat II 

Attractiveness of Site 
Actlvlty of Node II 
Access H 
Parklng Potential R 
Compatible Use11 Ii 
Neighborhood Attitude R 
New Surrounding land Developaedt H 
Redevelopment Potential II 05 IIIICl"H) 

Market De111and B 

Locul Land Uae Policiem 
Zoning Incentlvee 
Coll'lftunlty Development Toola 
Publlc/Prlvate Puckagins 
Growth Stage 
O(flctal Growth Attitude 

lmportunce of LRT 
Regional Polley Impact B 
OvernU Potenthl l1111p11ct U-H 1-H 1-L 

Ratin11t/Co-nt111 Hh.h 
High acthlty 
cent.erg Htdvay 
lllilljor rehU 
cluster. Po-
tenUd 1111.d. 
coaaercial 
redevelopment & 
1111.d.-h.d. rut-
denthl redin-
elopllilent. 

• Not included in total elt• ratln1 

Lesenda l.d.r. • low dlen111lty re•ldentlel 
a.d.r. • Mdlua denaltf raetdlantlal 
h.d.r. • hlgh denetty reetdentlal 
1.d.c. • low danaltf co1111111e1rclel 
1111.d.c. • aedltwa deoalty co1111111erclal 
h.d.c, • htah density com1Hrclal 

Source! H!dveat Reeearch Institute 

00) 
lla1111Une & 
Unhenlty A -
St. hul 
1111.d .c .&o. /1.i 

h.d.r. 
COII/IIIIJ,/ofc. 

" m.Y/H 

L (l.7 &ClrH) 

L 
H 
R 
II 
II 

H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
II 

H (1.1 acru) 
H 

01) 
Ledngton Pkvy I. 
Unhen ltf Au 

St, hul 
t.r.ra.d.c./o./r. 

collllllll!rdai 
H 
SW 

L (none) 
L 
II 
II 
11 
H 

u 
H 
II 
II 
H 
L 

ff U.l IIICU8) 

H 

St. Paul 

(U) 
VictorU St. & 
Unheuh1 Ave 

St. Paul 
1.d.c.&t. 

co-4!rdd 
L 
H 

L (none) 
L 

" H 
IJ 
H 

H 
H 
L 
H 
H 
t. 

L (1.4 acres) 
L 

PUD, Clueter developaent. high gontng denaltiea 
IRB, TlF, CDBC,, Other 
Hany; alvaya try to leveraga public dollare 
Developed 
So1111ewhat careful& neil,hborhoode have the responetblltty 

R " 9-H 4-H 2-L IHI 4-H l-L 

IU1h Dh.h 
hirt of the h1111tul1 border 
Htdwey uJor of tUdvaJ uJor 
retail clueter. retaiU du•teir. 
Redevelopgent of lednelop1Nnt of 
co:m11erchl hnd undlerut U hed 
along unlvereity. co-ercld iand. 

1.d.o, ~ low deneitf office 
a.d.o. • BNdiUII density office 
h.d.o. • high den•ity office 
1.d.(. • lov daoaitf loduetrlal 
■.d.1. • 1111tedllU11 denelty lndluatrial 
h.d.i. • ht1h denatty lnduatrtal 

Ven l1181>0rt111nt 

" '.Ht ~HI 7-L 

Lov 
Very 11110dente 
rede•alopaent of 
co-ercial land 
UIU!I, roulbh1 
ch1ui1e of. I. f. 
to co-rclai. 

(U) 
Dale St. , 
Unheulty Ave 

St. hul 
l.&a.d.c./o./r. 

co1111Derd.111l 
H 

m.Y/H! 

L (none) 
L 
H 
H 
II 
II 

H 
II 
H 
H 
H 
D 

H (l,9 ecru) 
H 

" $-U IHI :Z-L 

He1U.Ul\lil 
Pd ghbo tbood 
level co-ercial 
eluater. so-
redlevelop-nt of 
co11111MH·ctd land 
use. 

(14) 
Weetern Ave. , 
Unhenh}' Ave 

St. Paul 
l.&a.d.c./o.r. 

co111111u!rcial 
L 
SW 

L (none) 
L 
H 
H 
II 
II 

H 
p 
L 
H 
H 
L 
L 
L 

H 
l-H 5-H 7-L 

Low 
Very 111110derat111 
redevelopl'\ent. 
SoM reh11biH-
tall.on. 

OS) 
!lice St. 6 
llnhenhy Ave 

St. Paul 
h.a.d.c./o./r. 

ofc/eervice 
L 
SIE 

L (none) 
L 
H 
H 
H 
H 

H 
H 
L 
H 

.H 

L 
L 
H 

H 
:Ht 6--H 6-L 

Hedt1.11111 
ledevelop111ent on 
lice end Univ, to 
ofc/•ervlce. Ofc, 
use N. of the 
Capitol. Under 
revle11 of the 
CAAi. 

(16) (17) 
Central Ave. L Columbus & 
Wabuha St. W1tbash11 Sl. 

St. Paul St. hul 
1111.d.o. 1111.d.o. 

service 111ervtce 
L L 

none none 

L (none) L (none) 
L L 
H H 
L L 
I! H 
II H 

H H 
II II 
L L 
H H 
H H 
L L 
L L 
L L 

H H 
l-H 4-H 8-L 1-H (Hi 8-L 

Low Low 
No devlt'Jopll'lenl: No orportunh le~ 
or iredeve lop- avaHsbh. Part 
11Dent opportun- of the CAAi 
itlee avatb- pl11nnlng/a:onln11t 
bh. Part of jurlsdlcUon. 
the Capitol (See aho NE 

Aru Architec- alignment.) 
turd Soard 
j udsdiction. 

..4 
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NORTHEAST LRT STUDY ALIGNHENT: 

Chy 
Station Area Hajor Land Usea 
I.RT Land lJRe Impact 
I.RT Induced Development 
Halor Q11nJrnnt 

~cvelopable Land 
Vacant I.and She 
f.afic- of A1rne111bly 
l'rescnl: 7.onlns Allows Change 
Zonl11r. Land Use Change rotentisl 
l11rr11str11d.11re 
rrcparnUon CoRt 

Attractlvencss o( Site 
i\ctl vhy oi Node 
Access 
Pnrkl11R l'otent ht 
Cnmpntlble Uses 
Ncl~hhorhood Attitude 

(1) 
Co. Rd. D &, 

White Bear Ave. 

Maplewood 
11111.d.o./1111.d.r. 
comm.Ir.es. 

H 
NI 

H (10.9 acres) 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 

H 
H 
H 
H 
H 

New S11nounding I.and Develop11ttmt H 
Redevelopment Potential L 
Harkct Demand H, 

l.ocal l.ond Uee Pol1cle11 
7.oiiliir,-Tncentlves PUD 

(2) 

lea1111 Ave.&, 
WhU:e Bear Ave 

I Maplewood 
,a.d.o./c. 
co111111er.ctal 

H 
SW 

H (3.18 acres) 
H 
H 
H 
Ii 
H 

H 
II 
H 
II 
H 
II 
L 
H 

U) 
B I, N i, 

Bea■ Avenue 

Maplewood 
1.d.o./c. 
cotaercial 

H 
NW/SW 

H 07 acres) 

I\ 
H 

" H 
L 

" H 
ft 
II 
II 
H 
L 
H 

Ha1:1lewood 

Commun lty Development Tool111 
Jnduat£1al Revenue Notea 

l'11hJ lc/l'rlv11te radu1ging LhmHed c:rowth Stnr,e 
Developln1f Ufficlnl Growth Attitude Pro-arowt 

Importance o( LRT haporrtamt 
R~Rlonalrollcy Impact H H h 
Overntl rotenthl lqiact 10-H 4-H 1-L 10-tf 4-H 1-L !Mt ];..H 2-L 

Rntl11g/Commente High High Hijh 
Develofinent of real fohntlal Boae lnfraetruc-
dentla 1y coned lan devdopaent of ture Jn place 
southeaaterJy of t11ervlce co111111111er- near llaplevood 
WhHe Bear Aye. dad ueee1 along Hall. Very lar1• 
Dlfflcult tntecaec- Bea• Awe. alread alngle mmer par-
tlon. atop preferre, having utilities uh of hnd 
,1t Lydia Ave, 

~ Not Included In total alte rating 

Legend: 1.J.r. • low denalty realdential 
111,d.r. • mediu• denait7 residential 
h.d.r. • high denaity reatdential 
1.d.c. • lou denalt7 coanerclal 
a.d.c. • aedi1.1.11 density co111111erclal 
h.d.c. • high denaitJ colilllllllerc1a1 

Source: Hidweat Reaear.ch lnatitute 

ava:Uable, 

1.d.o. • lov de~alty office 
■.d.o. • JHdiwa denalty office 
h.d.o. ~ hip deneity office 
l.d.t. • 1w density induatrial 
■,d.t. • Mdiun denalty industrial 
h.d.i. • hlp density industrial 

STATION NODE LAND USE IHPACTS 

(0 
Hazelwood Ii 
Co. Rd. C 

t.phwood 
, .d.r. 
r-eddenthl 

H 
SW 

H O acres) 
H 
H 
H 
L 
H 

L 
H 
L 
L 
H 
L 
t 
L 

L 
'1-111 'i.-M 1-D 

Low 
B.f. end T.H. 
develop1111ent 
ve,tnly of 
Hauhmod. 

(5) 
Cope i 
BN (T.H. 36) 

Maplewood 
111.d.c. 
collllllK!rcial 

L 
NW 

H (10 acres) 
u 
II 
H 
L 
H 

II 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
L 
L 

(6) 
frost 6, 

BH Ralhood 

Maplewood 
a.d.c./o./r. 
co'fflffl./res. 

H 
SW 

H (20 acres) 
H 
Ii 
II 
H 
II 

H 
It 
II 
II 
H 
H 
l. 
ti 

St. Paul 

(1) 
Larpenteur i 
BN Railroad 

Maplewood/St .1111111 

111.d. r. 
resldenthl 

L 
NE 

H (4 acres) 
II 
II 
II 
H 
ti 

L 
L 
L 
L 
H 
I. 
L 
D. 

PUD, Cluat"eir deve lop111ent • high zoning dena H lea 
lRB 1 Tlf. CDBG. Other 
Hanyg alway• try to leverage public dollars 
Developed 
Soaewhat careful; neighborhoods have the reeponslbllhy. 

Very h1portent 
H L L 

'i-11 li-M A-1 7-11 7-H l-L l-11 4-H 8-L 

Hedhm lllgh 1,ow 

A new lntereec- Potent la 1 to Moderate develop-
t:ion h to be develop a 20- 111ent of low to 
constructed at acre 11lte on SW aed. density res. 
the R.R. croH- quadrant o,,med abuUhlg R.IL 011 

lng provldlng by a uthosd. HE quadu11t. 
acrea fro• T.U.36 
to Cope Ave. 

1 
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NORTHEAST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 
(Continued) 

City 
Station Area Major Land Uses 
I.RT Land Use Impact 
LRT Induced Development 
Major Quadrant 

lleve lopable Land 
Vacant Land She 
Ease of Assembly 
Present Zoning Allows Change 

(8) 
Adlngton 
BN Railroad 

St. Paul 
l.d.r. 
none 

L 
SE 

L 
L 
L 

Zoning I.and Use Change Potential L 
Infrastructure H 
Preparation Coat L 

Attractiveness of Site 
Actlvlty of NoJe L 
Access L 
Parking Potential L 
Compatible Uses L 
Neighborhood Attitude L 
New Surroundin3 Land Develop•ent L 
Redevelopment Potential L 
Market Demand L 

Local Land Use Policies 

(9) 
Maryland II, 

BN Railroad 

St. Paul 
a.d.c./o./r. 
comm,/ree. 

H 
SE 

H (5 acres) 
H 
II 
H 
II 
II 

ti 

II 
H 
H 
II 
II 

H (5 acres) 
H 

(10) 
Earl & 
East 7th 

St. Paul 
aa;d.c/h.d.1. 
commercial 

H 
SE 

L 
L 
H 
II 
II 
H 

ti 
H 
L 
H 
H 
L 

II (2.J acres) 
L 

Zoning Incentives PUD. Cluster Developaent. high zoning densities 
Community Develop•ent Tools IRB. TIF, CDBG. Other 
Public/Private Packaging Hany;alwaye try to leverage public dollars 
Growth Stage Developed 
Official Growth Attitude Somewhat careful; neighborhoods have the responsibility 

Importance of LRT 
~Regional Policy Impact L 
Overall Potential Impact 0-11 1-H 14-L 

Rating/Co111111ente Low 
An undesirable 
location for a 
stop. Traffic 
through thh 
S.F. district 
would disrupt 
the neighborhood· 
and could easily 
be deferred to 
Maryland or 
Larpenteur stops. 

* Not included in total site rating 

Legend: l.d.r. • low density residential 
m.d.r. • medium density residential 
h.J.r. • high density residential 
l.d.c. • low density commercial 
m.d.c. • mediWIII density commercial 
h.d.c. • high density commercial 

Source: Hl~west Research Institute 

H L 
12-H l-H 0-L 5-11 5-H 5-L 

llh.h Hed!u111 
Phalen center Redevelopment 
is wtderdevelop- of small coimner-
ed. Additional cial bueinesaea 
med. density on the edge of a 
housing and large employ1111ent 
co111111ercial deve- center. 
lopment could 
occur. 

l.d.o. • low density office 
m.d.o. • mediwa density office 
h.d.o. • high density office 
l.d.i. • low density industrial 
m.d.i. • mediua density industrial 
h.d.i. • high density industrial 

(11) 
Arcade & 
BN Railroad 

St. Paul 
h.d.i. 
residential 

L 
SW/SE 

L 

L 
H 
H 
H 
H 

H 

L 
L 
H 
H 
L 
L 
L 

-· 

St. l'aul 

(12) 
Payne & 
Collins 
(Ted~sco) 
St. Paul 
a.d.r. 
residential 

L 
NW 

L (l.4 acres) 
H 
II 
H 
H 
L 

H 
H 
L 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 

Verv lm1: ,..-t .. nt 

II L 
1-11 6-H 8-L 2-11 9-H 4-L 

Low Hed!um 
Pri1'114rUy eer- Development of 
vice provided reeldential land 
to 1111ajor on NW quadrant. 
industries. 

(11) 
University & (14) 
Jackson St.(St.Paul Columbus & 
Ramser H~ap!~al) Cedar St. 
St. Paul St. Paul 
ofc/hospitul Capitol 
service service 

L L 
SU/NW SE 

H (J. 7 acres) I, 
H L 
H L 
H L 
II H 
H H 

H H 
H II 
H L 
H H 
H H 
L L 
L L 
L L 

II H 
2-11 9-H 4-L l-ll ~HI 9-t. 

Hedium Low 
Service to the Service to the 
hospital. Some Capitol complex. 
mJr and mdo develop- Under the planning~ 
ment under jurladic- zoning review of 
Uon of the CAAB. the Capitol area 

architectural 
board. (See also 
University align-
ment.) 
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& .BEAM AVE. 
mdc 32.1 ac/LRT 2.5 ac 
mdo 10 ac/LRT .2.2 ac 
m-hdr 42 ac/LRT 20 ac 
mdi 13 ac/LRT 

3.4 ac 

Northeast LRT Alignment 

LRT- Induced Development 1990- 2000 * 

LRT Induced 

m Non LRT Induced 

ii Shaded areas show only approxima~e 
loca~ions and percentages 
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NORTHWEST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 

(l) (2) 0) (4) ( 5) (6) (7) 
Bau I.eke Rd. & 
Brooklyn Blvd. 

55th Ave. , 
th:00U.1_n Bhd. 

50th Ave. i Lnkc lldve r. France Ave. ti. 

W. llrontlwar_ 
Lowry Ave. I, 2'H h /wr.. I, 

Drew U. Brondwn_y_ ___ 
----·· W. Bn,111,l_~•y ___ . ·•·- _ ~:_!lroa~l"'!•f. ____ . 

CHy 
Station Ar-P.a H11Jor land Uaee 
tRT l.und Use Impact 
UIT Induced Develop111ent 
Ha lor f)unJrant 

~evel?pobJe land 
VRc,mt B.nnd She 
Ease of Aaeeml,Jy 
Present Zoning AJlow111 Change 
Zoning I.and Uae Change Potential 
lnfnrntruc:ture 
Preparation Coat 

Attractiveness of Site 
Actl-;lt.y of Node 
Access 
Porklng PotPntJal 
Compatible U11ea 
Nel~hborhood Attitude 
New Surrounding Land Deve!op1111ent 
Redevelopment Potential 
Harket Demand 

local Land Uee Policies 
Zoning lncentlvem 
Community Development Tools 
ruhJtc/Private Packagin1 
Growth St:aRe 
OfUchl Growth Attitude 

Brooklyn Center 
sadc/ldr 
reeidenl:inl 

Ii 
NE 

II O acres) 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

Brooklyn Center 
lltdc/ldr 
commcrcinl 

H 
NW 

H (2.4 acres) 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 

H H 
H H 
H L 
II H 
H H 
H H 

H (2,l acres) H 
H L 

PUD 
CDOO 
None to date 
AiAoet fully developed 
favorable 

lh:ookl1_n Center 

Brooklyn Center 
111<.h· ,c, l 
reefdenthl 

II 
NW/S! 

ii (U-U acrell) 
II 
H 
H 
L 
L 

-----· 
H 
L 
II 
H 
H 
L 

II 08t acres) 
H 

Rol,b I nsdol e 
111<k/Bdr 
,:m11111crc: lol 

H 
SW 

-----.: 
ti 
II 
II 
II 
II 

H 
H 
I. 
II 
H 
1. 
II 
L 

Rolildnsd11le 
ldr 
rc,ddentfal 

1------

H 
HE 

1. ( l.4 acrr.n) 
H 

" H 
L 
I. 

H 
I. 
H 
L 
H 
H 
H 
I. 

--

. -----•-·--------

nm 
IRR, ·nf, CDW., Otlwr 
S11111e throt1Ali ll1e lmA 
fully devt•lored 

Robbinsdale 

ftobblmulaJe 
hosphnl/ltfr, r 
co111111erclnl 

•• 
NW 

I. 
H 
H 
H 
II 
II 

H 
H 
L 
H 
H 
L 

L (.5 nneR) 

____ I:_ ______ _ 

----------

_<;nutJQU _____________________________ _ 

Mlm1Pnpol In 
ldc/Jdr 
rraltlrntlnl 

" SW/S~ 

L 
•• 
•• 
ti 
II 
II 

ti 
H 
I, 
H 
ti 
I. 
II 
I, 

_tjlm1,:111ml_ls __ . -· 
Sre IW)(I: r:11:•·. 

"'Regional Polley Impact II H II 
J,,eo<tance of LRT I Ve,y 1..,0,tnnt 

OVeraH Pol:enthl Impact 9-H -H -L I 2-11 11-H 2-L 1~LJ-H 4-L --:.-~~~~-~--T:.~::._:~~~.rlT. 2-11 ,_,:• 6-L --~ --1-~:::J:':.·••L . 
Rat.l_~J_/Comme11t111 I llf.gh I Hedim111 ~~lu111 ____ l Hedlu111 -~ tiNli111111 __ , I.ow 

Proposed ch11n~ea of Vacant and under- Co-ercJnl 
elngle family to utilized light redevelopment 
service ,md retnH lntlustdal hnJ potent Joi west 
deveJop111cnt. on NW quodnmt. of Wt•11t llroo,.hrny. 

Vecant, commercial 
lnnd proposed for 
111 111111Jor office 
compJex and change 
of S.F. reoidentlal 
to service co111111er­
dal. 

ReRidnnl:lnl devcJnp-
111ent or 811:irr, Ina l 
lond 1111,I urulnr-­
ut 11 l~rd realdenlfn1 

Redevelopment or 
Rm:ill co1m1erctal 
pnrcelA ndJareut 
tu Lhc huapltal. 

• Hot included in total site rating 

Lege11d1 1.d.r, 
111.d.r. 
h.d.r. 
l.d.c. 
m.d.c. 
h.d.c. 

• low denalty reaidential 
• aedl11111 denaity residential 
• high deneity residential 
• low density co11111erct1111 
• 1111tedlW1 denalt7 co11r1etclal 
• high density colllfflercial 

Sources Midwest Research lnatitute 

l.d.o. 
11.d.o. 
h.d.o. 
1.d.1. 
1111.d.l. 
h.d.i. 

SE quadrant 
11otenttel for 
l11d11etrial 
retievelop111ent. 

• low density office 
• ■edlu111 density office 
~ hl3h density office 
.. lov density lnduatrld 
• aedlu• denait7 induRtrtal 
• high density Industrial 

property. 

th•,1 I 11111 

Re,levc> l1>p111e11I: o( 
ll1!ht c:0111me1"clol 
to 111<?tll11111 dr11nlty 
rrRlcle·nt lnl. 
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City 
St11t Ion Area tfojoir Land Use_l!I 
I.RT Land Use h1puct 
I.R'I' induced Devdopment 
Hajor Quad rant 

Dcvelopuble Lund 
Vncant I.and She 
E1111e of lls11en1hly 
Prcaent Zo11lng AJ lm11l1 Change 
Zoning Lnnd Use O11mgc Potential 
J11fr11Atr11ct11re 
Preparation Coat 

AttractlvencBs of Site 
ActlvJty of Hode 
AcC'ese 
P11rkl11g rotential 
Compntfble Uses 
Neighborhood Attitude 
Hew S11nou11di11g t.iinJ Develop1111ent 
Redevelnpme11t Potential 
tforket l>e111and 

Local Land Uee Policies 
Zoning lncentlvea 
Co11m111nlty l>eveJopment Tooia 
rubllc/rrlvnte Paclrnglng 
Growth Stage 
0frtchl Growth Attltucle 

J~.E~':.!.._!)f LRT 
Regional roJicy tmpnct 
~~ral) Potential I11111act 

Jlating/~_!llfflt!lll:S 

• Hot included in total site K&tlng 

NORTlfl~EST LRT STUDY ALIGNMENT: STATION NODE LAND USE IMPACTS 
(Continued) 

(8) 
Penn Ave. I, 
W. llro11dva.1_ 

tUnneapolt111 
ldr/ldc 
reuidential 

II 
SW/NW 

L 
L 
L 
H 
II 
II 

H 
II 
H 
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