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Metropolitan Council’s Transportation Policy Plan (TPP)

Goal: Double Transit Ridership by 2030 through enhancing the
bus system and implementing a system of transitways.
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Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)- One that best meets the
Purpose and Need as documented in the Southwest Transitway
Purpose and Need Statement (Southwest Transitway Alternatives
Analysis (AA), chapter 3, 2006)

Purpose and Need Statement
(Southwest Transitway AA, 2006, accepted by HCRRA February 2007)

Improved Mobility;

Competitive, reliable transit options to attract choice riders and
serve transit dependents;

Improved reverse commute transit service.



Southwest Transitway Goals
Tier 1.
(1) Improve Mobility
(2) Provide a Cost-Effective/Efficient Travel Option

Tier 2:
(3) Protect the Environment
(4) Preserve the Quality of Life
(5) Support Economic Development



LPA Evaluation Measures Consistent with Federal Transit
Administration’s (FTA) New Starts Evaluation and the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Guidance.

Planning Compatibility
Performance

Other Factors

Critical Environmental Resources



LPA Evaluation Measures

Strongly Supports
Supports

Does Not Support



PLANNING COMPATIBILITY

Defined as consistency with land use and transportation plans

Metropolitan Land Planning Act (TPP, Hennepin County Transportation System
Plan (TSP), and local comprehensive plans)

Other plans



PLANNING COMPATIBILITY SUMMARY:

LRT 3A is compatible with land use and transportation plans
(MN Land Planning Act and others)

LRT 1A is considered incompatible with the Eden Prairie and
Minnetonka comprehensive plans

LRT 3C-1 (Nicollet Mall) is considered incompatible with the
Metropolitan Council’'s TPP & the Access Minneapolis Plan

LRT 3C-2 (11th/12t St.) is considered incompatible with the
Metropolitan Council’'s TPP & the Access Minneapolis Plan



PERFORMANCE — MOBILITY:

Accessibility is defined as the number of persons, households, and job within %2 mile
of the station locations

System Integration is defined as the ability of the alternative to integrate and function
as part of the regional LRT system

Transit Service defined as the transit improvement provided by the alternative to
reach the goal of doubling transit ridership by 2030

Transportation Capacity Impact is defined as changes to the transportation system
resulting from LRT implementation









PERFORMANCE - MOBILITY SUMMARY:

LRT 3A is fully integrated into the regional LRT system, provides for
enhanced transit service with relatively little duplication of bus service and
substantially increases the capacity of the overall transportation system

LRT 1A is fully integrated into the LRT system, but does not provide as
much enhanced transit service as LRT 3A and therefore only moderately
increases the capacity of the overall transportation system

LRT 3C-1 is not integrated into the transportation system, would likely
result in a high level of service duplication in Minneapolis and has
capacity impacts on the overall transportation system

LRT 3C-2 is fully integrated into the transportation system, would likely
result in a high level of service duplication and has capacity impacts on
the overall transportation system



PERFORMANCE — MOBILITY:

LRT ridership is defined as the average trips per day carried on the LRT
alternative

New riders are defined as new riders attracted to the transit system

Reverse commute are defined as home based work trips originating in
Minneapolis destined for jobs outside of Minneapolis

Travel time savings is defined as savings in time to people between areas
being served by alternative



CAPITAL AND OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE COSTS

Capital costs are defined as the one-time costs to construct the transitway,
including the guideway (ballast, track and catenary system), stations,
structures, right-of-way, engineering/design, administrative costs and
contingencies. Operating costs are the costs required to operate and
maintain the system.



IMPLEMENTATION FACTORS



CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE SCREENING:

Hazardous/Contaminated Properties — sites with known contamination
based on regulatory databases.

Geologic Conditions — assessment of soil stability, likely presence of
shallow groundwater, and need for significant excavation.

Natural Resources — include threatened or endangered species (T&E),
critical habitat for T&E species, vegetation restoration areas, and other
significant habitat resources.

Water Resources — include Waters of the U.S., wetlands, riparian areas,
and floodplains.

Noise & Vibration — screening-level assessment of potential noise and
vibration sensitive receptors.



























CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:

Section 106 Process (Historic Properties)

Agencies involved include FTA, Mn/DOT, State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO), Native American Tribes, Hennepin
County, Stakeholder Agencies

Determines presence of listed or eligible properties
Determines adverse effects

Determines appropriate mitigation

Programmatic Agreement



CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:

Section 4(f) Process
Only applies to DOT agencies

Agencies involved include FTA, Department of Interior, Mn/DOT, SHPO,
Hennepin County, Stakeholder Agencies

Identify 4(f) resources — parks, wildlife and waterfowl! refuges, recreation areas,
and historic property

Determine if the project will have an adverse effect (known as a “use” of the 4(f)
property)

Determine if there are no prudent and feasible alternatives

Take action to minimize harm






CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES SUMMARY:

LRT 1A and 3A have the fewest known environmental resources,
and present less environmental risk

LRT 3C-1 and 3C-2 have more known environmental resources, and
present greater environmental risk



NEXT STEPS



