
 
 

Request for City Council Action 
From the Department of Public Works   

 
 
Date:  June 6, 2005 
To:   Honorable Sandra Colvin Roy, Chair Transportation & Public Works Committee  
 
 
Subject: Central Corridor 
  Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Comments 
 
 
Recommendation:  
Approve summary comments and final detailed comments on the Draft EIS for the Central 
Corridor and authorize the Public Works Department to resubmit them to the Ramsey County 
Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA). 
 
Previous Directives:  
• None 
 
Prepared by:  Donald Pflaum, Transportation Engineer 612-673-2129 
Approved by:  

             ___________________________________________ 
 Steve Kotke, P.E., Acting City Engineer/Director of Public Works 612-673-2129 

Presenters:    Donald Pflaum, Transportation Engineer 
  Jon Wertjes, Director of Traffic and Parking Services 
 
Permanent Review Committee (PRC) Approval _________ Not applicable         X____ 
 
Policy review Group (PRG)    Approval _________ Not applicable         X____ 
 
 

Financial Impact (Check those that apply) 
_X No financial impact - or - Action is within current department budget. 
        (If checked, go directly to Background/Supporting Information) 

 
        Action requires an appropriation increase to the Capital Budget  
 ___ Action requires an appropriation increase to the Operating Budget 
 ___ Action provides increased revenue for appropriation increase 
 ___ Action requires use of contingency or reserves 
 ___ Other financial impact (Explain): 
          

___Request provided to the Budget Office when provided to the Committee Coordinator 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Background/Supporting Information: 
The Central Corridor Project is now entering the Preliminary Engineering phase after 
successfully completing a detailed Alternatives Analysis, which determined that light rail along 
University Avenue is the preferred alignment.  As shown on the attached map, the Draft EIS 
includes site and associated public infrastructure improvements within the City of Minneapolis. 
In Minneapolis the light rail line would proceed along University Avenue to 29th Avenue SE 
along 4th Street SE to the University of Minnesota Campus.  The line would then proceed along 
Washington Avenue SE through the University of Minnesota Campus with a connection to the 
existing Hiawatha Line near the Metrodome.  Stations at 29th Avenue, Stadium Village, and the 
West Bank have been proposed as part of the line in addition to the four existing stations 
(Downtown East, Government Center, Nicollet Mall, and Warehouse) and one proposed station 
(Northstar intermodal).     
 
The Draft EIS is a document that identifies the project impacts and is used as a basis for future 
approval decisions.   On May 5, 2006 the Draft EIS was released for public comment, with 
comments due to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) by June 5, 2006.  
This short time frame did not allow City personnel sufficient time to present them through the 
normal City Council meeting cycle prior to the June 5 deadline.  As a result Public Works 
developed and submitted draft comments to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority 
(RCRRA) by the June 5, 2006 deadline.  The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority 
(RCRRA) agreed to receive the draft comments by the deadline with the understanding that the 
City of Minneapolis would prepare final comments and obtain City Council approvals.  City 
personnel from numerous departments reviewed the Draft EIS.  The draft comments submitted 
to the RCRRA are attached.   
 
In general the following comments summarize the City’s major points that either need to be 
addressed or fortify what has been proposed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS): 
 
• The City of Minneapolis strongly supports Light Rail Transit as the preferred mode choice.  

LRT is compared to a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) baseline, in which bus may provide a faster 
ride between Downtown Minneapolis and Downtown St. Paul, but does not provide the 
numerous community building and transportation mobility choices that LRT will create along 
the University Avenue corridor.  Furthermore, it is estimated that the busway alternative will 
be at or above capacity by 2020.  All comments below will focus on the LRT alternative. 

 
• There is community interest in fully reconstructing University Avenue, 4th Street SE, and 

Washington Avenue from building face to building face and including streetscape amenities, 
sidewalk improvements, and transit enhancements as part of the project.  The City of 
Minneapolis has been working closely with its partners to manage infrastructure 
improvements and is interested in further discussions on how best to address overall 
infrastructure needs.  It is very important that mature trees be preserved wherever possible if 
the entire roadway is reconstructed.     

 
• A detailed traffic and signal analysis must be performed for Downtown Minneapolis to 

ensure that the Central Corridor Line will not adversely impact the transportation grid.   
 
 
 
 



• The City of Minneapolis supports the tunnel near the U of M Campus. Further discussion 
and evaluation regarding the tunnel near the U of M Campus is needed.  A tunnel would 
better address traffic capacity needs and bus service needs along Washington Avenue SE.  
A tunnel would also provide an opportunity to improve the aesthetic characteristics of the 
corridor.  The affected Minneapolis neighborhood (Prospect Park) and business association 
(Stadium Village Commerce Association) also support the tunnel. 

 
• Minneapolis supports a location of the West Bank Station closer to 19th Avenue to equally 

serve the Cedar Riverside Neighborhood and to support businesses along Cedar Avenue in 
addition to the University of Minnesota West Bank Campus.  This station location should be 
further explored.  

 
• Minneapolis strongly supports the inclusion of the 29th Avenue SE Station as shown in the 

draft EIS.  This station will serve the Prospect Park Neighborhood and could potentially be a 
very popular station as the City of Minneapolis works with its partners to redevelop the 
University Research Park (SEMI) area.  

 
• Disruption to businesses along University Avenue and Washington Avenue must be 

minimized and mitigated, particularly through Stadium Village.   
 
• Placement of the Stadium Village Station and LRT alignment needs to be re-evaluated now 

that funding for the University of Minnesota Stadium has been approved by the legislature.  
The City of Minneapolis supports a station that provides convenient and safe access to both 
the new stadium and to Stadium Village.    

 
• Station area planning for all stations along the route needs to occur to encourage transit 

oriented development.  Better planning will result in more efficient land use zoning, which 
will result in higher ridership along the line.  

 
• Historic Station 19 needs to be protected and should not be disrupted as part of this project.      
 
• The City of Minneapolis supports the future construction of Granary Road through the SEMI 

redevelopment area.  The benefits of Granary Road connecting to the Pierce Butler and 
Phalen corridors in St. Paul need to be better recognized as mitigation measure to traffic 
operations limitations and challenges along University Avenue created by Central Corridor 
LRT.  The Granary corridor will provide operational and capacity relief to University Avenue 
and will provide a viable detour route as the project is constructed.  This corridor has been 
designated as an A-minor Augmenter by the Metropolitan Council and will eventually 
connect I-35W to I-35E.  An adjacent trail corridor will provide a direct regional connection 
between the Stone Arch Bridge and the Gateway Trail.   

 
• The City of Minneapolis reserves the right to make additional comments throughout the 

Preliminary Engineering process.     
 
Recommended Action: 
Approve the summary comments and final detailed comments on the Draft EIS and authorize 
the Public Works Department to resubmit them to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad 
Authority (RCRRA).      
 
 
 
 



Attachment 1 – Map of Central Corridor Area. 
Attachment 2 – Draft EIS Final Comments. (DEIS) 
Attachment 3 –Letter to Ramsey County transmitting the Draft Comments 

 
 
 
 
 
Cc:  Council Member Cam Gordon 
 Corey Conover, Attorney’s Office 
 Barb Sporlein, CPED 
 Mike Christensen, CPED 
 Gene Ranieri, IGR 
 Gayle Prest, Environmental Services 
 Jon Wertjes, Public Works 
 Rhonda Rae, Public Works 
 Paul Ogren, Public Works 
 Douglas Hordyk, Fire Department 
 



Attachment 1 

 


