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Introduction

The Central Corridor Funders Collaborative is a group of 13 grant-making organizations that are
investing in the Central Corridor of Minneapolis-Saint Paul. They are investing based on the belief that
the new light rail line offers an opportunity to “strengthen the regional economy and make adjacent
neighborhoods better places to live and work.” The Funders Collaborative envisions a Corridor that is a
place of opportunity for all, where residents and businesses thrive. The Funders Collaborative pursues
this vision by working with a variety of organizations, community groups, coalitions, and public
agencies to create and implement corridor-wide strategies. These strategies aim to ensure that
adjoining neighborhoods, residents, and businesses all share in the expected benefits resulting from
Light Rail Transit (LRT).

The Funders Collaborative promotes learning so decisions affecting the Corridor are informed and far-
sighted; builds shared solutions through the creation of corridor-wide strategies and goals; and invests
capital through the Catalyst Fund. Through these activities it seeks to achieve the following four
outcomes in the Central Corridor:

* Access to affordable housing

* Strong local economy

* Vibrant, transit-oriented places

* Effective coordination and collaboration

Tracking outcomes in the Corridor:

To assess progress on these outcomes, the Funders Collaborative has been working with Wilder
Research over the past two years to develop, report on, and update measures for the desired
outcomes. This report is the second report in what is now envisioned as a multi-year series tracking
change along the corridor, following up on the Baseline report one year ago. As was the case last year,
this report is complemented by a more concise “Central Corridor Tracker” that summarizes the more
detailed information contained in this report.

Notes on methods:

Work has included identifying key questions related to the outcomes; determining indicators and data
sources; gathering and analyzing data; and reporting results. Indicators were selected not only on their
“goodness of fit” with the outcomes, but also with attention to whether they are straightforward to
understand or interpret. Additionally, the data source for each indicator needed to be available for
small geographic areas (e.g., blocks, block groups, or census tracts) and updated on a relatively timely
basis, to meet the objective of tracking changes along the corridor. While the intention of this report is
to track changes in the same indicators over time, new data sources are continually being developed
and will be included in this report as appropriate; this has already occurred in this second version of
the report.
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More information on the indicators, including maps showing the areas included in the analysis, as well
as detailed tables and results of a stakeholder survey, are included in the Appendix. Throughout the
report the indicators are shown for each of three major “segments” of the Corridor: the West,
including downtown Minneapolis and the University of Minnesota Campus; the Middle, which runs on
University Avenue from the Midway area to Dale Street; and East, which includes the state capitol area
as well as downtown Saint Paul. In addition, most indicators also present comparable data for the cities
of Minneapolis and St. Paul combined. Note that while this report features the most recent data
available for each indicator, the dates vary somewhat from indicator to indicator. We refer to the data
reported in the 2010 document as “Baseline” and the data reported in this document as “Year 2.”
However, in some cases both Baseline and Year 2 measures are pre-construction and in other cases
they are not. Detail of the source-years, indicator by indicator, can be found in the Appendix.

The Funders Collaborative intends to continue working with Wilder Research for the next several years
to annually track and report on these measures as the construction goes forward, is eventually
completed, and when the light rail line is fully operating.

Central Corridor Funders Collaborative members

Annie E. Casey Foundation, Ford Foundation, F.R. Bigelow Foundation, John S. and James L. Knight
Foundation, Living Cities, Inc., McKnight Foundation, The Minneapolis Foundation, Northwest Area
Foundation, Otto Bremer Foundation, Jay and Rose Phillips Family Foundation of Minnesota, The Saint
Paul Foundation, Surdna Foundation, and Travelers Foundation.
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Access to affordable housing

Outcome: Mix of household incomes
Indicator: Share of households by income

Key Question: Are low-income people still able to live near the Central Corridor?

Share of households by income
Central Corridor and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Year 2

I Less than $10,000  $10,000-$29,999 1 $30,000-549,999  1$50,000-$99,999  © $100,000+

Minneapolis-St. Paul _

Share of households by income, by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2

¥ Less than $10,000  $10,000-$29,999 M $30,000-549,999 " $50,000-$99,999 ' $100,000+

East -

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-10 5-year estimates.
Note: Income adjusted to 2010 dollars. See appendix for comparisons with Baseline and data source explanations.

Overall Corridor:

* From Baseline to Year 2 there was no discernible change in the income distribution along the
Corridor.*

* Nearly half of all households in the Corridor earn less than $30,000 per year. Nearly 1in 5
households are extremely poor, with an income of less than $10,000 per year.

* At the same time, 14 percent of Corridor households make over $100,000 and 1 in 4 Corridor
households earn between $50,000 and $99,999 per year.

For methodological reasons it is highly unlikely that indicators relying on 5-year American Community Survey data will show change
at this early stage in the project. See the appendix for further explanation.
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* As compared to Minneapolis-St. Paul, the Corridor has a higher share of low- to moderate-income
households (households earning under $30,000 per year).

By Segment:

* From Baseline to Year 2 there was no discernible change in the income distribution among the
three segments of the corridor.

* In both the West and East segments of the Corridor, nearly half of households earn less than
$30,000 per year.

* At the same time, the West segment has the largest share of high income households; nearly 1in 5
(over 2,500 households) earns over $100,000 per year. This is contrasted with the East segment
where fewer than 1 in 10 (less than 1,000 households) earn at that level.

* The Middle segment has the smallest share of households earning less than $10,000 per year (13
percent).

* Each of the three segments has 27 percent of the households (1 in 4) who make between $10,000
and $29,999 per year (The poverty level for a family of four in 2010 was $22,314).

* The West segment is host to a relatively high percentage of very low income households as well as
high income households. (See appendix map for more detail.)
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Outcome: Housing with enduring affordability is available to current and future residents

Indicator: Average housing plus transportation costs as a percentage of household income

Key Question: Is it affordable to live in the Central Corridor?

Housing and transportation costs as a percentage of income for low-income
households*
Central Corridor and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Year 2

Central Corridor 41%

Minneapolis-St. o
Paul 47%

Housing and transportation costs as a percentage of income
for low-income households*, by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2

East 39%

Middle 45%

West 39%

Source: Housing + Transportation Affordability Index, online at htaindex.cnt.org. Center for Neighborhood Technology, Chicago, IL. (Data
available by block group and aggregated to census tracts.)

* Low-income households are those making 60 percent of area median income. Income is in 2009 dollars. Area median income relates to
the median for the nation as per CNT. Results reported in the figure assume an average household size of 2.59 people and 1.14
commuters. Median income in 2000 was 541,994 (553,187 in 2010 dollars) and was $51,425 in 2009 (552,288 in 2010 dollars).

Overall Corridor:

An H+T burden in excess of 45% is considered unaffordable. The cost of housing and transportation
of living in the Central Corridor is just below this threshold for the lower-income households,
indicating the Central Corridor has a higher degree of location efficiency as compared to the region.
For households in the Corridor who earn 60 percent or less of area median income (about $31,375
in 2010 dollars), the cost of housing and transportation averaged 41 percent of household income.
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* According to the H+T index, the Corridor can be considered an affordable place to live. However, it
is less affordable than it was at the Baseline measure. For the Baseline, housing and transportation
accounted for just 34 percent of household income along the Corridor; a few years later, those
same items now take up 41 percent of household income.

* The Corridor’s H+T cost increase follows those of Minneapolis-St. Paul, though the two cities are
more expensive than the Corridor as a whole or any of its segments.

By Segment:

* Though the Corridor is considered affordable even for low-income households, increasing costs for
housing and transportation are a reality throughout the Corridor; the West and Middle segments
experienced an increase of about 7 percentage points, while the East segment saw an increase of
13 percentage points.

* The Middle segment has the highest H+T cost of the three segments; it also has the highest share
of its income devoted to transportation (22 percent).
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Strong local economy

Outcome: Mix of businesses*®
Indicator: Percentage of businesses by industry type

Key Question: Does the Corridor provide a mix of services for residents?

Share of business establishments by industry
Central Corridor and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Year 2

Professional, scientific, and technical services 21%
0

Health care and social assistance

Other services (except public administration)

Retail trade 8%
()
© Minneapolis-St. Paul (n = 16,077)

Hotel, restaurant & food services “ Central Corridor (n = 6,071)

Finance and insurance

37%

All other industries 35%
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Share of business establishments by industry, by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2

Professional, scientific, and technical services

26%

Health care and social assistance

Other services (except public administration)

M East (n =1,269)
11% © Middle (n = 1,417)
M West (n = 3,385)

Retail trade

Hotel, restaurant & food services

Finance and insurance

All other industries 40%

Net change in business establishments by industry,
Central Corridor and Minneapolis -St. Paul, Baseline to Year 2

-4% Professional, scientific, and technical services

-5%

I Central Corridor . .
-4% Health care and social assistance

-4%

& Minneapolis-St. Paul

Other services (except public administration)
Retail trade
-11% Hotel, restaurant & food services

-12% Finance and insurance
-11%

All other industries
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Net change in business establishments by industry, by segment
By segment, Central Corridor, Baseline to Year 2

-4%
-4% Professional, scientific, and technical services
East 4%
Middle -2%
West -3% Health care and social assistance
-5%
-8%
-5% Other services (except public administration)
-5%
-8%
-11% Retail trade
-5%
-8%
-12% Hotel, restaurant & food services
-11%
-16%
-17% Finance and insurance
-11%
-6%
-8% All other industries
-8%

Source: Metropolitan Council summary of Minnesota Depaartment of Employment and Economic Development, Quarterly Census of
Employment and Wages, 2009-2010.

*Data by industry only shown for the six largest categories. See apppendix for additional notes and explantion.

Overall Corridor:

*  From Baseline to Year 2 the Central Corridor has had a net loss of businesses. However, these
losses appear to have less to do with the development of the light rail line than with the continued
sluggish economy, since the Corridor’s business losses largely mirror those of Twin Cities as a whole
and that given the timing (the data are pre-construction), very little of this could be due to
construction.

* Qverall, as compared to Minneapolis-St. Paul, the Corridor has a larger share of its establishments
in the professional, scientific and technical industry. Many of those establishments are located in
the two downtowns.

* The Central Corridor's establishment gains and losses for top industries follow closely the industry
trends of Minneapolis-St. Paul with losses ranging from 4 to 12 percent in the top six corridor
industries. As a share of total jobs in an industry, the Central Corridor took the largest hit in finance
and insurance (12 percent net loss; 79 establishments).

* Health care and social assistance had the smallest net loss in both Minneapolis-St. Paul and the
Central Corridor (net losses of 71 and 24 business establishments, respectively).

¢ Of all Minneapolis-St. Paul establishments in the top six industries, more than 1 in 3 is located in
the Central Corridor, reflecting how much of an economic hub the Central Corridor is for the two
cities.
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By Segment:

From Baseline to Year 2 all three segments of the Central Corridor suffered a similar net loss

(7 percent) of all establishments. However, in numeric terms, the West segment had the highest
net loss with more than 250 business establishments during the year.

More than 1 in 4 business establishments in the West segment is in the professional and technical
services industry (926 establishments—the highest number and share of any segment or single
industry).

At 17 percent of the total number of establishments in the Central Corridor, the Middle segment
has the highest share of jobs in the health care and social assistance industry (245 establishments).
It also has the smallest number and share of finance and insurance jobs as compared to the other
segments.

Of all segments and industries, finance and insurance business establishments in the West segment
lost the greatest number of establishments (48 establishments, 11 percent of all its Finance and
insurance establishments).
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Outcome:
Indicator:

Key Question:

Mix of businesses*®
Percentage of businesses by size (number of employees)

Does the Corridor provide a place for small businesses to thrive?

Business establishments by size
Central Corridor and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Year 2
M Fewerthan5 ®5to19 ®20to99 100t0249  W250t0999 ™ More than 999
00
Central Corridor 4%‘ 0.5%
Minneapolis- 0/I .
St.Paul 3 0.3%
1%
Business establishments by size, by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2
¥ Fewer than 5 E5t019 H20to99 100 to 249 M 250t0999
West 4%. 2%
Middle %l 1%
East 4%. 2%

Continued on next page
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Change in business establishments by size, by segment
Central Corridor, Baseline to Year 2

-12%
-5% 250to0 999
-5%
East -2%
Middle -3% 100 to 249
West -11%
-10%
-5% 20to 99
-4%
-21%
-21% 5to 19
-20%
3%
5% Fewer than 5

1%

Source: Metropolitan Council summary of Minnesota Department of Employment and Economic Development, Quarterly Census of
Employment and Wages, 2009 and 2010.

*Data by industry only shown for the six largest categories and suppressed at the segment-level for establishments with more than 999
employees. See appendix for additional notes and explanation.

Overall Corridor:

* From Baseline to Year 2, the Central Corridor saw losses of establishments of all sizes, with the
exception of a small gain in those with fewer than 5 employees.

* While the Central Corridor largely followed Minneapolis-St. Paul’s characteristics of industry
changes from the Baseline to Year 2, the Corridor losses do not follow in the same pattern for
establishment size. Minneapolis-St. Paul had a net loss in very small establishments (fewer than 5
employees), but the Corridor saw a net gain of 61 very small establishments. Among other
possibilities, this change could be a result of business establishments that were in the '5 to 19"
category for Baseline measure reducing employee numbers, so that in Year 2 they are accounted
for in the ‘Fewer than 5’ category by Year 2.

* Establishments that employ between 5 and 19 employees took the largest share of the total losses
in the Corridor with a net loss of 438 establishments (20 percent of all businesses that size;
Minneapolis-St. Paul lost 13 percent of similarly sized establishments).

* Small- to mid-size establishments have the strongest presence in the Corridor with 97 percent of all
establishments employing fewer than 100 people, including nearly half which employ fewer than 5
people.
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By Segment:

* Intotal, more than half of all establishments in the Central Corridor are in the West segment, which
includes much of downtown Minneapolis.

* With a net gain of 29 establishments from the Baseline to Year 2, very small businesses (fewer than
5 employees) in the Middle segment fared best as compared to any other segment or business size.
Half of that loss of businesses with 5-19 employees came from the West segment (net loss of 227
establishments).

* Each of the three segments has a similar breakdown of establishments by size, though the number
of large establishments is concentrated in the West Segment where 85 establishments have
between 250 and 999 employees.
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Outcome: New development brings opportunities for career-building and long-term
employment

Indicator: Percentage of Central Corridor LRT construction work hours performed by women
or minorities

Key Question: Are goals for inclusion of women and people of color in the workforce building the
LRT being met?

Share of CCLRT construction contracts' work hours
performed by women to-date,
By contractor, All contracts through December 2011

Walsh
PCL
Aldridge/Collisys 6% goal
Ames/McCrossan
Total
0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0%
Share of CCLRT construction contracts' work hours
performed by minorities to-date,
By contractor, All contracts through December 2011
Walsh
PCL
Aldridge/Collisys 18% goal
Ames/McCrossan
Total
0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0%

Source: Metropolitan Council
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Overall Corridor:

* The Minnesota Department of Human Rights has established a goal of 6 percent women and 18
percent minority representation in the workforce for Central Corridor LRT construction contracts,
based upon share of total work hours performed by each group.

* Summed across contractors to-date, female work participation (6.5 percent) has exceeded the goal
and minority workforce participation (17.7 percent) is nearly at the goal.

By Contractor:

* All contractors except for Aldridge/Collisys are at or near their stated goal for work participation by
females and minorities. It should be noted that the Aldridge/Collisys contract is only 15 percent
completed (in terms of dollars paid to contract).

* Thus far, Ames/McCrossan is the only to have exceeded the 6 percent requirement for female
hours worked and is currently at 7.6 percent; PCL and Walsh came in at exactly 6 percent.

* Regarding minority participation, all contractors except Aldridge/Collisys have met or are nearly
meeting the requirement for minority work hours.
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Outcome: New development brings business opportunities

Indicator: Percentage of Central Corridor LRT contracts paid to Disadvantaged Business

Enterprises (DBEs)

Key Question: Is the goal for contracting with DBEs in the design and construction of the LRT

being met?

Share of CCLRT contracts paid to disadvantaged business enterprises to-date,
By contractor, All contracts through December 2011
DMJM Harris (AECOM), (design) 17.9%
MnDOT (design)
Ames/McCrossan (construction)
Carl Bolander, (construction) Average goal*
15.5%
Graham (construction)
HDR (closed contract) 17.0%
PCL Construction
Walsh (construction)
All open and closed contracts 16.2%
0.00% 10.00% 20.00%

30.00%

Source: Metropolitan Council, Disadvantaged Business Enterprise report

Notes: Individual contractors are at varying stages of contract goals and timelines. Therefore, these percentages represent incomplete
information about the percentage of DBE dollars paid by each contractor, and should not be considered final performance. Individual
contractors have different goals for DBE payments. Carl Bolander, Walsh, Ames/McCrossan and MnDOT have 15 percent goals while HDR

and AECOM have 17 percent goals.

* All Central Corridor LRT contractors have a state goal for contract dollars paid to Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), although

goals differ slightly across contractors.
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Overall Corridor:

* Among all the contractors, Graham, HDR, and AECOM have met their goals for contracting with
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), while to date the Minnesota Department of
Transportation, Ames/McCrossan, Walsh, and Carl Bolander have not.

* On the whole, with over 50 percent of all the project’s amended-contracts having been paid, 16.2
percent of those payments have been to DBEs. This is above the average contract goal of 15.5
percent (contract goals are 15 or 17 percent, depending on the contract).
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Outcome: Minimal economic disruption from construction
Indicator: Street-level business change*

Key Question: What is the impact of construction on business openings and closings?

Street-Level Business Change (Feb — Dec 2011)

Feb-May-11 Jun-11 Jul-11 Aug-11  Sept-11 Oct-11 Nov-11 Dec-11 Cumulative
Openings 22 5 4 7 3 4 7 1 53
Closings -14 -4 -4 -2 -1 -8 -9 -6 -48
Relo_catlons Off 3 0 2 0 1 P P 0 8
Corridor
Net Gain/Loss of businesses along the Corridor: Feb 2011-Dec 2011 -3
Relocations 6 2 y y 0 3 0 2 15

within Corridor

Source: Metropolitan Council “Status Report on the Implementation of Mitigation Measures — CCLRT Construction —Related Business

Impacts,” May 2011 — October 2011 reports.

Overall Corridor:

* Overall, the Central Corridor’s street-level business saw the largest month-over month business
loss in November 2011 when 9 businesses closed. That same month, 7 new businesses opened in

the Corridor, which along with August 2011 is the largest month over month increase.

* Business openings and closings/relocations along the Corridor nearly cancel each other out (53 new

businesses opened, while 56 businesses closed or relocated off the Corridor).
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Outcome: Many residents living and working in the Corridor

Indicator: Percentage of low- and moderate-income* Corridor residents who work within a

commute-shed reachable within 45 minutes by public transit

Key Question: Does the Corridor light rail provide access to employment for low- and moderate-

income residents?

Share of employed low and moderate income residents who work in a 45
minute transit commute shed, by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2

East 46%
Middle 41%

West 53%

Source: Local Employment Dynamics, 2009. Commute-sheds prepared by Chen-Fu Liao, University of Minnesota’s Center for
Transportation Studies.

* “Low- and moderate-income” is defined as workers earning less than $3,333 per month in 2009 S (gross income of approximately
540,000 annually).

Overall Corridor:

* About 21,000 low- and moderate-income employed residents lived in the Central Corridor. Of
these, 62 percent worked in a transit commute-shed reachable within 60 minutes by transit (bus

and/or Central Corridor light rail once operating). These figures are virtually unchanged since the

Baseline measure, indicating that patterns of work and home changed very little over the year
(2008-2009).

* There was also very little change in any segment in the share of employed residents who have
access to their jobs within a smaller, 45 minute commute shed. It is notable that high-income
employed residents are more likely to work within a 45 minute commute shed (53 percent) than
their very low-income counterparts (45 percent).

* Both the West and Middle segments saw net increases in high-income employed residents, while

all segments had a net loss in low- to moderate-income employed residents from the Baseline to
Year 2. The East segment lost employed residents in every income level.

* Residents of the Middle segment who are in low- to moderate- income jobs are the least likely of
any segment to work within their 45-minute commute-shed (41 percent). The East segment is close
behind with less than half (46 percent) of low- and moderate- income residents able to reach their

place of employment within 45 minutes.
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Vibrant, transit-oriented places

Outcome: Increase in housing units and business addresses (density)
Indicator: Total number of occupied residential and commercial addresses*

Key Question: Are Central Corridor neighborhoods becoming more transit-oriented?

Average residential density (housing units/acre*)
Central Corridor and Minneapolis-St. Paul, Year 2

Minneapolis-St. Paul 6.0

Central Corridor 8.9

Average residential density (housing units/acre*), by segment
Central Corridor, Year 2

East 11.6
Middle 6.2
West 11.9

Residential density (by tract) |
Housing units/acre
|:| Under 5

[ s-10

P 10-15

M LI mi
00204 08 12 16
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Housing density

Central Minneapolis-
West Middle East Corridor St. Paul

Baseline (2010)

Total housing units 17,195 15,478 10,208 42,881 299,082

Housing units/acre 11.8 6.2 11.5 8.9 6.0
Year 2 (2011)

Residential units added in 2010 89 - 108 197 1,130

Total housing units 17,284 15,478 10,316 43,078 300,212

Housing units/acre 11.9 6.2 11.6 8.9 6.0

Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Housing Unit counts provides the baseline figure for housing units. Additional housing units for Year 2
figures are based on Metropolitan Council’s Residential Permit Survey, 2010. Demolitions and residential conversions are not reflected in

these numbers. Please see appendix for more information.
*Density refers to housing units per land acre as calculated using tract-level geography, aggregated to the segment.

Business density

Central Minneapolis-
West Middle East Corridor St. Paul

Baseline (2010)

Total business establishments 3,508 1,526 1,365 6,300 16,794

Business establishments/acre 1.5 0.6 0.9 1.0 0.2
Year 2 (2010)

Business establishment change -255 -109 -96 -460 -1,297

Total business establishments 3,253 1,417 1,269 5,840 15,497

Business establishments/acre 1.4 0.5 0.8 0.9 0.2
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R ( I /
Number of worksites, by tract (2010
\ :] No data available
o° & S Fewer than 150
R ]
" [ 151-300
o K
280 I 301-700
¢ _ R I 701-2500
g ¥ - Greater than 2,500

information

Overall Corridor:

* The Corridor added nearly 200 residential units from the Baseline to Year 2. In addition, there were
an additional 300 residential units near the U of M campus and extremely close (within one block)
of the Central Corridor boundaries, which are not reflected in the Corridor totals.

* From Baseline to Year 2 the Corridor lost some business density, due to the closure of several
establishments. A similar pattern metro-wide suggests that these losses were not related to the
light rail line.

* Overall, residential density in the Central Corridor is much higher than that of Minneapolis-St. Paul
(8 units versus 6 units per acre). Likewise, the density of businesses is higher along the Corridor.

* The Corridor added nearly 200 residential units from the Baseline to Year 2. In addition, there were
an additional 300 residential units near the U of M campus and extremely close (within one block)
of the Central Corridor boundaries.

By Segment:

* The West segment of the Corridor has the highest residential density with 11.9 units per acre;
much of this density is concentrated in the downtown area (see map). This is also true of the
density in the East segment.

* The Middle segment, the least dense of the Corridor segments, is still denser than Minneapolis-St.
Paul.

* These patterns follow for business density, with the Middle segment with the fewest business
establishments per acre.
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Outcome: Walk friendly

Indicator: Average Walk Score® in the Central Corridor compared to Lake Street in
Minneapolis and West 7th Street in Saint Paul*

Key Question: Are Central Corridor neighborhoods becoming more transit-oriented?

Average Walk Score®, by segment
Central Corridor, Baseline and Year 2
East
" Baseline
Middle M Year 2
West 88.7
Central Corridor
Change in Average Walk Score®, by segment
Central Corridor, Baseline and Year 2
East 2.3
Middle 0.7
West |[-10.2
Central Corridor -3.7
-12.0 -7.0 -2.0 3.0 8.0
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Average Walk Score®
Comparison Corridors, Baseline and Year 2

57.9
West 7th 59.8
Baseline
Lake Street 816 85.7 Year 2
. 82.4
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Overall Corridor:

* The Central Corridor’s average Walk Score® is 78.8 out of a possible 100, about 4 points lower than
the year prior. While 78.8 points is considered “very walkable,” the decrease in the points awarded
indicates a decrease in accessibility. (Changes in the Walk Score® could be a result of a change in
amenities across the Corridor or, as Walk Score® is based on Google Maps information, a change in
the way Google maps classifies a particular establishment.)

* On average, all three segments are “very walkable” with the East segment the most walkable on
average. Within the West Segment, the highest ranking stations are Target Field and West Bank,
which receive a Walk Score® of 91, while the Prospect Park station has the lowest Walk Score® with
60 points. Prospect Park and the Westgate stations had the largest point change from the Baseline
to Year 2 with 20- and 14-point declines, respectively.

* Inthe Middle segment, the Snelling Avenue station lost the most points (11) and in the East segment,
the Capitol East station also lost 11 points, topping out Walk Score® changes for the segment.

Comparison to Central Corridor:

* The Lake Street