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Why are they important?

Background

Further regional policy outcomes

Plan and implement regional policies at the local
level

Basis for land use policies and density expectations

Recognize diversity and commonality of
communities In the region

Guide growth in areas with urban infrastructure
Protect agricultural land and natural amenities
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Regional
Blueprint, 1996

Urban Core

Urban Area

lllustrative 2020 MUSA*
Urban Reserve

Rural Growth Centers
Permanent Agricultural Area
Permanent Rural Area

/\/ 2000 MUSA Boundary (as of 1995)
~*¢ 2040 Urban Reserve Boundary

* The official 2020 MUSA
will be determined by local
governments and the Council
as part of the 1997-98
Comprehensive Planning
process.
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Project Components

« |terative analysis
 Engagement

« Variable determination
« Developing proposals
« External feedback
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External Focus Group
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« City of Andover

East Bethel

« City of Bloomington
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Internal Focus Group

Land Use
« Transportation
* Regional Parks
 \Wastewater
« Surface Water
« Water Supply
* Transit
* Housing
« TOD
« Equity
 Research
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Project Timeline

Project Scoping

Project Kick-off
« CDC
 LUAC

Engagement

* Focus
Groups

* Metropolitan
Councill

« MAWSAC
 LUAC

Analysis

 Variable
Assessment

« Option
Development

Engagement

* Focus
Groups

« LUAC

Analysis

* Variable
Assessment

* Option
Refinement

.

Engagement

* Local
Governments
Comment
Period

* Focus Groups

* Regional

Planning

Advisory Group

* LUAC

Analysis

 Option
Refinement &
Recommen-
dation

» Designation
Descriptions

 Density
Evaluation

 LUAC
Recommen-
dation to
CDC

* Metropolitan
Councill
Consideration

« Ongoing
Refinement
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Proposed
Designations

1. Metropolitan Urban
Service Area (MUSA)

2. Age of the housing
stock

3. Intersection density

4. Planned residential
density

B Urban
" UrbanEdge

U Suburban
Suburban Edge

Rural Center
- Diversified Rural
Rural Residential

I Agricultural
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Next Steps

* Density Analysis
« Comparison of 2030 and 2040 density
requirements and outcomes

* Determine minimum density
requirements based on community
designation

* Determine minimum density
requirements around transit station
areas

 Land Use Policies
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Raya Esmaeili
Planning Analyst

raya.esmaeili@metc.state.mn.us
651.602.1616

Paul Hanson

GIS Coordinator
paul.hanson@metc.state.mn.us
651.602.1642
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