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Regional vision 
A prosperous, equitable, and resilient region  

with abundant opportunities for all to  

live, work, play, and thrive. 
 
 

Regional core values 
Equity | Leadership | Accountability | Stewardship 
 

Regional goals 
Our region is equitable and inclusive 
Racial inequities and injustices experienced by historically marginalized communities have been 
eliminated; and all residents and newcomers feel welcome, included, and empowered. 

Our communities are healthy and safe 
All our region’s residents live healthy, productive, and rewarding lives with a sense of dignity and 
wellbeing. 

Our region is dynamic and resilient 
Our region meets the opportunities and challenges faced by our communities and economy including 
issues of choice, access, and affordability. 

We lead on addressing climate change 
We have mitigated greenhouse gas emissions and have adapted to ensure our communities and 
systems are resilient to climate impacts. 

We protect and restore natural systems 
We protect, integrate, and restore natural systems to protect habitat and ensure a high quality of life for 
the people of our region. 
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Overview 
This amendment to the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan (TPP) addresses changes to the Blue Line 
Extension project and adds the Gold Line Extension project to the fiscally constrained plan. Both 
projects meet the definition of regionally significant, as they are both transitways. The Blue Line 
Extension project received municipal consent to proceed with some changes to the alignment and 
number of stations compared to the 2050 TPP adopted in February 2025. With Gold Line Extension, 
the region sees an opportunity to improve transit service, travel times, and regional connectivity 
between the region’s two major downtowns. The project was developed based on input received 
through public engagement in the Rethinking I-94 process and Metro Transit’s Network Now plan for 
bus service. Adding this investment to the TPP would represent the first phase of improvements.  

Policy Basis 
The 2050 TPP establishes the region’s policies and plans that guide development of its transportation 
system toward achieving the region’s five overarching goals from the regional development guide, 
Imagine 2050. Many of these policies relate directly to the development of the region’s transitway 
projects including: 

• Imagine 2050 goals and objectives, 
• 2050 TPP policies and actions, and 
• 2050 TPP transitway advancement policy. 

Changes to transitway projects or new transitway projects in the TPP must meet these requirements 
and support these goals, objectives, policies, and actions.  

Imagine 2050 goals and objectives 
Both the Blue Line Extension and the Gold Line Extension are expected to contribute to advancing all 
of Imagine 2050’s long-range regional planning goals to some degree based on Met Council analysis, 
but particularly these goals: 

• We lead on addressing climate change 
• Our region is dynamic and resilient 
• Our region is equitable and inclusive  

Contribution to these goals will largely be through increasing the availability and quality of transit 
service in the region, thus increasing transit usage and reducing vehicle miles traveled and the impacts 
of private automobiles. Additionally, both projects will make high-quality, frequent transit service 
accessible to communities in the region with high rates of low-income households and households that 
do not have access to a private automobile. 

2050 Transportation Policy Plan policies and actions  
The 2050 TPP includes policies and actions organized by the Imagine 2050 goals, with many that 
relate to investment in the region’s transitway system. Adding both Blue Line Extension and Gold Line 
Extension projects significantly contributes to implementing the policies listed in Table 1 below. Please 
note, policies and actions are listed in the order shown in the TPP. 
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Table 1. 2050 Transportation Policy Plan policies related to projects 

Goal Policy 

Our region is equitable and 
inclusive 

6. Implement strategies against gentrification and displacement caused by 
transportation investments. 

Our region is dynamic and 
resilient 

19. Plan for, invest in, and implement a network of transitways to expand 
access to reliable, frequent, high-capacity, all-day transit services. 

Our region is dynamic and 
resilient 

22. Provide high-quality connections within and between modes of 
transportation. 

Our region is dynamic and 
resilient 

25. Provide transportation options and transit advantages on roadway corridors 
with delay and travel time reliability issues. 

We lead on addressing 
climate change 

31. Prioritize projects that reduce vehicle miles traveled through sustainable 
transportation options. 

Many other policies are also supported by implementing these projects, including: 

• Equity – Policies 4 and 7 
• Healthy & Safe – Policies 9, 12, 13, and 14 
• Dynamic & Resilient – Policies 18, 20, 25, and 28 
• Natural Systems – Policy 32. 

2050 Transportation Policy Plan transitway advancement policy 
The 2050 TPP Transit Investment Plan includes requirements for a transitway project to be considered 
for adoption into the plan. A transitway project’s originating local planning agency must demonstrate the 
project meets these requirements. Table 2 below lists the requirements and sections of this amendment 
or project documents that address each requirement. 

Table 2. 2050 Transportation Policy Plan transitway advancement policy requirements 

Requirement TPP amendment section addressing 
requirement 

Pages 

Document transitway type, alignment, station 
locations, and selection process 

Project Backgrounds 6-11 

Resolutions of support from affected 
communities 

Appendix A – Demonstration of Local Support 22 

Document fiscal constraint Effects on the Plan – Transportation finance 14-16 
Use robust public engagement involving affected 
communities and document feedback 

Project Backgrounds 6-11 
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Project Backgrounds 
METRO Blue Line Extension 
The METRO Blue Line light rail extension is proposed to add a high-capacity transit connection 
between downtown Minneapolis and the communities of North Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and 
Brooklyn Park. The current projected ridership of the extension is 12,000-13,700 daily rides. The 
proposed project would provide transit improvements in the highly traveled northwest area of the Twin 
Cities metropolitan area and a one-seat ride from Brooklyn Park to MSP International Airport and Mall 
of America. The Blue Line Extension will be part of an integrated system of transitways serving the 
region, including connections to METRO Green Line, bus rapid transit lines, existing bus service, and 
future transitways.  

The Blue Line Extension will provide an affordable and reliable transportation option for some of the 
region’s most diverse communities, better connecting people to the regional transit system, and 
opening new opportunities and key destinations for employment, education, healthcare, culture, 
recreation, and more. Light rail service in these communities will improve mobility and access to 
opportunities and destinations in communities with high numbers of households who don’t own a car 
and rely on transit to meet everyday needs. Service levels will be the same as the existing METRO 
Blue Line, which runs 12-minute frequency during the day on weekdays and weekends, with longer 
frequencies mornings and evenings. Metro Transit plans to increase the line’s service frequency to 
every 10 minutes before the implementation of the Blue Line Extension. The service will operate seven 
days a week.  

Anti-Displacement & Community Prosperity Efforts 
The Blue Line Extension project is coordinating with public and community partners to advance 
strategies to support local businesses and residents before, during, and after construction so the 
people in the corridor today benefit from the benefits light rail can help build in the places it serves. The 
Blue Line Extension project is one of many partners coordinating efforts to address concerns of 
displacement, while investing in the future of the people and communities in the corridor. State 
legislation passed in 2024 allocated $10 million to a new community-led Anti-Displacement Community 
Prosperity Program Board. With administrative support from Hennepin County, this group is advancing 
strategies separate from the Blue Line Extension project to prevent displacement and maximize 
investment and benefits of light rail for people and businesses in the corridor today. This community- 
and county-led work is separate from the Blue Line Extension capital project, but complementary to 
strategies to address project impacts being advanced in the Supplemental Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Coordination of anti-displacement and community prosperity activities across agencies and 
organizations is outlined in Hennepin County’s Coordinated Action Plan for Anti-Displacement1. 

Costs and Funding Sources 
The estimated total capital cost to build the extension is $3.2 billion and includes adding 13.4 miles of 
new light rail track and 13 new stations to the current METRO Blue Line light rail. This cost also 
includes procuring 35 new light rail vehicles and constructing a new operations and maintenance facility 
in Brooklyn Park. The revenues funding these costs are proposed to come from local and federal 
sources including county sales and use tax, county regional railroad funds, and the federal Capital 
Investment Grants (CIG) New Starts program. The Metropolitan Council is the project sponsor and 
grant applicant for the Blue Line Extension, working closely with agency partners, including Hennepin 

 

1 Coordinated Action Plan overview | Your Blue Line; https://yourblueline.org/coordinated-action-plan-overview  

https://yourblueline.org/coordinated-action-plan-overview
https://yourblueline.org/coordinated-action-plan-overview
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County, the cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal and Brooklyn Park, and MnDOT to deliver the 
project. 

Project Planning Process 
Hennepin County and the Met Council have studied the Blue Line Extension corridor previously in 
regional system studies, corridor studies, and site-specific studies. Many alignments and modes for the 
project have been considered and evaluated, including bus rapid transit (BRT) and commuter rail. The 
general light rail alignment between downtown Minneapolis and Brooklyn Park through North 
Minneapolis and nearby suburbs was developed through an alternatives analysis process (2010), 
followed by a scoping process (2012) and draft environmental impact statement (EIS) (2014)2. The 
draft EIS recommended light rail as the preferred mode rather than bus rapid transit because BRT was 
expected to have lower ridership, limited vehicle capacity, fewer passengers per revenue hour, and 
greater impact to general roadway traffic compared to light rail. On May 8, 2013, the Metropolitan 
Council formally adopted amendments to the 2030 TPP – the region’s long-range transportation plan – 
to include the Bottineau Transitway locally preferred alternative (LPA). This action concluded the LPA 
process following a public comment period and input from the Transportation Advisory Board (TAB). 

After several years of unsuccessful negotiations with a freight rail company that owns a portion of the 
original alignment, in August 2020, the Met Council and Hennepin County decided to advance the 
project without using freight rail right-of-way. The Met Council and Hennepin County took this 
opportunity to revisit and modify the 2016 alignment through a Route Modification Study3 with new 
goals, which included maintaining as much of the 2016 alignment as possible. Oak Grove Pkwy to 73rd 
Ave N in the City of Brooklyn Park avoided use of freight rail carrier rights-of-way, so this portion of the 
2016 alignment was maintained.  

The remaining portion of the 2016 alignment had several locations on freight rail right-of-way and 
required substantial analysis and coordination to identify and evaluate alternate alignments. The Met 
Council and its project partners considered four alternate routes for this section as part of the Route 
Modification Study. The route along N 10th Avenue to N Washington Avenue and then crossing I-94 at 
N 21st Avenue was ultimately recommended based on the project goals to meet CIG New Starts 
criteria, maintain the existing alignment as much as possible, and mitigate negative impacts, and based 
on community and stakeholder feedback because of the reduced property and business impacts. 
Through the study and input from area residents, businesses, and stakeholder agencies, Hennepin 
County Board and Metropolitan Council adopted a new route alignment on June 22, 2022. The project 
completed the municipal consent process for the new alignment in October of 2024. 

 

2 Blue Line Extension Supplemental Draft EIS - Metropolitan Council; https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-
Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Environmental/Supplemental-Draft-EIS.aspx  
3 Blue Line Extension Route Modification Report - Metropolitan Council; https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-
Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Route.aspx  

https://metcmn.sharepoint.com/sites/MTSPlanning2/Shared%20Documents/General/Transportation%20Policy%20Plan/2025%20-%20Amendment%201%20-%20Blue%20Line%20Extension%20&%20Gold%20Line%20Extension/Supplemental%20Draft%20EIS%20-%20Metropolitan%20Council
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Environmental/Supplemental-Draft-EIS.aspx
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Environmental/Supplemental-Draft-EIS.aspx
https://metcmn.sharepoint.com/sites/MTSPlanning2/Shared%20Documents/General/Transportation%20Policy%20Plan/2025%20-%20Amendment%201%20-%20Blue%20Line%20Extension%20&%20Gold%20Line%20Extension/Route%20Modification%20Report%20-%20Metropolitan%20Council
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Route.aspx
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Route.aspx
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Figure 1. Alternatives considered in the Route Modification Study 
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Public Engagement 
The project outreach team used the following principles and project commitments to lead the 
engagement process:  

• Honoring and building on previous robust community engagement 
• Tailoring engagement practices to meet the needs of the individual communities, ensuring 

corridor communities of all races, ethnicities, incomes, and abilities are engaged so all share in 
growth opportunities 

• Using community goals, priorities, and criteria for growth to inform decision-making, and  
• Adjusting strategies and approach as needed to ensure corridor communities are fully 

represented in engagement efforts.  

Since August 2020, the project team, along with the community engagement cohort, Cultivate Arts 
artists, Anti-Displacement Work Group, and committee members, have been guided by these principles 
while engaging with the Blue Line Extension corridor communities to identify a new community 
supported route. The collaboration with corridor communities has been done through a variety of 
engagement and communications activities including in-person and virtual community meetings, door 
knocking, attending community events, surveys, and presentations. The team held or attended 
929 events resulting in just under 40,000 points of contact with the public. As part of this outreach, the 
project contracted with cultural and community-based organizations and local artists to increase 
involvement and representation from all corridor communities. The team also conducted multiple 
surveys resulting in 7,153 responses, written comments, and comments on interactive maps. 

During the engagement process, key themes emerged4 mainly focusing on minimizing the impact on 
properties in developing communities. There were also discussions about the need for additional stops 
in communities that rely heavily on public transit and a strong emphasis on improving the connectivity 
between rail and bus services along the entire alignment. Another important aspect that was addressed 
is the implementation of a comprehensive anti-displacement program to mitigate negative effects 
beyond the limitations set by federal guidelines. Additionally, there were concerns raised regarding the 
potential impact on local businesses during the construction phase. 

Local Support 
Hennepin County and the Cities of Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal and Brooklyn Park have provided 
resolutions of support through the Municipal Consent process5. These resolutions are provided in 
Appendix A of this amendment. 

METRO Gold Line Extension 
The METRO Gold Line Extension will expand the 10-mile METRO Gold Line bus rapid transit route an 
additional 11 miles west of downtown St. Paul via I-94 with service connecting to downtown 
Minneapolis. The project will replace Metro Transit express bus Route 94 with Gold Line service, 
building on this route’s strong performance. In 2023, Route 94 provided 182,121 rides, or 22.3 rides per 
in-service hour on average. This was the highest annual ridership of any express bus route in the 
region in that year.  

The estimated capital costs for the extension are $25 million, including purchasing additional buses and 
building one new temporary BRT station at Snelling Ave in St. Paul and one new permanent BRT 

 

4 Blue Line Extension Engagement Reports and Comment Data - Metropolitan Council; https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-
Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Community-Engagement/Reports-and-Comments.aspx  
5 Blue Line Extension Municipal Consent - Metropolitan Council; https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-
Blue-Line-Extension/Design-Engineering/Municipal-Consent.aspx  

https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Community-Engagement/Reports-and-Comments.aspx
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Community-Engagement/Reports-and-Comments.aspx
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Community-Engagement/Reports-and-Comments.aspx
https://metcmn.sharepoint.com/sites/MTSPlanning2/Shared%20Documents/General/Transportation%20Policy%20Plan/2025%20-%20Amendment%201%20-%20Blue%20Line%20Extension%20&%20Gold%20Line%20Extension/Municipal%20Consent%20-%20Metropolitan%20Council
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Design-Engineering/Municipal-Consent.aspx
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Projects/Light-Rail-Projects/METRO-Blue-Line-Extension/Design-Engineering/Municipal-Consent.aspx
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station near US Bank Stadium in Minneapolis. The revenues for these costs are proposed to come from 
existing Metro Transit sources, such as bus preservation and bus stop funding, as well as expansion 
funds. The extension will use existing METRO C and D stations on 7th Street and 8th Street in 
downtown Minneapolis. The extension will provide the same level of service as the existing Gold Line, 
which includes 10-minute frequency on weekdays and 15-minute frequency on weekends, with lower 
frequencies during early hours and late evenings. The extension will operate seven days a week. 

When the extension is complete, the METRO Gold Line project will provide faster and more frequent 
connections for people across the region to two of the region’s largest job centers, housing options, and 
other key destinations in the I-94 corridor between Woodbury and downtown Minneapolis. This will also 
make the transit system more accessible and useful for many of the region’s residents, connecting 
them to more of the METRO system’s fast, frequent, all-day services.  

Project Planning Process 
The Rethinking I-94 Transit Study process analyzed the performance of bus service with seven station 
and lane configurations along I-94 between Hiawatha Ave/Highway 55 and Marion Street against a 
common set of measures. Station combinations included one, three, or five stops including 25th/27th 
Ave and Huron Blvd in Minneapolis, and Cretin Ave, Snelling Ave, and Dale St in St. Paul. Roadway 
lane configurations included a “No Build”, bus-only shoulders for 100% of the corridor, and managed 
lanes (E-ZPass) with transit.  

Figure 2. METRO Gold Line Extension alignment 
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Out of the seven configurations evaluated, the only option MnDOT recommended to advance for further 
study that did not involve substantial construction of managed or dedicated lanes was A.2, with express 
bus operating on 100% bus only shoulder with one stop at Snelling Ave. This option provides the 
greatest benefit combination for speed/reliability, ridership, access to destinations, and connectivity to 
other transit routes without constructing managed lanes and in-line transit stations. Implementing the 
proposed Gold Line Extension would allow the region to respond sooner to themes from public 
engagement in the Rethinking I-94 Transit Study and Metro Transit’s Network Now project of desiring 
improved service on this specific corridor while being able to adapt to future decisions regarding I-94’s 
lane configurations. Further public engagement during this process highlighted the desire for additional 
passenger amenities and investments at the I-94 and Snelling Ave bus stop. While this study area 
included the area east of downtown Minneapolis, utilizing existing transit investments in downtown 
Minneapolis on 7th Street and 8th Street is both pragmatic and the best use of transit infrastructure.  

While MnDOT’s Rethinking I-94 project is expected to select a preferred alternative for the roadway in 
2028 with an undetermined construction timeline afterward, the region is committed to implementing the 
METRO Gold Line Extension on this corridor sooner. Long-term implementation of the project will adapt 
to the alternative MnDOT selects for I-94. Metro Transit used the transit analysis in the Rethinking I-94 
project to evaluate potential options and propose an investment in the Gold Line Extension that best 
meets their agency plans, public engagement themes, and the corridor plans. The Gold Line Extension 
is consistent with the opportunity to invest in high-capacity transit in the Rethinking I-94 corridor as 
discussed in the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan and was proposed as a cost-effective solution to build 
on the investment in Gold Line and the combination of benefits described in the previous paragraph. 
The Gold Line Extension is an initial phase of implementing a METRO route on the corridor that will 
provide enhanced service and its associated benefits, while being flexible enough to adapt to any future 
highway investments from the Rethinking I-94 project.  

Public Engagement 
Metro Transit and MnDOT conducted engagement efforts for Network Now6 and the Rethinking I-94 
Transit Study. Both efforts heard a desire from respondents for faster, more reliable, frequent and 
convenient transit service during more weekday and weekend hours on this corridor. Through Metro 
Transit’s Network Now public engagement process, improvements to bus service in the Route 94 
corridor were proposed. Those improvements received support in public comments, including a 
prevailing theme that service should run throughout the day and that faster travel times were greatly 
desired.  

Local Support 
Resolutions of support are provided in Appendix A from all affected local governments including the 
City of St. Paul, City of Minneapolis, Hennepin County, and Ramsey County. Washington County also 
provided a resolution of support and MnDOT provided a letter of support for the project. 

 

6 Network Now Background Website; https://www.metrotransit.org/network-now-background  

https://www.metrotransit.org/network-now-background
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Updates to 2050 Transportation Policy Plan 
This amendment to the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan will include changes to the Transit Investment 
Plan chapter and Long-Range Capital Project Lists. 

Transit Investment Plan Chapter Changes 
Project Status Updates in Transitway Section 
Descriptions for the Blue Line Extension and Gold Line Extension are added or updated in the project 
status updates in the Transitway section of the Transit Investment Plan of the 2050 Transportation 
Policy Plan. Additionally, the West Broadway Modern Streetcar project description is removed as a 
result of comments received from Hennepin County and the City of Minneapolis based on the alignment 
selected for Blue Line Extension. 

Blue Line Extension 
This 13.4-mile METRO Blue Line Extension of light rail is proposed to add a high-capacity transit 
connection with 13 new stations between downtown Minneapolis to the communities of North 
Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park. The Hennepin County Board and Metropolitan 
Council adopted a new route alignment on June 22, 2022, following a Route Modification Study and 
input from project area residents, businesses, and stakeholder agencies. The project is in engineering 
and anticipates requesting a full-funding grant agreement when this phase is complete. 

Gold Line Extension 
This 11-mile METRO Gold Line Extension of bus rapid transit (BRT) service will extend the route west 
beyond downtown St. Paul with service to and through downtown Minneapolis. The METRO Gold Line 
BRT project opened March 22, 2025, operating on a 10-mile route of mostly dedicated bus lanes 
between downtown St. Paul and the Woodlane Park & Ride in Woodbury. The Gold Line Extension will 
build on the strength of the Route 94 express bus service that operates in the I-94 corridor. The project 
will build new BRT stations at Snelling Ave. in St. Paul and near U.S. Bank Stadium in Minneapolis and 
will use existing METRO C and D Line stations on 7th Street and 8th Street in downtown Minneapolis.  

Maps 
Changes to the Blue Line Extension, adding the Gold Line Extension, and showing the Gold Line as an 
existing transitway in the region will affect five maps including: 

• Transit Capital Levy District 
• Current Transit System by Mode 
• Current Transitway System 
• Transitway Expansion Investments  
• Park and Rides, Transit Centers, and Hubs 

These maps are shown in Appendix B.  

Long-Range Capital Project List Appendix Changes 
The information on Blue Line Extension is amended in the Long-Range Capital Project Appendix transit 
project list and the Gold Line Extension information is added as shown in Table 3 below. Estimated 
costs are year of expenditure dollars. 
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Table 3. Changes to long-range transit capital projects (year of expenditures dollars), 2025-2050 

Category  Route  Project Description  Estimated Cost* Timeframe  
Transitway 
System  

METRO Blue 
Line Extension  

13.4-mile light rail 
extension of the Blue 
Line with 13 new 
stations between 
Minneapolis and 
Brooklyn Park. 

$3,200,000,000 2025-2035 

Transitway 
System  

METRO Gold 
Line Extension  

10-mile bus rapid transit 
line extension with 2 
new stations at Snelling 
Ave and U.S. Bank 
Stadium. Five existing 
BRT stations will also 
be used in downtown 
Minneapolis on 7th St. 
and 8th St.  

$25,000,000 2025-2035 
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Effects on the Plan 
Transportation Finance 
Adopting the changes outlined in this TPP amendment will increase transit capital and operating 
spending in the fiscally constrained plan. Planned transit capital expenditures will increase by 
$1.7 billion due to changes to and updated cost estimates for Blue Line Extension. Gold Line Extension 
capital costs will be covered by existing Metro Transit sources and have no net impact on transit capital 
expenditures. Anticipated transit operating expenditures would be increased by a net amount of 
$456.8 million over the life of the plan with $68.9 million being covered by fares and advertising and the 
remaining $387.9 million anticipated to be covered by unallocated sales and use tax. 

Additional local capital expenditures for Blue Line Extension will be covered by Hennepin County 
sources, as the local project funding partner. Gold Line Extension capital costs will be covered by 
existing Metro Transit sources. Transit operations expenditures identified in the 2050 TPP already 
included costs for operating Blue Line Extension and Route 94. Expanded operating costs resulting 
from the changes included in this amendment can be covered by existing identified revenue sources in 
the 2050 TPP. 

Blue Line Extension 
Total capital costs for Blue Line Extension are estimated at $3.2 billion. This represents a roughly 
$1.7 billion increase from the estimate in the initial 2050 TPP Long-range Capital Project Lists. This 
increase is mainly due to economic and market pressures, impacting all major construction projects 
since the estimate for the previous route was produced, and substantial property acquisitions resulting 
from the modified route. Revenue sources identified in the 2050 TPP have adequate capacity to cover 
the local share for these additional capital costs. 

Capital Funding Sources 
The region previously assumed about 49% of project costs would be covered by federal FTA Capital 
Investment Grant (CIG) New Starts program funds. The Blue Line Extension project remains active in 
the CIG program’s engineering phase and was previously identified (July 2020) for $752.7 million of 
federal CIG funds, at 49% of the original project costs or 24% of the revised project costs.  

Recent FTA reporting (2021-present) does not identify a specific anticipated federal share of project 
capital costs. Based on the region’s history with CIG funding, this amendment assumes typical funding 
levels (49%) for this project from CIG funding at $1.57 billion. The remaining $1.63 billion (51%), would 
come from non-federal sources, specifically from Hennepin County sources including county sales & 
use tax and regional railroad authority property tax. If the federal CIG share varies from 49%, any 
difference in local share would be covered by non-federal sources according to state law7.  

 

7 2024 Minnesota Statutes 477.3999 Subd. 3. – Light Rail Transit Construction https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/473.3999.  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/473.3999
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Table 4. Blue Line Extension capital funding revenue sources through 2050 (in millions of dollars). 

Funding Source Original 
2050 TPP 

2050 TPP 
Amendment 

Change 

Revised 
Total 

Share Relationship to Funding 
Assumed in Adopted TPP       

FTA – CIG New 
Starts 

$753.02 $831.0 $1,584.0 49% Increase of $831 million to 
region from federal program 

Federal - other    $0.5  $0.5 <1% Allocated from existing source 
Hennepin County $533.6 $660.7 $1,194.3 37% Allocated from existing source 
Hennepin County 
Regional Railroad 
Authority 

$149.6 $174.8 $324.4 10% Allocated from existing source  

State general 
obligation bonds  

$1.0  $1.0 <1% Allocated from existing source 

State general 
fund 

$40.03  $40.0 1% Allocated from existing source 

Counties Transit 
Improvement 
Board 

$82.8  $82.8 3% Allocated from existing source 

Local (other)  $16.4  $16.4 <1% Allocated from existing source 
Total  $1,576.9 $1,666.5  $3,243.4   

Notes: 1) Original 2050 TPP category includes some funding that has already been spent. 2) New 
Starts funding would be available as of entry to New Starts Engineering. 3) $30M of state general funds 
were appropriated in 2023 and will be available to the project when the federal Full Funding Grant 
Agreement (FFGA) is reached. These funds are only authorized through June 30, 2027. 

Operations Funding  
Operating and maintenance costs for the first full year of Blue Line Extension operation in 2031 are 
estimated at $56.5 million. Total operations expenditures over the life of the 2050 TPP are estimated to 
be $1.6 billion, or about $76.9 million per year over 20 years in operation starting in December 2030. 
This is a net increase of $328.6 million over estimated operating expenditures in the 2050 TPP for Blue 
Line Extension. The source of these differences is a 74 percent increase in service hours due mainly to 
a higher assumed service frequency and a longer overall runtime resulting from two added stations and 
a slightly longer route. These costs are planned to be covered with revenues from fares, advertising, 
and regional sales and use tax. These revenue sources were already identified in the original 2050 
TPP. No additional revenues are expected to be needed. 

Table 5. Blue Line Extension operating funding revenue sources through 2050 

Funding Source 
Amount  

in millions of dollars 
Relationship to Funding 

Assumed in Adopted TPP 
Fare revenues & advertising $185.0 Allocated from existing source 
Regional transportation sales 
and use tax 

$1,376.1 Allocated from existing source 

Total $1,561.1  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/2024/0/Session+Law/Chapter/127/
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The allocation of regional transportation sales and use taxes to the Blue Line Extension operating costs 
results in a net reduction of $289.7 million from the remaining transit opportunity funds in comparison to 
the original 2050 Transportation Policy Plan.  

Gold Line Extension 
Total capital costs for Gold Line Extension are estimated at $25 million, which is a new capital cost 
being added to the fiscally constrained plan. This modest cost reflects the project using mostly existing 
transitway stations. Only two new stations (a total of four platforms) will be constructed in addition to 
9 new buses that will be acquired to maintain service frequency on the extended Gold Line.  

Capital Funding Sources 
This project is anticipated to be funded entirely out of existing local revenue sources that are already 
identified in the 2050 TPP and have adequate capacity for these additional capital costs.  

Table 6. Gold Line Extension capital funding revenue sources through 2050 

Funding source Amount in millions of dollars Relationship to funding 
assumed in adopted TPP 

Metro Transit Preservation TBD Allocated from existing source 
Metro Transit Expansion TBD Allocated from existing source 
Total  $25.0  

Operations Funding Sources 
Operating and maintenance costs for the first full year of Gold Line Extension operation in 2027 are 
estimated at $7.7 million. Total Gold Line Extension operations expenditures are estimated to be 
$256.4 million or about $11.1 million per year over 23 years in operation. This is a net increase of 
$128.2 million over the anticipated cost of operating Route 94 over the same period. The source of this 
increase is from essentially doubling service hours over Route 94. These costs are planned to be 
covered with revenues from fares, advertising, and regional sales and use tax. These revenue sources 
were already identified in the original 2050 TPP. No additional revenues are expected to be needed. 

Table 7. Gold Line Extension operating funding revenue sources through 2050 (in millions of dollars) 

Funding source Amount in 
millions of dollars 

Relationship to funding 
assumed in adopted TPP 

Fares & advertising 
revenue  

$60.9 Increase in existing revenue  

Regional transportation 
sales and use tax 

$195.5 Allocated from existing source 

Total  $256.4  

The allocation of regional transportation sales and use taxes to the Gold Line Extension operating costs 
results in a net reduction of $97.7 million from the remaining transit opportunity funds in comparison to 
the original 2050 Transportation Policy Plan.  

Equity and Environmental Justice 
To quantify the equity effects of amending the Blue Line Extension changes and Gold Line Extension 
project into the 2050 TPP fiscally constrained plan, Met Council staff re-analyzed access to destinations 
via transit analysis using the regional model for employment and community resources. This analysis 
compares the plan’s accessibility benefits for the entire region with the benefits to areas with higher 
percentages of people in poverty, people of color, and people with disabilities. Accessibility benefits are 
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estimated by analyzing the difference between accessibility under the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan 
investments (the Build scenario) and accessibility under a scenario in which no transportation 
investments are made after 2025 (referred to as a No Build scenario). In this case, accessibility is 
measured by how many jobs residents can reach on average in 30 minutes by automobile or in 45 
minutes by transit. 

Overall, modeling indicates that the amendment will have a positive effect on access to jobs for the 
entire region and for people with disabilities, people experiencing poverty, and people of color. Table 8 
summarizes the percent change in accessibility between these two scenarios for the entire region and 
for census tracts with percentages above the regional average for the three population groups. These 
population groups are mapped in Figure 3. Populations and existing transitways and Figure 4. 
Populations and 2050 transit investments on the following pages. 

Table 8. Percent change in average job accessibility between the no build and build scenarios 

Notes: 1) U.S. Census, 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, tract level, with Metropolitan Council forecasts and 
University of Minnesota Accessibility Observatory data 

The accessibility benefits for tracts with higher-than-average percentages of these three population 
groups match the regional benefits for travel by auto. For transit, the percent changes are slightly 
higher for people in poverty and people of color. As a note, these groups of census tracts have access 
to higher average overall numbers of jobs as a baseline when compared to the rest of the region, likely 
due to generally higher overall development densities and levels of transit service. 

The following two figures identify the populations of color, people with disabilities, and low-income 
residents in the region, along with the existing transitways and bus routes and planned transitways. 

Mode Regional People with 
disabilities 

People in poverty People of color 

Auto 2% 2% 2% 2% 
Transit 14% 14% 17% 16% 
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Figure 3. Populations and existing transitways 
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Figure 4. Populations and 2050 transit investments 
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Performance Outcomes 
As part of the 2050 TPP process, the region set objectives for its transportation system, beyond 
required federal performance measures, that align with its five policy goals. Met Council staff modeled 
the performance of the transportation system based on these metrics to see how projects proposed in 
the plan would benefit the region. This modeling was re-run, incorporating changes to Blue Line 
Extension and adding in Gold Line Extension as described in this amendment. Table 9 depicts the 
updated outcomes of performance measures that are directly impacted by the amendments to the Blue 
Line Extension Project and the Gold Line Extension project.  

These revised modeled outcomes also include updates to the 2050 socioeconomic forecasts (based on 
comment received during public review of Imagine 2050) and revisions to the forecast model. The 
performance outcomes, and the relative changes between each scenario, are largely similar to the 
performance outcomes in the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan. This is likely due the fact that Blue Line 
Extension was already in the build scenario with a slightly different route and Route 94, which would be 
replaced by Gold Line Extension, was also already in the model. Both of these projects represent 
incremental changes to transit service included in the original 2050 TPP fiscally constrained plan. 

Table 9. Modeled 2050 performance outcomes 

Performance measure 2025 base 2050 no-build 2050 planned 
investments 

Average Job Accessibility by Car 
(within 30 minutes) 

1,295,387 1,051,005  1,070,917 

Average Job Accessibility by 
Transit (within 45 minutes) 

 38,446 49,215 56,052 

Drive Alone Mode Share of All 
Regional Trips  

49.4% 49.5% 49.4% 

Drive/Rode with Others Mode 
Share of All Regional Trips  

37.1% 35.7% 35.7% 

Took Transit Mode Share of All 
Regional Trips  

2.8% 3.1% 3.2% 

Walked Mode Share of All 
Regional Trips 

9% 10% 10% 

Bicycled Mode Share of All 
Regional Trips 

1.2% 1.3% 1.3% 

Other Mode Share of All Regional 
Trips 

0.6% 0.6% 10.6% 

Median weekday delay per 
traveler (in minutes) 

9:47 10:58 10:53 

Vehicle miles traveled per capita 22.6 21.9 22.0 

Met Council staff also re-analyzed on-road source emissions and greenhouse gas emissions based on 
the amendment changes. These modeled outcomes are also similar to the results from the original 
2050 Transportation Policy Plan. Detailed results are shown in Table 10.  
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Table 10. On-road mobile source emissions (in units of pounds) 

Performance measure  Base year 2050 no-
build 

2050 
planned 

investment
s 

% change 
base/no 

build 

% change no 
build/ 

planned 
investments 

Particulate matter – 2.5  1,125  579 580 -48% 0.19% 
Particulate matter – 10  1,256  654 655 -48% 0.19% 
Carbon monoxide (CO) 684,830 274,326 274,790 -60% 0.17% 
Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)  4,291 1,118 1,117 -74% 0.17% 
Sulfur dioxide (SO2)  296  217 217 -27% 0.07% 
Volatile organic compounds (VOC)  56,406  30,833 30,752 -45% -0.26% 
Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)  44,973  13,633 13,651 -70% 0.14% 
Greenhouse gas equivalents 65,156,523 47,871,884 47,903,776 -26% 0.07% 
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Appendix A – Demonstration of Local Support 
Blue Line Extension – Municipal Consent 
In September and October 2024, the cities of Brooklyn Park, Crystal, Robbinsdale, Minneapolis and 
Hennepin County voted to approve Preliminary Design Plans for the Blue Line Extension. Resolutions 
from each of these organizations is provided on the following pages. 

  



5.1A RESOLUTION 
Page 2   

 
RESOLUTION #2024- 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PHYSICAL DESIGN COMPONENT OF THE PRELIMINARY DESIGN 

PLANS FOR THE BLUE LINE EXTENSION LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT WITHIN THE CITY OF 
BROOKLYN PARK 

  
 
 WHEREAS, the Governor designated the Metropolitan Council (“Council”) as the responsible authority 
for the Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project (“Project”), which makes the Council responsible for 
planning, designing, acquiring, constructing and equipping the Project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Project is now in the preliminary design phase; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the design at this phase is approximately 30 percent complete; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 allows cities and counties along a proposed light rail 
route to provide input to the Council on the physical design components of the preliminary design plans; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on July 26, 2024, the Council submitted the physical design component of the preliminary 
design plans; and  
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings are then required, which the City of Brooklyn Park held on September 9, 
2024 and September 23, 2024; and 
 
 WHEREAS, within 45 days of notice and request by the Council for municipal consent, which was 
delivered on July 26, 2024, the City of Brooklyn Park must review and approve or disapprove the Plans for the 
route to be located in the City of Brooklyn Park; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 provides that a local unit of government that 
disapproves the plans shall describe specific amendments to the plans that, if adopted, would cause the local 
unit to withdraw its disapproval; and 
 
 WHEREAS, approval or disapproval by the City of Brooklyn Park is part of the statutory preliminary design 
process; and  
 
 WHEREAS, City staff has reviewed the Plans and has provided comments on these Plans; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Brooklyn Park will continue to work with the Council throughout the design and 
construction process; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Brooklyn Park desires that the Council and its staff continue to address and work 
with the City of Brooklyn Park staff to satisfactorily resolve issues including, but not limited to the following: 

- Continued work and funding for anti-displacement efforts to help existing businesses and residents 
remain in their location during and after the construction project 

- Enhanced and additional east/west bus routes to feed into the Metro Blue Line 
- An added “fouth leg” at the existing intersection of West Broadway Ave and TH 610 North Ramp to 

provide access to the west of West Broadway at this intersection 
- Expedited and priority construction of the of the realignment of West Broadway Ave and related local 

roads north of TH 610 to support strong development interest in this area 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Brooklyn Park that the City 
Council Finds, Determines, and Orders as Follows: 
 



1. The City of Brooklyn Park provides its municipal approval of the Plans pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 
Section 473.3994 consistent with the above.  

 
2. The City of Brooklyn Park staff is directed to submit the City of Brooklyn Park’s approval to the 

Metropolitan Council. 
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Item Description:
Approval of the physical design component of the preliminary design plans for the METRO Blue Line
Extension Light Rail Transit Project

WHEREAS:
WHEREAS, on July 26th, 2024, Hennepin County received the preliminary design plans for the
METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Project from the Metropolitan Council; and

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 requires that each statutory and home rule charter
city, county, and town in which a light rail transit route is proposed to be located shall hold a public
hearing on the physical design component of the preliminary design as submitted by the Metropolitan
Council, which hearing was held by Hennepin County on August 26, 2024; and

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 also requires that each statutory and home rule
charter city, county, and town in which a light rail transit route is proposed to be located shall review
and approve or disapprove the plans for the route to be located in the city, county, or town based on
the physical design component of the preliminary design plans; and

WHEREAS, the municipal approval requirement set forth in Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 is
based only on early review and input from local governments in the preliminary phases of the project,
recognizing that the project will continue to progress into detailed design and that final decisions will
then need to be made by the Metropolitan Council at a later date and after completion of necessary
environmental review;

Resolution:
BE IT RESOLVED, that after review of the physical design component of the preliminary design plans
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submitted by the Metropolitan Council on July 26th, and within the context required by Minnesota
Statutes Section 473.3994 at this preliminary stage, Hennepin County approves the physical design
component of the preliminary design plans.

Background:
Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994 provides a mechanism for local governments, including
counties, to provide early input on the physical design component of preliminary design plans for light
rail projects. The statute requires a public hearing and then action by each local government along
the route. If a local government has not acted within 45 days after the public hearing, that
government is deemed by statute to have given approval.

The Metropolitan Council, Hennepin County and the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority
held a joint public hearing on August 26th, 2024, for the physical design component of the preliminary
design plans for the METRO Blue Line Extension Light Rail Transit Project (1005877 - HC TSUT
Bottineau LRT Capital).

This resolution would provide Hennepin County’s approval of the physical design component of these
preliminary design plans, pursuant to Section 473.3994.

Impact/Outcomes: This action supports the county’s disparity reduction efforts by investing in
transportation infrastructure that reduces climate impacts and gives people transportation choices to
access housing, jobs, schools, medical facilities, and recreational areas.

Recommendation from County Administrator: Recommend Approval
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Member Wagner moved and Member Parisian seconded a motion that the following resolution be read

and adopted this 1st day of October 2024. 

RESOLUTION NO. 8118

A RESOLUTION PROVIDING MUNICIPAL CONSENT FOR THE BLUE LINE LIGHT RAIL EXTENSION

WHEREAS, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Section 473.3994, the City of Robbinsdale ( the City) 
has the opportunity to review Preliminary (30% engineered) Physical Design Plans ( the Plans) for the Blue

Line Light Rail Extension Project ( the Project), and is required to hold a public hearing regarding those

Plans; and

WHEREAS, following the City' s review and the public hearing, the City is required to approve or
disapprove the Plans, also known as Municipal Consent; and

WHEREAS, the City held the public hearing on September 3, 2024, where members of the
community provided input regarding the Plans; and

WHEREAS, in addition to the public hearing, the City has gathered public input through public
meetings, email, an online survey, and an Open House on August 21, 2024, and has continued to
communicate questions, comments, and concerns with elected officials and staff from the Metropolitan
Council ( Met Council) and Hennepin County; and

WHEREAS, based on the City' s review and public input, the City identified several significant design
issues related to safety concerns for pedestrians and vehicles in the corridor and in the area of the parking
structure; traffic management and redirection; station design; and financial concerns; and

WHEREAS, discussions among the Project, the City, and Hennepin County have resulted in certain
commitments from the Project or Hennepin County, as applicable; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds these commitments to be sufficient for the Project to develop
into the next phase of design work and that the appropriate Municipal Consent action would be approval
based on these commitments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is generally supportive of the METRO Blue Line Extension Project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Robbinsdale, Minnesota, 
elects to APPROVE the Plans in accordance with Minnesota Statutes Section 473. 3994; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council approval of the Plans is based on the following
commitments made by the Project or Hennepin County, as follows: 

1. Overall Project Commitments: The Project has committed to resolving specific design issues, 
enumerated below, and as described in the September 25, 2024 letter from Interim Project
Director Nick Thompson, attached to this Resolution as EXHIBIT A. 

The Blue Line Extension Project commits to amending project design plans to

significantly enhance intersection design with robust pedestrian safety measures at
the intersections of West Broadway Avenue and 401h, 41', and 42" d Avenues. The
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Projects also commit to relocating the Downtown Robbinsdale Station from its
currently proposed location south of 401h Avenue to a new location north of 40th
Avenue These commitments will be reflected in 60% design plans. The pedestrian

safety measures include: 

Designing roadway for reduced speed of County Road 81 through Downtown
Robbinsdale. Recent studies show roadway speed is the main factor in

pedestrian safety. 

Protective pedestrian bollards and concrete curbs in the middle of the roadway
at 40th, 415t, 42na Avenues provide a physical barrier between vehicles and
pedestrians crossing County Road 81. 
Fencing between light rail tracks deters dangerous mid -block crossings. 
Enhancing traffic signals with visual and auditory crossing countdown timers. 
Pedestrian signal timing will allow for adequate ' walk' and flashing 'don' t walk' 
time for pedestrians to safely cross the entire width of County Road 81 in one
cycle. 

Wider 12- foot wide, hi -visibility crosswalks to more clearly delineate pedestrian
space and alert drivers to the potential presence of pedestrians. 

Enhanced pedestrian lighting levels. 
Narrow lane widths reduce the amount of time pedestrians are exposed to

oncoming vehicle traffic while crossing by and adding protective pedestrian
refuge spaces at either end of the station. 

Removal of 5 right turn lanes through Downtown Robbinsdale reduces vehicle - 

pedestrian conflict points. 

Enhancing pedestrian signage to alert turning vehicles to pedestrian presence. 

b. Relocation of the Downtown Robbinsdale Station North of 40th Avenue, for the
following reasons: 

i. Improved connections and access

ii. Reduced impacts to residential areas south of 401h
iii. Greater Opportunities for Redevelopment and Tax Base Growth

c. The Blue Line Extension Project commits that the Downtown Robbinsdale park -and - 
ride and transit center building will include no more than 290 public parking spaces. 
The Project further commits that all bus traffic ingress and egress will be restricted to
West Broadway, and all car ingress and egress will be restricted to Bottineau
Boulevard. The Project also commits to inclusion of a Metro Transit Police substation

within the park -and -ride. These commitments will be reflected in 60% design plans. 

d. The project will address concerns from North Memorial Hospital through the federal
environmental review process, with specific binding mitigation measures to be
included in the Supplemental Final Environmental Impact Statement. 

2
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e. The Blue Line Extension Project commits to designing and constructing station

platforms to be able to accommodate the potential future addition of turnstiles or
other barricade designs at a later date. These designs will be developed in
collaboration with the city through the station design process in 2025. 

2. The Blue Line Extension Project has committed to funding a city staff position to serve as a

project liaison during the pendency of the Project. 

3. The Blue Line Extension Project will support conversations between the City and Hennepin

County regarding the reconstruction of West Broadway outside the BLE project, as
appropriate and helpful. The City welcomes Hennepin County' s commitments to evaluate

West Broadway for longer -term reconstruction consideration

4. Other Project Commitments outside of the Preliminary Design Review as follows: 

a. Funding, resources and commitments to anti -displacement that are incorporated
within the scope of the Blue Line Extension Project itself will be distributed equitably

between cities according to the specific needs and impacts to residents and
businesses within each city. The Project' s specific anti -displacement commitments
will be determined through the federal environmental process and published in the

Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement in mid- 2025. 

b. The Blue Line Extension Project will work to develop an MOU specifically related to

the Downtown Robbinsdale Park -and -Ride. The Project previously committed to and
is incorporating a Metro Transit Police substation in design plans for the Park -and - 
Ride and Transit Center in Downtown Robbinsdale. Transit police are most effective

when they are actively patrolling station platforms and riding light rail vehicles. The
Project will continue to develop specific agreements and share staffing details for
the Robbinsdale Park -and -Ride and Transit Center as the project advances and as
Metro Transit continues to implement its Safety and Security Action Plan that was

previously shared with the City. 

c. The Blue Line Extension Project will share future outreach, engagement, and

communications plans as requested by the City of Robbinsdale as they are
developed. The Project is committed to providing robust and inclusive outreach and
communications to ensure all stakeholders are well informed regarding activity and

impacts of the project leading up to and during construction. The Project will work
with the City to continue to develop and refine current outreach and
communications efforts as the project advances. 

d. The Blue Line Extension Project will develop, in partnership with local emergency

response departments, a Safety and Security Management Plan before revenue
service begins. This document will detail strategies for organizing, controlling, and

3
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influencing safety and security throughout the design, construction, procurement, 
testing, activation and acceptance of the Blue Line Extension. It will outline specific
requirements to certify the Blue Line extension is safe and secure and will describe
how these requirements will be implemented and overseen, as well as the
management structure. 

e. Maintenance agreements will be developed with the City of Robbinsdale, Hennepin

County, and Metro Transit before revenue service begins. These agreement swill
cover a wide variety of maintenance issues, including snow removal and
management, landscape maintenance, traffic control devices operations and

maintenance, pedestrian and bicycle facilities maintenance and other roadway
elements. The project will jointly work with the county to amend existing
maintenance agreements, and develop a new agreement for maintenance of transit
facilities. 

f. The Project commits to a no -net -loss in vegetation near the Project, that all lighting

installed will use LEDs and meet Dark Sky compliance. The Project will also follow all
city and county ordinances and relevant plans related to practices that promote
sustainability. Specific landscaping and lighting plans will be developed
collaboratively with the City of Robbinsdale through Design Resolution Team
meetings. 

g. The Blue Line Extension Project is committed to continued study to address noise

impacts during construction and during LRT operations, following guidance from the
Federal Transit Administration regarding construction and operation noise. The
National Environmental Protection Act requires the Project to evaluate and identify
mitigation of noise and vibration impacts where required. The Project cannot

commit to any measures beyond or " regardless" of findings of the environmental
impact statement before the Supplemental Final Environmental Impact Statement is

published, which is expected to be mid- 2025. If after this document outlining
specific commitments to address noise impacts is published, the City of Robbinsdale
feels there remain unaddressed impacts, the Project will work with the City to

document those impacts and determine appropriate action, including options for
mitigation. 

h. The Blue Line Extension Project commits to reconstructing the 40th Avenue roadway

from County Road 81 to Hubbard Avenue North. 

i. The Blue Line Extension Project commits to cover all costs associated with required

public utility impacts and necessary improvements related to construction and
operations of the Blue Line extension. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution of approval is limited to the specific provisions of
Minnesota Statutes Section 473. 3994 and does limit or preclude the City from taking other actions within
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its authority to ensure that the Project is built, operated, and maintained in a manner that enhances the
quality of life for residents and businesses within the City of Robbinsdale. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL THIS 1ST DAY OF OCTOBER 2024. 

William ayor

J  

J

Chase Peterson- Etem, City Clerk
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Gold Line Extension – Resolutions of Support 
In spring of 2025 the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul, Hennepin County and Ramsey County voted to 
support the Gold Line Extension. In addition, Washington County provided a resolution of support for 
the project and MnDOT provided a letter of support. Resolutions or letters from each of these 
organizations is provided on the following pages. 
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Resolution No. 2025R-089 City of Minneapolis File No. 2025-00323

Author: Cashman Committee: Cl Public Hearing: None

Passage: Mar 27,2025 Publication: APR Q 5 2025

RECORD OF COUNCIL VOTE

COUNCIL MEMBER AYE NAY ABSTAIN ABSENT

Payne X

Chughtai X

Wonsley X

Rainville X

Vetaw X

Ellison X

Osman X

Cashman X

Jenkins X

Chavez X

Koski X

Chowdhury X

Palmisano X

MAYOR ACTION

'APPROVED □ VETOED

C  /MAYORS
APR 0 3 2025

DATE

Certified an official action ofthe City Council

ATTEST

Presented to Mayor: MAR 2 fl ?n?'i Received from Mayor:
APR 0 3 2025

Supporting the Gold Line BRT Extension from City of Saint Paul to City of Minneapolis.

Whereas, Gold Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line will open on March 22, 2025, as a mostly dedicated
transitway between Woodbury and downtown St. Paul; and

Whereas, Metropolitan Council, through the Metro Transit Capital Improvement Plan (CIP),
recommends Gold Line Extension, with services to and through downtown Minneapolis; and

Whereas, Metropolitan Council is in the process of amending the 2050 Transportation Policy Plan (TPP)
to add the Gold Line Extension; and



Whereas, Initial public outreach has been done through MnDOT Rethinking 94 study and Network Now
Study; and

Whereas, Public engagement will continue in 2025 to gather community input on station locations,
preliminary designs, project impacts, and ensuring the extension aligns with local needs and priorities;
and

Whereas, Transit priority improvements will be evaluated along the project route to ensure a fast and
reliable transit system; and

Whereas, A new BRT station will be evaluated at US Bank Stadium; and

Whereas, The Gold Line Extension project aligns with City policy goals outlined in the Transportation
Action Plan (TAP) including mode shift goals, VMT reduction, and GHG reductions;

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved by The City Council of The City of Minneapolis:

That the City of Minneapolis supports the Gold Line Extension and Metro Transit continuing with
community engagement, the development of preliminary and final plans, and right-of-way acquisition
necessary for the construction of the project.

Be It Further Resolved that this resolution adopted by the City of Minneapolis be forwarded to the
Metropolitan Council for their consideration.
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' !��&'�������;��C �D��A�E !!�'8�� �F"�������� C;�! G�'�H�;!��!IJKLMNOPPQRKJST�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�YZI�[\KMS]JQS�̂RQ_�KUM�̀JKa�Q̂�NbJSK�cbOL�KQ�KUM�̀JKa�Q̂�dJSSMbPQLJ]eYQWafg[Z[hNi�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�YO]�ZbPJW�IRbS]JK�jYZIk�LJSM�lJLL�QPMS�QS�dbRmU�nni�nonpi�b]�b�_bJSLa�WMWJmbKMWKRbS]JKlba�qMKlMMS�fQQWqORa�bSW�WQlSKQlS�NbJSK�cbOLi�]JTSĴJmbSKLa�J_PRQrJST�KRbS]JK�bmmM]]i�RMLJbqJLJKai�bSWR̂MsOMSma�̂QR�b�]MmKJQS�Q̂�KUM�[b]K�NJWM�Q̂�NbJSK�cbOLt�bSW�fg[Z[hNi�KUM�̀JKa�Q̂�NbJSK�cbOL�Ub]�PLbaMW�b�]JTSĴJmbSK�RQLM�JS�KUM�WMrMLQP_MSK�Q̂�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�bSW�Ub]UbW�b�RMPRM]MSKbKJrM�QS�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�̀QRRJWQR�dbSbTM_MSK�̀Q__JKKMM�jmORRMSKLa�̀QOSmJL_M_qMR�̀UMSJsObuQUS]QSk�]JSmM�KUM�̀Q__JKKMMv]�JSmMPKJQSi�bSW�KUM�̀QRRJWQR�dbSbTM_MSK�̀Q__JKKMM�j̀d̀ k�J]�_bWM�OP�Q̂MLMmKMW�Q̂̂JmJbL]�bSW�mQ__OSJKa�LMbWMR]�lUQ�KUM�̀UbJR�Q̂�KUM�dMKRQPQLJKbS�̀QOSmJL�bPPQJSK]�KQ�bWrJ]M�KUMdMKRQPQLJKbS�̀QOSmJLi�Zb_]Ma�̀QOSKa�bSW�fb]UJSTKQS�̀QOSKa�QS�KUM�WM]JTS�bSW�mQS]KROmKJQS�Q̂�KUM�VQLW�XJSMYZI�PRQwMmKt�bSW���fg[Z[hNi�KUM�̀JKa�Q̂�NbJSK�cbOLv]�̀Q_PRMUMS]JrM�cLbS�]UQl]�mLMbR�]OPPQRK�̂QR�J_PRQrMW�KRbS]JK�̂RMsOMSmabSW�mQrMRbTM�JS�NbJSK�cbOLi�lUJmU�lJLL�mQSKRJqOKM�KQ�b�KURJrJST�mJKa�lUMRM�mbR�QlSMR]UJP�J]�SQK�RMsOJRMW�KQ�_MMKWbJLa�SMMW]i�bSW�qQKU�KUM�̀Q_PRMUMS]JrM�cLbS�bSW�KUM�NbJSK�cbOL�̀LJ_bKM�hmKJQS�bSW�ZM]JLJMSmM�cLbS�]MKKbRTMK]�KQ�RMWOmM�rMUJmLM�_JLM]�KRbrMLMW�jxdIk�yoz�qa�noyo�KQ�UMLP�_MMK�KUM�̀JKav]�TQbL]�KQ�MLJ_JSbKMTRMMSUQO]M�Tb]�M_J]]JQS]t�bSW�fg[Z[hNi�KUM�dMKRQPQLJKbS�̀QOSmJL�Ub]�RMmQ__MSWMWi�KURQOTU�KUM�dMKRQ�IRbS]JK�̀bPJKbL�{_PRQrM_MSK�cLbSj̀{cki�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�[\KMS]JQSi�lJKU�]MRrJmM]�KQ�bSW�KURQOTU�WQlSKQlS�dJSSMbPQLJ]�bLQST�{SKMR]KbKM�|y�lJKU�b]KQP�bK�NSMLLJST�hrMSOMt�bSW�fg[Z[hNi�KUM�dMKRQPQLJKbS�̀QOSmJL�J]�JS�KUM�PRQmM]]�Q̂�b_MSWJST�KUM�IRbS]PQRKbKJQS�cQLJma�cLbS�jIcck�KQbWW�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�[\KMS]JQSt�bSW�fg[Z[hNi�JSJKJbL�POqLJm�QOKRMbmU�Ub]�qMMS�WQSM�KURQOTU�KUM�dS}~I�ZMKUJS�JST�{�|y�]KOWa�bSW�dMKRQIRbS]JKv]��MKlQR���Ql�NKOWat�bSW��~fi�Ig[Z[�~Z[�Y[�{I�Z[N~Xx[}�KUbK�KUM�NbJSK�cbOL�̀JKa�̀QOSmJL�]OPPQRK]�KUM�VQLW�XJSM�[\KMS]JQS�bSWdMKRQ�IRbS]JK�mQSKJSOJST�lJKU�KUM�WMrMLQP_MSK�Q̂�PRMLJ_JSbRa�bSW�̂JSbL�PLbS]�bSW�RJTUK�Q̂�lba�bmsOJ]JKJQSSMmM]]bRa�̂QR�KUM�mQS]KROmKJQS�Q̂�KUM�PRQwMmKe�Y[�{I���ZIg[Z�Z[N~Xx[}i�KUbK�KUM�NbJSK�cbOL�̀JKa�̀QOSmJL�lJLL�]MSW�KUJ]�bWQPKMW�RM]QLOKJQS�KQ�KUMdMKRQPQLJKbS�̀QOSmJL�̂QR�KUMJR�mQS]JWMRbKJQSe

�������
������������� ��������� �������� ����������� �������� ������������ ��������������������� ������ ��¡����
��������¢£¤ ¥�¦� §�̈�������������¢©¤















2025 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
 WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA RESOLUTION NO.   2025-052 

DATE May 13, 2025  DEPARTMENT Public Works 
MOTION 
BY COMMISSIONER Bigham  

SECONDED BY 
COMMISSIONER Miron 

 
 
 

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE GOLD LINE BUS RAPID TRANSIT EXTENSION FROM 
THE CITY OF SAINT PAUL TO THE CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS 

WHEREAS, the METRO Gold Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line opened on March 22, 2025, as a mostly 
dedicated transitway between Woodbury and downtown Saint Paul; and 

WHEREAS, Washington County has a significant investment in METRO Gold Line and is committed to its 
success; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council, through the Metro Transit Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), 
recommends the Gold Line Extension, with services to and through downtown Minneapolis; and 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council is in the process of amending the Transportation Policy Plan (TPP) to 
add the Gold Line Extension; and 

WHEREAS, as part of the MnDOT Rethinking I-94 and Metro Transit Network Now Study processes, public 
outreach has been conducted. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Washington County Board of Commissioners supports 
the Gold Line Extension and the continuance of Metro Transit’s development of preliminary and final plans, 
and right-of-way acquisition necessary for the construction of the project; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Washington County is supportive of returning to the pre-2007 I-94 
configuration which allowed buses to operate on shoulders continuously from downtown St. Paul to downtown 
Minneapolis; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Washington County requests that Metro Transit implement the changes in 
the Network Now plan that connect to METRO Gold Line in Washington County as soon as feasible, including 
routes 219 and 354. 

ATTEST: 
 
 
           COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 
 

             

 

 

                          COUNTY BOARD CHAIR 

MIRON 
KARWOSKI 
COX 
BIGHAM 
CLASEN 
 

 
  
YES 
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X  
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X  
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Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Metro District 
1500 West County Road B-2 
Roseville, MN 55113 
 
June 25, 2025 
 
 
Chair Jim Hovland 
Transportation Advisory Board  
Metropolitan Council 
 
Greetings, 
 
The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) supports the Metropolitan Council’s request to amend 
the Transportation Policy Plan (TPP) to address changes to the Blue Line Extension project and add the Gold Line 
Extension project to the fiscally constrained plan. The amendment for the Blue Line Extension project includes 
changes to the alignment and number of stations compared what is currently adopted in TPP. The addition of 
the Gold Line Extension to the TPP helps to improve transit service, travel times, and regional connectivity 
between the region’s two major downtowns of Saint Paul and Minneapolis.  
 
MnDOT affirms previous support for these projects in that they meet regional policy and goals, as well as 
MnDOT’s vision of a multimodal transportation system that maximizes the health of people, the environment 
and our economy. These transit improvements further MnDOT Goals to: 

• Promote a safety culture 
• Advance transportation equity 
• Champion sustainability actions 
• Maximize stewardship of resources 
• Foster a thriving workforce 

 
METRO Blue Line Extension 
 
The METRO Blue Line light rail extension is proposed to add a high-capacity transit connection between 
downtown Minneapolis and the communities of North Minneapolis, Robbinsdale, Crystal, and Brooklyn Park. 
The proposed project would provide transit improvements in the highly traveled northwest area of the Twin 
Cities metropolitan area and a one-seat ride from Brooklyn Park to MSP International Airport and Mall of 
America. The Blue Line Extension will be part of an integrated system of transitways serving the region, including 
connections to METRO Green Line, bus rapid transit lines, existing bus service, and future transitways.   
 
The Blue Line Extension will provide an affordable and reliable transportation option for some of the region’s 
most diverse communities, better connecting people to the regional transit system, and opening new 
opportunities and key destinations for employment, education, healthcare, culture, recreation, and more. Light 
rail service in these communities will improve mobility and access to opportunities and destinations in 
communities with high numbers of households who don’t own a car and rely on transit to meet everyday needs.  



Equal Opportunity Employer 

 

 
METRO Gold Line Extension 
 
The METRO Gold Line Extension will expand the 10-mile METRO Gold Line bus rapid transit route an additional 
11 miles west of downtown St. Paul via I-94 with service connecting to downtown Minneapolis. The project will 
replace Metro Transit express bus Route 94 with Gold Line service, building on this route’s strong performance. 
The Gold Line Extension was developed based on input received through public engagement in MnDOT’s 
Rethinking I-94 process and Metro Transit’s Network Now plan for bus service.  
 
When the extension is complete, the METRO Gold Line project will provide faster and more frequent 
connections for people across the region to two of the region’s largest job centers, housing options, and other 
key destinations in the I-94 corridor between Woodbury and downtown Minneapolis. This will also make the 
transit system more accessible and useful for many of the region’s residents, connecting them to more of the 
METRO system’s fast, frequent, all-day services.   
 
MnDOT is pleased to support these amendments to the TPP as well as partner with Metro Transit to deliver 
transitway projects with staffing and leadership support. Metro District’s Transit group and others work teams 
have been assisting Metro Transit for the past 20 years to delivery high quality transit improvements in the Twin 
Cities metropolitan area. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Khani Sahebjam, PE 
Metro District Engineer 
 
 
 
CC: Lesley Kandaras, General Manager, Metro Transit 
Charlie Zelle, Chair of the Metropolitan Council 
Nancy Daubenberger, Commissioner of Transportation 
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Appendix B – Updated Maps 
Figure 5. Map of the Transit Capital Levy District 
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Figure 6. Map of current transit system by mode 
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Figure 7. Map of current transitway system 
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Figure 8. Map of park and rides, transit centers, and hubs 
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Figure 9. Map of transitway expansion investments 

 

 

 



 

 

Policy Plan Contacts 
 
Bradley Bobbitt 
Senior Planner, Metropolitan Transportation Services 
 
Cole Hiniker 
Senior Manager, Multimodal Planning 
 
 
 

 
 
390 Robert Street North 
Saint Paul, MN 55101-1805 
 
651-602-1000 
TTY 651-291-0904 
public.info@metc.state.mn.us 
metrocouncil.org/imagine2050 
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