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“To be successful, the light rail line must not only improve mobility, but
must also serve as a catalyst to strengthen and enhance existing and future

neighborhoods, workforces and businesses along the line.”
Community Summit, March 7 & 8, 2009

Preface

The Community Summit on the Central Corridor Light Rail Project was convened as the Metro-
politan Council nears conclusion of Preliminary Engineering and the Environmental Review
Process. Although it will take at least another year of Final Engineering and negotiations with
the Federal Transit Administration, our Federal funding partner, before heavy construction be-
gins in the Fall of 2010, this is a “Milestone Moment” in the life of this project and the commu-

nities along the route.

This “Milestone Moment” finds many community members and small businesses uncertain
about how they will weather the impacts of LRT construction and the ultimate changes that the
Central Corridor line will bring to their families, communities, and businesses. Many of these
concerns have been expressed in numerous public meetings and hearings, written comments, or
in everyday conversations. Some concerns have been addressed; others have gone unanswered,
as governments, nonprofit organizations, foundations, the private sector, and neighbors search

for options and opportunities and locate resources for implementation.

Given these circumstances, community leaders felt it would be helpful to gather as one “corri-
dor community” to take stock of progress to-date on issues of concern to neighborhoods and
small businesses; to learn about solutions and strategies that are taking shape to address these
concerns; to identify who is taking action (organizations, governments, or community mem-

bers); and to identify the gaps that need to be filled.

Leaders also felt it would be helpful to explore creating a written agreement among the com-
munity members, governmental entities, businesses, and organizations to coordinate efforts and
hold everyone accountable. This yet unnamed agreement would have components that are le-
gally binding and may include other components that would coordinate disparate efforts so

they have greater and longer-term impacts on such pressing issues as gentrification or retention
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of an ethnically diverse community of small businesses. Most importantly, however, the
agreement would focus on the needs and interests of communities and small businesses along
or near the Central Corridor. To ensure this focus, we agreed it would be useful to come to-
gether to develop a joint Community Statement that expresses a comprehensive vision for the
corridor and agreement around overarching issues and concerns that must be addressed as this

massive infrastructure project moves forward and redevelopment occurs.

So, from a small meeting at the Community Stabilization Project offices on Selby Avenue, the
idea of a Community Summit began to take shape. The intent was not to use the gathering to
replicate, dismiss, or replace visions that have already been set or work already being done;
rather to use these visions and the work as a foundation that could be built upon and moved

forward in a comprehensive fashion.

Ten organizations formed the core team for planning the Community Summit. They included:
Alliance for Metropolitan Stability; Aurora St. Anthony Neighborhood Development Corpora-
tion; Community Stabilization Project; District Councils Collaborative of Saint Paul and Min-
neapolis; Got Voice, Got Power!; JUST Equity; Minnesota Project; MICAH; Transit for Livable
Communities; United Food and Commercial Workers Local 789; and Wm Mitchell Community
Development Clinic. Other organizations that provided ongoing support and feedback on ideas
and participated in the Summit included: Asian Economic Development Association, ISAIAH,
Jewish Community Action (for Sunday only), St. Paul NAACP, University Avenue Business As-
sociation, and University UNITED.

The Community Summit was approached in the spirit of cooperation and mutual respect. The
Community Statement that follows was crafted in the same vein from the voices of those who
participated in the Summit by attending, or submitted ideas in writing. We now invite you to
contribute to the Community Statement and to become actively involved in helping to shape the

future of your community and the Central Corridor.
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I. The Community Summit

and the Community Statement
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Section I. The Community Summit and Statement Overview

On March 7 & 8, 2009, 150 people gathered at a Community Summit to talk about the future of their
communities, families, and businesses and the proposed Central Corridor Light Rail line. The Commu-
nity Summit had two major goals:
*  Gather together to share visions, issues, and solutions so we can speak with a unified voice about
the future of our neighborhoods and business communities in the Central Corridor
*  Create a comprehensive Community Statement that could be used as the basis for a written
agreement(s) among governmental entities, community members, businesses, and organizations

to coordinate efforts and hold everyone accountable.

To the best of our knowledge, it is the first time that individuals, small businesses, Minneapolis and St.
Paul neighborhoods, and organizations have gathered together to take up the challenge of addressing
community, workforce, and small business concerns and solutions from a comprehensive point of view.
The desire is to create a living document that synthesizes and summarizes issues and concerns and begins

to identify solutions and resources for addressing them.

The Community Summit was approached in the spirit of cooperation and mutual respect. It was not in-
tended to replace or compete with previous planning initiatives or efforts designed to address known
concerns related to the LRT project. Rather, it was designed to pause and reflect on issues, old and new,
learn what it being done to address them, and to identify solutions and strategies that might fill gaps or
need new or renewed support for implementation. Ultimately, we desire all our communities — and the
diverse groups and small businesses in them — to be full participants in the decision-making process, to

survive the construction of the LRT, and to thrive after the line is in operation.
The Community Summit Process

Since this is the first Community Statement on the Central Corridor LRT Project and we want to gather
as much community input as possible, we have divided the process of writing the Statement into three

phases.

The first phase is the Community Summit, which was convened on March 7 and adjourned on March 8.
Working in small and large groups, Summit participants spent Saturday and Sunday discussing their
concerns, sharing ideas about solutions and who might be involved in taking action, reflecting on how
we, as individual communities and one large ‘corridor community’ can work together, and beginning to

identify Action Steps to move us forward.

Overview I-1
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The second phase of the process involves bringing the Community Statement Working Draft out to

community members, small businesses, organizations, and elected officials for additional comment and
input. Through this step, we seek to reach out to those residents and small businesses who weren’t able
to attend the Summit. We also hope to learn more from elected officials and others about strategies and
initiatives that Summit participants may not have known about in March of 2009 and to include them in

the Community Statement.

The third phase is the endorsement of the 2009 Community Statement on the Central Corridor Light Rail
Train line. It is our intention to reconvene the Community Summit for a half day in June to review and

endorse the final document and to propose a path for moving forward.

Community Summit Participants
Over 150 people attended the Community Summit on Saturday, March 7, 2009 and about 50 people at-
tended Sunday afternoon, March 8, 2009. Most of the people who attended on Sunday were also at the

Summit on Saturday.

According to our Sign-in Sheets, Saturday drew a more geographically diverse group of participants,
while Sunday’s participants tended to be mainly from St. Paul. Many participants indicated they were
associated with organizations such as MICAH, Unity Unitarian Church, Community Stabilization Project,
a St. Paul District Council or Minneapolis Neighborhood Association, Transit for Livable Communities,
or Aurora/St. Anthony Neighborhood Development Corporation. Elected officials or their representa-

tives were also in attendance and either actively contributed to the discussion or listened carefully.

We did not track demographic information about participants, but anecdotal information suggests solid
participation from the African-American community and a few participants from the Southeast Asian
community. Many of the African-American participants noted affiliation with Summit-University Plan-
ning Council, Community Stabilization Project, or Aurora/St. Anthony Neighborhood Development

Corporation.
The Community Statement

This document, the Community Statement Working Draft, launches the second phase in the Summit
process. It offers an overarching statement about the Central Corridor LRT project, summarizes commu-
nity issues and solutions brought forward at the March 2009 Community Summit, and poses a few ques-

tions to open discussion about how the Statement can be improved.

The Community Statement was written in three stages. On Saturday, recorders captured Summit discus-
sions as they unfolded and summarized each breakout session in three PowerPoint slides that followed

the same format and organization for all the sessions. Sunday’s notes were also captured and transferred
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to electronic files along with sticky notes, and flip chart notes from both sessions. These are available on-

line at www.dcc-stpaul-mpls.org.

Breakout leaders used these notes to write the sections you find in this draft. To the extent possible, we
followed the same format in all sections, but since each session took on its own individual character, you
will find variety among them. These sections also include written comments that were submitted before,

during, or after the Summit.

Finally, a Community Statement Summary was drafted using breakout leader write-ups. The Summary
also includes additional information that supplements discussions at the Summit and, hopefully, serves

as a bridge for ongoing discussions in different communities.

The Community Statement is organized to correspond to the Summit breakout sessions, which focused
on a range of issues related to the Central Corridor.

*  Community as Stakeholders

*  Equity Development and Affordable Housing

*  Environment and Sustainability

*  Neighborhood Livability

* Transportation Equity

*  Small Business Mitigation

*  Workforce Development and Minority and Women Contracting

The Community Statement Summary provides a synopsis of the discussions around each of these issues,
with potential solutions, and some questions to open discussion. The first section of the report describes
the Summit in greater depth and presents a draft comprehensive vision, guiding principles for address-
ing community concerns, issues that surfaced frequently, and potential solutions that seemed most
promising. The second section provides a full summary of the issues and discussion. The final section of
the Statement — Learnings and Recommendations for Action -- will be written after we receive more input

from the community.

Next Steps

*  Summit planners will be taking this document into the community for discussion and as the fo-
cus of conversation circles.

* Individuals and organizations are invited to provide more comments.

* Beginning June 1, Summit planners will synthesize comments and prepare the final draft of the

Community Statement.

Overview I-3



Working Draft 4/28/2009



Working Draft 4/28/2009

II. Discussion Summaries of Issues and

Potential Solutions
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Section A.

Community as Stakeholders

Breakout Leaders:

Metric Giles, Community Stabilization Project

Dennis Presley, Sr.
Got Voice, Got Power! and
Aurora Saint Anthony Neighborhood Development

Corporation
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Section A. Community As Stakeholders

Mission Statement

The mission of this group is to empower community members in the corridor to create a plan
that involves citizen input, and to achieve a process in which community voices are heard and
respected in the design, construction and operation of the Light Rail project, so that the mistakes
of the past are avoided in building the light rail.

Demographics: The group was very diverse, and included local senior residents, suburban resi-
dents, a volunteer at the local library concerned about equitable benefits for the community, the
minister at Unity Church in Saint Paul, a resident concerned about non-English speaking resi-
dents, local residents (new & 25-year), property / business owners, college students concerned
about the inconvenience of the stop locations, a representative from the CapitolRiver District
Council & the Saint Paul Planning Commission, a documenter /historian from the Central Cor-
ridor, volunteers and staff from an array of community organizations, residents of Minneapolis,
and elected officials in the capacity of community residents.

Vision Statement:
A comprehensive vision is pending the completion of the Asset Mapping Process. This would
involve collecting data (vital issues) that reflects valid input from the community.

Issues:

A wide range of issues were discussed, including the three missing stops (access); parking ac-
commodations; mitigation for small businesses and property owners (taxes); maintaining diver-
sity; and the impact on citizens and young people riding buses to schools and to alternative
adult programs. Other concerns were the need for language to be transparent and understand-
able to all groups, and the larger issue of the absence of meaningful community involvement in
the planning of the LRT.

Additional Concerns: People are frustrated and afraid their voices will not be heard. They feel
disenfranchised and doubtful that they will benefit from the project, either through improved
transportation access or economic development. Participants do not think the Metropolitan
Council has captured the diverse aspects of the community in the surveys that were done.

Potential Solutions and Actions:

Community Engagement: As a result of the community’s concerns that the Met Council’s sur-
veys are not complete, we propose to undertake an “asset mapping” community engagement
process to collect the full diversity of voices that reflect valid input from the community. To
begin this process, the group requests that the Met Council share the data/polls/surveys they
have collected for businesses and residents that will be impacted by the light rail.

Accountability: Create an agreement spanning overarching community goals.
Youth: Engage youth by using different mediums and modern technology.

Politicians: Engage politicians in Community Summits, and inform them of community issues
when they introduce legislative changes.

Community as Stakeholders A-1
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Culturally Diverse and Otherwise Challenged Residents: Reach out to culturally diverse com-
munities using interpreters when needed.

Next Steps:

Community Engagement by implementing “Asset Mapping” process:

e Step 1: Organizers proactively interview citizens to develop an “asset map”, including differ-
ent languages and cultures to create a credible community voice.

* Step 2: Identify the Asset Mapping project scope: planners v. diverse community (those who
have power & those who have interests). Who are the stakeholders we want to engage?

* Step 3: Communication: E-mail, media-newspapers (ethnic, neighborhood, alternative print
papers); online presence (Facebook, blogs); billboards, broadcast (MPR), lobbying legislators.

* Step 4: Sustention: We are committed to exploring a range of methods to constantly sustain
pressure at each decision-making level, to empower the community voice through public ac-
tion, and to hold decision-makers accountable.

Power Structure:
We need to understand the power structure to be effective. Who, When , What, Where and
How do we contact decision-makers?

Accountability:
We will continue working to ensure that the entire planning process for Central Corridor is as

transparent as possible. This will allow people to see how the process is working and to deter-
mine who is responsible for what. We intend to hold all decision makers accountable (i.e. Met
Council, State representatives, City, County). Where possible, we will use the power of the
ballot as leverage.

We expect to be a part of the decision-making processes about the project and to be represented
at each stage and different levels of decision-making. We are requesting that the Met Council
provide a timeline of the decision-making process, and that they verify the planning they say
they have completed. We also intend to partner with elected officials and other stakeholders to
add diverse, inclusive power to the group (steering committee) with a goal of creating a yet un-
named agreement that will provide accountability, responsibility, and consequences for the
Central Corridor.

Community as Stakeholders A-2
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Potential Solutions

Community
Engagement

Maintaining
Transparency

Empowering
the Commu-
nity

Holding Offi-
cials Account-
able

Undertake an “Asset
Mapping” community en-
gagement process to col-
lect authentic input from
diverse populations

X

X

Identify stakeholders —
those who have power and
those who have interests
in the Central Corridor

Reach out to culturally di-
verse communities, using
interpreters when needed

Be proactive in advocating
for equal benefits for eth-
nically diverse neighbor-
hoods, to avoid repeating
mistakes of I-94 in Rondo

Engage youth using a va-
riety of contemporary
communications tech-
niques such as Facebook,
Twitter, etc.

Pursue all opportunities
for meaningful community
involvement in decision-
making as LRT planning
moves forward

Work to ensure that the
LRT planning process is as
transparent as possible

Request that the Met
Council provide a time-
line for decision-making,
as well as regular updates
when changes occur

Ask the Met Council to
provide information in a
form that is understand-
able for non-technical
community members

Request information on
surveys conducted by the
Met Council

Sustain pressure to include
community voices in all
decision-making for the
project

Community as Stakeholders
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Potential Solutions

Community
Engagement

Maintaining
Transparency

Empowering
the Commu-
nity

Holding Offi-
cials Account-
able

Empower the community
voice through public ac-
tion

X

X

X

Create a Community
Benefits Agreement for
Central Corridor

Partner with elected offi-
cials to develop an agree-
ment spanning overarch-
ing community goals, in-
cluding funding for miti-
gation & small business
retention

Publicize community
events & actions using e-
mail, traditional & alter-
native news media, web
networking, neighborhood
papers, etc.

Community as Stakeholders
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Section B.
Equitable Development &
Affordable Housing

Breakout Leaders:
Veronica Burt, JUST Equity and
Aurora Saint Anthony Neighborhood Development

Corporation

John Slade, Metropolitan Interfaith Council
on Affordable Housing (MICAH)
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Section B. Equitable Development | Affordable housing

Priced out, bought out, put out?

Synopsis

This is a summary of the issues and solutions highlighted during the Equitable Develop-
ment/ Affordable Housing breakout session. Since that session we have determined that con-
cerns cluster around certain issues and themes. Many of the neighborhoods bordering Univer-
sity Avenue have had long histories of injustice. The gutting of Rondo by Interstate 94 continues
to reverberate in the community. Residents fear gentrification; that the turmoil of construction
and subsequent increased land values will force them out of their homes or businesses. The rail
line is both a physical and psychological barrier between neighborhoods. The general issue
categories we discuss here are:

* Increased land values will impact owners and renters
Speculators will change the neighborhood character
The existing affordable housing will need preservation
New construction will need affordable units and relocation must be just
A wide variety of ownership options and housing types will play a role
Historical injustices need addressing
The ‘freeway mentality’ encourages people to move through without stopping

Issue: Increased Land Value

Increases in land value due to the infrastructure investment in the light rail will impact renters
and homeowners alike. While the increase in value is real, it is not without drawbacks; in-
creased property taxes or increased city assessments could make people’s homes unaffordable.
Someone who could afford a $150,000 home might not be able to afford $250,000 worth of prop-
erty taxes. Renters will be vulnerable to rent increases, and both owners and renters on fixed
incomes will be in trouble.

Potential Solutions

* We need solutions for both tenants and homeowners. Among the suggestions we discussed:
Modify the property tax system so people can stay in their homes. There is a low-income
property tax assistance program at the State level that is underfunded; it could assist.

* Defer property tax increases until the sale of the property for homeowners and qualified
rental properties. Rental properties could participate in tax abatement strategies if they agree
to long-term affordability covenants. Retired people, people living on fixed incomes, and
people with low to moderate incomes should all qualify. Also, what constitutes a low or
moderate income in this neighborhood should be determined by city or neighborhood me-
dian income, not area median income.

* Mandate rent controls to help renters not get pushed out and/or work with landlords to
make sure they don’t increase rents.

Next Steps

Get an organized group together to push the issue of property taxes as well as the rental issue.
Both affect people who are getting crunched by increased land value. Use UACC data to sup-
port affordable housing. Look at TIF or other value capture to make it possible. This needs to be
done by organizing impacted people who are voters, and their allies.

Equitable Development | Affordable Housing B-1
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Issue: Speculation

Due to the economic downturn and the foreclosure crisis people are in hard economic positions,
which makes them more vulnerable to land speculators. The foreclosure crisis was rife with
predatory lending and outright fraud. What assurances do we have that the same illegal ac-
tions are not occurring now? Land speculation will not benefit people in the neighborhood.
What do people do if they’re approached by a speculator? How much speculation is actually
going on, and how can we tell? Speculators may be offering people hard cash, but not enough
of it. Still, people who must sell because they cannot afford taxes have no choice.

Solutions
Go through realty listings and compare prices. Look at sales records. Go door to door and find

out if someone has contacted homeowners. Create educational materials about scams and get
them into people’s hands.

Next Steps

Issue: Preservation of current affordable housing

There is a lot of affordable housing in the Frogtown and Rondo neighborhoods now. Quite a bit
of it is affordable because that’s what the housing market in the neighborhood is like, but there
are no institutional controls to maintain that affordability. How do you maintain this market-
rate yet affordable housing when the market changes? How can you use the increase in value to
increase the quality of the housing stock without kicking people out?

Solutions

What are the current numbers of affordable housing units? What percentage of these will be
replaced? Will there be a one to one replacement? Any solution will have to be enforceable to be
effective, with replacement numbers set high. Area Median Income is useless for these neigh-
borhoods. We need to know what is the local baseline — who is here now, what’s changed, how
have taxes changed, what’s the economic and racial breakdown? Putting new zoning in place

in the overlay district will be a long drawn out process, but may offer opportunities to establish
increased affordable housing requirements to meet building code.

Next Steps

Issue: New Construction and Relocation

New construction will need to include affordable units. Will there be relocation? How will that
be set up? If there is, how can we make sure that the people are getting good benefits, and are
properly compensated?

Solutions

Include strong language in city documents or development agreements that will ensure af-
fordability. Develop a central locale to assist residents with relocation benefits.

Next Steps

Equitable Development | Affordable Housing B-2
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Issue: Variety of ownership and types of housing

Use a variety of ownership structures to preserve and protect affordable housing — cooperative,
land bank, etc. Currently, there is a variety of housing, but not enough for seniors, for one per-
son households and for larger rental households. We need to maintain a variety of housing in-
cluding public subsidized, halfway homes, and shelters, to meet the needs of the many hard to
house people and populations living along the corridor.

The City might help as buyer and landlord - if they set aside enough units to maintain afforda-
bility; but there are trust issues between neighbors and the city. A land set-aside property could
be useful — but if there’s a land bank simply for the sake of a land bank, that’s not affordable. It's
important to ensure that the housing remains affordable for the long term and that quality
standards are in place.

Solutions
Keep people in foreclosed houses through a cooperative model. Land banking by the city can

also be useful to preserve developable properties until the real estate market recovers. Create
long-term compact language that is enforceable.

Next Steps

Issue: Don’t Re-Rondo Univeristy

Be aware of the history of injustice in the Rondo neighborhood regarding the I-94 transportation
infrastructure project. As a result, residents are concerned they may have to sell for not enough
money and move to new neighborhoods that cost more. Low income families displaced again,
rents going up lots, losing good structures to demolition.

Solutions

The proposed Cultural Heritage District could bring benefits to the Frogtown and Rondo
neighborhoods, especially if local groups have control over parts of the development.

Next Steps

Equitable Development | Affordable Housing B-3
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Issue: Freeway Mentality

(Freeway Mentality, Not again)

Rail as barrier:

The community is afraid that the LRT will barrel through and separate communities (North and
South), disrupting community cohesion and compounding neighborhood isolation. With I-94
imposing a barrier on the south and LRT on the north, residents and businesses in Aurora-St.
Anthony will be boxed in. Families on both sides of the LTR could be divided, undermining
familial relationships and support.

Safety and crossing;:

Where will crossings be? Will they be safe and handicap accessible during construction?
Crossing on University now is intimidating for pedestrians and with the LRT in place, it could
be even more challenging to cross safely.

Access and accessibility:

Frequenting businesses, community resources, or child care on either side of the LRT could be
difficult, especially for for elderly persons and persons with disabilities. There will also be a
loss of parking which will make shopping more difficult.

Historic and cultural:

Many Rondo residents are afraid that history may repeat itself, as happened when Hwy 94 split
the African-American community. There is a concern about loss of cultural, historic and ethnic
identity, and about displacement of those who live on or near University Avenue.

Solutions

Rail as barrier:
* More stations will allow more fluid movement between neighborhoods (North and South)
* People should have an opportunity to cross on every block

Safety and crossing;:
* Create LTR crossings primarily focusing on safety
* People should have an opportunity to cross on every block

Access and accessibility:
* People should have an opportunity to cross on every block
* A bridge could be built crossing over the LRT, including elevators for persons with mobility
disabilities

Historic and cultural:
* With enough access, the communities north and south of the LRT might not be divided, but
displacement remains a problem.

Equitable Development | Affordable Housing B-4



Working Draft 4/28/2009

Next Steps

Issue: Loss of affordable commercial spaces

As big money retailers buy up land and land value continue to escalate, affordable commercial
space will be sacrificed forcing from the commercial corridor the distinct ethnic character of the
alignment’s eastern end.

Solutions

Set aside land for the development of affordable commercial spaces (space for rental and own-
ership) to incubate small minority businesses. Help provide property tax relief for ethnic busi-
ness owners who own their buildings. Help existing ethnic business owners who lease afford-
able space to re-enter into longer term affordable lease agreements and/or relocate on the ave-
nue into new affordable rental spaces with longer term lease agreements. Limit the entrance of
big $ retailers — create agreements to where upon entrance, they subsidize the cost to lease
commercial space for local minority businesses.

Next Steps
Identify the demographic make-up all ethnic business owners. Identify if they rent or own the

property they operate their business out of. Lobby for tax relief of owned property. Work with
U-7 to develop technical assistance to help ethnic business owners enter into new affordable
lease agreements. Maintain existing affordability purchase properties to form commercial co-
operatives

Issue: loss of ethnic businesses
Increased land values will force small ethnic business owners off the corridor

Solutions

Support long term ethnic business sustainability and the creation of new locally owned ethnic
businesses - similar to the city of Seattle; provide a $50 million slush fund to help ethnic busi-
nesses survive, prepare for and take advantage of new opportunities. Preserve businesses that
serve the commercial needs of existing residents. Designate the eastern end of St. Paul’s align-
ment as a World Cultural Heritage District and support the creation of a cultural tourist destina-
tion.

Next Steps

Issue: Need jobs for local residents

Help residents stay in the corridor and capture wealth through living wage job opportunities.
Many are asking: how can local residents be hired for construction and non-construction per-
manent MTC jobs?

Solutions

Train and hire local resident for construction and permanent jobs with MTC. For the long term
create, attract and leverage living wage job opportunities in conjunction with new develop-
ments into the area. Mandate that new businesses and developments hire from local commu-
nity.

Next Steps
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Issue: The existing asset of ethnic diversity goes unvalued

Solutions

Create a World Cultural Heritage District as a development framework, an area where ethnic
businesses, culture and neighborhoods are celebrated and encouraged to be established. Sup-
port culturally centered development (WCHD / African-American Heritage Corridor/Little
Mikong concepts). Leverage tourism industry to help with marketing, branding, economic de-
velopment and job creation.

Next Steps

Issue: The Design plans over concentrate in E] communities the placement of 4 Traction
Power substations (TPSS)

At an estimated size of 85 ft. long X 45 ft wide, these substations take up valuable land and
overburden EJ communities with electrically power apparatuses especially in light of the fact
that they are being placed about a mile apart starting near Hamline to Rice Street - areas where
there are no guaranteed stops at Hamline, Victoria and Western.

Solutions
Do not overburden EJ communities with Traction Power Substations. Work with the commu-
nity to minimize placement and best locations.

Next Steps
Issue: The overlay zoning requirements will make it difficult to meet new building stan-

dards

Solutions

Next Steps

Issue:

Solutions
Create equitable investment in streetscape, i.e. sidewalk, utilities, benches, shelters, banners, art

Next Steps

Other issues

We need a list of the organizations and the players to do a power analysis. What's going on and
what’s missing?

The West Bank housing development for students in the Washington Ave trench -- what's up
with that?

Slides

Equitable Development | Affordable Housing B-6
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Comprehensive Community Vision

* Housing equity for owners and renters
* More power for community groups
* People-friendly development

Guiding principles

* Current neighborhood residents not only survive but thrive
* Promotion and retention of historical and cultural identity
* Priority equals people (not money)

Power and Support strategies

* Community groups have potential power not yet realized.
* Make equity more appealing to political figures; let them know votes come with equity.
* Use state and city legislation to accomplish goals.

UNITED WE STAND DIVIDED PWE FALL
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Environment & Sustainability

Breakout Leader:

Dan Thiede, Minnesota Project
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Possible Solutions

Reduce high
energy costs

Curb global
warming

Improve wa-
ter quality &
soil health

Improve liv-
ability

Reduce reli-
ance on fos-
sil fuels

Create jobs
for those in
need

Saving energy through con-
servation and efficiency in
buildings of all kinds

X

X

X

X

X

Producing renewable energy
along the corridor to power
buildings and light rail

Increasing natural systems
and sustainable infrastructure
along the corridor

Educating community mem-
bers about how they can be
“green”

Environment and Sustainability
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