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MONONA TERRACE SITE
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MONONA TERRACE SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

: e PRELIMINARY
Laa] | st EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING
. | R e e B ol Qe EN ; i Ry - e No known operational issues; would need to
— 7 e e e Train Access and Operations service train off-site; longest distance from ‘X X XoRe
Milwaukee

Would accommodate 700 ft platform;

Site Size and Comciguration construction could be challenging; limited [ N N NON®
expansion opportunities

iy

[y -

Agreement with State of Wisconsin would be

Site Ownership and Control o 0000
needade
S prOXimity to People, Jobs, Proximity to downtown and nearest site to c000e
Destinations campus; close to popular visitor destinations
?" ‘ EqUitable ACCGSS H.ighest number of underserved popu|ations 00000
within travel shed
Station Location
- - . - . L - High level of multimodal Vi
The train station would be along the north side of the WSOR railroad at the existing Access and Multimodal gh level of multimodal connectivity
. . ) . o . surrounding site; parking and pick ups and N N NON®)
Wlsconsm Depa rtment O'F Admlnlstratlon (DOA) bwldmg. CO””eCt'V'tY drop offs by automobile will be challenging
Site Characteristics
Prime downtown station location with a high level of multimodal connectivity. | No exbected imoacts t amvironments
.. .. . Environmental Resources P P TYXX X
Closest to visitor destinations and nearest site to campus. resources
Vertical circulation would connect the ground level station in the DOA building with
the 700-foot platform that extends under Monona Terrace. - o |
ompatible with surrounding land use, local
Train service and layovers would be off site due to space constraints. plans; complimentary activity generators;
. . . . . L and Use and Deve|opment would not be expected to spur new economic @0 00O
Site size and configuration may present construction challenges. development but would support downtown

economy and tourism
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BLAIR STREET SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION
PRELIMINARY

=
it

Al
LR

EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING

No known operational issues, train would
Train Access and Operations block Blount Street; train could be serviced ' N N NON®)
onsite with closure

Would accommodate 700 ft platform;

Site Size and Comciguration Capital City Trail intersection may need to be 0000
modified; some expansion likely feasible

Development would require partnership with

Site Ownership and Control private landowner—timing appears favorable, @00 OO
but costs unknown

prOXimity to PeOple, JObS, Proximity to downtown and nearest site to c0000
Destinations campus; close to popular visitor destinations
L o | | . /- Bl B e, Y, = N it T : Hich ber of underserved lation
i ve: GooB B rth ] 2 R G G igh number of underserved populations
Imag : : 3 e 3 @ Equitable Access NI o000 00
Station Location el of e .
. . . . : Ig evel O MultiMmaodal connecCtivi y
The train station would be along the south side of the WSOR railroad to the east of éccess ihdtMummOdal surrounding site, parking could be o000
. .« . onnecCtLIVl ;
Blair Street at the existing Gateway Mall. Y sceormodated ensie
Site Characteristics
Downtown station location with convenient access to multimodal transportation options. Cnvironmental Resources No expected impacts to environmental 00066
resources

Station could be built as a mall tenant or as part of a |arger site redevelopment T
coordination with property owner.

Train service and layover could be next to the station along track. . L |
ompatible with surrounding land use, local

Capital City Trail intersection may need to be modified. L and Use and Develooment plans; complimentary activity generators; 00000
P could help spur economic development

onsite
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LIVINGSTON STREET SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

PRELIMINARY

EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING

No known operational issues, train would

Train Access and Operations block Livingston Street; service and layover ' N N NON®
would need to occur off-site

Site could accommodate a 580’ platform;

ideally station building IS integrated iInto

Site Size and Configuration @00 0O

larger development, but could be challenging
if station is not integrated

Site is privately owned but likely to be
redeveloped in the near-future; lease

Site Ownership and Control agreement would be needed for station " N NONONO
building and access; environmental

remediation work may be needed

Moderate-high proximity to downtown and

prOlelty to People, JObS, popular visitor destinations, with growing N
Destinations population and employment populations
nearby
: l—lign number of underserved populations
Equitable Access A 0e0000
Station Location
The train station would be along the north side of the WSOR railroad between Livingston Access and Multimodal High level of multimodal connectivity teooe
Street and Paterson Street at an existing Madison Gas & Electric privately owned parcel. Connectivity surrounding site
Site Characteristics
Downtown station location with convenient access to multimodal transportation - e No expected impacts to environmental tecee
options nvironmental Resources BN
Site is likely to be sold and redeveloped in near future; station could be incorporated
into larger development, although station site may not be available within project time Existing concentration of utility land uses
Frame onsite and directly surrounding not
) compatible; plans and nearby proposals
| and Use and Development 0000

would create more complimentary activity

Overnight parking may be accommodated at adjacent Livingston Street Garage.

: . : ] generators; could help spur economic
Off-site train service and layovers would be necessary due to space constraints. development onsite
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o | S
Y ST §
n < ;, | 4
a A
. 1 ] . .
' | - ' - ; :
F | Thaam 4
Overmght parklng could be :
accommodated on Metro Transit site }
+ 3 Fyte ~ [ gmm et S o e Al T
o — .l.‘-\: :..L . ' — E.i_{l-l‘ _.! 4_‘.-:" ..-
A3 = - el SR
CeE————Y Pty g - T O et e PR
FUTURE PEDESTRIANBICYCLE LINK a o e T e SR ey -
- =T T pET» e N )
s -~ New passenger track
| Gk -

=i T
_1_]
B E;'*‘n“ﬂ

e ——

L .\._ ; -l ‘_ 4
oy 3 = —

P e, || - o — Soenty [—. L N

B S o N\ 2 A= I5F)

: : S —— f Wl B WMadisond Y T

- Pedestrian crossing could be grade R = Skate Park

o of | separated, relocated to the southwest \ Pl P e AT
fo ol | or blocked when the train is there L benearrin bl

| L | GREAT LAWN L P I
RN . I 1 - AN
L BeTeecy McPike |

INGERSOLL STREET

f

f

\

b
Drop off

e
o
S

|

| YTy LEVENT Park
| .

r

I

L A o : vil—— - — 21

EWilsonist & g v O 4w
=AY _: | =] - EWI[}Séﬁ QﬁﬂR EET

2 S & a
.'—— —— 2 (4] ‘ 4 e
ZRpEtin 'I_-‘ JAN

& | ; : [ S

e B o s Bt
-— | _ | ‘ % 4 {_ I_ul--' “. K . l"u;"'r%ji'
& R i RS 5 SR : , LD .
| _ : - — b=y
— — g

&‘.R - ML, e, S i k.

= ’l_ 'i.wﬁ,-'::-_u on E_‘{L . 1 S '@?ﬂ- "ﬁﬂ *F% 2 I : _t;L SRS

" BALD

g | -.*""I‘-:r?:r,_ riﬁr‘ "ih——-"""r-l-lflh-_'_i -

: - *w | = Short-term and ADA parking =

- e

L%

Train servicing and |ayover

accommodated at another site : D ey e 8 McPike Park I RS | ]
, Proposed fencing along track semd B _ :

required for safety near the park = = : o s =
e oo e L e =Ll ; b I -

Concept Sketch Only

~ Not to Scale
© Google

2 ; . e by ¥ : L N : - e
- 3 - E h e _ | oy 5 e = \
= . Sl | ™ p - ki - ",‘ | 4 ] hd il =
SO el e s " - ‘ : - Tt g : e TN E - ; : - i
vk kA . d L] : = ] ] i o M A ] e B - :

——pesiia
ki,
Wit

i
]
i

n et
7 g e

1

| ¢

'3



BALDWIN STREET SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

PRELIMINARY

EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING

Train would stop on a track switch, would

=

—
=g
el
i P
e,
—— -
=

need to back out instead of flipping from
push/pull, which would take more time; train

Train Access and Operatlons would block the Few Street pedestrian

® O O OO

crossing; service and layover would need to
occur off-site

Site could accommodate a 450" platform;

Site Size and Comciguration additional saFety provisions needed to 00O
accommodate connected park use

Site is owned by the City of Madison and

Site Ownership and Control would require agreement with the parks o0000
department

Moderate proximity to downtown and

PrOXimity Lo PeOP|e, JObS, popular visitor destinations with growing NS e e
Destinations poputl)ation and employment populations
near y
: Moderate number of underserved
EqU|tab|e Access populations within travel shed 0600
Station Location
The train station would be along the south side of the WSOR railroad to the west of Baldwin I N
. . . . . : | evel o multimodal connectivit
Street at a City of Madison-owned parcel that is planned for expansion of McPike Park. Access ahd Multimodal Suioundmg T — o b SO OO6
CO””eCt'V'ty identified and could be challenging
Site Characteristics
Moderate proximity to downtown with nearby population and employment growth anticipated. Since the site would impact a park, a Section
Site is owned by City of Madison; coordination and agreement with Parks department Environmental Resources 4() Evaluation would likely need to be 000600
o completed, although not expected to be
required. problematic

Site can accommodate a 450-foot platform; the train would block the Few Street

Pedestrian crossing while at the station Adjacent low-density residential land use is

not particularly compatible, although

Connected park use would require safety Fencing. Land Use and Development cemmETek| Enel Use slsm et ©0600
compatlble with comprehenswe plan which

Off-site pa rking may be necessa ry due to space constraints. recemmends cemmuier il siatien at she



FIRST STREET SITE
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FIRST STREET SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

PRELIMINARY
EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING
Stopping on a curve between two streets is
Train Access and Operations not optimalo—w‘||| require de5|gnjust|ticat|on 00000
and exceptions; no ability to serve trains from
south and no expansion opportunity
Site could accommodate a 400" platform
: : : : (smallest of all); would likely impact
Site Size and Conﬂguratlon parking/traffic flow of public market visitors 2 OO R

and |i|<er result in related design constraints

Site is owned by the City of Madison and

Site Ownership and Control would require collaboration with Madison 00000
Public Market

Lower proximity to downtown; although new
development occurring nearby; fewer visitor ' N NONON®)
destinations nearby

Proximity to People, Jobs,
Destinations

PN =
e W -

: .e: Goo /‘_"' E_a rth > G g .. Vit R i Al < EqUI table Access /\/\odera.te nurpber of underserved 0060 O
th - ~ v, Sl BT 4 T populatlons within travel shed
Station Location e N
. . . . X | evel of multimodal connectivit
The train station would be located along the east side of the WSOR railroad at the northeast éccess af‘d Multimodal Suioundmg v, dictenes o parkiﬁg ould e
quadrant of First Street and Johnson Street next to the planned City of Madison Public Market. onnectivity be challenging
Site Characteristics
Site owned by City of Madison would allow city to preserve land for station development. | No expected impacts to environmental
. . o . . Environmental Resources o XX NN
Station may complement public market activities, but parking and traffic flow would need
to be coordinated.
. . . Utility and industrial uses in area are not
Convenient access to local bike trails and nearby BRT routes. particularly compatible, but recent
. . . . . deve|opment of more commercial and
Stopping on a curve between two streets is not optimal for rail operations and would only and Use and Development ultifamily housing would be more 00000

allow a 400-foot p|atform. compatible; compatible with local plans;

could support Madison Public Market or

Recent and planned development may provide more complimentary uses in the future. e W ——



JOHNSON STREET SITE

New passenger track
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JOHNSON STREET SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

PRELIMINARY

EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING

No known operational issues; well-situated

for future extension to Twin Cities; less travel

Train Access and Qperations time compared with Downtown options; train 00000
servicing and layover could be
accommodated on site

Site Size and Comciguration Site could accommodate a /00" platform 0000

Site is privately owned —station could be
integrated iInto |arger redevelopment as part

Site Ownership and Control 00 0O

of a public-private partnership; site is
Currently for sale and being active|y marketed

Lower proximity to downtown, although new
development occurring nearby; fewer visitor N NONON®
destinations nearby

Proximity to People, Jobs,
Destinations

Moderate number of underserved

EClUltable Access populations within travel shed *ee0C
Station Location MNeeees o viulieekl /\/\oderactje |evet| of mulltimodallé:cf)nnectivity ceee
. . . . .. surroun Ing Si e—par Iﬂg cou e
The train station would be along the west side of the CPKC railroad and accessed from Connectivity ISP Sy R g—
Johnson Street.
. Isti : N ted | tst | tal
S'fe Characteristics Environmental Resources o PR TR B ©oooo0
ne site accommodates station program requirements and includes a 700-foot platform.
The site is well-situated for potential future extension to the Twin Cities. Utility and industrial uses in area are not
: : : particularly compatible, but recent
Redevelopment of area occurring with more mixed-use development planned. development of more commercial and
Ta: : . multifamily housing would be more
rain service and layover could be next to the station along the track. and Use and Development omnatible: competible with local plans: R
he privately-owned site is currently on the market and could be sold soon; therefore may could support Madison Public Market or

other nearby developments; opportunity for

not be available within project timeframe. mixed-use development public-private

partnership



COMMERCIAL AVENUE SITE
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COMMERCIAL AVENUE SITE

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

PRELIMINARY

EVALUATION CRITERIA RATING

No known operational issues; train servicing

Train Access and Qperations e0000

and |ayover could be accommodated onsite

Site could accommodate a /00’ platform;

Site Size and Comciguration very flexible in accommodating all site needs 00000
with additions such as intercity bus stop

Site is privately owned but likely to be
redeveloped in the near-future; lease

Site anerShlp and Control agreement would be needed for station *00600
building and access
o Low-proximity to downtown and other
prOlelty to PeOPle, JObS, Job/population/destination centers; although NS o6 e
Destinations new development beginning to occurring
nearby; far from most visitor destinations
: Lowest number of underserved populations
Equitable Access | e 00000
Station Location
The train station would be along the west side of the CPKC railroad to the north of MOdera(tf level OFm”'timOda'fO””e'Ck“E'tY
. ACCGSS and /\/\ultimodal surrounding site—not currently a walkable
Commercial Avenue. o area; parking could be accommodated onsite; N NONON®
Site Characteristics CO””eCt'V'tY within walk shed of BRT, but pedestrian
accommodations needed
The large site can accommodate all station program elements and includes a 700-foot
latform. | | .
P atto o | | | | Environmental Resources Ilizoixrizzted impacts to environmental c0000
Low proximity to downtown and other job, population and destination centers
Within walk shed of BRT but pedestrian accommodations needed.
. . . Pending residential development nearby
Train service and layover could be next to the station along the track. elies surreundig lemd use more
Land Use and Development 0000

compatible; compatible with local plans; good

Current land use i1s not complimentary but planned development and station may help

. opportunity to spur economic development
spur more economic development.



ABERG AVENUE SITE
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ABERG AVENUE SITE

Image Landsat /[ Coperficus.

Station Location
The train station would be along the west side of the CPKC railroad between Aberg Avenue
and Roth Street near Madison Metro’s former North Transfer Point.

Site Characteristics

The large site can accommodate all station program elements and includes a 700 -foot
plattorm.

Furthest site from downtown destination, jobs, and visitor destinations.
Within walk shed of BRT but pedestrian accommodations needed.
Train service and layover could be next to the station along the track.

Current land use i1s not complimentary but planned development and station may help
Spur more economic development.

PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

EVALUATION CRITERIA

Train ACC@SS and Operations

Site Size and Configuration

Site Ownership and Control

Proximity to People, Jobs,
Destinations

Equitable Access

Access and Multimodal
Connectivity

Environmental Resources

Land Use and Development

No known operational Issues

Site could accommodate a /00’ platform;
train servicing and |ayover could be
accommodated on site

Site is privately owned, but City has lease
with right of first refusal —station could be
integrated into larger redevelopment as part
of a public-private partnership

Low proximity to downtown and other
Job/population/destination centers; although
new development beginning to occurring
nearby; far from most visitor destinations

Lowest number of underserved populations
within travel shed

Moderate level of multimodal connectivity
surrounding site—not currently a highly
walkable area; parking could be

accommodated onsite in a shared use garage;

within walk shed of BRT, but pedestrian

accommodations needed

No expected impacts to environmental
resources

Pending residential development nearby
makes surrounding land use more

compatible; compatible with local plans; good

opportunity to spur economic development

PRELIMINARY
RATING
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