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Ames Downtown 1 1 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 1 2 34 20

Campustown 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 3 3 1 2 24 15

Iowa State Center 3 3 2 1 3 2 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 2 27 20

ISU Campus - Stange 2 2 1 2 3 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 27 17

Note:
-  Site conditions reflect presence of a fatal or nearly fatal flaw for the site.

-  Ames Downtown: Parcel Size relative to desired results in a fatal flaw.
-  Iowa State Center - Floodplain issues border on a fatal flaw.

Location Criteria Site Size Criteria Impacts to Current Operations Criteria Cost Criteria
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Campustown 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 3 2 2 25

ISU Campus - Stange 2 3 2 1 2 1 3 3 3 1 1 2 1 3 2 1 1 32

Iowa State Center

Ames Downtown

Site Suitability Economic Benefits/Impacts Operational Impacts Criteria Cost Criteria

Eliminated from Further Consideration Through Screening 1


