Michael Kyte Les MacDonald

Commission Chair ~Regular Meeting Minutes Staff Liaison

trans@ci.moscow.id.us 208.883.7028
Thursday Council Chambers
May 9, 21 4:00 PM 206 E. 37 Street

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 pm.

Present: Chair; Michael Kyte, Vice Chair; Don Meyer, Phil Cook. Mike McGahan,
Mary DuPree, Brian Johnson, Bob Sanders, Joel Hamilton

Absent: Les MacDonald, Public Works Dire  or, Ben Calabretta, Jared Hopkins

Staff: Anne Zabala, Council ii" on

Tyler Pz ier, Acting Public Works Director

Scott Bontr: :r, Assistant City Engincer

Bill Belkn: = Community Development Director

Sandra Collins, Administrative Assistant / Deputy City Clerk

REGULAR AGENDA

1. Approval of Transportation Commission Minutes from April 11, 2019 (Action
Item)

Meyer moved to approve e minutes as presented, seconded by DuPree. Roll Call
Vote: Ayes: All. Nays: None. Abstained Johnson: ! nutes approved.

2. Effective Promotion Strategies for the Third Street Separated Bike Lanes (Dari
Rojas)
Studer presented their power point to the Commission, including information on:

Goals and Objectives

Landmark Towns for Bicycling & Marketing Strategies
Research on Portland State Safe Routes for School

Portland State University Earth Day

Family Night for openi ; of separated lane bike ride in Queens
Ride the Town night in Moscow

Kyte asked if the students had any suggestions for the City to consider prior to opening
the separated bike lanes. Suggestions included:

¢ Holding ar pening fun mily event in a City Park
e Providing education and safety tips for cyclists and motorists at the event
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e [nviting local vendors and bicycle businesses to participate
¢ Offering free bicycle checkups

Cook asked if there was research that evaluated which promotional strategies worked
best and there was discussion. Zabala asked if events at the University could be a
venue to promote the bike lanes. Cook asked about education for motorists and Palmer
said the students had provided fliters and a script the City can use to create a safety
video for both cyclists and motorists.

Discussion Regarding Land Use and Transportation Planning (Bill Belknap)
Belknap gave a presentation which included:

Evaluating Transportiation Land Use Impacts
Sprawl & Smart Growth
Urbanization

Walking & Bicycling
Transportation Plans

Capital Improvement Plans
Land Use Regulations

Planning Documents

Future Land Use

Area of City lmpact
Thoroughfare Plan

Intersection Accidents
Pathways

Transit Services

Safety Bus Routes

Zoning

Developments

Multi-Modal Transportation Plan
Traffic Impact Studies
Exactions & Impact Fees
General Facility Charges (GFC)
Parkland Dedication

Peterson’s Second Addition
Logos School

There were several questions and discussion throughout the presentation.

Kyte asked for clarification about the Transportation Commission’s role in reviewing
potential developments. Beiknap explained the Transportation Commission establishes
standards, guidelines and policies that are used when assessing developments. However,
any development related Quasi-Judicial items are not brought before the Transponation
Commission due to specific meeting criteria that has to be met. Subdivision Plats, which
are not Quasi-Judicial. are brought before the Commission for review and
recommendation to the Zoning Board of Adjustment.
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Kyte asked for the best way to communicate any questions 2 would like the
Commission to consider, prior to the next meeting. For transpar  Cy, he was advised it
woulid be best to email his questions to [ suty City Clerk, Sandra Collins and she
would distribute them to the Commission on his behalf. Belknap said he is available to
attend the June me ng to answer any questions and have continued discussion about
land use and transportation.

REPORTS

1.

Commission Communications — Kyte

Palmer gave a report on the Third Street Bridge, which is being delivered and installed
on May 16, 2019. The bridge report is being taken to Public Wo ~ ; Finance
Committee. A proposal on how »fundtl separ:i :d bike lanes on Third Street is also
beir  resented. If council approves the proposal, the project will be put out 1+ id.

CONTINUING EDUCATION

1.

National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) (Kyte)

UPCOMING EVENTS/MEETINGS

1.

US 95 Update by Ken Helm from Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) -
future date to be determined.

The next scheduled meeting is June 13, 2019. Commission M¢ bers must submit
agenda items directly to the chair by Wednesday, June 5, 2019.

ADJOURN 6:00 pm.

NOTICE: Moscow City Council Commission meetings can be televised, videotaped and/or
recorded. Individuals attending the meeting who require special assistance to
accommodate physical, hearing, or other impairments, please contact the City Clerk, at
(208) 883-7015 or TDD 883-7019, as soon as possible so that arrangements may be made.

Moscow Transportation Commission Minutes May 9, 2019 Page 3of3



DARI ROJAS
CHRIS VAUGH

DALTON PITT




GOAL AND OBJECTIVES

Our goal is to create easily accessible informational
pieces that are designed to educate Bicyclists who
plan to engage on the future facility of Moscows
3rd Street Protected Bike Lane.

By April 25th, develop a By May 9th, research

detailed script and an effective promotion strategies
informational for the new facility and

piece regarding the use & present them to

safety of the 3rd street the Transportation

protected bike lane. Commission.





















THANK YOU!



REFERENCES

Pesantez, N. (2018, November O7). Parents and Children to Celebrate New Protected Bike
Lanes in 3-Mile Ride This Weekend. Retrieved from https://sunnysidepost.com/parents-and-

children-to-celebrate-new-protected-bike-lanes-in-3-mile-ride-this-weekend

Bicycle and Marketing Strategies- Landmark Towns- of Bucks County



TRANSPORTATION AND LAND USE
DISCUSSION

MOSCOW TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION


































2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK Estimate
Car, truck, or van 72.3%
Drove alone 61.1%
Carpooled |'1.2%
In 2-person carpool 10.0%
In 3-person carpool 0.5%
In 4-or-more person carpool 0.7%
Workers per car, truck, or van 1.09
Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 0.9%
Walked 17.8%
Bicycle 4.3%
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means 1.1%

Worked at home 3.7%







LAND USE & TRANSPORTATION
FRAMEWORK

Comprehensive Plan
Community character and future land use
Roadway and pathway system plan
Zoning Code

Regulation of land uses, building bulk and dimensional
requirements

Private development parking, loading and access
standards

Subdivision Code

Division of property, street layout, and access




LAND USE & TRANSPORTATION
FRAMEWORK

Street Standards

Defines roadway design and facilities by roadway
classification

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities

Development Impact Assessment and Mitigation

Traffic impact studies (TIS)

Exactions and impact fees




LAND USE & TRANSPORTATION
FRAMEWORK

Transportation Plans

Comprehensive assessment of current and future system
performance

Recommendation of policies and programs and
identification of needed improvements

Capital Improvement Plans

|dentification and funding program to make necessary
improvements







LAND USE REGULATION WITH IDAHO

Authority for the Local Land Use Planning Act, |.C. 67-
65

Requires the preparation of comprehensive plan by Cities and
Counties within the State

Formation of citizen advisory commissions, Planning and
Zoning Commissions

Provides procedural and basic regulatory requirements and
authority




LAND USE PLANNING SCALES

Current Planning

Processing of land use and development applications rezones,
subdivision plats, conditional and special use permits,
variances, annexations, planned unit developments, floodplain
development permits and code administration

Long-Range Planning

Comprehensive plan, economic development plans,
downtown revitalization efforts, special area plans,
transportation plans, zoning and land use development code
development and maintenance




COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Comprehensive Plan
State mandated planning document

Articulation of community values, vision and general
policies

Provides the goals for the land use regulations to
implement

Land use regulations must be generally consistent and
supported by the community's comprehensive plan




SUPPORTING PLANNING DOCUMENTS

CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
COMPREHENSIVE SEWER SYSTEM PLAN

(ity/ofMoscow

Comprehensive Water System Plan

MOSCOW MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

| L |

City of Moscow

Parks:and Recreation Adopted

vl | (5 = January 2012

aster Plan 2013

. December 2,\201'3' i
L I

NELSON m

In association with DKS Assotiates and Alta Planning + D

Public Art Master Plan

REF
City of Moscow Community
Development Department

City of Moscow Art Department
and Arts Commission

JUNE 1, 2015




Comprehensive Plan
must address |7
different topics

Property Rights
Population
Schools

Economic
Development

Land Use
Natural Resources
Hazardous Areas

Public Services
and Facilities

Transportation

Recreation

Special Areas or
Sites

Housing

Community
Design

Agriculture
Implementation

National Interest
Electric
Transmission

Corridors (if
designated)

Public Airport
Facilities

Chapter

Table P.1
Plan Organization

Scope

Statutory
Requirement

Preface: Introduction
and Purpose

Outlines the purpose and importance of the plan, addresses
property rights, describes the public participation program,
and discusses private property rights.

(a) Property Rights

Chapter One: A

Outlines the community history, natural resources and

(f) Natural Resources

Vision for Moscow hazards in the area, and incorporates a statement of (g) Hazardous Areas
community vision. (n) Agriculture
Chapter Two: Outlines key land use related issues, goals, and (e) Land Use; (k)
Community Character | recommendations. This element will also include policies Special Areas or
and Land Use to guide future zoning and land use decisions. Detailed Sites; (I) Housing; (m)
recommendations regarding necessary modifications of Community Design
the development ordinances will also be integrated into the
chapter.
Chapter Three: Outlines key transportation related issues, goals, and (i) Transportation
Community Mobility recommendations. The chapter will include recommendations (q) Public Airport
regarding roadway cross-sections and necessary facilities

modifications to the subdivision regulations.

Chapter Four: Parks,
Recreation and Open
Space

Outlines key recreation issues, goals, and recommendations.
The chapter will include recommendations regarding
proposed new park and greenway locations along with facility
development standards.

(j) Recreation

Chapter Five: Public

Outlines key growth and facility-related issues, goals, and

(b) Population; (c)

Utilities, Services, recommendations. This chapter will essentially examine the School Facilities
and Growth Capacity | City's capacity to sustain its current development and support | and Transportation;
future development, including evaluations of infrastructure (h) Public Services,
capacities, facility needs, and demands. Additionally, it Facilities, and Utilities
will include strategies and recommended mechanisms for
managing the pattem of growth within the Area of City Impact.
Chapter Six: Provides recommendations regarding land use measures that | (d) Economic
Economic are intended to promote economic development. Development
Development
Chapter Seven: Includes a table of prioritized action items to facilitate (o) Implementation
Implementation work planning by City departments and staff, tracking of

implementation progress and accomplishments in a “checklist®
fashion, and easy re-arrangement of the table as priorities are
re-examined periodically.




COMMUNITY CHARACTER AND LAND

USE

Moscow Comprehensive Plan

Community
Character and
Land Use

C O M P RE H ENSTIRVEEENPLIA'N

This Chapter provides a 20-year policy framework for the future physical
development of the City and its area of impact. The analysis of the community’s
existing and desired character provided in this Chapter is based upon the
community values (discussed in Chapter 1, Community Context) which
were articulated by the citizens during public outreach efforts. This Chapter
provides a policy framework for governing landscaping, building design, tree
planting, signs, and housing, as well as suggested patterns and standards for
community design, development, and beautification. This Chapter is guided by
the following general goals:

+ Direct land uses to meet current and future community desires and needs
while conserving natural resources and protecting agricultural lands from
scattered development through efficient and orderly development.

* Encourage a variety of housing types to meet the needs of residents of all
ages and economic ability.

¢ Preserve and enhance special areas of the community to celebrate the
community’s identity, character, and heritage.

¢ Enrichthecommunity’ssocial, cultural, physical, and economicenvironments
through the arts and integration of aesthetic infrastructure standards, and
particularly through the placement of public art at key locations in the City.

2.1 EXISTING COMMUNITY CHARACTER

Land use planning is a recognition that Moscow does not have to wait and
react to growth and development. Rather, it can determine where growth will
occur and what character this new development will reflect. Through active
community support, this Plan will ensure that development meets certain
standards that contribute to achieving the desired community character. The
following is a brief assessment of the various land uses, their character, and
locations throughout the community to provide a perspective of the needs and

challenges for planning for future land uses.
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Figure 2.6:

Evolution of Downtown Moscow .

Moscow’s historic buildings have been adaptively re-used

for decades.

Source: City of Moscow

Community Character and Land Use

new development and redevelopment in a

way that is in pace with market demands.

The focus of the first phase should be
the agricultural-industrial area in the Legacy
Crossing Urban Renewal District to the
southwest of downtown (generally between
Sixth Street, Jackson Street, and Paradise
Creek). Since the success of the City is largely
tied to the success of the University, enhancing
the character of the interconnections between
the two, as well as the access of University
students to the downtown, is an important
policy priority.

. Accordingly, if the market will
support such development, buildings in this
area should be four to six stories or more
in height to emulate some of the structures
that were previously located on the site
that were higher than six stories. Vertically
mixed uses and structured parking should be
incorporated as warranted and feasible. The
additional building height will create a draw to the south end of downtown,
reinforcing the linkage to the University and the hospital, provided that the
taller buildings have landmark-quality architecture and are highly sensitive
to the context of the area.

If the market study shows uncertainty with regard to whether the market
will support a building with structured parking, the City should consider
participating in the development of the parking structure in exchange for
public access to the parking spaces. This would be a significant benefit to
the community character because increased surface parking would likely
create a physical and psychological barrier between the University and
downtown, and would most assuredly alter the character of this area from
urban to auto-urban.

The focus of the second phase should include the residential area in the
Legacy Crossing Urban Renewal District that lies north of Sixth Street and
south of Third Street to the west of downtown along Asbury, Almon, and
Lilly Streets. This connection should be strengthened by improving the
quality and character of development by redeveloping the corridor with
mixed-use buildings with a student housing component. These buildings
should be three to four stories in height and compatible with the historic

downtown'’s architectural palette.










TRANSPORTATION

Moscow Comprehensive Plan

Community

Mobility

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

3.4 INTRODUCTION

Community mobility includes a multitude of
components that collectively create a system that
facilitates the movement of goods and people to,
and throughout, the community. These components
include not only roadways for motorized vehicles,
but also sidewalks, bike lanes, multi-purpose
pathways, and transit facilities. A comprehensive
and efficient transportation system provides
for the ease of circulation within a community,
and enhances the community’s environmental,

economic, and social environs. People of all ages,

Mobility Is About More Than Just Cars

Even though 93 percent of Moscow’s households
have an available vehicle, a sizeable number of
Moscow’s estimated 11,774 workers do not drive
alone to work. In fact, the 2016 American Commu
nity Survey revealed that almost one-quarter (24.1
percent) of workers either walked, bicycled, or used
“other means” (non-vehicular) to get to work - and
only 60.2 percent drove alone, By comparison,
nationally, four percent walked or used “other means,”
while over 75 percent drove alone.

abilities, and modes of movement must have the
ability to circulate throughout the community from
their home to workplace, shopping, dining, and
entertainment activities. To achieve this end, an integrated and multi-faceted
strategy must be implemented that addresses the interconnections between land
uses and mobility demands.

This strategy is driven by four broad, overarching goals, followed by more
specific goals for the multiple mobility components listed at the end of this
Chapter:

¢ Ensure the integration and coordination of the City’s transportation systems

with the regional facilities and modes of transportation.

¢ Plan for the orderly development and continuity of the City’s street and
pathway systems, as well as connectivity to regional transportation networks
/to ensure the efficient navigation and delivery of services by residents and
visitors.

* Ensure that all transportation systems enable safe access and promote
alternatives for all modes of mobili

y, including pedestrians, bicyclists,
motorists, and public transit users of all ages and abilities.
* Provide for the continuity and function of the City’s transportation system

while ensuring context-sensitive design that preserves and enhances

CHAPTER/
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Community Mobility

downtown area since 1993, the City’s Transportation Commission conducted
a downtown parking survey in 2008 to assess the perception of parking held
by business owners, employees, residents and customers in the downtown
area. While the degree of a perceived problem varied among the user groups
surveyed, the conclusion of the Transportation Commission’s work was that a
perception exists that there is a parking shortage within the downtownarea. The
Iransportation Commission’s report concluded with a list of 25 implementation
strategies that were identified as feasible actions to pursue in order to improve
parking in the downtown area. The City should pursue implementation of
the Transportation Commission’s recommendations and conduct additional

surveys in subsequent years to assess their effectiveness.

In addition to the implementation of the Transportation Commission’s
recommendations, which are anticipated to assist in meeting current parking
demands, the City should pursue requiring the provision of off-street parking
within the CB Zone for uses that have greater demands than the short-term
public parking can fulfill. Examples of such uses include residential uses
and hotels/hospitality and larger office complexes where long-term parking
demands cannot be reasonably served with the currently available public
parking. If parking is required of such uses, the City should carefully control
its placement, such as underneath or behind the buildings, so as to not interrupt
the continuous building streetwall and pedestrian environment of downtown.

3.11 COMMUNITY MOBILITY GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

3.11.1 General Community Mobility Goals

¢ Ensure the integration and coordination of the City’s transportation systems
with the regional facilities and modes of transportation.

+  Plan for the orderly development and continuity of the City’s street and
pathway systems, as well as connectivity to regional transportation networks
to ensure the efficient delivery of services and navigation by residents and
visitors.

¢ Ensure that all transportation systems enable safe access and promote
alternative mode use for all modes of mobility, including pedestrians,
bicyclists, motorists, and public transit users of all ages and abilities.

¢ Provide for the continuity and function of the City’s transportation system
while ensuring context-sensitive design that preserves and enhances
community character and quality of life.

3.11.2 Regional Mobility
Objective:

Provide for the efficient integration of the City’s transportation systems



















BASIC ELEMENTS OF ZONING

Land Use Districts
Designated geographic areas (districts)
Regulates allowable uses
Structures, densities, and lot sizes
Conditionally permitted uses
Regulates development standards

Building coverage, height, placement, landscaping,
parking etc.




ZONING ADMINISTRATION

Hearing and Advisory Bodies
Planning and Zoning Commission
Zoning Board of Adjustment
City Council

Legislative Code Amendments

Quasi-judicial Land Use Actions

Variances

Conditional Use Permits
Rezones

Planned Unit Developments







PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURES
Neighborhood Meeting

Implemented in 2007

Requires applicants of annexations, rezones, subdivisions or
PUDs to hold a neighborhood meeting

Notice 14 days, 600 feet from subject property

Opportunity to discuss development project with
neighborhood

Also notice 600 feet rather than ldaho Code Minimum 300
feet




PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURES

Legislative Hearings

Do not apply to a specific property, such as a zoning code
amendment

Hearing bodies can have open and free communication with any
interested party

Quasi-Judicial Hearings
Generally concerns a specific property or use, such as a rezone,

subdivision plat, special use permit or variance request

Hearing bodies should not discuss the matter with any interested
party outside the hearing process (ex-parte communications)

Any unintentional ex-parte communications can be remedied by
disclosure of content of such communication on the record

Best to avoid, protects integrity of process, all information upon
which decision is based is within the record

ign. senerally developed by staff at request




CONDITIONAL AND SPECIAL USES

Uses that are generally considered compatible with allowed
uses in zone, but may have special characteristics or impacts
that need to be reviewed on a specific site basis

May result in requirements to mitigate potential adverse
impacts

May be granted on limited duration to assess unknown
impacts

Reviewed by Zoning Board of Adjustment during a public
hearing




PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS

Planned Unit Developments
Allows for unique and innovative developments
Provides flexibility from underlying zoning district standards

Has been utilized more extensively in the last four years
The Silos
Green Acres

Greensides Hill
Tiempo Commons
Camden Court
Folkstone




Camden Court

Green Acres

-

Tiempo Commons

Greensides Hill

EXAMPLE PUDS




SUBDIVISION PLATS

Division of property and creation of building lots

Regulated by State Law (I.C. 50-13) and City Code
(M.C.C.5-1)

Requires the dedication of streets, easements, park
property and payment of street tree fees

Roadway design is dictated by adopted street standards
for the roadway classifications




SUBDIVISION PLATS

Reviewed by Transportation Commission for transportation
related considerations (roadways, pedestrian, bicycle and
transit facilities)

Reviewed by the Parks and Recreation and Pathways
Commissions for parkland suitability and pedestrian
pathways

Preliminary Plat — Public Hearing (quasi-judicial) hearings
before Planning and Zoning and City Council

Final Plat — Regular Agenda Item reviewed by both Planning
and Zoning Commission and City Council







SUBDIVISION PLATS

Once Plat is approved construction plans are reviewed and
approved by Public Works for public infrastructure (streets,
sidewalks, utilities)

Once public improvements are completed, construction
permits are issued for the development of individual lots

Street design is dictated by the roadway classification and
the City’s adopted street standards













TRANSPORTATION PLAN
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DEVELOPMENT PROJECT REVIEW

General Review Process
Zoning
Permitted Use

Conditional Use

Rezone — if consistent with Comprehensive Plan

Site Review

Available Access

Supporting roadway system capacity, pedestrian and bicycle
access

Required on-site improvements, public and private

Potential off-site improvements

Traffic impact study (most often with State highways)




TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDIES

Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) are intended to assess the traffic
generation of a proposed development and its impact upon the
receiving roadway system

Most TIS don’t address adequately pedestrian or bicycle users

Background traffic and turning movements counts are collected
upon adjacent roadways and intersections that may be impacted
by the development

Anticipated future traffic volumes (excluding the proposed
development) and their access and intersection movements are
projected (No-build future volumes)




TRAFFIC IMPACT STUDIES

Anticipated development trips (arriving and leaving) and their
access and intersection movements are estimated

The anticipated development trips are added to the projected
future no-build traffic to assess anticipated future roadway and
intersection function under the increased traffic loading

Anticipated volumes and movements are compared to MUTCD
and Jurisdictions adopted warrants for potential mitigation
actions

Turn lanes, intersection signalization, access control, and other
potential mitigation measures




IV. Projected Traffic

A. Site Traffic (Each Horizon Year)

1.  Trip Generation

Proposed development generated traffic from Rodeo Drive is assumed to be all
"new" type trips. That is, no trips generated by the proposed site are “pass-by”
trips. Trip generation rates for the proposed site were deterrnined using existing
traffic counts and the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Tnp Generation
Manual for the undeveloped portion of the site. Land Use Categories similar to
the proposed development and nearby developments were selected from the ITE
and include Land Use Category 151 = Mini-Warehouse, 224 — Rental
Townhouse, 416 - Campground/Recreational Vehicle Park, 640 — Animal
HospitalfVeterinary Clinic, 710 — General Office Building, 942 — Automobile Care
Center, and 945 — Gasocline/Service Station with Convenience Market. Table 1
summarizes the trip generation data for the proposed and nearby developments.

TABLE 1: TRIPS GENERATED By THE PROPOSED AND MEARBY DEVELOPMENTS

Trip Genaration Itam

Mini-Warshouse

Campground/Recreational

Animal Hospital/Vetarinary

Vehicle Park Cliniz
A M. Peak Haur Trips 2.1 048 B.1E
{55% enlering, 43% exiting} (42% entering, 8% exiling} [72% entering_28% exitin
P.M. Peak Hour Trips 39 058 944

[5D% entering, S50% exiting}

(68% entering, 31% exiting)

[39% entering, 51% exiting]

Trip Generation tem

General (ffice Building

Fast-Food Restaurant with
Drive-Through Wingdow

Automobile Care Center

A.M. Peak Hour Trips 2340 D, B4 844
(838% entering, 12% exiting) (51% entering, 49% exiting) {66% entering, 34% exiting)
F.M. Feak Hour Trips 2235 65 30 1166

{1 7% antenng, 83% axiting

[52% &ntering, 48% axiting)

(48&% antaring, 2% =xting)

Trip Generation lem

Gasoline/Service Station
with Canveniance Market

Rental Townhouse

A.M. Paak Hour Trips

101 .60
{60% anlenng, 5% exiting]

640

{33% entenryy, 67% e:lllng)_l



















EXACTIONS AND IMPACT FEES

Exaction is a negotiated action that is required as a
condition of a land use approval

Improvements to existing roadway improvements
Pedestrian pathways
Parkland dedication

Exactions are largely negotiated or determined on a

somewhat case by case basis based upon the impacts of the
specific development

Intended to require the development to carry the burden
of the service demands of the proposed development

Must be a nexus and be proportionate (Nolan/Dolan)




IMPACT FEES

Detailed study based calculation of the cost of system
improvements to serve a proposed development

New growth and development are required to pay no more than
their proportionate share of the cost of public facilities needed
to serve new growth and development

Must be based upon detailed capital improvement plans and
study to determine new developments fair share

Generally revenues must be used only for the specified purposes
within 8 years of receipt or must be refunded, exception for
wastewater funds (20 years)




ELIGIBLE PUBLIC FACILITIES

Water supply production, treatment, storage and distribution
facilities;

Wastewater collection, treatment and disposal facilities;

Roads, streets and bridges, including rights-of-way, traffic signals,
landscaping and any local components of state or federal highways;

Storm water collection, retention, detention, treatment and disposal

facilities, flood control facilities, and bank and shore protection and
enhancement improvements;

Parks, open space and recreation areas, and related capital
improvements; and

Public safety facilities, including law enforcement, fire, emergency
medical and rescue and street lighting facilities




IMPACT FEES

City currently collects general facility charges for water and
wastewater systems based upon the utility masterplans,
capital improvement plans and utility rate studies that have
established the fair share for new development

Parkland dedication is a calculated exaction under City
Code




DEVELOPMENT REVIEW EXAMPLES

Standard Subdivision — Peterson Second Addition

School — Logos School




PETERSON SECOND ADDITION

39 Acre subdivision on Baker Street north of A Street
Included a combination of R4, R3,R2 and NB Zoning Districts

Comprehensive Plan showed the continuation of Baker Street
through the property as a collector street

Property had a single point of access via Baker Street

City was concerned about potential impact of the development
to the function of the A and Baker Intersection

The location of the proposed parkland provided an opportunity
to construct a separated pathway through the subdivision






















MITIGATION CALCULATION

Moscow Development Fee Review - KAl Calculations

YSM
8/16/2010

TPeterson

TShed

TExisting

Growth rate
Growth period
TGrowth

TFuture

PPeterson

CMitigation

cPeterson

Notes

vph = vehicles per hour

AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips

TEV atintx N Leg Volume Only TEV at Intx N Leg Volume Only Units
135 135 172 172 vph
356 356 463 463 vph
345 38 774 42 vph!
2.75% 2.75% 2.75% 2.75%
20 20 20 20 years
249 27 558 30 vph
950 421 1794 535 vph
22.3% 35.2% 16.9% 35.0%
$173,891 $173,891 $173,891 $173,891
$38,802.38 $61,187.66 $29,364.97 $60,778.85 $34,083.68

1Estimated by taking volumes at the "A" Street/Baker Street intersection from the June 2009 TIA

TPeterson

Proposed Peterson 2nd Addition trip generation

Total number of daily trips estimated to be generated by the Baker Street traffic shed
Total number of existing trips on the system
Total number of existing trips plus any assumed growth in trips outside of the defined traffic shed

Total number of future trips = Tgpeq Tesisting™ T Growtn
Proportionate share ratio for the Peterson 2nd Addition
Total cost of the assumed mitigation

Proportionate share fee to be assessed to the Peterson 2nd Addtion development to implement the assumed mitigation




CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Construction of Baker Street through the project site to
the collector standard

Three additional street stubs for future roadway
connections

Construction of a secondary emergency access via Sunset
drive to provide a second emergency access

Construction of a separated pathway along the west side of
the Baker Street

Traffic mitigation impact contribution of $34,804 for
intersection improvements at A and Baker




LOGOS SCHOOL

Schools have unique site requirements/considerations

Larger structures generally preferred single-story
construction (not often possible due to site constraints)

Often have associated outdoor spaces playgrounds, athletic
facilities and fields

Highly desirable to have safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities
to the site

Have parking demands for staff, students (high school) and
events

Need to accommodate staff and student transportation (bus
and parent drop off and pickup) and event activity

Results in the need for large and level sites




SCHOOL SITE SIZE

State of Idaho Standards:
Elementary = 5 acre minimum plus | acre per 100 students
Junior High
=10 acres for up to 300 students
=15 acres for up to 400 students

=20 acres plus | acre per 100 students over 500

Senior High

=20 acres for up to 400 students
=25 acres for up to 800 students

=30 acres plus | acre per 100 students over 800

























SITE ACCESS CONCERNS AND
CONSIDERATIONS

Roadway capacity and safety
Primary access intersection capacity and safety
Pedestrian/cyclist site access

Long term interconnection of the site with future street
system



















CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

The proposed use is a conditionally permitted use within the Zoning
District.

The character of the proposed use will be in harmony with the
neighborhood and surrounding land uses.

The proposed use as approved, or as approved with conditions, will not
generate nuisances that would be injurious or detrimental to adjoining
properties or the neighborhood (including, but not limited to, noise, dust,

glare, vibrations, odors, and the like).

The location, design, and size of the proposed use will be adequately served
by existing streets, public facilities and services.

The proposed use will not endanger the public health or safety if located
where proposed.

The proposed use meets all applicable development standards of the Zoning

ith the Comprehensive Plan.




TRANSPORTATION RELATED
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Construction of public streets as indicated in the adopted Multi-modal
Transportation Plan to minor arterial street standards;

Roadway alignment to allow connection to the ‘F’ Street extension

Widening of Mountain View Road from Slonaker Drive to the proposed
intersection to a minimum width of 28 feet (edge of asphalt to edge of
asphalt), and work with city staff to identify a pedestrian corridor along
the east/west connection from Slonaker Drive to the subject property;

Construction of roundabout shown on the site plans submitted for the
CUP

Construction of pedestrian bridge north of F Street terminus to provide
pedestrian and bicycle access to the site.
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the Regulation and
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Transportation *
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