Public Works / Finance Committee

Regular Meeting Laurie M. Hopkins
~Agenda~ City Clerk
WWW.Ci.moscow.id.us 208.883.7015

IHAne

Council Chambers

Monday, July 27, 2020 3:00 PM 206 E. Third St.

REGULAR AGENDA

1. Approval of the Mareh-9July 13, 2020 Administrative-Public Works / Finance Committee
Minutes (ACTION ITEM) - Laurie M. Hopkins

Minutes presented for approval.
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve minutes, amend minutes, or provide staff further direction

2. Lot Line Adjustment at 204 First Street and 108 N Washington Street (ACTION ITEM) -
Aimee Hennrich

The applicants, Donald Barker and Derek Trenholm, are requesting a lot line adjustment
between two lots addressed as 204 First Street and 108 N Washington Street. The applicants are
proposing to shift the common lot line which separates the two properties 1.3 feet to the north
following a survey that was conducted that concluded that the garage on 204 First Street was
overhanging the property line by 1.3 feet. The existing lot at204 First Street would be increased
by 81.25 square feet, resulting in a total lot size of 4,081.25 square feet and the lot at 108 N
Washington Street would be reduced by 81.25 square feet, resulting in a total lot size of
3,418.75 square feet. There is currently a law office and a detached garage on 204 First Street
and a single-family home and a detached garage on 108 N Washington Street. The subject
properties are located within the Multiple Family Residential Zoning District (R-4), which
requires a minimum lot size of 5,000 square feet and lot width of 50 feet. Both lots are currently
legally non-conforming and will remain as such, however, the garage will no longer be
encroaching upon the common property line.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with no
conditions; or recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with conditions; or
recommend denial of the lot line adjustment request; or provide staff further direction.

3. Parking Permit Fee Review (ACTION ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner

The price of current City Parking Permits are $12 per day, $30 per quarter, or $85 per year.
There are currently 155 permits authorized for sale. All permits are sold or in the process of
sale, and there is a waiting list of 81 applicants.

At the City's FY2021 budget workshop, the Council expressed a desire to revisit the cost of
Parking permits, and staff was directed to bring the item before the Public Works/Finance
Committee on July 27, 2020.

Parking has long been perceived as an issue in the downtown area, and the matter has been
studied and surveyed on several occasions in the past. Although voluminous, staff has attached
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several of the background documents which were utilized by the City Council in 2009, when
parking permits were consolidated to one class of permit and the price of that permit was
reduced from $375 per year to $75 per year.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Provide staff direction.

4. Resolution Preauthorizing the Acceptance of an Airport Aid Grant from the U.S.
Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement
Program (ACTION ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner / Tony Bean

Tony Bean, Executive Director of the Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport (PMRA) has prepared
a grant application to the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration
Airport Improvement Program for the purpose of Terminal Design and Construction. The
amount of the grant is up to $21,000,000 with a local match of $1,855,899.00 from Airport
resources. To facilitate the FAA grant, it is appropriate to pre-authorize its acceptance.

The attached draft resolution has been prepared for that purpose. The resolution also authorizes
the execution of related assurances and certifications. The City Attorney will review the draft
ordinance and will have revisions prepared for City Council consideration on August 3.
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend adoption of the attached resolution as amended by the
City Attorney) preauthorizing the acceptance of grant offer AIP 3-53-0057-051 from the FAA
Airport Improvement Program, or provide staff further direction.

ADJOURN

NOTICE: Moscow City Council and committee meetings are 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.
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Public Works / Finance Committee

Regular Meeting Laurie M. Hopkins
~Minutes~ City Clerk
WWW.CI.Mmoscow.id.us 208.883.7015

DANC

Al

Council Chambers

Monday, July 13, 2020 3:00 PM 506 E. Third St.

REGULAR AGENDA

The meeting was called to order at 3:00 p.m.

PRESENT: Gina Taruscio, Brandy Sullivan, Art Bettge

OTHERS: Mayor Bill Lambert, Sandra Kelly (3:15 p.m.)

STAFF: Bill Belknap, Aimee Hennrich, Dwight Curtis, Alisa Anderson, Bob Buvel, Nate Suhr, Tyler
Palmer, Sarah Banks, Laurie Hopkins, Taylor Anderson

1. Approval of March 9, 2020 Public Works/Finance Minutes (ACTION ITEM) - Laurie M.
Hopkins
Minutes presented for approval.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve minutes, amend minutes, or provide staff further direction
The minutes were approved as presented.

2. Disbursement Report June 2020 (ACTION ITEM) - Sarah Banks
Staff will present the Accounts Payable Report for the month ending June 2020.

ACTION: Sign the Disbursements Report for the month of June 2020.

Banks introduced the report by highlighting the major expenses with the largest expense being payroll
followed by other items such as the Well #10 Phase 2 payment and an emergency line repair at WRRF.
Refunds and reimbursements has a large sum due to the biannual taxes for MURA. The Committee
approved, signed the report and recommended it be placed on the Council consent agenda.

3. Lot Line Adjustment - 2355 E Sixth Street and 509 Nadi Court (ACTION ITEM) - Aimee
Hennrich

The applicant, Robert Stephens, is requesting a lot line adjustment between two lots addressed as
2355 Sixth Street and 509 Nadi Court. The applicant is proposing to expand the existing lot
addressed as 509 Nadi Court by 250 square feet, resulting in a total lot size of 13,405 square feet.
2355 E Sixth Street would be reduced by 250 square feet, resulting in a total lot size of 19,446
square feet. The purpose of the proposed lot line adjustment is to accommodate existing developed
landscaping. There is currently one accessory structure on 509 Nadi Court and a single-family
home on 2355 Sixth Street. The subject properties are located within the Moderate Density Zoning
District (R-2), which requires a minimum lot size of 7,000 square feet and lot width of 60 feet. As a
result of the lot line adjustment, both lots would meet the minimum lot size and width requirements
of the R-2 Zone and the existing structure will meet all setback requirements.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with no
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conditions; or recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with conditions; or
recommend denial of the lot line adjustment request; or provide staff further direction.

Hennrich presented the item as listed above explaining that the lot adjustment will shift a portion of the
boundary by 5 feet and the application came from both residents. The Committee recommended
approval with no conditions and that it be placed on the Council consent agenda.

4. Lot Line Adjustment 2218 and 2306 Third Street (ACTION ITEM) - Aimee Hennrich

The applicant, Rafik Itani, is requesting a lot line adjustment between two properties located at
2218 and 2306 Third Street. The proposed lot line adjustment would reduce the lot addressed as
2306 Third Street from 8,015 sf to 7,328 sf and expand the lot addressed 2218 Third Street from
7328 sf to 8015 sf. The applicant is requesting the lot line adjustment in order to fulfill a purchase
and sale agreement which requires lot 5 to have a width of 70ft. The subject properties are located
within the Moderate Density, Single-Family Residential Zoning District (R-2). Within the R-2
Zoning District, lots with single-family dwellings require a minimum area of 7,000 sf and a
minimum lot width of 60 feet. The proposed lot line adjustment meetsboth of these standards.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve the lot line adjustment at 2218 Third Street and 2306 East
Third Street with no conditions, or provide staff further direction.

Hennrich presented the action item as listed above and explained that the overall adjustment will shift
the lot line by 6 feet and there will be no subsequent effects on surrounding lots.

The Committee recommended approval with no conditions and that it be placed on the Council consent
agenda.

5. Updated Options/Recommendations for Remaining 2020 Pool Season (ACTION ITEM) -
Dwight Curtis

It continues to be the Parks and Recreation Director's recommendation not to open the Hamilton-
Lowe Aquatics Center (HLAC) for the 2020 season due to the high risks associated with COVID-
19. The close-quartered nature of the facility makes social/physical distancing and masking
problematic at best for a general opening. Should the City Council still desire to see some version of
a pool season, staff recommends a limited opening of the HLAC specifically for fitness (or lap)
swimming. By using the deep pool exclusively for fitness swimming, we can better monitor the
number of patrons at any given time, along with appropriate distancing and masking. With the
current spike in COVID-19 cases, this still represents some risk, but less so.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Accept staff's recommendation to close the Hamilton-Lowe Aquatics
Center for the 2020 season; or in the alternative, recommend accepting staff's recommendation to
open the deep pool for fitness (lap) swimming, using the general guidelines addressed in the memo
from the Parks and Recreation Director; or provide staff further direction.

With the current Public Health Emergency Order opening the pool will prove to be difficult in
monitoring pool activities while allowing the public to experience the enjoyment factor of visiting the
pool. Curtis stated that 42% of outdoor aquatic centers are remaining closed nationwide at this time.
The alternative opening plan will allow some residents to still enjoy lap swimming in one-hour blocks
during designated times. With this comes better monitoring of swimmers - there would be a maximum
of 18 at any given time - as well as adhering to social distancing and mask wearing. Masks will only be
required for those outside the pool. The alternative opening plan would continue 7 days a week from
July 22nd to September 4th. There would be a $3 admittance charge and family changing rooms will
be open while locker rooms and concessions will remain closed. Season employee compensation
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options will be discussed at a later time. The Committee recommended this item be placed on the
Council regular agenda for more discussion.

6.

EDA Funding Request - Sixth Street Bridge Replacement Project (ACTION ITEM) - Alisa
Anderson / Bill Belknap

During the Paradise Creek Flood event in April of 2019, the Sixth Street culvert structure near
Mountain View Road sustained significant erosion damage that undermined the roadway shoulders
reducing the roadway width and significantly damaging the guardrail system. After the flood
damage, City Streets staff performed temporary repairs to the roadway surface and placed concrete
barriers to compensate for the damaged guardrail system while the City assessed the best options to
address the roadway and culvert deficiencies. The width of the culvert crossing is inadequate to
accommodate pedestrian sidewalks or bicycle facilities, and the culvert structure includes a
collection of three separate culverts of varying size. These culverts do not have adequate conveyance
ability to prevent flood waters from over topping the roadway, and they also collect significant
debris during flooding events which complicates flood response actions and increases roadway and
property damage risk in the surrounding area.

Staff is currently seeking approval to prepare and submit a FY2019 Economic Development
Administration (EDA) Disaster Supplemental grant application under the Economic Adjustment
Assistance Program. Subject to the availability of funds, this investment assistance helps
communities devise and implement long-term economic recovery strategies through construction
projects such as this bridge replacement project. The program is designed to address economic
challenges in areas where a Presidential declaration of @ major disaster was issued as a result of
natural disasters, such as flooding which occurred in the calendar year of 2019.

The estimated total project cost is $1,200,000 including $151,000 for design and $1,049,000 for
construction. Additional costs may include an environmental assessment to meet EDA requirements.
This grant opportunity is revolving and open as long as funds are available. The match requirement
for this project is 20%. The nextreview of grant applications is September 1, 2020, and we have
been advised by the Idaho EDA Representative to have a request submitted in Grants.gov no later
than July 20, 2020, in order to be included in the next review cycle.

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve submission of a Disaster Supplement grant application to the
Economic Development Administration for the Sixth Street Bridge replacement not to exceed
$1,300,000 with a required match of 20% or $260,000; or provide staff further direction.

Belknap explained the above listed concerns for the current state of the Sixth Street Bridge and that
the design process far the bridge has already begun. The next grant applications will be reviewed
on September 1st and will need to be applied to no later than July 20th.

Next review will be sept 1 and apply no later than July 20th to be considered. The Committee
recommended approval with no conditions and that it be placed on the Council consent agenda.

REPORTS

Capital Projects Update - Bob Buvel & Nate Suhr

Suhr reported the police facility is currently in excavation and other site work. This project is
projected to be completed by July 2021 to comply with 365 working day contract.

The sewer line for the ‘A’ Street reconstruction project is 50% complete while the water line and
large earth removal is finished and construction has begun on the retaining walls. Contractors are
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responsible for providing access to each driveway for residents since no parking is currently
allowed. Completion date for this project is estimated to be the end of October 2020.

o Well #10 site development is on phase 2 and already has a drilled well and installed pipe. Next
step is to install a pump at the bottom of the well, build well control building, and complete
expansion of storm sewer system for emergency situations. They are also in the process of
installing retaining walls. Estimated completion date is late fall to early winter of 2020.

o Buvel reported the Almon Street reconstruction project is moving forward on installing new
curbs, gutters, sidewalks and curb ramps as well as other pedestrian facilities. A portion of the
street will go from a one-way to two-way section. There has been a slight project delay due to
weather and causes restarts and additional material to be purchased. The project is still. running on
time to meet the deadline which will be early August.

e Suhr said the contractor for the Water Department building roof repair project has removed the
damaged beams and drywall A new replacement beam is being installed. Estimated to be
completed by end of year 2020.

e Concrete, paving and valves for the WRRF return line emergency repair. have been replaced with
no additional requirements.

e The North Couplet Pedestrian Improvement project completed Thursday, July 9, 2020. A planter
island, new curbing, power and water have been installed. New wheelchair ramps brought the
sidewalk into compliance. Next step is the installation of the Homecoming public art piece.

ADJOURN
The meeting closed at 3:56 p.m.
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COMMITTEE STAFF REPORT
DATE: Monday, July 27, 2020

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

Aimee Hennrich

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES
AGENDA ITEM TITLE

Lot Line Adjustment at 204 First Street and 108 N Washington Street (ACTION ITEM) - Aimee Hennrich
DESCRIPTION

The applicants, Donald Barker and Derek Trenholm, are requesting a lot line adjustment between two lots addressed as 204 First
Street and 108 N Washington Street. The applicants are proposing to shift the common lot line which separates the two
properties 1.3 feet to the north following a survey that was conducted that concluded that the garage on 204 First Street was
overhanging the property line by 1.3 feet. The existing lot at 204 First Street would be increased by 81.25 square feet, resulting
in a total lot size of 4,081.25 square feet and the lot at 108 N Washington Street would be reduced by 81.25 square feet, resulting
in a total lot size of 3,418.75 square feet. There is currently a law office and a detached garage on 204 First Street and a single-
family home and a detached garage on 108 N Washington Street. The subject properties are located within the Multiple Family
Residential Zoning District (R-4), which requires a minimum lot size of 5,000 square feet and lot width of 50 feet. Both lots are
currently legally non-conforming and will remain as such, however, the garage will no longer be encroaching upon the common
property line.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the proposed LLA with no conditions.

PROPOSED ACTIONS

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with no conditions;
or recommend approval of the lot line adjustment request with conditions; or recommend denial of the lot
line adjustment request; or provide staff further direction.

FISCAL IMPACT

PERSONNEL IMPACT

ATTACHMENTS

1. Application Materials
2. Revised ROS
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ATTORNEY AT LAW, PLLC
SUSAN R' WILSON 208 S. Main St., Ste 2, Moscow, ID 83843

Ph: 208-882-8060 ~ Fx: (866) 221-9397 ~ sw2(@moscow.com

July 13, 2020

City of Moscow
Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers
Moscow, Idaho 83843

RE: Request for Approval of Lot Line Adjustment — 204 First Street, Moscow
Dear Mayor and Councilmembers,

I represent Donald R. Barker, the owner of the property commonly known as 204 First Street,
Moscow, ID 83843, and legally described as Parcel 1 on the attached Exhibit A. Derek C.
Trenholm owns the adjacent property at 108 N. Washington Street, Moscow, ID 83843, and
legally described as Parcel 2 on the attached Exhibit A.

Mr. Barker’s garage, which has been there for many decades, and fence currently encroach onto
Mr. Trenholm’s property by 1.3 feet according to a survey completed by Rimrock Consulting
(see attached). Mr. Barker and Mr. Trenholm have entered into an agreement wherein Mr.
Trenholm has agreed to convey to Mr. Barker a strip of property 1.3 feet wide along his southern
property line in order to align the common property line with the back of the garage and the
fence that now encroaches onto Mr. Trenholm’s property. That portion being conveyed is legally
described as Parcel 3 on the attached Exhibit A.

In consideration of this request for a lot line adjustment, please consider the following:

1. Lot Size, Width and Depth:
BEFORE ADJUSTMENT: Barker: Lot size is 4,000 +/- square feet, approximately 62.5

feet of First Street frontage and 64 feet deep. See attached. Trenholm: 3,500+/- square
feet, approximately 56 feet of Washington frontage and 62.5 feet deep.

AFTER ADJUSTMENT: Barker: Lot size is 4081.25 +/- square feet, approximately 62.5
feet of First Street frontage and 65.3 feet deep. See attached. Trenholm: 3,418.75+/-
square feet, approximately 54.7 feet of Washington frontage and 62.5 feet deep.

Public Street Frontage and Lot Access: Barker: First Street and Trenholm: Washington
Street

Location of Utilities and City Services: Existing unchanged

Required Street Improvements: Not applicable (already improved)

Park Land Dedication: Not applicable

Off-Street Parking: Not applicable to lot division but addressed in Rezone

Right-of-way dedication and/or Easement Issues: None
Building Setbacks: See attached survey.

)

(LB

Also enclosed please find the following:
A. A scaled site plan with dimensions, property lines, adjacent streets and North arrow and
scale.
B. A check for the Community Development Application Fee and Engineering Review Fee.

Revision Rc'd 7-15-20



LUP2020-0018

Because my client is looking to sell his property, my client asks that this application be reviewed
and put on the City’s agenda as soon as possible. If you have any further questions or concerns,
please contact me at 208-882-8060.

Respectfully,

SNMQQLW

Susan R. Wilson
Attorney at Law
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Exhibit A

Donald R. Barker’s Parcel

Parcel 1:

The South 24 feet of the West Half (W1/2) of Lot Five (5) and the West Half (W1/2) of Lot Six
(6) in Block Two (2) of Frye’s Addition to the City of Moscow, as shown by the recorded plat
thereof.

Derek C. Trenholm’s Parcel

Parcel 2:

The West half of Lot 4 and the West half of the North 16 feet of Lot 5, Block 2, Frye’s Addition
to the City of Moscow, as shown by the recorded plat thereof.

Derek C. Trenholm to Donald R. Barker:

Parcel 3:

The South 1.3 feet of the West half of Lot 4 and the West half of the North 16 feet of Lot 5,
Block 2, Frye’s Addition to the City of Moscow, as shown by the recorded plat thereof.

Enlarged portion of the Survey of Encroachment:

(LW apw \J\ic el

w
<

¥ Calcula
Found

X =X —X 1 25-00.(
| S 891419" |E e |-

NOTE: The Record of Survey that was recorded erroneously labeled the depth and width of Mr.
Trenholm’s parcel as 112.5 feet by 125.00 feet. An amended survey has been requested.
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CONSENT TO LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

[, Donald R. Barker, the owner of the property at 204 First Street, Moscow, and the applicant hereby
consent to the Lot Line Adjustment to increase my lot by 1.3 feet to the North as further set forth in the
application.

BARKER:

Aossled K [5 s

DONALD R. BARKER

CONSENT TO LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

I, Derek C. Trenholm, the owner of the property at 108 N. Washington St., Moscow, hereby consent to the
Lot Line Adjustment to reduce my lot size by the southern 1.3 feet as further set forth in the application.

TRENHOLM:

L O ——

DEREK C. TRENHOLM

Revision Rc'd 7-15-20
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BASIS OF BEARINGS

The Basis of Bearings for this survey 1s the Idaho Coordinate System,
West Zone, NAD 83, as shown between the found southwest corner and
the west 1/4 corner of Section 8, said bearing being N 00°2 1'05" E,

SURVEY REFERENCES

I. Plat of Frye's Addition to the City of Moscow, Block 2, Page 5 of Book 1,
18662,

2. Record of Survey, Instrument Number 222843, PLS 9629,

3. Warranty Deed, Instrument Number 564464,

4. Warranty Deed, Instrument Number 336724,

5. Warranty Deed, Instrument Number 417451 .

€ Record of Survey, Instrument Number 56221 |,

SURVEYOR NOTES

I. The purpose of this amended survey is to correct the dmensions of the
Subject Parcel Detall.

2. The purpose of this survey was to locate and mark the property corners of
that parcel of land described in Warranty Deed Instrument Number 564464,
3. The southeast corner falls inside the adjacent land owners shed by 1.3
feet south, and 1.4 feet east of the bulding corner.

SURVEYOR CERTIFICATION
This map correctly represents a survey made by me or under my direction in
conformance with the Survey Recording Act and at the request of Dirk

Trenholm in July, 2020.

John L. Dunn - Idaho Professional Land Surveyor
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129 West 3rd Street #102 Moscow, Idcho 83843 208-883-5339 rimrock@rimrockconsulting.net




COMMITTEE STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, July 27, 2020

RESPONSIBLE STAFF
Gary Riedner, City Supervisor

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES
AGENDA ITEM TITLE

Parking Permit Fee Review (ACTION ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner
DESCRIPTION

The price of current City Parking Permits are $12 per day, $30 per quarter, or $85 per year. There are
currently 155 permits authorized for sale. All permits are sold or in the process of sale, and there is a
waiting list of 81 applicants.

At the City's FY2021 budget workshop, the Council expressed a desire to revisit the cost of Parking
permits, and staff was directed to bring the item before the Public Works/Finance Committee on July 27,
2020.

Parking has long been perceived as an issue in the downtown area, and the matter has been studied and
surveyed on several occasions in the past. Although voluminous, staff has attached several of the
background documents which were utilized by the City Council in 2009, when parking permits were
consolidated to one class of permit and the price of that permit was reduced from $375 per year to $75
per year.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
No recommendation.

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Provide staff direction.

FISCAL IMPACT

PERSONNEL IMPACT

ATTACHMENTS

WWAMI Parking Study Results

Original and Remanded Parking Study Results with am-pm averages
2008 Parking Recommendations_small

Pages from MotM-Final Moscow on the Move
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Public Works Finance 05-26-09

Public Works Finance 06-22-09
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Fee Res 2009-18 parking permits
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Street Location Description Spaces Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Ave Std Dev Percent
9:00 AM | 12:30 PM | 2:00 PM | 9:00 AM | 12:30 PM | 2:00 PM | 9:00 AM | 12:30 PM | 2:00 PM | 9:00 AM | 12:30 PM | 2:00 PM | 9:00 AM | 12:30 PM | 2:00 PM Available
College St College St from Jackson to Bridge 16 12 11 14 12 15 14 12 11 13 12 12 11 11 11 12.2 1.26 76.34%
Eighth St Eighth St from Main to Jackson 10 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0.4 0.49 4.29%
Eighth St Eighth St from Washington to Alley 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0.3 0.45 14.29%
Lewis St Lewis St from Main to Washington 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0.2 0.41 7.14%
Lewis St Lewis St from Washington to Alley 8 3 3 5 5 6 5 2 2 4 2 3 4 6 3.9 1.39 49.11%
Main St Main St from Eighth to Lewis 22 6 9 7 8 7 4 2 2 6 6 3 16 13 13 7.3 4.10 33.12%
Main St Main St from Seventh to Eighth 25 8 6 10 10 6 11 8 8 2 2 8 12 6 6 7.4 2.87| 29.43%
Main St Main St from Sixth to Seventh 21 3 3 6 3 1 8 3 4 6 1 8 9 2 0 4.1 2.76 19.39%
Seventh St Seventh St from Main to Jackson 28 9 6 8 8 5 6 8 3 6 4 6 7 15 8 7.1 2.74 25.26%
Seventh St Seventh St from Main to Washington 26 9 10 4 6 7 6 4 5 1 0 3 16 11 7 6.4 4.05 24.45%
Seventh St Seventh St from Washington to Alley 6 2 0 1 2 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 3 2 3 13 1.03 21.43%
Sixth St Sixth St from Jackson to Bridge 9 5 3 7 3 3 6 2 6 8 5 4 8 6 5 5.1 1.83 56.35%
Sixth St Sixth St from Main to Washington 15 5 1 9 4 1 3 1 2 6 5 2 6 1 4 3.6 2.35 23.81%
Washington St |Washington St from Seventh to Eighth 13 5 4 0 5 4 0 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 3 2.1 1.73 16.48%
Washington St |Washington St from Sixth to Seventh 11 6 6 7 4 3 4 6 4 9 8 6 7 6 5 5.8 1.61 52.60%
Washington St |Washington St from Eighth to Lewis 8 0 1 0 5 3 1 0 0 1 1 0 3 0 2 1.2 1.47 15.18%
Totals 223 0 74 64 79 76 62 69 52 50 64 a8 60 105 80 73 ca3 |Available | oo o
Percent Available 33.18%| 28.70%| 35.43%| 34.08%| 27.80%| 30.94%| 23.32%| 22.42%| 28.70%| 21.52%| 26.91%| 47.09%| 35.87%| 32.74% ) Overall ’

Data collected at 9am, 12:30pm, and 2pm from Monday August 7 to Friday August 11 of 2017




Remanded Parking Results

Data collected at 9am, 12:30pm, and 2pm from Monday June 19 to Friday June 23 of 2017

Street Loc_Desc
Main St Main St from Ato C
First St First St west of Jackson
ASt A St west of Jackson
A St A St from Main to Washington
A St A St from Main to Jackson
First St First St from Main to Jackson
Main St Main St from First to A
First St First St from Main to Washington
Main St Main St from First to Second
Second St Second St from Main to Washington
Second St Second St from Washington to Jefferson
Washington St~ Washington St from First to Second
Jackson St Jackson St from First to A
Jackson St Jackson St from First to Third
Parking Lot Jackson Street Parking Lot (North)
Third St Third St from Main to Jackson
Third St Third St from Main to Washington
Third St Third St from Washington to Jefferson
Washington St~ Washington St from Second to Third
First St First St from Washington to Jefferson
Main St Main St from Second to Third

Percentage Available

Original Parking Results

Spaces
15

11
28
19
22
15
31
18
10

29
15
16
21
11

18
320

Data collected at 9am and 2pm from April 3-5, and April 10-11 of 2017

Street Loc_Desc
Main St Main St from Ato C
First St First St west of Jackson
ASt A St west of Jackson
ASt A St from Main to Washington
ASt A St from Main to Jackson
First St First St from Main to Jackson
Main St Main St from First to A
First St First St from Main to Washington
Main St Main St from First to Second
Second St Second St from Main to Washington
Second St Second St from Washington to Jefferson
Washington St~ Washington St from First to Second
Jackson St Jackson St from First to A
Jackson St Jackson St from First to Third
Parking Lot Jackson Street Parking Lot (North)
Third St Third St from Main to Jackson
Third St Third St from Main to Washington
Third St Third St from Washington to Jefferson
Washington St~ Washington St from Second to Third
First St First St from Washington to Jefferson
Main St Main St from Second to Third

Percentage Available

Difference:

Spaces
15
7

11
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10
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11
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37.14%
18.89%

Overall Average
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40.95%
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Overall Average
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9AM Average

AVG Avail % Avail AVG Avail % Avail
4 25.33% 7 46.67%
3 37.14% 3 37.14%
3 65.00% 4 90.00%
3 68.00% 3 60.00%
5 43.64% 5 49.09%
6 20.24% 7 24.29%
0 51.58% 6 32.63%
5 23.64% 5 22.73%
2 10.67% 2 10.67%
6 19.35% 4 12.26%
2 10.00% 2 8.89%
5 52.00% 5 46.00%
8 93.33% 8 91.11%
5 55.56% 4 44.44%
6 19.31% 6 20.00%
6 37.33% 7 48.00%
7 42.50% 4 27.50%
7 34.29% 10 45.71%
5 41.82% 4 36.36% 97
2 25.71% 54.29% 2PM Comb Average
2 12.22% 1 5.56%
100 31.15% 99 31.00% 127
2PM Average 1230PM Average 9AM Comb Average
AVG Avail % Avail

6 37.33%
2 31.43%
2 55.00%
3 60.00%
6 56.36%
6 22.86%

13 69.47%
6 26.36%
3 20.00%
2 5.16%
2 10.00%
6 60.00%
7 80.00%
3 28.89%
3 10.34%
7 44.00%
5 29.17%
6 28.57%
5 43.64%
1 14.29%
2 12.22%

95 29.71% 84 26.25%
2PM Average 1230PM Average




A Study of Downtown Parking
Moscow Transportation Commission
March, 2008

Executive Summary Overview. At the request of City Council the Moscow Transportation
Commission (MTC) embarked on an 18-month study of downtown parking, During that time
numerous people and entities offered input in a variety of ways, detailed below. An MTC
subcommittee helped organize, synthesize, and facilitate review among city staff leaders,
members of the commission, guests, and the public. As a resuit of its work, the MTC
recommends three (3) goals and twenty-six (26} impiementation strategies for practical and
realistic improvemenis to downtown parking. The sections in this report, shown below,
summarize the process, MTC findings, goals, and action strategies for implementation.

Introduction

MTC Study of Downtown Parking

Survey Process/Key Findings

MTC Interviews and Findings

Public Open House on Downiown Parking

Final Downtown Parking Goals

Final Recommendations/Implementation Strategies
Appendices

" & ®% & & © 2 6

The MTC Report on Downtown Parking is available online at hitp://aww.ci. moscow id.us for
ispection, or by request from the City of Moscow, Public Works Department. The report will
be presented to City Council commitiees and the full Council in late March and early Apni 2008.
At that time, final action by the Mayor and Moscow City Council is expected. Members of the
MTC express appreciation for the opportunity to study this important transportation tssue and, by
consensus concur with its findings and recommendations.

Introduction. As part of its rofe o provide advice and recommendations io the Mayor and City
Council regarding inler-modal transportation issues within and around the City of Moscow, the
(MTC) was charged by City Council in late 2006 with exploring a widely-held, long-standing
perception of a “downtown parking problem”. (Appendix A contains the full charge of the
MTC.) The last prior atlempt to evaluate downtown parking was the Dufresne-Hemry Downtown
‘Moscow Revitalization Plan from 2001-2002. (Excerpt, Appendix B) Another study of
downtown parking was completed in 1993 and is on record with the City of Moscow. Moscow’s
downtown parking system has remained essentiaily unchanged since its adoption in the late
1970s, and the call to address 11 persists.

A “downtown parking problem” is not unique to Moscow, Idaho. 1t is a fopic familiar to citizens
and city government officials across the country. Currently, in cur region both the City of
Pullman, Washington and the City of Lewiston are facing similar parking issues in their
communities. {(Appendix C contains recent news media coverage.)

Over the past several decades Moscow has routinely faced the issue of downtown parking with
an increased frequency following the advent of the west- and east-side retail malls, constructed



during the 1970’s. Downtown Moscow successfully adapted its character and approach to new
retail challengers through diversification of businesses and services, downtown revitalization
activities, and the provision of “free parking” for the downtown. Downtown’s transformation
represents an impressive success story, attesting to the commitment of community leaders who
have made strategic investments to preserve and enhance this unique, vibrant and much-loved
area at the core of Moscow.

"This commitment is clearly apparent today, as evidenced by Moscow City Council’s Goals for
2009, Among the goals related to downtown parking improvements, City Cousncil identifies
support for the newly formed Urban Renewal District adjacent to the downtown, acquisition of
additional property 1o support development of new surface parking for the downtown, expansion
of public transit services, and creation of a program for replacement/improvement of signage in
Moscow’s downtown. (Appendix D lists complete 2009 Moscow City Council Goals.)
Downtown business leaders appear ready to revisit the concept of a business improvement
district and “to be a part of the solution” for improving downtown parking resources. The
University of Idaho also recognizes the goal of strengthening the “lown and gown™ bond through
enhanced links with and (o the downlown core, and with possible changes in its own parking
policies. (Appendix E highlights UI architecture students’ proposal for land development
concepts between the city and campus; an overview of the UT campus parking program is also
inchuded here.)

MTC Study of Downtown Parking. During the past 18 months MTC members conducted a
thorough review of downtown parking, with the principal goal of formulating an improvement
‘progeam. Unlike previous parking studies that focused on engineering criteria (e.g., empty-to-
occupied space ratio) to determine the extent of the problems, the MTC chose to focus on
people’s perceptions of and commentary about the problems, their causes, and solutions. The
analysis phase consisted of a major survey of the downtown’s four major constituent groups
(business managers, employees, customers, and residents); a lengthy series of interviews and
reports from agency, downtown business and service representatives/leaders during public
transportation commission meetings; and a public open house on downtown parking to receive
citizen input on findings, preliminary goals, strategies and recommendations. (Appendix F
contains additional materials about these activities.)

Survey Process and Key Findings. Between January and March 2007, a survey was prepared
and delivered 1o each of several groups of downtown constituents: owners/business managers,
employees, and customers. (Survey forms are contained in Appendix G, followed by summaries
and key findings.) MTC members were assisted by Chamber of Commerce staff who hand-
delivered surveys to ensure broad coverage of all known businesses and service providers in the
downtown (see map for area covered). Two hundred twenty-five (225) surveys were delivered
to business owners or managers and 161 were returned, a 72% response rate. Employees returned
135 of their surveys, and customers refurned 190 of their surveys. The favorable response
volume provided a reliable basis for drawing concfusions about downtown parking patterns and
preferences. Surveys for known residents of downtown were delivered/mailed in late spring
2007. Due to the timing of the distribution close to the end of spring semester the number of
responses from the downtown residents was too low 1o reach statistically valid conclusions, but
did provide interesting and valuable input. MTC spent many meetings conducting extensive
review of these survey responses. Among the key findings were:
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Business owners, employees, and cusiomers agree there is a parking problem downtown.
Owners and employees find the problem more serious than customers do, with 64% of
business owners and 70% of employees saying “yes” there is a problem, compared to
only 40% of customers. Forty-two percent (42%) of customers report finding satisfactory
parking available on almost every trip downtown; 32% of business owners report hearing
compiaints aboul parking availability almost every day. The most common belief of
business owners, employees, and customers is that the parking problem is caused by too
Jew public parking spaces downtown.

Employers and employees contribute 1o the problem. Sixty percent {60%) of business
owners and 75% of employees report using downiown public parking. Fifty-one percent
{51%) of the business owners and 41% of employees report parking within the same
block as their business or job. Only 11% of business owners and 12% of employees
report typically parking more than two blocks from their jobs. Only 44% of downtown
business owners encourage their employees to park outside the downtown. Further there
1s a communication gap between business owners and employees about encouraging
employees to park outside the downtown: only 19% of employees say the owners do so.

Customers are willing 1o park further away than business owners think they will.
Seventy-one percent {71%) of business owners reported customers would be only willing
to park / block or less away {rom their business, while 72% of customers said they would
be willing to park 2 blocks or more away Trom their destination.

Improvements suggested by the survey results include:  adjusted parking time limits;
support for additional public parking lots but not the installation of parking meters; the
potential use of a parking structure; expansion of fealures for bicycles and pedestrians;
and expansion of public transit in the downtown district.

MTC Interviews and Findings. A series of targeted interviews with invited business leaders
and city officials were held at regular MTC meetings during the spring and summer of 2007 to
ensure that commission members fully understood the context for considering changes to the
downtown parking program. {Copies of these materials and minutes from these meetings are
available from the City’s Public Works Department.) A number of Findings from Interviews are
summarized below, that together with Key Findings from the Survey, provide the basis for the
goals and improvement strategies, These interview findings are:

1.

Incentive programs have been adopted by a few downtown organizations (Food Co-op,
New St. Andrews College, Gritman Medical Center) and provide a popular and effective
tool to address the shortage of core downtown parking and to advocate for a “customer-
first” use policy for available, close-by parking.

Uses in the downtown have changed over the past decades; for example, service

stations, and hardware and variety stores are now located elsewhere. Downtown
properties are occupied by fewer vehicle-intensive uses than in the past. Moscow realtors
indicate thal existing downtown properties are available for purchase and/or reuse



opportunities for new businesses.- Some newer uses in the downtown district core have
brought increased competition for “shared-access™ parking resources.

Designated parking for downtown’s small residential community 1s needed to ensure that
people whe live downtown can find appropriate parking close to their residences.

The public "paid permit” parking system is underutilized and has capacity for additional
permit sales to those who require long-term, reserved daily parking.

Business owners and employees lose valuable work time as they routinely move their cars
a short distance to avoid tickets for violating the 3-hour limit in downtown parking zones.

A recent Downtown Association committee developed a downtown parking improvement
plar and suggested changes in the way the system is managed. (See Appendix H.)

The City’s Public Works department developed options for improving internal traffic flow
and restructuring access points for the south Jackson Street parking lot, an idea finding
initial support among adjacent businesses and other downtown users.

The new Comprehensive Plan, Mobility Chapter, will include points to consider:
changing use patterns, adjacent Jand development opportunities, and a greater effort to
support muiti-modal transportation in the downtown; parking may be required for some
new uses in the general and central business zones.

Some students are using “"free” downtown parking spaces and walking to classes at Ul,
reducing the suppty of open parking spaces for those who have downtown destinations
and business,

Public Open House on Downtown Parking. The MTC sponsored an open house February 19,
2008 at the 1912 Center that was attended by approximately 50 people. Independent information
and discussion “stations” highlighted a range of topics. (Appendix I includes focal media
coverage of this event. Information displayed at various stations from the open house is found in
Appendix J.) Many atlendees had questions for MTC members and city officials about the
parking situation downtown and plans in progress for changes. Several citizens noted specific
options/strategies they most favored, which ones they did not like, and oifered further
suggestions for new ideas. Most of the participants who reviewed the MTC’s findings and
options responded that “MTC is on the right track.”

The information and input “stations” included the following:

&

Working Goeals and Strategies to accomplish them;

Moscow Public Works dispiay with downtown parking boundaries, locations of public
and private lots, on-street spaces and traffic flow data; three options with alternative
configurations of the Scuth Jackson Street lot; parking standards;

Proposed Legacy Crossing Urban Renewal District — parking infrastructure options to
serve downtown and the central business area,

Business Leaders® Suggested Improvements for downtown parking;



o MTC Survey and Key Findings;
s Costs of Parking Improvements, annual maintenance and operations management;
features of downtown parking from other small, university towns;
¢ Demand Reduction Incentive Programs (Moscow Food Co-op, Gritman Medical
Center, and New Saint Andrews College);
e Public Transit and its opportunity for growth in the downtown area; and
s  Moeoscow Parking Enforcement program features,

Final Downtown Parking Goals. The MTC synthesized the survey results, interviews, and
‘meeting and public forum findings to arrive at three primary downtown parking improvement
goals.

Moscow Transportation Commission recommends adoption of these goals as a framework
for and as desired outcomes to gnide a Downtewn Parking Improvement lmplementation
process.

1. Reduce the pressure on limited downtown parking resources by adopting more
effective and customer-friendly practices and uses of existing spaces.

IL. Increase the gqualily, safety, and amount of downtown parking available for the many
peopie who wish o palronize Moscow’s downtown businesses, services and
activities,

H1. Enbance coordination and shared responsibility for downtown parking infrastructure
and programs among those responsible for adomnistration, enforcement,
improvement, development, and implementation of downtown parking.

Recommended Implementation Strategies. Accomplishing the three downtown parking
improvement goals will require both short-and long-term actions and investments. MTC
recommends the adoption of twenty-five (25) implementation strategies that provide feasible,
supportuble ways 1o achieve the desired goals. Not all strategies are likely to be implemented in
‘the course of one year, or even iwo to three years; however, they are the most frequently cited
“details” offered in good faith from a large number of contributors to the discussion of
downtown parking needs and how 10 make it better for everyone, This document establishes a
framework and policy guidance for a Downtown Parking Improvement Plan. The MTC strongly
recommends that an independently-selected _advocacy Implementation Commitice work to
Jurther develop and advance the plan over the course of the next 1-3 years.

Implementation strategies the MTC recommends are:

Goal I: Limited Resources and Customer-Friendly Practices

o Modify the current 3~hour downtown parking limits to create multiple zones for Loading
(15-30 minutes), Short-Term (1-2 hours), Medium-Term (3-4 hours), and Long-Term (8
hours or more} use patterns;



¢  Assess the number and location of Disabled Parking stalls, and increase and/or relocate
as appropriate.

¢ Increase the value and use of pennits in existing, public, off-street parking lots with
agpressive marketing and incentives for daily, long-texm users of downtown parking;

e Form partnership agreements with owners of private, downtown lots to encourage full
use and coordinated management of surplus capacily in private, off-street parking areas
in downiown;

e Designate van and car pool spaces in public parking lots and make them available at
reduced fees to promote their use;

e Challenge the Chamber of Commerce, and Downtown Association(s) to develop
“Customer First” parking policies and effective Employer/Employee incenlive programs;

e« Determine what, if any, code changes may be required to enforce sanctions/fowing of
“unauthorized users” in private parking lots;

e Invest in expansion of public transit services fo and within the downtown, including
expansion of routes/stops to and within the downtown area, improved snow removal at
designated pull-outs/stops, and improved bus/transit stop signage and shelters at strategic
downtown locations, or at Park and Ride lots remote from downtown;

#» Tncourage bicycle and motorcycle use, as alternatives to cars, by providing additional,
conveniently-located facilities, such as: bike racks, sheltered parking, bike lockers,
motorcycle spaces (on and off-street);

o As part of a comprehensive Sidewalk Improvement Program for the city, repair and
replace unsafe, deteriorated downtown sidewalks that discourage pedestrians from
walking to and within downtown; and

s Create (dispersed) parking zones sufficient to allow downtown residents with cars to park
overnight and on weckends legally,

Goal 1. Ouality, Safety. and Amount of Downtown Parking

»  Share responsibility among private and public entities and stakeholder groups to identify
and obtain an additional 2-3 acres to accommodale 200-300 future, close-in surface
parking spaces for use in and by downtown businesses and services; avoid furlher pursuit
of costly public parking structures;

» Discourage non-downtown through traffic along Main Street between Third and Sixih
Street and between Third and A Street by adding traffic calming measures, pedestrian
amenities, and consider reducing the speed limit,

e Expand on-street parking along side streets, perpendicular to and within the bounds of the
Washington/Jackson Street couplet system (where feasible at 1%, 2%, 4% 5™ and 7
Streets);

e Consider modifying entry/egress to North and South Jackson Street parking lots and
redesign them for enhanced safety, internal traffic flow, and provision of amenities for
seasonal special event use;

e As new general business zone(s) are added that surround the existing Central Business
District require off-street parking for all new developments occurring after a designated
code change and nolice period;



¢ Clarify parking requirements and expectations for such CBD users as schools, {raimng
programs, and others with daily classroom attendance/commuter patterns;

¢ Upon its adoption, ensure the integration of the Downtown Parking Improvement plan
and program into the 2008 Comprehensive Plan update;

¢ Ixpand the parking enforcement area of the downtown to all areas within the couplet
(east and west) and between A Street to the north and Lewis Street to the south,

e Reserve the majority ol on-street parking spaces along Main Street and perpendicular
side streets for Short-Term Users, Loading Zones, and Disabled Parking.

Coordinate Admunistrative, Iinforcement, and Implementation Activities Among All Major
Stakeholder Grouns

+ Engage all major stakeholder groups (City, Chamber, URA, Downtown Business
Owners, Ul, GMC, elc.) in new parking lot acquisition, {inancing, planning, and
development activities;

#  Modify the parking enforcement code to pr wcntfdzscourdgc moving one’s car a short
distance within the downtown {o circumvent the posted lime limits for parking;

e  Obtain up-to-date parking enforcement systems and technologies, and invest in staffl
support necessary 10 improve the functionality and expansion of downtown parking,

¢ Create trust and transparency among patrons of downtown parking with an annual public
disclosure of sources and uses of downtown parking revenue and expenses, together with
current parking mformation of interest to the public;

e Bncourage collaboration between Ul administration and the City to mitigate abuse by Ul
students who use downtown parking as a free alternative to campus parking;

o Establish and charge a broad-based, advocacy Downtown Improvement Parking
Implementation Conunittee (10-12 members) with review, oversight, communication, and
development of the multi-year Downtown Parking Implementation Plan, according to the
intent, goals, and strategies contained in this report.
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City Commissions
Current agenda Transportation

Commissions Home Structure and Duties

The Transportation Commission consists of five to nine members
serving without pay. Members of the Commission are appointed
by the Mayor subject to the approval of the City Council, and are
selected without respect to poiitical affiliation. An appointed
member of the Commission must have resided in Latah County
for two years prior to his or her appoiniment and must remain a
resident of Latah County during his or her service on the
Commission. Individuals living within the delineated Area of City
Impact are entified to representation on the Commission, though
this representation must reflect, as nearly as possible, the
proportion of poputation living within the City compared to the
population living within the Area of City lmpact. The term of office
of the Commission members chosen from the residents at large is
five years or until their successors are appointed and qualified.
The members hold office at the pleasure of the Mayor, who may
revoke appointments at any time and for any reason, subject to
the approval of the Council. In addition to the Commission’s
regutar members, a number of officials are entitied {o serve as ex
officio (non-voting) members.

The Commission is charged under Moscow City Code with three
main duties. First, the Commission is to provide advice and
recommendations to the Mayor and City Council regarding
intermodal fransportation issues as directed with the goat of
establishing a system of transportation and circulation within and
around the City of Moscow that will make it possible for all people
utilizing various modes of fransportation to reach their destination
safely and easfly with minimum disturbance o adjacent uses.

Second, the Commission is empowered to recommend to the
Mayor and the Councit policies and programs with the objective of
implementing transportation goals and objectives of the Moscow
Comprehensive Plan.

Third, the Commission is to advise the Mayor and City Council as
to the transportation needs of future City development, to
encourage complete and logical circutation patterns which witl
adequately serve adiacent iand uses throughout the Moscow area
now and in the future, and to maintain and enhance the qualily of

hitp://www.cl.moscow.id.us/commissions/transportation.asp 3/19/2008
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City of Moscow + 206 East Third Street « Moscow « 1D + 83843

Home | Mayor | Council | Empioyment { Committees | Calendar | Contact g
Administration | Arts | Community Develnpmend | Finanee | Five | Human Resources
inf{)vmaf_mn Systems | Legal | Parks & Recreation | Polive | Public YWorks

hilp://www.ci.moscow.id. us/commissions/iransportation.asp

3/19/2008



N

oy

G N i W s Lo M I R



=S GATEWAYS AG-INDUSTRIAL AREA oconoon  MAIN STREET

e Need Signage & Landscagpe to o Great Potential for Mixed Use SIXTH STREET e Great Downtown fabric of human-scale
welcome visitors to Downteown & University lnvestment streetscape & facades, compact,
© Need definition of Fadestrian Areas o Feradise Creek offers ¢ Needs New Walks pedestrian friendly
& Tratfic Calming Mechanis “Creekslde” enviromment © Needs Lighting o Excellent stock of street trees
( . © a GrainEievawr‘ﬁ are visual_. e Great Connection © Needs furnishings & lighting
’ ritag: to Campus

@ MAJOR INTERSECTIONS FRIENDSHIP SQUARE

g MOSCOW -PULLMAN

g wewa o Great social space

g e Meeds refurbishing - New Walks,
Furnishings, Lighting

e Negeds 2 "stage”

¢ Need Gignage & Lighting
v Traffic Calniing
o "Wayfinding” inte Downtown

n, WEST
3 GATEWAY

(awomss CAMPUS CONNECTIONS s e oo POTENTIAL MISTORIE DISTRICT

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE

T POTENTIAL
HISTORICAL STRUCTURE

MAP 3-3

STRENGTHS , WEAKNESSES i Prepared for: L Prepared by :
OPPORTUNITIES & THREATS ' i

fleIGIMOSTOWMAPS-3.jpg [8/5/02 4:53:43 PM]



Dok fida A Lrpen i?)ﬂf}t’r'zﬂwugﬁ

Dufresne-Henry ' Downtown Moscow Revitalization Plan

Some recommendations for preserving and enhancing historic buildings in Downtown
Moscow are 45 follows:

® Maintain integrity and appearance of the city’s entrances, comidors, and
downtown

@ Consider the inclusion of the Downtown Historic Distict on the National
Regster of Historic Places

® Develop mcentive programs for historic building restorations

@ Call attention to signtficant places, sites and buildings through promotion and
walking tours

® Zone land to ensure compatibility of land uses and housing types

® Document building that are eligible for istng and work with owners to support

preseyrvation and appropriate alteranons

3.4 Parking and Traffic Circulation

Traffic Circulation

How people and goods move from one place to another is a fundamental issue that needs to
be addressed when planming for future growth in Downtown Moscow. As the community
plans to atiract new commercial development and expand existing business, adequate
transportation infrastructure and services must be provided. Downtown transportation
planning principles, however, should not necessary be based on maximizing the level of
service {(which amounts to streets operating at or above a given average speed), but to keep
traffic flowing smoothly within the downtown grid while minimizing traveler delay and
enhancing pedestrian and bicycle safety. Slow and steady should be the goal cather than hugh
levels of service ratings and speed, which detract from the sense of community.

The majority of downtown traffic s carried on the main north-south (Main Street, Jackson
Street, and Washington Street) and east-west corridors (3% Street and 6% Street). Overall,
traffic volumes in the downtown street grid have risen moderately with higher increases on
the north-south streets than the east-west streets (See Table 3-6).  The three highest daily
wraffic volume areas are on Main Street (between 8" & Sweet Ave. and D & A Streets), 3%
Sweet (between Jackson Sweet and Line Street),

The majority of east-west traffic m Downtown Moscow is carried by Third and Sixth Streets
and access to the CBD can be a problem at certain times a day. Congestion s also a factor
on Sixth Street and alternative roads need to be looked at to carry some traffic and provide
better access to CBD.

‘The one-way couplets on Jackson Street arnd Washington Street have greatly reduced waffic
volumes on Main Street allowing for better pedestrian orientation and salety. However, these

The Physical & Social Environment . Page 3-13
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Dulyesne-Henry _ Downtown Moscow Revilalization Plan

couplets have also redirected potential custorner waffic away from the CBD and induce
higher speeds.

The three-lane cross section throughout most of the Jackson and Washington Street
corridors provides a significant amount of vehicle capacity compared to the actual traffic
volumes. There may be additional opportunities to utilize one o the lanes to provide
additional on-street parking spaces for the Central Business District. This would also reduce
travel speeds, which creates a barrier between the CBD and surrounding neighborhoods and
the Universiy.

The north end of Main Street between Third Street and A Street (the one-way section) seems
to be particularly disadvantaged by this circulaton system. On-street parking has been
significantly reduced to provide for 3 wavel lanes and waffic speed is noticeably higher.
Consequently, property values are lower and the vacancy rates higher here than other
sections of Main Street further south with Z-way traffic and on-street packing on both sides,

The Physical & Social Environment Page 3-14
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Main Swueet
Between 8th & Sweet Avel 18851 NA NA NA
Between Gth & 8th St 4348; 3682 -6066 -15%
N Between Jpd & 6thf 35371 5739 202 4%
Between A & 30d Sel 4148 3649 -499 -12%
Berween D& A Sy 78671 16411 R544 1609%
North of I Seet (US95) 61440 11363 5219 85%
Jackson Street
Berween 6th & 8th Stf 7008] 10364 3356 48%%
Between 3rd & 6daf 10295 11899 1604 16%
Berween A & 3ed St) 92560 9761 505 5%
Between DD & A S 6972] 8935 1963 28%
Washingion Street
Between 6th & 8th 51 11003] 13884 2883 26%
Berween 3rd & 6th] 11440 12544 1164 10%
Between A & 3cd St 6408] 7661 1253 20%
Berween D & A S 1147 877 -270 -24%
Almion Strect
Detween 3rd & A Sty 1190 984 <206 -17%
uuuuuu North of A Street] 39531 3790 163 -4%
St Highway 8 - Between Main & White 10034) 11749 815 7%
Gth Street .
Between Washington & Hayest 5497 5889 392 7%
Between Jackson & lige Sti 110261 10729 -297 -3%
A1 Street _
Between Washington & Hayes| 7777 8542 765 10%
Between Jackson & Line St| 176170 17361 286 -1%
A Steeet - Between Almon & Line St 5760F 8485 2725 47%
D St - Berween Washington & Hayes 31550 5316 2161 68%%|
Sowrce: Swate of Idubo Dept. of Transportation

The University of Idaho represents a critical resource for the success of Downtown
Moscow. Students and faculty vegularly walk from campus to Main Street via Main Street
and Sixth Street, which directly connect the Umiversity with Downtown. However, busy
intersections along State Highway 8 deter pedestrian flows up Main Street from the

The Physical & Social Environment Page 3-13
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Dufresne-Heniry Powntown Moscow Revitalization Plan

University. Also, Sixth Svreet is dark af night without much activity creating the perception
of an unsafe corrdor.

The “Bvability” of streets declines as volume and speed of traffic increase. Controlling
tratfic speed is a key 1o pedestrian-oriented commetcial streets. Residents are more likely to
walk, bike, and play along streets where speed is low to moderate.

Several traffic calming techniques would be very effective in developing a new streetscape
for Downtown Moscow that balances the needs of automobiles, pedestrans, and bicycle
riders. (See Table 3-7). The goal of these traffic-calming measures is to reduce speed
through design (1ot just posted speed limits). Design speeds between 20 and 35 mph are
recommended. Speed limits must be self-enforcing The width of local streets is probably
the most important factor in effective traffic calming (other important factors include high
street-side activity, short blocks, on-street parking, short building setbacks, and street trees).

Roundabouts are a very effective traffic calming devices for intersections. ‘They typically
have more capacity and produce shorter delays than signals when waffic flows are {airly well
balanced. Several traffic calming measures are incorporated in the Downtown Moscow
conceptual plans for streetscape improvements,

The Downtown Moscow Parking System consists of nearly 3,000 public and private spaces,
which are genevally well distributed throughout the disttict. Table 3-8 and Map 3-3 illustrate
the location and distribution of parking in the district. There are over 1,200 public parking
spaces with the majority (75%) located on-street. ‘There are two primary off-street public
parking lots located on Jackson Street and Washington Street. Public parking s further
divided nto imited spaces (3 hours) and all-day spaces.

‘The Services Division of the Police Department carties out parking enforcement. There are
no parking meters for public parking and revenue to maintain and enhance the system is
derived solely through viclation revenues. Monthly, quarterly and annual parking permits
can be bought from the City at a reasonable cost in designated on and off-street locations,
Al private commercial and residential spaces are located off-street in lots throughout the
district.

According to the business and property owner surveys, a sh ortage exists in public parking
spaces, which is a major issue for downtown. The survey of area residents, however, did not
consider in availability of parking to be a major issue. Convenient parking can be limited in

The Physical & Socia! Environment Page 3-16
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Al 12 0 26 0 I 37 i)
Al 19 21 0 0 92 i 33 87
Al 20 36 o 0 30 ! 66 75
Al 21 21 0 40 33 I} 94 -34
Subtotal 124 26 0 106 20 346 302
A2 ) 30 0 1 40 0 211 36
A2 10 12 3 0 18 2 32 ‘148 |
AZ 16 32 o 0 41 0 73 217
A2 17 47 0 0 6 0 53 .0
A2 18 42 0 ) 3 g 54 .121
Subtotal 163 0 143 108 1 q 423 541
A3 7 ] 14 ) 76 0 98 52
A3 8 17 0 0 5 0 22 100
A3 13 a 14 o 40 2 56 22
A3 14 28 i 0 20 0 48 14
A3 15 40 0 0 66 | 0 106 .47
Subtoet] 93 28 0 207 2 330 &7
B1 g 10 16 0 62 29 117 .5
B1 6 0 35 0 20 9 64 34
Subtotat 10 51 0 g2 a8 181 29
B2 1 g 12 0 35 Y 47 40
R G 39 1 0 146 7 198 .62
Subtotal I 51 0 181 7 245 32
ci | 28 8 15 0 22 0 45 -1
1 29 i 22 8 48 4 74 -5
Subtotal] ) 37 0 70 4 119 -6
C2 25 O 21 Q 122 6 149 108
2 26 4 20 0 36 0 60 -75
2 27 17 4 0 52 I 73 15
Sxithrotal ] 21 45 0 210 & 282 48
C3 22 0 23 0 37 21 81 16
3 23 I 31 0 55 8 94 56
C3 24 5 24 0 7 23 59 16
Subtotal 5 78 0 99 52 234 -4
1 3 o 18 o 19 21 58 2
Subrtotnd ¢ i8 0 19 21 58 2
02 2 0 6 0 62 a 68 .62
Suleotnl & 6 Q 62 0 68 -62
El 32 7 22 9 20 4 62 -4
El 33 8 30 7 12 7 57 7
fEX 25 i} 12 0 21 0 33 6
Subtotal 15 64 9 53 11 152 Y
E2 30 i} 27 i 0 31 58 20
E2 31 2 37 0 106 32 177 53
2 34 27 0 o1 az 1 o 1120 28
Subtotal 26 64 61 138 63 355 -5
TOTAL| 474 468 281 1335 235 2793 955
Source; 1993 Parking Smdy for Downtown Moscow and on-site fuspection
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downtown during certain times of day. This can lead to increased congestion as drivers
search for avalable spaces.

Two parking studies of Downtown Moscow have been conducted in recent yedrs: the
Downtown Moscow Parking Study’ and the Downtown Parking Issues Report The
purpose of the Downtown Moscow Parking Study Downtown was to determine if
Downtown Moscow has a parking shortage, as is the perception of many who live and work
i downtown. In particular the study attunpted to assess where overall par kmg shortages
were most acute. This involved C()meg all existing public and private spaces n a 35-block
area. Demand was determined using the requirements of the Moscow Zoning Ordinance.
Square footage and uses on cach block were tabulated to determine how much of parking
deficient or surphus existed.

Several blocks were determined to have occasional high parking demands (i.e. churches,
taverns and theaters). Therefore two figures were calculated: weekday considering all
businesses except these assernbly uses; and 24-hour considering all uses generating parking
demand at the same time.

Based on zoning requirements, the analysis yiclded the following results:

Total Parking Supply 2,804
Weekday Parking Demand 2,800
Weekday Surplus/Deficit +4
24-Hour packing Demand 3,682
24-Hour Surplus/Deficit -878

According to the analysis, the two parking districts with the highest 24-hour parking
deficient were Al (-302) and A2 (-541). This district represents the core business area
berween A Street, Jackson Street, 6% Street and Washington Street,

For the Downtown Parking lssues Report, two questionnaires were admimstered 10
downtown employers and employees regarding their perceptions and behavior about parking
in Downtown Moscow. A total of 139 business owners/managers completed the survey for
an estimated 63% response rate. Another 387 employees retumned completed surveys.
Results from the two surveys of downtown employees suggest that changes need to be made
in the current downtown parking system, which are still applicable today. Several specific
conclusion were drawn from the data:

® Most employees are not purchasing parking permits.

o There 1s little knowledge about downtown parking regulations among employers
and employees.

e Most employees surveyed were parking 1n the 3-hour ume limit zone and moving
their cars to avoid ncketing,

" Downtown Moscow Parking Swudy, Moscow Community Development Depariment, August, 1993
! Downlown Parking Issues: Perceptions and Bebavior of Downtown Employees and Employers;
Downtown Moscow Parkang Commitiee, January, 1993
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Dufresne-Heury - Downtown Moscow Revitalization Plan

° There s little support for the use of public ransportation by downtown
employees and employers.

Pased on these two recent studies, the recent downtown surveys and interviews with
municipal staff, ssues and opportunities may improve the public parking system in
Downown Moscow:

® The optimal location for new parking lots is along the periphery of the Central
Business District to maintain compactness, pedestrian orientation while
providing convenient customer and employee parking. Additional parking in off-
street lots with access from arterial streets should be created when possible.
Properties neat the arterial streets bordering the CBD should be evaluated for
parking feasibility and acquisition. This would provide convenient parking while
mamntaning the compactness of the district for pedestrians. Additional parking
on the south end of Main Strect is needed during busy evening hours.

o. Parking structores in the CBD should be considered to make maximum used of

-~ available land. This could keep more land on tax roles, increase inventory and
decrease maintenance and operational costs. The existing public parking lot on
Jackson Sireet is well suited for parking structure.

® Ul students tend to highly utilize on-street parking in the residential sections of
Downtown but have also been known to take up valuable CBD spaces when
space is hmited tn these areas. Additional on-campus parking on the west side of
campus would help satisfy the dernand from students and additional areas should
be identified on the periphery to maintain the fabric and pedestrian nature of the
CBD while still providing convenient parking,

2 Alwernative transportation modes should be enhanced to reduce the parking
demands in the Downtown District. Bicycle traffic in the CBD can be
accommodated with new bike lanes and bike parking convenient to stores.
Where possible, bike and auto waffic should be separated. Public transportation
is himited in Moscow. A shuttle bus between the CBD, University and
downtown neighborhoods could potential relieve traffic congestion and demands
on the parking system, particularly from students and faculty.

o Most convenient public parking lot is located in the CBD along Jackson Street.
However, pedestuian access to Main Street is limited and should be mproved.

@ Improve the aesthetics of parking lots and public signage.. Landscaping in
parking areas is needed.

e New private development in CBD should provide on-site parking. Where this is

not possible, a parking fund should be established with contribution made by
developers and used for downtown parking improvements and enhancements.

® ‘There is a considerable problem with trucks blocking alleys and streets. New'
commercial structures should have adequate loading areas.
@ An educational effort should be made to inform employers and employees of

long-term parking options. Students make up a large percentage of the
downtown workforce and need to be provided information on 2 regular basis,

o The City should consider making changes to the 3-hour parking to provide a
mixture of T and 2 hour patking opportunities. The intent of this change would
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be to increase the tutnover of shott-rerm spaces m the core avea and discourage
employees and employers from using these spaces for loner periods of ume.

3.5 The Town & Gown Relationship

The University of 1daho was established in 1889 as a Land-grant institution. Presently, there
are approximately 70 educational and residential buildings located on the 1,420-acre campus
adjacent to the Central Business District. The University has 154 areas of study attracting
students nation-wide and [rom abroad. Some of the key properties 1n and around campus
that influence Downtown Moscow are as follows:

® Old Greek Row - situated on 3 blocks between University Avenue, Bl Street
and 6" Street
® Idaho Commons — Support services for student hife including a large food court,

art galiery, bank, satellite bookstore, market, and much mare

® Acboretum and Botanical Gardens — 65 acre site featuring ponds, gardens and a
varicty of trees and plants from Asia, Europe, and North America

® Chipman Trad — 8-mile paved path for running, biking, in-line skating from
Moscow to Pullman, Washington.

e Ul Bookstore — located on Deakin Avenue, this is a full-service retail outiet

In 1996, the Unversity conducted a comprehensive image study. A stalewide survey was
conducted with 711 respondents including general residents, alumni, guidance councilors,
parents of accepted students that did not attend, and civic leaders. Generally, the results
were indicated that the University has a very positive image. The most common negative
responses, however, where that the University is. isolated, a party school, and less
accessible. As aresult of the study, the University has focused on establishing a better
relationship with the public, emphasizing strong programs and a challenging academic
environment. A 5-Year initiative campaign to enhance the image of the University was
estabhshed which is tied in with a strategic plan with the objectives:

e Linhance the University’s undecgraduate experience, and make the University the
residential camipus of choice in Idaho and the West
° Be a globally competitive center for high-quality graduate, professional, and

rescarch programs, and
@ Expand the capacity and dehivery of outreach programs and services in keeping
with the UT's land-grant mussion. '

The University of Idaho and the City of Moscow have developed a good relationship over
the years and have cooperated on several projects and programs to the benefit of the entire
community. There 1s 2 degree of mutual self-interest on the part of the University and the
City 1n mamtaning the witahty of the community. Like many cities, Moscow is looking to Ul
as 2 source of economic activity and stability as other local industries have dechned or
departed. The University is concerned with the potental urban decling, and the impact this
may have on the community’s image. This could directly affect UT's ability to compete for
enrollment, Faculty, and to funcoon as viable academic environment.
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Conmon threads that unit the University of Idaho and the City of Moscow ace as (ollows:

® The City is in need of vehicles for renewal and remvestment.

® The University is 2 dominant influence on the physical environment and socio-
cconomic vitality of the community, particularly the downtown district.

° ‘The University is an active participant in urban improvements and social
SupportL.

® "The University is making and has made significant nvestment in faciliwes and

improvements to enhance the campus and sutrounding enviconment.

The University is a basic industry for Moscow: the knowledge center. Tt brings money nto
the City, buys from local vendors and services, and employs local people. Like a business, Ul
depends on a market to support their product, and there is intense competition among
HSHoNS.

To remain viable, the partnership between the University of Moscow and City of Moscow
must meet the short and long-term needs of each party. Third party funding may be
required for this in the form of federal and state grants and institutional endowments. Some
of the potential areas of cooperation include the following:

® Development and rehabilitation of the Latah County Grain Growers property,
which sepatate the campus from the central business district.

® Providing adequate parking for full and part-time faculty, staff and stadents $0 a3
not to place a burden on the public parking system in the central business
distarct.

° Rehabilitating downtown properties for cultural, education and residential uses o
enhance vitality 1y the district.

@ Rehabilitation of housing on the downtown neighborhoods

® Limiting on-campus competition with retal, restaurant, and other services in the
central business district,

® Sponsoring cultural and entertatnment events.

e Continuing education, a caveer center, and extension service can provide some of

the routes 1 connect the off-campus comrnunity with on-campus resources.

The municipal and university leaders operate with very different organizational charts for
decision-making and implementation. Being partners requires an on-going relationship that
recognizes and accommaodates each othet’s traits such as the following:

e Public officials funcuon on a biennial clection cycle. Academits on 4 cross
between a semester and many years.

@ Public officials seck “bricks and mortar” projects and swift results. Instrutions
urgently need operating funds for programs, payrolls, and mamtenance.

e Coliege administrators need to work tactfully through commitiees and often-

extenstve meetings, which can loose momentum,
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Local business leaders are crucial to bridging the gap between institutional and municipal
VICWDOMIS.

3.6 Municipal Policy and Regulations

General Policy

Beonomic development and revitalization are 2 high priority with City Council and the
Mayor. Downtown is gmera}iy constdered to be the heart of the community but Pullman
Fighway 1s where the money is being spent. Nonetheless, community leaders see existing
and potential new projects as 2 means 1o building the downtown economy.

There 15 a strong commitment by the City to improve connections to the University.
Redevelopment opportunities along 6% street west and south of the couplet on Jackson at
Sweet Avenue and South Main are the primaty focus of the Redevelopment Authority.
This area could become a bridge to UL Also, the Pacadise Creek Park re-alignment will
follow 2 planned hnear park north of the Recreation Center connecting University students
with downtown,

However, with hmited budgets and a general downsizing in Jocal government, the City’s
focus has been on more economic than ph ysica} inprovements. The City curr cndy has no
staff 1o specifically address downtown economic development issues and there is a general
reluctance to support financial organizations and LID-funded physical improvements, which
was used in 1980 to construct downtown streetscape lmprovements,

City-Wide Master Plan

The City-wide Master Plan was adopted in 2000 and has 2 major focus on downtown
revitalization. The Policy state for the district reads as follows:

“Mamtain a viable central business district that serves as one of the
city’s major shopping areas, provide a pleasant environment for
shopping and working, provide an opportunity for socializing, and
act as 2 focal point for the community”

Recommended strategies for improving the district include the following:

o Concentrate CDB business core to maintain pedestrian environment
o Improve access to CBD by all modes of wansportation

©  Decrease noise and traffic congestion

® Provide adequate parking for shoppers and employees

° Improve general appearance

e Create cultural interest

The plan also emphasizes the following strategies:
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thy

’ Future growth should occur to the west, between 3 and 6% streets toward the
ralroad tracks. This will maintain the compactness and take advantage of the
university. New apartments would be compatible with the CBIDD with proper site
design. The Plan recognizes the need for the City to participate in parcel
acquisition in this areas to facilitate commercial development and that motor
business zoning in this area must be resticted.

® Encourages downtown business and property owners 1o work together toward
compatible building design by enhancing existing buildings, developing quality
new buildings and the preserving historic character of CBD. Bulk, exterior
materials, and general style should be considered with new or remodeled
bulldings.

® Landscaping should be expanded throughout the CBD including benches,
Lghting, fountains, trash receptacles, and street trees. Signs should also be
compatible 10 size, style and materials.

® Create 4 service center i CBID with public restroorus, telephone, rest areas,
visitor services, and possibly a new parking structure.

€ The CBD should expand special events and festivals such as Farmer’s market,
exhibits, bazaars, and music.

° Improve access and flow through CBD by redistributing heavy waffic on 6* and

3 streets onto other streets, Major through traffic should be discouraged by
estabhshing an arterial ot collector to west of CBD.

Regulations

The Zoning Ordinance generally provides the flexibility in uses and dimensional
requirements 1o create a visble mixed-use district. A combination of commercal, service,
public, residential, and light industrial uses are permitted at a scale which is consistent with
the exnsting fabric of the central business district. Flowever, the City currently has no design,
site plan, or historic review process. This could result in building design and placement that
is inconsistent with prevalent architectural styles and scales, Adopting a design review
process would ensure consistency with new development and quality 1 rehabibitation
projects.

3.7 Development Opportunities in the Downtown Area

Core CBD — There 18 a very limited amount of land available for new development 1o the
core area of Downtown Moscow. This imitation could lead to desived commercial develop
locating on the {ringes or 1n other commercial districts which may dilute the commercial
density and viability of the CBD. It should be encouraged where possible to infill available
sites, mcrease stories (particularly 1-story buildings) and redevelop dilapidated, non-historic
that are out of scale and character with the majority of building in the core.

West — This area includes primarnily older neighborhoods on the [ringe of the commercial
district that are somewhat deteriorated. Expansion i this area 15 generally encouraged for
limited commercial and high-density residential development.
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Dufresne-Henry Downtown Moscow Revitalization Plan

North — This arca becomes more auto-oriented as one moves away from the commercial
core of downtown. Buildings are further apart making a less desirable environment for
pedestiians. Bapansion of this area is not encouraged but higher density infill would provide
new commercial/ residential opportunities and connect with the scale and fabric of the
commercidl core of downtown.

South — Some expansion is possible to the south of the core. However, this area is limited
byll:ghway 8. Some commercral development has occurred in recent years particulatly the
conversion of residential home to medical offices due to the close proximity of Gritman
Hospital,
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Joanne Reece

From: Pat Mink {pm:nk@c:[ moscow.id.us)
Sent:  Tuesday, March 27, 2007 2:22 PM

To: johnsonb@uidaho.edy; Joanne Reece; Joei Hamilton; keraine@verizon.net; pcook@uidaho.edu;
tiapointe@turbonet.com; lamar@pcei.org; wmsteed@aol.com; ashipman@iatah.id.us;
croot@uidaho.edu; nichd@nichd.com; dave.couch@itd.idaho.gov

Subject: FW. Lewiston Tribune Articie of 3-25-07

Please see article below. Thanks.

Pat Mink

Secretary

City of Moscow
208-883-7034
www.cl.moscow.id. us

From: WMSteed@aol.com [malito:WMSteed@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 5:53 AM

TFo: Pat Mink

Cc Les MacDonald

Subject: Lewiston Tribline Article of 3-25-07

Pat, please forward this e-mail to all on Transportation list. Maybe we can glean some ideas from Lewiston'’s $33,000 study
of their downtown parking situation:

Study: No shortage of parking in Lewiston

By SANDRA L. LEE
‘of the Tribpse

Downtown Lewiston doesn’t have a shortage of parking.

So concludes the first draft of a study by transportation consultant John D. Edwards of Atlanta.

The stady recognizes occasional constraints in some parts of downtown, but all were at less than the 85 percent occupancy
considered fuil when the study was conducted the last week of January.

The closest exception to that was in the arca bounded by First, C, Fourth and Main streets where on-street parking was
effectively full during the peak time of 11 am. to noon.

The study points ouf existing parking areas where spaces could be realigned to create dozens of new slots, plos vacant land
prime for construction of new parking. Seme, however, are outside the two-block maximum people are willing to walk,
according to the lengthy report.

Edwards and transportation planner Judith Gray of Kittelson & Associates at Boise, with the help of Lewis-Clark State

© College students, conducted the survey,

- At that time, Gray told the Downtown Parking Steering Committee that parking perceptions are often subjecnve
But with pealc-time occupancy between 44 percent and 49 percent, there isn't a near-term need for major parking structures fo
be added downtown, according to the report.
That includes a parking garage suggested prior to the survey as the solution for downtown. The logical spot for one is the
city-owned D Street parking lot, but peak usage there is 50 percent or less and it is at the Hmit of what is considered the
average walking distance from Main, Unless there is more development, construction isa't warranted, according to the study.
It does recommend considering diagonal parking between Fifth and Ninth streets on Main Street “as long as the downtown
stakeholders understand the changed environment that will occur on Main Street.”
That is likely to include traffic forced to slow to 10 mph to 15 mph, and mild congestion even though the namber of vehicles
is likely to drop as drivers detour onto the Levee Bypass, The environment for pedesirians wouid improve, but accidents
could increase and there would be minor impacts on emergency vehicles.
The expected impact is less severe than findings in a 2002 fraffic study. That's because two lanes of traffic would be retained
by changing the diagonal parking spaces on one side of the sireet to a shallow 45-degree angle. The opposite side would
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remain parailel parking and earlier consideration of a bicycle path would be abandoned.

Priority fixes the city should make are restriping some streets, including C, Second, Third, Fifth south of Main and D
between Fifth and Eighth,

Switching D Street from paraliel to diagonal parking on some blocks and adding parallel spaces from Fifth to Bighth would
result in a net increase of 56 spaces.

Changing parailel to 45- degree diagonal parking on the south side of Main between Fifth and Ninth would add 23 spaces
while maintaining two travel lanes and paralle] parking on the north side.

Ten spaces can be added in the F Street parking lots just by changing the 90-degtee spaces to 45 degrees, and the Towne
Square parking lot could add 11 the same way. Both are privately owned, as are the three lots behind Follett's Furniture,
Sylvan's Furniture and the Picture Gallery. Those three have 69 parking spaces, but combining them could add 78 10 that for
a total of 147, the consultants suggested.

Of the 1,565 parking spaces in the area surveyed, about 55 percent are private. Of the remaining 710, 210 are in three public
parking lots. '

Some spots should be signed for 15-minute to 30-minute parking, and none should exceed two hours, according to the study.
To be effective, a part-time parking enforcement position should be expanded to full time and the present twice a day
enforcement trips through downtown should be expanded to five times a day.

Looking at the times of day when vehicles overstayed the present three-hour limit indicated most were likely employees.
Some of that could be avoided by prohibiting parking in some places prior to 10 a.m., according to the stndy.

Many business people and their employees don't realize the value of each on-street parking space is $17,000 to $20,000 a
year in gross retail sales, according to the study.

The city also needs to promote the availability of patking through the news media and with a downtown parking map that
shows public and private off-street lots and the two-bour zones.

Signs should also encourage traffic to use the Levee Bypass instead of driving through downtown, Twice as many cars use
Main and D str¢ets as travel the bypass,

The new Clearwater Hall college dormitory downtown hast't created a parking problem, according to the study, but
continued expansion of second-story or other residential uses couid. New residential uses should be required to arrange off-
street parking through a shared parking program or participate in a "payment in Heu" prograns, according to the report.

1t also recommends Lewiston and Idaho become part of the national Main Street Program. The city council recently approved
using about $950 for Councilor Garry Bush to attend its national convention at Seattle.

Gray and Edwards are being paid about $33,000 from the Lewiston Urban Renewal Agency's capture of new property tax
dotlars to do the study.

The first public presentation and discussion will be 2t a meeting of the Downtown Parking Steering Commitiee at 8 a.m.
Thursday in the Lewiston City Hall conference room,
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AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at
hitp:/imww.aol.com.
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- Joanne Reece

Ce:

_ The ¢ part of this Lhau I found interesting.was.bhe statement
parklng space is 517,000 to $20,000 a year in gross retall gales, accordlng
“Pérhaps Moscow should determine what of each of our CBOPavking-spacesis-worth.
“That might provide an incentive to the City and businesses to buy some land {(perhaps
“‘currently occupied by deteriorated housing) for off-district employee parking.

sLday
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" From: Craine Kit {kcraine@verizon.net}
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2007 8:43 AM
To: Pat Mink
johnsonb@uidaho.edu; Joanne Reece; Joel Hamilton; pcook@uidaho.eduy;

croot@uidaho.edu; nichd@nlchd.com; dave.couch@itd.idaho.gov

Subject: Re: Lewiston Tribune Articte of 3-25-07

T Kit

T On Max 27, 2007, at 3:22 PM, Pat Mink wrote:

Please see article below. Thanks.

Pat Mink
Secretary

City of Moscow
208-883-7034

www. Cl.moscow, 1d.us

From: WMSteed@aol.com [mallto:WMSteedfaocl.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 5:53 AM

To: Pat Mink

Cc: Les MacDonald

Subiject: Lewiston Tribune Articlie of 3-25-07

Pat, please forward this e-mail to all on Transportation list.
Maybe we can glean some ideas from Lewiston's $33,000 study of their
downtown parking situation:

Study: No shortage of parking in Lewiston

By SANDRA L. LEE
cf the Tribune

bowntown Lewiston doesn't have a shortage of parking.

S0 concludes the first draft of a study by transportation consultant
John D, Edwards of Atlanta.

The study recognizes occasional constraints in some parts of downtown,
but all were at less than the 85 percent occupancy considered full
when the study was conducted the last week of January.

The closest exception to that was in the area bounded by First, ¢,
Fourth and Main streets where on-street parking was effectively full
during the peak time of 11 a.m. to noon.

The study points out existing parking areas where spaces could be
realigned to create dozens of new slots, plus vacant land prime for

1

tilapointe@turbonet.com; lamar@pcsi.org; wmsteed@aol.com; ashipman@latah.id.us;

"the value of eaph on- btrcct
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construction of new parking. Some, however, are ocutside the two- block
maximum people are willing to walk, according to the lengthy report.
Bdwards and transportatiocn planner Judith Gray of Kittelson &
Associates at Boise, with the help ¢f Lewis-Clark State College
students, conducted the survey. :

At that time, Gray told the Downtown Parking Steering Committee that
parking perceptions are often subljective.

But with peak-time occupancy between 44 percent and 49 percent, there
isn't a near~term need for major parking structures to be added
downtown, according to the report.

That includes a parking garage suggested prior to the survey as the
solution for downtown. The logical spot for one is the city-owned D
Street parking lot, but peak usage there is 50 percent or less and it
ts at the limit of what is considered the average walking distance
from Main. Unless there is more development, construction isn't
warranted, according to the study.

It does recommend considering diagonal parking between Fifth and Hinth
streets on Maln Street "as long as the downtown stakeholders
understand the changed environment that will occur on Main Street."®
That is likely to include traffic forced to slow te 10 mph to 15 mph,
and mild congestion even though the number of vehicles is likely to
drop as drivers detour onte the Levee Bypass. The environment for
pedestrians would improve, bul accidents could increase and there
would be minor lmpacts on emergency vehicles.

The expected impact 1s less severe than findings in & 2002 traffic
study. That's because two lanes of traffic would be retained by
changing the diagonal parking spaces on one side of the street to a
shallow 45-degree angle. The opposite side would remain parallel
parking and earlier consideration of a bicycle path would be
abandoned.

Priority fixes the city should make are resltriping some streets,
including C, Second, Third, Fifth south of Main and D between Fifth
and Eighth.

Switching D Street from paraliel to diagonal parking on some blocks
and adding parallel spaces from Fifth to Eighth would result in a net
increase of 56 spaces.

Changing parallel to 45~ degree diagonal parking on the south side of
Main between Fifth and Ninth would add 23 spaces while malntaining two
travel lanes and parallel parking on the north side.

Ten spaces can be added in the F Street parking lots just by changing
the 90-degree spaces to 45 degrees, and theTowne Square parking lot
could add 11 the same way. Both are privately owned, as are the three
lets behind Follett's Furniture, Sylvan's Furniture and the Picture
Gallery. Those three have £9 parking spaces, but combining them could
add 78 to that for a total of 147, the consultants suggested.

Of the 1,565 parking spaces in the area surveyed, about 55 percent are
private. Of the remaining 710, 210 are in three public parking lots.
Some spots should be signed for 15-minute to 30~minute parking, and
none should exceed two hours, according to the study. To be effective,
a part-time parking enforcement position should be expanded to full
time and the present twice a day enforcement trips through downtown
should be expanded te five times a day.

Looking at the times of day when vehicles overstayed the present
three-hour limit indicated most were likely employees. Some of that
could be avoided by prohibiting parking in some places prior to 10
a.m., according to the study.

Many business people and their employees don't realize the value of
cach on-street parking space is $17,000 to 520,000 a year in gross
retail sales, according to the study.

The city also needs to promote the availability of parking through the
news media and with a downtown parking map that shows public and
private off-street lots and the two-~hour zones.

Signs should also encourage traffic to use the Levee Bypass instead of
driving through downtown. Twice as many cars use Main and D streets as
travel the bypass.

The new Clearwater Hall college dormitory downtown hasn't created a
parking problem, according to the study, but continued expansion of

2
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second-story or other residential uses could. Wew residential uses
should be required fto arrange off-street parking through a shared
parking program or participate in a "payment in lieu"™ program,
according to the report.

It also recommends Lewiston and Idaho become part of the national Main
Street Program. The city ceouncil recently approved using about 5950
for Councilor Garry Bush to attend iis national convention at Seattle.
Gray and Edwards are being paid sbout $33,000 from the Lewiston Urban
Renewal Agency's capture of new property ltax dollars to do the study.
The first public presentation and discussion will be at a meeting of
the Downtown Parking Steering Committee at 8 a.m. Thursday in the
Lewiston City Hall conference xroom.
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AOL now cffers free email Lo everyone. Find out more about what's free
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ﬁDevelopments w:th 1 G or
- more units will require
- per-unit parkmg spaces .

By Hiﬂary Hamm
Doily News staff writer

" The Pullman Planning Commission
80YS developers who build residential
“undts in the downtown area should be
: mqq:red to prnwd.e parkmg for fen-

Tn 4 spemal meetmg Wednesday,
- the cominission compiled a list of rec-
ommendations for the Pullman -City
_ Council to congider .to combat per-
ceived parking issues downtown. The
most controversial item is a suggested :
" zoning change that would reguire one
parking: siall per unit when 10 or
more dwelling units are. propoaed fm
a property.

Commnission Chairman Steve Garl
said the 10-unit cap is recommended
to -allow. for smaller residential proj-
ects, but set consequences for iarger
developments that may. be “out’ef.
scale” for the downfown area. :

The suggestions will be presented
to the council for consideration March

fram Page IA

. LLCandHandRDevelopment

. "LLC, was opposed by neighbors

“because of potential effects to

the Pioneer Hill neighborhood

- gnd area parking. H and R

- Development eventually with-

- drew Hs- conditional use per-

Smce then, .«;tdkehold»

ers including area residents,

developers and business own-

ers have met regulaxly at com-

. mission meefings to discuss

the subject and public com-

ment has dominated nearly
every meeting.

In November, the City

Council was presented with

" broad recommendations from
.the commigsion,
“ed the possibility of a down-

which inciud-

town residential parking per-
mit program, and increased
enforcement to discourage
long-term parking. The coun-
¢il sent.the commission back to
the drawing koard to conceive
more fine-tuned recommenda-
tions by March, ‘The council
specifically wanted an opinion

. on whether off-street park-

ing spaces should be required

for remdentlal projects down-

oW

Rich Scott a ngh Strest
resxdent said the commis-
sion’s recommendations conld
keep downtown tenants’ vehi-
cles from commandeering his
neighborhood. But he still has
reservations, sirice he would
have liked to see a reguire-

4_ . . .
The downtown area — bordered .
roughly by State Street o the west,
Spring Street {o the east, Whitman
Street to the north and McKenzie
Street to the south — is the city's cen-
tral business zone. Parking currently
1s not mandated with downtown devel-
opment, evenif the propesed develop-
ment includes living space — an issue
_seme have said creaies competition
for spots between downtown retail
customers and residents.

The commission . followed retom-

- mendatiorig drafted by Planning

Director Pete Dickinson on Wednesday
“and decided that in instances when

. parking space is necessary, develop-

" ers must chooge from a lst of options

~ to fulfill the requirement. Options
_include providing on-site parking at
one space per umit; providing off-site

parking within 500 feet of the proper-
ty through purchase or lease of spaces;

_ & fee payment to the city to be used for
future downtown parking improve-
ment projects; or designated spaces
‘within public parking logs, if such an
arvangement is approved by the City
Counall.

If an existing strucfure is slated -
to be fully or partially demolished to -
provide-parking space, the developer
would need-a conditional use permit
issued by the-board of adjustment fo
enforce design standards. . :

The commission also recommended
cnty off-street parking lots be reviewed
in regard to time limits and accessibil-
ity.  Research regarding the feasibil-
ity of -2 parking structure, . the pos-
sible creation of a permit process for
downtown employees and consistent
enforcement of parking time hmxts

_alsp are recommended. '

" 47-think we have. clearly made a
case '— over and over agam ~ on
‘the issue of enforcement,” Garl said.
More parking patrols could. make a

" significant nnprovement in downfown
parking: .

A 50-unit mixed-se &evelopment
— proposed for the intersection of
Paradise and High strests in. early
2007 — spawned discussions regard-
ing parking downtown. The proposal,
submitted by Paradise Downtown,

ment of one parking spot per

- unit, regardless of the devel-

opment’s.size.

“I walk away with a sense
that I'm not really sure i I
didn’t communicate our con-
ccerns or if they didu’t hear,” he
said. “Zero to 10 (units} with

; - h optis
no _requn'ement'as of some con- P on.”

° eern to me.”

Seott said he hopes the

“f really like that idea,” he
said. “I thm.k it's a very viable .

cxty pursues more long-term.
issues, such as researching
the ‘possibitity of a downiown
parking structure.

Hillary Hamm can be reached at
(509) 334-6397 ext. 307, o by
e-mall a2t hammi@dnews.com
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GOALS
MOSCOW CITY COUNCIL
Fiscal Year 2009

1. Complete Legacy Crossing Urban Renewal District, including City involvement in processes and
participation.*

2. City processes and interactions to emphasize customer service and focus on facilitation **
3. Identify and acqguire property for single level parking facilities in downtown Moscow,

4. Promote issuance of general obligation bonds to finance program to provide sidewalks on at
least one side of streets and to address ADA access issues.**

5. Expand fixed route public transit services, including bus stops, signage, extended hours,
implementation of a third route, weekend service.**

6. Establish sustainable water use “budget” ***
7. Complete process for Joint Use Law Enforcement Facility. **

8. Develop program to pave gravel streets, including potential use of LIDs, grants and other financing
tools.

9. Identify alternative water supply, focusing on surface water detention, including site survey, soils
testing and feasibility. *

10. Identify and classify collector/arterial routes for bicycles and pedestrians, including
programs for snow removal and maintenance based upon priority.

'11. Establish route for southern ring road (Troy Hwy to Washington Hwy 276).*

12. Identify areas for additional industrial and commercial development.**

13. Establish $50,000 in FY2009 budget for support of affordable housing programs, */**#
14. Finalize plan for implementation of Palouse River Drive ballfields project.*

15. Develop management plan for managerial employees, including work parameters, educational
opportunities, expectations and compensation to limit burnout and to promote life balance.™*

16. Focus on and consider long term planning in development of City policies, projects and programs.
~ Develop and implement an administrative and financial program to address long term needs. */**

17. Develop and implement a program for replacement/ improvement of signage in Moscow’s
downtown.

* 2008 Councii Goal
** Departmental Goal
*a% Pre-2008 Covneil Goal
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Memorandum: Re-envisioning Moscow

To: Moscow City Council, Planning and Zoning, Developers and Friends and Colleagues

Subject: Moscow Urbgu Redewal Plan and Downtown Development
From: D. Nels Reese, R -,

Ul Architecturd Professaf and ¥ ng and Zoning Commissioner.
Date: November 29, 2007 E

The Moscow Urban Renewal Agency is developing an Urban Renewal Plan to help
guide development in the downtown area. At the same time the Cily is creating a new
version of the Comprebensive Plan. These are very exciting events in the development
of our little town. One of the ways to think of this epportunity is to involve students from
the University of Idaho. Professor Gary Austin and 1 offer you a chance fo share in the
envisioning process by attending two presentations by University Landscape and
Axchitecture students.

Review of Student Work
December 5, 2007 @ 1912 Building
7:00 - 9:00 PRA

Students will show and be ready to discuss their concepts for this unique Re-development
Plan. They will be presenting drawing and models of proposed development within the
Urban Renewal area and in the nearby downtown. Professor Austin and I encourage input
from Downtown Owners, from Industrial Site Owners, from City of Moscow Officials
and from the general public. We are striving to stimulate discussion about this very -
unique and exciting opportunity for the City of Moscow.

Feel free come even if you cannot stay for the entire evening. Come for two hours, come
for fifteen minutes. Enjoy the dialog.
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DRAFT
Oct. 17, 2007

Contact: Joni Kirk, University Communications, (208) 885-7725, joni@uidaho.edu
- Renderings are available at www.foday.uidaho.edu/Photolist.aspx

Architecture Students Provide Vision for Future of Moscow

MOSCOW, ldaho — University of idaho architecture students are
redefining the town-and-gown boundaries between the university and the City of
Moscow — literally.

"For the longest time, this area has been somewhat of a wall between the
university and the city,” said D. Nels Reese, associate professor of architecture.
"Now, for the first time in the history of the town, there is great interest in
redeveloping this industrial site and bringing the city and the university closer

.together." '

To revitalize former industrial areas along its old agricultural corridor, the
City of Moscow and the Moscow Urban Renewal Agency have requested input
from the community about development elements they'd like included in the
master plan; studenis rose to the challenge.

As a @liaborative project between the two disciplines, architecture and
landscape architecture students in the College of Art and Architecture have
developed new visions for two industrial sites in fown, as well as sections of
Moscow's downtown area and sites on Almon Street. The project comes at a
pivotal moment as the city looks at how it should grow over the next few
decades.

"Are we going to keep the suburban look or what? The 'what' is what we're
working on,” said Reese. "Should we build dense housing? Do we want to create
an environment where pedple can live close to where they work and protect the
environment in the process?"

In almost every project, siudents are incorporating mixed-use ideas. Their
plans include some street-level retail shops, some commercial offices and space,

and some residential condominiums or apariments.



Earlier this semester, Reese's class traveled to Seattle, Wash., to visit the
outiying neighborhoods, which are similar to the fook and feel of Moscow. The
students noticed that people in those neighborhoods live and work in the same
area.

"Stylized suburbs are not useful to everyday living unless you have a lot of
gas in your car,” said Reese. "The same is true in Moscow. And the land we're
tooking at for long-term development is extraordinarily valuable and provides a
great opportunity to make good decisions for our future.”

Tim Conrad and Bob Barker, bath fourth-year architecture students, are
creating ideas for the land adjacent to Jackson Street. Their ideas include refail
shops on the corner of Sixth and Jackson Streets, a bus depot and an eiderly
living facility.

"it's a lot of vertical zoning, with retail and commercial space down low
and residential space up higher,” said Conrad. "It's a denser living arrangement.”

His comment echoes a thought shared among the students that a
sustainable city requires more density.

"The denser we make our cities, the more we can sustain our
ecosystems,” Reese said. "We're not growing dramatically; our rate currently is
about ohe percent. But we can implement a plan to keep a littie more control on
the city's growth and not have to spread out so much.”

Student ideas aiso call for creating more common-use areas and flow
between neighborhoods. Kim Holderman and Teresa Heitmann are redesigning
sections of Aimon Sireet that border A Street, including the site currently housing
abandoned grain silos.

~ "We envision small-density row houses to fit into the community currently
bordering this neighborhood,” said Holderman. "We also want to create a
community center that again ties the university into the community.”

Their plan entails a pedestrian and bike path, placed where old raiiroad
tracks dissect the town. It wouid connect the university to the community center,
altowing Universify of idaho students quick access to the center to provide
outreach programs for residents.



Heltmann said the experience has been a useful exercise for aspiring
architects. "This is our first actual planning project where we look at a whole
community, not just a site," she said. "We have to look at how our design
integrates with the community as a whole."

Other plans revitalize sections of downiown, incorporating underground
parking with upper-level walking and greenery areas.

To provide the aesthetic appeal to the designs, landscape architecture
students are drafting plans for plant life, water features for the creek, pedestrian
areas and other visual appeal for the sites.

The students will present their visions for Moscow's future in the City Hall
Council Chambers at 7 p.m. on Thursday, Oct. 18, and Thursday, Oct. 25.
Samplings of their preliminary renderings are available online at
‘www.today.uidaho.edu/Photolist. aspx.

The architecture studenis will continue to fine-tune their visionary plans,
which they will present publicly in December. For additional information about the
project, contact Reese ai dnels@uidaho.edu.

¥ #

About the University of idaho
Founded in 1889, the University of idaho is the state’s flagship higher-education

institution and its principal graduate education and research university, bringing
insight and innovation to the state, the nation and the world. University
researchers attract nearly $100 million in research grants and contracts each
year; the University of ldaho is the only institution in the state to earn the
prestigious Carnegie Foundation ranking for high research activity. The
university's student population includes first-generation college studenis and
ethnically diverse scholars. Offering more than 150 degree options in 10
colleges, the university combines the strengths of a large university with the
intimacy of small learning communities. For information, visit www.uidaho.edu.
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Transportation Commission Meeting of April 26, 2007

Citizen Proposai Presentation: Part 1 — B.J. Swanson and Bill Parks
Review of Summary of Findings of Owner/Operator Parking Surveys

Steed said Shelly Bennett, Stu Scott, B) Swanson and Bill Parks had been invited to present
their downtown parking proposals at this and upcoming meetings. Today it will be BJ Swanson
and Bill Parks.

B.J. Swanson stated her original concept was fike a "bull’s eye.” Parking closest to the
downtown center wouid be 1 hour, and then moving out the parking would increase to 2 hour.
Then as you move out from the center continue to increase the allowed parking time. She
stated that there would need to be enforcement of the parking times. She stated that the
Gritman Medical Center would be willing to partner with the City to purchase an optical scanner
for enforcement. She is concerned about the parking lots south of the hospital, which is signed
as public. She stated that there are U of I students who are using the downtown parking., She
stated that most of the business owners and employees park downtown also.

MacDonald asked her to clarify the areas she would want with designated hours. She described
what she would like to see for parking. She stated that Gritman would fike the public parking
signs removed in the lots south of it and to institute timed parking on Washington. She
suggested thare might be room for additional marked parking spaces on Lewis Street.

Cook mentioned that in survey resuits there is discord among downtown business owners.
Craine stated that if the hospital obligation was 1o provide 16 spaces as replacement for closing
8" Street, then it met its obligation. Steed explained his memory of the situation. MacDonald
stated that the City will review the development agreement with Gritman. La Pointe would like
to record license numbers of cars parking in lots downtown to see who are parking wherer
students are using them.

Root stated that he would be willing to discuss the situation with Swanson regarding Ul
students and parking.

Bili Parks gave his parking proposal presentation: He stated that the issue is often destination
vs. impuise parking. (Parks’ complete presentation is attached.) He offered several
‘suggestions on fimiting the time for parking. He feels that the 3-hour parking limit is inefficient.
He stated that serious enforcement is necessary. He suggested that businesses who have a
need for reserved parking, could lease the spaces. He is convinced that students are parking in
downtown parking spaces. He would like to see reduced permit parking costs as well.

Steed stated that owners responses in the survey were that their employees are parking in the
same block as their work place. Parks characterized this as a “tragedy of the commons” where
free access and unrestricted demand for a finite resource uitimately dooms the resource
through over-exploitation. Parks stated incentives and options were needed to make employee
parking viable.

MacDonald asked if Parks proposal will encourage a higher amount of use and yet there are
complaints that there is not enough parking now. Craine spoke about Lewiston's parking



survey and the interesting outcome was the contribution of each parking space to the
downtown economy. Steed stated that in some instances businesses have a private lot but
their employees are not aliowed to park in it. McMillan stated that using the threat of a tow in
a private lot has worked well. Craine stated that she heard that the “private lot signs” are
stolen frequently. Swanson stated that there are iots that can be used cooperatively, i.e.
evening parking when a business is not using its own lot. Parks stated that it is hard to biame
‘the owners because the situation is a result of their frustration of many years. MacDonaid
stated that one concern he has with Park’s proposal is the 2-hour parking, which wili force
business owners to require their employees to park in other locations.

Steed reported that the Police Department will be invited to discuss the permit situation, and he
plans to ask the Moscow Food CO-OP and Gritman to talk about their incentives for less parking
demand. Atsome future date there will be a public meeting regarding downtown parking.

tLa Pointe asked Parks if the parking permits are sold for a monthly fee. He gave a history of
parking at UI and the progress that was made. He stated that there will be costs involved to
make the changes. He feels that transit can be one answer 1o the parking situation and
believes it will take additional staff to enforce parking limits.

Steed distributed a summary tally of owner’s parking causes and proposed solution comments
from the flip charts. (Attached)

» Craine stated that her observation is that the City doesn't enforce parking anywhere, Craine
suggested that there needs to be education in this area. La Pointe agreed with Craine that good
enforcement is necessary.

MacDonald stated that permits are sold by the month, quarter and annually. He referenced the
annual amount of fines collected and the enforcement staff which consists of two employees.

Root stated that there is a City enforcement officer on campus as weli.
ta Pointe stated that Idaho law makes it difficult for authorities to coliect parking fines.
Transportation Commission Meeting of May 10, 2007

Citizen Proposal Presentation: Part 2 — Shelly Bennett and Stu Scott

Bennett spoke about the parking situation. She stated that a couple of years ago she offered
the concept that Main Street from couplet to coupiet be designated one hour parking. She
included Third Street, Sixth Street, Washington and Jackson Streets as one hour, then four-hour
parking outside of that area. She stated that east of the downtown area there is no place for
parking around the high school and federal building, She stated that west of the area
mentioned above is U students’ residences and parking. She stated that in Coeur d'Alene, the
City has been zoned such that insurance agencies and reaftors moved out of the downtown
area.

La Pointe stated that one hour may not be long enough for some customers and suggested
alternating 1 and 2 hour parking. Bennett stated that 90 minute parking would probably work



as well, Hamilton asked about costs for the least valuable properties to establish pocket
parking lots near downtown. Bennett stated that Columbia Grain and St John Hardware are
examples of businesses that are considering moving out of the downtown area. She suggested
some of the residences on Almon Street or possibly other rental houses in the downtown area
that could be turned into parking areas, but the City would need to obtain the properties by
eminent domain. She feels that there is some possibility of obtaining the abandoned railroad
right-of-way property, possibly through the URA.

Reece asked Bennett about the suggestion of an “employee only” parking fot. Bennett stated
that she suggested a couple of locations for this concept in the past,

Craine suggested that from the south end of the Jackson Street parking lot drivers cannot exit
the lot efficiently and perhaps the City should flip the bays to a north-south orientation creating
one in and one out driveway, She stated that the delivery trucks biocking the alleys make it
even more difficuit to navigate the parking fot. MacDonald will prepare a lot layout using this
plan.

Stu Scott noted that although the Jackson Street lot may contain vacant spaces but accessing
them often requires going back onto Jackson Street and sometimes around the block because
Jackson is one way. There was more discussion about the direction of the bays and the flow of
traffic. The Commission also discussed rear entrances to shops from aileys and loading zones.
The idea was to improve the appearance of the alley business entrances.

Stu Scott spoke about a couple of concepis. He suggested looking at. downtown in a holistic
approach using three basic constituents: employees, customers and residents. He estimates
that there are approximately 200 residents in the downtown area. Steed said 80 “door” sutveys
had been given out. Scott said any recommendations should include afl of these groups. He
feels that more parking needs to be created and integrate the business community. Further, he
stated his recommendations would cost very little money and each recommendation, if adopted
would help mitigate the current parking shortage. His suggestions included:

1. Remove the restriction on parking in downtown spaces between 2 - 7 a.m.

2. Advertise to merchants, employees and residents that they can buy a city
parking permit for less than $1 per day.

3. Sell two new type of parking permits: day-use for empioyees and
night/weekend-use for residents.

4, Create a special day-tong parking permit that could be purchased by anyone.
This permit would affow alt day parking in any time controlled spot. This is the
same as the “super permit” mentioned below.,

5. Create more parking opportunities by changing 3-hour parking spaces to 2-hour
spaces.

6. Create a parking fund to purchase property for added parking or make other
capitol improvements to parking.

7. Make it illegal and s ticketable offense to erase a parking enforcement person’s
tire chalk mark.

Scott suggested some reconfiguration of sidewalks and on-street parking might create more
spaces. He also stated that the City has no money set aside or budgets for creation of parking.



MacDonald stated that there is a City parking fund which supports some parking lot
maintenance and construction. The funds come from parking enforcement.

There was discussion about a “super permit” that would allow ali-day parking in any space, and
discussion of the parking configuration developed in 1980. Diagonal parking was implemented
to discourage trucks going down Main Street, increase capacity, etc. There was discussion
about the employee parking permits and history of previous parking situations.

Transportation Commission Meeting of May 24, 2007

Citizen Proposal Presentation re: Jackson Street: Tom Bode and Bob Greene

Steed introduced the subject of downtown parking. He stated that Tom Bode and Bob Greene
had been invited to speak about the Jackson Street public parking lot. He spoke about the
completed and returned downtown parking surveys and the tabulation results. He asked
MacDonald to prepare a report on the current surveys for the next meeting.

Jackson Street Lot — Tom Bode

Bode stated that on the surveys he is not sure how good they are as his businesses didn't get
copies promptily. He feels that the timing for the residential survey was poor. He brought up
the NSA and that customers don’t come downtown anymore, He distributed copies of two sets
- of minutes from prior City Councit meetings dated Aprit 24, 1967 and January 3, 1978. Bode
said that when the Jackson Street lots were built the City stated it was the downtown
businesses’ issue, Bode spoke about the removal of parking meters and the related purchase of
the lots. The lots were being paid for from parking meter funds, which left a balance of
$70,000 when the meters were removed, Businesses were asked to donate funds to make up
this remainder but it was voluntary there was no assessment to the business owners. He stated
that one of the things that he believed occurred was when the City changed the Zoning Code
allowing schools and a large area of land added {o the Central Business District. Bode stated
that by doing this the City has put a lot of pressure on the downtown businesses. He would like
the Commission to consider downtown residents when parking changes are made. He would
Jike to see the “no parking” from 2:00 am to 7:00 am changed.

Steed asked about 4™ Street stilf being a dedicated street through the Jackson Street lot.
MacDonald stated that it is still a street with an easement. Steed asked if this could be
changed. Bode stated that previous Councils did not want to vacate the street and if they did it
would revert to the Moscow Hotel. Bode stated that he would jike to maintain overnight
parking.

MacDonald stated that there are possible accommeodations at the lot, Steed asked If they
needed to incorporate past history. MacDonald stated they should start with the current
situation. Steed spoke about the residential surveys and he agrees that residents need to be
taken into consideration.

Bode stated that he wouid like to see a bike path that is separated from streets going from the
residential areas to downtown. Steed asked about striping bike lanes on Third Street.



MacDonald stated that they would have strip parking from the street, Couch asked about
taking cars off Sixth Street from Jackson to the UL

Bode stated that employees should not park close to the business but there are security issues
for employees of businesses that are open late.

Steed asked about the NSA parking situation and asked if NSA students are not “customers” of
the school. Bode stated that NSA students and other businesses customers use the parking
differently. Me stated when school is out there are a lot of parking spaces. Bode stated that
the problem is allowing them into the downtown area initially. Lamar stated that the remedy
might be the utilization of Valley Transit.

Jackson Street Lot — Bob Greene

Bob Greene spoke about a consuitant that in the past suggested a parking garage for the City.
He stated that a parking garage is police intensive. He feels that the Jackson lot permit rates
should be raised, as there are City lots that are underutilized. He suggested bike racks for the
Sixth Street bike lane and have the Jackson lot provide a locking space for bikes. When Hwy 95
bypasses downtown it should open up parking, He suggested a central garbage site for the
businesses on the Jackson Street lot. Also, perhaps covering the Jackson Street fot and placing
utilities lines underground would improve the appearance of the lot. He would like to see bus
turn outs for transit. He stated that in 1980 he could park near his business but now he pays
for his parking. New development shouid have sidewalks and should fund transit, bike racks,
etc. He said the Transportation Commission should work with Councll, P&2, etc. Greene stated
that zero iot line development will not make for an attractive space to walk.

MacDonald asked about mass transit locations. Greene stated they shouid be wherever
professional engineers felt it would be best. MacDonald asked about Greene's proposal to cover
the lot. Greene stated they should cover the alleyway for walking. Greene stated that it would
depend on business owners to make their “rear” entrances more attractive.

Steed asked Greene if the owners of businesses or citizens wouid pay for a parking garage.
Greene stated that he felt that owners should, and that the community would say no to a bond.
Steed stated that you cannot double the lot's capacity by putting in just one jevel because of
ramps and posts. Steed asked about underutilized lots. Greene referenced the northern
Jackson Street public lot and the Jefferson Street lot. Greene stated that it would be the
responsibility of owners to encourage employees to park elsewhere, Greene suggested an
employee lot and/or busing of the employees. Steed stated that the comment about the
garbage being centrally located was a good idea, Steed asked about the affect on businesses
of moving Hwy 95. Greene stated he believed that moving off of Washington and Jackson
would iherease business. He stated that he felt that the main highway should be moved out of
the downtown area. He said he gets very little or no business from highway through traffic.

La Pointe mentioned the changing Jackson Street lot parking rearrangement. Greene
suggested using better what currently exists, as he does not want new lots taking property off
the tax rolls. Steed asked if exiting off the south end of the lot is a problem. Greene does not
see a probiem and ne one has mentioned it.



Root asked if there is another way to deal with refuse. Greene stated that there are compost
and recycle dumpsters. He stated that they would reduce the smell from garbage and be better
aesthetically. Lamar stated that he is interested in the composting of the garage.

Steed suggested setting out garbage once a day and having it picked up immediately.

Bode suggested more bike racks, MacDonald stated that there was a bike survey and some
have been added, but they could be more. Lamar stated he would like to see more racks.

Steed asked if they needed to reactive the bike subcommittee, Lamar, Cook and Hamilton will
reevaluate the bike and motorcycle-parking situation.

Incentive Parking Plans: Moscow Food Co-op, New St Andrews School, and Gritman Medical
Center

Steed introduced Kenna Eaton, Moscow Food-Coop, Bob Hieronymus, New St Andrews Coliege,
and Dennis Cockreli, Gritman Medical Center, who were invited to describe their incentive
programs for reducing the pressure on downtown parking.

Kenna distributed a report to the commission. She stated that the Co-op wants to encourage

, their employees and customers to walk, bike or use the transit system. 1is reward program,
which is based on a community food co-op in Bozeman, Montana, gives customers/employees a
punch card that is marked when they walk, bike, or ride the bus to the Co-op and spend $5.00
or more per day. The program works on the honor system, i.e., no one checks o be sure the
customer/employee did not drive. Once they have 20 punches on the card they get $5.00 off
thelr next purchase. She is not sure that it has made & difference in the parking but the
customers like it. The cards are for employees and customers.

~ Reece asked about how the customers feel, Eaton stated that they love it. Craine asked if she
knew how many vehicles use Co-op parking that do not shop in the store. Eaton replied that
they knew it was being used by others, but has no actual numbers. Eaton stated that she does
not allow her staff to park in the Jot. Steed asked if she allowed her employees to move thelr
cars In three-hour zones. Eaton stated that she does not allow staff to leave work to move
their cars. La Pointe asked if she has signed the lot as private parking. Eaton stated that they
have signed the lot but no local tow truck operator will tow cars in violation. Steed stated that
City does not have an ordinance that specifically protects private parking lots. Root stated that
he thought the UI uses the same language that a private lot could use, Cockrell stated that to
his knowledge Gritman Medical Center has the same problem regarding towing. The question
was asked if a car illegally parking in a private lot could be “booted.” Asst. Chief Duke stated
that a lock on the wheet is illegal for private parties to apply, but PD will ticket and after 48
hours they will tow it as abandoned. Root stated that if they could find a willing tow company
the property owner would have to pay the tow fee up front and then have to try to collect it
from the vehicle owner.

Hieronymus stated that he modeled New St. Andrew’s program after the Moscow Food Co-op.
He distributed a sheet describing their program. He stated the school is open 5 days per week,



32 weeks per year. (See attached.) The college started the “leave your car at home” program
in 2006, Their students are required to register their car and pay a $40 fee, regardless of
whether the student drives the car to campus. Only students who have a car can participate in
‘the incentive program. He stated for each day the student comes to school without a vehicle
he/she gets his/her card punched. The program is on the honor system and students will face
expulsion if they lie. After 10 punches, the card is validated and worth $5 at the bookstore.
‘They can document that the program has reduced NSA's parking demand by 5%. Heironymus
stated that the college has asked downtown businesses to join this program by honoring their
validated cards for purchases. :

Steed asked if a student has a car and leaves it at their apartment do they have to register and
pay the fee. Hieronymus stated yes that is correct. Steed asked if it is a per day validation,
rather than per trip. Hieronymus stated yes. Craine asked about parking that is located in
areas besides the Jackson St. lot, how would they monitor it? Hieronymus stated that
monitoring could be a problem.

Steed stated that Washington State Student Heaith has installed an automated gate and while
anyone can enter, it takes a token from the dlinic to get out. He reported that this seems to
work in preventing non-patients from parking in the lot. He suggested the Food Co-Op and
Gritman might wish to contact John Shaheen at WSU Parking Services for costs and other
information.

. Dennis Cockrell, HR Director, Gritman Medical Center, spoke about their incentive program and
provided a handout. {See attached.) They have 462 employees with the majority there during
the day. He stated that the main motivation for the incentive program is to assure parking for
their patients by getting employees to not park within two blocks of the medical center. They
started their original program in 2004 during expansion construction, The original program
ended after about a year, but Gritman reintroduced the program in May 2007. Their program
also uses a punch card and when the card is fully punched the employees get a $10.00 gift
certificate. After construction they added 71 parking spaces in new lots. He stated that Ul
students and customers for downtown businesses use some of the new parking. Their intent is
not to shift employee parking into other parts of the downtown area, Gritman’s issues are
patients who cannot get parking near the medical center. He stated that they are attempting to
control the parking of empioyees, volunteers and student intern.

Cockrell asked about the public parking south of Gritman. He feels that parking should be for
patients and their families, additionally the longer the recently installed pubfic parking signs are
up the more difficuit it has become.

Steed asked what effect of incentive program has had. Cockrelt would fike to see the 3-hour
parking zone on Main extended southward to Eighth Street. Cockrell stated that they saved
11,000 parking days over a year of the first program. Steed asked about the maps that had
been handed out, is the one showing the employee “no parking” area given to all employees
and the incentive map given only to those who participate? Cockrell stated that was correct.

Steed responded to the “public parking” question involving the City and Gritman Medica! Center.
He stated that the City and Jeff Martin had signed an agreement that both lots south of the
hospital were publiic lots.



Couch stated that the lot south of Lewis was bought with federal doflars for parking lost on
Washington Street during construction of the south couplet. Further, when 8" Street parking
was removed that parking went into the northern lot,

Steed has asked for parallel parking on Lewis St. and City staff has agreed it would be possible
on the north side of the street but not on the south.

ta Pointe stated that it appears that Ul students may be parking in the surrounding downtown
lots and spaces. He is concerned about parking being pushed out in to the outlying areas. He
asked for a data on number of employees, doctors, and the number of spaces in the parking
lots and the number of patients to see what the load is. Cockrelf stated that he would provide
that information. :

‘Steed asked if Gritman has problems with others using the employee parking lot east of
Washington and north of eighth. Cockrell stated that it appears to be UI students and possibly
folks living nearby. Steed stated that the Commission has been surprised by the repeated .
reports of parking downtown by UI students. Root agreed to meet with Cockrell regarding the
Ul issue. Reece stated that UT students are not required to register their cars, if they don't park
on campus.

‘Craine suggested that there should be an outside sheltered bench so someone can be dropped
“for the medical center before drivers can park their cars.

Steed thanked Eaton, Hieronymus, and Cockrell for their time and stated that the Commission
may follow up with more questions,



Gritman Medical Center

Employee Parking incentive Program
May 1, 2007

Purpose:

Gritman Medical Center is providing an incentive program to reduce employee parking in ciose
proximity to the Medical Center in order to provide additional parking for patients and other
customers, Employees are encouraged to walk, bike, use offsite parking, and/or car pool to
work.

Program Duration:

The incentive Parking Program is in effect beginning May 1, 2007. A scheduled end date has
yet to be determined.

Eligibitity:

s Al employees are eligible to paricipate in this program. Employees receive “credit’,
within the program, for each scheduled work day that they do not park within the
designated proximal parking zone surrounding the Medical Center.

e Employees receive “credit’ if they:
o Walk or bike to work, or ctherwise arrive at work without driving.
o Drive themselves to work as long as they park outside the designated proximai
parking zone.
o Car pool with another employee, or non-employee. The employee who drives
the car is eligible as long as she/he parks outside the designated proximal
parking zone.

Proximal Parking Zone:

e The boundaries of the proximal parking zone are:

Sixth Street to the Norih,

Jefferson te the East,

Jackson/Highway 8 to the South, and

Jackson to the West.

Also, parking along Main Street in front of downtown businesses.

o000 C

s To receive “credit” through this program, employees are to park outside of the zone:
North of Sixth Street (not on Sixth Street),

East of Jefferson (not on Jefferson)

South of Jackson/Highway 8 (not on Jackson)

West of Jackson (not on Jackson).

Also, not on Main Street in front of downtown businesses.

o]
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incentive Program Guidelines:

For each scheduled work day an employee does nof park within the proximal parking
zone, she/he is to have a Department Director, or designee, initial her/his incentive
Parking Program punch card. These punch cards are available through Administration,
Human Resources, and Department Direclors.

Each day (as initialed by an authorized Department Director) is 1 point, which equates to
$0.50. However, due to the various lengths of shifts worked by staff, a "week” of work
equals 5 points, or 5 punches. For example, if an employee works 3 12-hour shifts, or 4
10-hour shifts in a week, that would be 5 points/punches rather than the 3or4 as
indicated by the number of days the employee works. Therefore, employees who work 5
8-hour shifts, 4 10-hour shifts, or 3 12-hour shifts in a week, receive 5 points/punches
each.

The program will be administered on an “honor code” basis in order to keep the program
as simple as possible, Employees are to present their punch card for signature {o a
Department Director each day they do not park within the parking zone.

Employees may present their completed punch cards to Administration in exchange for a
gift certificate from a number of local businesses.

Program Revisions:

-]

Due to the nature of this new incentive program, elements of the program may change
occasionally. Piease watch for program change announcements through the Friday
Fiyer, Postmaster, and during All Staff Meetings.

SAAdmimAdmin Project Communication\Dennis\Employee Parking Incentive Program - 2007



Gritman Medical Center
Employee Parking Incentive Program
Van Shutfle Schedule

Employees may access the van shuttle service at the designated parking lot on Jackson and
Sixth Street and at the Doctors’ Entrance at the back of the Medical Center.

GMC Jackson Lot GiC Jackson Lot

Arrive/Depart | Arrive/Depart | Arrive/Depart | Arrive/Depart
5:37 am 5:45 am 2:37 pm 2:45 pm
5:52 am 6.00 am 2:52 pm 3:00 pm
6:07 am 6:15 am _ 3:07 pm 315 pm
6:22 am 6:30 am 3:22 pm 3:30 pm
6:37 am 645 am _ 3:37 pm 345 pm
6:52 am 7:00 am - 3:52 pm 4:00 pm
7:07 am 7:15 am 4:07 pm 4:15 pm
7.22 am 7:30 am 4:22 pm 430 pm
7:37 am 7:45 am o 4:37 pm 4:45 pm
7:52 am 8:00 am 4:52 pm 5:00 pm
8:07 am 8:15 am 5:07 pm 5:15 pm
8:22 am 830am 1 5:22 pm 5:30 pm
8:37 am 845am | 5:37 pm 5.45 pm
8:52 am - L 5:52 pm 8:00 pm

6:07 pm 515 pm
6:22 pm -




BIKE/WALK/RUN: JUST LEAVE YOUR CAR AT HOME

An incentive program, sponsored and encouraged by the Moscow Food Co-op
By Kenna S. Eaton
For Presentation to Moscow Transportation Commission, June 28, 2007

After relocating into the heart of downtown Moscow we discovered that our new parking
lot was, and continues to be frequently filled to capacity. Challenged by the Co-op Board
of Directors to {ind ways to ease traffic congestion the management team came up with
the concept of a reward program and wanted the monetary reward to be significant:
enough to get a free lunch!

Based on the model deveioped by the Community Food Co-op in Bozeman MT, Moscow
¥ood Co-op started an incentive program for shoppers who choose not to drive.

We're all familiar with the ubiquitous “coffec cards” offered around town and at the co-
op, but we have taken it one step further. The “Leave Your Car @ Home” program
rewards Co-op customers who do just that. Shoppers who bike, walk, skateboard, etc.,
instead of driving, get their card stamped when purchasing items totaling $5.00 or more.
After filling the card with 20 stamps they receive $5,00 off their next purchases at the
Co-op.

Since we started the program {June, 2006) we’ve gotten lots of regulars who LOVE their
cards, in fact 2-5 filled cards are turned in daily. While there is no evidence that this
program has eased our parking lot problems (probably “goodwill” closing did more for
us) it does make our customers feel supported in their efforts o use alternative forms of
fransportation and supports our triple bottom line: people, place and profit.

HIGHLIGHTS of Moscow Food Co-op’s Incentive Program
« Co-op shoppers who bike, walk or come to shop without cars get a stamp [or cach
single purchase more than $5; when coupon is filled with 20 stamps they get “a
free tunch”, $5 off their next Co-op purchase;
o Program run on the “honor systemy’; some “abuse” by non Co-op shoppers

e Three to five of these coupons are redeemed nearly every day;

¢ Program is based on a model used in Bozeman, Montana at the Community Food
Co-op in that city;

o The program is exceedingly popular with Moscow Food Co-op customers who
feel their efforts to use alternative means of transportation are supported;

o The program helps support the mission of the Moscow Food Co-op: People,
place and profit.



New Saint Andrews College

ELeave Your Car at Home
Incentive Program Presentation to the
City of Moscow’s Transportation Commission

Jutne 28, 2007

NSA already takes up fewer parking spaces than a more

typical retail or office use
- NBSA operates 32 weeks of the year, 5 days a week
- A more typical use would operate 52 weeks a year, 6 days a week
- 160 parking days vs. 312

Quick NSA stats

- 36 percent of NSA students either don’t have a car or don’t drive to NSA
- Those that do, drive to the College 3 to 4 times a week for 2 to 3 hours
- NSA students are also customers downtown. ..

o 78 percent go to coffee

o 49 percent go to a restaurant

o 34 percent shop

o 9 percent work

Leave-Your-Car-At-Home Incentive Program

- A suggestion that came out of our NSA Parking Advisory Group, specifically
from Bob Greene and Kenna Eaton

- Started in Fall '06

- Studenis with a car are required to register it with the College

- Only students with a registered car are eligible to participate

- Participants get a punch on days they leave their car at home and present their
card in the Administrative Office

- Program is based on the honor system (students are subject to expuision if
caught breaking the honor code) and parking lots are monitored

- After ten punches, the card is validated by the Administrative Office for a 35
credit in the College’s Bookstore

- Last year we paid ouf $380 in rewards for the 76 cards redeemed

- The program saved 760 parking days...the same as 4.75 fewer NSA drivers
(5.3% decrease in parking demand)

Next Year

- Increasing the NSA Vehicle Registration and Parking Fee to $55. Should
deter some from bringing their car

-~ Inviting downlown businesses to join the NSA Bookstore in providing reward
incentives

- Implementing a 60-space NSA Parking System and promoting Public
Transportation



REVISED April 25, 2007
A MODEST PROPOSAL TO IMPROVE

DOWNTOWN MOSCOW PARKING
Bill Parks

Many downtown merchants view the downtown Moscow parking situation as serious and
threatening to their businesses. Without attempting to prejudge solutions, here are some
suggestions:’

1. Limit all downilewn on-street parking to a maximum of two howrs. Opening up on-street
parking for customers is critical to the survival and success of downtown merchants. Consider making
‘parailel parking spots one hour and angle parking two hours. Two-hour parking provides plenty of
time for many downtown patrons. Those that need more time could park in the three-hour Jackson
Street lots. {(The short time parking on 3" $t. scems to be working well.) Some customers need 15
minuie parking and other might need an hour and a half. Customers needing longer times could park i
the Jackson Street lots. Reducing the parking time allowed is the most important change.

2. Increase enforcement of the law penalizing drivers for removing or altering chalk marks. This
law seems not to be enforced. Maybe it is time to offer a reward for furning in parking
violators. Such a change, particularly if it carried with it a citation more severe than an overtume
violation, might help in reducing the incidence of downtown scofflaws. For mstance, if changing or
erasing chalk marks or moving a car within the same block to extend the permissible parking time

- were subject to a minimum $200.00 fine, comphiance would likely improve.

3. Make it a violation to park on the same street {or block) for mere than two hours. This
ordinance or code would keep a driver from re-starting the parking time by moving the car on -
the same street but would allow the car to be moved to another street {o re-start the parking
linnts. The Bugene Code addresses a similar issue.

5,265 Parking Time Limit. Maximum parking time bnits designated by sign for a block sball apply

to parking in the block not merely (o parking in one or more particular parking spaces in the block.
{Section 5.265 amended by ordiriance No. 16387. enacted February 14, 1972)

1t is important thal downtown parking be reserved for local business patrons, and not be a “backdoor”
route for providing employee parking. Forcing those that work downtows to park outside the
downtown area or purchase lot permits will benefit the entire city by improving downtown business
health. A healthy downtown business district needs parking regulations that cause cilizens to obey
both the letter and the spirit of the regulations. Some have observed that a patron couid be ticketed for
coming back downtown on two separate shopping trips, one in the morning and another 1n the
afternoon. The ample use of waming tickets could take care of alerting customers of this situation, To
throw out an enforcement tool that serves to protect downtown businesses from being strangled by
inadequate parking in order to protect against a very infrequent occurrence seems counterproductive.

4, Accommodate downtown residents and others by allowing overnight angled parking. There are
about 130 downtown residents (about the same number as New Saint Andrews students), yet their
necds are seldom considered. In addition to residents, there may from thne to time be downtown
revelers that should not drive their cars until the next morning. The cily street departinent may
complain that it needs to prevent overnight parking fo facifitate snow removal. Since there will be no
overnight parallel parking, angle parking can be signed for snow removal and the two-hour parking

' Stuart Scott provided much of the background information and suggestions.



allowance would insure that by 10:00 AM all angle parking cars will be moved. The street department
could work ouf an accommodation with downtown residents’ needs.

5, Rent reserved parking spaces for businesses that nced a delivery vehicle or realtors that might
need to have a vehicle ready to transport clients to a property. The number of spaces available for
each business could be limited to some fraction of those employed in the business. For instance, a
rented space might be made available for every five employees or fraction thereof. Prices for such
spaces could be set at a nultipic of the cost of parking in the present green lots. A yearly minimum
cost of perhaps $750 or $1,000 per space might be appropriate. The rented spaces can be flagged for
certain vehicles, and others parking in the space would be subject to penalties, License plate numbers
could be used to validate authorized users {See below),

6. Parchase optical character recognition (OCR) equipment for parking enforcement. OCR
software and hand-held computers speed up parking enforcement and drastically reduce errors. They
will also eliminate many other traffic problems. Stolen cars, offenders, ctc. can all be easily identified
and appropriate actions taken. Revenues from parking tickets should increase until those parking in

* downtown are persuaded to obey regulations. Moscow could probably obtain demonstration models
for a trial period. Costs are likely to be more than recouped by the revenues camed.

7. Increase peripheral parking opportanities by adding parking lots and engage the University
of 1daho 1o aid in solving problems from student and staff parking. Revenue from downtown
parking and rented spaces may not be enought to provide sufficient revenue to purchase and maintais
more parking lots. The University of Ydaho now requires permits in formerly free university lots, and
also rents parking on city streets to fraternity and sorority residents. Reserving street parking that was
formerly available to commuting University of Idaho students and employees cause students and staff
in Moscow to be disadvantaged In parking. City streets around the university have been turped into
long-term storage lots for students that could easily be accommodated in lots on the far side of the
Kibbie Dome. Providing parking spaces in lots that require that nsers take one of the commuter buses
1s reatly also a non-solution and doesn’t meet the community’s needs.

8. Reduce parking permit charges by approximately 40%. Reducing permit costs might merease
revenue, and in conjunction with more vigilant enforcement, should move more cars to the lots and
away from on-street parking. Reducing parking to two hours and increasing enforcement would resuit
in many more open spaces on Mamn Street and paymg users filling up the lots on Jackson Street and
cisewhere. '

9. Recognize that “gaming” the parking enforcement system is not a victimless crime, When
employees or others work out systems to beat the enforcement system they are stealing from
downtown merchants in the same way that shopliiing is a crime. The person taking an illegal parking
place 1s hittle different from someone that takes a person’s mail and removes a magazine that they want
1o read. It 15 no wonder that many people are mad about the present situation. On the other hand the
situation is much like the “Tragedy of the Conunons™ in medieval England where everyone could
graze their hvestock on the village ground and as a result of the severe overgrazing the ivestock
starved. In the same way it pays the individual merchant to park in front of the store even though the
individual benefit is far overshadowed by the collective hann. The difference is that local employees
and merchants that beat the parking system are also breaking the faw. In England the faws sanctioned
the overgrazing behavior, It 1s time for Moscow to stop behavior that threatens the downtown health.
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Recommendations

Remove the restriction on parking in downtown spaces

between 2-7 am. According to the City, the restriction exists to allow snow
removal and street sweeping, According to local restaurant and tavern owners,
the restrictions puts customers in the bind of choosing between driving home after
drinking, or being ticketed. This action would also assist downtown residents
with overnight parking. The City does not sweep streets before 7TAM, as faras |
have observed from my residence on Main St. Cost implications are $ 6.00 per
sign or less since all ¢ity traffic signs are bending a redo to comply with state
requirements.

Attempt to create more permit parking by working with
businesses to sell permit parking for their surplus

parking capacity. The Royal Motor Inn selis what they detetmine to be
surplus parking spaces to other local businesses for $10 per month. Cost
implications: none.

Advertise to merchants and residents that they or their

employees can buy a city-parking permit for less than $1

per day! This is not a change but a real option that is not well known and
hence under used. A Green permil purchased annually is $250 dollars. For 5
business days per week, times 52 weeks the total is less than $1 per day. City
permits are not limited to use by one specific person. A group of people can buy
a permit together and share its use or 4 business can buy a permit and share its use
among its employees. The only requirements are that the one issued permit
cannot be copied, but must be passed from car to car. Also, each car and driver
who will be using the permit must identify themselves and his/her vehicle(s) to
the city, in case they need to be contacted about their vehicle, for example, if the
owner needed to be informed by the police of an Sell two types of parking
permits, day use for employees: night and weekend use for residents. Reduce the
price for each type of permit, but make more money in total by selling the same
parking space twice. If recommendation #3-a is adopted by the City of
Moscow, we will advise merchants that employees can park for .58

per day, and residents could park for .41 per day.

a. Sell two types of parking permits, day use for employees: night
and weekend use for residents. Reduce the price for each type of
permit, but make more money in total by selling the same parking

space twice. By having two new options we can serve our two diverse groups
of users better and more cheaply, and still make the same or more money on the
total.
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8. Make a new category of Green lot permit, that is good Monday
through Friday from 8:00 AM until 6:00 PM, and sells for just over
haif of the current permit price, e.g. $20 montly $40 quarter / $150
annual.

b. Make a new category of Green lot permit designed for residents who
principally need overnight and weekend parking. These permits would
be good from 6:00 PM until §:00 AM, seven days per week. If
Farmers Market set-up requires a time change for Saturday momings,
any necessary adjusiment would be made. Use the same reduced fee
schedule as suggested for the daytime permit.

C. Keep our current Green permit; all-day-every-day at it is current price.

Create a special daylong parking permit for business
owners or employees to park in hourly spaces. This “
Super Permit” would be sold for a high daily fee,
(perhaps $ 10 per day) and good only for the day /days

pre-purchased and shown on the actual permit This type of
renewable day permit extends to business owners/employees who feel the need to
be close to their jobs, such as Realtor’s The permit would be akin to campus
parking permits sold by Ul or WSU, and would be displayed on the vehicle
dashboard to shows that vehicles exempting from normal parking time limits.
Cost implications: none.

Create more parking opportunities by adding te our 3-
hour parking spaces, two new parking zones, 1 hour or 5

hour. It is clear from the business survey results that a single 3-hour time zone
mode doesn’t fit the actual patiern of use. The estimated use rate for 1 hour or
fess was 2400 units compared to the combined 1 to 3 hour use rate of 1160 units.
The survey also showed that there are over 735 people employed in the survey
area, and while this number is inclusive for all business shifts, a reasonable
estimate of the daytime use by employees seem to be 250 employees in down
town at any one time. These employee’s are not served by 3 hour parking, as it is
too short a time period for their use. Add to this group of employees the estimated
345 customers per day that need greater than three hours and we have two clear
groups that would benefit from changing the 3 hours parking zones.

a. 1 hour zones will better serve the 2400 shor{-term customers, and
increase the parking opportunities for any given space from 3 per
day to 9 per day, a 300% increase.

b. S-hour zones will better serve the employee group and long-term
shoppers. Five hours was chosen instead of 4 hours so that
employees can find a spot in the morning and only have to move
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once per business day, as opposed to two moves if the longer
parking was sef at 4 hours.

Dividing up the existing spaces fairly is the key. Main St, Jackson
and Washington Streets need to be considered separately from the two
Jackson St. lots, due 1o the factor of parking permits. 1 suggest that a
fair and inexpensive split of these 263 spaces would be
1. Make 137 diagonal spaces I hour. This makes a total of 1233
parking opportunities {137 spaces times 9 hours), compared to zero
shori-term opportunities now. Do not change the existing all day
spaces on the North side of 1%, between Main and Jackson, as these
serve apartment or multiple dwelling units.
1i. Make all 113 parallel spaces S-hour. This makes a total of 226
fong-term parking opportunities. compared with 14 long-term
spaces that presently exist.
iii. This proposal creates space in either new zone within a one
block walk of any business in the down town
iv. Cost implications are a maximum of $6.00 per sign to change
existing signage. Buf, remember that all signs are going to be
changed anyway to comply with state Dept of Transportation
codes.

Keep the Jackson St. lots as they are: three hour parking or all-
day paid permits. This acknowledges and serves the second largest
customer group seen in our survey, the 1160 estimated customers
who need more than an hour but not more than 3 hours.

Malice the Jackson St. lots PERMITS ONLY PARKING AFTER
9PM. Survey interviews revealed that some apartment residents who
are now or have been buying permits can’t find parking in the evening.
Since increase use of parking permits should improve the parking
situation for both employees and residents, we need to support and
encourage permits by keeping spaces available for those who have
purchased permits.

6. Create a parking fund of money to purchase property for added
parking or make other capitol improvements to parking. This is to
be dedicated money that cannot be diverted fo other uses. Suggestions for
voluntary fund raising,

al

b.
c.

Have the City commit a percentage al receipts from parking
permits that exceed the operating expenses and maintenance of the
parking lots and parking service patrols,

Apply for grants

Attempt to set up a “share-based Parking Corporation.” Because
of resistance to Merchant Assessments, creafe 2 means for
merchants to voluntarily buy shares in a parking fund that will
eventually create more parking either thru construction or
purchase of added parking spaces. A share-based system would



create a value to parking that could be sold as an asset of the business.
Later, when sufficient funds have been raised to create parking, either
through buying properties for lots or construction of added parking by
mutlti-level structures, parking shares would be translated into access
to parking permits in the newly created spaces. These permits would
be at no cost to the shareholder, but would represent a fungible asset
for the business. To avoid large or rich businesses from buying up
parking through the shares, only a percentage of the newly crated
parking would go to share, such as % or 1/3 of new spaces being
dividend on & percentage basis to the shareholders.

d. Seek dedicated bequests from business and community leaders.

7. Change parking enforcement regulations. Make it a fineable code
violation to remove a parking enforcement chalk mark from your

vehicle tire. Survey interviews revealed the apparently conmmon practice of
wiping chalk marks off tires to avoid moving cars. This practice undercuts any
fair parking system. There is currently no penalty for such conduct, even if
caught in the act by police or parking enforcement personnel. Cost: none

a. Make handicapped parking spots subject to the requirement that the spot
be cleared between 2-TAM.

Handicapped parking spaces are currently exempt from parking time restrictions.
A few disabled people have taken to using handicapped spots as permanent
parking, which deprived handicapped shoppers of the use of these spots. This is
an area where competing needs exist, and this recommendation is made based on
the greatest good for the greatest number of users, This recommendation does not
favor non-handicapped over handicapped drivers. The needs of handicapped
shoppers from all over Moscow and surrounding communities should be favored
in the Central Business District, over the needs of a few handicapped residents. In
addition, the abuse of handicapped parking spaces interferes with legitimate city
brooming of streets and snow removal. In any residential zone in Moscow, this
abusive parking practice would be covered by city Abandoned Vehicle
regulations that require vehicles to be moved a2 minimum of every 48 hours.
Cost: none
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PARKING SURVEY for BUSINESS MANAGERS
in the DOWNTOWN BUSINESS DISTRICT

CITY OF MOSCOW
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
January 2007

Question 1: Do you regularly use downtown public parking while you are working at
your business?
No; If not, how do you get to work?
Yes: If 80, how far from your business do you iypically park?
Within the same block
Between one and two biocks away
More than two blocks away

Question 2: Do your employees use downtown public parking while they are working
af your business?
No
Yes. If so, how far from your business do they typically park?
__Within the same block
Between one and two blocks away
More than two blocks away

Question 3: Do you encourage your employees to park outside the Downifown
Business District so as to not take up customer parking near your business?
: No
Yes

Question 4: Please list the maximum number of employees that work at your business
-during the following time periods:

6:00 am to 11:00 am 11:00 am to 1:00 pm
1:00 pm to 6:00 pm 6.00 pm to midnight

Question 5: How long does your average customer spend at your business: (Circle
one of the selections below.}

0 to ¥z hour Y to 1 hour 1 io 2 hours
2 to 3 hours 3 or more hours

Question 6: Approximately how many customers come {o your business on an
average day? (Circle one of the selections below.)

Oto 15 16 1o 30 311050 51 or more
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Question 7: How often do you hear a compiaint from a customer about the availability
of parking in downtown Moscow?

Never

Almost never

Once a month

Once a week

Almost every day

Question 8: How far from your business do you believe your customers are willing to
park? (Circle one of the sections below.)

% biock 1 block 1 % blocks
2 blocks 2+ blocks
Questions 9: Do you believe there is a parking problem downtown?
:ggmetimes
Yes

if ves or sometimes please answer items (a) through {c) below,

{a) Which of the foliowing describes {0 you the cause of the parking problem?

(Check alt that apply.)

The public parking is free

There are not enough public parking spaces

There are enough public parking spaces, but the time limits should

be changed

There are not enough publiic parking spaces AND the time limits
 should be changed

The public bus system needs o be improved or expanded

Other ways of getting downtown are oo difficult

{b) Please tell us more about downtown parking.

(c) Please tell us your ideas about how to solve the downtown-parking
problem.

Business Name: Your Name:
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AUTOMOBILE PARKING SURVEY for NJS;; | MEEW
of the DOWNTOWN BUSINESS DISTRICT

CITY OF MOSCOW
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
April 2007

Please take a few minutes of your time and complete the survey below. Place the completed
survey in one of the drop focations listed below.

B City Utility Payment Boxes at City Hall, Rosauers or Wells Fargo Bank on Blaine Street.

B City Hail at the Utility Bili Payment Window

B Chamber of Commerce, or any downtown bank drive through

Question 1: At what business did you pick up this survey?
What time did you pick up the survey?
Wil you visit other downtown businesses on this trip? Yes No

if Yes, will you move your car to visit other businesses? Yes No
How long will you be parking downtown today? (Circle one each)

Minimum time:

0 to %2 hour ¥ to 1 hour 1 to 2 hours
2 o 3 hours 3 or more hours

Maximum time:

0 to ¥z hour Y to 1 hour 1 {0 2 hours
2 to 3 hours 3 or more hours
Question 2: Do you regularly use public parking on your trips downtown?

No: If not, how do you get to your destination?
Yes; If so, how far from your destination do you typically park?
Within the same block
Between one and two biocks away
More than two blocks away

Question 3: Do you believe there is a parking problem downtown?

No
Sometimes
Yes
if Sometimes or Yes, which of the following describes to you the cause of the
parking problem? (Check all that apply.)
The public parking is free
There are not enough public parking spaces
There are enough public parking spaces, BUT the time limits should be
changed
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There are_not enough public parking spaces AND the time limits shouid be

changed
inadequate public bus system

Other ways of getting downtown are too difficult
Employees of downtown businesses use too much public parking

Question 4:
a trip to a downtown business?

How ofien is satisfactory parking available to you when you are seeking it on

Never
Almost never

Questions 5:
business? {Circle one of the selections below.)

Once a monthl
Once a week
Almost every trip

How far from your destination are you willing to park to visit a downtown

Y2 block 1 block 1 % blocks

2 blocks more than 2 blocks
Question 6:©  What type of options would you support to improve the parking situation
downtown?
Yes No a) Install parking meters.
Yes No b} Reduce some parking space time limits from 3 hours to 1 hour.
Yes No ¢} Increase some parking space time limits from 3 hours to § hours.
Yes No d) Limit business owners and employees to parking areas outside of

downtown,
Yes No &) Provide additional public parking lots.
fy Other

Question 7: if you have more to teli us about downiown parking, please do so.
Question 8: Please tell us your ideas about how to improve downtown parking.

Your Name (Optional):

Phone Number (Optional):
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AUTOMOBILE PARKING SURVEY for EMPLOYEES
of the DOWNTOWN BUSINESS DISTRICT

CITY OF MOSCOW
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Aprit 2007

Please take a few minutes of your time and compiete the survey below. Place the completed
survey in the envelope provided and drop it off at one of locations listed below.
P City Utility Payment Boxes at City Hall, Rosauers or Wells Fargo Bank on Biaine Street.
- City Hali at the Utility Bill Payment Window
» Chamber of Commerce, or any downtown bank drive through

Question 1: Do you regularly drive a vehicle to work? Yes No
if no, how do you get to work?
If yes, do you regularly use public parking while you are working downtown?
Yes No
If no, where do you park?

If yes, how far from your place of empioyment do you typically park?
—_Within the same block '

Between one and two blocks away

More than two blocks away

Outside the downtown 3-hour time limit zone

Question 2:  What are your typical days at work downtown? (Circle days)
Monday  Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday  Friday Saturday Sunday

Question 3:  What are your typical hours at work downtown: (Circle the range, e.g. 10 am —
3 pm

5] 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 5] 7 8 9
am lam lam Jlam jam |am pm ipm |pm ipm ipm [pm ipm fpm jpm |pm

Question 4: Do you believe there is a parking problem downtown?

No
Sometimes
Y8,
if Sometimes or Yes, which of the following describes to you the cause of the
parking problem? {Check all that apply.)
The public parking is free
There are not enough public parking spaces
There are enough public parking spaces, BUT the time limits should be
changed
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There are not enough public parking spaces AND the time limits shouid be
changed

Inadequate public bus system

Other ways of getting downtown are foo difficult

Employees of downiown businesses use too much public parking

Question 5:  How often do you hear a complaint from a customer about the availability of
parking in downtown Moscow?

Never

_Almost never
Once a month

Once a week
Almost every day

Questions 6: How far from your work are you willing o pérk? (Circle one.}
V2 block 1 block 1 V2 blocks
2 blocks more than 2 blocks
Questions 7: Does your employer ask you to park ouiside of the downtown business area?

Yes No

Question 8:  f you have more {o tell us about downtown parking, please do so.

Question 9:; Please tell us your ideas about how to improve downtown parking.

Al what business are you employed:

Your Name (Optional):

Phone Number (Optional):
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AUTOMOBILE PARKING SURVEY for BRESIDENTS
of the DOWNTOWN BUSINESS DISTRICT

CITY OF MOSCOW
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
May 2007

Please take a few minutes of your time and complete the survey below. Place the completed
survey in one of the drop locations listed below.

B City Utility Payment Boxes at City Hall, Rosauers or Wells Fargo Bank on Blaine Street.
B City Hall at the Utility Bill Payment Window .
b Chamber of Commerce, or any downtown bank drive through

Question 1: What is your address?
Question 2: Indicate your type of residence.
Upstairs Apartment

Ground floor Apartment

Single Family House without off-street parking
Single Family House with driveway

Single Family House with driveway and garage

Other:
Question 3. How many people live in your residence?
Question 4. How many parking spaces does your residence need?
Question 5: if you own a car, where do you park?

Private Lot

Public Lot

On the street
Private Driveway or Garage
Other:

Question 6: Do you believe there is a problem parking downtown?

No

Sometimes

Yes

If “Sometimes” or “Yes," which of the foliowing describes to you the cause of the

parking problem? (Check all that apply.)

The public parking is free
There are not enough public parking spaces
There are enough public parking spaces, BUT the time limits should be
changed
There are not enough public parking spaces AND the time limits should be
changed
inadequate public bus system
Other ways of getting downtown are too difficul{
Employees of downtown businesses use too much public parking
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Question 7: How often is satisfactory parking available to you when you are seeking it?
Never
Almost never
Once a month
Once a week

Almost every trip

Questions 8:  How far from your residence are you wilfing to park? (Circle one of the
selections below.)

¥ block 1 block 1 % blocks 2 blocks more than 2 blocks

Question 9: What type of options would you support to improve the parking situation
downtown?
Yes No a) Provide long term (more than 3 days) parking options.
Yes No b) Provide overnight parking options. Suggestion:
Yes No c) Install parking meters.
Yes No d) Reduce some parking space time limits from 3 hours to 1 hour.
Yes No e) Increase some parking space time limits from 3 hours to 5 hours.
Yes No f) Limit business owners and employees to parking areas outside of
downtown,
Yes No g) Provide additional public parking lots.
hy Other

Question 7: if you have more to tell us about downtown parking, please do so.
Question 8: Please tell us your ideas about how to improve downtown parking.

Your Name {Optional).

Phone Number (Opticnal):
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Downtown parking permits information

y?
~-to park without having to move your car ?
-or getting a $20 ticket?

You can buy a GREEN-parking permit from the city for an annual
purchase price of $250. For a 5 day work week and 52 weeks per
years the total cost is less than $1 per day! This is not a proposal; it is
available today. There are 152 GREEN Permit spaces available for sale
in the city lots on Jackson Sfreet.

City parking permits are not limited to use by one specific
“person. A group of people (co-workers, friends, roommates) can
buy a permit together and share its use. A business could buy a
permit and share* it among its employees.

* The only requirements are that the one permit cannot be copied, but must be
passed from car to car. Also, each car and driver must identify himself or herself
to the city, in case they need to be contacted about his/her vehicle, if for example,

- the car was broken into, or damaged by a city vehicle. The only other limit to
remember is that during Farmer’s Market, permits cannot use the 4 rows of parking
nearest Friendship Square.

”'Buy permits at the Moscow Police Station Business Office on 4t
Street. Other options include Monthly permits for § 35 or quarterly
permits for $75.

Moscow Transportation Commission hopes this information helps,
while we continue to work, making downtown parking better for
customers, employees and residents.



Downtown Parking: Survey results and recommendations

Over the past month, I have collected information from downtown businesses, via an 8-
question survey. The survey was desi%ned to gather information about businesses
situated on Main St. between 1% and 6" St’s (North-South boundary) and between
Washington and Jackson Streets (East-West boundary). This comprises that heart of
Moscow’s Central Business District.

I have also reviewed from city plats the existing parking spaces in the above-described
area. The count includes the two existing lots on Jackson St, but not the private spaces
belonging to Wells Fargo Bank, Also excluded from the count of parking spaces were all
handicapped spaces, and all Police reserved spaces. Loading zone spaces have been
somewhat changed since the plats were done, so while they have been excluded, the total
number of available spaces may vary by 1% overall. Ihave met with the Moscow Police
Department (MPD) and Public Works Department (PWD) concerning enforcement cost
and signage change cost. Letters have been obtained from MPD and PWD recording the
potential financial impact of possible changes.

The following general principals guide my recommendations.

1. The Downtown must be treated as a unified area. My recommendations are not
based on where businesses are presently located, Businesses move.

2. There are three basic groups that regularly park in the Downtown, and they are
customers, owners/employee’s and residents. Things are the way they are! It
does not help to say that, there would be no parking problem if only one group
didn’t park downtown. I was surprised to realize that there are over 135 rental
units in the survey area,

3. Perception is reality. There may not be a parking problem in the minds of some,
who like myself, grew up in a big city where parking was always a problem. But
for the purposes of this survey, if the three user groups (residents, customers or
employce/owners) believe there is a problem, and acts upon that belief, then a
problem exists.

4. All must benefit from any recommendation. For changes to be adopted, all
concerned must see benefit for themselves. The amount of benefit to any one
group may not be the same as for any other group, but all should benefit.

3. Financial participation should be optional. However, creating more parking
will require a pool of money.

6. Information and recommendations should be transparent. Each item,
whether it be data, a point of presentation or a conclusion should be clear and
understandable. Agree or disagree, you should know what I'm saying.

7. Each recommendation should stand alone. We can accept or reject individual
recommendations without rejecting the entire report.



Existing Parking Inventory

Main St 1% to 6™

110 2™ West side 9 diagonal
East side 5 parailel

Total West Side 49 spaces

2 10 3™ West 13 diagonal East 44 spaces
ast 6 parallel Total diagonal 65
30 4" West 2 parallel parallel 28
East 12 diagonai
4" i 5™ West 6 parrellel Total spaces this area 93
East 12 diagonal
5%10 6% West 19 diagonal
East 9 parailel
Main St to Washington St
1* North 1 paraliel
9 diagonal
South 13 diagonal
o North ~ 14 diagonal
South 10 diagonal Total North side spaces 55
37 North 8 parallel South 50
South 9 parallel Total parallel spaces 65
4% North 0 diagonal 40
South 3 diagonal
5" North 15 diagonal Total spaces this area 105
South 8 parallet
6" North 8 parallel
South 7 paratlel
Main St to Jackson St
1% North 13 diagonal
South 15 diagonal
2 North/South N/A Total North side spaces 34
3 North 8 parallel South 31
South 8 parallel Total parallel spaces 20
4 North 9 diagonal diagonal 45
South 8 diagonal
5t North/South  N/A Total spaces this area 65
6 Noxth 4 parallel
South 0
City Lot 2" to 3"
City Lot 3" to 5™ Total spaces 151



DOWNTOWN ASSOCIATION PARKING SURVEY

This survey concerns the business district on Main St. between 1% and 6"
Streets, and 1% through 6% streets between Washington and Jackson Streets.
You have a business within this area, and your input is desired.

1.

Do you hear from your customers that there appears to be a lack of
parking in the survey area? YES (85) NO (24)

If you have your own parking lot, does it generally meet your
customers’ needs? YES (I5)NO(20) NA((74)

Do you or your employees regularly park in the survey area?
YES (85) NO (25)

The average customer for your business needs how much time?
0-1 hour  1-2hours 2-3hours 3 ormore houts
(69) (26) (5) (7
Could you support a merchant’s assessment to create more available
parking; or would any parking changes need to be free to the business
owner? PAY FREE

(42) (69
6. Approximately how many customers come to your business daily?
0-15 16-30 31-50 51or more
(42) (28) (12) (24)
7. How many people does your business employ?
Total employees 735
8. Is there anything else that you want to suggest or say for this survey?
Total number of customer estimates: Item 4x item 6 resuits
Average number of 0-1 hour customers 2400
1-2 hour “ 915
2-3hour ¢ ' 245
3 or more hour 345

®

{tem 6 multiple was: 15, 30, 50 or 75 (set for high group)

i



Survey totals as of 8/20/03 for 111 surveys received, and 11 not
returned.

City Parking Permits Summary

Jackson St. lots {Green permits) Total available permits 151
City Hall lot (Green permit) Total available permits 13
Library lot (YeHow permits) Total available permits 13

Total permifs in survey area 151
Total permits in city 177

Cost of permits Green Permit: 35-month/75 quarter/250 annual
Yellow permits: 25 month/ 45 quarter/125 annual

Average annual use rate: Green Permits 55 to 60 sold per month
Yellow Permits: all sold each month

Available Parking Summary

Total spaces: Main St 93
Main to Washington 105
Main to Jackson 65
Jackson St. lots 151
Total spaces in survey area 414
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S@ 2A Tuesday, Februa:y 19, 2002

To: Interested Media

From: Gary J. Riedner, Moscow City Supervisor
206 E. 3" St., Moscow, Idaho 83843

Telephone: (208) 883-7006
Fax: (208) 883-7018

E-mail: griedner@ci.moscow.id.us
T Mayor, City Council, City Management Team
Date: February 14, 2008

Re:  Press Release

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

COMMISSION TO HOST AN OPEN HOUSE ON DOWNTOWN PARKING

Moscow, Idaho, February 14, 2008 — The Moscow Transportation Commission will host an “open
house™ public forum on parking in downtown Moscow. The open house will be held on Tuesday,
February 19, from 5:00 p.m. to 7:30 pan. at the 1912 Building, 412 East Third Street. Citizens are
wvited to drop by at their convenience.

The Commission has spent the last year gathering information about downtown parking in Moscow,
mcluding  surveying downtown business owners, employees, customers, and residents. The
Commission also consulted civic leaders, parking enforcement officers, and others about ways to
improve downtown parking.

Tuesday’s forum is a chance for the public to review the Commission’s work in an informat setting,
provide feedback and new insights, and talk with members one on one. The Commission will present
its findings and recommendations on downtown parking to the Moscow City Council in March.

For more information contact Philip Cook, (208) 882-2240 or peook818@gmail.com.



Open house hr g ot

By Tara Roberts
Daily News staff wmfer

Moscow  Transporiation

Commisgion Chairman Philip’

Cook said Tuesday’s downtown
parking open house confirmed

that the commission is headed

in the right direction. -

. Cook said about 30 people
dropped by the open house,
which featured displays on
the commission’s strategies for
improving downtown parking
and results of last years park-
ing survey. '

He gaid some people who
came to the open house sup-
-ported more parking in the form
of lots or a garage, while others
“gaid we needed to use what we
have more efficiently” by offer-
ing more long-term parking for
employees and shortening time

0608 [osLow- Phllman DX HEWS

hmzts for customers
Ancther frequent comment

was that the city needs.to

encourage alternative franspor-

tation such as walking, biking

and riding thebus, Cook said.
The opett house also high-
Bighted the Moscow Police
Department’s parking enforce.
ment system, the proposed
Legacy Crossing  Urban
Renewsal project, the Moscow
Valley Transit bus system and

the potential costs of a parkmg,
garage or largelot. -

One tahle featured programs

by Gritman Medical Center, the

Moscow Foed Co-op and New
Saint Andrews College that

‘ericourage people to park outside
. of downtown or use other means

of transportation fo get down-
town, The Co-op and NSA offer
gift ca;’tu'ﬁcates' or discounts to

patmns or students who wa}k,'_
“bike or carpool dowintown, -

Gritman Human Resources

-employee Monica Mclean said

the hospital rewards employ-

ees who park out of the central

downtown area, opening park-

ing for patients. .
NSA Executive Vice
" President Bob Hieronymus said

the college’s “Leave Your Car
At Home” program has been an
effective way to open up park.
ing. He said 36 percent of NSA

students dor't have a ear or’

dox’t drive to school.
Moscow resident Merrill
Conitz, who was . on the c:Lty’s
and zoning commis.
gion in the 1850s and '60s, came
to the open house to check out

‘the commission’s suggestions

for improving parking. He
said. downtown parking haasn’t

merove& rauch in the last sev-

*eral ‘decades, “but it's not that
-much worse than it was m those

days either”

Conitz said & bypass to route
northbound and southbound
through traffic around down-

* town was covsidered during his
- time. in city government, and

he'd like {0 see the city bring the
1dea back to the table.

~The gpen house is a step in
the right direction for improving

. downtown parking, Conitz said.

“It’s good to see the enthu-

" giasm for domg somethmg” he
said.

Bob Greene,
BookPeople in"Moscow, said he
often hears customers say they
have to park too far away or
can’t find a place to park,

He azid the city should con-
gider demignating long-term
perking areas for downtown
empioyees and residents and
support public transit. The
dowritown area slsc reeds more
bike lanes, bile racks and hangd-

:capped and senior citizen park- -
~ ing.. Bmployers mist encowra

their employees to paric out of

* the centiral business ares.

"People also must make con:
ooptual and lifestyle’ chaniges,

who owns-

mciud.mg bemg less “car depen-
dent,” to improve the park.mg

-situation, Greene said,

- “Part of this ‘is custbmer’s
perceptions we needtocha.uge *

he said. “They’re still thinking if
they can’t see the store, they’re

- parking too far away.”

Moscow resident Bill Parks,
who owns Northwest River
Supplies,. said the transporta:
tion commission’s suggestions,
including reducing parking lm--
its dewntown to two hours, will
help the parking situation, .

“You have {0 open up Main

Street, because if there’s plenty -

of open parking on Main Street,
everything else works,” he said.
- Parks also liked the station

: outljzxing the high cost of build-
ing & parking structure and buy-
-ing land for large parking lots,

“T think they've got good
ideas here,” he said. “I think the
geonomic reahty of the parking
garage should: ‘give people pause

who keep saymg that’s what
ge 'should happen

i 'mraﬁohewecanbereacma

&t (208) 882:5561, exi, 234,
or By e-mall at tiobets@dnews.com.






Examples of Commercial land values in and around Downtown Moscow

L.ocation Price in $/Sq. Ft.
¢ Triangle property near Gritman $20
e Along Railroad adjacent to Ghormley Park $8
e Area along Rail corridor between COM and Ul $10
o 6™ and Jackson — 5 Acre $15
e Almond and A Street | \ $8-510

e Goodwill Building Sale Price $583K



Land Cost: $5 - $20/square foot
Project Cost: $15,000 - $25,000/stall

Viaintenance: $20 - 30/stall/year

Other Factors:
e Costs affected by efficiency of design, amount of area required for
circulation, site issues, soil conditions, etc.
e Staffing, security, fee collection/handling/controls
e Parking fees alone may cover only a portion of debt
e Must develop additional fund sources (taxes, business contributions,
etc...) |
Surface Lots: $7,500/stall for efficient, fully developed surface lot

(landscaping, lighting, storm water run-off, etc...), the cost will increase for
small lots with mefficient layout



Downtown Employee Parking Incentive Elements

Ellsworth Maine
s Incentive program for employees to park in more remote lots such as;
o Using direct compensation such as "Bowntown Dollars” or employee discounts
o Registering participants for a periodic drawing for a prize
o Having random awards to cars parked in remote lots

QOlympia Washington
¢ Discounts for employees purchasing permits

Ashland Oregon
¢  Guiding principles for downtown core
e Support/enhance vitality of downtown core - priority for short-term, visitor/customer parking
o Parking will be provided to assure convenient, economical and user-friendly access for customers, clients and visitors
e Guiding principles for downtown intermediate area
o Longer-term stay opportunities
o Convenient and supportive of business opportunities and user-friendly
o Encourage owner and employee parking away {rom priority customer parking areas

Missoula Montana
e Transportation Best Practices Award to individuals, businesses or organizations

o Feature in TV/Radio ads for winners - $1000 award toward developing fransportation programs

o Examples of programs or benefits provided by local businesses
» Reserved/preferential carpool parking
»  Bike parking
s Company car for errands/emergency use — cab service for emergency use for those using alternatives to SOV
= Flex schedules or telecommuting - walking/biking work-related events

Various towns

Customer First - recognition of businesses who support customer first priority for parking

Creation of dedicated employee parking lots in periphery of downtown core with discounts for employees

Walk or Bike to Work Fairs -- bike repairs -- shoe subsidies for walkers — free lunches - coffee credit

Contributions from Downtown Business Associations, Chamber of Commerce, Downtown development agencies, etc.

e & & o



Jackson Street Parking Structure Scenario

Project Cost Assumptions

e 200 spaces, 3 levels

e No land cost — currently city owned
¢ Construction cost: $20,000/stall

e Life of structure: 30 years

e Interest Rate (municipal bond): 5%

Estimated Annual Cost/Space

e Amortization: $1,301
e Operation/maintenance: $150
¢ Parking monitoring/enforcement: $75
(1 person part time)
Total: $1,526

Parking Charge Estimates

e Days/year significant use: 250
e Hours/day significant use: 10

¢ QOccupancy during that period: 50%
¢ Hours space occupied/year: 1250

o Required Hourly Charge: $1.12



Valley Transit

Moascow Combined Services

January Comparison

10,365

2004

2005 2006 2007

10,875
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April 21-24, 2008
Renaissance Washington Hotd

Washington, D.C,
Applications due Dec. 21, 2007

HMettorai! end U, 5, Capitel building phatos: Washi e G tan & Toustsm Cor

www.projectaction.org

800-659-6428 (toll-free)
202-347-7385 (TDD) Trassansnnnd



Disability advocates

and providers of human
services and transportation
agree: Reliable, accessible
transportation is the key to a

- full fife in the community. Accessibility is the law,
" and customers with disabilities contribute to loyal,
~-repeat ridership. '

- But wait a minute! Look below that surface and
. .here come the disagreements: Money, politics,
turf issues, training, service gaps, red tape, city
. ‘needs vs. rural, coordination, communication
- (misunderstanding!) and last but not least, there
- are incredibly diverse needs among all the human
. beings invoived.

- Poes your community have leaders willing to work
- together to tackle such issues and remove the

* barriers? Then bring them to the table — at the

- 2008 Mobility Planning Services institute April 21-
.24 in Washington, D.C.

_ MPS is a renowned program of Easter Seals

- Project ACTION which, since 1988, has achieved

" in thousands of ways the promise of its acronym:
 Accessible Community Transporiation in Our

. Nation. ESPA s funded through a cooperative

- -agreement with the U.8. Department of

" Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, and
~is administered by Easter Seals Inc.

‘B Aftracts commitment at the highest levels of
 your organizations {o work on transportation
sotutions

B Fosters learning and networking among
cotleagues working in communities like yours
across the U.S.

Your team will learn from disability and
transporiation industry leaders who support your
plan development and serve as consultants, Tools
and technical assistance are provided both during
{he Institute and afterward, so in that regard we're
not like Las Vegas: What happens at the Institute
does NOT stay at the Institute — effects of the
experience get carried back to your community o
take hold, grow and flourish toward successful,
accessible transportation.

What happens at the Institute

B Just like the knights,’ the tables are round.
You will be seated as a team to hear from the
experts, discuss and plan on your own, and
consult with individual faculty members offering
nationally-recognized expertise.

B~ Separately, your team members will aftend
breakout sessions on special topics. In the
past, these have included funding issues,
marketing, effeciive advocacy, service
coordination, rural systems, improving fixed-
route ridership and many other community-
based issues. '

B As the three days progress, you will actuaily
write a plan (bring a laptop!) and describe it to
the group in a closing session.

Vhat youn
about

applying

B Start now, because the application deadline is
Dec. 21 and the process takes some time. The
application form and instructions are available

on the ESPA Web site at www.projectaction.
org/MPS.




. Communities form their own teams and
coltectively submit the appiication for
participation m the Institute Any mdtwdua[

The 20 seleg
after Jan. 15

‘Who should j join your MPS T@am‘?
g '_indwzlciuais who:

> Have established leadership roles within their
organization or community

B Have the authority to implement action plans

_# Can connect with target groups who will benefit-

from improved transportation service
. b Acknowledge that improvements are warranted
B Value flexibility and creativity

g ‘= Have the time and motivation to follow through
on action plan activities following the institute

_' . Past team members have included;

B Individuals with disabilities who use community
' transportation and advocate for community
change

. Public transportation providers (board

members, general managers, division directors,

compliance administrators, customer service
managers, paratransit eligibility determination
personnel, state DOT personnel)

P Municipal/county personnel and elected

- officials —~ (administrators, chief traffic/public
works engineers, metropolitan or rural planning
deveiopers, cily councét members and county
commissioners)

b Private transportation providers (board
members, directors, managers)

_‘wouid_:lnc ude air and ground transportation

lodging, and meals that are not included in
scheduled activities.

Congcluding the event each team member wili

be given an expense report form with specific
instructions to complete. Reimbursements will

be made to each team member affer completed
expense reports have been processed. Each team
member is responsible for attaching alf original
receipts for all aliowable expenses.

Air and ground transportation:

Coach class airfare, ground transpertation, tolls
and parking will be considered as aifowable
expenses. Rental cars for fransporiation will

need pre-approval from ESPA fo be eligible for
reimbursement, and should not exceed the cost of
air travel. If a participant is not able to make his
or her own air travel arrangements, Easter Seals
Project ACTION will make such arrangements
through the organization’s frave! desk.

Lodging:

A block of rooms will be reserved for team
members at the institute’s hotel. Once teams are
selected, team members will be responsible for
making their own reservations. At the conclusion




I, § \ 2
55 acoessime commiry ®
TRANSPORTATION IN OUR NATION

' 1425 K Street, N.W. Suite 200
- Washington, DC 20005

Assistance derived for Easter Seals Project ACTION threugh a cooperafive agresment with the US Deparment of Transportation, Fedoral Transit Administration,

 of the MPS Institute, each team member will be placed on the Easter Seals Project
.- ACTION master bill, and wifl therefore not be charged for their room. A personal
- credit card is required to make reservations and to cover additional expenses.

- Meals outside the event:

' Meals wilf be served during scheduled events and arrangements will be made to
~-accommodate dietary and special requests. Meals purchased oufside event times
- will be considered allowable expenses when itemized receipts are included.

| " Personal Attendants:

_ Team members needing services from personal atiendants may choose to bring someone or request one {o

be hired in Washington, D.C. All costs for personal aftendants including travel, lodging, meals and wages,
. are reimbursable expenses. Personal attendants are not counted in the team total membership of 3-5

- members.

- Additional instructions will be given afier teams are selected. Each team member will receive a list of
.allowable expenses. [f there is something desired that is not on the list, an advance email or call is required
- for the request to be considered for approval.




West Boute
(GREEN)

ROUTE SCHEDULE EFFECTIVE
JANUARY 2, 2007

NO COSTTORIDER
First ren starts at 7240 2.
and last run starts ot 5:10 pm,
Honday through Friday
(Na service between 12:40 prn. - 140 p}
Location Departures
Time i mintles efter the howr

SUB /8t Augusting’s e 40
LLC (6th & Line} 02 42
Wallace Complex 13 43
Winco /U4 Cinemas bl 48
‘A West of Baker 37 47
‘A West of Pelerson 1] 248
‘A at Cherry L 48
Almen al £ 21 51
‘F at Main 22 62
Friendship Square 25 55
Wain af Gritman 26 56
Collage  Rafiroad 28 58
Arrival at:

SUB T SL Auqusting's 30
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Moscow Yaliey Transit is funded in partnership with: Univorsity of
idaho, idahie Transporipiion Dopt ¥Y Bivision, aad Oty of Moscow

East Ronte

{BLACK}
RCUTE SCHEDULE EFFECTIVE
JANUARY 2, 2007
NO COSTTO RIDER
First run starls at 7.0 am.
and last run starts at 510 pam.
Monday through Friday
(Mo service between 1246 pm. - 140 pm }
Location Oepartures
Time in minwies 2fter the hour
SUB f 5t Augustine’s 10 “B
Friendship Square 12 42
MHS [ 1912 Bldg. H 44
‘| 3ed ot East Cily Park 115 48
' at Mayes 17 47
F at Mountain View 18 48
6th at Mountain View 19 49
Blaine at 6t 20 50

Blaing 2t Eastside Markelplace 122 52
Shyner at Northwood Br. 24 154

Styner at Hawdhorre b 155
Deakin at University 28 58
Arrival af:

SUBf &t Augusting's 30 00




RULES OF THE ROAD

So that everyone may enjoy a safe,
comfortable ride, please observe the
following:

e No tood or aleohol aliowed.
Beverages allowed in spili-proot
confainers only,

= No profanity or rude behavior,

 No hazardous materials,

o No weapons.

o No radios.

= No pets, except for service animals,
+ No smoking.

« Shirt and shoes required.

Aegeer

" oy Teassat is very interested in your
thoughts and ideas. If you have questions o7
comments, piease cali of wrile:

Valley Transit
1424 Main Street
PO Box 1102
Lewiston, 1D 83501
(208} 883-7747

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 2, 2007

Call for information or io
schedule & Dial-A-Ride appointment

3-1141

1424 Main « PO Box 1102
Lewiston, 1D 83501-1102

Anyene cag ride the 5es...
Everyene shoula!

BED YOU RHOW=

{. Mof-!?‘
A (Emn'fmm’s fixed routes are

provided at no cost 1o viders, That
means anyone can ride without
tokens of tickets.

Jioowﬂy

Vaurr Traxsn's fixed routes feature
convenient stops like Palowse Mall,
the Ul campus, downtown, Eastside
Markeipface and Rosauer’s,

£

o
ALozr

Bauer Tiawser’s fixed route buses
sach cany a two-position dike rack
{first come, first served).

A3 e

Yuszrr Foasrr buses are equipped
with wheelchair lifts.

e
A e Tuassm offers Digl-A-Ride
services for individuals who are
unable to use the fixed route {Prior day
advance notice is required).

ReISSIDN STATEMENT

BPT. Inc. [Valiey Transi s a 534{c)3 actrproft
coparalion providing Alh-accessible and affordabla
public transportation for the people of ourregion.

Anyone can ride the bus...
Everyone shouti?

WEST RBETE
EGREEN]

Ui SUR - Ul Dormg ~ Palouse Malf
'A’ Street -~ Robinson's Traller Park -
Rosaver's - Downtown> Grifman
edical Center

ERST ROUTE
{BLACHD

Ul SUB -+ Downtown -+ Moscow High
Scheol -+ East Ciy Park ~ Mountain
View Road ~ Latsh Counly Fairgrounds
-+ Eastside Marketplace

B Patking Cotogms
guich Gonvenient Rocess
Entironmentativ frisngly
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THEME.:
ADVANCED TECHNOLCGY FOR SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORTATION

MISSION

Our mission is to develop engineering solutions fknowledge and technology} to transportation prablems for the state of
idaho, the Pacific Northwest, and the Unfted States, and o prepare our students 1o be leaders in the design, deployment,
ard operation of our nation’s complex transportation systems.

VISION

Our vision is to be one of the prarmier fransportation research and education programs in the United Siates.

*  We are a national leader in developing technology to reduce congestion on arierials, improve the quality and economic
vighility of biofuels, 2nd reduce the environmental impacts and improve the fuel sconormy of motorized vehiclas {includ-
ing passenger cars, fransit vehicles, and recreational vehicles),

»  NIATT faculty and students engage in multidisciplinary research to solve chalienging, practical, and refevant transporta-
tion problems that have regional and national significance. We create interdisciplinary research and development teams
of undergraduate and graduate students, mentored by expert facully. To ensure our work is relevant and responsive to
stakeholder needs, we seek collaborative partnarships with organizations such as FHWA, FTA, the ldaho Transporta-
tion Department, and others committed to our vaiues to work on problems of mutual interest. This practice engages
our students in meaningful, experiential, learmning-centered environmenits that add value to their education.

» By taking this approach, we integrate our research with the sducational mission of the University, At the same time, our
research results in technology that satisfies the needs of our customers, both by informing their actions and decisions
and by providing them with useful products. We also provide life-long leaming oppertunities for transportation profes-
sionals in ldaho and the Northwest &t all levels of practice.

«  NIATT's work s carried out in the context of 2 commitrent o preserving and protecting natural and pristine ernviron-
ments, Our research on, and development of, clean vehicles, alternative fuels, and efficient traffic control systems
cortributes io the sustainabllity of these environrments.



Rendering of the
Sustainable Energy
and Transportation

Laboratory planned for
the U carnpus (drawing
by Jessica Friend).
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DIRECTOR'S LETTER

On September 30, 2006, we received the wonderful news that we, along with nine other universities, had been selected from
among 36 applicants to receive funding through the U.S, Department of Transportation's University Transportation Centers Tier
1 program. Coupled with our success in 2002, we will have received over nine years of funding through UTC competitions by
the time that this cument grant is completed. We have a fot to be proud of. You will see some of the sources of our pride as
you read through this year's annual report.

After a two-year planning process, our new strategic plan was approved by the U.8. DOT In July 2007, The excerpts that
follow wilk give you an idea both how we intend to spend our tirme and how we intend to invest our research funding during the
next four years.

The National Institute for Advanced Transportation Technology (NIATT) at the University of idsho is poised 1o be-
come one of the premier ransportation research and education programs int the United States. During the past eight
years, we used the UTC investment of $8.2 million to develop a comprehensive program of education, research, and
technology transfer. While NIATT's work encompasses a broad range of transportation activities, we directed our UTC
funding toward our origingl theme of “Advanced Transportation Technology,” supporting our efforts in traffic opera-
tions/control and clsan vehicle technology. With $14 million in external research funding and $5.6 million in University
of idaho support, we grew from a program of 13 graduate studenis in 1288 10 73 in 2005.

Qur facully and students engage in research o solve challenging, practical, and relevant fransportation problems that
have regionat and national significance. Federal partners guide our research priorities. Our work covers several modes
of surface transportation: public ransit, highways, pedesttians, and recreational vehicles. Faculty integrate thelr re-
search into their course work. Our research is carried out in the context of a commitment to preserving and protecting
natural and pristine environments.

Our students earned nearly S0 graduate degrees in franspartation since 1922 and now work in government agen-

cies, with private consuliants, and in the srdomotive and recreational vehicle industries throughout the ULS. They are
-considered lsaders by their employars as thay make important confributions to the profession. According to former

students, our program provides the level and quality of education needed by today's transportation professionals.

We are especially proud of the way in which we have integrated undergradustes, graduate students, and faculty

on teams that produce innovative technology and new knowledge, Many of these teams are part of our College of
Enginesting senior design and graduate research programs in which interdisciplinary groups of students and faculty
develop prototypes, extend these prototypes through research and development, and license the products to indus-
trv. These programs have been instrumental in our ability 1o attract new graduate students.

53]

AT
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Wa have established four objectives that we intend 1o meet during the next thtee years using the UTC program
investment, The specific strategies that we will use to meet these objectives and examples of the activities that
we will undertake are described in our new Strategic Plan. These objectives, strategies, and example activities were
developed as a resull of a two year planning process that engaged more than 40 NIATT researchers, staff, Advisory
Board members, and other exdernal reviewers, The strategies and example activities will guide and inform all UTC
investments made during the next three years.




DOWNTOWN PARKING CHANGES
Selected Recommendations by Business Owners and Leaders
BRIEF SUMMARY

Remove parking restrictions between 2-7 a.m.
Work with private businesses to seli permit parking for their surplus lot capacity

Revise the cost of public lot permits to recognize apparent, increased demand of
downtown parking

Advertise the benefits to merchants and businesses to purchase city parking
permits — for very reasonable rates

Adopt two types of permit parking, day use for employees and night/weckend use
by residents of downtown; this “doubles” the value of limited spaces

Create “Super Permits” for all-day parking for business owners and employees, at
higher-than-normal permit rates (current range)

Diversify single 3-hour permitted parking (current) into three parking zones: 1, 3,
and 5 hour zones

Create a “parking fund” with dedicated monies to be used for added parking and
capital improvements to parking areas

Change parking enforcement regulations in order to discourage behaviors that
“abuse” current time limits and intent of disabled parking and/or special loading
zones

Adopt new “rolling” ordinances to discourage frequent moving of vehicles in
downtown district to avoid tickets (ref. Eugene, Oregon and Bozeman, Montana)

Purchase new optical scanners and modern technology aids for Enforcement
personnel

Engage educational institutions to discourage students from parking in downtown
spaces and walking to school, college or university destinations

Add to the downtown parking enforcement district by extending boundaries o
match current business and commercial uses in downtown

Change “no off-street parking” requirement for new development beyond original
Central Business District boundaries



e Charge higher permit rates for off-street parking based on “bull’s eye” concept
where close-in parking costs more than spaces located farther from the center

e Use voluntary strategies, incentives, and funding plans as much as possibie

s Clarify towing practices and restrictions in city codes and with towing companies
for more effective use of such practices to enforce violations in off-street lots

¢ Provide incentives 10 increased use of non-motorized vehicle use in the downtown
district

The Moscow Transportation Commission thanks all the downtown business
and institution leaders who offered concrete ideas and suggestions for
improving downtown parking. Special thanks goes to civic leaders for being
active in seeking solutions and in providing voluntary incentive programs!






HOSCOW PARKING

Survey results R
53 LT
show downtown |
. : Customers in downtown Moscow
business OWHETS ot think there is as much of a
underestimate parking problem as business owners
' . do, ding t G
CUSLOMELS. tormporking.
willingness to Public Works Director Les

‘walk to their
destinations

MacDonald presented some of the-

. vesults of the survey, administered

by the Moscow Transportation
Commission, at Thursday night's
commission meeting. The survey
was distributed in May, and 161

business owners or managers, 162

- emplovees, 254 customers and 21
 downtown residents responded.

According to. the ‘survey, own-
ers and employees are more likely
to think there is a problem with

parking than’ customers. While 70

percent of employees and 64 percent
of owners said there is a problem,
only 40 percent of customers agreed.
Fotty-one percent of customers said

“there is a problem sometimes,

Shightly more than half -of the
downtown residents surveyed
said there is a problem, though

MacDonald said the number of resi-

dents surveyed was small because it

" was after the University of Idaho's

spring semester ended.

Although customers were least
likely to say there is a parking prob-
lem downtown, they were most likely
to say they regularly use downtown
parking. Bighty-nine percent of cus-
toroers, 75 percent of employees, 60
percent of owners and 58 percent of
residents said they park downtown.

'Half the ownars said they park
within one block of their destina-
tion, but almost half the customers

from Page 1A
cent of customers, however, said
_they are willing to park up to
{wo blocks away and 52 percent

said they are willing to park
more than twe blocks away.

“The owners need to talk fo -

their customers,” Lamar said. |

Commission vice chairman
Philip Cook said the difference
could be that many owners see
their customers park in front of
their business but dor’t notice

- - they walk fo other businesses
- farther away. Most owners said
" their clistomers spend 30 min--

utes or less in their businesses; -

but the majority of customers

said they spend between- one
and more than three hourson a
trip downtown. MacDonrald said
this suggests they visit a variety
of businesses on each trip.

Thirty-two' owners said- they"i
.hear complaints almost daily,
hut few customers said they are

dissatisfied with parking. Four
percent of customers and ‘zero

. residents said they never found

satisfactory parking, and 42

pércerit ‘of customers said they

aImost every trip downtown,
The survey also asked what

cowid be causing parking prob-

‘lems. The bhiggest  response

amongownerswasthatthereare

" not enough spaces. - Customers
said there were enough spaces,
“but the time limits should be
changed to improve parking.. -
- 'There was some concern that

g employees are part-of the prob-
lem -~ 20 percent of custom-
ers and 25 percent of residents
said they think employees take
up too much parking. Forty-

- foigr percent of owners said they
found  satisfactory ‘parking ob
" park outside the downtown busi:

ness district, but 19 percent of -

encourage their employees to

employees said their employees
encourage them to park down-
town.

‘MacDonald eaid it is impor-
tant to. remember there is not &
one-to-one ratio of employees to

OWRErs,

Twentytwo pemt of resi-

_dents said an inadequate bus
system is part of the parking

problem. Tom La Pointe, execu-

five director of Valley Transit.

and a commission member, said
he saw the statistic as a “vole
of confidence” showing the city

said they parked within one or two
blocks, Commission members and
City Councilman Tom Lamar said
the numbers suggest that employ-
ees and owners are digplacing cus-
tomeis,

'The distance customers are will-
ing to walk from a parking space to
2 business could be part of the rea-
son $or the disparity of opinions.

Owners said the majority of their

- customers are willing to park no

more than a block away. Forty per-

. See PARKING, Page 84
iwty 3, 007 -0 %qf s

needs more buses.
MacDonald said there sre

alwaxs varizbles in a survey,

but the commission is locking

_ “for trends.

“What we're seeing heve is the

- customers and the residents say,

“Yeah, generally its OK ~ P
willing to walk further, so maybe
‘that's why it seems OK' " he
said. .
MacDonald said the ultimate
goal of the survey is to formulate
a plan to solve parking prob-
lems to present fo City Council.
The commission will continue to -
review and analyze survey data,
and will present i to the public

" -along the way.

Tm not sure Td be ready to
make any real conclusion yet,”
MacDonald said.



MOSCOW

uly 27, 2007

Mg sw Pl fnast
K)ML}/-' N\;WD

'Goals mclude reducmg
‘demand on downt' wh
parking, opening
| public dzscusszon

L Daxiy .News staﬁfﬂw ter

1 The Moscow Transportatmn
Commzsmon is -Jooking  for ways to -
17 improve. downtown.. pdrkmg and :
1 ‘change people’s perceptions-of 1t .
- Commission - Chairman . Waiter'
Steed said Thursday that.a challenge -
“will be -addressing perceptions. of a
s paﬂ(mg problem that may not be real—
. 1ty :
S ‘We agreed when we' book th:,s on
. that ‘whether or not there is ‘a down- -
town parking problem, we would not
- limit ourgelves fo reality,” Steed said.
"“H they think-there's & probiem, we
address the. problem s _
* The . commission | haant counted .
empty apaces, decided there’s no prob-
lem and left it at that Steed said. -
The results of a survey dlstnbuted-
: eeuller ‘this yesr show.. 70" percent of

downtown employees, 64 percent of

store owners and managers :and. 40
* percent’ of customers said downtown .
“parking is a'problerm,’ Forty~one pex-
- cent 'of customers said there i3'a prob-

lem somefimes. - : _

Commission member Joanne Reece
plesented some - draft gnals for the
commssion at- Thursday's mesting.
Over the next few months, the com-

_-mission will “attach some ideas and
strategies” to the goals, she saad

The goals include; - . -

"8 Imyproving-and supportmg park-
ing as part of a system in which many
modes of transportation are used by
people who tomie dowmown for avari-

ety of reasons;

. functmnahty,

CIGS

B Increasing satzsfactlon w;th .
parking : avaziablhty, adequacy and_

. B8 Making people aware of parkmg
management and enforcement poh-.

B F&ndmg ways 1o reciuce demand .
.for downtown parking; - :
ﬁ Developmg ways to i mcrease the

© L S PARMING, Pyt

a(.ts_to th

i numi;er aud d:.smbutxon of off-

street pdrk.mg spaces down—

. town;and e
2 Prowdmg 0pportumues Ny
for people affected by downtown.

- parking to discuss the issue
* before the commission rhakes’
" recommendations to the mayor
and City Council. -

© _The . comzmssxon plqns o
_-';-_host a ‘public-mesting in “mic
" November to discuss'the issue.”
‘The - commission. wzil ‘pres-.
.ent_its goals and ide

"“meoting and see how the public
N .-_t,hen wﬂl use

Councﬁ Reece said,

parking survey more brdadly.

Public discussion will allow
the commission t0 see “a finer

level of detail than we were

able to get in the survey,” Reece

o "'sazd
. 'The commission, aiso plans_
10 present the findings. from the

The oommmsion dxscussed ‘&

fow ideas for encouraging people .
mot to park downtown, -

" “People are more mchned w
. go after the carrot than they are

o Tesp nd ho the sts M Reeae '

She ‘saad the, mty' eould oﬁ"er

: door prizes: and . benefits -for

- using other inodes of transporta-
ton to get. downtown, similarto
-the ‘model used

o, meetmg the goals t0: -
City Council. Some ideas’
DB more mmedlately real :
than others.” Lo
“This. couneil has. the: luxmy_
“froposing “{Hingy OifE?
fun L7 he_

Yave any 1dea Doy
*The - oouncﬂ will start Iayr'

'mg down strategies 1o mseet the'

goals atits Aug, 23 meetmg

Tata Roborts' can be reached
at {208) 882-5561, ext. 234,
or by e-malf at troberts@dnews COML
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‘Panel sends

parking | Em
to council
| _Stmtegzes g0 to publzc

Commission member Kit Craine
said the committee should work to
beautify the lof. -

-~ "We're tatking about making that
a place people would want to park
rather than a- place they only park
because they can’s find. somethzng on

Mam Street,” she said.
'WOT'kS commz ttee The cormmission vrecommended that
downbown businesses should help use
fOT’ ﬁext Step Q,letmg parkmg better by creatmg
- By Tasa Roberts L
N Da;_{y News stuff writer

Moscow's transportation commis-
sion has completed a list of strategies
it hopes will 1 mlprove downtown park-
ing. -
“The commission ¥ ew.ewed the strat-
ogies ‘Thursday prior to presenting
. the report to the City Céuncil's Public
: W{)r}rs and Finance Committes, -

- -Cominission chairman Philip Cook
sald the. most important step. HOW
“is creamag an “implementation comni-
‘mittee” to take the parking situation
 “off this commitiee’s plate and put it
“onto a velunteex committee that has a
much more vested interest in it.”
‘The - implementation committee
' wouid put the strategies into action.
-A. ‘major goal of the comomssion,
which has worked on parking for more
than 18 months, is to use -existing
“parking spaces, One strategy would be
{o drop the current three-hour park-
ing limit and create zones with limits
ranging from 15-80 minutes to eight
‘or more hours, The city also would

develop zones for dewntown residents -

to park overnight and on weekends.

Commission member Nancy Nelson

- said after the meeting that the zones
will help match parkmg resocurces “to
people’s real needs.”

Vice chairwoman Joanue Reece,
who wrote the strategy Yst, said it was
not the transportation commission’s
duty to lay out exactly where the
sones would be.

Reece said the city alse meeds to
rework the Jackson Street parking
lot so drivers don't have to go on and
off busy Jackson Street to circulate
through the lot.

- s;g mgaama, Page 34

fromPage 1A

“customer-friendly” parking
programs; -similar to those
~.at. the Moscow- Food Co-op,
* Gritman Medical Center and

.New : Saint Andrews College, .

- which reward. employees and
students who- pazk away from
Mam Street or don't.drive.

The recent city survey of
downtown_ parking showed
many. _e__mpl_oyees, owners and

: 'managers park downtown,
often in the. same block as
their busmess .

- “1t’s going to be up to- busi-
ness owners and employees as
well as customers to address
the problem,” commission
member Joel Hamilton said.
“It's gomg to have tobea 3emt
solution.” .+

“The commission also. rec-
ommended. the city and pri-
-vate entities. work to find a
two-to-three acre place to
build 200-300 more parking
spaces. However, the city
should “avoid further pursuit
of costly public parkmg strue-
tares.”

Other strategies to increase
the amount of parking include

expanding on-zireet parking
on side- streets close to Main
Street and requiring off-gtreet
parking for new developments
and redevelopments in and
around the Cent:.al Busmess

- District.

Thecommlssmna}somciud—
ed strategies for encouraging
walking, biking-and alterna-
tive transportation, as.well as
trying to discourage “drivers

- who' aren’t going - downtown

from using Main Street. -

The full list of strategies
will be .available onhne -at
WWW. choscow zd us .

Tara Roberts can be reached at {208}
882-5561, ext. 234, or by e-malf at
{roberts@dnews.com.



Transportation, water issues dominate list

By Tara Roberts
Diily News staff writer

The Moscow City Counml’
goals for 2008 are familiar

ones. Transporiation and water
issnes topped the Hsts offered -

by council mexnbers and Mayor

Nancy Chaney on Monday.
: City .Supervisor Gary

Riedner said goal-setting gives
staff direction for preparing
the city budget for fiscal year
'2009. Budget hearings will be
in July.

Steed said the councii should
propose a general operations
bond to fund sidewslk construc-
tion, including disability access,
on at least one side of every
street in town.

He said a vote on the bond

would allow Moscow residents:

“to say if they want to pay for
i’

Chaney said the city should
identify heavily used sidewalks
and focus on maintaining
ther.

Carseallen said the c1ty also .
should work to pave. streets,
possibly . by seeking grant

. funds with Local Improvement

District money as a-match.
‘Lamar supported the idea,
saying he hears. people com-
plain about unpaved streets.
" Steed said residents may not
support paying: for roads like
they would for sidewalks. People
can simply avoid unpaved roads

“while traveling through town,

and people with: paved streets
may not want to pay for other

- neighborhosds’ paving projects.

Lamar. said the city should
increaseé funding for Moscow

'Valley Transit’s fixed-route bus
system “so that we can plck up

some of the mzssmg pieces in
their service.
He said he would like to see

bus service at lunchtime, past

p.m. and on Saturdays, as well

as routes in the north and south °
paris of the city.

Steed said he may not sup-

port more funding, because

- Wi -PRLLIRAN DAY N
Tuesday, February 26,2008 38

 the ﬁty already &ras£1céﬂy
increased 1ts flmdmg for- ﬁsca} _

year 2007,
He zalso said the ity should

- gid dowhtown parking by buy..

ing & piece of property near
Main Sireet and building a
parking lot. -
Chaney,Kraussand Lambert
named - exploring alfernate
water supplies, primarily a res-
ervolr, asagoal. -
* “This is our year to do zt;’
Lambert said. “When the bud-
get process comes up we've got
to make certain we've got the
budget to .complete it and not
forestall it any longer.”
‘Chaney - proposed. adding
$50,000 10 the budget to help
kick-start 4 feasibility study,

preliminary soils testing and

site evaluation. The dty cur-
vently has sbout $1404,000 for
professional services related to
water supply.

Chaney said the city does
not have all the answers {o
solve water issues, but “for sure
as development is going to get
ahead of this sort of thing, we
really need to anticipate what

this nught be, what watershed

we need to protect.”

Steed suggested partner-
ing with Whitman County or
Pullman on a reservoir project.

Carscallen offered a “pie
in the sky” suggestion: “We're
sucking out of the same bath-
tub, us and Pullman,” he said.
“What if we had a single water
utility for both?”

. Chaney said she-locks for-
ward to other area entities rec.
ognizing that water needs to be
managed on g8 regional basis.

Lamar said the city needs to
develop a “water consumption
budget”

The council members also

‘supported moving forward with

the joint Moscow/Latah County

‘Iaw enforcement center, explor-

ing & ring road, funding afford-
able housing projects, making
strides on the Urban Renewal
Agency Legacy Crossing prol-
ect and completing the Palouse
River Drive ballfields.

Tara Roberts can be reached at

{208 882-5561, ext, 234, or
by e-mail at troberts@dnews.com.




PARKING CONDITIONS IN DOWNTOWN MOSCOW TODAY

This section provides an overview of parking facilities and utilization in Moscow today, and a summary of key issues
and opportunities. As of 2008, there were 959 public parking spaces downtown, including on-street and off-street
parking. One thousand ninety additional spaces in downtown are privately owned. The Downtown Parking District is
shown in Figure 2-18 on the following page.

On-Street Parking

There are a total of 736 on-street public parking spaces in downtown Moscow. On-street parking is free and is limited
to three hours, Monday through Friday between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

On-street parking in downtown is both angled (head-in) and parallel. Angled parking is found primarily in the
vicinity of Friendship Square on portions of First, Second, Fourth, Fifth, and Main Streets. Where angled parking
does exist, it is often found on one side of the street with parallel parking is on the other. Although head-in angle
parking provides a more prominent pedestrian buffer and is an easier parking maneuver, back-in or head-out angle
parking offers additional benefits for downtown patrons and roadway users and should be considered.

Off-Street Parking

There are four public off-street parking facilities in downtown Moscow. These include the North Jackson Lot, the
South Jackson Lot, the City Hall Lot, and the Third and Jefferson Street Lot—with a total of 223 parking spaces.
Patrons can park in the Jefferson off-street parking lot all day in designated “all day parking” spaces for free. All
other designated spaces in off-street parking lots are restricted to three-hour or reserved permit parking. Permit
parking spaces are also reserved for those who pay $85 per year, called Green Permits. These spaces are available on
a first come first served basis. One hundred thirty Green Permits are currently available for purchase each year.
Figure 2-17 provides an overview of off-street parking utilization.

Figure 2-17 Off-Street Parking Utilization (2011)

Parking Lot # of Spaces Average Utilization (permits) Average Utilization (all cars)
North Jackson 29 30% 72%
South Jackson 129 21% 65%
City Hall 30 69% 82%
Jefferson St. 35 33% 52%
Overall Average 68%

Source: City of Moscow

Downtown Parking Challenges

Downtown currently has enough public parking supply to meet the demands of downtown patrons and employees,3
although this is not always the perception of shoppers, business owners, and employees. As noted in Figure 2-17
above, current utilization rates for both on- and off-street parking are well below optimal levels.4 Optimal parking

3 Per the off-street utilization analysis described below, off-street utilization is at 68%.

4 While no parking utilization survey has been conducted, observed occupancy during peak and off-peak parking periods appear well below
85% on most block faces throughout downtown.
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levels are typically around 85% for on-street and 90% for off-street. This creates a number of problems, beginning
with the inability to generate sufficient parking revenues to help pay for parking maintenance costs.

Parking in Moscow faces the following challenges and opportunities:

On-street and off-street parking are free in downtown (paid parking is available for a low cost if patrons
would like to purchase a parking permit to park in downtown lots longer than three hours).

Parking is easy to find in most areas — off-street parking operates at an average of 68% utilization,> which is

low. An optimal parking utilization rate is around 85%. At this level, parking appears to be full, yet there are
still 1 or 2 available spaces per block.

Figure 2-18 Moscow Parking Zone Map (2012)

5 City of Moscow Parking Utilization, 2011
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EXISTING TRANSPORTATION DEMAND PROGRAMS

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) is a term for strategies that increase transportation system efficiency by
reducing auto travel and congestion. A number of organizations and programs in Moscow seek to educate residents
about travel options, including:

= City of Moscow Vanpool: The vanpool program is operated by the City of Moscow and currently offers a
regular Commuter Route from Lewiston to Moscow and a Conference Commuter Service that provides a
transportation alternative for those one-time trips out of the area for conferences and training opportunities.

=  SMART: SMART provides fixed route and ADA paratransit service.

* University of Idaho: The University of Idaho is crucial to TDM, providing programs for students, faculty,
staff, and visitors. The University operates the Vandal Access Shuttle service, stores two Zipcars on campus,
and recently launched ZimRide — an online social network ridesharing platform. The Division of Student
Affairs at the University hosts a transportation website that provides information on SMART, taxi service,
and transit options for people with disabilities.

= Bike for Life: Bike for Life is a local advocacy organization that provides safety information and organizes
bicycling-related events in Moscow.

= Safe Routes to School: Safe Routes to School (SR2S) is a state funded program with a mission to
encourage teachers, parents, and children to walk, bike, and share rides to school.

Transportation Demand Management Needs

Moscow does not currently have a coordinated TDM strategy that focuses on marketing the use of biking, walking,
transit, and ridesharing. Although individual programs do exist, these programs primarily focus on providing
transportation services (e.g., vanpool, fixed-route transit service, and the Vandal Access Shuttle) and lack an
emphasis on encouraging and educating people about travel options.

Bike Fest 2012, Bike for Life provided snacks and
refreshments for bicyclists on their morning commute
to school and work..

Image from Bike for Life
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MINUTES
CITY OF MOSCOW

CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING

June 15, 2009

Mayor Chaney called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers.

Attendance:

Councilmembers:  Dan Carscallen, Bill Lambert, Wayne Krauss, Walter Steed, Tom Lamar
Absent: John Weber

Staff Present: Gary J. Riedner, City Supervisor

Randy Fife, City Attorney

Les MacDonald, Public Works Director

Bill Belknap, Community Development Director
Don Palmer, Finance Director

David Duke, Assistant Police Chief

Ron Crumley, Engineering

Alisa Stone, Grants Coordinator

Stephanie Kalasz, City Clerk

RENEWING OUR FOCUS - Carscallen said yesterday was the 232™ Flag Day in the United States and
he explained the history of the day. Pennsylvania is the only state that observes Flag Day as a state
holiday. It is at the President’s discretion to officially proclaim the observance. He led the Pledge of

Allegiance.

1. Consent Agenda: Any item will be removed from the consent agenda at the request of any member
of the Council and that item will be considered separately later. Approval by roll call vote.

A. Approval of Minutes of June 1, 2009 — Stephanie Kalasz

B. Disbursement Report for May 2009— Don Palmer
The Public Works Finance Committee reviewed the accounts
recommend approval of the following:

General 561,825.49
Street 105,681.88
Parks & Recreation 89,346.18
1912 Center 7,916.67
Arts 10,034.91
Water Fund 121,722.44
Sewer Fund 100,682.43
Sanitation 200,814.22
Fleet Mgmt Fund 42,319.34
Information Systems 17,559.86
Water Capital 65,441.75
Sewer Capital Projects 1,219,788.83
Capital Projects 12,556.25
LID Construction

Hamilton P&R

Bonds & Interest

TOTAL 2,555,690.25

C. Mountain View Road Bid Award — Les MacDonald

payable for May 2009 and

Bids were opened on the Mountain View Road 2009 Project on May 27", 2009. The proposed
construction consists of a shoulder-notch and widening, and full width pavement overlay, as well

Council Agenda June 15, 2009
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as installation of storm drainage improvements, concrete curb and gutter, and sidewalks, from the
intersection of 6" Street and Mountain View, north to Paradise Creek. The project was bid with
an “Add Alternate” option. The Base Bid included all of the west side of Mountain View, as well
as 240 feet on the east side from 6" Street to the existing curb at the south end of Rolling Hills
Subdivision. The Add Alternate Bid is for approximately 560 linear feet of improvements along
the Windfall Hills Subdivision frontage owned by Mr. Mike Hoffman on the east side of
Mountain View Road, from the existing curb at the north end of Rolling Hills Subdivision, north
to Paradise Creek. Six bids were received, with the apparent low bidder being Atlas Sand and
Rock, Inc. of Pullman, Washington. The combined bid received from Atlas was $368,698.55.
The Engineer’s Estimate for the total project was $527,483. Reviewed by the Public Works/
Finance Committee on June 8, 20009.

ACTION: Accept the Atlas Sand and Rock, Inc. bids and award of the contract to Atlas for the
base bid and the alternate bid in the amount of $368,698.55.

D. Airport Grant Authorization — Robb Parish

FAA has not finalized its 2009 grant program because Congress has again not reauthorized the
Airport Improvement Program (AIP). The grant offer includes entitlement funding of $545,547
(awarded January 23, 2009) plus another entitlement grant for as much as $654,453 which will
come in a separate offer expected in late June 2009. This is the maximum expected and the
Airport is requesting that Moscow City Council authorize Mayor Chaney to accept (multiple)
FAA offers associated with this grant project up to $1.2 million. This authorization represents an
increase of $311,098 from the previous request approved by City Council. The project elements
remain the same but there are additional costs primarily associated with the taxiway lighting
reconstruction.

ACTION: Approve acceptance of grant offer up to $1.2 million.

E. Governor’s Discretionary Application for 2009 (ARRA) Urban Stimulus Project — Local
Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) — Major Collector or Arterial Improvement
Project — Kevin Lilly/Alisa Stone
On June 1, 2009, the City of Moscow received an invitation from LHTAC to apply for ARRA
funding under a “Governors Discretionary Program.” Based on the application requirements for
design, construction, and available funding per project of $450,000, the Engineering Department
has chosen to do an overlay project. The overlay area(s) will be Orchard Street from “F” Street to
Ponderosa and 6" Street from Hayes to Blaine. Depending on costs, the 6" Street portion of the
project my not be included. Matching funds are not required under this program. Attached to
this Staff Report is a copy of the invitation letter from LHTAC which outlines the key elements
of the program and the “Ranking Criteria” for each project which are different from other prior
LHTAC programs. Reviewed by the Public Works/ Finance Committee on June 8, 2009.

ACTION: Approve June 10" submittal of an overlay project on Orchard and 6™ Streets for the
Governor’s Discretionary Application under ARRA funding to LHTAC.

Mayor Chaney said item 1C would be pulled from the consent agenda and considered separately. Krauss
moved and Lambert seconded approval of the consent agenda minus item 1C. Roll Call Vote: Ayes:
Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

MacDonald said item 1C is the Mountain View Road bid award. He gave some history of the issue and
explained what is covered in the base bid and the “add alternate” portion of the job. He said the item that
has changed is that the developer of the Windfall Hills Subdivision is not going through with the project
at this time so the plat was not filed. There is a question of how to proceed from here regarding whether
the City should complete the entire project or just the base bid portion of it. Staff has spoken with the
Windfall Hills developer regarding how to get the job done. He said bids were very good and
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considerably lower than the engineer’s estimate. The low bidder is Atlas Sand and Rock. The question is
the extent of the award. Staff recommendation is to proceed with the entire project.

Mayor Chaney asked the value of the add alternate portion of the contract and was told it was $90,152.41.
Riedner went through the history of the issue and said the Council expressed a desire to make
improvements to Mountain View Road. He discussed what has been done regarding the path. He said
since the plat has lapsed, the land will remain unplatted. He said there was discussion about a deed
restriction on the property but it has not been the City’s policy. When a plat eventually comes through,
Janson Street could be a condition of the plat. He said he concurs with MacDonald’s recommendation to
complete the entire project. The only way to ensure that the developer installs the improvements is to
leave it unimproved now and require it with development. MacDonald said typically staff doesn’t like to
have a change of condition in the road. It is preferred to see the change over a certain transition but it can
be done. Mayor Chaney asked about the path being improved from the asphalt path that was installed.
Riedner explained what will be done on that side of the street. There is a temporary path installed but
there is some earthwork associated with final completion of the path. The estimated amount for work for
the permanent path is $44,600. He said even if that is added into the project cost, it would still be less
than the engineer’s estimate.

Steed said this issue came about in order to have a safe way for kids to get to school. He asked about
requiring Janson Street construction in the future. Riedner said the Council could require that of a plat in
the future. Carscallen asked about the path improvements. Riedner said it would have to be done through
a change order and staff only has an estimate so it is unknown exactly how much it will be. Carscallen
asked about a sidewalk being installed instead of a path. MacDonald said it is probably best just to put a
path in.

Lambert said it should be duly noted that when staff makes a recommendation for Janson Street on this
plat in the future that the Council be made aware of the entire story at that time. He confirmed that this
project will come out of capital funds. He said situations like this are a reason that capital funds are built
up. He wants to ensure that this information comes up in the future when a plat comes through. It is a
dangerous spot and one of the reasons that the City did not improve the street sooner is because of the
pending subdivision. He thinks the City should move forward with the project. He confirmed that he
wants the project as it exists. Riedner said a note can be placed in the file and a note can be placed on the
GIS file but the plat needs to be considered on its own merit in the future. Riedner said the Council could
require the installation of a sidewalk at the time the plat is considered. MacDonald discussed the amount
of space available for sidewalk. There was further discussion of the path connection to sidewalks. Steed
asked about the lifespan of the temporary path. MacDonald said there is some weed growth through it
now. It will probably require maintenance in order to function as a good walking and biking route. He
explained which areas are concerning.

Krauss moved to award the contract to Atlas Sand and Rock to include the add alternate and a change
order to complete the path not to exceed $45,000. Lambert seconded the motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes:
Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried. Steed asked where the excess money
would be spent. MacDonald said he would recommend that it be spent on the next phase of the project.

2. Mayor’s Appointments — Mayor Chaney — No appointments were offered.

3. Public Comment and Mayor’s Response Period (limit 15 minutes) - For members of the Public to
speak to the Council regarding matters NOT on the Agenda and not currently pending before the
Planning and Zoning Commission or Board of Adjustment, please state your name and address
for the record and limit remarks to three minutes. Mayor will respond to comments from previous
meeting.

Mayor Chaney said at the last meeting, Jon Kimberling discussed the Children’s Safety Fair which was
very successful. She said Raul Sanchez also expressed his dissatisfaction with development of the
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triangle park with play equipment. The staff made efforts for reasonable compromises. The persons with
disabilities path was moved and the play equipment was shifted slightly west.

Greg Montalbano, Verizon Wireless, said they have a new cell site at the intersection of Hwy 195 and 95
which should improve reception. He said he is always interested in hearing about areas in the community
where service could be improved. Additionally, he would like to find out the City’s stance on the issue of
taxation of cellular phones. Mayor Chaney said she would like to have that item go before one of the
committees. Lamar commented that there is no service between Moscow and Pullman.

David Pierce, 716 East F Street, said he began to attend meetings almost immediately after he moved to
Moscow. He provided a picture to the City to sit in the audience for the meeting he will miss on July 6"

4. Gem Grant Award — Alisa Stone

Notification was received on June 8, 2009, from Jerry Miller, Economic Development Specialist for
the Idaho Department of Commerce; that the City was awarded a Gem Community Grant in the
amount of $50,000 for an Industrial Park Master Plan. The match for the grant award is valued at
$21,500 which includes $15,000 cash from the proposed 2010 budget for the Community
Development Department Planning Consulting Services line item, as well as the monies expended
within the current fiscal year for the preliminary flood assessment ($4,000) and in-kind match
provided for grant administration ($2,500). The IDOC has requested they have a signed contract
returned to them no later than Monday, June 15, 2009. A copy of an email from Jerry Miller
outlining the request and the Contract are attached. Due to the short turnaround time staff was not
able to receive Council approval prior to the required return of the signature page accepting the
award.

ACTION: Approve ratification of the Mayor’s signature accepting the Gem Grant award for $50,000
from the Idaho Department of Commerce for the preparation of a Southeast Moscow Industrial Park
Master Plan or take other such action deemed appropriate.

Stone presented the issue as written above. She explained that the Mayor’s signature needs to be ratified.
Lambert moved to approve ratification of the Mayor’s signature accepting the Gem Grant award for
$50,000 and approval of the contract. Lamar seconded the motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous.
Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

5. North Polk LID Formation Resolution — Ron Crumley/Les MacDonald

Four of the six property owners included within the boundary of a proposed Local Improvement
District (LID) on North Polk Street have submitted a petition to create the district for the purpose of
constructing a water main along all or part of their frontages. An LID that includes non-resident
property owners must be supported by two-thirds of all owners. This petition contains the signatures
of two-thirds of the verified owners who are in favor of the project. This project will construct a water
main, hydrants, valves, and water service connections. The LID will be charged for installing an 8-
inch diameter main and the City will pay to oversize the main to 12 inches in diameter. Funds carried
over from the North Polk Sewer District will be applied toward the LID portion of the project.
Reviewed by the Public Works/ Finance Committee on June 8, 2009.

ACTION: Approve Resolution to set a public hearing for formation of a North Polk LID for the
purpose of constructing a water main or take such other action deemed appropriate.

Crumley presented the issue as written above and displayed a map of the LID boundary and aerial view
photo of the property. He explained the process and the waterline plan. Lamar asked about sidewalks in
the area and was told that there aren’t any. He asked about getting the road built out. MacDonald said
there are a few possibilities. The residents could do an LID for street improvements. It is more likely that
currently undeveloped property would require improvements so the large parcel on the east side would be
done with property development or it would be done by the City. It could be done with this LID but the
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request has just been for water. Lamar confirmed that it is now called North Polk Street not the North
Polk Extension. Steed asked if staff would design the project and was told yes. Steed said the Public
Works/Finance Committee is in favor of the project. He moved to approve Resolution 2009-15 and
request a notice of public hearing to be set. Lamar seconded the motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes:
Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

6. Downtown Parking Revisions Presentation and Public Comment — Les MacDonald

In June 2008, the City Council received a report on the Transportation Commission’s
recommendations regarding potential modifications to the public parking system in the Central
Business District. Based upon that report, the Council requested that Staff develop each of the 27
recommendations and bring them back to the Council for consideration. Staff and the subsequently
formed Downtown Parking Implementation Committee have been steadily working through the
recommendations and have reached a point where the first bundle can be presented to the Council for
a decision about further action. A detailed review of the Committee’s work and suggestions will be
provided at the Council meeting. This topic was presented to the Public Works/Finance Committee
on May 26, 2009. A public information meeting was held on June 9" in order to provide an
opportunity for interested parties to learn about the proposed changes, provide input and have their
questions answered. Reviewed by the Public Works/ Finance Committee on May 26, 2009 and
Council on June 1, 2009.

ACTION: Consider recommendations of Downtown Parking Implementation Committee, take public
comment, and provide direction to staff relating to implementation; or take such other action deemed
appropriate.

MacDonald distributed a list of comments received at the Chamber of Commerce, gave some historical
information and presented the issue as written above. Riedner distributed copies of the recommendation
from the Employee Advisory Committee. MacDonald discussed the parking modification process and
gave the names of the people who participated on the Implementation Committee. He displayed a current
parking zone map and the proposed changes. He said 40 people signed in to the public information
session and there were another 10 to 12 who did not sign-in. The comments were included in the packet.
He said the item addressed most frequently is that 90 minutes on Main Street is not long enough. He said
a modification has been proposed where there are more areas with 3 hour parking retained and some 90
minute parking left in the diagonal parking areas. Another option is to make one side of the street three
hour and the other side 90 minute.

MacDonald said another concern of the public was that permit parking was too extensive. He discussed
the need for the program to stay dynamic so changes can be made if it doesn’t work out well. There is a
possibility of making 4™ Street 3 hour parking or adding an additional bay of 90 minute parking. Another
comment was regarding the Jefferson Street lot. People were concerned about no longer having meters
for short-term parking. He displayed an option for 90 minute parking where meters used to be and City
vehicle parking at the other end. He said another comment was about maintaining 3 hour parking on
south Washington Street. He discussed the Council’s options.

Steed asked what staff would do next towards implementation. MacDonald said staff would draft an
Ordinance if there is a change and sign changes being prepared are the two major things.

Carscallen asked how many permits are sold now. MacDonald said about six yellow and 12 to 14 green.
Carscallen asked how many permit parking spaces are proposed. MacDonald said the proposal is about
140 spaces total. There was discussion about parking meters and enforcement. Duke said under the
current proposals, one route would be dedicated to the 90 minute parking and a second route would cover
the three hour and permit parking. These routes could be done on foot but anything more than that would
require a faster way to get around.
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Lambert explained why parking meters were removed. Lamar asked about modification for spaces for
people with disabilities. MacDonald explained what has been discussed in that regard.

Krauss said the on-going discussion regarding parking in Moscow has been going on for years and he is
glad that it is finally being addressed. Parking is paramount to business.

Steed thanked staff, citizen volunteers and the Transportation Commission for their work on this issue.

Tom Bode, 2106 Orchard Avenue, said the meters came out in fall of 1977. He said a Resolution was
passed regarding the Jackson Street parking lot in 1978. He said the surveys were not very good because
they were available in a limited number of locations. Moscow has continually encouraged downtown
residential living but those residents didn’t give much input in the surveys. From some points of view,
the plan looks good but it could be very detrimental to Moscow. It is a good idea to have some 90 minute
parking. Having so much permit parking takes away the potential for customers to park there. Parking in
downtown Moscow is a system. He asked the Council to go very cautiously with a big change to permit
parking. He explained that the intention of the lot is for customers. He would like the permit parking to
be more expensive for residents. He would like the City to seek more parking on the periphery for
employees. He doesn’t think downtown businesses were well represented on the Implementation
Committee.

Robert Greene, 521 S. Main, owner of Bookpeople, said he doesn’t let his employees park on Main Street
and other business owners should do the same. There will be more competition over 90 minute parking
than there is now. He gave several suggestions to reduce downtown traffic. He discussed the mixed uses
downtown and having all City policies play together. All policies need to be considered especially sprawl
and the uses that have been allowed downtown. He said a park-and-ride would be helpful. This should
be tabled until the City finishes trying to negotiate places for public parking. The Jackson Street lot was
originally a two hour lot and was changed to three by popular demand. He thinks it provides obstacles to
businesses. This should be reviewed by the Planning and Zoning Commission as well.

A recess was taken at 9:02 p.m. The meeting reconvened at 9:12 p.m.

Jeri Hudak, Moscow Yoga Center, submitted a petition for the record. She said the 90 minute parking
would be detrimental to her business. She said the overnight parking would be good. They see about 200
people a week at the yoga center who shop downtown. If they can’t find parking on the street, they can
almost always find parking in the Jackson Street lot. Parking more peripheral to downtown should be
established for employees. She suggested that more exploration be done prior to enacting any of the
suggestions.

Robert Bode, 884 Shoshone, said when New Saint Andrews (NSA) applied for their special use permit,
parking was an issue. As time has gone on, it seems that more and more NSA people are parking in the
Jackson Street lot. He said the Jackson Street lot was developed primarily with funds from businesses
along Jackson Street. The businesses assisted the City in the project so this proposal is unfair. He said
the overnight parking is a good idea. He discussed money that is earmarked for developing parking.
MacDonald said there is a fund in capital projects that is to be used for parking related improvements.
Currently, the fund is around $170,000 to $180,000. Riedner said one of the Legacy Crossing goals is to
assist with parking in the urban renewal area. There are no restrictions for parking money to be used for
parking uses. Parking fines and violations from all over the City go into this fund. It is not limited to
downtown. Bode would prefer that the process be incremental and possibly wait to do anything until a
plan is complete.

Stuart Scott, 112 S. Main, Implementation Committee member, business and property owner on Main
Street, said the City Council and Mayor has received good input from downtown which included the
Chamber of Commerce. The surveys from the Transportation Commission included 160 businesses and it
was clear and consistent and was similar to the one he did for the Downtown Association in 2004. If the
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result of the Transportation Committee was well-founded, then the Council should not disavow now.
There are a small number of businesses against the proposal. He spoke with some people who didn’t
realize that there would still be some three hour parking downtown. He said a number of people want to
find a way to get employees from parking on Main Street. Something can’t be provided to a portion of
the taxpaying public without providing it to the others. There just isn’t enough parking and although new
lots are being sought out, there is nothing available at this time. He said he could live with most of the
alternatives suggested. If the Council is going to pick and choose then it would be a problem. This is a
system. This has been an ongoing process and 160 businesses provided input. It is not the end but it
would be good to make a start.

Steven Hacker, 643 N. Garfield Street, Chamber Director and Implementation Committee member, said
he is pleased that there is a problem with what to do with the cars downtown. It is a mixed use downtown
and he gave examples of universities in downtown areas. He said there has been testimony that a variety
of use times are needed downtown. We have to start somewhere. A lot of effort went into this plan. If
changes are made and one business closes, he will be concerned that it will be due to parking but we can’t
ignore a request for some action. If it is decided not to go through with this then the Implementation
Committee should be relieved of their duties so they don’t do work that will fall on deaf ears.

Bill Parks, 1630 Pinecone Road, said this plan is excellent, if there is 90 minute parking, people will be
running in and out. If there was a morning and afternoon 90 minute parking. He is concerned with the
move on reducing the price so much for parking permits. He would suggest $100 a year as a
compromise. He is concerned about over-utilization of the parking. Some employees need incentive to
park further away. He would like the permit parking pushed out a little further. It is a good point that
there should be more three hour parking. A lot of work has been done on this and there are some good
suggestions. A scanner can be used for parking enforcement to prevent employees from just moving their
cars. Steed asked for the reasoning behind the suggested price of permits. Hacker said the idea is to
encourage employees to get off of Main Street and park in a lot. College students who only work part-
time won’t be able to afford a permit if the amount is too high. The idea is to change the culture and have
the system utilized. They want to stay above the Ul rate. There is room to raise the price later if needed.
Parks said he is persuaded.

David Pierce, suggested looked at more three hour parking on the south end of Main Street. The idea of
permits in the Jackson Street lot is a wonderful idea. Systems take time to change so it will take time to
see if the change works, there needs to be time for adjustment to the change so it has a chance to work.
He would like to have some 90 minute parking on Main Street. He suggested having it on the east side.
He asked that the recession not be used as a reason for change, the long term needs to be considered.

Carscallen said too many cars downtown is a good problem to have. Krauss said he had many customers
who are downtown business people and he knows they parked on Main Street. He said a large number of
employees are parking on Main Street and if they are not there, more parking will be available for
customers. His estimate is that almost 50 percent of the parking on the street is either business owners or
employees. He discussed some of the history on the Jackson Street lot and said change is needed. He
said the Council needs to move ahead with this to see if it can work.

Lamar thanked the Committee for their work on this. Downtown parking was discussed for a long time at
the Transportation Commission. A lot of this can be moved forward but he would like some items
modified. He is concerned about the accessibility of the Jackson Street lot for time rather than permits.
He would rather have permit parking more to the outside of downtown Moscow and pushed further away
and not in the Jackson Street lot. He doesn’t want to move too fast. It is important to have some shorter
time limits so most of Main Street should be a shorter time limit. He likes the nighttime parking changes
and there needs to be good signage for the area. He prefers proposal number three for City Hall and
Jefferson Street lots.
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Mayor Chaney discussed some of the modifications proposed by MacDonald. There was general
discussion about consideration of the options available to the Council. Steed said having permit parking
further away won’t work when people won’t even walk that far for free parking. People will park at the
mall and not think anything about walking the entire length of the mall to buy something but they won’t
do the same thing downtown. He suggested some options for moving forward. There was discussion
about the alternatives offered by MacDonald. Jeri Hudak suggested that at least part of the Jackson Street
lot remain three hour parking.

Lambert said he has heard about the parking issue for years. A lot of time has been spent on this issue
and he thanked everyone for the time they have spent. He said it is a perception that there is a problem
with parking downtown and he doesn’t think there is. He has never had a problem parking downtown.
He makes hundreds of trips a year downtown and he has been working out at the gym for many years. He
has never had a problem finding a parking spot there. He said he is at the gym for a minimum of 90
minutes and if you want to go to another business, 90 minutes is not enough. If this is changed, within a
year the perception will be that there is still a problem. This may not be a change we need. Things can be
over-managed. He expressed concern about having different time limits for parking on Main Street. He
said the Jackson Street lot is only full on Farmers’ Market days. He isn’t sure what would be achieved by
implementing this plan. He proposes leaving things the way they are. He said he would agree to the
change in overnight parking.

Steed said he agrees with Lambert that he doesn’t have a problem parking downtown. The problem is
perception and there are people who believe that they cannot find a space downtown so they avoid it. He
would like to tweak this a bit but he would like to implement it to see if we can bring people downtown.

Lamar said he agrees with Lambert that this is a perception problem. If there is any problem, it is because
employees park too close to where they work. He doesn’t think this should be rushed. Riedner said the
Public Works/Finance Committee should deal with this and bring it back with recommendations.

Carscallen said he would like this to go back to the Public Works/Finance Committee so MacDonald’s
list can be written down with options and it can come back to Council with a recommendation. He said
he doesn’t have a problem parking in downtown. It is a perception problem. Most people who don’t like
the change are people who wanted a change made. Mayor Chaney said this was brought to the City from
downtown businesses who wanted parking for their patrons. There may be some compromised solutions
that would be helpful if the Committee could consider those options. The matter was forwarded to the
Public Works/Finance Committee.

REPORTS: Mayor Chaney acknowledged Kathleen Burns and Keely Garrity for the success of Artwalk.
Riedner said the City will observe Independence Day on July 3" and the Council meeting will be held on
July 6", Krauss said he was very pleased with the number of people downtown on Friday for Artwalk.
Mayor Chaney congratulated the Chamber of Commerce on their successful fundraising dinner. Lamar
said he will be joining some City employees and the Mayor in the “I Made the Grade” bike ride this
weekend. Mayor Chaney said on June 11", she attended the Inland Northwest Community Foundation
award banquet in Spokane and Palouse Clearwater Environmental Institute received a grant and Amy
Grant of Backyard Harvest received a sizeable grant as well.

Administrative Committee — None given.
Public Works/Finance Committee — Steed said the Public Works/Finance Committee is discussing snow
management and the Snow Removal Task Force will bring back more information to the Committee. The

Committee also discussed the lot division process and some specific recommendations for changes will
be brought forward in the future.
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Other Boards & Commissions
Parks and Recreation Commission — Lambert said the Parks and Recreation Commission discussed
having a community garden out by the HIRC. It should be ready to go next year. They also discussed

alternative energy uses to be more energy conscious and lesson the City’s carbon footprint. There was a
discussion about public art as well.

Moscow Arts Commission — Steed said Gerri Saylor would be giving an informational public art
presentation on June 22"

EXECUTIVE SESSION — Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 67-2345(1)(c)

It was moved, seconded and mutually agreed upon to adjourn. The meeting concluded at 10:31 p.m.

Nancy Chaney, Mayor
ATTEST:

Stephanie Kalasz, City Clerk

Council Minutes June 15, 2009 Page 9 of 9



MINUTES
CITY OF MOSCOW
PUBLIC WORKS/FINANCE COMMITTEE
Tuesday, May 26, 2009

The meeting was called to order at 4:30 p.m.

Attendance:

Council Members: Wayne Krauss, Dan Carscallen, Walter Steed

Staff: Gary J. Riedner, Randy Fife, Les MacDonald, Bill Belknap, Dwight Curtis, Kathleen Burns, Don
Palmer, David Duke, Kevin Lilly, Dean Weyen, Roger Blanchard, Mike Ray, Stephanie Kalasz

Others Present: Tom Lamar

1. Approval of Minutes of May 11, 2009 — Stephanie Kalasz
The minutes were approved as presented.

2. 714 West C Street Lot Division — Mike Ray
Jeff and Julie Bollinger are requesting a lot division for a 13,320 sq ft parcel of land located at 714 West C
Street and legally described as Lot 3 Block 3 of the Highland View Addition to the City of Moscow. The
Bollingers are requesting to divide the parcel into two separate lots, the southern being 6,993 square feet and
the northern being 6,327 square feet as shown on the attached map. The southern lot will be accessed via
“C” Street and the northern lot will have property frontage on Residence Street. Both proposed lots are in
the Medium-Density Residential (R-3) Zone and will meet all applicable zoning requirements, exceeding
the 6,000 sq ft minimum lot area for single-family use and satisfying the sixty foot (60”) minimum lot width.

ACTION: Recommend approval of the lot division request; recommend denial of the lot division request;
or take such other action as deemed appropriate.

Ray presented the issue as written above and displayed an aerial photo of the property to explain the request. He
discussed zoning in the area and lot size and setback requirements. Staff recommends approval of the lot
division pending public testimony. Steed asked about compliance with lot standards. Krauss invited public
testimony.

Steve Drown, 714 Residence Street, said he has concerns about subdividing the lot although he is glad to see
that it would be a single family home. He said often people build homes and rent them out and many people
live there. He discussed problems with parking in the area as a result. He said Residence Street is unimproved
and very narrow. It may be a single family home but there may be many people living there so he is concerned
about density. This may not contribute to the community but instead create more congestion. It is already
crowded. He opposes the proposal until there are more improvements completed in the area.

Krauss asked about the duplexes currently on neighboring lots. Belknap explained how the Code has changed
over the years. Ray said the lots with the duplexes were about 6500 square feet which is not currently the Code.
Steed asked about multiple people using a home. Belknap said the City went through a Code amendment to
change the definition of a family and he explained how it is applied. He said there are some considerations
regarding sites that were grandfathered in. Steed confirmed that four unrelated college students could occupy
the house but if there were six then a permit would be needed. Belknap said the road is not improved. He said
frontage improvements would be required with building permits but that is a small portion of the roadway so an
LID would be recommended.

Carscallen asked about the size of the right-of-way for Residence Street which Belknap explained and said that
it narrows at the end of the street.

Christine Moffitt, 419 Sunset Drive, said she owns the duplex next door to the property in discussion 723/725
Residence Street. She endorsed the comments of her neighbor and explained that there are issues with this road
and access is a problem. The City plow has a lot of difficulty moving around vehicles. The parked cars are a
hazard to people walking on the street. This street is very unimproved. They pay taxes and don’t get the
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benefit. There are also issues with the sewer. The problems with infrastructure need to be dealt with prior to
infilling the neighborhood. She doesn’t support the proposal in any way.

Riedner said a public hearing is not required for a lot division but it will be considered in a public meeting so the
Committee should consider moving this forward to the Council.

Clancy Potratz, 425 Sunset Drive, said he was at the meeting where the lots were split for the duplexes and a
Variance was required. The jog in Residence Street causes a problem because visibility is difficult. One
parking place per unit was all that was required for the duplexes. He discussed hazards on the street.

Krauss said this item will move forward to the City Council meeting on Monday and the Mayor will most likely
take public comment at that time.

3. Recommendations of Downtown Parking Committee — Les MacDonald
In June 2008 the City Council received a report on the Transportation Commission’s recommendations
regarding potential modifications to the public parking system in the Central Business District. Based upon
that report the Council requested that Staff develop each of the 27 recommendations and bring them back to
the Council for consideration. Staff and the subsequently formed Downtown Parking Implementation
Committee have been steadily working through the recommendations and have reached a point where the
first bundle can be presented to the Council for a decision about further action.

Attached with this CCSR is a memorandum which summarizes the efforts to date on the recommendations
and provides suggested guidance on how best to proceed with implementation of the recommendations. A
detailed review of the Committee’s work and suggestions will be provided at the Committee and Council
meetings.

ACTION: Discuss the Downtown Parking Implementation Committee Recommendations — Phase 1 and
forward to the Council for further consideration or take other action deemed appropriate.

This was heard as item 6. MacDonald distributed and updated parking zone map. He gave some history of the
issue and presented it as written above. He displayed a list of Committee members. He said there is a bit of a
time constraint in using funding from this year to have new signs made and installed over the summer. It is
hoped that major changes can take place before the students come back in August. He went through the
recommendations. Carscallen asked if the map matches up with the number of parking permits being sold.
MacDonald said currently, only eight to 16 permits are being sold so it is under utilized now. He displayed a
separate map of parking around City Hall that was also considered. He said there needs to be discussion about
whether Library employees could park in the City employee parking area. Steed asked why the downtown
people objected to City employees parking in the lot. MacDonald said the parking lot was paid for with public
dollars and some people felt that the City employees shouldn’t provide parking for the employees. Steed said
the downtown business owners didn’t feel that the City should provide parking to its employees the way
Gritman does with theirs. He is concerned about the affect that having the employees move to parking in the
neighborhoods would have to the surrounding area. So he suggested that another option would be to have the
City purchase permits and offer a permit to employees as a benefit. This will probably be the most difficult
decision that the Council has to make. Carscallen asked how many employees park in these lots. MacDonald
said it is most likely 30 to 35 vehicles. MacDonald said options for displaced employees include making the
permits easy and there is a recommendation for reducing the cost of a permit. If the price is attractive then
people will utilize the system. There was discussion about the benefits of people utilizing the permit system.
There is a balance to make sure there is enough space. Steed said the recommendation is that the permits stay
low but stay above the lowest price University of ldaho permit. He said it should be $65. Krauss asked if
permits would be allowed. MacDonald said it is typical to have a 10 to 15 percent oversell range assuming that
many people want them.

Krauss discussed the need to make changes in the future. MacDonald said the Committee wants this system to

be dynamic. Carscallen said signage would be the biggest issue when changes are made. MacDonald said the
system will be monitored and there won’t be a fear of making changes if necessary.
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MacDonald discussed overnight parking in the downtown area and proposed time restriction changes to
accommodate employees and patrons which would still allow for maintenance. He discussed the reasoning
behind the discussion. At times parking may not be allowed overnight due to a snow event or something
similar. Carscallen confirmed that people can call the Police Department now in order to be able to leave their
car without getting a ticket if the person is unable to drive due to intoxication.

MacDonald said the Committee also looked at areas that could be used as motorcycle parking which would free
up some of the vehicle spaces. He gave an overview of the proposals. Riedner explained the options on moving
forward with the proposals. He said staff thought a public meeting would be appropriate where all of the
downtown businesses have been contacted. There will need to be time to advertise. There was discussion about
the best way to proceed.

Steven Hacker, Moscow Chamber of Commerce, said the Chamber could invite people in an answer questions
as well as contacting their members. Krauss said that would be fine but their needs to be an understanding that
it is not an open forum to brainstorm but just to discuss the proposal.

Stuart Scott, 112 S. Main, Implementation Committee member, said the Implementation Committee followed
work done by the Transportation Commission work. He said employees of the City should not be treated
preferentially to other employees in the business district. There isn’t enough parking so it doesn’t make a
difference if City employees are parking on the street.

4. Amendment to Windfall Hills Monumentation Agreement - Les MacDonald

On May 4, 2009 the City Council approved a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the City of
Moscow and Mike Hoffman as the developer of the Windfall Hills Subdivision. That agreement addressed
frontage improvements along Mountain View Road, improvements to Jansen Street, plat Monumentation,
and various easement and right of way dedications. As part of the agreement it was noted that the developer
had to install the plat monuments or place security in the amount of $16,500 prior to the filing of the final
plat. Subsequent to the approval of the MOU the City and Mr. Hoffman were notified that the estimate used
to establish the $16,500 rate for the plat Monumentation security was in error. The actual amount is
approximately one half of the original estimate. Mr. Hoffman requested a revision to the agreement in
recognition of this new information. The attached revised MOU removes the reference to a specific dollar
amount for security and, thus, allows the security to be set in accordance with the most recent estimate for
the work. As is typically the case in most project security items Staff will work with the developer and his
consultants to establish the actual required amount.

ACTION: Review the revised Memorandum of Understanding and provide a recommendation for approval
or denial to the City Council, or take other action as appropriate.

This item was removed from the agenda.

5. Paradise Path Paving Grant Report — Roger Blanchard/Alisa Stone
On January 28, 2009 the City submitted a grant to the Idaho Department of Parks and Recreation for paving
sections of Paradise Path through Heron’s Hideout to Meadow Street and adjacent to Carol Ryrie Brink
Nature Park to Mountain View Road. The City recently received word that the grant was awarded. Formal
notice of the award is forthcoming.

ACTION: Accept report or take other action as deemed necessary.
This was heard as item 4. Blanchard said the City received a grant but the funds will not be available until July.
He explained what is required of the City and what each department will be doing. He said both property
owners involved in this project have been contacted. Steed confirmed what the project entails. Stone said the
contract with the Idaho Department of Parks and Recreation will come through the Council.

6. Utility Design Contract with Terragraphics — Dean Weyen
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As part of the Sewer System Capital Improvements Plan certain collection system pipes are scheduled to be
replaced. The design of the 2009 pipe replacement project is being proposed to be accomplished by the use
of an engineering consultant.  Staff has negotiated a contract with Terragraphics Environmental
Engineering, Inc. of Moscow. They will be able to proceed immediately with the intent to deliver plans and
specifications capable of allowing bidding and construction of the project yet this fiscal year.

ACTION: Recommend approval of the engineering services agreement with Terragraphics; or take other
action deemed appropriate.

This was heard as item 5. Weyen presented the issue as written above. He explained how the sewer capital
improvements plan is applied and how much line will be replaced. Steed asked if there is enough money
budgeted for the construction as well and was told yes. The Committee recommended approval and that it be
placed on the consent agenda.

7. Annual Overlay Project Bid Award — Kevin Lilly
Bids were opened May 20" for the annual Street Patch and Overlay project. The project consists of
patching and overlaying the three blocks of Jefferson Street between Third Street and Sixth Street. Two
bids were received: 1. $132,522.40 from Poe Asphalt Paving, Inc. 2. $184,992.50 from Herco, Inc.

ACTION: Consider the recommendation of staff and approve the award of a contract to Poe Asphalt
Paving, Inc. or take such other action deemed appropriate.

This was heard as item 6. Lilly said bids were opened on May 20" and he distributed additional information.
He said the low bid was 104 percent of the engineer’s estimate. The low bid was Poe Asphalt Paving at
$132,522.40. Riedner said there is a lot of work already going on in Moscow and staff was hoping to get a
company already working in Moscow. He explained how funding for the project will be covered. The
Committee recommended approval and that it be placed on the consent agenda.

Reports
Grants Update — Alisa Stone — Removed from agenda.

Budget Update — Gary J. Riedner/Don Palmer\

Palmer gave budget updates for 2008-09 and discussed where shortfalls will occur for 2009-10. He explained
considerations for staff while trying to draft the 2009-10 Budget. Riedner said staff has been working on the
budget process for some time and he discussed how it is handled. He said there is some growth that will be
taken in 2009 which is a benefit. It will be more challenging than ever to balance the budget. The budget books
should be ready by the end of the second week of June so there will be a month to review them prior to the
budget workshop. Staff may put on a staff workshop prior to the budget workshop. The budget workshop will
be held July 13 8:00 a.m. until 2:30 (until committees start) and then July 14 8:00 a.m. until the budget is
completed.

Comprehensive Plan Update — Bill Belknap

Belknap said the City is approaching the end of the Comprehensive Plan update process. The Ring Road
concept has received the most attention. He said it would be prudent to have a meeting between the County
Commissioners, City Council, Planning and Zoning Commission and Transportation Commission to have an
overall conversation about that project. Riedner said it is likely that a joint meeting will take place on a
Wednesday afternoon.

The meeting adjourned at 6:04 p.m.
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MINUTES
CITY OF MOSCOW
PUBLIC WORKS/FINANCE COMMITTEE
Monday, June 22, 2009

The meeting was called to order at 4:10 p.m.

Attendance:

Council Members: Wayne Krauss, Walter Steed, Bill Lambert

Staff: Gary J. Riedner, Les MacDonald, Bill Belknap, Don Palmer, David Duke, Alisa Stone, Kathleen Burns,
Stephanie Kalasz

Others Present: John Weber

1. Approval of Minutes of June 8, 2009 — Stephanie Kalasz

The minutes were approved by Steed with Lambert and Krauss abstaining from the vote.

2. Lot 13, Block 4 Rolling Hills 7" Lot Division — Mike Ray

Mark McGurkin is requesting a lot division for a 17,314 sq ft parcel of land located at the northern terminus
of Panorama Drive and legally described as Lot 13 Block 4 of the Rolling Hills 7 Addition to the City of
Moscow. The northeast portion of this lot was recently annexed into the City of Moscow, Rezoned from
Agriculture/Forestry to Moderate-Density Residential (R-2), and received a Comprehensive Plan
designation of Low-Density Residential (LR). Mr. McGurkin is requesting to divide the parcel into two
separate lots, the western being 9,276 sq ft and the eastern being 8,038 sq ft as shown on the attached map.
Both lots will meet all applicable zoning requirements, exceeding the 7,000 sq ft minimum lot area and sixty
foot (60”) minimum lot width requirements.

ACTION: Take public comment if applicable and recommend approval of the lot division or take such
other action deemed appropriate.

This was heard as item 3. Ray presented the issue as written above and displayed an aerial photo and map of the
area. He explained the proposal. Steed asked a question about length of the line on the east end. He asked if all
of the documents have the adjustment made to accommodate the setback for the shop. Ray said yes. The
Committee recommended approval and that the item be placed on the consent agenda. There was discussion
about cars turning around at the end of the street and Belknap said there is a temporary access easement.

3. Downtown Parking Implementation Discussion — Les MacDonald

In previous meetings staff has presented an overview of the Downtown Parking Implementation
Committee’s recommendations on potential revisions to the existing parking system. The topic was
discussed at the May 26™ PW/F Committee meeting and at the City Council meetings on June 1% and 15"
An open house was held at the request of the PW/F Committee on June 9". At the June 15" Council
meeting the Council directed the topic back to the PW/F Committee to make a recommendation regarding
the original proposed revisions and the possible alternatives presented at the June 15" meeting in response
to public input.

ACTION: The Committee will need to address several aspects of the proposal as outlined in the packet
information and provide recommendations to the City Council for consideration.

This was heard as item 2. MacDonald presented the issue as written above and discussed some possible
modifications to the plan. Steed verified that the current configuration in the Jackson Street lot is that the
parking is three hour unless the person has a permit and he asked about doing that in other areas. MacDonald
said it would not be conducive to getting people to buy permits because they would probably just move their
cars as they do now. Additionally, permit cars may be unable to find a spot to park. Steed asked about permits
with 90 minute parking and MacDonald said that would be a possibility. He said Sheneman has indicated that
people do not use the Jefferson Street lot for the 1912 Building. Riedner said the parking was a condition of use
for the 1912 Building. Depending on additional uses in the building in the future those parking spaces may be
needed.
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Krauss explained how public comment would be taken. Phil Roderick, owner of CJ’s, said there are 240
apartments downtown and there are additional apartments being installed at The Beach. He asked how parking
for those would be addressed. MacDonald said in any of the permitted or public lots would be open on evenings
and weekends. There will be some on-street overnight parking on side streets. Steed explained how the concern
was addressed. Roderick said some of the downtown tenants park up by the library.

Kim Meyer said going into a parallel parking space is impossible for her physically so she needs three-hour
parking in a diagonal place and there are other people with similar needs.

Kevin Clary, Breakfast Club, said the permit parking will be right behind the three restaurants and it will look
like they are busy so people may decide not to stop. Steed asked if a 90 minute turn-over on Main Street would
make it look like there is more space. Clary said at least 50 percent of their traffic comes in from the back
entrance so it would still be a problem. Riedner confirmed that moving the permit spaces to a different location
would be better for the restaurant. Krauss asked Clary if his employees would buy a permit. Clary said possibly
depending on the price.

Tom Bode, 2106 Orchard Avenue, said moving the permit parking would have an effect on other restaurants.
He distributed information from a 1978 Council meeting and a resolution regarding the Jackson Street parking
lot. He said the intent of the lot was to have space for customers. He is concerned about the lot having permits
for employees rather than spaces for customers. Steed said the Implementation Committee tried to find a way to
push employees off of Main Street so there are spaces for customers. Bode said it helped that New Saint
Andrews was required to obtain 40 parking spaces in another location. There isn’t the same problem that there
was three years ago. This plan will make it worse for businesses. Riedner said the document distributed by
Bode is not about the entire Jackson Street parking lot but just for two bays of the lot. The City purchased some
of the parking from Washington Water Power (Avista) when he was City Attorney. It is illustrative and there
was a donation but it is not for the entire lot. Bode said the intent is for the entire downtown area. Change
shouldn’t happen unless it makes sense and benefits the town. He said he would be okay with some 90 minute
spaces.

Robert Bode, 884 Shoshone, said the City only purchased half of one bay. He said this plan would take 110
parking spaces away from customers. He said people haven’t been informed about the fact that this happening.
MacDonald said his intern hand-delivered a flyer to every business downtown regarding the informational
meeting.

Amy Paul said her business brings in people from all over the area and 90 minutes is not enough because then
people can’t workout and have time to go to other businesses. The people will leave rather than move their cars.
Krauss asked if any of the modifications would work. Paul asked what the City is doing to acquire additional
lots with parking funds. Riedner said the Council can spend the money on what it likes. The fund is for parking
lot improvements as well. There are some properties being considered. Anytime a lot is purchased by
government then that property is taken out of the tax base and a new business won’t go in there. Paul said
permitted lots give employees permission to park in the Jackson Street lot. No business owners are in favor of
90 minute parking because people won’t stay and go to several businesses which is what they have been
marketing. She would rather work toward purchasing additional lots. Steed said the Downtown Implementation
Committee has already started a ranking system for possible parking lots and it is in the process and will be
coming down the road. Paul asked what the problem is downtown. Krauss said it is a perception problem and
there have been discussions about the parking problems downtown for years.

Krauss said the original question was having a way to get employees off of Main Street. Paul said the current
proposal punishes customers. Steed said 80 percent of surveys that went out to employers, employees and
customers said there is a problem with parking downtown. Paul said business owners would not want this plan.
Steed said all employers do not tell their employees not to park on Main Street. Krauss said there is no
consensus with the downtown businesses. Riedner discussed the efforts that have been made to get business
owners involved with the process. Lambert said this is all a perception issue. He would like to see something
guantitative and he hasn’t seen it. He would like to leave parking at three hours. If there are employers who are
not talking to their employees about parking on Main Street then other businesses should get them to change
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their policy. He appreciates the hard work that has been done but he doesn’t think it can be completed. He
thinks the problem will still exist a year from now even if this is changed.

Darcel Swanson said she has been parking downtown for a number of years. She said she stays downtown
longer because there is three hour parking. Three hour parking accommodates all of the businesses. A 90
minute time limit is not enough. Krauss said there is still three hour parking on all of the side streets. Swanson
said she had never had a problem parking on Main Street. Steed said if more businesses asked their employees
to park elsewhere there probably would not be a problem. MacDonald asked what would prevent employees
from parking on Main Street even if the City did acquire a lot outside of the downtown area. Swanson
suggested peer pressure between the employers downtown. Steed said some businesses next door to each other
don’t get along. Swanson said she thinks customers are being punished.

Jeri Hudak, 525 S. Main, said she wants things left as is and the City to purchase lots that would be further away
for employees. She said mixed times will just be confusing to people.

Weber said employees have the same right to use the parking places as anyone else. The employers have the
responsibility to themselves and businesses around them to restrict the parking of themselves and their
employees. He thinks the parking problem is just perception. He made a comparison to the mall. He is leaning
toward leaving the situation as it is and to look for other parking areas that are about three blocks out of the
Central Business District.

Steven Hacker, Director, Moscow Chamber of Commerce, said there has been a lot of discussion about
employees. This time of year he doesn’t mind walking but in January when there are snow berms and it is cold
would not be desirable. Also, walking six blocks isn’t good when someone is walking home alone late at night.
It is also difficult to recruit professionals to work downtown when they can’t park close to their office.

Bill French, Palouse Ocularium, 202 East 7", asked for three hour parking to be retained between 7" and 6"
Streets on the east side of Washington. If it is not restricted then it will be occupied by people who work on
Main Street. Downtown is not just Main Street and parking of other businesses will be affected by the proposal.
MacDonald said the three hour zone does not include that strip but there was a petition to change it. The
Committee did not address that area. Riedner said if the zone is going to change then it should be included as
part of the area.

Stuart Scott, 110 S. Main, said he has worked on this problem for years. He gave background on the issue. This
is the last and best chance to improve the parking situation better. A lot of study and time by the City has been
done. There were 160 business responses as well as input from employees and customers. In 2007, the Council
accepted the Transportation Commission report on parking and an Implementation Committee was appointed.
Four out of six Council members said there was not a parking problem. He expressed concern about going from
the specific to the general. He asked the Committee to consider all of the work that has been done and be
mindful that input now is coming from a limited number of businesses. It can make things better. Steed said the
business owners that Council is hearing from are those that need long-term parking. The Council is not hearing
from the other 150 businesses in downtown. Alternatives need to be considered for more long-term parking.

David Pierce said the initial proposal did not take into account the businesses that require more than 90 minutes
so some kind of compromise has been proposed. If there are too many employees parking on Main Street then
putting them in the Jackson Street parking lot makes sense. Change is always hard and there will always be
people who don’t want it but change needs to be made.

Lambert said he likes the 3A suggestion for the Jefferson Street lot and he likes the change to overnight parking.
He said change just to make a change isn’t necessarily the way to go. He appreciates that work that was done
over the last several years. There was a problem with NSA that was fixed.

Steed said the Implementation Committee was not asked to determine whether parking was a problem. They
addressed change based on Transportation Commission recommendations. He said he would like to have 90
minute parking on one side of Main Street and it can be adjusted quickly if it is a problem.
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The Committee likes the change to overnight parking including the extended hours. Krauss said employee
parking will always be a problem. He said he discussed the Jackson Street parking lot with some of the business
owners downtown. He said they would like to leave parking in the Jackson Street lots the way they are but
change the cost of the permits drastically. After further discussion, the Committee recommended that parking
on Main Street remain three hour and all permits be lowered to $75 per year. There was discussion about the
City Hall parking lot and whether the City would purchase permits for employees if parking was not provided.
Riedner said responsible employers in the downtown area provide parking for their employees, especially when
there are a large number of employees. The Committee recommended leaving City Hall parking as it is.
MacDonald said there are more City vehicle spaces needed. Riedner said a management plan can be brought to
the Council in the future to address that issue. The Committee recommended that the three hour footprint area
remains the same.

Reports
Grants Update — Alisa Stone

Stone distributed a grant management report. She explained how information for grant applications is obtained
and said it is a team effort. She went through the report and explained what is pending and what has been
awarded. There was discussion about some of the grants. Riedner said the idea is to keep things as flexible as
possible. It was determined that the grant for the fiber optic project was not included on the report so Stone will
add it to the list.

The meeting concluded at 6:11 p.m.

Public Works/Finance Minutes 06-22-09 Page 4 of 4



MINUTES
CITY OF MOSCOW
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
July 6, 2009

Mayor Chaney called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers.
Attendance:
Councilmembers: Dan Carscallen, Bill Lambert, Wayne Krauss, Walter Steed, Tom Lamar, John Weber
Staff Present: Randy Fife, City Attorney

Les MacDonald, Public Works Director

Bill Belknap, Community Development Director

David Duke, Assistant Police Chief

Ron Crumley, Engineering

Stephanie Kalasz, City Clerk
RENEWING OUR FOCUS - Steed read a poem that has been circulated on the internet regarding the
cost to our people in the military and their families to ensure the freedom of our country [poem to be filed
with the minutes]. The point of the poem being that freedom isn’t free. Steed led the Pledge of
Allegiance.

PROCLAMATIONS:

1. Consent Agenda: Any item will be removed from the consent agenda at the request of any member
of the Council and that item will be considered separately later. Approval by roll call vote.

A. Approval of Minutes of June 15, 2009 — Stephanie Kalasz

B. Lot 13, Block 4 Rolling Hills 7th Lot Division — Mike Ray

Mark McGurkin is requesting a lot division for a 17,314 sq ft parcel of land located at the
northern terminus of Panorama Drive and legally described as Lot 13 Block 4 of the Rolling Hills
7™ Addition to the City of Moscow. The northeast portion of this lot was recently annexed into
the City of Moscow, Rezoned from Agriculture/Forestry to Moderate-Density Residential (R-2),
and received a Comprehensive Plan designation of Low-Density Residential (LR). Mr. McGurkin
is requesting to divide the parcel into two separate lots, the western being 9,276 sq ft and the
eastern being 8,038 sq ft as shown on the attached map. Both lots will meet all applicable zoning
requirements, exceeding the 7,000 sg ft minimum lot area and sixty foot (60”) minimum lot width
requirements. Reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on June 22, 2009.

ACTION: Approve the lot division.

Carscallen moved and Weber seconded approval of the consent agenda. Roll Call Vote: Ayes:
Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

2. Mayor’s Appointments — Mayor Chaney
Mayor Chaney brought forward the name of Steve McGeehan for appointment to the Urban Renewal
Agency. Lamar moved and Krauss seconded approval of the appointment. Motion carried unanimously.

3. Public Comment and Mayor’s Response Period (limit 15 minutes) - For members of the Public to
speak to the Council regarding matters NOT on the Agenda and not currently pending before the
Planning and Zoning Commission or Board of Adjustment, please state your name and address
for the record and limit remarks to three minutes. Mayor will respond to comments from previous
meeting.

No public comment was offered.
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4. Sister Cities Association Presentation — Elizabeth Berlinger, Moscow Sister City Assn. President
Berlinger said this presentation will explain what the City is supporting with its Sister City dues. She
introduced Mary Voxman. Voxman gave a history about Moscow’s Sister City in Nicaragua, Villa El
Carmen which has been our sister city since 1986. She said they made the choice to help with schools
and education. She discussed the contacts that have been made and what has been sent down to assist the
Villa EI Carmen schools. She said generally they suggest projects to us and we make a decision about
supporting the project. Berlinger displayed pictures from her trips to Nicaragua and displayed a map. The
pictures included some from the projects that have been supported by the Moscow Sister Cities
Organization. Mayor Chaney thanked the group for the presentation with a special thanks to Mary
VVoxman for her many years of service. Berlinger thanked the City for paying the Sister City membership
and asked if there is any other money available for proposed projects.

5. Public Hearing — Proposed Ordinance for N. Polk LID Formation — Ron Crumley/Les MacDonald
The City is in receipt of a petition to create a Local Improvement District (LID) for the purpose of
constructing a water main along a portion of North Polk Street. The petition contains the signatures of
the owners of four of the six properties situated within the proposed LID boundary, meeting the
minimum requirement of 2/3 of the owners in favor of the district. The Resolution of Intention to
Create Local Improvement District No.135 was approved by Council on June 15, 2009. A notice of
public hearing was published in the Moscow-Pullman Daily News on June 18-20, 2009 and a copy of
the notice was mailed to the owners of properties comprising the district. The purpose of this hearing
is for Council consideration of any protests of the LID. Local Improvement District No.135 will
construct a water main, hydrants, valves, and water service connections in North Polk Street. The
LID will be charged for installation of an 8-inch diameter main and the City will pay to oversize the
main to 12-inches in diameter. Funds carried over from the North Polk Water and Sewer District will
be applied toward the LID portion of the project cost.

ACTION: After considering public input, approve the Ordinance creating LID No.135 under
suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and
published by summary; or consider the Ordinance on first reading and that it be read by title; or reject
the Ordinance; or take such other action deemed appropriate.

Crumley presented the issue as written above. He explained the project and displayed an aerial view of
the property. He said there is a change to the Ordinance regarding the amount to be paid for the LID
based on the balance left from the North Polk Sewer District. The new number is $76,045. Krauss
confirmed that the new number. Steed confirmed that connection to the line would be the responsibility
of each property owner and separate from this project.

Mayor Chaney explained how the hearing would be conducted and opened the hearing at 7:35 p.m.
George Germer said he owns property on North Polk and he supports the LID.
There being no further testimony the public hearing closed at 7:36 p.m.

Weber moved to approve the Ordinance with the correction of the projected dollar amount to $76,045
under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title
and published by summary. Lamar seconded the motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays:
None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried. Mayor Chaney read Ordinance 2009-13 by title.

6. Downtown Parking Implementation Discussion — Les MacDonald
In previous meetings staff has presented an overview of the Downtown Parking Implementation
Committee’s recommendations on potential revisions to the existing parking system. The topic was
discussed at the May 26" PW/F Committee meeting and at the City Council meetings on June 1% and
15™. An open house was held at the request of the PW/F Committee on June 9. At the June 15"
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Council meeting the Council directed the topic back to the PW/F Committee to make a
recommendation regarding the original proposed revisions and the possible alternatives presented at
the June 15™ meeting in response to public input. The Committee reviewed the possible options at the
June 22" meeting and forwarded it back to the Council.

ACTION: It is recommended that the Council address the following aspects of the proposal and
determine how to proceed: Determine whether the Council would like to proceed with revisions to
the existing Downtown Parking program. If so, determine which, if any, of the Implementation
Committee recommendations require revisions. ldentify preferred revisions. Determine preferred
parking option or define additional options for City Hall/Jefferson Street lots. Accept or reject all or
part of the proposed parking program modifications with or without revisions or take such other
action deemed appropriate.

MacDonald presented the issue as written above and gave a brief overview of what has happened to date.
He said there is a bit of a dilemma on how to proceed this evening. He went through the Implementation
and Administrative Committee recommendations.

Mayor Chaney said a lot of input was received on this subject. She thanked the people who have worked
on this and she gave some history on how this issue came about. She said there are some non-
controversial portions of the proposal which she mentioned. Carscallen said the overnight on-street
parking should be approved and permits should go to $75, as well as the change of no-parking hours to
3:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m. He suggested taking baby steps and see how things work and go from there.

Lamar said he agrees on the first three but he would like proposal three from the Committee for the
Jefferson Street lot.

Steed agreed to the overnight parking and time change and $75 single permit. Weber said he would agree
to those suggestions as well. Lambert said he is fine with the recommendations that came out of Public
Works/Finance Committee. Steed said he is in disagreement of the other three items so he would like to
see the other items considered first. He said if the permit fee goes through, he would like to see a refund
given to people who have already purchased the permits this year. Krauss said he would agree to the
three suggestions that everyone else has agreed to. Hopefully if more people buy permits then there will
be a positive effect on downtown parking. He said he could go with three hour parking for the library.

Weber said he agrees with leaving the Jackson Street parking lot as it exists. If a large number of people
buy permits at $75 it can be adjusted later if necessary. Carscallen said he doesn’t want a change to the
Jackson Street parking lot. Steed said the proposed changes to the Jackson Street lot were due to the 90
minute parking on Main Street. He moved to make changes to overnight parking (that it be allowed on
certain streets as proposed and that no parking hours be changed to 3:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m.) and that there
be one downtown parking permit with the price going down to $75 annually. Carscallen seconded the
motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

Lambert moved and Weber seconded leaving the three hour parking as it exists, leave the Jackson Street
lot as it exists, leave the City Hall parking lot as is and the Jefferson Street lot left as is as well. Weber
moved to amend the motion so the west side of Main Street between 5" and 6" should be 90 minute
parking where there is diagonal parking. Carscallen seconded the motion. Steed said if something were
done north of 3 Street as well then he could buy-in to this idea. He doesn’t like to have the discussion
on the other parking lots thrown out. There was discussion about including some diagonal parking on the
north end of Main Street for some 90 minute parking.

Krauss said he won’t support having any more 90 minute parking on Main Street other than what Weber
suggested. Lamar said it would make sense to propose another location as well as long as it is being
tested. Krauss expressed concern about having the 90 minute parking checker-boarded across downtown.
Lamar suggested having diagonal parking on the other side of 3™ being 90 minute parking. Carscallen
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agreed that there should be a balance on either end of town. It may work well in one place and not in
another. He suggested between 2" and 3" on Main in the diagonal parking on the west side. Steed said
he would agree to that proposal. He called the question on the current amendment. Roll Call Vote:
Ayes: Krauss, Weber, Lambert. Nays: Carscallen, Lamar, Steed. Abstentions: None. Mayor Chaney
voted aye to break the tie. Motion carried. Roll Call Vote on original motion: Ayes: Lambert, Weber,
Krauss. Nays: Steed, Lamar, Carscallen. Abstentions: None. Mayor Chaney broke the tie with a nay
vote. Motion failed. Belknap reminded the Council that some of the 1912 Center needs a portion of the
Jefferson Street lot for their CUP. MacDonald said the proposal was to exchange spots in the Jefferson
Street lot for City vehicles and allow some of the City Hall parking lot to be used for the 1912 Center.

Steed moved to change to have 90 minute parking on Main in two spots as proposed above; that the 5
northern spaces in the Jefferson Street lot be changed to 90 minute and the other northern half of the
spaces in the Jefferson lot at 3 hours. Carscallen seconded the motion. Weber asked Belknap to repeat
the information about the 1912 Center using the parking and he explained.

Lamar asked about enforcement of the parking as proposed. Duke said the south parking is workable but
adding Jefferson Street parking lot may be a problem. Krauss said the situation is becoming difficult with
the way it is being set up so he is against the change.

Betsy Dickow, 1102 E. 6" Street, said when people come to Main Street, there are many possibilities for
where they want to go and if there are several places they want to go, 90 minutes is not enough time. She
asked the Council not to change the parking to 90 minutes. It puts all of the businesses at risk.

Tom Bode, 2106 Orchard Avenue, said the University charges anywhere from $61.00 to $600.00 for a
parking permit and that should be considered when the City sets permit rates.

Robert Green, 521 S. Main, said the motions that have been made are against testimony asking that 90
minute parking not be allowed. He discussed some of the decisions that have been made that reduce
parking downtown. He suggested that the Council work on creating more parking. He gave an example
of an Ordinance in Palo Alto.

Robert Bode, 884 Shoshone, said the West Park lot is $120 and they sell out. He is concerned about
students purchasing the permits so customers will not get the spaces.

Dickow said the City selling permits for $75 takes away public customer parking which will damage
businesses as well as reducing income for the City.

Steven Hacker, Moscow Chamber of Commerce, said regarding parking permits there was a lot of
discussion about the cost and the need for some employee parking downtown. A $75 permit will let us
know if there is an interest in permits. The idea of 90 minutes was to get employees off of Main Street
and to prevent them from shuffling cars.

Krauss asked if the Council is creating a solution for a problem that does not exist. The change in the cost
of permits will let us know if that is an issue. He doesn’t want any 90 minute parking. Lambert said he
agrees. The perception will remain the same even if the changes are made.

Lamar said he has concerns about the Jefferson Street lot due to Duke’s concerns. He said he is also
concerned that more people would rather choose the Jackson Street lot rather than the City Hall and
Jefferson Street lots. He would like to have permit spaces on the edge of downtown.

Steed said business owners do the three-hour shuffle and some people use the Marketime Drug lot. It
would be good to see how the lower priced permits work. It is an attempt to regulate the lot prior to High
School students learning that they can park in the Jefferson Street lot all day for free. Weber called the
guestion.
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Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Carscallen, Lamar, Steed. Nays: Krauss, Weber, Lambert. Abstentions: None.
Mayor Chaney broke the tie with a nay vote. Motion failed.

Carscallen moved to table the issue and Weber seconded the issue. Roll Call VVote: Ayes: Unanimous.
Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

The approved changes were re-read. Fife said a change to Ordinances and fees will be necessary. After
further discussion, Carscallen moved to have an August 1% implementation date and Steed seconded the
motion. Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried.

There was discussion about what the Implementation Committee would do in the future. Fife said they
can address other phases of the plan.

REPORTS:

Administrative Committee — Weber said the Administrative Committee discussed an Ordinance
prohibiting smoking in bars. It will be on the agenda again on Monday and he will take public comment
at the meeting.

Public Works/Finance Committee — Krauss said Public Works/Finance items were on the Council agenda.

Other Boards & Commissions

Tree Commission — Weber said the Tree Commission is trying to get information on the Arbor City
celebration and they are working on the carbon footprint with people in Chicago. There is more
information being given to the public as well.

Mayor - Mayor Chaney thanked the people who participated in the “I Made the Grade” bike ride. She
thanked everyone who came out for the 4™ of July activities in Friendship Square as well as Alisa and
David Stone for scooping ice cream and Tom Hanson for his photography of the event. She said the
Chamber will have a reception for the new University of Idaho President on Friday.

It was moved, seconded and mutually agreed upon to adjourn. The meeting concluded at 10:17 p.m.

Nancy Chaney, Mayor
ATTEST:

Stephanie Kalasz, City Clerk
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| Dog Licensing and related fees

R

A. Lifetime registration tag

( 1. Unaltered [ 32.50
[ 2. Altered I 22.50
B. Duplicate— té_g N [ 5.75

! E . ’Adoption (out; - [
l 1. Altered | 15.00
I 2. Unaltered ‘ 27.50
[ ) m (placing own animal in) l 20.00
[ E_ _Euthana_s}: _ _ | 52.00
V F. Boarding - per day or part thereof | 20.00

‘ G _Iglpound |
| 1. First time l 20.00
| 2. Secondtime ' 30.00
| 3. Third time \ 40.00
4. Fourth and each subsequent time | 60.00

| H. Surcharge Fee

| 1. Unaltered 30.00
| 2 Altered | 20.00
! Burglary and Robgé;y Alarms — False Alarms (for each occurrence) [ 35.00

Permit Parking__ l
3-—Per menth | 46-60
I 2—Per-quatter | 16600
| 3—Annual | 37500

[ B—Yellow-Permit |
[ Jd—Per-menth l 2080
[ 2.—Per-guarer | 7000
| 3—Annual 25000

A. Downtown Parking Pennit (City Hall, Jackson and Jefferson Street
Lots

] l. Permenth $10.00

Fee Schedule
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2. Per quarter

55]
N
(V)]
S
o

|

l—_ C. Temporary Parkmg Permit (per space/per day)

o

3. Annual

3
W
(=]
(e=]

B. Mogenta (West Park School/Ghonnley) (per month)

15.00

30.00

FTowmg rmd Storage Fees on Illegally Parked Vehicles

FA Tow1pg charged by the commercial towing service

Actual cost

B_.- gora;ge_of—three-quarter (3/4) ton size pickups and smaller vehicles 15.00
- per day i
Irm C Storage of vehicles larger than three-quarter (3/4) ton pickups - per 20.00
| day '
i Bicycle License Lif«:time Ownership Tag 7.00
erscellaneous Fees
\r— A. Publlc Hearing Mailing List 25.00
"B City of Moscow Comprehensive Plan (Free on website) | 75.00
C. City of- Moscow Water Comprehensive Plan ’ 30.00
| D. City Code |
1. Imtlal cost ’ 260.00
{ 2 Annual charge for updating | 52.00
| 3_Zoning Code | 120,00
E. Escort Serv1ces — escort services, traffic direction and  any special
event requiring police services including, but not limited to,
parades, house moving and other events where advance police 36.00

assistance or supervision is requested or required. This fee is per
each officer per hour (2 hour minimum)

1. Parade Permit (includes police assistance, barricade and traf'tic
routing services by street department)

100.00 (+ 100.00 Idaho
Transportation Department
permitting, if applicable)

F. Fmgerprmtmg : Any fingerprinting requested by a person or a 20.00
company, but excluding fingerprinting related to criminal or other
city matters.
G. Accident Reports (not applicable when such report is issued
pursuant to legal process)
I 1. First page | 1-00.10
{ 2. Each additional page f 50.10
_r H-_Coples_of official records or documents |
_l '_Pollco—frles;per page 0.10
2. other city documents — per page 0.10

Fee Schedule Resolution 2009- 18 FY 2009
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Mayor Chaney welcomed members of the Moscow Police Department in attendance at the meeting.

4. Public Hearing — Fees Exceeding 5% Increase to Add Smoking Violation to Fee Resolution — Don
Palmer/Randy Fife
Staff has prepared the changes to the FY 2009 Fee Resolution. According to Idaho law, a public
hearing must be held if individual fee increases exceed 5% of the previous year. At the July 20, 2009
City Council Meeting, the City Council approved an Ordinance prohibiting smoking in bars and
private clubs and within 20 feet of public places where smoking is prohibited by the Idaho Clean
Indoor Air Act. The Council also adopted a schedule of fines for violations of that Ordinance.
Reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on July 27, 20009.

ACTION: After considering public testimony, approve Fee Resolution as amended or take such other
action deemed appropriate.

Palmer presented the issue as written above and explained the need for a public hearing. Mayor Chaney
explained how the hearing would be conducted and opened the hearing at 7:21 p.m. There being no
testimony, the public hearing closed at 7:22 p.m. Lamar moved and Carscallen seconded approval of the
Resolution. Weber mentioned that after a third offense, the violation becomes a misdemeanor and the
City does not control those fines. Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None.
Motion carried to approve Resolution 2009-17.

5. Public Hearing — Fees Exceeding 5% Increase and Consideration of Fee Resolution — Don Palmer
Staff has prepared the proposed FY 2009-2010 fee resolution. According to Idaho law, a public
hearing must be held if individual fee increases exceed 5% of the previous year. The FY 2009- 2010
budget reviewed during a budget workshop conducted on July 13, 2009 and public hearing on the
Council Approved Budget on August 3, 2009 is based on the proposed fee resolution. Increased fees
to utilities include: water and sewer utility fees. Parks and Recreation fees for those programs
requiring existing, new and/or special program fees are included in the fee resolution. Some fees
listed will increase by 5% or more. Reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on July 27,
2009.

ACTION: After considering public testimony, approve FY10 Fee Resolution or take such other
action deemed appropriate.

Palmer presented the issue as written above and discussed the proposed changes. Steed asked about the
reduction in tipping fees. Palmer said the reason for the reduction is due to the decrease in the fuel
surcharge. Steed asked about the added fee for a deposit for roll-off containers. Palmer explained that the
$100 would be applied to the fee for the service but it provides the City to assign a responsible party for
the bill. Steed asked about downtown parking permit prices which are already in effect. Palmer said
since the fees are lower, it doesn’t need to be addressed through the Resolution. Riedner explained that
the fees are in effect now and discussed the reason for monthly and quarterly prices.

Mayor Chaney explained how the hearing would be conducted and opened the public hearing at 7:33 p.m.
There being no testimony, the public hearing closed at 7:34 p.m. Weber said the fees that were increased
were appropriate and some went down. He moved and Lambert seconded approval of the Fee Resolution.
Roll Call Vote: Ayes: Unanimous. Nays: None. Abstentions: None. Motion carried to approve
Resolution 2009-18.

6. Public Hearing — FY 2009-10 Appropriation Ordinance — Don Palmer
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5. Where arequest for public records of the City of Moscow is for
more than one hundred (100) pages of paper records; or the
request includes records from which non-public information
must be separated, deleted, and/or redacted; or where actual
labor associated with locating and copying documents for a
request exceeds two (2) person hours, the requestor shall be
charged the copy and/or labor costs allowed by Idaho Code
Section 74-102(10) unless the requestor demonstrates an
exemption pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-102(10)(f), as
determined by the City Clerk.

6. The Clerk may require advance payment of the cost of copying
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-102(12). Any money
received by the City shall be credited to the account for which
the expense being reimbursed was or will be charged.

F. Criminal History Letters (letters typed on letterhead stationery 30.00
indicating the absence of a criminal history in this department.
Exclude police records checks requested by federal, state or local
government agencies)

G. Downtown Parking Permit (City Hall, Jackson and Jefferson Street

Lots

1. Per month 12.00

2. Per quarter 30.00

3. Annual 85.00
H. E-911 Monthly Service Fee 1.00
[. Escort Services — escort services, traffic direction and any special 65.00

event requiring police services including, but not limited to, parades,
house moving and other events where advance police assistance or
supervision is requested or required. This fee is per each officer per
hour (2 hour minimum)

J.  Fire Nuisance Alarms

1. 1°'Nuisance Alarm within 12 months No Charge
2. 2" Nuisance Alarm within 12 months No Charge
3. 3™ Nuisance Alarm within 12 months 25.00
4. 4" Nuisance Alarm within 12 months 50.00
5. 5or More Nuisance Alarms within 12 months 100.00 Each Occurrence
K. Fingerprinting — Any fingerprinting requested by a person or a 20.00

company, but excluding fingerprinting related to criminal or other
city matters.

L. General City Code Infraction (unless otherwise specified herein or 72.00
established by State Code)

M. Nuisance Abatement $200 plus Removal At Cost

N. Parking Permit (Construction Uses in Right-of-Way) 40.00

O. Parking Violations

Resolution 2019 - 15 Fee Schedule FY2020 Page 21 of 30


lhopkins
Highlight

lhopkins_1
Highlight


COMMITTEE STAFF REPORT
DATE: Monday, July 27, 2020

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

AGENDA ITEM TITLE

Resolution Preauthorizing the Acceptance of an Airport Aid Grant from the U.S. Department of
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (ACTION ITEM) - Gary
J. Riedner / Tony Bean

DESCRIPTION

Tony Bean, Executive Director of the Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport (PMRA) has prepared a grant
application to the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport
Improvement Program for the purpose of Terminal Design and Construction. The amount of the grant is
up to $21,000,000 with a local match of $1,855,899.00 from Airport resources. To facilitate the FAA
grant, it is appropriate to pre-authorize its acceptance.

The attached draft resolution has been prepared for that purpose. The resolution also authorizes the
execution of related assurances and certifications. The City Attorney will review the draft ordinance and
will have revisions prepared for City Council consideration on August 3.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Recommend adoption of the attached resolution as amended by the City Attorney) preauthorizing the
acceptance of grant offer AIP 3-53-0057-051 from the FAA Airport Improvement Program.

PROPOSED ACTIONS

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend adoption of the attached resolution as amended by the City
Attorney) preauthorizing the acceptance of grant offer AIP 3-53-0057-051 from the FAA Airport
Improvement Program, or provide staff further direction.

FISCAL IMPACT

PERSONNEL IMPACT

ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution Preauthorizing Acceptance of FAA Grant FINAL

Page 1 of 1



RESOLUTION NO. 2020 —

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, PREAUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AIRPORT
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM GRANT MONIES FOR THE PULLMAN-MOSCOW
REGIONAL AIRPORT PROJECTS SUPPORTING TERMINAL DESIGN AND
CONSTRUCTION; AND PROVIDING THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN EFFECT UPON
ITS PASSAGE AND APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport will be offered U.S. Department of
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies up to a maximum of
twenty-one million dollars ($21,000,000) to be used for projects supporting
Terminal Design and Construction; and

WHEREAS, information about said grant monies and project elements is before the City Council
of the City of Moscow, attached hereto as Exhibit ‘A’; and

WHEREAS, the turnaround time between receipt and return of executed grant authorization
documents will be very limited; and

WHEREAS, this Council believes it to be in the best interest of the City of Moscow to
preauthorize the acceptance of said grant monies;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Mayor and the City Attorney be
authorized and they are hereby preauthorized and directed to accept the U.S. Department of
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies.

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and Finance Director are each hereby preauthorized
and directed to take such further action as may be appropriate in order to effect the purpose of this
Resolution.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow,
Idaho, this day of , 2020.

Bill Lambert, Mayor
ATTEST:

Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk

RESOLUTION No. 2020 —
AUTHORIZING ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAA AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM GRANT MONIES PULLMAN-
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View Burden Statement

EXHIBIT A

OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 12/31/2022

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

* 1. Type of Submission: * 2. Type of Application: * If Revisicn, select appropriate letter(s):
() Preapplication (®) New ‘
(®) Application () Continuation " Other (Specify):
(O ChangediCorrectad Application | () Revision ‘ ‘

* 3. Date Received:

4. Applicant Identifier:

07/23/2020 | |

5a. Federal Entity |dentifier:

5b. Federal Award Identifier:

ATP 3-53-0051-57-2020

State Use Only:

6. Date Raceivad by State: I:I

7. State Application Identifier: ‘ ‘

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

* a. Legal Name: ‘Cities of Pullman, WA and Moscow, ID c/o PMRA ‘

* b. Employer/Taxpayer |dentification Number (EIN/TIN):

* ¢. Organizational DUNS:

91-6001269 | | 0972521670000

d. Address:

* Stresti: ‘3200 Airport Complex N |
Street2: \ |

* City: ‘Eullman |

County/Parish: ‘Whitman |

* State: [Wa: Washington |
Province: ‘ |

* Country: ‘USA: UNITED STATES ‘

* Zip / Postal Code: |99163—8974

e. Organizational Unit:

Department Name:

Division Name:

PMRA Airport Board

| ‘Administrative

f. Name and contact information of person to he contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: ‘Mr % |

* First Name: ‘Anthony ‘

Middle Name: ‘Wayne

* Last Name: ‘Bean

Suffix: ‘ |

Title: ‘Exe cutive Director

Organizational Affiliation:

* Telephone Number: |503-338-3223

Fax Number: |509-334-5217 ‘

* Email: ‘tony.hean@pullman—wa. gov

RESOLUTION No. 2020 —

AUTHORIZING ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAA AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM GRANT MONIES PULLMAN-

MOSCOW REGIONAL AIRPORT PROJECTS SUPPORTING TERMINAL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

* 9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

C: City or Township Government

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

* Other (specify):

* 10. Name of Faderal Agency:

‘ Federal Aviation Administration, Northwest Mountain Region

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

‘20.106

CFDA Title:

Airport Improvement Program

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

* Title:

13. Competition Identification Number:

Title:

14, Areas Affected by Project {Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

Cities of Pullman, WA & Moscow, ID Add Attachment | ’ Delete Attachment View Attachment

* 15. Descriptive Title of Applicant's Project:

Terminal Design and Construction

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.

View Attachments
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

16. Congressional Districts Of:

* a. Applicant 5th * b. Program/Project

Attach an additicnal list of Program/Project Congressicnal Districts if needed.

‘ ‘ Add Attachment | Delete Attachment ‘ View Attachment }

17. Proposed Project:

*a. Start Date: |05/01/2020 *b. End Date: [12/31/2023

18. Estimated Funding ($):

* a. Federal \ 21,000, 000.00]
* b, Applicant \ 1,855,899.00]
* . State \ 0.00]
* 4, Local \ 0.00]

* a, Other I I
* {. Program Incorne I I

9. TOTAL \ 22,855, 899.00]

*19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

O a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on |:| .
(") b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selectad by the State for review.

(®) <. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372.

*20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? {If "Yes,"” provide explanation in attachment.)
() Yes (®) No

If "Yes", provide axplanation and attach

| ‘ ‘ Add Attachment | Delete Attachment 1 View Attachment

21. "By signing this application, | certify (1) to the statements contalned In the list of certifications™ and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances™ and agree to
comply with any resulting terms If | accept an award. | am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may
subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U.S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

** | AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an intemet site where you may cbtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency
specific instructions.

Authorlzed Representative:

Prefix: Mx. \ * First Name:  Anthony \

Middie Name: ‘Wayne |

* Last Name: ‘Bean |

Suffix: \ |
* Thie: |Executiv’e Director ‘
* Telephone Number: [509-338-3223 Fax Number: [509-334-5217 \

* Email: ‘tony .beanfpullman-wa.gov ‘

* Slgnature of Authorized Representative: * Date Slgned: :
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