CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Proiect Tille:

Community Service

URD Il West Broadway Corridor

Improvements

07 Project #

03 ProjecL #

08 Project &

Cs-04

Cs-33

Cs-02

Dasceiption and justification of prejacl and funding sources:

This project invioves imgrovemasnts to tha West Broaaway comider within tha boundanas of Urban Renewal Disirict 1l lrough mmplementanon of the Yvesl Broadway Comider
Community Visien Plan. The Plan outhnes several implemantalion strateges thal will serva lo cary out tha community vision. This CIP item would be used Lo belp implement the
first phasa of slralegies which inchudes projecis such as nverfront greermway, inlerseclion mmprovemenls, and land acquisiiondassembly A specific project for the first phasa of Wast
broadway Comdor inprovmenls has ye! 1a ba enlified. $60,000 of Tax Increment funds were spenl in prior years o hre the consultant to prepare the Plan.

Is this equipment priorilized on an equipment repl t schedule? Yes No NA
Ara thara any site raquiremanta:
How is this project going to ba funded:
bt Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounling Code FY 68 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
Z | Tax Increment 7392-000-381025-00 100,000 100,000 100,000
5
[
100 300 100,000 100,000 - - B
How is thi ject going to b t:
ow is this project going to be spen Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY11 FY12 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Cost
£ [B. conatruction cost 80,000 80,000 80,000
E C. Contingencles {10% of B} 2,000 8,000 8,000
{% | D- Daslgn & Enginsering {15% of B) 12,000 12,000 12,000
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Olher
100G L0 12C CCO 100.000 - - -
Doas this projecl have any addilional impact on the opseraling budget:
w Spent in Prior
i Expensa Object Accounting Code an serve lo jump FY 10 FY 1t FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
= [Supplies
E Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
2 |Capltal Quay
1 |Debt Service
- z 5 5 5 5 5
5
w
3 Dascription of addilional operating budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsiole Depardment; ] Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scora
Ellen Buchanan MRA 2/29/2008 1128008 1015 ¥ln 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

|Ses C.1P. Instruclions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Tills:

Community Service

URD Il West Broadway Cormdor
Impravements

032 Project #

Cs-03

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Commenls

1. Is lhe projecl necassary lo meal faderal,
slata, or local legal requremenis® This -
terion inchudes projyacls mandated by Court
Order 1o masl requiremen|s of law or olher
requirements Of special concerm is that the
project be accessible to the handicapped

Z Is tha projeci necessary lo fulfit a con-
Iraciual requirement? This crileron includas
Federal or Slale grants which requre local
parirapation. Indicale tha Grant name and
number 1 the comment colume

3. Is this project urgenily required? WAll de-
lay resull in curtaitment of an essential ser-
vice? This slalemenl should ba checked
"Yas" only if an emargency is deary indi-
caled, otherwise, enswar “"Na® I "Yes™,

be sure lo give full justifcation

4 Doas the project provde for and/or m-
prove public haalth andfor public safaty?
This crilerion should be answered "No™ un-
less public health andfor safely can ba
shown to be an urgent or orilical factor.

Quantilative Analysis

Scora
Rangs

Commaents

Weight

Tatal

5. Does the project resull m maxmum
benalil to Lhe community from the
invasimenl dollar?

0-3)

Sirealscapa and corklor improvements are e highly wisibia rearrvesiment in urban renewal dislricts
end can serve to jumpstar inlerest in the West Bmadway Comidor. This project 19 100%
leveraged using lax increment funds.

15

5. Does the proiect requre speedy
mpiementalion in ordar (o assure s
maxxnum sffectiveness?

{0-3)

1f tax inerement funds wera la be usad in conjunciion olher funds for a project inibated by another
departmen such as public works, spesdy mplemalnalion may be neccesary lo carry owl such a
parirership.

7. Does Lhe projeci conserve energy,
cultural or nalural resources, or reduce
poltuticn?

-3}

Through the development of multi-modal mprovements, partaulanly bicycle/padastnan
impravemenis, vehucular travel can ba reducad.

8. Does Lhe projacl impeove or expand
upon assenlial City servicas whera such
services aré recognized and accepled as
being necassary and effective?

©-2)

Traffic cialen and altlemative ransporialion facililies would hkiey be mproved

9 Does the project spactically relale 1o the
City's stralegic plannsy prorities or other
plans?

0-3)

Improvemenls Lhal woukd be dona as a part of s CIP item would be in accordanca with the Wesl
Broadway Comdor Community Vision Plan.

Tetal Score

45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Titie: 07 Project % 03 Project # 09 Project #

Community Service URD Ul Streatscape Improvements cs-03 C8-15 CS-04

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
The Urpan Land Insulute reporl oullines a nurmaer of projects thal wouid coninbule to ravilatization of the URD 1l area hat couid De phas=a in ovar lime. ne suggeshon s to Make
improvments o lhe sireeiscape along major alreets wathin the Dialric! such as Brooks, Soulh, and Mount. Streeiscape improvemenls would include ilems such as sidewelk inslalramJ
and upgrades, landscapng, streel dosures wheme small tiangles have been formed due Lo imegular streel configuration, etc. In the pasl, MRA, has parinered wilh the Public Works
depariment to include slreet amenities on Brooks Slreat and South Avenua in conjunciion wilh cther sireel projecls. Through this CIP llem, MRA wall continue o provide funds for
slreslscape mprovements willan URD 1),

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes No Na

Are there any aite requl Ls;

How s this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
u Funding Source Accouniing Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Tax Increment 7393-000-311011-00 50,000
@
4
—50.000 - 5 = = z
How is this project going lo be spant:
e O = Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
i A.Land Cosl
Z |B. Construction Cost 40,000
W c. Contingencies (10% of B) 4,000
E D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) 8,000
E. Percant for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipmenl Cosls
G, Other
S0.0C0 - - S - 5
Daes Lhis project have any additional Impacl on the operaling budgst:
" Spenl in Prior
th Expense Object Accounting Code and therefore ser FY 10 FY 11 F¥ 12 FY 13 Years
8 Parsonnal
- |Supplies .
& |Purchased Services
O |Fixed Charges
2 |capitat Outlay
¢ |DeblSarvice
= - - - - - -
3
w
g Descriplion of addilional operaling budgal impact:
Preparar's
Responsible Parson: Responsible Depariment: |  Date Submitted ta Financs Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Ellan Buchanan MRA 21297208 2/13/2008 347 p.m. kin 42
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP, Instructions For Explanalion of Criteria)

Program Catagory: Projscl Titla: 08 Project #
Community Service URD Hl Streetscape Improvaments C5.15
Qualilative Analysis Yes No Commenls

1. Is the preyeci necessary 10 meel federal,
state, or local legal requirements? This oi-
terion inciudes projecis mandaled by Courl
OCrdar ta meet requirements of law or other x
requirements. Of spedal concem is thal the
project be acceszible o the handicapped.

2. 1s Lhe project necassary Lo fulfill a con-
liractual requiremen|® This aitenon Includes
Federal or Stale grants which require local x
pariicipation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the comment column.

3. I8 this projact urgentty required? Wl de-
lay resull in curlaiiment of an essential ser-
vica? This siatemenl should be chacked
"Yea" only if an emergency is cleary indi- x
caled; olherwise, answer “No”. If "Yas",
ba sure lo give full justificabon.

4. Does the preject provide for and/or im-
prove public heatth andfor public safety?
This ailerion should be answered "No™ un-
less public heallh and/or safety can be b4
shown (o be an urgenl or ailical facior.

Raw
Quanlilative Analysis Score Tolal
Ranga Comments Weight Score
(0-3
5. Does the projecl result in maximum Strealscapa projects within the URD Il are a very visible showing of public reinvestment within the
benefit Lo the community om the a Districi and therefors serve o encourage privale investment in the area. This project is 100% 5 135
investment dollar? leveraged using 1ax increment funds.
0-3)

8. Does the project require speedy

implementalion in order to assura ita 2 If this money is used through a partnership with with another Department as part of cne of their

projects as in the pasl, liming would be a {acter and speedy implementalion may be Y. g &
maximum effechveneas?
(0-3)
7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or natural resources, of reduce 1 3 3
pollution?
0-2)

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essenlial Cily services whera such 2 4 8
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and eflective?

{0-3)
9. Does the project specifically relale lo the
City's strategic planning priorilies or other 2 Reinvestment in the URD Nl ama is Lhe major focus of efforis to revilalize the Disticl 4 8
plans?

Tolal Score 42

Page CS08



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory: Proiect Titla: 07 Project # 08 Project# 03 Project #

Communily Sarvice Cenlral Parking Ramp Expansion CS.06 C5-35 C5.05

Descriplion and Justification of projest and funding soyrces:
To eonstruct a fourth floor on Central Park parking structure to increase parking inventory. The parking sbructure. Cenyral Park. located at 123 W. Mawn, was bunt in 1860 with the
interal framework to accommodate en addilional fourth floor. WIth the growth in Missoula's downtown, a logical place lo increase the parking invenlory would be on top of an axistni
structure. Curmrently the lhree fioor atructure has approximately 100 spaces per floor, The fourth floor would have the capacity of approximately B0 spaces due lo the nature of the
consbruction foundalion These spaces would ba disignated bolh public short-term and monlhiy long-lerm use.

I3 Lhis aquipment proritized on an aquipment replacament schadula? Yes No NA

Are there any site requirements:

How ig this project going lo be fundad:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Sourca Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 EY 13 Years
E Parking revenue bonds 2,000,000
>
)
[4
- - - 2.CC0 SCo - =
How Is this project going to be speat:
[ S . Spant In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g A.Land Cost
z |B. Construction Coat 1,600,000
g_-' C. Contlngenclas {10% of B) 160,000
% |D. Design & Engineering {15% of B) 240,000
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmant Cosls
G. Othar
- - - 2.0C0,2C0 - -
Doas this project havs any additlonal impact on Lthe opamating budget: . )
w Spent in Prior
5 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
©Q [Parsonnel
[&] o
= [Supplies
g Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
2 |capital oullay
@ |Dabt Service
z a - a = - o
3
W
o
=]

The impact on the Parking Commission's operating budgel would be minimal in hal there is already a booth attendant empieyed full-ime. Both shorl-term and long-term maintenanc
would be minimal in that it would be incorporated Into the existing maintenance plan. There would be increased ulility expenses for lighling and security protection.

Proparor's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depastment:| Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Anne Guasl Parking Commisslon 2/25{2008 12/12/2008 14.50 28g 19
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CAPITAL IMPROVENENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instruclions For Explanatlon of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
Community Service Central Parking Ramp Expansion C5-05
Cualitativa Analysis Yeos No Comments
1. Is the project necassary to meet federal,
stale, or local legal requirements? This ai-
tenon incudas projects mandated by Court
QOrder to meet requirements of law or other X
requirements. OFf special concem is lhal the
project be accessible lo the handicapped
2. I3 |ha projeci necessary lo fulfill a con-
tractual requirement? This anterion includes
Federal or Slale granls which require local X
participation. Indicale lhe Granl name and
numbes in Lhe commenl column.
3. Is this prajact urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull In eurtailmenl of an essanlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
“Yes” only if an ememency is cleary indi- X
caled; otharwise, answer "No®. If “Yas®,
be sure 1o give full jushfication.
4. Doas the prajecl provide For and/or im-
prove public heallh and/or public safety?
This cnlerion should be answered "No™ un-
less public health and/or salety can be X
shown o be an urgent or critical faclor.
Raw
Quantilative Analysis Score Total
Ranges Commaenis Weight Score
03 Cenlral Park ia a remendcus assel o Missoula's downiown. Conslructing an addivonal leva! of
5. Does the project resull in maximum parking would increase tha parking inventory In a very high demand location. The mosl significant
it | the 3 demand is for monthly lease parking. Currently Lhere are approximalefy §0 people on the Wail Lisi q
benefil to the community fom and there is vary lithe tumaver 1n the lease spacas. Adding anolher fioor 1o Central Park would 5 5
investment dollar? enhance the subsianiial investment the Parking Commisison has already commitied lo  Leveraged
100 % wilh Parking revenue bonds
(©-3)
6. Doas the project requirs apeedy Once this project receives priority status, ime is of mederale imporiance due to the disruptien Lhal
implernenlation in order to assura ity 1 witl be caused by the conalruclion. L will be imporiant {o complale the construclion as quickly Bs 4 4
maximum efeclivensss? possible becausa of the loss of revenue from daily parking.
©-2)
7. Does the project conserve energy, This project would consarve space in ihat lhers is already an exisling parking siructure al this
cultural or natural resources, or reduce lecahon and finding an allemalive location would be very difficull in the downtown area. It would 3 =
pollution? maximize Lhe invesimenl the Parking Commissin has elready madas.
©-2)
E. Doas the projec! Improve or expand The Parking Commission's main objeclive is o provide parking. Adding invenlory to the parking
ential City services where such program |s difficull when thera are limiled opporiunilies in a congested downlown. This project 4
UpSIvean ) would definilely expand on tha essentinl services the Perking Commissicn iz responsible for -
services ars recognized and accepled as providing. Thesa services are well recognized by the public, the redailers and business owners to
being necassary and eRective? be necessary for conlinued succass and growlh.
{0-3) ‘ z o
Constnucling a fourth ffoor would help preserve an imporiant elemant of the infrastructure of
the project specifically relate (o the
9.Does ° pr e sPe . n: h downtown Missoula, This project supporls lhe current Slalegic Plan for he cily. Specilically Goal 7
(Gilyta slrategic planning pricriiies or other Two, Community livability, one of the guiding principles siales thal a "well-planned and well- °
plans? omanized infrastructure is essential.”
Tolal Score 15
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

Riverfronl Triangle Parking Structure

07 Project &

08 Projest # E 09 Project #

cs5.08

CS5-26 C5-06

Descriplion

and Justification of project and ¥

At

g sources:

Conslructicn of a 250 spaca parkung struclure to meet the demands of the developemnl o s site. On 5-15-03, |he Board of Direclors of the Missoula Parking Commission {#4PC)
voled to approve the Parking Commission’s participation in the Riverfront Triangle projec! The Parking Commussion will participate in he discussions as lo Lhe role MPC can play in
financing and/or managing parking for the demands of the project. 1t will be impariant o offer parking for bolh the aile develapment as well 23 for public use There is increasing

demand lor pubiic parking in this area and this demand will grow wath Orange Street becarmng a major galeway into the downlown area.

Is thls equipment prioritized an an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Na A
Are there any alte requirements:
How is this projacl golng o ba funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Socurce Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 EFY 12 EY 13 Yaars
Z |MPC bond/pnvate/other. Funding 19 yet 3,500,000
Y o be determined but it will be a
& |combinatien of Parking bonds and
privale money
Cther/Privaie B.000,000
- 9.500,000 - - - -
How is this projeci going lo ba spent: Spent In Prior
Budgsted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 | Years
w [A, Land Cosl
% B. Conslruction Cost 7.500,000
&1 |C. Contingencies (10% of B} 750,000
E D. Design & Englnaering {15% of B) 1,125,000
E. Parcenl for Art {1% ol B}
F. Equipmenl Costs
G. Other
- 9,375,000 - - - -
Does Lhis project have any additienal Impact on the operating budget: R
%) Spent in Prior
"J, Expanse QObject Accounting Ceda FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
S [Personnal 20,000 20500 26,500 20000
- |Supplies
g Purchasnd Services
0 |Fixad Charges
3 |capital outlay
 |Dsbt Service
z - 20600 20005 20,006 20000 -
g
i
% Descariplion of addivonal oparating budget Impact.
Preparar's
Responsible Parson: Rasponsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Intials Total Score
Anne Guesl Parking Commlission 2252008 11/28/2008 10:00 ag a
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1
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.I.P. Instructlons For Explanation of Criteria)

| Program Category: Project Title: 0% Project &
Community Service | Riverfront Trlangle Parking Structure CS.06
Qualitative Analys!s Yes No Comments
1 Is the projecl necessary lo meat faderai,
state, or local Jegal requirements? This ori-
lenon includes projecls mandaled by Courl
Order lo meet requirements of law or alher X
requirements. Of special concem (s thal lhe
project be accessible 10 the handicapped.
2 Is ihe project necessary Lo fullil a con-
Iractual requiremenlt? This enterion includea
Federal or Siale granis which require local
panticipation. Indicate lhe Grant name and
number in the commenit cofumn.
3. |5 this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in curtailment of an exsential ser-
wica? This sialement shoutd be checked
"Yes" only tf 8Bn emergency is clearly indi- X
caled; otherwisa, answer “No™. [ "Yes",
be sura to give full uskfication.
4. Does the project provide for andfor im-
prove public health andfor public safety?
Thua cnterton should he answered *No® un-
less public heallh andfor safety can be
shown lo be an urgen! or calical faclor.
Raw
Quantitative Analyals Score Total
Range Comments Walght Scare
@3 The Riverfront Tnangle Project would be B great benefil lo the community as a whole and in
5. Does lhe projedd rasult In maximum particular to the downtown ares There is already a noled demand lor parking in this area and i
benefil lo the communily rom lhe a would only increase wilh the developemnl of office, retad and residential space. This project would 5 15
investment doflar? enhance the vilalty of Missoula's dowrniown. Onca MRA administers an RFP for potential
developers, the Parking Commission’s role in this project will be more clearly dafined.
0-3)
8. Does the pmject require spaedy Because the Riverfronl Triangle parking siructure would be bull underground, the construction of
implementalion In ordar lo aasure jls 1 this facility would need lo be accomplished first then followed by Lhe davelopmeant and construclion 4 4
mmeamum etecliveness? of the office, retail, residenlial and public facililies.
{0-3)
7. Coes the project conserve energy,
cultural or natural resources, or reduce Mo, 3 .
pollulion?
(©-2)
B. Doas the project improve of sxpand
upon easential City sarvices whers such 2 This project definitely improves and expands upon essential City services in an area thal will require 4 a
services are racognized and accepled as greal consideration lo lhe parking demand created by this project
beng necessary and effeclive?
0-3)
9. Does the project specifically relals 1o tha The improvements to this sile will encourage grealer use of the lrail syatem by pedestnans and
City's alralegic planning prorilies or other 1 bicydlists. This will promaote the use of altemalive ransportalion thal is & specific ilem in Gorl 2 - 4 4
plans? Community Livability
Tolal Score 31
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Communlty Service

Waterproofing parking structures

07 Project #

08 Project &

09 Project #

Cs-07

CS5-34

C5-07

Dascription ang justification of projsct and funding sources:

Exposed concrete parking slruciures naed o bs vwawerprootad n order to ensure tha iongewty of tna slructure  Both Central Park, the parking structurs losaied at 128 %, Mamn and
the Bank Strest Slructure will need {o have a walerproof coal applied 1o the enlire surface of the upper exposed lavel in order to keep the structure m safe, operabla condilion for the
future In spite of lhe costs invalved, if this is nat done in a umety manner, delerioralion will ocour and sventually result in greal repair costa in the fulure

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
Arg thare any site raquirements:
How is Lhis project going to be fundad:
Funded in Prior
!g Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Parking Revenue NA 300.CC0
=
ik
4
= - 300 Ca0 - =
is thia project geing to b g
How is this projact geing to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounling Code FY 05 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w (A, Land Cost
% 8. Constiruclion Cost
W |c. Contingencles [10% of B)
1’;5 D. Design & Enginearing {15% of B}
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equlpmant Cosis
G. Olher 300.000 300,000
- - 300.2c0 - - 300,000
Does this projecl have any addillonal Impecl on tha operating budget: .
[ Spenl in Prior
n Expansa Objecl Accounling Cods FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 12 Years
Q [Personnal
(5] i
I Supplies
] Purchasad Sarvices
G |Fixed Charges
2 |capltal Outlay
@ |Debt Service
-4 5 o - - R -
3
w
3 Description of addiional operaling budgel impact.
Preparer's
Rasponsible Person: Responsible Bepartment: Date Submitted to Firance Today's Date and Time Initals Total Score
Anne Guest Parking Commission 2/2512008 11/28/2008 9-54 ag 31
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instruclicns For Explanation of Criteria)

Community Service

Program Category: Project Title:

Waterproafing parking structuras

09 Project #

C5-07

Qualitalive Analysis

Yas

No

1 is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slate, or local legal requiremenls® This cr-
lerion includes projects mandated by Courl
Order la meel requirements of kaw or other
requirements. OFf special concem Is that the
praject be accessible to lhe handicapped.

2. |5 the projec necessary to fulfil a con-
traclual requirement? This cnlenon includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
parlicipalion, Indiale the Grant name and
number in the commenl column,

3. Is thia project urgently required? Will de-
lay resutt in curlailment of an essential ser-
vice7? This statement should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency is clearty inoi-
caled; ctharwise, answer "No”, If "Yes",

ba sure o give full jusification.

4. Does the project provide [or andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This criterion should be answered *Na® un-
lzas public health and/or safety can be
shown 1o ba Bn urgent or critical factor.

Quantitathre Anatysis

Score
Range

Comments

Walghi|

Total
Score

5. Does the project result in maximum
benefit to tha community from Lhe
investmenl dollar?

{0-3)

Both parking atruclures are a tremendous asset lo Missoula’s downtown. Itis important Lo conduct
prevenlalive mainienance before inevilable delenoration occurs. Walerpreofing the upper jevels
will cerlainfy protect this community investment.

15

6. Doas the projeci require speedy
implemanlalion In order (o assure its
maximum effectiveness?

0-3)

Completing the walerproofing of both structures should be complaled in 8 bmely manner. Basically
the sooner the batter though il ia not catical.

7. Doeas tha project conserve energy,
cullural or natural esources, or reduce
poilution?

(0-3}

8. Does lhe projeci improva or axpand
upon esyential Gity services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

0-2)

Basically thia project mamlains the current level of service and helps 1o preserve a major asset {hat
supporl the Parking Commiasion's mission.

5. Does Lhe project specifically relats to lhe
City's stralegic planning priorities or other
plans?

o3

Yes in that | spaaks 1o the preservation of infrastruciure that would resull in grealer costs if it was
nol properly mainlained. This project supporis the cument Stralegic Plan for the City. Specifically,
In Goal Two, Community Livability, one of the guiding pnneiples slates thal a "well-planned and well-
organized infrastruciure Is essantial "

Tolal Score

31

Page C514




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Proioct # ‘ G8 Proect # 0% Project ¥

Community Service Web Infrastructure Update CS-01 C5-02 €S-08

Description and justificaticn of nroject and funding sources:

This CIP request 15 for wab infrastructure sofivare which expanas iine scope of the previous CRM (Cibizen Regquest Management) CIP first approved for funding m
FY'04

A complele revamp of the existing web platform involves a new web design, data storage, email and documenl management and CRM on a modem web platform
|hat will serve (o centralize data types Additionally, a repository and archival software for email and document data types will furlher sireamline business processs
that are now cumbersome and are a drain on arganizalional produchvity

The wehb/soffware infrasineciure will supporl exlranet and internet funclions network-wide while improving access to dala types for anyone using the web sile. The
data will reside 1n one place versus currenl method of one file residing on multiple servers  Our current sile does net conform o Lhe Federal Disabilities Acl or
Sechion 508 Rehabilitaton Act adopted by the State of Montana. Section 508 applies {o the web technical design standards in ihe Electronic and Information
Technology Accessibility Slandards at 36 CFR Part 1194

I5 Lhis equipment priorilized on an equipment replacament schedule? Yes No NA

Ara thara any site requiremants:

Comprehensive revamp of web infrastruciure

B

How is this project going lo be funded
Funded in Prior
Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w |CIP Fund Balance - carrylerwarc 61,000
= |ADA 40,000
I.Iz.l CIP Transier IN - Mayor's Budgal 25,000
2 | Generaf Fund 14,000 59,000 5,000 o 52,371
X [Sewer Fund 9,800 41,300 2,500 - 36,660
Building Fund 2,800 11,800 1,000 - 10,474
MRA 700 2,950 250 “ 2,618
MPC 700 2.950 250 - 2619
134000 118 N0C 10 GLG - - 104,743
How Is this project going to be spant Spentin Prior
Budpeled Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 EY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosl
£ |B. construction Cost
W ¢ contingencies {10% of B
¥ |D- Dasign & Enginaaring {15% of B
E. Percent for Arl{1% of B}
F. Equlpment Cosls [servers; 39,000
G. Other [software) AC6M.397 410587.93C 145,000 118.000 10,000 43,664
154 00J 118 500 10 C0U - B 43,664
Does this project have any additional Impact on the operaling budgel:
Spent In Prior
£ Expense Object Accounting Code Fyng FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
v [Personnel
8 Softwara licenses 1000.280.430100.21C 11,655
E Software llcenses 1000.220 410210.38C 3,490
0 [Software licenses 1000.220.410210.35C 245
S |Saftware maintenance 1000.224.410580.33C - 10,900 22,920 22,920
@ |Fixed Charges
9 |Capital Cutlay
E |DeblService
§ - 10.900 22,920 22.525 - 15840
w
o
Q
Descriplion of addilional operating budgal impact:
1.) Transfer $25,000 FY 2008 general fund allocalion from the Mayor's inlo this CIP budel for the websile revamp.
Preparer's
Rasponslble Parson: Responsitle Dapartment: Date Submitled lo Flnance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Carl Horton IT 1171212008 16:28 | LJ 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.I.P. Instructions For Expl of Criteria)
Program Category: Project Title: 09 Projecl #
Community Service Web Infrastruclure Update £5-08
Qualltative Analysis Yes No Comments
1 Is (he projecl necessary lo meel faderal,
slale, or local legel requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Crder |o meel raguirements of [aw or olher X
requirements. Of special concem is thal the
project be accessible to lhe handicapped.
2. 1s the project necessary to {ulfil a con-
traciual requirement? This crilenon includes
Federal or Stale grants which require local X
participation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in the cernmenl column
3. 13 this project urgently required? VIl de-
lzy resull in curtailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This stalemenl should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is cleary indi- X
caled; olherwise, answer "No™. If "Yes®,
ba sure to give full justification.
4. Doas the project provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This enlerion should be answered "No® un-
|eas public heallh and/or salety can be X
shown lo ba an urgent or critical facior
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total|
Ranga Comments Waeighl| Score
©3)
5. Does the project result m maxmum
benefil to the communily from the 2 This project is 50% leveraged from nen-general funds. 5 10
investmenl dollar?
(0-3)
6. Does the projecd require spesdy A new wab platfonm enables the efficien| delivery of digilal services o the clizens of Missoula. Tha
implamenlation in order Lo assure ils 2| =wsting structure has become exiremely cumbersome Lo use [or cilizens, elected officials and staff. 4 8
maximum effectivenass? A quick project turn-arcund will mcrease efficiencies across the board and improve senace delivery.
0-3) A web sile offering a full complement of digial services will mwnimize lhe number of imes Missaula
7. Does [he project conserve energy. cilizens, elacied offimals and olhers outsxda of the city need lo ravel or telephone city hall (o procurd
information, pay bills, apply for jobs, requast services, ate. Nel return is less vehicle miles raveled
cultun.ai or natural feseurces, of reduca 2 resulling in cleaner air, less use of lossil fuels and traffic congestion on city sireela. Paper 3 g
pollution? consumplion and poslage cosls are reduced while cilizens are provided access 1o city services 2477
via the web.
A modem web style with easy navigalion becomes tha face of the city to Ihose it serves. Improving
and increasing staffs abilily o rack end respond 1o clizen issues more quickly and effectively i1s
A xpavers dollars and improye 5rR s} services
(0-2) | significant staff resource savings will be reslized in the area of documanl requasts, plus, service
8. Does Lhe projecl improve or expand delivery improvemenls relaled lo requasls fof Informalion will be reslized, The collection of cilizen
upon essentiad City services where such 2| commenls and the ability 1o report on opponent/proponent slatus via real-lime reporis will be 4 B
ices are recognized and accepled as advaniageous lo elecled officials. Web bas.ed pmnl.ol' %nlry for uhzens.c!!lers o.onvenfence far them
. I and short-racks work-efforl for slafl. Once information is enlered, he cilizen will receive
@ing ecassary And EFeclve acknowledgemenl of the subrtial and have an ability 1o verify the slalus of the service delivery.
Communication with the public will be improved.
(0-3)
9. Does the project specilically relate lo Lhe CRM is essenlial in mainlaming community involvemen in all funcliens of Lhe City and direclly meel
City’s strategic planning priorities or olher 3| the Community Involvement 2005 siralegic objeclive to "develop a web-based mechanism lo 4 12
plans? respond lo citizen comment or queslions and code enforcament concems.
Taolal Score 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2012

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project # 09 Project #
Community Service ADA Study/implemeniation Cs-32 C5-00
Descripion and Justification of project and funding sources:
See allached ADA FYD8 project listing,
Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thers any she requirements:
How is (his project golng Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Scurce Accounling Code FY 08 FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years
Z |Generat Fund 4060.380.430000.93C 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
YlTiie | 4060.390 430000.93C 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
& |Beginning Balance in CIP - Camyforwarc 153,573
203,573 50.000 50,000 50.000 50,000
15 Lht: i :
How Is Lhia project going to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budgetad Funds Accounling Code FY 08 FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years
w [A, Land Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost
W c. contingencles {10% of B)
35 |D- Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B)
E. Perceni for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipmenl Costs
G, Other 50,000 50,000 50,000 56,000 50,000
50.000 000 50,000 50,000 50.000 -
Doaes this projecl have any additional Impact on the operating budgel:
w proj 2 = LA 2 g Spent In Prior
'ﬁ Expense Object Accounling Code FY 08 FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years
O [Personnsl
E Supplies
W |purchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
2 |capital Outlay
o |Debl Service
-4 = = o a = a
=
g
& |Description of addiional operaling budgel impact:
Responsible Preparar's
Responsible Person: Department: Pate Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Gall Verianic Human Resources 1112/2008 18:30 MB/GV -
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Sse C.LP. Instructions For Explanatlon of Critetia)

Program Calegory: Profect Title:

Community Service ADA Swydy/implomeniation

08 Project #

CsS08

Qualtative Analysis

Yas

No Comments

1. Is the project necesaary lo meel lederal,
slale, or local legal requiremenis? This cn-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Courl
Order lo meet requirements of law or other
requirements. Of special concem is Lhat Lhe
project ba accessible to the handicapped,

Americans wilh Disabilities Acl (ADA)

2. Is the project necassary lo lulfil @ con-
raciual requiremant? This crilerion Includes
Federal or Slale granls which require local
parlicipation. Indicate the Grant name and
number In the commenl column.

Federal Funds (contracts, granls, CDBG) require compliance wilh ADA

3. Is this project urgently required? Will de-
lay result in curlailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This siatemenl should be checked
"Yes® only if an emergency Is clearly indi-
caled; olhenvisa, answer "No®. If "Yes",

be sure (o give full jusification.

4. Does the project provide lor andlor fim-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No” un-
less public heallh end/or safety can be
shown o be an urgent or crilical facior,

Quantitative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Waelght

Total
Score

5. Does the project resull In maximum
benefit lo the community from the
Invesiment dollar?

(0-3)

15

6. Does Lhe project requine speedy
Implemenlation in order lo assure ils
maximum effectiveness?

(0-3)

In some cases capilal plans and remodels can include ADA accessibility measures by being
included in the originsl project of remodel consiruction plans.

7. Does the pmjecl conserve anergy,
cultural or nalural resources, or reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

8. Does Lhe project improve or expand
upon essenlial Cily services where such
services am recognized and accepled as
baing necessary and efleclive?

-2

Program accessibillly lo citizens and employees with disabilies,

9. Does the project specifically relale fo the
City's slralegic planning priorilies or other
plans?

(0-3)

Has been included in stralegic planning priorities and can be incorperaled with many stralegic
goals ol the organization.

Tolal Score

35
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C5-09

Location
an{ormuck Park P1
McCormick Park P1

iy fair Park P1
wiair Park P1
vinyfair Park P1
Playfar Park Pl

web $ie
FY08 Projects

Ly Hall

Halt

Hall

City Hall
McCormick Park *
Cormick Park *

City Hall

City Hall
metery
:Cormick Park

Proposed ADA CIP for FY09 - FY13

ADA Project Funds Available 7/1/07

Ada Projects (o be completed FY09
Work Needed

Requested for FY09-FYI13

Listed by Prionity
Access and signage Tor ADA parking designation:
Trails 1o conmect parking lot to Park

Little League baseball parking to sidewalk sysien
Provide designated parking

Access from sidewalk to dike trails

Accessible 1o baseball fields

Purchase software (o make City web-site ADA complhian
FY09 Subiotal

FY08 ADA Projects Completed
Install componenis for ADA door opener Spruce Sireet entrance
ADA accessible desk
ADA accessible credenza
Install ADA door opener oulside entrance 1o Police Departmen
Bridge for Silver's Lagoon
Assemble dock railing:
Subtotal of completed projects
FY08 ADA Projects to be Completed
Install ADA door opener outside Ryman Sireet entrance
Inswall ADA door opencr outside Ryman Street enfrance
Sidewalk to veleran's memoria
Redo irail sysiem ADA connectors to bridge/fishing acces:
Subletal of projects to be completed
Toral of ADA Projects in FY08

Expecled balance as of 6/30/08
FY beginning balance

FY projected ending balance

153,644.00
FY09

$25,000

$50,000

$40,000

$115,000
$2,992.78
$713.20
$577.80
52,992 78
$2,300.00
$2,500.00
$12,076.56
$2,993.78
$2,993.78
$8,000.00
25,000 00
$35,993.78
548,070.34
$105,572.86

$155,573.66

$40,573.66

Page €521

FY10

525,000

$25,000

£50,000

590,573.66

$40,573.66

FY1l

$25,000

$25,000

550,000

§90,572.66

$40,573.66

FYI2

525,000

$25.000

$50,000

$90,573.66

$40,573.66

FY13

£25,000

550,000

$90,573.66

$40,573.66



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Project #
Community Service Cemelery mower Cs-09 CS-04 C5-10
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
The City of Missoula Growth (Vehicle) Replacement lists a new Cemelery mower for FY 09 for $28,000.00 . Cemetery Mainlenance M | d the repl erd schedule and
existng Cemelery equipment delemmining that a new mower cannot be jusiified for FY 09 a3 he did for FY 08. The mower will be moved oul to FY 2011,
13 this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Ara there any sile requirements:
How s thls #cl going lo be funded:
PR Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accouniing Code FY DS FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E' Cemelery 40,000 40,000 40,000
>
w
4
= = 40,000 40.000 40,000 -
] to be [H
How Is this project going to be spen Spent In Prior
Budgaled Funds Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A. Land Cost
'£ B. Construction Cosl
& |c. Contingencies (10% of B)
% |D- Design & Enginearing {15% of B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipmeni Costs 40,000 40,000 40,000
G. Other
S - 40.000 40,000 40,000 -
Does Lhis projecl have any additlonal impacl on Lhe operating budget:
0 Spenl In Prior
[ Expenss Objeci Accountlng Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
§ Personnel
 [Supplies
B {purchased Services
2 [Fined charges
& [Capitel Outay
© |Debt Service
4 = o - - S o
5
1l
& | Description of additional operating budgel impact: NA
Proparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: |  Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scere
Douglas Waters Comelery . 1111272008 16:32 DW 20|
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
(See CJ.P. Instructlona For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Title;

Community Service Ceametlery mower

08 Project #

CS-04

Cuallialive Analysls

Yes

No

Comments

1 ls the project necessary lo meel federal,
siale, or locs! legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandated by Courl
Order lo meal requirements of law or other
requirements. Of special concem i thal the
project be accessible lo the handicapped.

2. Is the projeci necessary 1o fulfi] a con-
ractual requirement? This arilerion Includes
Federal or State grants which require local
pariicipalion. Indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment column.

3. Is this projecl urgently required? Wl de-
|2y resull in curleilment of an essential ser-
wice’? This slalement should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency is deary indi-
cated, otherwise, answer "No". If "Yes",

be sure o give Rl justification.

4. Does the projact provide for endfor im-
prove public health and/or public safaly?
This aiterion should be answered “No® un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown o be an urgeni or critical fector.

Quantitlative Analysis

Comments

Woelght|

Total
Score

5. Does Lha project resull in maximum
benefit 1o the community from tha
invesimenl doflar?

6. Does Lhe projeci require speedy
implementation in order lo assure ils
maximum effectivenesas?

(0-3)

7. Does the projed conserve eneigy,
cultural or natural resources, of reduce
poliuion?

(0-3)

8. Does the projed Improve or expand
upon essential City services whera such
services are recognized and accepled as
being neceasary and effeclive?

0-2}

9. Does lhe project specifically relale lo the
Cily's strelegic planning pnonties or olher
plana?

(0-3)

Tolal Score

20
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Catefiory: Project Title: 07 Project® | 02 Project¥ 0% Project #
Communlty Service Cemetery Backhos new cs-11

Descriplion and justification of project and hunding H
Fmdnghsmedwﬂlmplmhwesmmmmmhmaw Thss 18 year cid ural is 8 primary urat in the Cemelery operaons. Unil 805 Is becorming tired,
undependable, end will s00n ba difficult to gel the repar paris neadad lo keep in functional  Funding Lhvs equipment replacement In Fy 2010 will help mnimize unscheduled
equpment repairs, epar costs, and disrupbons In operabonal efficiency.

Is this equipment prioritized on an aquipment replacement schedula? \;aas__ No NA

Are there any site requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How |s this project going lo be hmded:

Funded in Prior
Fundinp Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
General Fund / Cemelery Fund 70,000 -
- 70,000 - - - 5
How s th: to be z
low s project going to be spent: Spent In Prior

;‘lt_ndgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A. Land

B, Construclion Cost

C. Contingencies (10% of B)

D. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Percenti for Al (1% of B)

F. Equlpmem Costs 70,000
G. Other

- 70.000 - - - S

Does thie project have any additionsl Impact en the operaling budget

Spent in Prior
E Expanse Object Accounting Code FY D9 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O |Personnel
2 |supplies
W | Purchased Services .
2 |Fixed Charges
2 [Caphal Outtay
g Debl Service
£ B A g 5 = B
3
3 Descariphon of addiironal operaling budgel mpact  Furding thes project in a bmely (ashion will rechuece squip i op WP cO5Ly iated with unschaduled treakdowns and
repaire
Preparers
Reaponsible Person: Responsible Department:|  Date Submitted Lo Finance Today's Date and Time tnitiala Tolal Score
Jack Stucky Public Works 1141272009 1633 35 27
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
(See C.IP. Inslructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory:

Project Tille:

Community Service

Cemetory Backhoe

09 Project #

€51

Cualltative Analysls

Yas

No Comments

1. Is the projecl necessary lo meel federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenis? This ari-
lerion includes projecls mandaled by Courl
COrder lo meel requitemenis of law or other
requiremenls. Of special concem s thal the
pioject be accessible to Lhe handicapped.

2. 13 the project necessary lo fulfill B con-
traciual requirement? This ailerion includes
Federal or Siaie grants which require local
participation. Indicate the Granml neme and
number in the commenl column.

3. 13 this projeci urpentty required? Wil de-
ley resull In curiailmenl of an essentinl ser-
vica? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes” only il an emergency iz ceary indi
cated; clherwise, answer "No®. If "Yes®,
be sura Lo give full justification.

4. Does the projedt provide for and/for im-
prove public heallh endior public safaly?
Thia criterion showld be answered “No™ un-
less public heallh andfor safety can be
shown (o be an urgent or ailical faclor.

Quanlitative Anulysls

Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Tolal

5. Does Lhe projec! resull in maximum
benefil {o the community from the
invesiment dollar?

©-3)

This wnit is scheduled for replacement in FY 2010. An equipmenl replacement ailerion sheel will bg
provided al Lthal lime.

6. Does the piojed require speedy
implemenietion in order lo assure ils
maximurn effecliveness?

(0-3)

This unil is scheduled for replacement in FY 2010.

7. Does |he projed conserve energy.,
culural or paiural resources, of reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

Iech

The ting unlt 605 is b logically obsolete, Newer backhoes produce less harmful
exhausl emissions then the older machines,

8. Does the project Improve or expand
upon essential City senvices where such
servicas are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effecliva?

©-2)

This unil is needed to perform Limedy burial services. Frequent repairs and breakdowns associated
wilh okder equipmeni will Impaci the quality of Lhis essenlial City service.

9. Does Lhe projec] spedifically relate lo the
City's stralegic planning priorilies or olther
plans?

(0-3)

Organizelional Managemerl, This portion of the siralegic plan promoles effeclive efficient
managemen! end sound fiscal managemenl.

Tolal Score

27
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

Aerial Qrthopholography Update

07 Projact #

08 Project 8

09 Project #

Cs-12

Description and Jusiificalion of project and funding sources;

Surveyors, Planners and Archilects.

FProjed provides lor an aerial orihophotography fight of the Waslewaler Service Area (appoximalety 100 square miles) to continue aerial orthophotography on a 4-year cycle.

Almost all City Depariments { Allomey, Fire, Parks, Polica, Public Works - All Divisicns, MRA, OPG and some County Deparimenis} use the Aerlal Orthophotegraphy. 1L Is available on
the City's ArclMS {Inlemet Map Server} on lhe Cily's Webpage and on Googte Earth. Il Is also used by Slale Agencies and Ihe University of Monlana along with Consulting Engineers,

Im this equipment priorlzed on an equlpmeni replacement schadula? Yes No NA
X
Are thera any sile requirements:
How s Lhis project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
ll:J Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
Z |Sewer RED 47,200
2 (mRrA 1,200
L |eviking Parmil 18,400
- 66,800 - - S 5
How is this project going to ba spent:
project going = Spent In Pror
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yaars
g A. Land Cosi
Z |B. Constructlon Cost o o o - N .
Wlc. contingencies (10% of B) o - - . R i
{5 |- Deslgn & Engineering [15% of B) - - - - . _
E. Parcant for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosis
G, Other 68,800
- 66,800 - - 5 S
Doaes this project have any addltlonal impact on the operailng budgat:
" Spant n Prior
] Expense ObJeci Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O |Personnel
2 Supplies
m Purchased Services
8 [Fixed Charges .
2 |Cuphal Qutlay
(3 |Debi Service
-4 . - B - N 5
3
W
3 Descriphon of addilional operaling budgel Impact
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Dan Jordan Public Works 3/4f2008 111272008 16:34 CJK ag
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See C.IP. Ir lons For Explanation of Criteria)
Program Category; Project Tita: 09 Project#
Communlty Service Aerlal Onthophotography Update CS-12
Qualiatlve Anatysks Yos No Comments
1. Is the project necessary lo maat federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Counl
Order 1o meet requirements of law of olher X
requirements. Of special concem s thal the
project be accessibie lo the handicapped.
2, Is the project necessary lo fulfil a con-
raclual requirement? This crilerion includes.
Federal or Stale granls which requira local X
pariicipalion. Indicale the Granl name and
number in Ihe comment column.
3. Is this project urgently required? Will de-
lay resull in curtailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slatemenl should be checked
“Yes® only il an emergency Is clearly indi- X
caled; olherwise, answer "No™. If “Yes”,
be sure lo give full juslification.
4. Does the projec] provida for andfor im-
prove public haalth and/or public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No® un-
less public health and/or safety can be X
shown Lo be an ungenl or wilica! facior.
Raw
Quantiative Anatysis Score Total
Range Commenia Welght Score
- .
. } The aerial pholographs are an Important component of the City's GIS including the permil program
5. Does the project resull in maximum and base mapping thal are Invaluabla for City project planning, local public uliliies, Office of Planning
benefil o he community from he 3| and Grants, consulting firms, real estale agendes, elc. Examples induds the pilot projects for the 5 15
investment dollar? Missoula Redeveiopmenl Agency’s Urban Renewel Districi | and Il compuler generated maps for the .
public, etc, Almos) all City projects ulilize the aedal pholos.
©-3)
6. Does the project require speedy
Implemeniation in order lo assure jts 1| Yes, there are areas in the Wastewaler Service Area thal are changing rapldly. 4 4
maximum effectiveness?
©-3)
7. Does Lha project conserve eneqgy,
cultural of natural resources, or reduce 1| Used for wasiewaler collectlon deslgn and ptanning. 3 3
poltulion?
(0-2)
8. Does the project improve or expand
ﬁ:lo ::; sarvicas wh;:asu ch 1 Building Code enforcement, Since all recorded Information abour any given area of lhe Cily is 4 4
YRR essen available In various ways / sizes, Lhe limils of services o Ihe public and privale agents has yel to be
services are recognized and accepted as explored,
being necessary and effective?
(0-3)
| j ifically relale lo the
9. N ;ijec! speuﬁca N I 3 The Geographic Information Management Siralegic Plan identifies the need for updated
City's sirategic planning prioriies or ather orthophotography every 4 years for the Permiling System and the Assel Management System 4 12
plans?
Tolal Scors 38
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Communlty Service

City Hall Basamenl| Water Damage

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

CS-20

C5-13

Description and Justification of project and funding sources:

Funding Lhis project will complele the restoration and repair (he waler damage lo (he Wes! end basemeni area of City Hall.
quile some tme. Lasl years CIP included a project thal reconstructed the sidewalk and parking area abave the basemen! shooting range. This project when completed shoutd slop
the water from entering the building. Once lhe leakage has slopped il will be necassary o repalr the damages caused by the waler, The research compleled by Maxim Technologies|
indicated thal Lhere are no airbome hazards al this ime, however, some mediation of fixed mokds will included in Lhis project.

Water has leaked into the Cily Hall Easl end basement for]

Is this equipmant prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sile requiremonts:
How Is this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
“:J Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [General Fund 8,500 —_—
&
4
[ - - - 5 5
How Is this project going to be spent:
project going = Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0§ FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY {3 Years
w A, Land Coat
% iB. Consiructlon Cost - - - - o -
W lc. Contingencles (10% of B) = o 5 - . .
% |D. Deslgn & Englneering {15% of B} - = - - . -
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equlpmeni Costs
G, Other 1000.321.411810.620 §.500
8,500 5 g - - s
Does this project have any additlonal impacl on the operating budgeL:
w Spent in Prior
a Expense Oblect Accounting Code FY 00 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yaars
8 Personnel
=~ |Supplles
W |punchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
o |Capital Cutlay
@ |Dabi Service
=z - = 5 - o -
3
w
% Descriplion of addilional operaling budget impact;
Preparer's
Responsible Parson: Respensible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Bate and Time Initials Total Score
Jack Stucky Publlc Works 3/4/2008 11/112/2008 16:39 JS 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Ses C.I.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
Community Service City Hall Basement Water Damage i CS-13
Qualiiative Analysis Yes No Comments
1. Is the projeci necessary to meel federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This oi-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Onrder to meel requirements of law or other X
requiremenls. Of speclal concem is thal the
project be accessible to the handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary lo fulfill a con-
lraciual requirement? This crilerion Includaes
Federal or Slale granis which require local X
participalion, Indicate the Granl name and
number in lhe commen! column,
3. Is this project urgentlly required? Wl de-
[ay resull in curlailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slatemenl should be checked -
"res" only if an emergency 1s clearly Ind- X
caled; olherwisa, answer "No®, i "Yes",
be sure lo give full justification.
4, Does Uhe project provide lor andfor Im-
prove public heatth andfor public salaty?
Thiz erilerion should ba answered "No® un-
less public health and/or safety can be X
shown lo be an urgeni or critical faclor.
Raw
Quaentitative Analysls Score Total
Range Comments Welght Storg
03}
§. Does the project resull In maximum As the basement in City Hall continues (o deleriorale, the cosl lo repair il will increasa subslantially
benelil lo the community from the 2| eachyear. Ilis monetarily advanlageous to make lhis repair as soon as possible.  Time will 5 10
Nnvesiment dollar? increase bolh the slze of the repair areas and the cosl of the repalr.
©-3)
6. Doas Lhe project require speedy Tims will increase bolh Ihe cost of the repalrs and lhe disturbance Ihe repairs will make to the
implemenlalion in order (o assure ils 3| werkplace. Addilionaly, the remediation poriion of this project should be compleled as soan as 4 12
maximum effectiveness? possible lo eliminate any polential health concemns.
©-3)
7. Does |ha project conserve energy, Clty Hall s & cuhurs! - it d enha . y
reseurce, this projecl preserves and enhances Lhe appearance of City Hall.
FiliEEL or na TRl Tesources, of reduce 2| Tis project will nelp preserve & significant public servica center. 3 Gl
poliulien?
©-2)
8. Does Ihe projec] improve or expand
upon essential City sarvicas where such 3| This project promoles Lhe appearance of Cily Hall and all of the essential sarvices Ihat are supported 4 12
services are recognized and accepled as by City Hall activities,
being necessary and eflective?
©-3)
9. Does Ihe project specifically refale to Lhe o . . X
City's sirategic planning prioriies or other e eOrgamp‘:;;l::naJ managemenl and the preservation of assels as well as (he "physical well being of p 0
plans?
Tolal Score 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Projeci #
Community Service City Shop Tools and Hoists CS-24 CS-14
Bescription and justification of project and funding sources:
Funding thls project will purchase and install some shop lools and hoisls that will improve the efficiency of the shop operations,
FY08 Purchase one on car brake lathe ($7,000), and one addilional car and light truck movable tire helsi ($8,000).
FY02 Purchase a six lower hydraulic lifi system for large trucks ($38,000)
Is this equipment prioritized on an equlf it repl 1 schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any slte requirements:
How Is this project going 1o be funded:
Funded in Prior
'-':-' Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g General Fund 15,000 38,000
i
[
- 15,000 28,000 - B B
How [s 1his projecl going to be spent:
project going - Spent in Pror
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 43 Years
w A. Land Cosl
Z |B. Construction Cost - - - - - -
W1c. Contingancies {10% of B) . . . . ~ i
{5 |D. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) - - . - . B
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs 1600.321.431350.040 15,000 38,000
G. Othar
- 15,000 38.000 - - -
Does this project have any ndditional Impacl on the operating budgel:
- Spent in Prior
a Expenss Object Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
O [Peracnnel
2 Supplles
m Purchased Services (2,320) {2,320 {2,320)
& |Fized Charges
a Capltal Qutiay
v |Debt Service
.% - {2,320} {2,320 {2,320 - 5
g
% Description of additional operaling budgel impact.
i
Proparer's
Responsibla Parson: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Jack Stucky Public Works 34412008 111122008 18:41 Js 42
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanatien of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Communlty Service

Clty Shop Tools and Halsts

09 Project #

Cs-14

Qualltative Analysis

Yes

No

Commants

1. Is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slals, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
terion includes projects mandaled by Cour
Order to meet requiremenls of law of other
requirements. Of special concem is Lhal lhe
projeti be accessible to the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary lo fulfill a con-
Iraciual requiremeni? This ciiterion includes
Federal or Stale granls which require lecal
parlicipation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the commenl column,

. Is this projecl wpenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in cunailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
“Yes" onty if an emergency Is clearly [ndi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No“ If “Yes®,

be sure |o give full justification.

4. Does ihe project provide For and/or im-
prove public heallh and/or public salety?
This crilerion should be answered "No® un-
less public health andfor safety can be
shown lo be an yrganl or critical factor.

Although, this projec! Is nol an eminent safety concem, we do have mechanlcs working on vehldes while Jacked up
and on jack stands thal woutd be much safer performing the same work on @ holsl. Additlonally on Lhe car rolor
luming promolas a high quality brake Job that is a significan| advanlage lo officers performing high speed pursuils.

Quantitalive Analysls

Score
Range

Commenis

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does (he project result in maximum
benefil to he community from the
investmenl dollar?

-3

Please see supporl page,

15

6. Does lhe pmject require speedy
implementalion in order lo assures lis
maximum effectveness?

(0-3)

We can elarl laking advanlage of the efficiency benefils associated with productivity as soon a3 this

project Is implemenled,

7 Doas lhe project conserve energy,
cultural or nalural sources, or reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

8. Does the projeci improve or expand
upon essential City services whers such
sefvices are recognized and accepled as
being necassary and effective?

¢-2)

Brake pulse has been an cngeing problem In City vehicles following brake jobs. This Is specifically g
probler in vehicles that may be invelved in a high speed pursuil. This project will improve braking
performance and enhance safely of everyone using Clty vehicles. We cumently have to back log
projecis wailing for holsi to empty. Wa can reduce the amounl of vehicle down lime by adding a lire

holsl Tor tire and brake work.

B. Does the pmject specifically reiale lo he
Clly's siralegic planning priorilies or olher
plans?

(0-3)

Organizalional Managemenl, This portion of Lhe slrategic plan promoles belng “eficient, effective and

responsiva”,

Tolal Score

42
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ON CAR BRAKE LATHE DATA
FY09 CIP# CS-14

Project Cost $7,000.00
Total Labor Cost For Light Truck and Car Brake Work In FY 06. $7,071.00
Total Number of Hours Spent on Light Car and Truck Brake Jobs in FY06 162.92
Total Number of Brake Jobs On Light Truck and Cars In FY 06 86
Total Parts Cost For Light Truck and Car Brake Work In FY 06. 49497
Total Number of Jobs That Could Require Brake Rotors Tumed 58.00
*Estimated Time Spent Transporting Rotors and Waiting For Returned Rotors. 87.00
Total Cost Per Brake Job to Tum Rotors (Out Sourced). 40.00
Estimated Cost of FY(06 Out Sourced Rotors Turned $2,320.00
**abor Rate Per Hour $18.45

Total Expected Savings Per Year Turning Rotors Iri-House $2.320.00

Total Expected Reduction In Vehicle Down Time In Hours 487.00

b Total Payback Period In Years, 2302

*Conservative 1.5 hours per brake job.

** Current bargaining unit contracted rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate.

*** Downtime figure is conservative, ofien swing shift brake jobs have to be down until the mechanic returns the n
****This project will be a significant enhancement for the Police Department.

LIGHT TIRE AND BRAKE MOBIL HOIST DATA
Project Cost $8,000.00
*Estimated Hours Needed for Light Car and Truck Jobs Requiring a Hoist in Fy06. 3,805.83
Total Number of Hoist Hours Available in FY06 3,107.00
Estimated Balance of Hours That A Third Hoist Could Have Been Used. 698.83
Projected Time Saving Using A Hoist _ _ 244.59
Total Expected Reduction in Down Time in Light Vehicle Hours 207.90
*#Estimated Labor Cost Saving With a Third Hoist $4.512.69 -

*Based on Brake, Exhaust, Steering, Alignment, and Tire Repair Work Orders Fy06
** Current bargaining unit contracted rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Celagory:

Project Title:

Communlty Service

City Shop Sander and

Delcer Rack

07 Project #

08 Project#

08 Project #

Cs-23

€515

Description and Juslification of project and funding scurces:

©on snow removal components.

Funding this project will purchase and inslall a sleel rack to hang sanders and deicer units from In Lhe off season, This snow removal equipment is currently set on “jersey rail*, This
makes il difficull lo download, load, and ¢lean the sanders during the offl season. Should this project be funded, the process of lifling sanders off and on truck wilh & loader would be
ehiminaled. The curenl process has soma safety concams, is lime consuming, and ofien resulls In damaged snow removal equipment, and or truck damage Hanging Lhe sanders
and deicer unils [rom racks with chains will also promola access lo the underside of hese units for cleaning and washing. A process [hat aids in reducing the effeds of sand and deicel

ls this equipmant prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yus No NA
3
Ara there any slte requirements:
This project will require the DEQ msidclions lified al lhe Ceniral Maintenance sile,
How Is this ecl golng to be funded:
B g Funded In Prier
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z General Fund 11,000
g
[
- - 11,000 - - B
How s this project golng to be B
SR SR L AT Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A, Land Cost
£ {B. Construction Cost - = o o - -
W ic, Contingencies {10% of B) S o - o . -
{5 |0. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) - - - - - .
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs 1000.321,431350.040 11,000
G, Other
- - 11.000 - - 5
Does Lhis project have any additional Impact on the oparating budget:
Spant In Prior
E Expense Object Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
0 |Parsonnel
S lsuppiies
g Purchased Services
o |Fixed Charges
2 |Capltal Outlay
v |Debt Service
- 5 B - - _ B
3
ui
% Daascriplion of addillonal operaling budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responslbie Person: Responsible Department: Bate Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scors
Jack Stucky Public Works 3472008 11122008 16:54 JS 33
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.LP. Insiructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title; 09 Project #
Community Service City Shop Sander and Delcer Rack c5-15
Qualitalive Analysis Yes No Comments
1. Is the projedt neceseary lo meel faderal,
slate, or local legal requiremenis? This ¢r-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or olher X
requirements. Of special concem Is thal the
project be accessibla 1o the handicapped.
2, Is Lhe projeci necessary lo fulfil a con-
Iractual requirement? This chiterion Includes
|Federal of Slale granis which require local X
parlicipation. Indicale the Granl name and
nurnber in Lhe commenl column.,
3. Is lhis project ugently required? Will de-
lay resuli In curlailment of an assenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yas" only if an emergency Is clearly Ind}l- X
cated; otherwise, answer "No®, H "Yes®,
be sure to give full juslification.
4. Does the project provide for and/or [m-
prove public health and/or public safety? Altheugh, this project is not an eminen! safety concem, the only method available Lo load and unload snow removal
This criterion should be answered “No® un- equipment Is with fronl end loaders and chains. There is a safely concem and an equipment damage factor,
less public heatlh and/or safety can be X Fundmng this project would greaily reduce the safety exposure and the amounl of equipment thal is damaged each
shown lo be an urgenl or crilical faclor, year.
Raw
Quantitative Analysls Score Total
Ranpe Comments Welght Scom
(0-3)
. N Funding Lhis projeci will enable lhe Vehicle Mainlenanca Shop to download and load winker snow
L IL in maxi
' Do;s b ms.u " mlmum 2 removal equipment In a fraction of the lime. This equipmenl can aiso be deaned &nd inspecied
Benefit(o the communtty from the more afficienlly. A process that will reduce down time and extend the ffe of the sanding and deicer 5 10
inveslment dollar? unils.
{0-3)
| ire
_6 Does [he projed :ql.ul speedy{ i 3 We can slarl taking advanlage of the efficiency benefils assodated with produclivity es soon as this
implemenialion in onder lo assure i project ks Implemented. & 4
maximum effectiveness?
{0-3)
1. Does lhe projecl conserve energy,
caltural or natural resources, or reduce 1 3 3
pollution?
{0-2)
8. Doas the project Improve or expand This project will promote efficiency In the snow removal process. The snow removal process Is an
upon essenliol City services whers suth 2| essenlial service that is lolafly dependanl upon deicer and sander equipment. This project will 4 8
services are recognized and accepled as sr'\orlen the lime it Lakes Lo read the deicers and sanders. |1 wilt also promole less downtime, which
belng necassary and eflective? will enhance the snow removal services,
(0-3)
9. ject specifically refale lo lhe . X .
- Dogs ihe pm;ecl . u.:a ry Organizational Managemenl, This portion of the slralegic plan promotes belng “eflicient, effective and
Cily's slralegic planning priorilies or other 2 responsive”. 4 8
plans?
Tolal Score 33
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SANDER AND DEICER RACK DATA
FY09 CIP# (CS-15

Project Cost $11,000.00
Total amount of time spent by one mechanic in FY06 loading and unloading sanders and deicers in hours 187.50
*Estimated time saving using a sander and deicer rack. 121.88
Total amount of time need to ready snow equipment using a rack system. 65.63
**Estimated Labor Cost Saving using a sander and deicer rack ' $2.248.59

*Based on DOT lime needed to ready sanders and deicers, close to 65% less time.
** Current bargaining unit contracted rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Catefiory:

Project Title: 07 Project #

Communlty Service

08 Project #

08 Project &

Upper Gharrett Drainage Improvements C5-18

C5-16

Cs-18

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

The proposed Slorm Waler Ulility would be Lhe lunding source and Lhe project would begin after funding scurce crealion,

Erosion of a steep gully in the Upper Gharrelt drainage o the Ravenwood neighborhood causes deposils of debris on private property. Preliminary design of ihe drainage
improvements needs lo be conducted so that projecl scope and lunding sources can be identifled.

Is this equipment priorittzed on an equipmant replaceament schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thers any site requiements:
Possible drainage easemenls may be needed.
How Is this project going to be funded:
Project golng Funded In Prior
g | Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
E Slormn Waler Ullity Fund 200,000
o
4
- - - 200,000 - =
How s thi ect going to ba i
= & project golng sken Spentin Prior
Budgetad Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
ul [A, Land Cost
2 B. Construction Cosi - - - 160,000 - -
W |c. contingencles {10% of B) - - - 16,000 - =
% |D. Design & Englnearing (15% of B) - o a 24,000 - .
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Costy
G. Other
p = - 200,000 - ©
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
" pro) J = L L J Speni n Prior
I Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
QO [Personnel 500
2 Supplies
g Purchased Sarvices
& |Fixed Charges
& |capital Outlay
v |Debi Service
=z - - - B 500 -
3
w
% Daescription of additional operaling budgel impact: Savings of periodic cleanup cosis equaling approximalety $500 per yaar.
Praparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Fihance Today's Dale and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 3472008 11/132008 16.40 CJK o

Page CS36




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
{See C.I.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tite:

Communiy Service |Upper Gharrett Dralnege Improvements

09 Projeci &

Cs-16

Qualitative Analysis

Yes No Comments

1. Is the project necessary to maeel federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
terion includes projects mandaled by Courl
Order lo meet requirements of law or other
requiremenls. Of special concem is lhal the
project be accessible lo the handicapped,

2. Is the projecl hecessary 1o fullil a con-
lraclual requirement? This criterfon includes
Federal or Slale grants which require local
panicipation, tndicale the Gran| name and
number In the commenl column.

3. Is this project urgently required? Will de-
lay resull in curtalimenl of an assenlial ser-
vice? This slatemenl should be checked
"Yes" only if an emargency |s clearly Indi-
cated; oiherwise, answer "No", If "Yes®,

be sure to give full jusiification.

4. Does the project provide for andfor im-
pove public health andfor public safaty?
This crilerdon should be answered "No™ un-
less public health and/or safety can ba
shown lo be an urgeni or crilical faclor.

Quantitative Analysis

Range Commenta

Welghl

Total
Score

5. Does lhe project resull in maximuem
benefil {o the community from the
investmenl dollar?

No malching funds.

6 Does tha projed] requira speedy
implementation in order lo assure jis
maximum effectiveness?

(0-3)

Minor mainlenance savings.

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or nalural resources, or reduca
pollution?

(0-3)

8. Does Lhe project Improve of expand
upon essenlial City services where such
servcas are recognized and accepled as
being necessary end eflective?

{0-2)

‘Yes, siorm watr maintenance,

9. Does lhe project specifically relale lo the
Cily's slralegic planning peiorities or other
plans?

(0-3)

No,

Tolal Score
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I - .

9/17/2002

Steve King, City Engineer
435 Ryman St.
Missoula, MT 59802

Dear Steve,

As [ write this one of the city crews is blowing out the culvert behind our house at 5860

Kerr Dr. [ am very grateful that the Public Works Department, has returned again this
year to address this problem.

During a heavy thunderstorm this past June I took a few photographs of the area. I bave
enclosed them for your benefit. As someone who observes this problem on a regular
basis, it appears to me that there are two problems. First, it seems as though the culvert is
not large enough to handle the amount of runoff that accumulates from the tity streets
above the culvert. Second, an enormous amount of rocky material is picked up above the
culvert and where the water flows underground between Pinewood and N. Meadowwood.
In a time of fiscal constraint, annual maintenance at the mouth of the culvert may be the
Jeast expensive way to manage the situation. I hope, however, that someone in your
department will take a look at the long-term problems associated with enormous
deposition taking piace beyond the culvert,

Thanks for sending out a crew again this vear. Without this intervention 1 am certain we
would lose the culvert. When possible, please consider a long term solution. As the
gravel accumulates below the culvert we are beginning to lose the grassy area along the
strearn as well trees that cannot tolerate deposition around their trunks,

Thanks for giving this your consideration.

Sincerely,
5860 Kerr Prive Missoula, Montana S9803 (406) 251-8757
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

Grant Creek Dralnage Improvements

07 Project # 038 Project # 09 Project #
CS-17 G512 CSA7

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

The proposed Storm Waler Ulility would be Ihe funding source and this projeci woufd begin afler the source has been croated.

Receni analysis of Lhe Grant Creek drainage indicates a potential for storm waler impacls beyend the capacily of tha exsting drainage structures, Preliminety design of the drainage
Improvements needs 1o be conducted so that project scope and funding sources may be kdentified.

Is this equipment prioritized on an equlpment replacement schadule? Yos No NA
X
A there any site requirements:
Some land areas may be reconsidered flood hazard areas  ne aclion Is laken,
How Is this project going o be funded:
Funded In Prior
o Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
é Stlorm Water Wility Fund 50,000 400,000
i
[
- 50,000 400,000 = 5 N
How is 1his projeci poing to be 5
low is project going spent: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosl —_—
% B, Construciion Cost - - 320,000 - - -
& 1. Contingencles [10% of B) - o 32,000 o = 5
i |D. Design & Englneering {15% of B) - 50,000 48,000 - - -
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other
- £0,000 400,000 - - -
Dowe thia project have any additional impact on the operating budgat:
™ Spent In Pror
'5 Expens¢ Objact Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
© [Personnel
2 |supplies
W Purchused Services
8 Fined Charges
2 [Capital Outay
@ |Debt Service
Z B - B = = -
3
]
& |Descriplion of addillonal operating budget Impac:
Preparer'a
| Responsible Person: Respeonsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Publlc Works 31472008 111142008 18:45 CJK M
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.\.P. InstrucUons For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Catefjory: Project Titla:

Community Service | Grant Creek Dralnage Improvements

09 Projecl #
cs-7

Qualitative Anatysia

Yes

No Comments

1. Is the projeci necessary o meel federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This ai-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order lo meet requiremenls of law or other
requiremenis. Of spedial concem Is that the
project be accessible lo the handicapped.

2. |s the project necessary to fulfill 8 con-
raciual requirement? This crilerion inchrdes
Federal or Slsle granls which requimn local
participation, indicale the Grant name and
number in the cormmenl cotlumn,

3. Is this project urgently required? Will de-
lay resull In curteilment of an essential ser-
vice? This sletement should be checked
~Yes" only if an emergency Is dearly indi-
caled; olherwisa, answer "No®, If "Yes",

be sure {o give full justification.

4, Does the project provide lor and/or im-
prove public heatth and/or publlc safety?
This criterfon should be enswensd "No” un-
lese public health and/or safety can be
shown lo be Bn urgent or citical faclor,

Quentitative Analysls

Score
Range

Comments

Walght

Total
Score

5. Doas Lhe projed resull in maximum
benefil to the community from the
invesimenl dollar?

{0-3)

Leveraged 100% with Storm Dreinage Fund. Granl funds may be soughl.

15

6. Doss the projec require speedy
Implemenlation in order lo assure iis
maximum effeciivencss?

©-3)

The recant drainage analysis has nol be formally adopled.

7. Does Lhe projecl conserve enemy,
cultural or natural resources, of reduce
pollution?

(03

8. Does the project Improve or expand
upon essential City services where such
sarvices arm recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

(0-2)

Yas, fiood conlrod.

8. Does the projeci specifically relate lo the
City’s stralegic planning priorities or ather
plans?

(©-3)

Yes, Grant Creek Drainage Plan

Total Score
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FY2009 Project# CS-17

FY2008 Project# _ CS-12

oo ENGINEERING

¢ . SURVEYING
| PLANNING
3021 Palrer + P.O. Box 16027 + Missoula, Montana 59808 6027 (406) 7284611

FAY: (406) 728-2476
e-mall; wgm@wgmgroup.com

May 21, 2002 5

R‘E CEIV L@
Steve King, P.E,, Cily Engineer l CMAY 2 32002
City of Missoula '
435 Ryman Street $NISSOLLA, ONTANA
Missoula, MT 59802 PUIBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT:

RE: Grant Creek Between I-80 and Prospect Drive
Dear Steve:

The purpose of thisletter is to inform the City of Missoula and the adjacent landowners of a
serious problem that has been developing in the Grant Creek area over the last 10 years.

The reach of Grant Creek abave |-90 to Prospect Drive is nof a natural stream channel, The
waler irrigation users and agricultural landowners have moved and altered this channel far
about 100 years. Inthe last 10 years, the channe! has been very stable and protected from
historical activities. We have also seen the various water rights, water users, and ditch rights
fall into misuse or abandonment. The historical use of water by Grant Creek Ranch, .
Wheelers, Goodans, Ostregans, Kennys, Doughertys, Flynns and others have either been
greatly reduced er abandoned. This section of Grant Creek use to go dry by early June due
to heavy irrigation use, but.now runs year-round and with larger than typical flows. This is
‘also a reach of Grant Creek that use to transition between erosion and deposition on an
annual basls, buf na longer does, ?

Three major items have taken place that you should be aware of:

1, The westside of Grant Creek was protected from flooding by a levee gonstructed in
1991. The levee area and waterway were dédicated to the City of Missoula as a
walerway and addition to Grant Creek Road right-of-way. It is the City of Missoula’s
responsibility to maintain the levee and the waterway,

2. The lands lying west of the levee have been and contine to be developed with high
value commercial and residential uses that rely on the levee and the City's
rmaintenance for flood protection.

3. The Reserve Street improvements at |-90 replaced the open stream channe! in this
arga with an 80D foot fong, 14 foot x 7 foot, box culvert, The FWPS required that riprap
be placed in the chaniiel of the box culvert to provide resting areas for fish.
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CS-17
CS-12

FY2009 Project #
{FY2008 Project #

Steve King, P.E.
| <  City of Missoula
i © May 21, 2002
Page 2

In the last 10 years, 1 have driven along this channel several times a day naticing the serigs
of changes and the neglect of this.floodway. The channel has become blocked with fallen -
trees at several locations, debris has accumulated in the channel, the side areas have
become filled with deadfall that will be moved during high water, brush and excessive growth

of under storage have not been managed. The presence of dead and unhealihy trees along

the channel and Grant Creek Road not only place the waterway at risk, but.also reduce the -
safety along the roadway.

My first concern Is with the debris collecting ori the bottom of the box culvert or being moved
into the box culvert during high water. | doubt if anycne regularly inspects the interior of the
culvert. Unlike most culverts, the irregular bottom is ideal for trapping debris. If a blockage

- took place during any significant event, no one could clear it by entering either end for fear of
drowning. Flood flows would then erest and flow under [-90 ahd down Reserve Street, Grant
Creek is rated at 245 CFS for a 10 year, 380 CFS for a 50 year, 465 CFS for a 100 year and
730 CFS for a 500 year storm event. These are significant flows and they will move )
accumulated debris dawnstream to the box cuivert.

My second concem is with the upstream channe| blockages by fallen trees and dehris
accumulation in the flood way. Trees that have fallen across and jnto the channel creating
barbs that direct flows against the side of the channel and possibly the levee or Grant Creek
Road. During a major event, the accumulated debris will collect on fallen trees creating dams
that will raise the 100-year flood profile, placing atjacent property and Impravements at risk.
If water ever exited the west side of Grant Creek, it would not have a chance fo get back into
the channel before it discharged under I-90'and down Resérnve Street,

My third coneern Is for the safety of Grant Creek Road between Stonebridge and Prospect.
Since the removal of agricultural uses and livestock 10 years ago, the westside of Grant-
Creek Road has become an area of fallen down fences, overgrown underbrush, thickets of
cottonwoods and a collection place for deadfall. During a recent event where numerous
branches were blown down, | saw-the City of Missoula Straet Department clearing the road
and tossing the debris into the westside of the right-of-way or into the floodway.

The growth of roadside brush and vegetation has caused sight distances to be greatly
reduced, especially just south of Prospect, The clear distahce between the vehigle travel way.
and the adjacent fence and brush offers no safe area for pedestrians, bikes or a stopped
vehicle.

Floodway maintenance plans for almost any levee proiect eall for the removal of accumulated
driftwood and debris from the stream, floodway and levees on a' regular basis. They call for
annual Inspections and documentation on the status of levees, weeds, vegetation, riprap,
burrowing animals, debris, etc. These inspections are then followed up with documented
corrective actions. The control of trees, brush and weeds Is also important to provide
desirable vegetation growth of native plants and heatthy trees.
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FY2009 Project # CS-17
FY2008 Project # CS-12

Steve King, P.E.
. City of Missoula
"+ May21, 2002
Page 3

The levee and floodway dellneation for this resch of Grant Cresk were designed by Morrsion-
Maietla, ln_c. in 1991, | believe they would be concerned about the status and condition of the
floodway, if they inspected it foday. [ have attached a few photos to fllustrate my points.

| would advise that serious considermtion be given to clearing the floodway of accumulated
debris, thinning brush, and thickels in the floodway ‘and along Grant Greek Road ta provide a
safe and heaithy riparian area and roadway. 1also advise that the box culvert be inspected
and a debtis trap be constructed upsiream of the box culvert,

Lastly, a regular and documented inspection and maintenarice plan should be put In 1o place.

Steve, I have also watched the channet of Grant Cresk that was constructed and dedicated
through Grant Crask Center slawly fill with bed load, debris and trees over the last 22 years,
This reach of the channel that goes dry every vear alsa has been neglected in regards fo
inspections and/or maintenance and its ability to carry fload flows has greatly diminished.

Grant Creek Is easily ag great of & Hsk as Pattee Creek to pariodic high flows and property
damages. If these City owned floodways and improvemeants are not kept in the condition to
which they ware designed and constructed, then surely probilems will follow. As the normal
flows have bean diverted for irrigation use for 1 00-years return to in stream flows, the need to
be attentive to Grant Creek and its changing character becomes very necessary. Because
Grant Creek loses volums to the Missoula Valley's gravels, it dees not carmy debris
downstream to the Clark Fork River. All the debris eventually callects in the streambed and
must be removed. Historically, the agricultural users did this as part of their irrigation
malntenanee, but since they have stopped, ne.one has provided this form of maintenance for
Grant Creek.

| would hope this letter would assist your department in svaluating & course of action.

Sincerely,
" WGM Group, Inc.

Py -

Thomas P. McCarthy, E.S.

ce:  Jlohn Crowley, Washington Corporation
Kenneth Sale, Marrigson-Maiare
Rocky Maountain EIk Foundation
Montana Department of Transportation
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FY2009 Project # CS-17

FY2008 Project # C3-12

#1

North end of
800-foot long
(14'x7") box culvert
under 1-90 and
Reserve Street
intersection

#2

Stream gauging
station between [-90
and Expo Parkway

Logs and debris
upstream of Expo
Parkway
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Projecl Title:

Communlty Service

Clty Shop Oll Dispenger Systam

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

cs-22

CS-18

Description and Justification of project and funding sources:

Funding Lhis projed will purchasa and nslall a lubrication system al the City Shop.  The lubrication syslem would replace Ihe current manual sysiem of transfenring olt from barrels in
oil cans and inlo equipment, Each mechanic bay would shame a drop down oil dispenser syslem. Allhough some oils are transfemed by eir pumps, a targe percenlage is moved
manually by lhe mechanics  This can be a very lime consuming process larpe equipmenl such as loaders, dump lnicks and graders Lhai have huge ofl capacilies; including ¢ngine,
Iransmission, and hydrautic lanks. A mechanic can easily spend 30 minutes several imes a day lranslefing oil inlo the hotding tanks of large capacity equipmen, Purchasing in thig
systemn would reduce the lime spenl transierring lubrication producls.  Addilionally, this project would promole clezm oil and lubricanls. Ol dispensed from prassurized lanks lends o
slay cleaner and i§ less prone lo be conlaminated.

Is Lhis equipment prioritized on an aquip t repls t schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thera any slle requirements:
How s ihis project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 Years
Z Genersl Fund 18,000
@i
[
5 18,000 = B < "
How ts this project going 1o be spanl:
project going B Spent In Prior
Budpeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A. Land Cosi
% B. Construction Cost - - - o o
4 |c. contingencies (10% of B} o o . . .
35 |D. Design & Enginesring {15% of B) - o - - .
E. Parcent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosats 1000.321.431350.84C 16,000
G. Other
= 18 000 5 = N -
Daoes this project have sny additional Impact on the operaiing budgat:
@ Spentin Prior
[ Expense Objecl Accounling Cede FY 08 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O |Personnel
3 Supplies
&l Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Outlay
¢y |Debt Service
3 = - - - = 5
3
w
% Descriplion of addilionaf operaling budgel impacl:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Dale and Time Iitials Total Score
Jack Stucky Public Works 42000 1171372008 16;52 Js 40
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

[See C.|.P. Insiructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Projeci Tilla: 0% Projeci 2
Communily Service Clty Shop Oil Dispenser Sysiem CEA8
Qualitative Analyals Yes No Commants

1. Is the projecl necessary to meel lederal,
siate, or local legal requiremenls? This an-
lerion includes profecis mandaled by Cour
Order lo meel requremmenls of law or olther X
requirements. Of special concem is lhal the
project be accassible lo the handicapped.

2. 15 the projecl necessary lo lulfil a con-
Iraclual requiremeni? This cnlerion includes
Federal or Slate granis which require local X
parhcipalon. Indicate the Granl name and
number in lhe commenl column

3. Is this project urgenily required? Will de-
lay resull in curlailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes” only if an emergency is clearly indi- X
caled; olherwise, answer "No". Il "Yes”,
be sure 1o give full juslification.

4 Does lhe projeci pravide for andfor im-
prove public heallh and/or public safety?
Tmis ¢rilerion should be answared "No”™ un-
less public health andfor safely can be X
shown (0 be an urgent or crilical faclor.

Raw
Quanlilative Analyels Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score

{0-3)

5. Does lha project result in maximum
benefil 1o lhe communly from Lhe 2| Please see lhe supporl page. 5 10
myestmenl dollar?

(03}
6. Does lhe projecl require speady
implementalion in order lo assure ils 2
maximum effectiveness?

We can slan lalang advanlage of lhe efficiency benefils associaled wilh produclivily as soon as this
projec! is implemented 4 &

(0-3}

7 Does the project conserva energy. This pfqecl W:l“ reduce the amounl of ol slored in bar]*els and cans around the shop area
- T < oF raduce 2 Pressurized oil conamers will reduce \he amounl of oil Lhal is conlaminaled or spilled and cleaned ug

Gl |onnallnasiiasolrcas. Oflen oil soaked Mloor dry materials end up in the land fll. Thisis nol 2 large concem, but, is a 3 &
paolfubon? reduclion in palenbial waler and soil pollulion.

(0-2)
. Does Lhe project improve of expand
upon essential Cily services where such 2| Reducing lhe Yma spenl en each PM operalion, resulls in increased lime the equipmenl is available 4 B
services are recognized and accepled as for service. This project will promole efficiency and hetp reduce equipment down lime.
being necessary and effeclive?

()]
9. Dees Lhe project specifically relale o the o

Crganizational Managemenl, This porlion of lh i ing " j
Gily's siralsgic plaing prionties of olher 2 resgponswe. 0 n is pol of Ihe stralegic pkan promoles being "efficienl, effeclive ang n B
pans?
Tolal Score 40
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OIL DISPENSING SYSTEM DATA |  FY09CIP# CS-18

Project Cost $13,000.00
*Total mechanic minutes per day spent transferring oil 9
Total minutes per seven mechanics 63
Total hours per day spent transferring oil 1.05
Total hours for all mechanics per year spent transferring oil 273.00
Labor Rate Per Hour $18.45
Total Cost To Transport Lubricants $5,036.85
**Estimated % Savings With Bulk Purchase 1.10%
Fy06 total lube cost N $14,494.00
Total Estimated Bulk Purchase Saving $159.43
Total Annual Oil Dispensing System Projected Savings $5,196.28
Total Payback Period In Years 3.46

* Very conservative number, does not include bulk oil barrel mgt. time, or time spent pumping oil up to tanks.
** A Bulk Purchase Discount Estimate Based On Packaging Savings
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Projecl Title:

Community Service

Facflity Mainlenance Energy Conservatlon

Packane

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

CS-26

Cs-10

Cs5-19

Bescription and justification of project and Junding sources:

The Cenlral Mainlenance Faality al 1305 A and B Scott Street curently pays an average of $6,288 per monlh lo Northwestem Energy for heal and alectricity. Several Winler month

I= Lhis equipment priorilized on an eguipment repla L schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are lhere any site requiremants;
g How is this project going lo be funded: Funded in Prior
F4 Funding Source Accounling Code FY o3 EY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Y [General Funa 22,000 250,000
o
22,000 - 250,000 - - -
How is thls project going lo be spent: Spent in Prior
w Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g A. Land Coal
W |@. construction Cost . - 250,000
% |C- Contingencles [10% of B) - -
D. Design & Engineering {15% of B) o -
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs 22,000
G, Other
22 000 - 250,000 - - -
0
= Does this project have any additional impaci on the operallng budget: Spent In Prior
Q Expentge Objeci Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
,"_’ Personnel
m L
8 Purchased Services (6.109) (6,109; (6,109) (6,109) (6,109)
2 [Fixed Charges
¢ [Capital Outlay
Z |Debl Service
=
E (6,109} {6.109} (6,109) (6,109) (6,109} -
o
o
Description of addilional operaling budget impact: A polenual savings of $6,109 in purchased services annually for aboul 5 years.
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Dale Submitted lo Finance Teday's Date and Time Initials Jotal Score
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.I.P. Inatructions For Explanalion of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Tilla:

Community Service

Facllity Malntenance Enargy
Conservation Package

09 Projact &

C5-19

Qualiiative Analysla

Yes

No Commenls

1. Is the project necessary 10 meel federal,
state, or local legal requiremenls? Tiws cri-
lerion inchudes projects mandaled by Courd
Order lo meel requirements of law or olher
requirements. Of special concem is thal the
rprojed be accessible lo the handicapped.

2. 1s lhe projeci necassary Lo fuffill a con-
Iraclual requirement? This colenion includes
Federal or Slale grants which require local
pariicipation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the comment cofurn.

3. I5 khis profect usgenlly required? VWil de-
lay resull in curlailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalement should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indi-
caled; otherwise, answer "No™. N "Yes",

be sure to give full justificalion.

4. Does the project provide Jor andfor im-
prove public health andfor public salety?
This ¢nlenon should be answered "No® un-
less public heallh andfor safety can be
|shown to be an urgen! or ¢nlical facior,

Quanlilative Analysls

Score
Range

Commenis

Weight

Tolal
Score

5. Does lhe projeci resull in maximum
benelil 1o the community from the
invesimeni dollar?

(2-3)

This projecl promoles efficiency In lerms of cosl savings and energy consumption. This should
reduce \he cosl of all the operalions thal use the Ceniral Maintenance building lor bolh direcl public
service and support services. Please see supporl page, payback periods are reasonable,

15

6. Does Lhe project require speedy
implementalion in order lo assure its
maximum effecliveness?

(C-3)

Speedy implemenlation will promole energy and monelary savings, There is a significanl
datenomation of lhe sky lighl mounls where they adhere te tha rool.  Speedy iImplemenialion will
repair lhis siluation before they rusl afl the way through.

7. Does Ihe project conserve enesgy,
cullural or natural resources, or reduce
pollubon?

(03

Yes, an energy conservalion package will conserve and reduce the cosl to heal and lighl the Central
Mamilenance facility Energy savings, cosl reductions and the associaled reduclion in pollulants is
the fundamenl behind lhis projecl.

8. Does lhe project improve or expand
upon essential Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

This project will enhance assential Cily services by improving lhe efficiency of primary supporl
services, Improved lighling and consislent working cimates should promote 2 more eflicient support
syslem for essenlial services.

9. Does lhe project specfically relate lo the
City's sralegic planning pnorilies or giver
plans?

-3

‘Yes, organizalonal management including provision of services Lo Lhe public within Cily resources.

Tolat Score

44
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FY08 CIP#. CS-19

Central Maintenance Facility Light Replacement Project Payback Analysis in Years.

From: Dave Ryan [mailto:daver@ncat.org]

Sent: Tuesday, February 26, 2688 2:59 PM

To: Jack Stucky

Subject: RE: Lighting Incentive for the Missoula City Shop

Granger list price per fixture is $215.60
Graybar price per fixture (from another project quote is $14@.82

122 fixtures should be somewhere between $17,188 and $26,234.

Install we usually figure 3 fixtures per hour. These ceilings are high
as

you know, let's say 1 per hour at $56.00 per hour. I get $6,100.80 for
installation. My high end number is $32,330.00. It is Missoula
however....

Rebate is $9,941.8@ Simple payback before rebate using my cost numbers
is
*4.52 years, after rebate 3.13 years.

David Ryan PE

Energy Engineer

National Center for Appropriate Technology
3040 Continental Drive

Butte, MT, 59701

406 494 8644 office

486 499 6233 cellular

“These are savings estimaies provided by Northwestern Energy and Industrial Lighting Service.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Preject Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Project &
Two-way Front and Main Street Traffic
Community Service Flow Project cS-31 €520

Description and jusiificalion of profeci and funding sources:
This project is the 2nd of 10 recommendalions from the Missoula Downlown Streels Projecl Plan for Imprwing and revitalizing streets in the downlown area, This 2nd phasa conslsly
of converling Front and Main Streels to iwo-way sireels. This change would require modifications al the Orange/FroniMain inlersection and the Madisen/Fronl inlersection lo
accommodate two.-way lrafiic flow. The change could allew poteniial diagonal parking on Fronl Slreet to enhance adjacenl relail and commercial uses on Fronl. The Downlown
Sireels Project is ilended lo- prowicke 8 Riph quabty pedestrian environment; improve rafic ow, aceass and circulation lo downlown; provide addilional on-siresl pasking; creale an
inviling sireelscape and feslival aimosphere; and eslablish Downiown as a high quality place mviling additional investmen! in redevelopment. This projeci would help to "brand® the
area by offering a unique look exclusive lo the Downlown. The 10 recommendalions consist of: 1) North Higgins Sireelscape; 2) Two-wey Fronl & Main Street Traffic Flow; 3} New
Slreet & Pedesiian Lighls, 4) Diagonal Parking on Fronl Sirel; 5) Sireelscapa Hip Slip; 8) "Blues Alley” Enlerlainmenl Dislrict; 7) SUeelscapa Pine Slreel; 8) Lpgrade Traffic
Signals, 8) Create Carousel Gateway” on Fronl Street; and 10) Additional Sireetscaping & Bulb-ouls Lhrough redevelopment and Individual projects,

Is this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No NA

Are there any site requirements:

How Is Lhia projecl going 1o be funded:
Funded in Pror
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Downlown SID 100000
g Impacl Fees 200,000
 [URD ¥ 200,000
- - - - 500,000 -
How is thle projeci going 1o be spent: Spent i Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY DB FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Cosl
2 |B. Construction Cost - . u 400,000 -
W l¢. Contingencies (10% of B) = o - - 40,000 .
= |D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) o & o R 60,000 -
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipmenl Cosis
G. Other {additional engineering;
- - = - 500,000 5
Does this project have any addiional Impact on the operating budget:
7 Spent In Prior
iy Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 EY 13 Years
8 [Fersannel
~ [Supplies
g Purchased Services
B |Fixed Charges
2 [Capilal Outlay
v |Debl Service
=z - - - - B B
=
o
g
2 | Deseription of addilonal operaling budgel impacl.
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 11/14/2008 11-12 CJK -
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

Sea C.L.P. Instructions For Explanatlion of Criteria)

Prograrm Cateqary:

Projeci Title:

Community Sarvica

Two-way Front and Main Sireel
Trafic Flow Projecl

09 Project #

Cs-20

Qualitalive Analysis

Yes

Commenls

1. Is the projecl necessary lo meel federal,
slate, or kocal legal requiraments? This cri-
{erion inchidas projetis mandaled by Courl
Qrder lo meel requiremenls of law or other
requiremenis. Of special concem is thal the
projecl be accassible 1o the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary lo fuffill a con-
iraciual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granls which requimn local
parlicpalion. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the comment column

3. Is this projecl urgenltly required? Will de-
lay resull in curlailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This stalemenl should be checked
"Yes” only if an emergency Is clearty Indi-
caled; otherwise, answer "No® W "Yes®,

be sure lo give lull justificallon.

4. Does lhe project provide [or andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No” un-
less public healh andfor safety can be
shown o be an urgenl or ciilical faclor.

Quanltallve Analysls

Raw
Score
Range

Commenis

Waighl

Total
Score

5 Does Lhe project result in maximum
benefi to the community lrom the
invesiment dollar?

{0-3)

Yes, because Lhe three funding sources ar egiher than the General Fund.

6 Does lhe project require speedy
impiementation in order lo assure s
maximum effectiveness?

(03

7 Does lhe projecl conserve enengy,
cullural or nalural resources, or reduce
polulion?

(0-3)

Itis anticipated lhat tha proposed improvemenls will improve Irafiic circulalion and encourage more

pedesinan aclivily.

8. Does {he projecl improve or expand
upon essential City services where such
sernces are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and eflective?

(0-2)

This project would bea subslanual improvemenl Lo Lhe lransporialion system in the Downtown

9 Does the project specifically relate lo (he
City's strategic planning prionles or olier
plans?

(0-3)

Thus project enhances communily livability, which has been a goal in pasl slralegic plans of the City

Tolal Score
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Community Service

Hiltview Way

Storm Draln Upsizing

07 Project #

08 ProjecL#

09 Project #

Cs.21

Description and jusiification of projecl and funding sources:

Tha project is Lo inslall Storm drain pipe before subdivision roads are paved

This project includes wpsizing |he size of slorm daeinage pipe rom Hillview Way through the planned Scuthemn Hilts Subdivision Lo the Wapikia Park. The upskzing will aliow olher
polenlial developments along Hillview Way lo use the slorm drainage pipe through Ihe Southemn Hills Subdivision and ullimalely the South Hills Slorm Watler Dreinage Syslem,

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yas No NA
X
Are there any slte requirements:
Hew Is thls project going 10 be funded:;
Funded In Pror
":,J Fundlng Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |General Fund 8,750
% Gas Tax B.750
[
17.500 - B - _ T
How ia Lhis project going to be spenl:
project gaing B Spent in Prior
Budgated Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cos{
Z |B. Construction Cost 10,000 - o - - _
W . Contingencies {10% of B) 1,000 - - - - -
3% |D. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) 1,500 - - o o =
E. Parcanl for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Coats
G. Other {additional engineening, 5.000
17,500 - - - - S
Daes thls projecl have any additionat impaci on Lhe operaling budgat:
" Spent In Prior
b Expense Object Accounling Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g [Personnel
— [Supplies
W |Purchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
2 [Capial Cubay
» |Debt Service
=z - - - - B B
z
w N
g Descriplion of additional operaling budget impact.
Preparer's
Responsible Parson: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Inilials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 3M19/2008 111142008 11:13 CJK 47
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.LP. Inslructions For Explanalion of Criteria)

Program Calegory; Project Title:

Community Service

Hillvlew Way
Slorm Drain Upsizing

09 Project #

Cs-21

Qualltative Analysis

Yeos

No Commants

1. Is Ihe project necessary lo meet federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion inchides projecis mandaled by Counl
Order o meel requirements of law of olher
requiremenls. Of spedial concem fs Lhal lhe
projec be accessible to he handicapped.,

2. Is the project necessary lo fullil a con-
Iractual requiremenl? This crlerion includes
Federal or Slale granis which require iocal
parlicipation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in the commenl column.

3 |5 this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
Iay resull in curiaiimenl of an essenlial ser-
wice? This slalemenl should be checked
“Yes® only if an emergency is clearly indi-
caled; otherwise, answer *No”. Il “Yes",

be sure lo give lull justfication

4. Does the projecl provide lor and/or im-
prove public heatih andfor public safely?
This critenon should be answered "No® un-
less public health andfor safety can be
shown (o be an urgenl or cnlical faclor.

Quantitatlve Analysls

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Welghl

Total
Score

5. Does the projecl result In maximum
beneiit lo the communily from ihe
invesimenl dollar?

{0-3)

New subdivision roads would need lo be lom up Lo install slorm drains if Ihe project is nol conslucleq

prior lo develepment.

6. Does Ihe project require speedy
implementation in order 1o assure ils
maximum efiecliveness?

0-3)

Projects are planned for 2008.

12

7. Does lhe project conserve energy,
cullural or nalural resources, or reduce
poltubion?

(0-3)

The project will eliminale the need lor replacing asphall, curbs and sidewalks

8. Does Ihe project improve or expand
upon essential Cily services where such
services are recegnized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

(0-2)

Hillview drainage is a Cily service to improve safely for road operalions.

9 Does the project specifically relale lo lhe
Cily’s siralagic planning priorities or other
plans?

(0-3)

We should have a plan Lhal says insiall ullilies before the roads are paved

Tolal Score

47
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 0% Project #

Community Service Nerth Higglns Streetscapa CS8-16 CS-27 C5-22

Description and Justification of project and funding sources:

This projec! is the 1sl of 10 recommendations from the Mizsoula Downlown Slreels Project Plan for improving and revitalizing slreels in lhe downtown ares, This 1st phase consists o
streel enhancements on Higgins from Broadway to Alder Including pedeslrian amenilies such as pedesirian scale lighling, streel furniture, aic., change in parking orientation and
improved lraffic circulation. The Downlown Streats Project is inlended fo: provide a high quelity pedesirian environmenl; improve traffic flow, access and circulation Lo downlown;
provide eddilional on-street parking: creale an inviling sreelscape and leslival almosphere; and {ish Downlown as a high quality place inviling addillonal investmenl in
redevelopmenl. This projec would help lo "brand” the area by offering B unique lock exclusive to the Downtown, The 10 recommendalions consist of: 1) Norh Higging Sireetscape; 2
Two-way Fronl & Main Streel Traffic Flow, 3) New Streel & Pedeslrian Lights; 4) Diagona! Parking on Fronl Streel; 5) Sreelscape Hip Stip; 6) "Blues Alley” Enleriainment District; 7)
Slreelseape Pine Streel; B) Upgrade Traffic Signals; 9) Create Carousel” Galeway™ on Front Streel; and 10) Additional Sireelscaping & Bulb-ouls hrough redevelopment and
individual projects

Phase 1 - FY2010, North Higgins (Spruce lo Ader) City Street forzes Lo pave and chip and seal entire sireel

Phase 2 - FY 2011, Norh Higgins (Pine la Spruce) City Sireel forces lo pave end chip and seal enlire street

Phase 3 - FY2012, North Higgins (Broadway o Pine) City Sireel forces lo pave and chip and seal enlire sireel

Is Lhis equipment priorilized on an equlp t repl. t schedule? Yas No NA

Are Lhere any sile requiremenis:

How i= this projecl going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Parking Commission 50,000 50,000 50,000
¥ |cTEP 100,000 100,000 100,000
& |Funding source 1o be deternunec 80,000 80,000 80,000
Lighting SID {lighling installation 115,000 115,000 115,000
- 245000 345,000 345,000 - o
How Is this projecl going io be spenl: Spent in Prior
Budgaled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 |b. Construction Cost e 276,000 276,000 276,000 5
W |c. Contingenclas (10% of B) & 27,600 27,600 27,600 o .
¢ | Design & Engineering (15% of B) - 41,400 41,400 41,400 -
E. Percentl for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipmenl Cosls
G. Dther
- 345.000 345.000 245,000 - -
Does Lhis projecl have any addillonal impact on the operaling budget:
w Spenl in Prior
= Expense Object Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
§ Parsonnel
 |Supplies
W lPurchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
& [capitat Ouay
0 |Debt Service
z 5 E = = z Z
=
L1
i
B |Description of adduional operaling budge! impact:
Preparers
Responsible Parson: Responsitle Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 4{2008 1111472008 11:19 CJK 37
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory: Project Title:

Community Service Norih Higpins Stireatscape

08 Project #

Cs.22

Quelitative Analysis

Yoz

No Commenis

1. Is the project necessary lo meel [ederal,
slate, or local legal requirements? This cn-
{enon includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
requiremends. QI special concern is hal the
project be accessible te Lhe handicapped.

2. 13 the project necessary to fulfil a con-
lractual requiremneni? This coletion includes
Federal or Slate granis which require local
parlicipalion. Indicate the Granl name and
number in Lthe commenl column,

3 Is this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in curtaiimenl of an essental ser-
wice? This slalemenl should ba checked
"Yes" only f an emergency is dearly indi-
cated; olherwise, anawer *No®. Il "Yes®,

be sure lo give full juslification.

4 Does lhe projed provide for endfor im-
prove public heatth end/or public salely?
This cnlerion should be Answered “No™ un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown Lo be an urgenl of crilical lactor.

Quantitative Analysis

Score
Range

Commenls

Welghi|

Total
Score

5 Does lhe projed result in maximum
benefit o lhe community from Lhe
inveslmenl dollar?

0-3)

Yes, because lhe three funding sources are other Lhen the General Fund.

5

6. Doas lha project require speedy
implementation in order lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

7. Does the projecl conserve enerpy,
cullural or naturel resources, or reduce
pollution?

{0-3}

lLis anlicipaled that the propesed improvements will improve Iraffic circulation and encoursge more
pedestrian aclivity.

8. Does lhe project improve or expand
upon essential City services where such
services are recognized and accepled es
being necessary and efieclive?

0-2)

This project would be a subsiantial improvemenl o Lhe Iransporialion system in the Downlown.

9. Does the projedd specilically relale lo lhe
City's slralegic planning priorites of olher
plans?

-9

This project enhances communily livebilily, which has been a goal in pasl siraleic plans of lhe Cily,

Tolal Score

a7
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Prepated By BAC, BAS WGH Group, v
I Engewws Evlowl T Gioan [REVISED FRUJEL T ESTTMATE
|mu...m| Qumntity | Uett | Unit Price Toul Urit Price l Total % Difference giriton E A
Bass Bid [ - e ey
1 [+ 4 § AS00| 5 238TIG|S W13 I5ETIED %] A,
2 LEUM |3 154030 | § 1840301 % IR KD 640 30 Fil 15N hiA,
5 SF |3 a5n|3 1583 1Zmls 518000 24 OGKE Y NiA
[] LF Mool 3 309002 | $ 2001s 4730 00 5K OORE A
5 &F AS0[§ Wss0)9 SS0]% 4A0TT 80 BERT [ NIA
B EF S5&h( s 100 m|s 12008 A.320 O 118% SORE [ A
7 L8 S5500000| 3 330000GJ% 1000000 | S 100,000 0O 2% DOhE [N L
B EA 500000} 8 S0m00|3  somou 500 m %) ﬁ' WA NIA
[] DY 3 I5000) 8 35000 | § 500.00 8,000 00 TI'%| P NIA
T ISUM [$_ 640237 |3 040337|3 6000000 B0 000 09 3 W, N
—— s e ] #
Elasa Bid $ ATTMLT7 3 uroéro CEME [ NI
iN
] EY |5 ASwuyi s sl o Pe 5237100 3% SF
2 L5650 |8 20012001 FA k] K 2mi120]38 2 W1 20 % 1%
3 SF 3 AfD|3 npsapsls A50]14 245830 1% 1F
4 EA |3 100000)§% 240000003 AOGon (S 20,806 00 -, EA
5 EA 3 I5000]| 8 Mmool s S0 |3 5,000 00 +3¥ EA
8 LF i 14003 2063 )% 19603  %1,51028 LF
7 sF_|s ss|s maarriils nmwls zzsues 189% &F 3
B SF 3 5503 2000013 120]3 B 430 00 118% HA 3
] SF 3 100] 4 S4R000 | 3 180 |8 1273800 50% HA %
13 SF t] 17200|l3 SMIm|s 10003 1315000 A7) HA 3
11 LS 4 2000000( 5% 200000005 E500000|S 500000 37 LG H
12 LS s 3oomofs  jomools 1somo)s  ysmm e Ls 3
7] 1 |Pyyrvent & Parformanca Bands. Ea Is 250008)3 25006005 2 Totomn|s 7.000 09 18U%| m 3
L] 160 | Iraffe Condral ov 1 350003 SSoubon|s 25000 |3 2500000 2P LS 5
15 . 18 |s sowools sooopofs somom]s somon o) [ 40 s
18 78 | Coml ron Truncatad Dormve Paned EA |3 igoo|s  rawOnjs QD08 7,400 00 | ot o Panal EA T8 § iwoo|s 7,800.00
17 70 |Bokaris EA T5060| 3 S2%000]4 55000 )8 3550000 2T ES8 T $ 500 060 A5000.00
[ 2,260 |1 & Elctneal Condhl (Pl LF [ R T E wwm|s mEnm [ 1 & Eucral Comil naw in sk wul ighiing
19 31 (Pl e EA 3@ 1 10.050m)s Smo|s 1550000 54 Prd Bax 104 in adtet
n 1 [Ackiitionsl Moblrmian LSUs 2178243 & 217EX43]%  FAODOCO|F  R5.00000 Mobilysdion HA -
09,00,
[Acicl A o 1 Buseaad 4 4STAZLRY 3 T45,256.37 53%} s AE e e L ]
-
Total - Base Bid+ Al 1 §_Estamir 3 _ynasaor B7% e rily (Wt Hibd | E& LAk s |8 6820000
ADstrmve Fo 3} - Dacrrates |G it - B Pt Eh S|E iy 127,100 80
1 62 |Lummners. Mot Halde)] EA |5  45000| S 24B0GE |3 110 m 8200 0 175% F oAt irns Es nit 40 7.750 00
31 | Daczwaine Light Pois - Doubin Fi EA |3 Jowom|s oromools 4.10000)5 177400 00 7 C: ir T B FI 36894 00
31 [Fourtstom. EA |3 soe000]s opam]s 250,00 118 m 7! [Phatossi Can B T ) T1.000.00
4 16,770 |Conductor LF 3 0853 IDRDS0]3 23 M.BW B 2 1T Bt Sanil LF TS I 22.800.00
1 {Phratocel Cantral & Servee EA 3 3s5mools ISG0GIS 1100000 11,000 00 214 Pull Bex A LI I N e 15,500.00
tar tomnE B F FF] [=11] 45 §00 .00
[T 50 4 350 $44.00 4,844 .00)]
YIRS
anid ol Shadi . oo v
1 EA_ |% 00)s  taiooo)s B5m|s mrsion 183%)| Ml i Sare| AV B 5 il 3 160,000.00
2 EA |§& 170000|5 M40 |3 1LIEmis A4 Clwp ol T Sl or El 5 AT §T 54,000 00
3 EA 5 ] B Tan000| s 85000 | § B, 56000 10%| 4, A
[l EA 3 Wi |3 14imm 35000 | 3 25,590 00
5 EA $ oo & T B0 M 5000 455000 4
B EA 4mo| s 3 200 D0 15000 1,200 00
T EA_|$ soocals zseom srsen(s s 15%)
= -
Add At [Ho 3 Subtnial 4,900 00 130,
[ Totad - Basa Bid+ AN 1 + ARL 2 91,750, 70 1.122,643,0T
[Gearmd Tolal - Base Bid+ 1+ AR I+ AR HA4 481,20 1373.807.07 1%
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Project: North Higgins Avenue Streetscape |__FY09 CIP# cs-22 ]
Prepared By: BAC, WGM Group, Inc.
United Rentals Highway |
Engineers Estimate | __ Technologies,INC. |
Nll.lt::er Quantity Description Unit | UnitPrice Total | Unit Price Total ”Diffe?ﬁnce
Base . —h ] =hey ‘ F 1 - | I
Bid e : = A : i
1 584.9 | Street Excavalion CY |$ 40,00 | § 23,276.00 | $ 110.00 | & 54,009.00 175%
2 1 |Cily Permit Fees LSUMIS 2801.20 | $ 28012018 2801201 % 2.801.20 | 0%
3 5,464.2 |2’ Asphalt Patch - 3 _SF |8 350)| 8 19,124.84 | § 1050] & 57,374.52 200%
4 26 |Drainage Inlet EA | § 800.00 | & 20,800.001% 265000 ) % 68,900.00 231%
5 10 |Adjust Inlet to Grade EA |3 500.00 | § 500000 8 95000 | 3 9,500,00 | S0%
[ 2,732 |Cone. Curb & Gutler LF |3 12501 § 3415150 & 2000 8 54,642.40 B80%
7 18,639 |4° Conc. Sidewalk (Stained) SF | § 5.50| § 102,516,541 8 11.00| § 205,033.07 100%
B 540 |8" Celored Conc. (Slained) SF |$ 650)| § 3,510,001 § 14.00 | $ 7.560.00 { 115%
] 1,316 |Pavers SF | §$ 1000 | § 13,160.00 | $ 22.00]| & 28,.952.00 120%
10 1 | Traffic Stripping LS |$ 1550000| S 15,500.00 | § 165,000.00 | § 165,000.00 965%
11 1 |Traffic Signing LS |$ 1,500.00] & 1,500.00]$  3,000.00 | § 3,000.00 100%
12 1 |Payment & Performance Bonds EA |$ 250000]| $ 2500.00 1% 13,000.00] $ 13,000.00 420%:
13 1 | Traffic Control LS |$ 500000| % 50000018 2650000]| S 26,500.00 430%
14 1_|Misc. Work LS |3 500000]$ 500000 |$ 5000.00] $ 5,000.00 0%
18 78 |Cast Iron Truncaled Dome Panel EA |3 50.00 | § 3,500.00 | 5 500.00 | & 39,000.0¢ S00%
16 70 |Bollards EA |5 400,00 8 28,000.00 § § 750.00 | $ 52,600.00 88%
17 2,280 [1.5" Elecirical Conduit {Plaslic) LF | § 6.00 | 13,680.00| $ 13.00]| § 29,640.00 117%
19 31 |Pull Box EA |3 325.00 10,075.00 | § 325.00)| § 0,075.00 0%
20 B |2" Honey Locust Tree EA | $ 300.00 2400.001$ 400.00 | $ 3,200.00 33%!
21 1 |Mobilization LSUM| $ 15594.75 155947518 41.000.00| $ 41,000.00 163%)|
Subtotal $ 327,489.83 $ 986,687.19 171%|
Sldewalk Assessments Sa 2V, =5 =c ——— == Cr——TN
1 184.7 |Sireet Excavation | CY 40.00 7388.00]% 45,00 8,311.50 13%
2 1.0 |City Permit Fees LSUM 1,640.30 164030] % 1,640.30 | 1,640.30 0%
3 430.0 |3" Asphalt Patch SF 3.50 . 1,505.00] & 41.00 4,730.00 214%
4 215 |Cone. Curb & Gutter | LF 12.50 | $ 2687.50| % 20.00 4.300.00 B0%
5 8,753 |4 " Sidewalk SF 1§ 4501 $  39388.50 | § 4.00 35,012.00 ~11%
[ 360 |6" Sidewalk SF 1§ 5001 4,800.00 6.00 2,160,00 20%
7 1 |Sidewalk Void Fill LS 50,000.00 | $ 50,000.00 | $ 54000.00[ $ 54,000.00 8%
[ 1 |Sewer Replacement EA 5000001 $ 5,000.00 5500001 § 5,500.00 10%
9 1 |Additional Mobilization LSUM]$ 5470471 % 5,470.47 50000} % 500.00 -91%
[ _ Subtotal $ 114,879.77 $ 116,153.80 1%
Base Bid Total . - N | § 442,369.69 r $ 1,002,840.99 127%
Street Lighting {Additive Alternative No. 1) — sl = X i - ) | -
1 62 |Luminare Assembly (Melal Halide) EA 400,00 24,800.00 | $ 875.00 54,250.00 118%
2 31 |Decoralive Light Pole - Double Fixture EA 3,000.00 93,000.00| % 9,100.00 282,100.00 203%
3 31 |Foundations EA __1,000.0 E 31,000.00 | § 1,200.00 37,200.00 20%
4 16,770 |Conductor LF 065]| 8§ 10,800.50 | § 045| § 7,546,50 -31%
5 _1 |Photocell Control & Service EA [$ 350000| % 3,500.00 ] § 2,40000] % 2_,4_00;03 | -31%
Add Alt [No. 1 Subtotal D - $ 163,200.50 18 383,496.50 | 135%
Total - Base Bid Plus_ Add. Alt. [«Io. 1 i $ 605,670.09 _ ' $ 1,386,337.49 | 128%
Street Fumishings (Additive Altemative No. 2) = = — N — — - 5 - B - 4
1 47 |Tree Grale EA 300.00 | § 14 100.00 } 5 700.00 32 500.00 } 133%
2 22 |Cast Iron Park Bench EA 1,200.00 | 2640000 | % 2,500.00 _55,000,00 § 108%
3 13 |Trash Receptical EA 600.00 7,800.00 § 1,100.00 | $ 14,300.00 83%
4 47 |Tree Guards _EA 1 30000 § 14,100.00 | 75000 ] 8 35,250.00 J 150%
5 13 |Custom Access Cover _EA |5 B00.00] § 7,800.00 | 1,00000| § $3,000.00 67%
7 2 |Cast Iron Drnking Fountain EA |5 1,000.00 2,000.00 | 5,000.00 | $ 10,000.00 400%
8 45 |Large Planter Pot EA |§ 500.00 | § 2250000 0%  50000] $ 22,500.00 0%
Add Alt [No. 2 Subtotal $ 94,700.00 $ 182,950.00 93%
Total - Base Bid Plus Add. Alt. No. 2 $ 537,069.59 $ 1,185,790.99 121%
Grand Total - Base Bid Plus Add. Alt. No. 1 & No. 2 $ 700,270.09 $ 1,569,287.4% 124%

WGM Grmup, e
1114/2008 1'52 PM
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Communlly Service

Cenlral Meinlenance Security Fence

07 Projecl #

08 Project #

09 Project #

PR-22

PR-31

CS-23

Description and Justification of project snd funding sources:

become essental.

Funding Lhis preject will provide a chain link ence around the Cenlral Maintenance facifity, This Is a 7 foot high fence lopped with 3 sirands of barb wire. Also included in this proje
is an sulomated pivoling entrance way gate nexl lo lha Streel Division building. This fence will serve lo: reduce vandalism lo City buildings and equipmen, reduce thefl from Gity

buildings and equipmenl, and reduce the liability associated wilh people being injured on equipment or slored materials.  As lhe neighboring socter lields are compleled, this fence |

Is this equipment prioritized on en equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
KX
Are there any site requirements:
How [a this project golng lo be funded;
Funded in Prior
Y Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Prior year carryforward - CIF 126,000
>
w
4
126,000 - - - - .
How [s Lhis project going to be spent: N
Spenl in Prior
Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Y 12 FY 13 Years
% A. Land Cosl
Z |B. Construclion Cosl
W 1c. Contingencies {10% of B)
L’fx D. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Cosls 1000.321.431350,820 126,000
G. Olhar
126,000 - - - " 5
Does Lhis project have any additional Impacl on the operating budget:
s Spent in Prior
"; Expense Objecl A Ing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel .
- [Supplles
g Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
= |Caphat Dublay
tp |Debl Service
z B - - - = g
=
<
G
% Description of addiional operaling budgel impact:  Funding Lhis project will help minimize vandalism, thef, liability, and greffiti, Al of (hese jssues impacl the operaling budgel.

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department:|  Dale Submitted to Finance Today's Pate and Time Initials Total Score
Jack Stucky Public Works 1471442008 11:21 Js 40
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.L.P, Instructions For Explanallon of Criteria)

Frogram Category:

Project Tllle:

Communfly Service

Ceantral Malntenance Security Fence

09 Project #

CS-23

Qualltative Analysis

Yes

Ne Comments

1. Is the projecl necessary Io meel federal,
slale. or local legal requiremenls? This cn-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order to meel requiremenis of law or olher
requirements. Ol special concem is thal the
project be eccassible Lo lhe handicapped.

2. I3 |he project necessary lo fuifill a con-
reclual requirement? This cnlenon includes
Federal or Sisla grants which require local
participatron. Indicate the Granl name and
number n the comment column.

3. Is this proyect urgently required? VWill de-
lay result in cuniailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency Is deardy indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No". Il "Yes",
be sure 1o give full jusificalion.

4 Does the projec! provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This cnlerion should be answered "No™ un-
|less public health and/or safety can be
shown 10 be an urgenl or cniicel faclor.

Quanlitallve Analysis

Score
Range

Commenils

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does lhe projec! resull in maximum
benefil to the communily Irom ihe
invesimenl dollar?

©-3

See supporting documents.

10

6 Does |he project require speedy
implemenialion in order lo assure ils
maximuim effecliveness?

03}

It is very importanl o have this fence in prior lo opening the adjoining soccer fields. The lability
associated with kids playing on or around heavy equipment is significanl. The sconerthe fence is
inglalled lhe sherler the lability bme exposure.

7. Does Ihe projecd conserve energy,
culiural or nalurel rescunces, or reduce
pollution?

©-3

The purpose of this project is lo preserve Ihe City assels and resources al the Cenlral Mainlenance
lacility.

8. Does lhe projec! improve of expand
upon essenbial Cily senaces where such
senvices are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeciive?

0-2)

This projetl supperts and enhances all of the essenliad City services that rely on the Geniral
Mainienance facihty for ongin and supporl.

9. Does lhe project speafically relate lo the
City's siraiegic planning prionbes or olher
plans?

©-3)

Organizalonal Manegemenl, This porlion of he siralegic plan promoles effeclive eficient
management end sound fiscal management.

Tolal Score

40
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CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACILITY FENCE COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

VANDALISM

THEFT

LIABILITY

GRAFFITI

HAZ-MAT DUMPING

TRASH DUMP

SECURITY

Vandalism is growing concern. This is primarily smashed windows in both facililies and
vehicles. Vandalism in terms of damage to containers such as deicer tanks or oil tanks
could be very expensive in terms of environmental ciean up costs.

Theft so far has been limited to fuel, battery, tires, and misc vehicle components. However,
there is always potential for vehicle and equipment theft. A large percent of our heavy
equipment {(CAT, John Deere, Case) use common keys. Easy access to this equipment
leaves the City of Missoula vulnerable to equipment theft.

The Liability associated wilh people, (especially children) playing in, on, and around our
facilities and equipment is huge. Not only is the equipment dangerous, there have been
suits in other municipalities resulting from people being injured on material storage piles and
from falling off of municipal structures. | have responded to several weekend calls from
neighbors concerned about children playing on City equipment. Even wilhout access to
equipment keys, it is possible for children to drop loader buckets and backhoe booms on
each olher.

Graffiti is every where, however, it is a special concern next to the rail road tracks. We
border the tracks on our Souih side. In addition to being unattraclive, gang related, and
damaging property, graffiti removal, is expensive in terms of both lime and money.

There are increasing incidents of people dumping haz-matl materials in an effort to avoid the
disposal costs. Should someone dump a truly toxic waste on City properly, the cleanup
expenses could be huge.

Trash is often dumped al the Central Maintenance Facility. This usually happens at night.
People dumnp their trash on our site to avoid having to pay dumping fees. The Central
Maintenance Facility is located on the main road into the dump. This illegal dumping is
increasing in frequency. Dumping off appliances such as refrigerators and old stoves is
becoming more prevalent. The City then has to pay to remove the refrigerant and properly
dispose of he old refrigerators.

Some of the equipment, vehicles, and lools stored at the Central Maintenance Facility have
special security issues, Access to this special purpose equipment could present a
significant public threat. Additionally, a fence will improve lhe safety of the workplace for City
employees. The Central Maintenance Facility site localion promotes a high frequency of
fransients and vagrants. Two years ago several street employees intervened to prevent a
railroad security officer from being badly beaten. This year, we had a Police car wrecked
chasing a suspect through the Maintenance Facility yard.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Community Service

Ceniral Mainlanance Landscaping

07 Project #

08 Project #

02 Project #

PR-22

CS-24

Description and juslificelion of project and lunding sources:

|Funding Lhis project wll provide landscaping around the Cenlral Maintenance {Streel Division) building. The grounds and islands around the Streel Division building currenily do n

Is this equipment priorilized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
xx
Are there any site requirements:
g How Ia this project golng to be funded: Funded in Prior
=z Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% Prior Year camyforward - CIP 20,322
g
20,322 - . O . o
How is this project gelng to be spent: Spent in Prior
% Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |A. Land Cosl
W B. Construction Cost
% |- Contingencles {10% of B)
D. Design & Engineering {15% of B}
E, Percenl for Art (1% of B;
F. Equipmanl Cosls 1000 321.431350.620 26,322
G. Othar
29.322 - - . B o
]
[ Dosse this project have any addillonal Impact on the operaling budget: Spanl In Prior
8 Expense Objecl Accounling Coda FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
i |Personnet
' Supplies
8 Purchased Services
2 |Fixed Charges
¢t |Capllal Outlay
Z |Debl Service
3
& . G o - . -
o

land nururte ihls [andscane oroiec,

Descriplion of additronal operatng budget impect:  Funding Lhis project will increase {he size of the water ullity bifl and increase Lhe burden on the Parks Mainlenance crew lo maintal

Responsible Person:

Responsible Deg ient:

Date Submitied 1o Finance

Today's Date and Time

Preparer's
Initials

Total Score
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See C.L.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Community Service

Ceniral Mainlenance Landscaping

08 Project #

C5-24

Qualllalive Analysis

Yas

No Commenls

1. I the projec! necessary lo meel federsl,
slate, of local legal requirements? This eni-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courd
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
requirements. Of special concem is thal the
peojeci be accessible lo he handicapped.

2. la the project necessary lo fulflil a con-
Itractua! requirement? This ailesion indudes
Federal or Siate granis which require local
parlicipation. Indicate the Grani name and
number in the commenl column.

3 Is this projeci urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in curlailment of en essential ser-
vice? This slalement should be checked
“Yes" only f an emergency is cleary indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No” I "Yes",

be sure to give full juslificalion.

4 Does the projec! provide for and/or im-
prove public heatth and/or public safety?
This crilerion should be answered "No* un-
less public heatth and/or salety can be
shown lo be an urgent of crilical factor.

Quantilative Analysis

Commenls

Waeight

Total
Score

5. Does |he projed resull in maximum
benefit lo the communily from the
invesimenl dollar?

Lendseaping around Lhe Sireel Division building and parking lol will brighlen up lhe enlire
neighborhood.  We have received complaints sboul this "eye sore”. The neighbors feel that the City
of Missoula shoutd be held lo Lhe same or & higher slandard of communily responsibility,

& Does the projed require speedy
implemeniation in order o assure ils
maximum efecliveness?

©-3)

Local business owners feel the landscaping should have been compieled prior 10 occupying lhe
buildings. Speedy implementalion will help us reduce the number of complaints and Improve lhe
qually of (he sile.

7. Does Lhe projed conserve enemy,
cullural or naturel resources, or reduce
pollulion?

©-3)

This project will help reduce weeds, dusl, and rash. Landscaping will hefp preserve and beaulify
the Cenlral Mainlenance site. Dust and weed pollubon will be reduced.

B. Does lhe projed improve of expand
upon essentiaf Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled es
being necessary and effeciive?

(0-2)

This projecl will help reduce weeds, dusl, and irash. Landscaping will help preserve and beaulify
the Central Maintenance site

9, Doas (he project spedifically relale lo tha
Cily's stralegic planning priofilies or other
plans?

0-3}

Orgamizabionst Management, This porbon of Lhe siralegic plan promoles livable community

Tolal Score

27
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CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACILITY LANDSCAPING COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

The irvigation and landscaping at the Central Maintenance Facility has been held pending the
ORDINANCE DEQ's release 1o begin work. Completion of this project will enable us 1o be in compliance
with the original OPG approved design, plan, and ordinance,

The City of Missoula is all about maintaining and developing a healihy, livable, green

GREEN CITY community. This project is an excellent place to start. Funding this project fits into the
strategic plan strategies for clean air, waler and open space. This project will reduce dust,
soil erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds,

Funding this project will improve the appearance of the Street Division parking lots and
ASSET PRESERVATION yards. Additionally, proper landscaping will reduce water damage to the building and

parking struclures. People tend to respect a clean well groomed facility and are less likely lo
trash or vandalize it.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # OB Project # 09 Projecl #
G ity Servic Cenlral Malnienance Vehlcle and P
LU TR L) Equlpment Storage Buildings R-22 Cs-25

Description and Justification of project and funding sources;

Funding his project will provide four 40" wide X 170 long X 10” high three sided equip 1 slorege buldings, Also induded in Lhis praject is one heated vehicle and equipment slorage
building. The currenl wood siructures al the Central Mainlenance Facility have been condemned and need o be removed.  The City of Missoula has s significan| need for covered
vehicle and equipmenl storage. Healed siorege for rapid response and wel vehicles such as flushers and aerial ifi rucks is especially needed. The North end of Lhs City Shop is
cumenlly crowded with equipment to keep il [rom freezing and available for immediate use. Funding this project would promole efficiency, improve equipment response limes, reduce
parking demage, and promole safe equipmenl storage.  This project will need lo be compleled in phases. Phase one in FY 2006, will be the conatruclion of lwo covered equipment
slorage sheds for $270,000. Phase two in Fy 2010, will be the construction of the healed equipmenl slorege buikding for $409,000. Phase three in Fy 2011, will be Ihe conslruction
lhe lasl twa covered cold slorage buildings for $270,000. The cumenl operations of Parks al the 100 Hickory site will be vacated and moved lo various salelie facifities as well as (ha
City"s central maintenance ladifity on Scoll Sireel. These projects will also be phased a3 follows: FY 10 - salellile facilily sl Forl Missoula- $29,802; FY 11 - Sattefit lecility al
Fairgrounds- $51,892; FY-12 - Finish Remodel - existing adminisiation building ($74,028) + build wood shop ($39,558) + building additon ($186,552); FY-13 - demolish 100 Hickory
sile - $175 000

Is this equipment prioriilzed on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA

xx

Are there any site requirements:

How Is this projecl going Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior

g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0g FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |General Fund - Vehicle Mainlenance 270.000 409,000 270.000
‘;’ General Fund - Parks Mainlenance 29,802 51,992 300,139 175,000
2
270,000 438,802 321992 300,139 175.000 -
How is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
l:-InJ A. Land Cost
Z |B. Conslrucilon Cost
& Ic. Contingencles (10% of B)
X |0. Deslgn & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Parcenlfor Arl {1% of B)
F. Equipmentl Costs
G. Olher- Debl Service - linanced 34,540 90,680 131,875 170,275
- 34.540 60,680 131.875 170.275 -
Does Lhis projecl have any additional impacl on the operating budgel:
] Spent In Prior
'UT, Expense Object Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
~ |Supplles
W Purchased Services
2 [Fixed Charges
2 [Capital Quilay
¢ (Debt Sarvice
z - - B S o -
3
E Descrmtion of addiional operaling budgel impact: Funding Ihis project will preserve the condition of the rolling slock assets. This project wall extend 1he replacemnent inlervals of some

vehicles and extend Lhe life cycles of some rolling stock components Lhal are redilionally shorler due lo exposure Lo the elemenls

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Jack Stucky Public Works 111472008 12:34 Js 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.I.P. Inslruclions For Explanatlon of Criteria)
Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
. ity Service Cenlrel Maintenance Vehicte and
Smmunity;Sevic Equipment Storage Buildings Cs-25
Quallalive Analysis Yes No Comments
1. Is the project necessary {o meel federal,
slale, or local lege! requirements? This oni-
legsion includes projecls mandaled by Gourl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other X
requiremenls. Of special concem is thal lhe
project be accessibla to lhe handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary lo futfill a con-
tractual requirement? This enlerion includes
Federal or Siale granis which require local X
Iparicipation. indicale the Granl name and
number in lhe commenl colutnn.
3. Is Ihis project urgenlly required? Will de-
lay resull in curleilmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? Thig slalemenl should be checked
“Yes” only if an emergency is clearly indi- X
caled; otherwise, answer "No™. Il "Yes",
be sure to give lull jusidication.
4. Does Lhe project provide for andfor im-
prove public heallth and/or public salety?
This arilerion should be answered "No™ un-
leas public health and’or safety can he X
shown lo be an urgenl or crilical factor,
Raw
Quanlitalive Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Waeight Score
{0-3)
5. Does Lhe projed resull in maximum
benefil lo lhe community from the 2| Please see suppor page. 5 10
invesimenl doflar?
0-3)
8. Doas the projecl require speedy Low bid lo remove the exisling bulldings was $27,000. An immediale demand for some of lhe
limplemenlation in order o assure its 2| salvapeabie wood in these buikdings has one conlracior willing lo remove these buildings for the 4 |
maximum effecliveness? salvage value Il this projeci gels underway very soon, we can lake advaniage of Lhis savings.
0-3)
. Covered vehicles and equipment conserve energy, reduce polluion Covering equipmenl especially
1 CONServe energy. . )
Tabees ihe prq':lcl erzv conslruction equipment, contribules significantly lo a reduction in ground watsr pollulion. The
cullur.al Seainmliesoricea ogiecucs 2] healed slorage will slore sweepers and flushers to keep them from lreezing and enable them lo 5 g
pallulion? respond Limedy 1o winler sand and arborne particulate issues.
{0-2)
S=0es Ihe project imyMDve or expand Thi ject will i 1h limes of the vehicles and equi t stored al he C |
is project will improve the response L] e vehicles and equipment stored al (he Cenlra
LIpOI'.l e C'ly‘ s where such ? manienance Facilily. This includes sweepers, flushers, conslruction equipment, aerial iRl rucks, I ¢
services are recognized and accepled as snow plows, and streel mainlenance equipmenl such as polhole palchers and vaciuum trucks.
being necessary and effeclive?
©-3)
9. Ihe project specifically relate lo lhe
) D'oes p.mj sp ] ly h 3 Organizalional Management, thia project will increase organizalional responsiveness internally and
City's siralegic planning pricrilies er olher extemally, including emergency preparedness”. 4 12
plans?
Tolal Score 44
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CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACILITY VEHICLE BUILDINGS COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

Digging equipment cut of the snow, cleaning it off and thawing it oul, lo be pul to work, lakes lime, Time Lthal s
response lime. Response times lo snow removal, sireed sweeping, aerial lift trucks (signs, signal lights, trees elc.),

RESPONSE TIME and pothole palch equipmend can be reduced by keeping lhis equipment covered and heated. Slreet sweepers,
Aushers, vacuum trucks, and Jetler equipmenil are stored wel and ready lo use. They have lo be slored in a healed
fecility to prevenl freezing damage Lo the expensive pumps blowers and lanks, Draining these unils prior to and
after each use is often nearly impossible and adds significanily to response times.

Equipment lhal is exposed Lo lhe elemenls contribules to ground water poliution. Rain washes fuel, oil, hydraufic
GROUND WATER POLLUTION  flunids and coolant off of equipment and into the slorm dralns. Exposure to sunlight contributes lo premature failure of
hoses and fitlings, resulling in leaks and spilled Muids.

Equipmenl thal is slored in a covered facility 1s less likely lo be damaged by hail and other savere slorms. Direct

WEATHER DAMAGE sunlight conlribules to the premalure failure of paini, rubber, inleriors, and tires. UV light shortens equipment and
equipmenl compeonenl life cycles. Tire, dry rol and sidewall wealhering, costs thousands of dollars each year, Dash
assemblies, steering wheels, and seats, deleriorale in the direct sun and Nuclualing temperatures.

Employees trying lo ready snow covered equipment are not only slower to respond, bul more likely to be subjected lo
EMPLOYEE SAFETY slip, Urip, and fall injuries.  Cleaning windshields, glass, and checking fluids on large snow covered units is an
invitalton to an accident

The City of Missoula depends on emergency response unils everyday  Aerial lift lrucks respond to down lrees and
inoperalive sireel lighls. Sanders, deicers, and other snow removal equipmen! responge 1o lreezing rain or sudden

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS snow slorms. Loaders and brucks respond o blocked roads and fallen trees. All of these emergency response
limes can be reduced with covered vehicle siorage  In some extreme condilions, the length of lhe response time
can save lives.

Currenily, all of lhe seasonal, response, and wel equipmenl is jammed into the North end of Lhe Cily shop. Nol only
does this siow down response limes, moving equipment Lo Ury gel lo the needed vehicle, but, it creates a significant
indoor ar quahly issue. Slarling sweepers, plows, aerial trucks, and pothole palch irucks, running them long enough
{o build up the air system and release lhe brakes creates a greal deal of exhausl. The operators and shop
employees have lo brealhe Lhese fumes unlil they can be vented oculside. Vented fumes are replaced with air at
ambiénl iemperalures. This resulls in energy cosl to heat the air up lo 65-70 degreas.

INDOOR AIR QUALITY

HEATING ENERGY COSTS Heating equipmenl slorage facililies (o 45-50 degrees lo keep equipmenl Irom freezing is less expensive thap storing
il in the shop and bringing the indoor air lemperalure up o 65-70 degrees each lime a unil enters or leaves the shop.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Community Service

Sireat Maiarials Storage Slte: Missoula’s

Southside

07 Projecl #

08 Project #

08 Projact #

CS-28

CS-17

CS-26

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Purchase bare land on south side of Cily for Street Mainlenance Division use during various operalions, Sireet has hisloricallylease Pallee Canyon Gravel pil (aproximalety 20 years;
current leasa s $7500/ear). The owner, JTL Group, Inc. curenllyhas buyer for the land and sale is pending. The Cily's Isase may be terminaled al any lime. The Pattee Canyon pil §s
essential lo Sireel Division activilies for work done on the City's south side, Il has been a siockpile site for winler sand slorage used during snow operalions and fordumping sweeping
water and sofids. Lossof Ihis property will significanily increase snow vehicles' response lime for streel sanding in the hills soulh of 39ih Sireet. Inarease travel limes for dumping
sweeperunils decreases produclivity.  Sanding unils will be forced tolrael acrosss town lo the CentraMainlenane {zcility &l 1305 Scalt Slreet In order lor refill sandears. Sanding unil
response Umes increase by B5% 1o the south side of lown, A suilable parcel has not been found. Strel Maintenance Division is negoliating withihe Missoula Counly Fairgrounds and
Parks & Recrealion may also eleci to pariicipale in a sile al the Fairgrounds. Firsl year $20,000 lor property appraisals.

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement scheduje? Yes No NA
X
Are Lere any site requiremeanis:
How is this projecl golng Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E General Fundmg 20,000 300,000
>
i
-4
20,000 300000 S N "
How Is this project going to be spent:
project going P Spent In Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoaars
i A. Land Cosl 300,000
Z |B., Construction Cost
& |C. Contingencies {10% of B)
% |D- Design & Engineering {15% of B}
E. Percent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosls
G. Other 20,000
20,000 300,000 - - =
Does this projeci have any addilional impaci on the oparating budget: ) A
w Spenti in Prior
5 Expense Objecl Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fr12 EY 13 Years
Q [Personnel
E Supplies
g Purchased Services
& |Flxed Charges
2 |caphal Outay
o [Dabl Service
2 B - . B B
3
w
% Descriplion of additional operaling budgel impact:
Preparer's
Respongible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted to Finance Foday's Date and Time Initials Total Score

Brian Hensel

Streel Divislon

1114/2006 12.32

a7
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
__[Sea C.LP. Wstruciions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Title: ’ 09 Project #
. Streel Malerinls Storage Site:
Community Service Missoula's Southside Cs-28
Qualitatlve Analysis Yos No Commenis

1. Is the project necessary to meel federal,
stale, or local legal requirements? This cr-
lerion mcludes projecls mandated by Courl
Order Io meet requirements of law or other x
requirements. Of spedial concem Is thal lhe
project be accessible (o lhe handicapped,

2. Is the projec! necessary 1o fulfill a con-
{ractusl requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granls which require local X
paricipation. Indicale the Grani name and
number in the comment column.

3 Is lhis project urpenily required? WAN de-
lay résull in curlailmenl of an essenilal ser-
vice? This slatemenl should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency i$ clearty indi- X
caled; otherwise, answer "No™. If "Yes",
be sure lo give full justiication.

4. Does lhe project provide [or andfor im-

prave public healih andfor public salety? Loss ol & sand slock pile area on south side of cily for use with winler snow operations Increases snow plowisander
. e lravel lima for refiling der lo tnacceplabletevels. Longer Travel limes forsnow plowunils mean longer time frames|
This m'e‘ﬁm should be answered "No” un for which main streets and bus roules needing sand applicalion will remain in a dangerous slick coadition. Icy st
less public heslth and/or safety can be E increase changes ol actidenls for he (raveling public. Further, loss of productivily due 1o mcrease dumping/iravell
shown lo be an urgenl or crilical factor. limes for the Gily summer sweeping program could also heve a negalive impacl on waler and & quality.
Raw
Quantitative Anatysls Score Tolal
Range Comments Weight Score
©-3) Funding of this CIP reques| would prevenl Increased cosis caused by longer ravel limes for Streel
5. Does Ihe project resull in maximum Pivision equipmenl soulh of Mounl Ave. To mainlain current lavels of service on south side of City
benelil to lhe community [rom the 2| =addilional personnel and equipmenl timve would be needed for snow removal, leave collection, and 5 10
invesiment dollar? sireet sweeping. Allached Cosl/Benelil analysis shows and appromimale loss of $53,000/year for a
5.7 year pay ofl.
-3
6. Does the projed require speedy If a suitabla parcel I$ localed havinga lhe funds avalable for purchase would enble the City of make g
Implementation In order lo assure lis 2 | prompl offer reducing the potential for anather party lo acquire property. 4 8
maximum elfectiveness?
(0-3) : . L " .
; City of Missoula mainlains a rigorous sweeping program wilh the main goal to keep siregels clean as)
7. Does he projec conserve enery, possible. Strel sweeping reduces sireel conlaminanls frem draining into ground sumps and slorm
cultural or nalural resources, or reduce 3| waler sytems. Efficient sireet sweeping has been shown lobe an effective measura for helping to 3 ¢
pollulion? mainiain groundwaler guality In urban setlings Further, sireel swaeping is also mandated by EPA

and MC-CHD for prevenlion and reduction of fugilive pariiculale lo maintain eir quality in the Missoulg
valley. Low sweeping produciivity would be delrimental (o poltulion reduction.

0-2) Sireet Division has leased Pallee Canyon pil for approximalely 20 years. Pallee Canyon pit has beer]
8. Does he project improve or expand essential for snow operalions, sireel deaning, and leaf colleclon by providing an area lo slock pile
2 winler sand and Lo lemporarily slore sireel sweeping waler, solids, and leaves. The property has also

upon essential Cily ?emws where such been used lostockpile chips for chipsealing, sand for reclamite, and asphall millings for grading 4 g
sernices are recognized and accepled as alleys. Access to property on the southside of Cily is essenlial for many Sireet Division aclivilies and
being necessary and effective? is necessary lo mainiain cument levels of senace. The curren! lease of Paltee Canyon is in jeopardy
due lo a change in ownership.
©-3)
hi pecifically relate lo the
9, Does (he Pmpd s. . h’ h a Produclive sweeping helps prolect air and waler quahty lor Ihe City of Missoula. Efficienl snow
Cily's strategic planning priorilies or olher remaval opertions are essenlial for providing sale streels during winter g 12
plans?
Tolal Score 47
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Field Measurements for Response Time
FY08 Project # CS-26
Snow Plow Unit
Scope: Street Division crew made test runs with sanding units from two centrally located intersections
on the south side of the City. Each vehicle started at the named intersection with an empty sand
spreader where stopwatch timing began. The vehicle then traveled to Pattee Canyon pit, loaded up with
sand, and then returned to same starting intersection where elapsed time was recorded. The same
process was repeated with the vehicle traveling to the other sand stock pile currently located at 800 West
Broadway.

Date of Analysis: 1/19/06 - 1/20/06

Travel/Load Time

Intersection Time of Day Destination for round trip (mins) % Increase
High Park & Whitaker 10:40 AM  Pattee Canyon Pit 125
11:16 AM 800 W. Broadway 231 85
23rd & Garland 8:58 AM Pattee Canyon Pit 23
7:29 AM 800 W. Broadway 53 130
Sweepers

Scope: Sweeping crew made test runs from centrally located intersections in Areas 2 & 4, which would
be primarily affected by a south dump site. Each sweeper started time at the indicated intersections after
a full sweeping load had been gathered. Sweepers then made separate timed runs to dump solids and
liquid at the North side stock pile yard and Pattee Canyon pit.

Date of Analysis; 1/20/06

Travel/Load Time

Intersection Time of Day Deslination for round trip {mins) % Increase
Sussex & Arthur 7:34 PM Pattee Canyon Pit 13.7

§:00 PM North side yard 28.3 107
23rd & Foothills 4:18 PM Pattee Canyon Pit 27

5:00 PM North side yard 48.2 79
Linda Vista & Jack Drive 5:30 PM Pattee Canyon Pit 33.7

4:36 PM North side yard 52.7 56
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Community Service

Rallroad Qulet Zone Establishmonl
Taylor and Madison

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

CS-New

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Phase | - leasibility sludy $30,00Q
Phase | - implementation $300,000

Project lo establish two railroad "quile zones” in the area between Taylor and Madisen sireets. The firsl phase would analyze the feasibility of conslnucting railroad crossing quiet
zone siructures and cost estimates lor implemeniation.

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thers any siis requl
How is this projecl going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
'-l:,-' Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yeara
% Granl - To Be Dalermined {TBD) 30,000 300,000
>
i
[
30,000 300,000 - - = =
How ia this project going to be spenL:
project going - Spenti in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
um-l A. Land Cosl
Z |B. Conslruciion Cost 240,000
W c. Contingencies {(10% of B) o 24,000 = o -
E D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) - 36,000 - a .
E. Percenl for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other (addiional engineering, 230,000
30,000 300,000 - B - 5
Does this project have any additional Impact on the operating budgel:
) Spenlin Pror
th Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
O [Personnel
:‘_' Supplies )
3 Purchased Services
& |Fixed Chargea
@ |Caplat Oullay
(n |Debt Service
-4 o - - - -
5
w
% Descriplion of addilional operating budget impact:
Responsible Preparer's
Responsible Person: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tolal Score
Steve King Public Works 412312008 11/14/2008 12:36 CJK a1
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.L.P. Ingtructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: IPm}ecl Tille: I

Railroad Qulet Zone Establishment

LU TELL Taylor and Madison

09 Project #

CS-New

Qualltative Analysla Yos No Comments

1. Is Ihe project necessary lo meel federal,
stale, or local legal requiremenis? This en-
lerion inchedes projects mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other X
requiraments. Of special concem is that the
projed be accessible Lo Lhe handicapped.

2. |s the profecl necessary lo fulfill a con.
lraciual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or State granls which require local X
paniicipalion. Indicale the Grani name and
nurnber in the comment column,

3. I5 this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in curiailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemen! should be checked
“Yas" only if an emergency is clearly indi- X
caled; olherwise, answer "No”. Il "Yes®,
be sure Lo give ull juslificalion.

4 Does ihe project prowde for and/or im-
prove public heallh and/or public safety?
This criterion should be answered *No" un-
less public heallh and/or salety can be X
shown o be an urgenl or crilical faclor

Raw
CQuantitative Analysis Scora
Range Commenis

Waight

Total
Score

(03
5. Does Ihe projec! resull m maximum
benefit to the community from Lthe 1
invesimenl dellar?

(0-3)
B. Does the project require speedy
implemenlation in order lo assure ils 1
maximum effecliveness?

{0-3)
T. Does the projecl conserve energy.
cullural or natural resources, of reduce 2| Reduction of noise pollulion
poltution?

©-2)
8. Does (he projecl improve or expand
upon essenlisl City services where such 1
services are recognized and accepled as
beng necessary and eflechve?

{0-3)
9 Does 1he project speciically refale o the
Cily's siralegic pfanning pnonlies or other
plans?

w

Community livablity

12

Tolal Score

31
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