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

Program Categosy: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Opan Space URD il Trail Connecilons PR-01 PR-01 PR-01

Description and jusUfication of project and funding sources:
This project would consiruct connections between seclions of lhe bicycie/pedestrian trail in URD 1l along Lhe Bitlerrool Branch Line of the reiroad. The frst phase of this project wou
complele the seclion of ireil between Livingston Streel and Soulh Avenue. A second phase of this project would il the pap in the frail between North end South Avenues.

|s this equlpment priorilized on an equip & replac t schedule? Yes No NA

Are Lhere any slts requirements;

How Is this project golng to be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Tax Inkrement 50,000 400,000
2
o
50,000 - - 400,000 - =
How Is this ecl going to be L
project going Sl Spent In Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
uwl [A. Land Cosl
2 |p. Constructlon Cost 40,000 300,000
W |c. Contingencies {10% of B) 6,000 50,000
ﬁ D. Deslgn & Englinesring (15% of B} 4,000 40,000
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmenl Costa
G. Other
50,000 - - 400,000 - -
Does this project have any additlonal Impact on Ihe oparating budget:
@ Spent In Prior
= Expensa Objecl Accounting Code dty for the invesur FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
§ Peraonnal
+ |Supplies
W |Purchased Services
B |Fixed Charges
o |Capilal Qutlay
v |Debl Service
-4 - - - - - -
3
uw 17 -
& |Descriplion of addilional operating budget impact:
Preparer's
Responsibie Person: Responsible Department; Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tolal Score
Eltan Buchanan MRA 2f29r2008 1141172008 12.11 Kin 45|
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{Ses C.IP. Inatructions For Expi len of Criteria)

Program Category: Projecl Title:

Parks, Recreatlon
and Open Space

URD Il Trall Connecilons

08B Project #

PR-01

Qualitative Anafysls

]Yes

No Comments

slale, or local legal requirements? This oi-
lerion inchudes projects mandated by Courl
Order to meet requiremenis of law or other
requirements. Of special concern ia thal the
project be accessible Lo Lhe handicapped.

1. Is the project necesas This projecl would consiruct conneclions i

2, 15 the projeci necessary (o fulfill a con-
trectual requirement? This crilerion incledes
Federal or Slale granls which require local
parlicipation. Indicate the Granl neme and
Inumber in the commenl colurnin.

3. Is this project ungently required? Wil de-
lay resull In curtailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slatemenl should be checked
"Yes" only il an emergency is dearty indi-
cated; otherwise, answer "Ne®. Il "Yes",
be sure to give full juslificalion.

4. Does Lhe project provide for andfor im-
prove public heglth and/or pubfic asfety?
This ailerion should be answered “No™ un-
leas public heallh and/or safety can be
shown o be an urgenl or crilical faclor,

Quantitative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Welght

Total

5, Does the project result in maximum
benefit lo the community from the
invesiment dollar?

©-3)

This project would result in significant benefils to the community for the nvesimenl dollar becauss if
would be funded with Tax Inaement funds

15

B. Does the project require speedy
implementstion In order to sssure its
maximum effectiveness?

6-3)

In order lo capitalize on economies of scale, the firsl phase of this project would be mesl effective if
construcled in 7l with Lthe redevelop L of the adjacenl propesty (o the wesl.

7. Does Lhe project conserve energy,
cutiural or natural resourcas, or reduce
pollution?

©3)

Yes by offereing allematives to molorized transporiation.

8. Does Lha project improve or expand
upan essential Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
heing necessary and effective?

©-2)

The City of missoula has made a significanl investment inlo the non-motorized transporlation
syslem and this project expands and improves that syslem.

9. Does the project specifically relate lo the
Cily's siralegic planning priorilies or olher
plans?

(0-3)

This project Is a specific element in the 2004 Missoula Urban Transporialion Plan Update.

12

Tolal Score

45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recrealion and Open Space

URD Il Sliver Park & Millsite Trall System

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

PR-02

PR-03

PR-D2

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

This project is located In Urban Renewal District 1| and involves development of a park and trail system as part of the redevelopment of the 45 acre Old Sawmill District redevelopmen
project. This project will provids a park adjacen (o tha Developmen along the south bank of the Clark Fork River. A trail segmenl along (ha river will be a section of the Riverfromt T+,
Syslem thal connects the Califomia Street blcycle/pedestrian bridpe lo the Civic Stadium, completing a portion of the riverfronl breil loop. Trails segmenis within the Park will connect
the Riverfronl Treil and California Streel Bridge lo he bicycle commuler roule at Lhe Milwaukee Trail. The Park itselfl helps fulfil goete of the Perk Master Plan. These irail connection
are essential elements in fulfilling Lhe vision of lhe non-motorized transporiation plan that ealls for an inlerconnecied, conlinuous syatem of non-molorized facilities throughoul the

communily. Volunleer efforis are underway for construclion of 3 limber frame bench shelters lo be erected in Seplember 2008 and a large plaza arbor lo be constructed in 2009, T
Park and treil project is in the final deslgn phase wilh constuclion expecied lo begin spring/summer 2008,

W

Ia this equlpment priotitized on an eq | replacement schedula? Yeos No NA
X
Are Lhers sny site requirements:
How Is this project going 1o be funded:
Funded In Prior
“31 Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Tax Incremenl Finanding 7392-385 224,283 68,297
WieTER (ndt. leap) 7392-385-460435 581,250
& [Park Impact Fees 250,000
Park SID 250,000
Privaia Developer Funds 939,750
2,225.283 - - - - 68,297
How [s this project going lo be spenL: Spent in Prior
Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Lond Cosl
2 B. Construction Cost 2,225,283
W 1. Conlingencies {10% of B)
ﬁ D. Deskgn & Englneering (15% of B) 68,207
E. Percent for Arnt (1% of B) 22252
F. Equipment Cests
G. Other
2,247 535 - - - - 68,207
Does Ihis projecl have any addillonal Impacl on Lhe operaling budgel:
ﬂ Spenl In Prior
s Expense Objectl Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel 27.07%
2 lsupplies 7,193
W |Purchased Services 8,039
& [Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Outlay
(3 |Debl Service
=z - 42,311 - - - -
3
w s
& |Deseriplion of addilional operating budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: | Pate Submitted Lo Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Ellen Buchanan MRA 212912008 11111/2008 12:12 kin 53
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
(See C1P, Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory:

Project Titte:

Parka, Recreation
and Opan Space

URD Il Shiver Park & Millsie Trail
System

08 Project #

PR-02

Qualiiative Analysis

l Yeos

Ne Comments

stale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
terion includes projecis mandated by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
requirements, Of special concem Is thal the
projecl be at ible to e handicapped.

1. I the projeci necesar This project is located in Urban Renewsl i

2.13 lhe project necessary 1o fulfill a con-

Federal or Slate grenls which require local
perticipation. Indicate the Granl nama and
number In Lhe commenl column.

trectual requirement? This crilerion includes

3. Is this projecl urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in curlaiimenl of an easentlal ser-
vice? Thia sialement should be checked
"Yes" only If en emergency Is cearty indi-
caled; othenwise, angwer "Ne". If "Yes",

be sure to pive full justification.

4, Does the projeci provide for and/or im-
prove public heallh and/or pubfic safety?
This ailerion shoutd be answered "No® un-
less public health endior safety can be
shown (0 be an urgenl or crilical factor.

Quantiative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Weight|

Total
Score

5 Does Lhe project resull n maximum
benefil to the community from Lhe
imvesiment doftar?

©-3)

Trails and bicycle/pedestrian circutalion are important lo the community in lerms of non-molorized
transporiation’s ability lo decrease . riation demand manag and air quality concems,

15

6, Does Ihe projed require speedy
Implemeniation In order (o assure ils
fmaximum effectivenass?

(0-3}

This projecl requires speedy implemeniation in order |0 have traifs in place prior to the ereclion of th
bench shellers in Seplember.

7. Does the project conserve energy.
cuflural or nalural resources, or reduce
pollution?

0-3)

Yes in terms of the imp of blcycle/pedestian circulats
of the riverfronl for use and enjoymenl by the public.

In the aty core and the preservalion

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essenlial Cily servicea where such
safvices am recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

©-2

The project expands the non-molorized transporistion sysiem end Improves (he recreational
opportunities wilhit the communily by providing an addilional park that is in accordance with parks
needs assessments.

8, Does Lha project specifically relale to tha
Cily's straegic planning priosities or olher
plana?

©-3)

This projeci ia an importanl component of the Non-molorized Transporiation Plan connecling the
Riverfronl Trail Sysiem, Califomia Streel Bridge, and the Miwaukee Trail which ks an essenlial
element of tha non-molorized ransporiation plan. The Park helps fulfil goats of the Chy of
Missoula's Park Master Plan.

12

Tolal Score
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Parks, Recraatfon and Open Spaca

URD Il Wesl Broadway Island Trall and
Bridge Phasa |

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

PR-03

PR-02

PR-03

Description snd justification of project and funding sources:

This project is located wilhin Urban Renewal District i and Invotves the construction of a il scuth of the Flynn Lowney ditch parafiel lo Wasl Broadway between Burlon and Scoft
Streels and would construct a bridge across tha dilch connecling the easl end of the il lo Broadway. Phase | would prepare (he island for use by lhe public while leaving # in its
primitive, low mainlenance stale (withoul improvements except for signage, parbage cans end decking for the exising sccass bridge). Once all phasas are accomplished, ths project
would complele the riverfrent Lrall between Russell and Fronl Streets aleng Wes! Broadway. It connecis the Shady Grove Trail, Cafifornia Streel Bridge and Wes| Broadway sidewalk
CTEP project  This project also provides access (o an ares thal can be used for walerfronl recrealion such a3 lishing and for easy enlry and lakeoul of hand carried, non-molorized
walercrafl. This project is 8 component of the Wesl Broadway Conidor Community Vision Plan. Discussions wilh land owners are anvenlly laking place.

Is this squlpment priorilized on an equipment rplacement schedule? Yes No NA
Are there any slle requirements:
How Is this project golng o be funded:
Funded In Prior
“:,-' Funding Source Accounling Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Tax Increment 7392-000-381025-00 24,000 200,000
>
w
I
24,000 200,000 - - S =
How Is this ect going 1o be & [3
project going B Spenl In Pror
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 [B. construction Cost 24,000 160,000
E C. Conlingancies (10% of B} 18,000
ﬁ D. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) 24,000
E. Parcent for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipment Cosls
G. Other
24,000 200,000 - - = -
Does this projecl have any addlional Impact on the operating budget:
Spenl In Prior
E Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
Supplies
E Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
2 |Caplisi Gutlay
1o |Debt Service
z - 5 B 5 B 5
3
w -
% Desanption of additfonal operaling budgel impacl:
Preparer's
Responsible Parson: Responsible Department: Date Submitled to Finance Today's Date and Time Inilials Total Score
Ellen Buchanan MRA 212912008 111172008 12:12 kin 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
(See C.L.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Tille:

Parks, Recreallon
and Open Spaca

URD Il West Broadway Island Trall and
Bridge Phase |

08 Project #

PR-02

Qualllative Analysls

IYes

No Comments

1. 12 the projecl necesse This project is localed wilthin Urban Reney

stsle, or local legal requiremenls? This oi-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Courd
Order to meel requirements of law or olher
requirements. Of special concem is Lhal the
project be accessible lo the handicapped,

2. |3 the projeci necessary lo fulfill 8 con-
tractual requitement? This ailerion includes
Federal or Slala granls which require local
perticipalion. Indlcate the Grant name and
number In the comment column.

3. Is this project urgently required? YWill de-
Lay resull in curlaitment of an essenlial ser-
vica? This siatemenl should be checked
"Yes" only il an emergency Is dearly indi-
caled; othetwise, answer “No®. If “Yes®,
be sure lo give full jusiification.

4., Does the projed provide lor and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This arilerion should ba Bnswered "No” un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown lo be an urgent or critical factor,

Quantitative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Waelght)

Total
Score

5. Does the projed resull in maximum
benefil lo the community from the
invesiment dollar?

(0-3)

MRA funds will be used to financa this project. If federnl, siale or privaie funds become available,
TIF will be used for the local matching requirements, This project is 100% leveraged ulilizing tax
increment funds,

15

8. Does Lhe project require speedy
implementation in order lo assura ity
maximum effecliveneas?

(0-3)

If agreemenl with critical property owners can be reached, MRA would need Lo be posilioned 1o acl
Io gain control of Lhe land and buy neceszary easemenis

7. Does lha projed conserve energy,
cultura! or najural resources, of reduce
poflution?

(0-3)

This project aids efforis (o promote non-moforized iransportaiion by providing & Imk between current]
Iadlilies such as the Califomia Sireel Bridge and Shady Grove Trail, lo the pedesirlan and bicycle
amenities of the Wes! Broadway Sidewalk CTEP project.

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essential City services whera such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

0-2)

This project will be a part of the non-motrized lransportation network and will provide recreational
opportuniles currenlly unavailable in the urban area.

9. Does the project spedfically retata to the
City’s sirategic planning pricrities or other
plans?

©-3)

This project is B component of the West Broadway Comidor Community Vislon Plan and woutd be i
accordance wilh the City of Missoula’s Masler Park Plan.

Tolat Score

a1
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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 # 08 Project #

Parks, Recreatlon and Opan Space Milwaukee Railroad Trall Wes{ PR-26 PR0% PR-04

Deacription and Jusiification of project and funding sources:

This project will creale a bleycle/pedestrian trail along Lhe Mitwaukee Corridor between Russell S| end Reserve St. Corridor acquisition is the #1 priority of ihe adopted 2001 Non-
Molorized Plan. This project enables a coomfinaled efforl to acquire access Lo land, through purchases or easemenls. Development of trail would follow acquisition, The prajeci
leverages federal funds (CTEP) and possibie Recreational Tralls Program granls from FWP. Malching funds are from the Open Space bond. Originally, It was planned lo fund the
acquisilion from the $200K sel aside in lhe 1995 Bond for trail construction. It was decided thal Ihe 95 Bond $ needed to be preserved for urban parks, which the 06 Bond does not
fund |( was requesled and approved by Council and OSAC that $200K from the 06 Bond be sel aside for acquisition of the Milwaukee for trail develepmenl, | Is enlicipated that
sequisition will be completed by Decamber 2008. CTEP has approved the project and ecquisition negalistions have begun. Construction is expecied lo began spring or summer 2008
(FY0®).

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacemant schadule? Yes No NA

Ars there any slte requirements;

Yes. Reqires acauisition of lands or easemenis for ireil righl-of-way

How I8 Lhis project going to be funded:
Fundad In Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
i |CTEP (Obligate) 333,333
2 |CTEP (lo be cbieined) 240,000
& |Open Space Bond - 1885 (Expended) 13,510
& 10pen Space Bond - 2008 200,000 28,775
RTP {lo be oblained) 35,000
TBD
475,000 - - - - 375,618
How is this project golng Lo be apant: Spent In Prior
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cosl 474 880 42,285
2 |. Construction Cost 264.700
W |C. Contingencies (10% of B) 26,333
ﬁ D. Deslgn & Enginasering {15% of B) 39,660
E. Percant for Arl (1% of B) 2,680
F. Equipmeni Cosls
G. Other
*Nole 808,233 - - - o 42,285
Land cosis assurne that mosi treil rights-of-way will be purchased and Lhal some will be donated.
Does Lhls project have any additlonal Impact on Lhe operating budget:
Spenl In Prior
E Expense ObJect Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel 1,622 1,704 1.78% 1,878 1872
2 |suppties 4 453 475 409 524
W |Purchased Services 482 508 531 558 588
8 Flxed Charges
2 |Capltal Outlay
© |Debt Sarvice
E 2535 2862 2,795 2535 3,082 -
2
w
3 Description of additionsl operating budget impact: In FYCS the cosl of maintsining Ihe trail syslem is eslimated lo be $2,535 pfus 5% annual increase (induding materiats end tabor
coslincreases) per mila per year. The lotal mileage lo be maintained Is sboul .84 mlles. Cest of routine resurfacing approximately every 7 years dependent on weather nol included ih
budget.
558

Preparer's
Responzible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recrsatlon 111412008 14:24 DS 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
[See C.L.P. Instructions For Explanatlon of Criteria)

Program Category: Projact Tiile:
L LT Milwaukes Rallroad Trail West
and Open Space

09 Project #

PR-04

Qualitstive Analysls Yes No Commenis
1. 15 the profecd necessary to meel federal,
staie, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other X
requiremenls. Of spedial concem s that the
preject be accassible (o the handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary to fuliill a con-
tracival requirement? This crilerion inchides
Federal or Slate grants which require local x The Clty has secured & CTEP funding agreement from MDT. Thesa funds have been on hold during the scquisilion
pariicipation. Indicate the Granl name and process,
number in the commen| column,
3. 11 this project urgently required? VWil de-
lay result in curiailment of an essential ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
’ - = dl ndi Corporate and community support is high, Development Is threalening the conlinuocus corridor for the trad way
"Yes” only i an emergency Is dearly indi- ¥ | between Russell St. and Mulan R.
caled; otherwise, answer "No”. If "Yes®,
be sure lo give full justification.
4. Does |he project provide for and/or Im-
prove public health and/or pubfic safety? . .
This criterion should be answered "No™ un- By creating a mors seamieas and well connecled Syslem for non-motarized transporialion the City will maka i much
) mare feasible for more cilizens Io iraved by Ihis mode. Fecilitating a transporiation mode shift frem motorized Lo non
less public health andfor safety can be & molerized travel will resutt In air quality and quality of ffe improvements for Missoula residents.
shown (o be an ugenl or critical facior, o
Raw
Quaniitative Analysis Score Tota|
Ranga Comments Walght Score
{©0-3)
5. Does the project resull in maximum Yes, The City's maich leverages SAFETEA-LU (CTEP) and other granl funds, This fund reimbursed
benefil (o the community from the 3| 86.58% of projecl cosls, requiring only 13.42% local matching funds. A 12.25% ICAP lee is added 5 15
invesiment dollar? lo tha lolal CTEP porlion,
©3)
6. Does the projec] require speedy Yes. Each year more development cccurs slong he comidor, making establishment of a continuous
implemenlation n order to assure ils 2| comidor more problemalic, Also, lhe CTEP agreement is in effecl. Federal epproprialion availability 4 8
maximum effecliveness? over lhe long term Is always In question.
©-3)
. Doas th jecl conserve energy, "
¥y Does the project con ::y o | Yes. The pruject wil preserve ihe Mitwaukee Corridor which Is ofigble for historic status. It wil alow
cultural of natural resources, or reduce continuatlon of the hisloric usa, lransporiation in a related mode, via non-molorized means. d 8
poftution?
@-2)
8. Does the project lmprove or expand The project works In conear with plans | It of no-polfulin
S N & proj s In con s lo conserva open space. It encourages use ing
S assential Clty servicas where such 2| nonmotosized transportation miligaling i qualty problems. It is an Integral part of the City's TDM & g
services are recognized and accepted as plan to reduce VMT 6%,
being necessary end effective?
(0-3)
. . The projeci contribules lo Strategic goal of liabilily by providing am Inexpensive, convenlenl and safe]
9 Does th ecl specifically relale lo {he
A = e p_m’ . . N h n means of travel and healthy recreation finking neighborhoods with community resources, Specificaily
City's strategic planning priorities or olher It is Identified as a goal in the Masier Park Plan, the 2001 Non-matorized Plan, the Urban g 12
plans? Transporiaiion Plan Update, es well a2 the Emma Dickenson/River Road Neighborhood Plan,
Tolal Score 49
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COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS

ROJECT NAME: Bicycle Commuter Network
PROJECT SPONSOR: Parks and Recreation
ESPONSIBLE PERSON: Dave Shaw
[BENEFITS:

¢ Primary commuter trail elements in irreplaceable corridors.

* Important element of City's Transportation Demand Management strategy; essential to reduce VMT
5-6% over 2 five-year period. Facilities are the foundation of TDM programs.

In Transportation Plan Update, Non-motorized Plan, Open Space Plan, Comp Master Park Plan.

Very popular with citizens; derived from most-requested trails

Successful in atiracting multiple funding sources: Open Space Bond-$235,000 + $200,000 City
Council-approved; ARCO-$50,000 (in County); National Recreational Trails Act Grants-$5,000,
25,884 (Phase One); $6,500 (Phase Two); $20,000 (Milwaukee Trail).

-

COSTS:

e Cost of project is approximately $435,000.

e Operations cost, estimated at $2,300 annually per mile (including maintenance, plowing, railroad

. insurance), are about 1% of construction cost. This is consistent with national average, Note:
some of trail is on-street, some in County, and may be paid from other sources. Some of the trail
corridor may be subject to development: some sections may be part of subdivision developments;
others may not be possible.

ICommunity Benefit:

o A primary goal of the 2001 Non-motorized Transportation Plan; top goal is corridor preservation
before development hinders continuous trail alignment.

e 1996 Missoula Transportation Plan Update estimates 5-6% reduction in vehicle miles traveled as a
result of building a complete bicycle system, along with other strategies. Assuming: a 25-year life
for the project; that this and other current proposed trail projects in the CIP constitute about 1/3 of
the entire future system; and using an estimated 4% reduction figure, to allow for times of lower
use: the cost of construction, distributed over this estimated reduction of irips over a 25-year
period, is two cents per trip.

e Trail user numbers are significant: one thousand bicyclists used the Riverfront Trail in one day in a
recent trail traffic count. These numbers catch the attention of national advocacy groups, attracting
diverse funding sources.

e There are important public health benefits of using the non-motorized transportation. Personal
health and well-being is enhanced. Public health is enhanced by reduction in amount of particulate
from motor vehicle use.
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MILWAUKEE RR PATH-MISSOULA

STPE 8199(66)
CONTROL # 5578

WHOLE-PROIJECT COST ESTIMATE

Unit name # of Units Unit Cost
1. ROW Acquisition
Consultant Fees Negotiation/Appraisal 12 $6,250.00 $75,000.00
Easements per SF -
Assuming 20' Easement
Acquisition Costs 3500 long 70,000 $8.00 $560,000.00
Subtotal $635,000.00
2. Project Implementation
Professional Services PE & CE $45,000.00
Trail Construction Linear Feet of Trail $170,000.00
Subtotal $215,000.00
Estimated Total $850,000.00
CTEP BREAKDOWN
Account# Name % Reimb. Amount
9102 Preliminary Engineering 86.58%  $30,000.00
9202 ROW/Easement Acquisition 86.58% $170,000.00
{Utility Relocation) Incidental
9302 Construction 64.93% $0.00
Construction Engineering
{Including Contract admin.
9402 and inspections) 86.58%  $15,000.00
9502 Construction — 86.58% $170,000.00
Total $385,000.00
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

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

Parks, Recreation and Cpen Space Milwaukee Trall Russell to Reserve PR-26 PR-0% PR-04

Description and Justificalon of project and funding sources:

This project will creale & bicycle/pedestrian trail along the Mibvaukee Cormidor between Russe) St and Reserve S1. Corrider acquisition is the #1 prionity of lhe adepted 2004 Non-
Motorized Plan. This project enables a coordinaled effor] lo acquire access to land, through purchases or easements. Developmenl of trail would follow acquitition. The project
|leverages federal funds (CTEP) and possible Recreational Trails Program granis fom FWP, The CTEP numbers from FY09 and beyond account for ha 12.25% ICAP fee, Matching
funds am from Lhe Open Space bond. Originally, It was planned to fund the acquisition from the $200K sel aside in the 1995 Bond for Irail construction. 1t was decided that the 85
Bond § needed lo be preserved for urban parks, which the 08 Bond does nal fund. It was requested and approved by Councl and OSAC that $200K from the 06 Bond be set asikin
for acquisition of the Milwaukee {or lrail devetopment. It is enticipaled thal acquisiion wil ba compleled by December 2008, CTEP has approved the project and acquisition
negatiations have begun. Construciion is expected lo began spring or summer 2009 (FY09),

Is Lhis equipment prioritized on &an qulp replacemeni schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thers any sita requirsmants:
Yes. Reqires acauisilion of lands or easemenls for trail righl-of-way
How is this projecl going to be funded:
et going Funded In Prior
Funding Source Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
4 [CTYEP (Obligated) funded in prior year 333,333
Z |CTEP (io be oblained) 269,400
E Open Space Bond - 1995 (Expended) 13,510
¥ |Open Space Bond - 2004 200,000 28,775
RTP (to be obiained) 39,300
TBD
842,033 - - - - 42255
Howls th t golng to be 15
. project going el Spent In Prior
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
'J", A.Lend Cost 474 980 42,285
Z |B. Construction Cost 264,700
& {c. Contingencles (10% of B} 26,333
% 1D. Design & Engineering (15% of B} 39,660
E. Parcent for Anl (1% of B} 2,660
F. Equipmenti Coats
G. Other (ICAP) 33,700
“Note 842,033 - - - = 42,285
Land cosls assume Lhal mos! trail righls-of-way will ba purchased and thal some will ba donated.
Does this project hava any additional Impact on the oparating budgst:
@ Spent in Prior
"u', Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnsl| 1,622 1,704 1,789 1.878 1.972
— |Supplles 431 453 475 489 524
W |purchased Sarvices 482 508 531 558 586
[0
Q |[Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Qutlay
(0 |DeblService
E 2,535 2.662 2,795 2,935 3,082 -
w
3 Desariplion of additional operating budgel impact: In FY0D the cost of mainleining tha trail system is estimated 1o be $2,535 plus 5% annual Increase (including matesiats and labor
cosl increases) per mile per year. The total mileage to ba maintained is about .94 mies, Cost of routine resurfacing approximalely every 7 yeors dependent on weather not included in
budget,
558
Preparer's
Respons|ble Person: Respoensible Department: Date Submitted lo Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tolal Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation 12122008 12,55 DS 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C..P. Instructiona For Explanation of Criteria)
Prog Category: Project Title: 48 Project #
Parks, Recreatlon
. Milwal
and Open Space ukee Trail Russell lo Reserve PR-04
Qualltative Analysis Yes No Comments
1, 13 tha projeci necessary to meel federal,
stale, or local legs! requirements? This oi-
lerlon includes projecis mandated by Court
Order to meel requirements of law or olher x
requlr Of special Is thal the
project be ax ible to the handicapped
2. Is the projecd necessary o fulfill & con-
ractual requirement? This crilefon iIncludes
Federal or State grants which requim local x The City has secured a CTEP funding sgreement from MOT. These funds have bean on hold during the acquisition
participalion. Indicate the Grant narme and process,
number In the commeni column.
3, Ia this project urgently required? WIN de-
lay result in curtailmenl of an essential ser-
o This am ! bo od Corporale and ity suppori |s high. Development is threatenling th li
£ B i COMImuni gh. men reatening the conlinuous corridor for the trail way
"Yes" only if an emergency |s clearly indi- x between Russeil 5L end Muflan Rd.
caled; otherwise, answer "No™. if "Yes",
be sure lo give full justification,
4. Does he project provide for end/for im-
prove pubtic health and/or public safety?
This riterion should be answersd "No® un- By creating a more seamless and well conneded sysiem for non-motorized transportation the City will make il muc
5 more feasible for more diizens to ravel by this mode. Facilitaling a irmsporiation mode ahifl from motorized to nor
less public health and/or safely can be L motorized travel will resuft in air qualily and quality of life ITprovements for Missoula resldents,
shown 10 be an urgenl or oritical facior.
Raw
Quantitalive Anatysis Score Total
Range Comments Waight Score
(0-3}
5. Does the project result in maximum Yes. The City's maich leverages SAFETEA-LU (CTEP) and other grant funds, This fund
benefit o the comumumity from the 3 relmburses 86.58% of project costs, requiring only 13.42% local matching funds, A 12.25% ICAP 5 15
investment dollar? fes [a added to the lotal CTEP portion,
(0-3)
6. Does the project require speedy Yes. Each year more development occura along the coidor, making establishment of a continuoug
Implemeniation in order to assure ils 2 cofmidor rore problematic. Also, the CTEP agreement is In effecl. Federal eppropriation avallability 4 8
maximum effectiveness? over the long term is always in quastion.
{0-3)
S-Gog3 e project canseren enermy. Yes. The proiect will preserve the Milwaukee Corridor which is eligible for historic status. It will al
) is e for . 1 will alloy
cultursl or natural resources, or reduce 2 ontinyation of the hisloric use, tmnsporiation in a related mode, via non-motorized means. 2 é
pollution?
{0-2)
8. Does tha project Impreve or expand The proj ' e .
N 5 8 project works in concent with plens lo conserve open space. | encourages use of non-pofluting
tial C wh ch
i essential City services whers su 2| non-molorized transportation miligating air quality problems. )15 an integral part of the City's TOM|  * G
services am recognized and aocepted as plan to reduce VMT 8%,
being necessary and effective?
03

9. Doas the project specifically relate {o the
City's stralegic planning priorities or other
plans?

The projedt contributes to Stralegic goal of liability by providing an hexpensive, convenient end safe
means of travel and healthy recreation linking nefghborhoods with aoramunity resources,
Spedfically, H Is idenlified sa a goal In the Master Park Plan, tha 2001 Non-motodzed Plan, the
Urban Trensporiaiion Plan Updale, as well rs the Emma Dickenson/River Road Neighborhood
Ptan.

12

Tolal Score

49
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COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS

PROJECT NAME: Bicycle Commuter Network
ROJECT SPONSOR: Parks and Recreation )
SPONSIBLE PERSON: Dave Shaw
BENEFITS:

» Primary commuter trail elements in irreplaceable corridors.

* Important element of City's Transportation Demand Management strategy; essential to reduce VMT

5-6% over a five-year period. Facilities are the foundation of TDM programs.

* In Transportation Plan Update, Non-motorized Plan, Open Space Plan, Comp Master Park Plan.

Very popular with citizens; derived from most-requested trails

Successful in attracting multiple funding sources: Open Space Bond-$235,000 + $200,000 City
Council-approved; ARCO-$50,000 (in County); National Recreational Trails Act Grants-$5,000,
25,884 (Phase One), $6,500 (Phase Two); $20,000 (Milwaukee Trail).

COSTS:

e Cost of project is approximately $885,000 {(depending on ROW acquisition costs).

* Operations cost, estimated at $2,300 annually per mile (including maintenance, plowing, railroad
insurance), are about 1% of construction cost. This is consistent with national average. Note:
some of trail is on-street, some in County, and may be paid from other sources. Some of the trail
corridor may be subject to development: some sections may be part of subdivision developments;
others may not be possible.

[Community Benefit:

® A primary goal of the 2001 Non-motorized Transportation Plan; top goal is corridor preservation
before development hinders continuous trail alignment.

s 1996 Missoula Transportation Plan Update estimates 5-6% reduction in vehicle miles traveled as a
result of building a complete bicycle system, along with other strategies. Assuming: a 25-year life
for the project; that this and other current proposed trail projects in the CIP constitute about 1/3 of
the emtire future system; and using an estimated 4% reduction figure, to allow for times of lower
use: the cost of construction, distributed over this estimated reduction of trips over a 25-year
period, is two cents per trip.

® Trail user numbers are significant: one thousand bicyclists used the Riverfront Trail in one day in a
recent trail traffic count. These numbers catch the attention of national advocacy groups, attracting
diverse funding sources.

» There are important public health benefits of using the non-motorized transportation. Personal
health and well-being is enhanced. Public health is enhanced by reduction in amount of particulate
from motor vehicle use.
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MILWAUKEE RR PATH-MISSOULA
STPE 8199(66)
CONTROL #5578

WHOLE-PROJECT COST ESTIMATE

Unit name # of Units Unit Cost Est. Total
1. ROW Acquisition
Consultant Fees Negotiation/Appraisal 12 $6,250.00 $75,000.00
Easements per SF -
Assuming 20' Easement
Acquisition Costs 3500 long 70,000 $8.00 $560,000.00
Subtotal $635,000.00

2. Project implementation

Professional Services PE&CE $45,000.00

Trail Construction Linear Feet of Trail $170,000.00
Subtotal $215,000.00

Estimated Total $850,000.00 This does not account for ICAP on new CTEP alocations

ICAP accounted for on front page,

CTEP BREAKDOWN
Account# Name % Reimb. Amount
9102 Preliminary Engineering 66.58% $30,000.00
9202 ROW/Easement Acquisition 86.58% $170,000.00
(Utility Relocation) Incidental
9302 Construction 64.93% $0.00
Canstruction Engineering
{Including Contract admin.
9402 and inspections) 86.58% $15,000.00
9502 Consftruction 86.98% $170,000.00
Total $385,000.00 ICAP Is not applicable to this number

because it was under agreement before
ICAP was instituted.

Page PR14



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

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project® | 08 Projectd 09 Project ¥
Parks, Racreation and Open Spacs mwﬁm-m PR2Y PRO5 PRAS

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

| Further expamsion of the Miwaukes comidor, BBT epemsion

Cresie, expand and enfancs rails slong Miwaukas Ratimad, Bitterroot Branch Trall (BBT) and the Clark Fark River comidors. Gonidor acquisiion m the 81 priarfly of fve oopied 2001 |
Non-motorized Pran. This project enables a coondimated effort to acquive 2ecess to land, through purchases o ensements, Developmend of eslectad aras would foliow acquisition,

The project leverages federal funds (CTEP), donations and grants, such s RTP, Matching funds are from the Open Space Bond Cren Space funds will be requested for the 2005 Bond
ard will be Bxtad on & per proyect besis,

Inciuden Projects

FY08 - Giver Park Tralls (Appears a3 MRA Projed “South Bank Riverfront Trai) not funded by Parks

FY0S - Miwaukea Russetl to Reserve {Appears &s “Milwaukee Railroad West" $475,000, sepaaied becairss estahizhed GTER)

FYQ9 - Kim Willlmm to Camyon River Connection $322,000 {County CTEP Lo be negoliated)

FYD9 - Kim Wikiams to Clark Fork Subdivisions Connections $185,000 (could move to FY10 bul, prefer (o buikd i with Canyon Rivesr commection)

FY10 -+ BET North to Lrvingston (Also appears as MRA Projec? "URD IlI Trajl Connections” $300.000)

FY10 - Miwaudme Tmll - Resenve (o Mullan Phase |, $413,000 (Asphat Surface)

FY11 - Miwaikes Trall - Reserve to Mullan Prass It, $815,000 (4 Bndges)

FY12 - Miwaukes Trall - Mulan ko Deschamps Lane, $870,000 (Asphatt Surface)

F¥12 - BAT {o Loio connection {Scope nol yet defined)

FY12 - Trail lighting Improvemnents on 1im Wiliams and Ren MeDonaid River Front Trads e Dark Skics* compiiancs end Emroved efficiency, $168, 300 (Figures are from FY0S estinoto o
FY13 - River trail - east, $363,500 (thin estimats tn FY06 mumbere)

*Build in floodplain end floodway i ROW i not obtainabie

Further expansion of trails along the mosth end emth shores of the Clark Fark River

Are there any site requirements:

Yen. Requires aoquishion of kards or arsemends for trall right-of-way for maty of the above mentioned projects. Costs assume that rall rights-of-way &re BoqUTBd B parl of subdivision
v ather develop fort ard/ar s part of ager open wpeos sequisitions.  Project cost extimates do not scoount for poquisition.

How ix this project going to be funded:
Funding Accounting Code FY o8 FY 1g FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Fm'nhdlnPlthlE
CTEP (County & City) 443,700 362,300 200,000 200,000 200,000
glrr 35,000 a5.0m 38,000 25,000 35,000
& | open Space 28,300 18,700 29,000 25,000 33,000
E CIP General Fund
mpaci Fees
County ARCO 50,000
TIFDeveloper Contribaution
TRD (Federal and/or Cther) 555,000 778,300
507,000 413,008 615,000 1,008,300 273,000 50,000
How |5 this project golng to be spant:
Budgeted Funds A ting Code FY 03 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 In Prior Years
A, Land Cost
. Construction Coxd #00,530 iwren &7, 110 L4410 216,762
C. Comtingencies (10°% of B) 40,550 .67 64,305 .05 21,567
D. Deaign & Erplnsaring (15% of B) 60,840 49,147 56,005 123,558 a2 487
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B) 5,070 3304 6,520 8207 2,184
F. Egulpirent Costs
G, Other
“Nole 507,000 413,000 815,000 1,038.300 273,000 -
Lard costs assune that mosl tredl rghte-of-way will be p exd end bt some will he donated.
Doas this projact tove any addltional Impact ao the operating budget:
P Exp Objact Accounting Code Fyag FY 19 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Speni n Prior Years
I Persontel 1.622 1704 1,789 1,878 1,912
§ Supplies 431 453 475 4% 524
B |Purchasad Services 481.65 508 531 559 588
Fixed Charges o
Capital Outtay -
o |Dabl Service
3 2,535 2,662 2795 FE=] 300 5
é ~Mote - Figures are a per mile estimate. To determine annual malntenance cost § the Department will use the following squation:

# trall mlles aequired X annual frnlla = Total sddiional costs to budgaet

Diesgription of additional op g budget mpact: Cost of meintaining the trell system ks estimated to be $2,538 in FYD9 plus 5% annusl krease (inchiing materials and babor cost

i ) per mila per year Cast of routine ing sppeoxmately every 7 years dependent on weather not included in budget.
Prapares's
Responsible Person: Responsible Dep i Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Thma Initials Total Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Racreation 111672008 11;18 os 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
See G.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tits: 08 Froject #
Parks, Recreation and| Elcycle Commutar Network - Pending
Open Space CTEP Projecty PRO8
Qualilative Analysls Yes No Comments

1. bn the projact necessary o mesl federal,
state, or local legal requirements? This o
terdon includes projects mandated by Court
Order o meet requirements of lrw or olher
requiraments, Of special concem |s that Lhe
project ba accessible to the handicapped.

2. ls the project necessary to fulfill a con-
tractual mquirement? This @iterion Indudes
Federa! or State grants which requlre local
participation. Indicate the Grart name and
|number In the comment calumn.

3. tn this project urgently requirad? Wil de-
lay rasufl in curtalment of an ossential ser-
vice? This 7 should be checied
"Yes" ordy if n emerpency Is Slearly indi-
cated; otherwisa, enswar “No®, If "ras®,
|be sure to give full justification.

x Russsll Street 2nd Multan Road.

Carporate and community support is high. Development is threatening the continuous corridor for the commider betwean

4. Doas the projoci provida for andfor im-
prove public heatth and/or public safety?
This criterion shoukd be d "Ne™ un-
lasy public health and/or safety can be
ehown to be an urgant o critical factor.

Air quality improvements and quality of iife improvements ams banefits of thesa projects,

City's sirategic pienning priorities or other
ptans?

it > w prirrary component of the 2001 Nan-Matorized Plan, with specific reference ko corridor
prisefvation as #1 gaal, Theso projacts e supported by the goals of the Master Parks Plan and also
appear in the Utban Transportation Plan Update,

Raw
Quantitativa Analysis Score Total
Ranpa Comments Welght Score
©-3)
5. Does the project resull In medmumm Yeu. The Cly's match laverages SAFETEA-LU (CTEF) end other grend lunds, This hund reimbursas
banefil to the community from the 3} 88.58% of project coxts, requiting only 13.42% local malching funds. A 12 25% ICAP fes Is added to 5 15
1 t dollar? the total CTEF pertion.
©-3
6. Does the project require spsady Yos, Each year mom development occurs along many potenttal trall cormidors In the Clty, making
implementation In ordor Lo sssire it 2| extablishment of a continuous rall system mors problematic. d 3
maximum effectivenass?
©
7. Doss the project conserve snemy, Yus. The project will prasarv the Miwaulae Corridor which is efigible for historic sinhrs, 1t will aliow
cuftural or natural resouTces, of reduce 2 continuation of the historlc uzss, transportation in a retated made, via non-melorized means. Portions of a 8
poliution? the tral are edjacent to rfparan areas.
©-2)
8. Doars tha project improve or expand The project works in concert with pians to conserve apen spece. it encoursges wse of non-polluting
upon essentlal City services where such 2 nan-motorized iransportation mitigaiing alr quaily problerns. It is an integral part of the City's TDM 4 8
services mre recognized snd accapted m plan o recuce VMWIT 5%. The projects proposed hers ane designatad s “commuter mutea” a8 per the
being e affactiva? Non-Mgtorized Transportation Plan, These routes are heavily supportad by the public.
©93) | The project contribuies ts Strategic goal of lkability by providing en inexpensive, corvenent and safe
9. Does Lhe project specifically relate to the means of travel knd healthy recreation finking nelghborhoods with community mesources, Spacifically,

12

Total Score

49
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MILWAUKEE/D.C./K.W. TRAIL CONNECTIONS
Based on TLI Preliminary Estimates

KW to CR Trall

Construction $229,879 8 Paved Trail
Engineering $59,155 Plus retaining wall, fence &
Subtotal $289,034 RR safety features
Contingency $28,903

CTEP ICAP 12.25% $3,541

Total $321,478

Kim Witllams to Clark Fork Subs Connection

Construction $131,259 8' Paved Trail
Engineering $34.741

Subtotal $166,000

Contingency $16,600

CTEP ICAP 12.25% $2,033

Total $184,633

Grand Total $506,110

Note: Estimates based on 2007 figures

Estimate assumes the City will do all the following construction.
Costs could decline if development occurs along the trail comridor
MILWAUKEE RESERVE TO MULLAN

Unit Unit Cost Total Property
Includes Design &

Asphalt Trall, Phase | 1.875 $200,000 $375,000 Construction Costs
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $45,938
Total Estimated Cost $420,938
Bridges, Phase Il
Bridge 1 Existing $0 Kolenditch
Bridge 2 200 $1,000 $200,000 Clouse
Bridge 3 300 $1,000 $300,000 Clouse
Bridge 4 60 $1,000 $60,000 JTL
Bridge 5 Existing $0 $0 JTL
Bridge 6 Install At Grade Crossing $0 $0 Schmidt Rd.
Bridge 7 180 $1,000  $180,000 Frey

Bridges Subtotal $740,000
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $90,650

Total Estimated Costs $830,650

Note: Estimate assumes the City will do all the following construction.

Costs could decline if development occurs along the trail corridor
MILWAUKEE MULLAN TO DESCHAMPS LN.

Miles Unit Cost/mile Total
Miles of Trail 3.95 $200,000  $790,000 8' wide Asphalt Surface
1CTEP ICAP 12.25% $96,775
Total $886,775
Miles of Trail 3.95 $130,000  $513,500 Gravel Only (not CTEP eligible)
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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 £ 03 Project #
Blcycle C latwork -
Parks, Recreation and Open Spaca tud w::';:;:]mm. Panding PR-27 PR-DS PR-0S

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Creats, axpand and sphance trads along Miweukea Refroad, Bihemoot Branch Trail (BBT) and the Clark Fork River cumdurs Cormidor acquisition is tha /41 priority of tha adopted 2041
HNonemotorized Ptan  This projeci enables B coordinated afferl to acquire sccess (o land, through purchases of ! of aslected areas would follow Bcquisition.
The projact leverages fedaral funds {CTEP), danations &nd gramts, such as RTP. Malching funds ers from tha Open Spaca Bnnd. Open Space funds will ba requested for the 2008 Bbnd
end will be lisled on a per project basis. Numbers shown here accouni for tha 12.25% ICAP fee associated with CTEP project in 2008,
|includsd Projects
FYD8 - Siver Park Tralls (Appears 88 MRA Project “South Bank Riverfront Traf”) not funded by Parks
FY02 - Miwaukes Russell lo Reserve {Appears as "Milwaukee Rairoad YWest® $475 000, separated because esieblished CTEP)
FY03 - Kim Willams to Caryon Rwver Connection $322,000 (County CTEP to ba negotiated)
FY08 - KGm VWRams o Clark Fork Subdivisions Cormechons $185,000 {(could mova o FY10 bul, prefer to buyild il with Canyon River connection)
FY10 - BET North b Livngsion (Also appears as MRA Project "URD Il Trall Connectiona®™ $300 000)
FY10 - Milwaukea Trail - Raserve to Mutlan Phasa ), $421,000 {Asphalt Surlace)
FY11 - Milwaukea Treil - Resarve to Mullan Phase |1, $830,650 (4 Bridges)
FY12 - Miwaukes Tred - Mullan o Daschamps Lane, 887,000 (Asphal Swiace)
FY12 - BBT to Lolo connediion (Scope not yel defined)
FY12 - Trad lighting Improvements on Kam Williams snd Ron McDonsid River Front Trels for “Dark Skies™ compilanca end improved sfficiency, $173,000 (Fipaes are from FY0a
| e=timaia)
FY13 - Northshore River tred - V wasl, $414,300 (this estimats in FY08 numbers)
*Buld n loodplain and floodway f ROW ks nol obiainable
Further expansion of treils along the north and south shores of the Clark Fork River
Further axpansion of the Mawaukes comidar, BBT expansion

Is this equipment priocftired on an squipment repl 1 schodule? | v [ Ne 1 NA

Are there any site requirements:
Yos. Requires acquditon of lands or easements for trad nght-of-way for many of the above mentiened projetts. Costs assume thal tradl nighis-of-way are acquined a9 parl of subdivision
P othar and/or as pan of larger open spacs seuisitions. Project cost estimalas do nol actoun! k' Acquisition

How [s thls project pélng to ba fundad:

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY12z FY 13 Funded In Prior Years
w [CTEF (ind. ICAF} 343,700 371,500 200.000 200,000 T
3 |RTP - 35,000 35,000 35.000 35,000 35,000
E Open Spacs 28,300 14,500 25,000 25,000 25,000
CIP Genersl Fund
| impaci Feas
County ARCO 50,000
TIFDeveloper Contribution
TBO (Faderal and/or Other) 570.700 800,000 154,300
507,000 421,000 830,700 _W_W_'_W
How Is this project golng to be spent:
Funds A ing Code FY D9 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Spant In Prior Years
g A. Lard Cosl
E B. Construction Cost 353,200 293,300 579.000 740,000 288,500
C. Contingencies (10% of B) 35,300 28,200 57,500 74,000 26,800
5 D. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) 53,000 44,000 £8,700 109,000 43,300
E. Percent for Art (1% of B 3,500 3,000 5,800 7,000 3,000
F. Equipment Costs.
Q. Olher {ICAP) 62.000 51,500 101,700 130,000 50,700
—TNom 507,000 323,060 B30.700 TR0 414500 "

Land costs asaume thal mosl trad nghis-of-way will be purchased and that some will be donated.

Does this projoct have any addltfonal impact on the cperating budget:

2 Expense Objecl Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY13 Spent In Prior Years
2 [Personnel 1622 1,709 1788 1,876 1,672
2 Supplles 4 453 4715 409 524
W [Purchased Services 481.865 506 531 558 98
8 Fixed Charges -
2 |Caphai Outlay -
o |Debl Service
E 2538 2,662 2765 ZWs 0w -
g “Note - Figures are a per mils asti To detarminae apnual maint costincreases the Department will use the following equation;
g # trall mites acquired X annusl cost/mile = Total addiicnal costs to budget
[«

Desription of addidona operling budgat mpact: Cost of maintaning the eil systam iz estimated lo be 32,535 in FY09 plus 5% anmuad narease {inchnding matertals and labor cost

|inceases} per mie per year. Cosi of routme misuriaang appraximatety avery 7 yenrs dependesri on weather nol swhxded in budget

Preparer’s
Rosponnible Person: Res| Ibde Department?  Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scora
Dava Shaw Parks & Recreation 121122008 12:59 DS 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Sea C.L.P. Instructiona For Explanalfon of Criteria)
Program Category: Projeci Title: 08 Project §
Parks, Recrealion | Blcycle Commuler Natwork - Pending
and Open Spaca CTEP Projecls aros
Qualitalive Analysls Yes No Comments

1. |a the project necessary lo meet federal,
slate, or local legal requirements? This cii-
terion includes projecis daled by Cour
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
requirements. Of special concem is that the
project be accessible Lo the handicapped,

2, Is the projeci necessary to fulfill a con-
ractual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or State granls which require local
participation. Indicate the Granl name and
rumber in the comment column,

3, 13 this project urpently required? Wil de-
lay resutl in curtailment of an essential ser-
vice? This sialernent should be checked
Yes"™ anly if an emergency bs clearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No®, If “Yes®,

be sure lo give full justification.

between Russell Street and Mullan Road.

Cotporais and communlty support ia high. Developmenl is threatening the continuous comidor for the comidor

4. Does tha project provide for andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This ailerion should be answered "No” un-
less public health and/or safety can ba
shown Lo ba an urgenl or critical [aclor.

Alr quality mprovements and quality of life Improvements are bensfits of thase projects,

Raw
Quantiativa Anatysis Score Total
Range Comments Welght Score

(©-3)
5. Does the project resull In maximum Yes. The City's match leverages SAFETEA-LU (CTEP) and other grant funds. This fund
benefil o the community from the 3| reimburses 88.58% of project cosls, requiring only 13.42% tocal matching funds. A 12.25% ICAP 5 15
investment dollar? fee is edded lo Lhe lolal CTEP postion.

©-3)
8, Does the projecl requine speedy
[ - : Yes, Each year more developmenl occurs along many potential irsil conidors in he City, making
implemenlztion iy order lo assure its 2| establishmen! of a continuous irail syslem more problematic. 41 a
maximum effectiveness?

-3
7. Does the project conserve energy, Yes. The project will preserve the Milwaukee Conidor which is eligible for historic status, |1 will
cultural or natural resources, or reduce 2 allow continuation of the hisloric use, trangportation in a relaled mode, via non-molorized means. 3 8
pollulion? Portions of the trail are adjacenl o riparian areas.

©-2)
8. Does the projeci improve or expand The project works In concerl with plans to consenva open space. || encourages usa of non-polluting
upon essential City services where such 2 nen-motorized transportation miligaling eir quality problems, It Is an integral parl of the City's TOM 4 B
services are recognized and accepled as plan lo reduce VMT 6%. The projecls proposed here are designated as "commuter routes” as per

g n sary and effective? the Non-Molorized Transportation Plan. Thesa routes are heavily supporied by the public,
. . (0-3) The projed conlribules to Stralegic goal of abifty by providing an inexpensive, convenient and safe
9. Does lhe project specifically relate lo the means of travel and heally recreation iinking nelghborhoods with community resources,
City's sirelegic planning priorities or other a Spedfically, il s a primary component of the 2001 Non-Motorized Plan, with specific reference o 4 12
plans? coridor preservation as #1 goal. These projects are supporied by the goals of the Masler Parks
Plan and also appear in the Urban Transportation Plan Updals,
Total Scome 48
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MILWAUKEE/D.C./JK.W. TRAIL CONNECTIONS
Based on TLI Preliminary Estimatas

KW to CR Trall

Construction $229,879 8 Paved Trail
_Engineering $59,155 Plus retaining wall, fence &
Subtotal $289,034 RR safety features
Contingency $28,903

CTEP ICAP 12.25% $3,541

Total $321,478

Kim Willlams to Clark Fork Subs Connectlon

Construction $131,259 8' Paved Trail
_Engineering $34,741

Subtotal $168,000

Contingency $16,600

CTEP ICAP 12.25% $2,(&

Total $184,633

Grand Total $506,110

Note: Estlmates based on 2007 figures

Estimate assumes the City will do all the following construction.
Costs could decline if development occurs along the trail corridor
MILWAUKEE RESERVE TO MULLAN

Unit Unit Cost Total Property
includes Design &

Asphalt Trall, Phase | 1.875 $200,000 $375,000 Construction Costs
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $45,938
Total Estimated Cost $420,938
Bridges, Phase Il
Bridge 1 Existing $0 Kolenditch
Bridge 2 200 $1,000 $200,000 Clouse
Bridge 3 300 $1,000  $300,000 Clouse
Bridge 4 60 $1,000 $60,000 JTL
Bridge 5 Existing $0 $0 JTL
Bridge 6 Instalt At Grade Crossing 30 $0 Schmidt Rd.
Bridge 7 180 $1,000  $180,000 Frey

Bridges Subtotal $740,000
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $90,650

Total Estimated Costs $830,650

Note: Estimate assumes the City will do all the following construction.

Costs could decline if development occurs along the trail comidor
MILWAUKEE MULLAN TO DESCHAMPS LN.

Miles Unit Cost/mile Total
Miles of Trail 3.95 $200,000 $790,000 8' wide Asphalt Surface
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $96,775
Total $886,775
Miles of Trail 3.85 $130,000  $513,500 Gravel Only (not CTEP eligible)
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

| Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project # 09 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Grani Creek Trall PR 24 PR-08

and Justification of project and funding sources;

The propesod Grant Creek Tiall ks an §'-wide asphalt biling and pedesirian tral starting from the north and of the currert RMEF trail and ending at Snow Bawi Rd. (3/4 mi. from Ravine
mﬂhend).'mepropoaedhﬂvmldb03.3mﬂus(?.ocw:1.3c«mtnnwﬁvgnbmmdhﬂnwﬂdGmCuade.andwwldmasmommmww‘M
trails from aach of the subdivislons, This prop Jmummwmmwmm.MMdmmm.mumaw
Wbmmmmmmnmrwdhvd.GmMCrnde.hnhuy,m‘hm.wlndhgmadudﬂ!ﬁmphwmedwmmd
pedestzizns, who have no other chelca for travelirecraation in the Grant Cresk corrldor. Grant Creek consists of 13 subdivisions with no safe bicycla or pedestrian conmectons betwean therm|
for children or adutts, and no means other than automabile to connect to community transport systams. This trail would connect to Rattlesnako Creek via Revine Trail. H weuld also mest
the bike [anes on Reserve St., vitually connecting to the majority of edsting trafls in Missouts.

ADoc.MGCngMde«mdlSwwyhd]cﬂnM%HGCMMWMIdﬂismﬂvszs%fuapuhlkparkhﬂ\ammmmepmpnedun

of Open Spaca Bond funds, Othas funding is NRP Granis, private dorations CTEP, and possible congressional appropriat
Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requlrunelm_u:
How I this project golng o be Funded:
Funded In Prior
w Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 41 FY 12 FY 13 Years
2 [GCTA and In-kind donatians 17,000 17,000 12,000 FY0S 8,000
E RTP Grant 17,000 17,000 17,000
CTEP (Clty) and/or equivalent furding 328,000 354,000
CTEP (County) See Notn 2 23,000 220,000 100,000
Open Space Bond - County 100,000 70,000 FY08 40,000
157,000 652,000 483,000 - 48,000
County reimburses City $337,000 in FY10/FY11
How is this project going to be & g
is this proj geing to pent: Spentin
dgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A Land Cost Donated Leasss 20,000 75,000 35,000 FYO0B 40,000
9 |B. construcilon Cost 38,000 485,000 418,000
&' |c. contingencies (10% of B) 28,000 52,000 21,000
& | 0. Design & Engineering (16% of B) 73,000 39,000 8,000 FYT8 8,000
E. Percen for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other
157,000 652,000 483,000 - - 48,000
Does this project have any additional Impacl on the operating budget;
Spent In Prior
g _Expense Object Ascounting Code FY40 Fri1 FYi2 FY13 Fri4 Years
g Persorrred 6,070 6373 6,692 7.027 7,377
Supplles 1,612 1,693 1,778 1,665 1,060
[§ [Purchased Services 1,602 1,892 1,087 2,086 2190
§ Fixed Charges
m |Capttal Outtay
2 |Dett Service
E 9 484 9,958 10,458 10,978 11,527 -
w
o
o

C‘asiofrmlnhl!nlngllntrallsystnmisuﬁnmndInbl$2874phBS*nnmnlinquso(du.torrutuhlsnndIaborm)pumllepuyaar.TMMalmﬂngeuanamicipa!ed
improvements is about 3.3 miles total with 2 milas of that being within Clty limits and 1.3 miles are In the County, City Council Resolullon states that Lhe City would maintain all 3.3 mikes.

Preparers
Responsible Person: Responsible Department; Date Submifted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Dava Shaw Parks & Recresiion 2115/2009 11/18/2008 11:52 FBW 49

Page PR21



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
C.LP. Instiuctioms For Explanalion of Criteria)
Program Categony: Project Tithe: 08 Project #
Parks, Recreztion and
! Grant Creek Trafl
Open Space FRoS
Quinlitative Analyks Yes Comments

1. Is the project nacessary to mest federal,
state, or local legad requirements? This ot
berlon inchides projects mandated by Court
Ovder to meet requirements of brw or olher
requirernents. Of special concam | thal the

project be {ble to the handicapped

Montana Code provides that services o snnexsd arens be provided on substantially the same basis md in the same
mannor as such servicas are provided within the st of the mumicipatity, Grant Creek doos ot have a s=2fe means of
bicycls or padasirian transporiation via a trafl nefwork, sidawalls, or bike street lanes as provided eisswhers In the City.
Grant Creek dogs nol have aoces ko Mouniain Line bus tansportation, This project will provide the safe means of
pedestiian/bicycle transportztion via a trail separeted from the road and designed for ADA handicappad sccess. if a
separate CIP Request for @ Park'n Ride with bus service and traflksad parking fust nerth of Sevanar Is approved and
couplad with this project, GC pedestriane/cyclists/muoterists will all have bus transportation sccess, Rebulkling GC
Road to Incorporate sidewalks and bike lanes is not feasible and ks cost prohibitive,

2, la the project necessary to fulfil a con-
trechal roqui 17 This critarion nchud

Fedeml or State gmnts which requirs local
participation. Indicats the Granl name and
number in the comment colurnn.

3. ta this project wpently required? Will de-
by result In curtafiment of an essential ser-
vica? This statemnent should be checked
"Yes" onfy i an amemency (s clearly indl-
cated; otherwisa, answer "No™. If TYes",
be sure to ghve full justification.

N ks urgant to remody the dangerous oposure of pedestrians and cyclists on Grand Croek Rd by providing & trail
separgle fram the med &s soon as possible and before a sarfous accldent accurs, We have verbal agreements with
Individua landowners including Washington Corporation and others, willing to ease nacessary and critical land for this
project. Delays could maan ks of interest, ind any changes of ownership could jeopandize cructal land aasement for
this project. I the momrenturn now developed for the project Ja Jost by delays, the homeowners buy-in may subside and
the trall may not be able ta be created. The Granl Creek Tralls Association has been formed to misa $50,000 by privata
donation to Irsure comphetion of tha City pertion in 2068 and the County portion in 2008,

4. Doas the project provide for and/or tm-
prove public health andfor public safaty?
This critarfon should be arswered "No® un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown to ba an urgent or critical factor,

Not only do Mirsoulienas use Grant Creek Rd. for recreations! biking and walking/jegging, but the. thres jocal hotefs hayve
visliors who frequently walk along Gman Creek Rd. for axercise. With viriually no shoulder alorg Grant Creek Rd, and 2

sped firnit of 45 mph, mm-mwmmm Thits trafl would ke safe non-

x matarized connections b Jons and reduce treffic (and aximust pollution) creatad by Grant Cresk

residertts, This neighborhood nccessible il would also encourage physical ectivity, prometing individua! health.

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Commernis Score
X © The trail will alleviste traffic, provide safé routes betwean nelghborhoods and provide o safe eRtemative
5. Does the project resutt in maximum e motorized rensportation, In a Decamber 2008 sunvay of GC reskients, 330 people (exxiusive of
benafit Lo the community from the 3 mmmmmmmc&nmmmndummnwmnmmmmJ 15
5 35% of Grant Creek resid ponding. Profact ges come from the Open Space Bond,
inmvestment doltar? cash donatiorss and nty donated by kendk to match CTEP and RTF Rmds.
©3 Becausa of public safaty, this project should not ba defemad. Also, we have verbal agresments with
6. Doss the project require speedy Individual lendowrvers willing to donate esmements, which are necessury and criticol land for this
Implementation in ordes to msure it 2 mmMmmquwmammmwm 8
; tand easammand for this project, Private donations of cash and easernants will nol ba farthcoming If trafl
randmum effectiveness? complation In the near term cannot be demonstrated.
©9 Thia trefl encourages dmmwmmmhwm uality, The nead
Does the project conserve energy, = 9
T the ! for motorized t hborhoods and cther localions will atso be diminished. This
cutural or naturs! rsouyses, or reduca 2 MWWWMWW%WM&BW&MMM e
poliution? trall provides actess to the open spaces of Grant Creek and the connecting tralls to the Rattiesnake,
o2 This trall would provide a safe non-motortzed route that is inexpensive and convenient for Grant Creek
8. Doea the projoct mprove or expand residents, Missouta residents and Missouta visitors, The project ks In concort with plans to consanve
upen gssertial City services where such 2 open space. It furthers the objectives of Transportation Dermand Management(TDM) by providing a ;]
senvices ars racognized and acceptod as fnukydmdableh;mpomﬁm , reducing the number of vehicle trips, end Increasing trangportation
and effactive? optiorm for Missouta Residents,
©3) | The tmil was Included &8 en unfunded project In the 2004 UTP Updats and s mentioned speckically in
9. Does the project specifically reate to the the 2008 Open Spaca Pian Update. The trall Is supportad by the Mastar Parks Plan and the 2001

City's strategic planning prioritles or other
plans?

Non-Mctorized Transportation Plan. It mests Strategic Ptan objectives by promoting community
involvernent in partnership with City govemment, acquiring donated privale property and furthering
TDM goals. The concept of a Grant Croek trai] sopsrate from roads was part of the 1880 Granl Creek
Ama Plan, the 1887 Grnttand PUD, and was a roquirement of tha City ordimance upon snneaxetion of
Grartiand tn 1989.

12

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

Program Category:

Praject Title:

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Tonidn Trail

08 Project #

09 Project #

PROT

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

In 2007 Pat Tonkin dormatad an aasament across her proparty for a trail. The Parks Department is respensible for construction and malmtenance of the trail, The trad will i ecress the,

face of the South Hills with a p

%od gravet surfa

voluntears.

The Nelghberhood Councll was successful In recelving a Nelghborhood grant for $3,000. Soms of the work will ba comploted by

ls this equipment prioritized on an equip pl rent schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How ix this project going to be funded:
Funded n Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 Years
E Cash In Lieu 6,000
Neighborhood Grant 3,000
NTP (FWP) 18,222
Voluniper/in Kind services 400
28,622 - - o -
How is this project going to be spemi: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A Land Cost
£ |B. Construction Cost 28,622
g C. Contingencies {10% of B)
i |D. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmen Casta
3, Other
28,622 - - - o
Does this project have any additional Impact on the opersaiing budget: Spent In Prior
bl Expense Object Ascounting Code FY 0% FY 10 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
°°" Personnel
O |Supplles
i [Purchased Services
2 |Fizad charges
@ |capial Outlay
2 [Debi Service
E - - y . -
g
B
O | Dexciiption of additional opemting budgel impact:
Preparer’s
Responsible Person; Responsible Department; Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Titne Initials Total Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation 11/1672008 11:53 KM 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

|__Pregram Category: Projaci Tite: 08 Project #

Parka, Racreation and

5 Tonkin Tradl PR-O7

Qualitsiive Analysls Yes No Commenis

1. Is the projeci neceszary Lo mest federal,
state, or Jocal legal requirements? This cri-
terion inciudes projacts mandated by Court
Owder to meet requirements of baw or other x
requirements. Of spacial concem is that the
project be ible Lo the handicapped.

2, Is the project necassary lo futill @ con-
tmactual requirement? This qiterion includes
Fedem| or State grants which require local X
participation, Indicate the Grant name and
rurmber [n the comment column,

3. 1s this project urpently required? Wil de-
Isy result in curtaliment of an essential ser-
vice7 This sintement should be checked
“Yes” only ¥ an emerpency bs clearly Indi- x
cated; otherwise, answear "No®. If "Yes®,
be sure to give il justfication.

4. Does the project provide for and/or im-
prove public health andfor public safety?
This criterion should be ar d "No® un-
Jaxs public health and/or safety can be x
shown to be an urgent or aritical factor,

Cuuantitative Analysls Total

5. Does the project result in maxdmum
benafi to the community from the
trvestment doltar?

. e
g
§

Yes g3 eazement was donated and majority of costs are pald by grands, 100% Leveraged. 5 15

H

6. Does the project require speedy
Implementation [n order to assume ita

N

Matching grants have epected timelnes 4 8

©-3
7. Does the project consarve snengy.
cuftural or natural resources, o mduce 2 Promotes bikvped uss 3 a
pollution?

®2)
8. Does tha project Improve or axpand
upon eseential City servicos whers such 1 Adds to axisting braf] 4 4
sarvices are recognized and accepted as *

bwirg recuscsary and effecthe?

8. Does the project specifically relata to the
City's sirategic planning prioridas of other 3 Parl of the MPP and Non-rrmtorized Trens plan 4 12

plana?

Tota) Score 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Formn FY 2009-2013

| Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project # 08 Project #
Park Maintenance 8 Improvements
Parks, Recreation and Open Spaca P PR-20 PRo8
Desctiption and justification of project and funding seurces;
Mot trafls and any park amanities (restrooms, playgrounds, sports facilities, irigation, court surfaces, etc.) have an expeciad \fespan of abou 20 yeanm.
1. Resurface court sinfaces and trails.
2. Ptaygrounda replacements.
3. Resiroom replacement/upgrades, Mosi restrooma do nol currently meel ADA Stendards.
4. Spowts Facility updates.
5. bvigation concams
Resurfacing, repaim and upgradas belore complete datarioration will extend the kifs of park amenities bayond the normal 20 yesrs. Refer o separats projects for above amenities.
By being atla to plan for rrprovements, prarks can save le wiafl and | time and monsy. FL g oflows ping of similar progects fof
Is thia equipmen prioritized on an equilg rert repla d schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 Y11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
2 [General Fund CIP 250,000 250,000 280,000 250,000 250,000
E TBD * 25,000 50,000 75,000 100,000
250,000 275,000 300,000 325,000 350,000 -
TBD=Park Mainternance Districi, Future GO Bond, Mill Levy, increased Impact Fees
How is this ject to be t:
project going spen! g In Pr
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code Fy 08 FY 10 FY 11 Fr 12 FY13 Years
A. Land Cost
% B. Construction Cosl
Q C. Contingencies (10% of B)
w [D. Design & Engineering {16% of B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosls
G, Other 250,000 Z75,000 300,000 326,000 350,000
250,000 273,000 300,000 325,000 350,000 -
Does this have addittonal on the H
project any Impact operating budpet: s -
[ Expense Object Accouniing Code FY oo FY 10 Fr 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
g |Per=onnet
Q |Supplles
[& {Purchased Services
§ Fixed Charges
@ |Capital Outlay
O |Dei Servica
E = = - - N =
a
o Description of additional opersting budget impact:  No ref incranss. Repl venl/repair] jon of existing infrastructure
Preparer's
Resporsible Person: Responsible Department: | Date Submitted to Finance Teday's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Rob Thames Parks & Recreation 111672008 12:00 BW PP}
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

Sem C.LP. instructions For Expl of Criteria)

Program Category:

__Project Tite:

Parks, Recreation and
Open Space

Park Maintenance & Improvements
Program

08 Project #

PRAG

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

Ne Commenis

1. la the project necaasary to mead faderat,
state, or locaf legal requirernents? This crl-
terlon includes projects mandated by Court
Order to meet requiremants of law or other
requiraments, Of spacial concem I thal the
project be accassibie to the handicapped.

2. Is the project nocessary to fulfill a con-
tractual requiremant? This criterion includes
Fedaro! or State grants which require local
participation, Indicate the Grant name and
numbser in the comment column.

3. Is thia project urpantly required? Will de-
tay rasult in curtsliment of an assential ses-
vice? This staloment should be checked
"Yea® ondy H an ememency s clearly brdi-
cated; otherwise, answar “Na™. If "Yas™,
be sure o ghe ful fustification.

4. Doea the pmjact provide for andfor im-
prove public health andfor public safety?
This criterion should be armswensd “No™ un-
loss public health and/or safity ean ba
shown to be en utgent oF critical factor.

Guantitative Anatysls

Commenis

Total

5. Does the project result In maximum
banefit to the commumity from the
Imvestmant doflar?

With routine upksep and renovation schedutas, we can axtend the ussful lifa of facililes and brall
surfaces.

10

8, Does the project require spoedy

Implementation tn order to essure its
maxdmum offactiveness?

©-3)

Timely maintenance can be critical to axtending the Tife of facilities

7. Doas the project comarve enadpy,
cuthural or natural esources, of reduce
pollution?

©3

Yes, por Goal #5 in MPP. Protect and enhance the natural smvirorment and develop parka, treils and
outdoor recretiaonal faciflites in en environmentally sansitive manner, Proper maintenance of open
Epace presarves natural resourcas

8. Does tha projact improve of expand
upon essential Clty services where such
salvicas mre recognized and accepted as
being necessary and effactive?

©2

Yes. This helps meet Goal #4 of MPP by establishing mainterance standard, end mansgement plans
for the parks and cther properties the Clty maintains. Annually assess nesded malntersmes and
renovation projects systemm-wide, including bringing exisling facifies up to ADA standards.

9. Dows the project spacifically relate lo the
Clty's strategic planring prioritias or other
{plans?

o3

Yeu, per Goal #4 Thesq projects will help develop and malntain parks at & high level of quatity,
Comumunity Livability

12

Total Score
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Park Maintenance & Improvements

Planned projects

FY09

Lighting Replacement

Restroom Rebuild (Sacajawea & Greenough)
Playground Replacement (Boyd & McLeod)
Irrigation/Landscape upgrades

Trail Resurfacing-Cottonwood connection and
BCN Orange Street East

Total

FY10

Playground Replacement - Little McCommick
Playground Replacement - Marilyn

Irrigation Upgrade - Honeysuckle

Court Resurfacing - Kiwanis/Bonner/McBasketball
Trail Resurfacing - BCN system continuation
Lighting Replacement

Total

FY11

Playground Replacement - Greenough

Restroom Replacement - Greenough South @ parking lot
Shelter Repair

Lighting Replacement

Court/Trail Resurfacing - NS, Franklin, BCN continuation

Total

FY12

Playground Replacement - Kiwanis

Restroom Replacement - Kiwanis

Lighting Replacement

Court/trail resurfacing -Gregory/BCN continuation
Total

FY13

Playground Replacement - Ben Hughes
Restroom Replacement - Weslside

Lighting Reptacement

Courtftrail resurfacing - Playfair/BCN continuation

Total

P hHh s h

wlen e h B o Plen A € &H 8 P w

WA A & &
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15,000
40,000
160,000
20,000
45,000

250,000

82,500
82,500
33,000
44,000
15,000
18,000

275,000

120,000
84,000
45,000
15,000
36,000

300,000

130,000
147,500
15,000
32,500
325,000

$105,000
$160,000
$15,000
$70,000

$350,000



Retamping
v oo Tolali/Chreuit 5 &
Length In-house* S
Chreult '23 Prica L Circait Total
$1,189.096] $554.08
353333
FoEH AEL10
Tepent FY13
2910]  $2,910.36] _ §1.455 18]
24161 $1.20817 1
AT T SR $2,56335) i Bt s ] 20004 & B T ] IR SRR A
Tepent FY14
[s 8§64 $563.70)
5 756
1003,
*[satdomi] Ak

1268 $1.256.29

1G4E[  51945.93

139 $138.89

197] 319748/

810] $802.57

261 $260.77

S R BT E T

L

U of M

ST

3351 $2.351.29
i) KBS

316756040

*Tiwnching $1/fool with machine 50% of cost Projeci Total $147.51238
50 Hiahar hows.
Camren trall ghi rifdarncs oosts
Triphax direct burisd #2 URD $SARIY1000 In. B
T T Kwh uds (Kwh) Per NWE relamping 1 bied an 10,000 howr terg L and 70% i cyce ar 7,000ws.
ixtuws |watls 12l mve |4 how A8 deys mvernge 1153 hourslyser
7] 125] n,ml FET)
]| 1 31000 124
332 53,104,57
14 Ba2i8 38,178.01 Triphea dimet tuwial #2 URD SASTHOKD In. &
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3,485.00

S 44000

1,150.00
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Greenough Restroom

3/13/2008
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Sacajawea Restroom

3/18/2008
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3/13/2008

McCleod Playground

H i i
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Boyd Playground

3/13/2008
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Parks Maintenance & Improvements

Projects planned to be completed
Priority list

FYO8

Trail Resurfacing- SouthShore Trail
Tennis Court Resurfacing Fort Missoula
Bonner Tennis Court

Total

FY09

Sacajawea Playground Replacement
Sacajawea Restroom Replacement
Mcleod Playground Replacement
Irigation/landscape upgrades

Trail Resurfacing - Southshore Trail

Total

FY10

Playground Replacement - Little McCormick
Playground Replacement - Boyd

Irrigation Upgrade - Honeysuckle

Court Resurfacing - Kiwanis/Bonner/McBasketball

Trail Resurfacing - BCN system
Total

FY11

Playground Replacement - Greenough
Restroom Replacement - Greenough
Greenough Shelter Repair

Court/Trail Resurfacing - NS, Franklin, BCN

Total

FYy12

Playground Replacement - Kiwanis
Restroom Replacement - Kiwanis
Courtftrail resurfacing - BCN/Gregory

Total

FYt3

Playground Replacement - Ben Hughes
Restroom Replacement - Westside
Court#rail resurfacing - BCN/Playfair
Total

Kller 4 & A & €n||6h A B B &P Allen A &

R H H &H

Aller a e

20,000
40,000
15,000

75,000

75,000
70,000
75,000
10,000
20,000

250,000

75,000
75,000
30,000
40,000

30,000

250,000

100,000
70,000
50,000
30,000

250,000

100,000
125,000

25,000

250,000

$75,000
$125,000
$50,000

$250,000
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Parks Maintenance & Improvements
ADD GREENQUGH PARKING LOT?

Projects planned to be completed WHICH YEAR, WHAT AMOUNT
FYO8

Trail Resurfacing- SouthShore Trail $ 25,000
Tennis Court Resurfacing Fort % 32,000
Total $ 57,000
FY09

Sacajawea Playground Replacement $ 75,000
Sacajawea Restroom Replacement $ 70,000
McLeod Piayground Replacement $ 75,000
Irrigation upgrades 3 10,000
Trail Resurfacing 3 20,000
Total $ 250,000
FY10

Playground Replacement $ 150,000
Restroom Replacement 3 30,000
Court Resurfacing 3 40,000
Trail Resurfacing $ 30,000
Total $ 250,000
FY11

Playground Replacement $ 150,000
Restroom Replacement $ 70,000
Court Resurfacing $ 30,000
Total $ 250,000
FY12

Playground Replacement $ 150,000
Restroom Replacement $ 70,000
Court/trail resurfacing $ 30,000
Total $ 250,000
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Project Title; 08 Project # 08 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Turf Maintenance Equipment N/A PR09

Description and justification of project and funding scurces:

spreadet, solf puverizer,

This CIP s o purchass equipment necessary for a successiut tuif management program. The fore mentionad equipment includes a &lft seader, top dresser, dethatchersweeper,
CMMWMMMam,mpM.Mmm.ﬁm.Wemuﬂmemmmmhm.
mnputsﬁdchhhdtymboenlrldespcmtnmoddmuinuhtm.ThasehnfmmvuyddtMMavﬂymd.Topsdlbm&ﬁnnlﬂmmnaﬂ.Tﬁswmhdp
lo provide improved turf and soll conditions on Lhe eighty acres of sport fields.

. broadcast]

Iz this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Ara thers any site requirements:
no
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
TBD or 81,297 28,315
Impact Faes
81,297 20,315 - - - -
TBD = Park Maintenance Districl, Future GO Bond, Mill Levy, increased impact kees
How is this proj to be B
is project going to be spent o -
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
A. Land Cost
; B. Construction Cost
5 C. Contingencies {10% of B)
i | 0. Deslgn & Engineering {16% of B)
E. Percent For Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costa 81,209 20,315
G. Other
81,299 = 29,315 - - -
Does this have any additional impact on the operating budgst:
B " Spent in Prior
] Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 41 FY 12 FY 13 Years
“oi Personnel
O |Supplies
li |Purchased Services
2 [Fixed charges
@ [capita) Quttay
Q |Debt Service
E - - - - - -
m
% Descriplion of akiitional operating budget impact: weed, topdreasing, biades, fuel
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Pepartraent: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and FTime Initials Total Score
Rob Thames Parks and Recreation 11116/2008 12:44 it 43
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
See C.1.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}
Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #
Parks, Recreation and
* Turf Maintenance Equipment
Open Space PR-09
Quadilative Anal Yes No Commetity

1. 8 the projoct necessary to meel foderal,
state, or local lega) roquirenents? This crl-
terion Inclirdes projects mandated by Court
Order to meet requirsmants of taw o other
roquirerments. Of special concem s that Lhe
pivject ba accessible to the handicapped.

Z I3 the project necessary to fulfill a con-
tractual requirement? This crilerion Includes
Federal or State grants which roquire loca)
participation. Indicats the Grant name and
number In the comment column,

3. In this project urgently required? Will de-
lay result In curtallment of an essantial sor-
vice? This sinternert should be checked
“Yea" only if an emergency Is clemty indi-
cated; ctherwise, answar "No®. if "Yes®,
b sure to ghe fud fustification.

4. Dowes tha project provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This criterion shoulkd ba answered “No® un-
tass public health and/or safety can be
shown to be an urgent or critical actar,

x imprave the safo playing conditions of Lhesa feids.

cumantly saveral sports turf ameas are sparsely grassed with poor soll conditfons, Imrmdma:ﬂmmonbmyb

Raw
Quaniitative Analysis Score Total
Range _Comments Weight|  Score
©3) | yes, withocst this equipment thors will ba & negative Impact to the community through poorly
5. Does the project result In madmum meintained tuf. We cummentty have over 10,000 + Community members playing and using these areas
banefil to the community from the 2 :’BW ek il afow rave 5 10
trvestment deliar? mproved Lse¥ Groups opportunity to addltional tournaments, which bring revenise,
into the community,
@3
8. Daes the project requira speady yes, speedy implementation is crucial to betler malntain turf arcas and sports Belds. By improving the
R in arder Lo waeive its 2| health of ports fetds player safely is directly improved. 4 8
maxdmum effactivenes?
©-3
e A through an improved turf and eall we wil reduce the nesd for herbicide use, it will Improve water
cuttural or , o 3| effictency and reduca srosion. s #
paltullen?
{0-2)
8. Coes tha project improve or expand
upon essential City services where such 1 yos, iLis felt that green epace is core to the character of our city making Porks an essentia! service. 4 4
services are recognized and acveptod as This program has an mpact on that chameter.
beaing necessary and offactive?
0-3) mmwmmmmwwmmmw
8. Doas the project spacically relate o the GodﬁOmanhﬂunIMamuSmtalnmmwnWyhbemMM

Clty's sireteglc planning priorities or other
plars?

dabis, responsive and respected City Organkration, Goal #2- Community Livability- As a
wmmun&ympmmd.aufohml&ymmmlmuymmmmnymmm
ﬁMmqumWommmmmmhwmm&m
21 ks mel through Faving the proper aquipment needed to estabiish and malntain an effective turf
managemend program incorporating tha esseniials for a healthy maintainable turf, Gaal #2 is met
creating a heaithier turf thrw envirormentally friendly rmainienance practices it reduces the amount of
harbicides needed to control broadleaf waads. Geel #3 is mel by evalunting and respanding to the
neads of citizens and user groups.

12

Total Scom
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Turf Management Equipment CiP

2009
Slit Seeder Land Pride 051572 Overseeder w. 2" knife spacing Base Price: § 9,350,00
Knives (1 Set straight blade and 1 set curved blade) Add: $ 340.00
Total: 9,690.00
Top dresser: Tyco MH 400 Material Handling Unit w 2 whee! electric brakes Base Price: 3 20,310.00
Twin Spinner Spreading wide variety of matenals for wide, narrow and light to heavy Add: $ 298000
Cross Conveyor Add: $ 3,180.00
Swivel Kit The swivel kit Add: $ 1,600.00
PTO Power Pack Add; $ 3,630.00
Total: $ 31,710.00
Dethatcher/ Sweeper Toro Rake-C Vac Lawn Vacuum Base Price: § 26,252.00
Add: $ 4,052.00
3 30,304.00
Soil Pulverizer Land Pride SP30 84" Soll pulverizer Base Price: & 3,400.00
Broadcast Spreader Lely WFR Single Disc/ Wheel Driven Spreader Base Price; § 4,195,00
Sand Ejector Disc to spread sand or compost Add: $ 279.99
Mesh Grid Prohibits solid masses of material from entering the feeding system  Add: $ 359.51
Hopper Extension Increases hopper capacity by 200 Ibs Add: § 322.97
Spreader Cover Keep fertilizer from bouncing out of hopper and rain cover Add: L3 129.13
Hydraulic Feed Ring Hydraulic switch to open and close feed ring Add: $ 688.79
Agitator Assists with spreading powdery/ clumpy materials Add: g 217.78
Total: $ 6,193.17
2009 Total $ 81,297.17

2011

Aerator Wiedenmann Terra Spike XF 20/8"83" Wide Deep Tine Aerator Base Price: § 27,295.00
Turf Retainers Add: $ 1,520,00
Replacement Tines Add: $ 500.00
Total: $ 29,315,00
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Department New Request Form
Fiscal Year 2009

Department: | Parks & Recreation | Rank:| B
Select One: [ X_|New Program Title of New Request: | Turf Maintenance ]
[—_JService Level Change
[__Jcapital Request

1. Program Description:

Turf maintenance program to add compost, top soil and seed to our Athletic fields using the equipment requested in our Turf Maintenance
Equipment CIP. The request includes a maintenance worker to operate the equipment and achieve sufficient aeration, fertilization, top

dressing cycles.

2, Service Delivery Impact:

Citizens of Missoula have been requesting improved sports fields for many years. The turf areas on our sports fields are very old and heavily
used, topsoil is a minimum, if present at all. By using an environmentally friendly turf maintenance program, it reduces the amount of

herbicides needed to control broadleaf weeds, improves water efficiency, reduces erosion and makes the fields safer for play. The requested
supplies will treat 80 acres of athletic turf for softball, soccer, Rugby, Ultimate Frisbee and baseball.

3. Personnel Requirements:
Need the addition of maintenace worker to operate new equipment

4. Cost Impact of New Program:

Account # Item Quantity Unit Cost One Time Costs Onyping Costs Totul Cost

__370.460501.220 Seed 10320 2.5 $ 25800 | § 25,800
370.460501.220 Top Soil 500 18 $ 9,000 | § 9,000
370.460501.220 Compost 1500 18 $ 27,000 | § 27,000
370.460501.220 Fertilizer 8o 117 $ 9,360 | § 9,360
370.460501.350 Spot Hydromulching 120,000 fi |0.05/sq.ft $ 6,000 | $ 6,000
370460.501.110 Maintenance Worker 1320 11.35 4 14,082 | § 14,682
 270.460.501.120 fringe $ 3,146 | $ 3,146

) -

$ -

$ -

$ -

$ -

$ -
Expense Sub-Fotnl| $ = 9 95,288 | $ 95,288

Revenue Offset:

Account # Revenue Description Total Revenue
3 -
$ -
Revenue Sub-Total| § -

| Net Cost qumpactforNewh'ogmm [$

95,288 |

5. Other new program consideration or impacts (including revenue):
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project # 08 Project #

Trall maps for Missoula’s Conservation

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Land: PR-0

Description and justification of projest and furding sources:
Tha Primary objective for mansging Missoula's 3500 ecres of conservation Jand is to preserve and enhance native habitats while providing recreational opportunities for the comumunity. To
-nﬂmmhobjocﬂvnnbahnmm.uthowud(bdwaenuu(mmﬂm)wm@m.mmmmmdaﬂmmmmﬁmm
shomdltmw.amumhhh:ldeq.ntnlydhambdasigmudh‘nﬂssrﬂnsnmtﬂtmhilwmmdmmmwohjncﬁva.ﬂaw1“duumlhhwmmmmted.
Whlhnllnewlrt[[cnrslrmﬂnnhwmhnpadstomﬂvemthMnoMmmmmwmmmmwbdondmhm
prlsafvlﬁnnnrmnmmnyddzu.Todosenndm!mbillhtoomnﬂiedmumuaﬂmumwmhanﬁnﬁwmdﬂmm.hdmlﬂmmmhhm
would cost close to 18,000 but this would not stop the creation of new user-made tralls; we must be ables to dimcl users to sustainabie Pari’s sanctioned tralls. The cument 23" Plaxiglas
tnilsystnmmnpspostndwtwhlﬂuadsmm12yumdd,mmddd-d(dwmly30%ofndm!hlhmdhﬂmds)mmmdhmpau.Wmmdmmvhﬂmshmyor

hﬂﬂlqdmﬂﬂﬂizedmww:dﬂuh? Yes No NA

Araﬂnnanyaltamquhe_m_um:

How is this project going to be funded;
Funded in Prior
w __Furding Source Accounting Code FY 03 FY10 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 Years
2 [Univarsity of Mortzna +,000
E TBD 34,663
- 35,863 - - S o
TBD= Park Malntermance District, mem.mw,hmhwhu
How s this tobo s d
project golrg pent: in
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w |A- Land Cost -
2 |e. Construction Cost 8,385
; €. Contingencies (10% of B)
ui | 0. Design & Englineerng (15% of B) 27,250
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipmenl Costs
Q. Other
- 35,6863 - - - -
Does thls have additional Im; on the 3
project any pact operating budget Spentin
] Expeansa Objecl Accounting Coda FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 42 FY 13 Yeats
g Personne!
O |Supplies
E Purchased Services
Fixed Charpes
3 [caphal Outlay
© |Debh Service
E - = - S - -
o
o Duascription of additional operating budget npact  replacerment of outdxled signs/maps
Preparer's
Responslble Person: Responsible Department: | Dale Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Rob Thames Park Operaiions 11/18/2008 12:51 MY 35
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
See C...P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category:

Project Tith;

Parks, Recrestion and| Trell maps for Miasoula’s Conservation
Open Space Landy

3 Project #

PR-10

Qualttative Analysis

Yes

No Commenis

1, Is the projec! necessary to meal ladarl,
state, or local legal requirementa? This o
terion includes projects rrandated by Courl
Order o meet mquirerments of law or other
requirements. Glpoanlwlmlalhﬂlho
projact ba ibie to Lha hemdicapi

Zhlhapmiwlmcmryhmmﬁm
iractual req i? This criterion includ

Federzl or Stats grants which require local
pariicipation. indicate the Granl narme and
ber in the

3, Is Ikis project utpently required? Will de-
lay resull In curtaiimant of an essantial sor-
vice? This statement should ba chacked
“Yos" anly f an emevpency fs clearty nd}l-
caled; otherwies, arswer No™. I "Yes",

be sure to give full fusification.

4. Coees the project provide for sndior im-
prove public health andfor public aafaty?
This criterion should be answared "No™ un-
lewa peshiic health andfor aafaly can b
shown to ba en urpent or criticat Facior,

Thunmmmtmdsmwmmnmdmm the

of ncich

whera cliizens maed [

cled (o rise. Jusi sl year o wormesn brolos har aoliar bor while
mountain biking en M. Jumbo, She was on an urnamad trail thal was not pictured on our curen trail maps.
Emargency responders had to basically tarvas Jumbn's seddle unti they found her, tmagine If ahe could have just

X told 911 it she was al mile markar 2 on the Three Trees Trall, We have had even mare examples of palice nol

e of ot our ety end tratiheads.

krowing whare particular {raitheads are located when they ers called o respand 1o incidents. We need an aoourate

Raw
Quantitative Anatysis Soore Totat
Range Comments Scome
3 Our ponsarvation lands are Impartan for tha "ardmpurdmdhhmnpaﬂ
5. Does the project resutt in maximum by the txxpayers, Qur corrsenvation tands are highly utiiized by Missoufians and tourists for
benefit ta the cormmumily from ha 1 bari few trave & clerar idea of the sxpanse of the trail systern. This project will provide comprehensive 5
rvesstment doltar? aps mada of one of the maosl coct-effeciive dummble muterials on the market. Highly weaiher and
vandat reststan hey will kst for decades.
©3 | i the test 10 yesrs our lrail system has eimost doubled and @ now trail map ks overdus, One
6. Daos tha projoct require speady axamiple Is Waterworks HIT which has atmos! 12 mi, of trall of which cnly 1 mi. és ehaw on the
irmplemantation in arder to essure its 2| curenl map, Waterworles hil), and other properties, have meched capacity and will see no more trall a
Tt ? devalopment; most tnail's money is apent shutting down user-mads trails. The sooner we can updats]
rraps the sooner we can direct users o tralls we wanl Lhem Lo use.
O3 | Offamil recmation epresds naxdaus wess, dhsrupts wikdie ard demes falive pants, Addiiomly,
7. Doas the project conserve energy, masl user-frade trails ane construcind af unsustainable grades and am prona to eroalon, By
cuftura) or nathural resRICEs, or reduce 2 providing the public with compreherrsive maps of irells in the area i will guide people who ans [
7 unfamiliar with our trail systam ta designated tralls and “regutans” will be e (o visit tralls
P they have nover hiked on halore, Fil people difve less.
[Ugrs]
8. Does tha project bmprove or expand The majority of Missouliana feel that recreation and open space are essential to their way of life. Afl
ciy ) 1 of tha open space bonds lhal have pussed huve done so wilh overwhelming public suppon. B is the 4
upon essentia Gity services where city of Missoula thal has beven charged with caring for thesa valuable public assets. We are poor
sarvicas gre recognized and eccepted a8 siswards if we ans ummble batance Tecraation and consarvation by adeguately directing ueer to
Iradng mocessary and effociive? sustzinable hahitat friendly ireils.
()]
B. Does the project epectiically relats o the This projest will fulill gonls In the Missouta Parks and Recraation Master Ptan, Missoula
Chy'e airategic planning priorities or ofher 3 Trawwsportation Plan, Masoula Opon Space Plan end the ciilizen drafted Mourd Jumbo Managemen 12
plars? Ptan,
Tatwl Scow 33
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

| Program Catepory: Project Thie: 07 Project 8 08 Project # 09 Project 8
Parks, Recreation and Open Space | "™ & E"“‘“’;::;':‘mu“‘""""“"" = PR PRI PRt

Description and Justification of project and funding sources:

Per Qrdinance K250, Impact fees may be uasd 1o provide park, trail, open space, recreation opporunities if these expansions of impeoverneand are retuted o growth.
Cash in fu from area development could ba an addifional revenue source, Fark Development is in macondance with (he Mester Pask Ptan, The approach s ko develop parks in wo
phases with Phmse 1 addressing immediate infrastruciure such 2 e, rigation, trees and baslo park fumishings: (benches, lables, gerbage) and Phase 2 to Include emenities such a8
pionic sheltars, playgrounds, sporis oreas, metrooms, eic. The goul ks bo ancourege dovelopar, when femible ic deval p 8 park al a Phasa 1 lavel.
Then Lhe City uslng cash In lley, impact fees, SID's, grants, or CIP-GF davalops the park &1 the Ptrse 2 leval, th FYO7 - LaFray Park Phase | was fundad and CTA Architects began
design. development of phase 1. Construction of Phese [ is schaduled for spring 08. Plneview Park SID wars approved In Januery 2007, Tha park is naw In City ownerahip and

ite tion is scheduled for epring 08. This CIP includes priority listing of New Park davalopment and the proposed year far park davelopment using the two phase approad
n 2003 White Pine Park was approves for Phasa | development (tuf and imrigation) el $42,000, Since then the area haa become o clsanup site. Tha City will complele the cleanup per

In this equipment prforitized on an equipment rep) W schedule? Yes No NA

Are there any e requirements:

sae sile plans for aach park

How I3 this project going to be funded:
Funded b Prior
_Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FyY 10 FY 11 Fri2 FYi1s Years
Impaci Fees 223,252 100,000 120,000 100,000 100,000 52,180
 [Csh b Lieu 20,200 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 19,500
2 |CoBE funds (EDVRR) 12,000
Sale of Carter Court (pending) 40,000
Pinavievw Park SID 780,000
GF CIP
Futire GO bond, Mill lavy, SID/Other
Neow Park 61,748 1,478,050 584,000 794,000 1,170,875
Existing Parks - 10.0_20 100,000 80,000 255,000
Tolal 305,300 1,608,050 824,000 594,000 1,545,875 | Br3,690
05300
How s this project going to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budpgeted Funds Accouriimg Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A, Land Cost
g B, Construction Cosl
C. Contingencles {10% of B)
E D. Design & Englineering (15% of B)
E Percend for Ast (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other 203,218 1,608,050 824,000 964,000 1,845,875
305,300 1,508,080 624,000 994,000 1,545 BTS -
— L
Does this project have any additional Impact on the operaiing budget: e
e _Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 Y11 Fy12 FY 13 Years
2 |Personnet 20,465 21,491 22,568 23,694 24,878
8 Supplies 5437 5,708 5,604 6,204 6,608
& immmsmmg 8,078 6,380 6,699 7,004 7388
% Fixed Charges
|Capital Qutlay
@ |Debt Servica
= 31,981 33,580 35,259 ar.ozn 38,873 -
E 10.96 uin 31,881 33,580 35259 a7m@m2 38,873
C Desscriplion of addilonal oparating budget Impact: FY 08 average cost/acre of developed neighborhood park = $2018/2cm with LaFray Park and Pineview wit incur perational costa in
FY 08. White Pine (3.0) & 44 Ranch (5.36) o be addad in FY 09 wnd Silver Park (14 acres* .15 knf FY 09 and tha rerrainder In FY40 - iotal acres = 10.86 ocres,
Preparer's
Responslble Person: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance T 's Data and Time Inttials Total Score
Dave Shaw Park & Re: 111672000 13:08 KM 49|
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

Sea C.1.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

-

Program Category: Project Title:

Parks, Recreation and | New & Expanded Park D

Open Spaca MPP & NHD

08 Project #

PR-11

Qualiiative Analysis

Yes

LIsﬂiapm}sdna;mhmm,
state, or local legal requirements? This o3
terion Inchudas projects mandated by Court
Order [0 mest requinements of faw or other
requirements. Of special concem is tha the
project ba accessibie to the handicapped.

2, Is the project necessary to fulfill a con-
tractual nquirement? This criterlon includes
Fadera! or State grants which require local
participation. Indicate the Grant name and
number In the comment column,

3. 1a this project urpently required? Will do-
lay result in curtallment of an esseniisl sar-
vice? This statement should be checked
"Yes” only if en emergency s clearly indi-
cated; otherwisa, answer "Ne®, N "Yes®,
be sure Lo give full justification.

4. Does tha preject provide for and/or im-
prove public heatth and/or public safaty?
This criterion shoutd ba prswersd "No® un-
tess public Fealth and/or safety can be
shown to be an wgent or critical factor,

Guantilative Analvsis

Weight

Tatal

5, Does the project result In madmum
bermfit to the comsmmity from the
Invesirnant dollar?

Yas, per Intention of impact fes ordimance, the Masler Park Pian, and Citizen support. Projects
loverage 50% + of funding, SID mandated project complation, Citizen mitiated

15

€. Does the project require speedy
knplomantation In order to assure its
maximum effectivenesss?

It would be mast sppropriate if Parks & Recreation Infrestructure wore developed with Public Works

nfrastructure

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or returel resources, or mduce
pollution?

Tmalls and green space support and preserve our Naturad Ervironment

8, Doas tha projocl improve or axpand
upon essenital Clty services where such
sarvices are recognized and sccopled as
being necessary and effective?

©-2)

Per Growih Policy, putfic polls and perception, and Lve Master Park Plan x= well o= the Stmtegic Plan

0, Dowes the profact specifically rolate to the
City’s strategic planning prictities or other
plans?

Growth Policy, Master Park Plan, OS Plan & Non-Motorized Plan

12

Total Score

49
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Impact Fee Parks Project - Updates and Projections 3-26-08

YD5-FYO7 )
m nict Fees Expended FYO5-FYOT7 116,819,
d s notinclude $43,418 @Playfair
‘Duesinclude $50,000 for Aquatics)
n” lict Fees Balance -~ Per Finance Records
’\t_( | Collected less expended) 280,442
Actual Starting Balance FY08
2+ nated FY08 impact fees 150,000
Fotal Available FY08 (added back in Playfair)
Zxnended or under Contract FY08
LaFray Park 112,190
Fort Missoula 125,000
Subtotal 237,190
3c..nce Start FY09
tsfimated FY02 Impact Fees 150,000
Subtotal
>rojects FYD9
Playfair Parking Lot 50,000
Fort Missoula Regional Park 50,000
*New Parks:
LaFray 60,000
44 Ranch 105,000
Silver Park 0
White Pine 58,252
Currents LIV 20,000
Bl y{ota! 343252
lalance 0
It s
‘urf Equipment: (Pending Council/Admin Support of Budget Request)

Sea New Parks & Expansions CIP PR

'r _ctimpact Fees

4 Ranch

silenr Park

1 Equipment

5. . New Parks & Expansions CIP PR
‘otal

FY10 FY11 FY12
50,000 50,000 50,000
50,000 50,000 50,000
60,000 20,000
160,000 120,000 100,000

Page PR43

FYi3

50,000

50,000



New Park Total Development Costs by Year

IPark Prior Year 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Lafray 202,000 65,000 140,050

Pineview 750,000

White Pine{moved to ceparate CIF) 240,300 219,375

44 Runch (development agreamenta) 338,000

~Shver Park

Pleasan View{desiopmment agresment-rredis) 500,000

Ballevua 600,000 500,000

Whitaker Park 204,000 205,500

O'Keefe Rench® 688,500 579,500

Running W* 472 000 411,000

Total 852,000 305,300 1,578,050 704,000 864 000 1,270,875 411,000

NOTES:

*Devedoper = through Impact Fee Credt - if developer does not develop Phasa |, add the following:

Okeefe Ranch 688500

Running W 472000
*Siver Park @ Champion Mifl Site (to be developed by MRA, CIP___ with Miflalte Redeveiopment Group and Impaci fees and foca area SID

Existing Park Expansion Projects Costs by Year

|Project: Prior Years 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Childrens Fish Pond 30,000

Marilyn Park restroom 65,000

Marilyn Park Shefter 55,000

Eeo Pit Toilets on Conservation lands 50,000 50,000

Roee Memorial Park 50,600 200,000

Greenouhg Park Gazebofarch 25,000

Skyview Park Restroom 80,000
Skyview Park Shelter 60,000
Total 0 30,000 120,000 100,000 275,000 140,000
Total New and Expanded 305,300 1,608,050 824,000 994,000 1,545 875 551,000
Impact Fee Budget
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LaFray

Acres 1.94

Phase [ Costs

Grading & Seeding $6,000

Irrigation $40,000

Plantings $24,000

Trails $38,000

Fumishings $14,000

Water Hookup $5,000

Professional Services $35,000

Contingencies _ $40,000

: 4 Projected Date

Total $202,000 FYO7 /FYD8
$202,000

Phase li

Playground $66,000

Climbing Structure $23,000

Small Skatepark $14,000

Picnic Shelter $35,000

Restroom $25,000

Professional Servicas $16,300

Contingencies $40,750

T Projected Date
Total $220,050 FYO0B/FYD9
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $422,050 - $217,552
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SID Improvements* Costs
Design & Construction

Jotal, - = [ e

*See Reslution to create SID 510 for improvemen
**Includes all financing and SID costs

s b

ts at Pineview Park for detail
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White Pine

Acres 3.00
(Prior Funded - $42,000)
Phase | Costs
Topsoil & Seeding $72,500
Irigation $60,000
Plantings $5,000
Trails $25,700
Furnishings $45,000
Water hookup $8,682
Professional Services $16,318
Contingencles $7,100
; Projected Date
Total $240 FY09

Phase [ project moved to new PR___. Funded by CDBG, 40 K City GF(prior years), $2 K, City GF Cip nd New 18K Donntions and in Kind

Phase I}
Clmbing Structure $25,000
Restroom $25,000
Parking Lot $75,000
Professlonal Services $12,500
Contingencies $31,250
Data

Total $219,375 FY13

Cost per Acre
Grand Tetal $459,675 $153,225

670500

Page PR47



White Pine Park Budget
November 2007

~ White Pine Park Budget Projections 111162007
Expenses
donated/inkind {estimates)

Hauling and Grading

CcoT $18,750 $ 18,750
Soil, mixing and amending

Bretz RV donation

fill @ $3/cy x 3500 cy $ 10,500
top @ $10/cy x 4000 $ 40,000

coT $18,750 $ 18,750

Amendments @ $5/cy top X 4000cy $20,000
Turf development

Seeding (supplies, equip, labor) $15,000
Irigation development

Well (<35gpm) 15,000

Lines/heads installed @ $15,000/acre 45,000
Vegetation (Trees, shrubs) $5,000
Perimeter path (gravel) {future)
Fumishings

Goals $2,000

waste (dog, garbage) $750

benches $750

signage $1,000

RR shelter and pad {future)

Climbing or play structure (futurs)

Installation by Parks Dept $ 2,000
Projeci Administration and Coordination

Parks and Recreation 3 1,200
Sublotal $142,000 $ 91,200
Contingency @ 5% $7,100
SUB TOTAL $ 149,100 5 91,200
TOTAL PROJECT including In-kind and donations $ 240,300
Revenue/Funding Sources.
Parks CIP FY0O4 $42,000
Parks CIP FY09 $26,250
Bretz (donation of soil) $50,500
Neighboring Business (anonymous pending funding pkg) $20,000
AWS (awailing written approval and terms) $10,000
Muttiple add! private funding $10,000
CDBG $40,000
Parks Dept General Fund $850
Parks Deptl in-Kind $ 3,200
COT In-Kind 3 37,500
TOTAL $ 149,100 $ 91,200
TOTAL PROJECT including In-kind and donations $ 240,300
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Project Priority 4

Year FY9 & FY 10
44 Ranch
Acres 5.80
Phase | Costs
Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developsr
Irrigation To be completed by Developer
Plantings To be completed by Developer
Trails To be completed by Developer
Furnishings/Pond system To be completed by Developer
Professional Services To be completed by Developer
Contingencies To be completed by Developer
Projected Date
Total {(estimated credit
to Develaper) $100,000 FYO09
*Impact fees to be collected by City
Phase i
Playground Equipment $60,000
Picnic Shelter $45,000
Spray Deck $100,000
Fumishings $30,000
Trails & Benches $15,000
Professional Services $38,000
Contingencies $50,000
subtotal $338,000 Projected Date
Total $338,000 FY10
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $338,000
(Phase 2 Cnly)
33800
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Project Priority 5

Year FY08 & FY 10

Pleasant View

Acres 5.37

Phase | Costs

Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developer

Irrigation To be completed by Developer

Turf To be completed by Developer

Blvd, Trees & Sidewalks To be completed by Developer
Projected Date

Credited Developer _ $86,000 FYO08

Impact Fees not
collected by City

Phase i

Large Amenities $240,000

Picnic Shelter $50,000

Restroom $35,000

Professional Services $100,000

Contingencies $75,000

o Projected Date

Total $500,000 FY10

Pending Neighborhood SID Request

Cost per Acre
Grand Total $500,000 $93,110

{Phase 2 Only)
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Project Priority 6
Year FY10 & FY 11
Bellevue
Acres 7.85
Phase | Costs
Grading & Soil Preparation $115,000
Utilities $45,000
Irrigation & Plantings $88,000
Trails/Fumishings/Ditch Mitigation $142,000
Professional Services $120,000
Contingencies $90,000
Projected Date
Total $600,000 FY10
Phase Il Costs
Large Amenities $325,000
Professional Services $100,000
Contingencies $75,000
Total $500,000 Projected Date
Total $500,000 FY11
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $1,100,000 $140,127
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Project Priority

Year FY11 & FY 12
Whitaker
Acres 2.27
Phase |
Grading &Site Prep $26,000
Irrigation $30,000
Plantings & Turf $20,000
Trails $41,000
Furmnishings $15,000
Professional Services $41,000
Contingencies $31,000
Projected Date
Total $204,000 FY11
Phase II
Large Amenities/Shelter $100,000
Restroom $35,000
Professional Services $50,000
Contingencies $20,500
Subtotal $205,500 Projected Date
Total $205,500 FY12
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $409,500 $180,396
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Project Priority 8
Year FY12 & FY 13
O'Keefe Ranch
Acres 10.20
Phase | Costs
Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developer
Irrigation To be completed by Developer
Plantings
Trails
Fumishings $510,000
Professional Services $102,000
Conlingencies $76,500

Projected Date
Total _ $688,500 FY12
Phase ll
Large Amenities $300,000
Picnic Shelter $60,000
Restroom $45,000
Professional Services $71,000
Contingencies $103,000
Subtotal $579,000 Projected Date
Total $579,000 FY13

Cost per Acre

Grand Total $1,267,500 $124,265
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Project Priority 9
Year FY13 & FY 14
Running W Ranch
Acres 5.00
Phase | Costs
Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developer
Irrigation To be completed by Developer
Plantings
Trails
Fumishings $350,000
Professional Services $70,000
Contingencies $52,000
Projected Date
Total _ $472,000 FY13
Phase
Large Amenities $235,000
Picnic Shelter $45,000
Restroom $35,000
Professional Services $46,000 $35
Contingencies $50,000
$411,000 Projected Date
Total $411,000 FY14
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $883,000 $176,600
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Catepory:

Preject Title:

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

White Pine Park

08 Project #

08 Project #

PR-12

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

In ‘2003 White Pine Park was approved for Phase 1 development (hurf and kigation) &t 42,000, Since then the sile has heaome & claan up slie, The City will complate the tleanup, per
DEQ standards in Spring 2008. Hm.hdmnuppmjodmdtheﬂwﬂingd&ﬂ.@whlchwnahﬂdhpmﬁ‘ L

pment, A new budget was develcped for the site per new
md:lingcmdlﬂonsandxllefﬂwynmdlmhﬂon.mmmwbmnammhcnmm:thmmm.

000 snd was successhul

Ia this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
x
Are thera any site reguirements;
soo sfie plan
How I this project golng to be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Source Accounilng Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g GF - CIP {replace $42K & edd $18K 4060.390,406403.830 50,000 42,000
5 CDGB grant 40,000
Privats donations 40,000
60,000 - - - - 122,000
In Kind domations 120000
Howr is this proj ing to be spent;
ARG AR 7= Spenl In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A Land Cost
g B. Construction Cast 122,000
o [C. Contingencies (10% of B)
% |D. Design & Engineering (15% or B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costa
Q. Other
122,000 - - - o o
In Kind donations 120,000
Total project budged: see Altached
Doas this project have any additiona Im, on the rating budgei:
— — ope Sperd in Prior
Fd Expensa Object Accounting Code Fy 02 EY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
9 |Personnel 1000.370450500.110 4,598 4,828 5,069 5373 5,589
8 Supplies 1000.370460500.230 1221 1,282 1347 1,414 1,485
o |Purchased Services 1000.370460500.341-343 1,365 1,433 1,508 1,580 1,659
& |Fined charges
3 |captal cutiay
8 [Oebt Service
g 7.185 7,544 7.921 8,317 8,733 -
&
O [Onee White Pine Park is developed - this park will be maintalned as hurf area for soccer fields, It will require rigation, gartage pickup, mowing, Cost: $2,674 2.5 acres
6337.5
Preparsr’s
Responsible Persor: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Donna Qaukier MPR 1116008 13:28 KM 53
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Category: Projeci Tiie:

Open Space

Parks, Reereation anpd White Pine Park

08 Project #

PR-12

Qualitative Analysls

Yes

1. is the project necassary to meet fodaml,

siatn, or local legal requirements? This el

torlon includes projecte mandated by Court

Order to meet requirements of tow or other

requirements. Of spacial concemn ks that the
| project be accessible to the hardicappad.

2. Is the project necessary to fulfil a con-
trectual requirerrant? Thin criterion Inchudes
Foederal or State grants which requirs local
participation. Indicate the Gmnt name and
number in the comment column.

CDBG grant

3. s this projec! urgently required? Will de-
tay resutt in curtadiment of an essendial ser-
vica? This siatament chould be checked
"Yus" only f an emerpency bs clearty indl-
calod; otherwise, answer “No®, If "Yas",
be sure lo give full ustification,

4. Doca Lhe projact provide for andfor Im-
preve public haatth and/or public safely?
‘This critarion should be answerad “No™ un-
bass public health and/or safety can be
shown to be an wpent of critical factor.

Quantitetive Analysis

Total

5. Does the project result bn rednrum
beneilt to the community from the

‘Yes due to CDBG and privaia funding the project is 75% funded by outside sources

15

8. Does the project require speedy
implementation In order to assure its
maximum effectivencss?

CDGB grand handing

12

7. Doss the project conserve anegy,
cuttured or ratural resouwrces, o reducs

Parka provide for end entmnce alr and water quality,

8. Does the profect improva or expand
upon assential City sarvices whare such
sarvices are recogriized and accepied as
being necessary and effective?

©2)

yus, fulfiteed CDBG requirrmants lor service fulfifts Master Park Plen and Nejghborhood plan
peiomities and provides neighborhood park and soccer fiolds In area with limited park services

8. Does Lha projoct specifically relste to the

City's strategic planning priorities or other

| pans?

©3

Master Park Plan, Strategic Goal 1 - Continue Implementation phase of Master Perk Ptan for Greator
Missoula ansa. Also supports goals in Nefgborhood pla, Follows through with City committment from
time of acquistion. tmprove City park kands through the design of newly scquined paris and
Improving the designs of existing parks ensuring recreational opportuniiies for people of all ages as
stated fn the Master Parks Ptan. Park el LaFray Lane, Bonner Tennis Courts, Futire Park at White
Pina Site, Redesign of planied madians on N. Reserve

12

Tolal Scom
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FY 05 Projects
White Pine Sash

Soccer Park

Supplies;
Top Soil (2 acres @8"! 26000
trrigation 8000
Fencing 4000
Soccer Goals 2000
Signs/Garbage/etc 2000

Total $42,000
add FY 09 costs
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White Pine Park Budget
November 2007

White Pine Park Budget Projections

Expenses

Hauling and Grading

111672007

donated/inkind (estimates)

CcoT $18,750 $ 18,750
Sail, mixing and amending
Bretz RV donation
fill @ $3/cy x 3500 cy $ 10,500
top @ $10/cy x 4000 $ 40,000
CcoT $18,750 $ 18,750
Amendments @ $5/cy top X 4000cy $20,000
Turf development
Seeding (supplies, equip, labor) $15,000
Irrigation developrnent
Well (<35gpm) 15,000
Lines/heads installed @ $15,000/acre 45,000
Vegetation (Trees, shrubs) $5,000
Perimeter path (gravel) (future)
Fumishings
Goals $2,000
waste {dog, garbage) $750
benches $750
signage $1,000
RR shelter and pad (fulure)
Climbing or play structure (future)
Installation by Parks Dept 3 2,000
Project Administration and Coordination
Parks and Recrealion $ 1,200
Subtotal $142,000 $ 91,200
Conlingency @ 5% $7,100
SUB TOTAL $ 149,100 & 91,200
TOTAL PROJECT including In-kind and donations $ 240,300
Revenue/Funding Sources
Parks CIP FY04 $42,000
Parks CIP FY09 $26,250
Bretz (donation of soil) $50,500
Neighboring Business {anonymous pending funding pkg) $20,000
AWS (awaiting writlen approval and terms) $10,000
Mutliple add! private funding $10,000
CDBG $40,000
Parks Dept General Fund $850
Parks Dept in-Kind $ 3,200
COT In-Kind $ 37,500
TOTAL $ 149,100 $ 91200
TOTAL PROJECT including in-kind and donations $ 240,300
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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 Project 2
Parks, Recreation and Open Space Fort Missoula Reglonal Park PR18 PR 21 PR-13

Description and justification of preject and funding sources:

Development of Forl Missoula Reglonal Park meets the obligation and promises of the 1895 bond language which specifically named a large athlatic and reglona) paric The park wil
also provids for pessive and conternplativa recreation, dog walkers, trail users, historians, and naturalists of all agas, abllities and backgrounds. The develcpmant will be phased end
paid for through GO Bond, Faderal funds, or mil levy, brpact fees, Cash in tieu and in-kind donations. Agreement with JTL in 2002 grants the City sn additional B8.5 acres pius
estimated §140,000 per year in credits for 3 years. Total JTL credits ts Date: $3080,626. Phase |- of the Arch/Hist Research was completed and met HPQ 106 requirements.
Phase Il of Arch/Hisd 106 required transfer of Guardsmen Lane to @ westem routs by the MT NG US Army. This process oceurred In 2007, In Phase [, the Departmont developed the
RFQ to acquire & landscape architect to survey the area and begin drawings for rough grading sa JTL ean begin to shaps . DHM Deslgn was aslectad, Missouls Soccer Association has)
Ppledgsad $100.G00 match if the Gity wilt add $100,000 to the project, Friends of Fort Missoula Group formad and working toward development of athletic fields. Costs below include dave

Is this equip :r_utm_m_z_edendnequfpmentrﬂ t schedul Yes No NA
X
Are thers any slte requln
Sea Master sita plan
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
Funding Sourca Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 Years
General Fund CIP 4060.390480. 135,000
PurinerJTL crodits 380,620
W | Fodarl funds LWCP, CTEP, other 3,000,000
& [ M evwyG0 Bord 8,000,000
g Cash in et ;
IDorﬁﬂntﬂfpledms 750,000
tmpact feas- GIP 50,000 50,000 75,000 120,000
Future GO bond, mil levy, SO 75,000 10,675,000
— . 50,000 8,050,000 - 3,500,000 10,675,000 835,828
]
50,000 8,050,000 = 3,600,000 10,675,000 1,271,268
How Iy this project goirg to ba spent: Spentin Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 190 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
wr |A- Land Cost
2 |. construction Cost 6,250,000 8,200,000
& |C. Contingencies (10% of B) 625,000 520,000
i3 | D. Design & Englneering (16% of B) £37,500 1,080,000 92,000
E. Percent for Art (1% of B) - . 62,500
F. Equipmant Costs
O, Other 50,000 175,000 3,900,000 575,000 473,678
50,000 8,050,000 = 3,900,000 10,675,000 585,628
Does this project have any additional Impact on the operating budget:
Spent in Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0P FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY13 Years
§ [Personnel 140,800 140,800 140,800 140,500
Supplies 37.400 37,400 37,400 37.400
5 [Purchased Services 41,800 41,600 41,800 41,000
8 Fired Charges
2 |capial outlay
© |Debt Service
= . 220,000 ~ 230,000 220,000 220,000 -
;
© | Description of additiomal operating budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responaslble Person: Responsible Departmant: | Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Inltials Total Score
Donna Gaukler Parks & Recreation 11/16/2008 13:47 KM 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

state, of local legal requirements? This crl-
terion includes projects mandated by Court
Ordar bo rwet requinsments of kw or other
requirements, Of special concem fs thai the
project be accesalble to the handicapped,

3 of facilities bo disabled and challenged peopla over whal s currently aveiable lecally.

Project Rating
See C.LP. instructions For Explanation of Criteria}
Program Categorny: Project Title: 08 Project #
P""'m snd Fort Mizsotrlx Raglonal Park PR-12
Qualitative Analysls Yes No Comments
1. I3 the project neceasary to meed federal,

The preject as new construction will Incorporate elements that will significantly Increass the accesslbility of thase idnds

2. Is the project necessary to fulfill a con-
trectual requiremont? This criterion Inchudes
Fodural or State grants which reguire local
particlpation. Indicate the Granl name and
number In the cormmment column,

x The City has a soclal contract with the public who has sponsored acquisition of the land in the interest of developing s

ragienal paric The gensaral fund portion will be used to match 6 Land & Water Conservation Fund Grant.

3. Is this project urgently requined? Wil de-
lay result in curtallment of an essential ser-
vice? This statement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency la clearly indl-
cated; otherwise, answer "No®. i "Yas”",
be sure o give full justification,

x Thare ks o notabie kack of recreational fcilities In this area,

4. Dows the project provide for andfor im-

prova public health and/or public safety?
This criterion should ba wd "No™ umn-

. Dows Lhe project specifically reiate to the
City's strategic planning priorities or other
plans?

Community involvemert and (vability: it continues to invotve the public in he reslization of a goal of 8
reglonal park. i also ks an Impetus to continue ko work with School District toward acquisition of 20-
acre parcel, Community Livabilily. makes use of purchased open space land. Allows expansion of
brail sysiem and conneciion of gaps in system. Contrit to overal) public health and well-being.
Maects goals of 08 OS bond, 2004 MPP, 70% volers supported in 2008 poll

The will contribute to i health i Gdesstination for healthful isa and
less public: health and/or eafety can bo x factity publie e
shown to bo an urgent er critical factor.
Raw
Quaniiiaiive Analyzis Score Tolal
Rangs Commernis Score
3 If citizens agres and vots (o be taxesd; maxdmum support b demonsirated and local laes, with
5. Does the project resull In maximum additional funds, The project could be fufly leveraged by maiching federal money, Citizarm may
benefit to the community from the 2 Tecommeand additionnsl of acquiring adaquale funds, The project allows the puhtic to wss the 10
i t dofiar? Iandlurpmposesﬁuwlﬁdﬂthasboanmﬁmd The project enhancas the investmant of open space
funds which have basn expended to date.
©-3) There s an existing structure of communlty contacts el up for the master site plan procesy that can
6. Doea the project requira speedy be used to help develop support for the project. Much of the public discurssion has centerad around
Implernentation [n ordor lo assura is 3 keaping up the momanturmn and following through rapidly with Implementation of the plan, Timing of a 12
| 3 Focti ? band or mill levy vote could be critical, The community soccer needs have far exceeded our ebifity lo
©3 | The projact Is balng deslgned ta meel all of these ritara, The design will ancourage access by mass
7. Does the projoct conserve energy, transfer or non-motorized wses. It esponds to the historical, cultural end rastural resource values both
cuttural or natural resources, or reduca 2 on the site end In its retationship to the surrounding properties. It consefves energy and resources by 8
Oution’ hﬂuwhgndeslgnﬂutmnpassaﬂnmm can be developsd economically In phases, and
tion uses for madmum maintsyancs sficencies.
©-2)
8. Doas tha projact Improve or expand The commurity strongly supports the developrment of the reghonal park as a high priority. The lack of
iz$ Clty N such 2 adequate recreational facilites is wel-documented. Avaifability of recreational facillties is an Important
upon essentiz) Cly sorvices where factor in community wel-being, public heaith and perceived livabilty by residents and those who may b
seivices are recognized and accopted m be considering Missoula &= o | Irmdecuate soocer felds and incressed dermands
being necesssry and effoctive? nocossitate action,
-3

12

Total Scom
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Fort Missoula Regional Park Phased Development: Four projects with multiple phases

Project A- 83 acres of City Owned parcel bound by South Av and
MCPS/Cemetery/COT/Historic Forl Missoula

| |PROJECT A

Phase 1- Pre-development - 83 acres
Phase 2 - Construclion of approximately 25-30 acres
Phase 3 - Construciion of 53 acres

PROJECT B Phase 1 - JTL lands conversion to Non Molorized Marina & Lake

PROJECT C Phase 1 - Existing 60+ acres of County Fort Missoula Park

PROJECT D Phase 1 - 17 acres City owned triangle - west of Larchmoni Golf Course

|Project A

FY 08-Fy 09* Phase 1 - Pre-development

*Includes prior funding and in-kind of $585,628

Fy 10-FY11

Fy 12-FY13

Rough Grading $380,628
Historical/Arch/mitigation $75,000
A & E/ Professlonal services $110,000
Misc.(based on DHM work... TBD) and Pre Engineering Flood Concem for Bitterroot River $95,000

Tolal $660,828

Phase 2 - Construction of 30 acres

Construction - $6,000,000
Contingency $650,000
Design & Development $600,000
% for Arl $60,000
Other - (owner, inflation, unknown) $740,000

Totai $8,050,000
Total Phase 1 and Phase 2 $8,710,628

Phase 3 of Projecl A

Construction of 53 acres @ 275,000 per acre $14,575,000
Total Project A $23,240,628
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Profjram Catefjory:

Project Title:

Parks, Recrealion and Open Space

McCormick Park Site Plan

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Projecl #

PR-12

PR-12

PR-14

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

McConmick Park has had a pumber of changes ocaur in the past year which have provided opportunity for improvements lo the Park, There are stil @ number of problems in the park that need

attention. improvementls Include: Cuments, Civic Stadlum, new Lraits, MOBash Skate Park, Silvers Lagoon upgrade and new restroom completed n 2007. Problems include aging imigation system,
unfinished landscape parcels wilthin the park, sporls courl needs replaced. The Departmenl propeses a mulli-phase approach lo implemenling the remainder of the Masler Park Plan for MeConmich

Improved and safer parking, park shelier, lagoon accessibiity, landscaping, sofiball field lighls, park sheller, sparls courl improvemenis, signage, and a community cenler, FY D7-08 ADA

improvemenl per ADA plan Include acceasibility to rails, pond, play areas, access/conneclions @ $50,000, Also see Park Mainlenance & Improvemenis for fulure replacement of McCormick Patt*

playground.

The Community Cenler as defined and supporied by lhe Missoulian 218l Century projects.. The McCormick Park slte plan adopled via resolution in July 2003, Inlerest groupa have designed
prefiminary conceptual drawing and completed & business operating plan. Funding Lhe fadlity will require muttiple pariners.

{

Is Lthis equipmenl priorilized on an equipment replacement scheduls? Yes No NA
X
Are there any slie requirements:
Sea Masler Park Plan
How s This proje<t going [o be funded:
Future Yoars Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 Fyio FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY14 & Beyond Years
Funding Source lo be Determinec 16,000 108,000
w [Tle 1 {ADA 25,000 25,000 25,000 50,000 25,000 50,000
2 |MRA - pond 45,000
w |LWFisheries Grant 27,500
& |s1D Cregy Hickory 8,000
& | LWCF Grant 50,000 |
Impaci [ees 10,000 |
Park Memorial Gregg Hickory 13,000
TBD 675,000
GO- Community Cenier/100 Hickon 7,000,000
25.000 25,000 41,000 725,000 25,000 7,000,000 312,600
How ig this project going to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Future Years Yenrs
w [A. Land Cosi —
2 |B. construction Gost 25,000 25,000 41,000 670,000 6,150,000
& |C. Contingencles {10% of B) 55,000 51,000
ﬁ D. Design & Englneering (15% of B) 762,500
E, Perceni for Art {1% of B) 61,500
F. Equipmeanl Costs
G. Other
25,000 25,000 41,000 725,000 7,025.000 -
Does this project have any additlonal impact on the operailng budget:
Spent In Prior
g Expente Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Future Years Yoars
Q |Personnel
S Supplles
g Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
& |capital Quay
¢ |Debt Service
Z - - - - - -
3
g Description of additional operating budgel impact: lo be detemmined in FY12
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Dale Submitted to Finance Today's Date apd Time Initials Total Score
Donna Gaukler Parks & Recrealion 1117/2008 13:11 KM 508
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See C.I.P. Instruclions For Explanatlon of Criteria)

Program Calegory:

Project Tllle:

Parks, Recrealion
and Open Space

McCormick Park Site Plan

09 Project #

PR-14

Qualllative Analysis

Yes

No

Comments

1. Is the project necessary o meel federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
{erion includes projects mandaled by Court
Order to meel requirements of law or other
requirements. Cf special concem ia that the:
project be accassibia o the handicapped.

2. 15 the project necessary Lo fulfil a con-
tractusl requirement? This ciileron includes
Federal or Siale grants which require loca!
pariicipation. Indicate the Grani name and
number in the commenl column,

3 Is Ihis project urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in curgilmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemen! should be cheched
“Yes" only if an emergency Is clearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answear "No™. i "Yas”,

ba sum lo give full jusiificalion.

4. Doas the project provide for and/or Im-
prove public heatth and/er public safaty?
Thia crilerion should ba answered "No™ un-
less public heallh end/or safety can be
shown Lo be an urgenl or caitical facter.

Quantitalive Analysls

Score
Range

Comments

Waelghl

Total
Score

5, Does the projedd rasutl in maximum
benefil Lo the community from the
investment doflar?

(0-3}

year

Yes, number of funding sources, MRA, private, partnerships, MoConmick Park with Cumrents
MoBASH, Legoon, becoms one of Missoula's most visible park with estimated 200,000 visiks per

15

6, Doas Lhe projed require speedy
Implementalion In order |0 assure ils
maximum effectivenass?

(0-3)

Funding sources MRA, privale, Civic Stadium parking for Aquallcs, Yes, aafety and mainlenance
inabliity & ecceas are our primary concemna

12

7. Does the projec] conserve enefgy.
cutiural o nalural resources, or reduce
pallution?

(0-3}

waler,

Parks, trails, preen spaces, healthy recreation, trees, ponds, green spaces, promole clean air and

8. Doss lhe projed improve of expand
upon essential City services where such
services are recoghized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

MPP, growth paolicy, accessibility, Improved safety

8, Doas the project specifically relete lo the
Clty's stretegic planning pritiilies or olher
plans?

(0-3}

Growth policy, sile plan, MPP, Aguatica plan, cily stralegic plan

12

Total Score

50
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McCormick Park Improvements

Funding start of FY08
General Fund CIP 104,773
ADA 50,000
LWCF 50,000
Silvers Lagoon 27,500
Cregg/Hickory 11,175
Total 243,448
FY 08 projects updated:
(use prior funding and new request)
McCormick Restroom 122,000
Parking lighis
Parking lot repair 12,773
fencing
Silvers Lagoon Improvement/Landscape 97,500
Gregg Hickory
Total 232,273
New Request
FY 09
Signage & Connections $25,000
Cregg-Hickory alignment $19,175
Total $44,175
FY 10
ADA connections $25,000
Court resurfacing (requesi $% in M& )
FY 11 $16,000
ADA connections $25,000
FY 1213
Additional needed improvements:
Shelte/ADA $75,000
Re-vegetation (irrigation, landscapeftrees} $200,000
Playground replacement 150,000
Softball field renovation $300,000
Community Center $6,025,000
Re vegetation/Construction 100 Hickory Site $1,000,000

GO Bond/Mill Levy/Park Mt District

Project Year
Prior CIP
FY 07
completion %
100%
75%
0%
ADA
Park Memorial/SID
General Fund CIP CORE
ADA (25, 000) Fy 12
TBD Fy 12
+ ADA (25,000) FY12
TBD Fy 12
TBD Fy 13
TBD Fy 13

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

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project & 09 Project #
Ptayfalr Park Shte plan, design,
Parus, Recreation and Open Space ation PR-10 PR-16

Description and Jusiification of project and fund)

{vehicle access on the levees and outiall area were addressad with sdditional fencing tiis pasi year. Completion of Baseball Parking lol, sidewalks and ADA rail connectors and

The mos! significani Improvement has been the consinichon and opening of Splash Monlana, end the newly construcied pianic shetter. A final sits plan design was completed in
Jamaary 2005. The design incorporaiss many slements thal enhanca the function of the park after consiruction resulting from S10 524, In Y06 funding was received for
construchon of design elements that add: riing kot cor ion a2 3 final component of SID 524 end the impact of Splash Montana, Safety issues related to uncontrolfad

tandscaping will be the man foaus of improvemenis to the park agam s yesr. In the nexd fiscal yaars, he park will need the playground replaced and imigation
FY09 Progect

Baseball Parking Lot - $162,000

Comphate prior years ADA projects - $48 600

Landsceping - $40,000

ADA connactmyg Baseball Parking Int to Sidewslks. - $50,000

CTEP Sidewalk projaci - $143,000

Is this equipment on an equlp t repk schadule? ] Yes I— Ne I NA
| | | x
Am there any sita requinments:
[See Masier aile plan for Playfair Park
How ks thia profect going (o be funded:
Fundad in Prior
w Funding Sourca Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY13 Years
Z [CF Fund ﬁﬁﬂmx funding 148,050 ~ 69,460 |
ADA 50,000 25,000 25,000 48,600
Impac! fees 50,000
CTEP -ndawalks 113,000
TBD 300,000 300 000
61050 - - L0001 35000 48080
TBD = Park Mainlenance Distric!, Future GO Bond, Mill Levy Ir d impaci feas
How s thia be B
low projact going to be epend: s -
Fumnds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 12 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosl
g B. Construction Cosi 67,125 325,000 325,000
4 [C. Contingencies [10% of B}
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering {15% of B) 14,559
E. Percant for At {1% of B)
F. Equipmem Costs 45,600
G. Other 203.758
361,050 - - TEOO0| 355000 -
Does this project have any addHlonal iImpact on tha rating budgei:
Y R e Spent In Prior
E Expermss Accounting Coda FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yaors
8 Persormel
& Supplies
|Purchased Services
& {Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Outiay
@ |Debt Service
E 5 - zd_odb = = -
g Descriplion of addibonal operabng budgel impact. - cosl of $2,000 is bi-annual striping
| Preparer’s
Responsible Person: Responsible Department:| Dale Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Tima Intials Total Score
Donna Gaukler Parka & Recreation 11/17/2008 13 18 km 53
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
(See C.I.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Projecl Tite:

Parks, Recreation Playfalr Park Site plan, design,
and Opon Space renovation

08 Project #

PR-15

Qualllative Anatysls

Yeos No Comments

1. Is the projed, neceasary to meel feders!,

state, or local legal requirements? This ai-
lefion Includes projects mandaied by Courl

Onder to meet requirements of lew or other

requirements, Of special concem i thal the
project be accessible lo the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary to fulfil a con-
rectual requirement? This criterion Includes
Federa! or Sisle granis which require local
participation. Indlcate Llha Granl neme ard
number in lhe commenl column,

3. I8 this projeci urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in amaiment of an essential ser-
vica? This sialement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency |s clearly indi-
cated; otherwise, answer "No™. If "Yes",

be sure lo give full juslificalion.

4, Does Lhe projed provide lor andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This crilerion should be answered "No® un-
tess public heatth andlor safety can be
shown to be an urgenl or critical factor,

Quanlitative Analysks

Range Comments

Walght

Tolal

5. Does the projed result in maximum
benefil lo the community from the
Irvestment dollar?

ADA funding and inkind labor will offset constudlion cosls of improvements. Additional parking
facilities will supporl generation of revenue from Spiash Montana end Lhe 50 meter pool,

15

6. Does tha project require speedy
implementation in order lo assyre its
maximum sffectiveness?

©-3)

3| Leck of parking affects ability lo generale revenue as well a3 usa of the flelds.

12

7. Does the project conserve energy,
culiured or netural resources, or reduce
pollution?

{0-3)

2| Paving the parking lots will reduce particulae matter form Lhe grave! parking lots.

8. Does (ha project specifically retaie to the
Cily's stralegic planning priorities or other
plans?

@2)
8. Does Lhe project improve or expand
upon essential City services wheye such 2 4 8
The Masler Park Plan incorporates the lenic sheller end
sefvices am necognized and sccepied as S e eler
being necessary amd effeclive?
(0-3)

12

Tolal Score

53
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Playfair Park Master Site Plan
FY 2009
Patte Street West Parking Lot

Baseball Parking Lot

Per Doug Harby

ADA - connections to Sidewalk
Landscaping

CTEP sidwalk project

FY 2010
FY 2011

FY 2012
Irigation Syslem
ADA - Parking/trails/sidewalks connectors

FY 2013
Irrigation System
ADA - Parking/trails/sidewalks connectors

Page PRGS

361,050

161,179
50,000
40,000

113,000

0

325,000
300000
25000

325,000
300000
25000

3/27/12008



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Misscula CIP ProjJect Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project & 09 Project §
ADA - Interpretive walk @ Greenough
Parks, Recreation and Open Space Park - Citizen Request NA PR-18
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Chizen Reques! for inlerpretive brailwalk by the main bricge in Greenough Park. The lrail would need o be ADA accessible and usable by whealchairs. The request elso indud:
prowiding &n ADA landing along (he creek in arder to allow people in wheel chairs preater accessibliity to Ratitesnake Creek.
Concepl requires enmnaearing, permiting as Rettiesnake Creek is bull and cutthwoat fishety, cost estimating and public suppart
Is ths equipment priorttized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are thers ary sHe requiremeants:
nane 8l Lhis lime.
How Is this project to be funded:
golng Funded In Prior
g L F g S Accounting Code FY o FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E TBD 50,000
&
©
- - - — SO0 -
How ks this project going to ba spent; Spent In
Budgeted Funds A ting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A. Land Cos{
2 |B. Construction Cost 50,000
W |c. Contingencies {10% of B}
i% |D. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Cosls
G, Other
S - = 50,000 B
Does this ha dditiona! impaci on the rating budget:
profect have any additional Impaci on the eperating budget FE
g Object Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 1 Years
@ | Eupense Object SCoUnting
Q (Personnel
3 Supplles
g Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
2 [Caplial Outiay
o |Debt Service
z 5 - 3 = 5
3
w
2 | Descrption of addivona operating budgat impact:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: | Date Submitied to Finapce Today's Dale and Tima Initlals Tolal Score
NA Parks & Recreation 111772008 1345
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.IP. Instruclons For Explanallon of Criteria}

Pregram Calegory: Projact Tlue:

Parks, Recreation | ADA - Interprefive walk @& Greenough
and Opan Space Park - Cilizen Requesl

08 Project #

PR-16

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

Commenls

1. 1s \he project necessary o meel federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This ci-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Court
Order lo meel requiremnents of lew or other
requiremenls. Of special concem is that the
project be accessible Lo Ihe handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary lo fulfill a con-
traclual requirement? This crilerion Includes
Federal or Slale grania which require local
participation. Indicate the Grani name and
number in the comment column.

3. 18 this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull In curtailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This siatemment should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indi-
cated; otheraise, answer "No®. i "Yes®,
be sure to give full justification.

4. Does lhe project provide for andfor Im-
prove public health end/or public safety?
This ailerion should be answered "No” un-
leas public heatih and/or safaty can be
shown 1o be &n urgent or crhlica! facior,

Quantitative Analysia

Comments

Walght

Total
Score

5. Does the project resul in maximum
benefit (o tha community from the
Invesimenl dollar?

8. Does the project require speedy
implementation In order lo assure lis
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or nalural rasources, of reduce
pofiution?

©3)

B. Does Lhe project improve or expand
upon essenlial City services where such
services are recognized and accepted as
being necessary and effeclive?

{0-2)

8. Does lhe project spedifically relate to Ihe
City's siralegic planning priorities or olher
plans?

(0-3

Tolal Score

Page PR71




Page PR71a

o r——



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

Program Category: Project Titte. 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Project #
Parks, Recreation and Open Space UV Sanilation ai Currents PR-12 PR-19 PR-18

Descripilon and Justification of profect and funding sources:

Inslall Ultra-Violet Lighl sanilatron syslem a\ Cusrents Water Park, v McCormick Park. The Cenler fer Disease Centrol racently d their vendalinns for responsa Lo fecal
accdents The new recommendations nclude LIV sarsiation as a key component in reducng the nsk of outbreak by decreasing Lhe window of opporiunily for exposura The UV
sanlabon system would greatly reduea Ihe chanes of eryplospondium ciibreak at Currents; sard outbreak affects chikdren and eldedy the maost, causing health issues, reduced
attendance end reduced revenue al the faciity In addion, an oulbreak of this type will reduce [he rusl i the City of Missouta's ability to prolect the pairons of the peol. The

{pesitive side of this LV aystem will ba the reduction of chemical use (chiorine and acid) crealing a healthier pjlay and workoul environment

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yas No NA

Are there any sita requirementa:

none
How Ia this project going io ba funded;
Funded In Prior
l:“‘ Funding Sourca Accounting Code Fy 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Aquabcs Enterpnse fung 5711 000 346060 Z0.003
% Impact Foeas 20,000
[
0060 5 - B 5 T
How | this proj oing 1o b t:
is project going to be spen Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code F¥ 09 FY¥ 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yeara
w [A. Land Cosl
2 | B. Construction Cost
W e, Contingencies [10% of B}
3% | 0. Deslgn & Englneering {15% of B}
E. Percetit for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs 40,000
G, Other
40,000 - - - - 5
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
@ Spent In Prior
= __Expensa Object Accounting Code EY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
~ |Supplies
g Purchased Services
& (|Fixed Churges 3.000 3,000 3,000 3,000
3 [Capital Outlay
o Llithnrvlce
z S 500 3000 T000 3000 -
g
o
(=]

Description of adddwonal eparabing budgel impact UV replacement lamp and mfuser pars replaced each year This vosl will be offsat by the savings reakized from using less
chemcals.

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department:|  Date Submitted to Finance Today's Dale and Time Inltials Fotal Score
Shirley Kinsay Parks 3 Recreation 11172008 14 19 SRK 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.I.P, Instructions For Explanatlen of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tille; 08 Project ¥
[T LA e UV Sanitation at Currenls PR-1B
and Open Spaca
Qualilative Analysis Yes No Commenis
1. 1s tha project necessary lo meel federal.
stala, or local legal requirements? This efi-
lesion includas projects mandaled by Court
Order lo meel requiremnents ol law or other x
requirements. Of speaal concem is thal the
project be accassible (o the handicapped
2. Is the projec! necessary lo fulfil a con-
tractual requirement? This enterton inchides
Federat or Siale grants which require local x
parlicipalion. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the comment column,
3. Is this project urgently required? Wil de.
Iay rasull in curlaiment of an essential ser-
vice? This slalement shculd be checked
"Yas" only if an emergency is clearly indi- x
caled; olherwise, answer "No”. If "Yes",
be sure lo give full juslification.
4 Does the projec] provide for andfor im-
prova public heatth and/or public setety? UV syslems have been proven effective at lowering and mainlaming low levels of chloramines, reducing the emount
This crterion should be answered "No™ un- of chlonne required to maintain clean water in the pool
i‘ Many people are sensitive lo chemicals, and chicrmne is a very sirong sanilizer. Anytime we can reduce the use of
less putlic health end/or safaty can be & such strong chemicals and slill achieve sanilation requirements we need to consider Lhe benefils. The most commo
shown lo be an urgent or enlical faclor. discomfort felt by swimmers is dry, itchy skin &and buming eyey
Raw
Quanliteliva Analysis Score Total
Range Commentls Welght Score
0-3) .
Dunng public discussion on design and fealure of thesa [acililies, alizens of Missoula expressed
5. Does Lha projeci result in maximum their desire 1o see us use allemalives lo chemical whenever possibie, USAguatics, USA Swimming
and research completed by World Health Organization, Yong H, Kim, PHD, along with olher
benafil lo the community Irom {he 2| rasearch (avaiiable al requesi), supports inslallation of LUV Sysiems lo decreass ehlordne use by up 5 10
to 173, decrease chiorine corrosion of [acililies, improve waler quality and increase revenue
investment dollar? generaled. Reduces diseass exposure & ransmission.
(0-3)
B. Does the projec require speedy Yes. The idea would be lo pravide for a more appeabing swim environment lo buiki customer loyalty
implementation in order to assure ils 2| and repeal businesa. City County Health Depl. encourages as a lool 1o fight Cryplo and other health 4 8
maximum effectiveneas? CONCOnS
{0-3)
7. Does the project conserve energy.
cultural or natural resources, or reduca 2| UV system is one of the lowesl operalion cosl methods of achiseving high water sanilabon, 3 B
pollution?
(0-2)

8. Does Lhe project improve or expand

ppan assentel City _“MC“ wheo such = Yes, because a sanilary pooi Is essential lo public health. 4 8
services are racognized and accepled as

being necessary and effective?

©-3)
9. Does the project speaifically relais lo the
City's strategic planning priorities or other 3| Green archileclure and aquatics [acllilies thal mainlain operaling cosls while sering more cilizens. 4 12
plans?

Tolal Score 44
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CDC Revises Recommendations for
Responding to Fecal Accident in
Disinfected Swinuning Venues

Febnuary 15, 2008 — the CEC released new recammendations for responding 1o fecal acddents in
disinfected swimming venues in fts weskly MMWR rapart . WWA urges you to famifiarize yourself with
these revised recommendations. Also, you zhould check existing guidelines from locl or state
regulatory agencies before using thase recommendations, because (DC recommendations do act
replace existing state or local regudations ar guidetines.

Summary of the Revised Recommendations:

The 2001 CDC recommendations {1} for responding to feal accidents in disinfected swimming venues
{e.q., swimming pools} have been revised. Recommendations for respending to diarrheal fecal
acridents, which are though® to reprasent a higher infectiows-disease transmission risk than formed-
stoal acridents, are based on the potential preserce of the chlorine-resistant parasitic protozoa of the
genus Cryptasparidivm. Hew data indicate that the recommended CT inactivation value (or contact
time) & higher than previously published (2), when inactivation is measured at a hig~er pH using an
outbreak-assodated Cryptosporidium isolate {3). Based on these data, the CT inactivation. value used in
CDC becal accidant recommendations for 98.9% inactivation of Cryptosparidium has been changed from
9,600 mg-minfL bo 15,300 mg-min/_. This change translates into Jonger swimming pool dosures to
ensure madivation of Cryptespenidium,

For Mora Information:

The COC revised fecal accident responte recommendations are available gt this link. To review tha

original 2001 recommendations, please didk this fink. Find addfional resources at the CDC's Haalthy
Swimming website by qoing to: www.alc.aov/bealtbyswimming . To review other COC Morbidity and
Mortality Weeldy Reports, go to wawwi.ede.gov/mmnaf,

From: Erc Seagrave

Senk: Tuesday, February 19, 2008 9:27 AM

To: Brian KRteson; Shirley Kinsey; Donna Gaulder

Subject: FW: CDC Revises Fecal Acdident Response Recommendations

They have upgraded the Fecal Accident Respanse which we are going to have ro deal with when
there are diartheal inddents. Used to ba that at 3ppm chlorine we would need to wait 06 hours (4
days) to be gg.p % sure of cxypto kall Now, at 1ppm, we would have to wait 253 hours (6.5 days).

1 have read information in the NRPA magazine relating to crypto. The preferred method of
Pprotecting patrons and facilities from ouzbreaks is a combinarion of UV{cr Ozone), increased
chlorine ppma, regular superchlorination, and use of a flocculent product. ' We already do 2 out of
the 4 parts. We can use the flocculent product on a as needed basis, thouph the cost of the
product would increase our chemical usape significanty.
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NOTE: The Missoula City-County Health Department strongly encourages installation and use o
the UV as one more measure in protecting citizens from outbreaks of Cyrpto disease
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Parks, Racreation and Open Spaca

UV Sanitation st Splash

03 Project #

09 Project #

PR-19

Descriptlon and justification of project and funding sources:

Instal Ulre-Violel Light samlation system al Splash MT Walerpark, m Playfair Park. The Center for Diseasa Control recently revised thes recommendations for response 10 fecal
accidenls The new recommendalions include UV sanilation as a key componenl in reducing the nsk of outbreak by decreasing the window of opportunity for exposure. The UV
sanilalion syslem would graally reduce the chence of eryplespondium outbreak al Splash; said outbreak affects children and elderty the most, causing haalth issues, reduced
attendance and reduced revenue al the faality. In addition, an outbraak of this type will reduce Lhe trust in Lha City of Missoula's abifity (o protect the palrons of the pool. The posttive]
side of (his UV system will be the reduclion of chemucal use (chiorme and sad) ¢realing suslainable revenue from repeat cusiomers who like Lo play and exercise in a safe camfortabif

envoronment

chemicals. Instaliation of 2 UV sysiem would reduce the labor hours the staff curently spend in Super Chlorination and changing the acid drums sl the pool.

Is this squipmant prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yes No NA
X
Arg thare any site requirements:
How is this projecl geing to be funded:
Funded in Pelor
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [Aquatics Enterpnsa hmo 5711.000 346060 121,000 |
g consider Impact Fees 777 Spread pver 3 years: s
-
= 121 000 - - - 5
How is this project going to ba speni: Spant In Prior
Budgated Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY12 FY 13 fears
% A.Land Cosl
Z |B. Construction Cost
4 Ic. Contingencies (10% of B)
i |D. Design & Enginearing (15% of B)
E. Parcent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosis 106,000
G. Other 15.000
- 121.000 - - 5 g
Dees this project have any additional impact on Lhe operaling budget:
0 Spentin Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
~ |Supplles
g Purchased Services
@ |Fixed Charges 0,000 8,000 8,000 6,000
2 |Capilal Quilay
(o |Debt Sarvica
Z - 9,000 S 00C 9,0C0 9000 -
=
i
% Descriplion of additional operaling budgel impaci; UV replacement lamp and infuser pars replaced each year. This cost will be offset by lhe savings realized from using less

Praparsr's
Responsible Person: Responsible Pepartment: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Shirey Kinsey Parks & Recreallon 1111772008 14:11 SRK 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.L.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)
Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project &
Parks, Recrealion .
’ A lash R
and Open Space UV Sanilation al Splas PR-19
Qualitative Analysis Yes Na Comments
1 Is the project necessary lo meel lederal,
stale, or local lega) requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
QOrder lo meel| requirements of law or olher X
requiremenis Of special concem is that the
projec| be accessible 1o the handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary Lo fulfil a con-
lraclual requirement? This critenon includes
Federnl or Stale grants which require local X
participation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment column.
3, I3 this projecl urgently required? YWl de-
lay result in curtadmenl of an aasenlial ser-
wice? This statement should be checked
“Yes” only if an emergency 1s dearly indi- X
cated; olherwise, answer “No®. [f “Yes",
be sure lo give full juslification.
4, Does the projec! provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety? UV systema have been proven effective at lowering and maintaining low lavels of chioramines, reducing the amount
This crilerion should be an ed "No™ un- of chlorine required lo mainiain clean waler in the pool.

E‘ °a swe Many people are sensitive to chemcals, and chlorine Is a very strong sanitizer. Anyiime we can reduce the use of
less public health and/or safsty can be X such strong chemicals and sl achieve saniiation requirements we need to consider the benefits. The mosl commo
shown to be an urgent or crilical factor. discomfort fell by swimmers is dry, lichy skin and burning eyes,

Raw

Quanlilative Analysls Score Total
Range Commenls Welghl Score

(0-3) Cwring pukfic discussion on design and fealure of these facilties, cihzens of Missoula expressed
5 Does the projedt resull in maximum their desirs to sea us use allematives to chemical whenever possible. USAquatics, USA Swimming
benedil 1o the ity from the 2 and research completed by World Health Organizalion, Yong H, Kim, PHD, slong with olher 5 10

e commUnity research (avaiable al requesl), suppors installation of UV Systems lo decrease chiornine use by up
mvesiment dollar? lo 173, decrease chierina comosion of faclities, Improva waler quality and increass revenue
genemied. Reduces disease exposurs & transmission

{0-3)
8. Does Lhe project require spesdy Yes. Tha idea would be to provide for a more appealing swim environment 1o build customer layal
implementation in order lo masure its 2| and repeat business. City County Haallh Depl. encourages as a tool Lo fight Cryplo and cther heaili.:' ] a
maximum effeclivensss? concems.

0-3)
7. Doas the projec], conserve energy.
cultural or nalural resourcas, or reduce 2{ WUV syslemis one of he lowest operalion cost methods of achieving high waler sanitation. 3 8
peflution?

0-2)
8. Doses the project improve of expand
upan essentiel City .sendcea e 2 Yes, because a sanilary pool is assenlial lo public health. & 8
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

0-3)
9, Does Ihe project spedifically relate Lo the
City's stralegic planning priorilies or gther 3| Green archileclure and aqualics faciilies thal mainlan operaling cosls while serving more cilizens. 4 12
plans?

Tolal Score 44
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CDC Revises Recommendations for
Responding to Fecal Accident in
Disinfected Swimming Venues

Februay 15, 2008 — the CCC refeased new recommendations for responding to fecal accidents in
disinfected swimming venues in fts weakly MMWR raport . WWA urges you to familiarize yourself with
thesa revised recommendations, Alsc. yout should check existing guidslines from Yocal or state
requlatory agencies before using these recommendations, because CDC recommendations do not
replace existing state or local regulations or guidelines,

Summary of the Revised Recommendations:

The 2001 CDC recommendations {1} for responding to fecal acddents in disinfacted swimming venues
{e.a., swimming pocls) have been revised. Recommendations for responding to diarrheal fecal
accidents, which are thought to represant a higher infectious-disaase transmission risk than formed-
stool acridents, are based on the potential presence of the chiorine-resistant parasitic protoma of the
gentss Cryptaosparicium, New data indicate that the recommended CT inactivation vahm (or contact
time) i higher than previously published (2}, when inactivation is measured at a higher pH wsing an
outhreak-assacisted Cryptasparidiim jgalste (3), Based on these data, the CT inactivation value used in
CCC fecal acddent recommendations for 99.9% nactivation of Civptosporidium has been changed from
9,600 mg-minfL to 15,300 mg-minyL. This change translates inta longer saimming pool dosumes to
ensure inactivation of Cryptosporidium,

For More Information:

The (DC revised fecal accident response reeammendations are available gt this tink. Ta reviaw the
originad 2001 recommendations, please dick thie link. Find addtional resources at the CDC's Healthy
Swimming website by going to; www.cde.goviheatthvewitmming . To review other CDC Morbidity and
Mortality Weeldy Reperts, go to www.crle.gov/mmr w!,

Fram: Erc Seagrave

Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2008 9:27 AM

Tos Brian Kitdeson; Shirdey Kinsey; Donna Gaulder

Subjeck: FW: CDC Revises Fecal Accxdent Respanse Recommendations

They have upgraded the Fecal Accidenr Response which we are going to have to deal with when
there are diarrheal incidents, Used to be that ar yppm chlorine we would need w wait 96 hours (4
days) to be 99.0 % sure of aypto kil Now, at 1ppm, we would have to wait 153 hours (6.5 days).

Thave read information in the NRPA megarine relating to erypto. The oreferred method of
protecting patrons and facilities from qutbseaks is a combinadon of U¥(cr Ozane), increased
chlerine ppms, regular superchiorination, and use of 2 ficeculent product. We already do 2 eut of
the 4 parts. We can use the flocculent product on a as needed basis, though the cost of the
product would increase our chemiral usage significantly.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Titie: 08 Project # 08 Projecl #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space RacreationfAquatics Busea PR-20

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Purchase two 24 passenger buses [0 provide aceess to recreationgl oppontunites offered by Ihe Parks and Rectealion. Transperialion has been denufied as a limiling faclor. Bus
would provide the opporiunty for aitizens o gel lo the rquatics {acilities, also would allow Recrealion Division lo expand programming The dasipn of these smaller (15 & 24
p ger) b would allow easier loading access for senior and small children into lhe vehicle. Current vans are underulilized because of lheir age, and the challenge they pose
for seniors, overweight, and disabled Lo get into. The very young can nol ride because of the car seal requiremenl. A bus would overcome Lhe aforementioned problems. Curently
we use Mounlain Line 1o the fullesl exteni possible, it ofien does nol meel our needs for program deslinatons. Com ially operated buses are very expensive lo hire which would
drnive the fees associaled with programs lo bae cost prohibilive for most cilizens.

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yes No NA

Are there any sile requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How is Lhin project going to ba funded:
Funded In Prior

Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yaars

Funding Source To Be Determinec 70.0C0 70,000

- - - 70.000 70.0C0 -

How is this projecl going Lo be L
" Is project going pen Spent In Prior

Budgeled Funds Acgounting Code F¥ 0o FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars

A. Land Cosat

B. Construction Cosl

C. Contingencles (10% of B}

C. Design & Enginearing (15% of B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B}

F. Equipment Costs

G. Other

CPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Does thls projecl have any additionsl impact on the operating budgeL:
Spenl in Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 Fy 1o FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yeurs
Personnel

Supplias

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capltal Qutlay

Dabt Sarvice

Daseription of additional operating budgal impacl:  Requires recreation slaff 1o oblsin COL to operate, Would require central maintenance 1o cerlify mechanics 1o perform repairs on
the buses.

Praparers
Responsible Parson: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time tnitials Taolal Scors
Shirley Kinsey Parks & Recraation 114772008 14:20 SRK 49‘
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

[Soe C.IP. Instructions For Explanatlon of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Tille: 08 Project #
F;::g::::::: Recreallon/Aquatics Buses PR-2D
Qualltative Analysis Yes No Comments
1 |s the project necessary lo meet federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenls? This cri-
lenon inciudes projects mandated by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or other X
requiremenls Of special concem is that the
project be accessible Lo the handicapped.
2. Is the project necassary to fulfil a con-
tracival requiremnent? This crilenion includes
Federal or Slate grants which requira local X
parhcipation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in (he comment column
3. 15 thus project urgentty required? Wil de-
lay resull in curiaiiment of an essental ser- Tmnsmm ha} been identified ‘f’ a |imtljnq factor in many day cafes from uliizing the Fmrenls Iaci.litie-.i_ for
vice? This stalement should be checkad pragramming during work hours which a-ra typicaly slower programming hqurs for the facility. The Recreation
. is o indl X programs are looking forward {o expanding the outdoor program opporunilies offered 10 seniors. The vans currently
“Yes" only if an ’me"cz' ". eary ‘"' = being usad for transporiation pose an unreascnable challenge especially for our seniors and overweight clients,
caled; oiherwise, answer "No®. If "Yes", Currently using a three slep sloof to provide easier access - not ideal due to slability and height off the ground they
ba surs lo give full juslification. ara required lo cimk crealing a fall component to our risk managemant plan.
4. Does he project provide for and/for im-
RPN POLIE fioslth =ricior puishc Syl Cenler for Di Control statislics sh i f obesity, high blood d arthriti 3t
e — e sanse Control statis oW AN NCreass of sity, hig pressurs, an ritis amengst our
R c:ﬂe'nm B L adult and youth population. Transportation lo aqualics faciliies and recreation program sites would only benefit
less public healih andfor safety can be X peopla in their quest Io live a more activa lifestyle.
shown lo ba em urgenl or cntical factor.
Raw
Quantitative Anzlysls Score Total
Range Comments Welght Score
% i lack of for
. Thesa buses will help eliminale of transporiation for senior and youlh poputalions allowing
W
fiDoes the project reslu i memum a grealer accass programs and use of fadililies which wouid provide a direct health benefit, A mora
bengfil la the community from the active life style In general will help decreasa the saaring cosl of medical care (or problematic diseass 5 15
invastmenl dollar? like; high biood pressure, ebesily, arthrits, stroke, and cardiovascular.
©-3)
&. Does the project require speedy The longer this need |s pushed oul the older and jass reliable our vans bacome. People signed up
implemaniation in order lo assure ils 2| for programs are our prionty in any of our risk management plans. The buses are a pro-aciive slep 4 B
maximum eRecliveness? {o develop a safer more accommodabing means lo iransport parlicipants utizing our programs,
(0-3)
1. Doss the projacl consarve enerdy. ’ Providing group lansporiahon will always be a beneficial lo conserving energy and reducing
cutturel or nalural resources, of reduce pollubon. One or two vehiclas on Lhe mad vs, three older vana. 3 3
poliution?
©-2)
8, Does lhe projec! improve of expand ) )
tigl City services whers such 3 Parks and Recrealion servicea are essential to the quality of life and promola heallh and weliness in 4 12
Jronessenti= Cily this community. In eddition recreation develops somal and economic capilal and all Missouta
services are recognized and accepled as cilizens have a right lo quality recreational oppariunilies and lot nity faciliti
being necassary end effeclive?
{6-3)
9. Does the projec specifically relate Lo the
Gity's strategic planning prioities or other 2| Slralegic Goals 1 &2 4 8
plans?
Tolal Score 46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

cosl increases) per mile per yaar, Cosl of ouline msurfacing approsamalely every 7 years dependent on weather not incirded in budgel.

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013
Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project # 08 Project #
Parks, Recreation and Open Space South Hills Tralls Citizen Requests NA PR-22
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Fedesirian-bicycls trasl linking Moose Can Gully
Pedestrian-bicycle rail connection from the South Hills lo Sam Braxton Nalional Recreabon Traif
Cost eshmales as of Feb 2008 = $60/per foot for paved Urail or $320,000 per mile. Need iotal miles 1o detemnine cosl of lail.
Gravel ral cosls as of Feb 2008:220,000/mile
Is this equipment prioritized on an equipmant replacement scheduie? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sila requirements:
none at this ime
How Is Lhis projecl going to ba funded:
Funded In Priar
g Funding Sourcs Accounting Coda FY 09 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 EY 13 Years
Z |T8D 220000
w
>
)
[
- = 9 220.200 -
How |s thi ject going to be spent:
ow |s this project going to pen Spant In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11t Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w |A. Land Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost 170,000
& (e, Centingencies (10% of B) 17,000
ﬁ D. Daslgn & Engineering {(15% of B) 25,000
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equlpment Cosls
G. Othar 8.000
5 - - 220,000 -
Does this projecl have any additional impact on the oparating budgat;
" Spenlin Prior
s Expense Object Accounting Code FY 04 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Parsonnel
o q
+ |Supplies
g Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
2 |capital Qutlay
v |DabtSarvice
z 5 B B Z
E 2.874
ui
8 Drescription of addilional operating budgel impacel: In FY03 Lhe cost of maintaining the lrail sysiem is eslimated lo be $2,874 plus 5% annual inrease (incuding materials and laber

Preparer's
Responsible Persen: Responsible Department: Date Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Parks & Recrealion 12152008 10:20 KM a5
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.|.P. Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Parks, Recraalion
and Open Spacae

South Hills Trails Cilizen Raquests

08 Project #

PR-22

Qualilative Analysis

Yes No

Comments

1.1s lhe project necessary lo meet federal,
stale, of local legal requiremnenis?® This oi-
tenon includes projecis mandaled by Court
Order lo meel requirementls of law or other
requiremenls Of speaal concem is lhal lhe
project be accessible lo the handeapped.

2 |s the project necessary lo fulfill @ con-
tractual requirement? This crilenon includes
Federal or Siale grants which require local
participalion Indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment column.

3. Is thus project urgentty required? Wl de-
lay result in curlalimenl of an essential ser-
wvice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes" only il &an emergency ia deady indi-
caled; otherwise, Bnswer “No™. If “Yas®,

be sure lo give full jusificalon.

4. Does Lhe project provide for and/or Im-
prove public health and/er public safety?
Thas enlerion should be answered "No™ ur
less public health and/or salety can be
shown to be an urgent or critical faclor.

Quanlitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Rangs C s

Welght

Tolal
Score

5. Does the project resull in maximum
benefit lo the cormnmumity from the
invesiment dollar?

©-3

B, Does the project require speedy
implementation in order to assure ils
maximum effectiveness?

(03}

7. Does the project conserve energy.
cultural or natural resources, or reduce
pollulion?

{0-3)

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

o3

9. Does the project spedifically relale o the
City's stralegic planning prionles or other
plans?

-3

12

235
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

2

Frogram Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation and Qpan Space

Mocn-Randeiph Property-Building
Stabilization

08 Project #

08 Project ¢

PR-28

PR-23

Description and juslification of project and funding sources:

In order lo protect the sile, effectively manage programs, and sustam the Moon-Rendelph Homestead's spifil s a Iving place, 1L is vilally necessery maintain safe public accass, and
there is an immadiate need lo stahifize the root ceflar. Inilial assessmenl of the rool cellar was compleled in October of 2002, by Jason Lonski, Construction and Hisloric Preservalior.
Al thal lime, the root cellar was in stable condilion except for a small hole in the roof of the structure. From the report: "There is 8 hole approximately TxZ in size m lhe mof structure of
the north hall. ILis currently covered up wilh some sexap bin, bul this isn'( prevenling lhe infitration of maislure.”

Because of tha prolonged exposure lo moislure, the roo! ceflar's ral caved in the Spring of 2003, making the hele some 3 feel across. In order 1o lemporanty repair the hole, HHPC
volurileers with (he help of the Monlana Conservation Crew buill a 10x12 wood frame o cover the hole of the root cellar roof. A prolective larp was also placed on lop  Please rafer
1o coslbenehl analysis Eor full stabilizaben of rool cellar. CIP funds would go towards the full siabilization of he root cellar in erder lo secure the sile, prevent any injuries associated
wilh falling through or slipping on the sod roof of the roal cellar, and reslore Lhe root cellar’s orginal purpose as slorage lor food grown on the homaslead.

Is this aquipment prioritized on an eguipment replacament schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are Llhare any slia requirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Cade FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 ‘Years
Z | General Fund ADA 5,000
¥ limpact Fees/Park Mainl. Distnet 10,000
4 |Donations 550
In-Kind Lebor HHPC 1.C00 - - 5,000
14,550
How is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounling Coda FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Coat
% 8. Conslruction Cost
W {c, Contingencies (10% of B)
5 D. Design & Engineering (15% of B}
E. Parcent for Ari (1% ol B}
F. Equipmenl Costs
G. Other 11.550
11.550 - - .
Does this project have any additional Impacl on the operating budget: R
L SpenLin Prior
t Expense Object Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
= |Supplies
g Purchased Services
O |Fized Charges
2 |capital Outiay
(9 [Dabt Service
z 5 = = N
=
<
i
3 Descriplien of addiienal operating budge! impact:
Praparer's
Rasponsible Parson: Responsible Depariment; Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Totai Score
Rab Thamas Parks & Recreation 121572008 10:22 AS 28
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.I.P, Instructions For Explanation of Crileriz)

Pragram Calegory: Project Title:

Parks, Racrealion Moon-Randolph Properly-Building
and Opan Space Stabillzation

03 Project #

PR-23

Qualitative Analysis

Yas

No

Camments

1. 1s the project necassary 1o meel federal,
siale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Onder lo meel requirements of law or other
[requirements. Of special concem i thal the
project be accessible 1o the handicapped.

2. |3 \he project necsssary Lo fulfill a con-
Itractual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Stale grants which require local
participaton, Indicale the Grant name and
number in the comment column.

3. Is is progect urpently required? Will de-
lay resull in cudaiimenl of an essential ser-
vice? This slaternenl should be checked
“Yas" only if an emergency is cleary Indi-
cated, otherwise, answer "No™ [ "Yes”,

be sure lo give full justificabon.

4. Does the project prowde for andfor im-
prove public heallh and/or public safaty?
This cnlerion should be answered "No® un-
less public health and/or salety can ba
shown o be an urgenl or critcal factor.

and 13 leading to further delerioration of the structure

There is a hole in the roof of the ool cellar, approximately five feet in width, which creates a hesalth and salety risk

Quantilative Analysis

Raw
Scom
Range

Commenls

Welght

Total
Score

§. Does the project resvit in maximum
benafil to tha community from the
investment dollar?

©-3)

Yes The rool cellar was an inlegral pari of the property in ils original capadity for food storage, and
leday an inlegral part of lhe history visilors lo the proparty amive expecting Lo see.

6. Does tha projec] requira spaedy
implemenialion in order o assute s
maximum effectivenass?

{-2)

Yes. The hola In the roat cellar roof exposes tha inlerer supports and walls o the elements and
thraalens even those paria of the structure nol damaged by the initial collapse. Further delay will
make pecessary repars more axpansiva and continue to restricl public access.

12

7. Does the projeci conserve energy,
cultural or natural resources, of reduce

poffution?

(0-3)

Yea. il consarves the cullural herilage of the Moon-Randolph Homeslead, while improving public
access—Including school tours, In a more immediate sense, repairs will allow for slorage of food
reised on the property, restoring the slructura's original purposa.

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essenlial City services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effectiva?

¢-2)

9, Dosa the project specifically relale lo the
City’s siralegic planning priorties or olher
plans?

(e-3)

(5]

‘fes: Community livabiity, historic preservalion, food security and developmen! on cultural, hisiorcal
and recrealion opportunilias.

Tolal Score

2B
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory: Project Title: 07 Proiect # 08 Project # 09 Project #

Restore Landscaping of North Median
Rarks/RecreatlonindlopaiSpacs at 1-90 and Grant Creek Road

PR-25 PR-24

Description and justificalion of praject and funding sources:
This project is a Grant Creek Neighborhood Counail inibative [See note 1) to restore the Nosth Median at 1-80 and Granl Creek Road. The median, a focal point at Lhis major entrancd
lo he City, was improperly inslalled (See nole 2) several years ago as part of the Noith Reserve Slreel project. The plantings have not grown and the median is now in a delerorated
and unsighlly condition. This restoration is a vilal slep in the overall plan(See nale 3) lo beaulify lhis interchanged and adjoining privale properfies. The Community Forum has passe
@ resglubon (See nole 4) recommending approval of Lhis project which was originally submiited for the 2007-2011 CIP and once agan lasl year for lhe 2008-2012 CIP . Funding can
be from either CTEP or the General Fund{see note 5). The Granl Creek Associalions have increased their cash pledge Lo $ 3,273 which is the amount required Lo malch CTEP
funding Parks and Recreaton designed the median and prepared Llhe cost estimale

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

Are there any site requirements:

MDT has indicaled Lhey will approve the project upon submitiail of the design and traffic control plan

How is this project going to ba funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E' CTEP or General Fund 22,953 21,243 12.914
>
& |Cash Conlributions from Granl Creek
HO sasociations and busineasas 3,273
24283 21,243 12,914 - 5 &
How is this projecl going to ba spant: R
Spentl In Prior
Budgaled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 11 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost RV exists
% B. Construclion Cost 24,263 21,243 12,914
W |¢. Contingancies {10% of B) induded
ﬁ D. Design & Enginearing (15% of B) completed
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equilpmenl Costs
G. Other
24 283 21243 12,314 - N S
Doss Lhis project hava any additional impact on the operaling budgel:
o Spent in Pror
u“, Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel
5] q
- [Supplies
u |purchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
@ |Capital Outiay
m |Debt Service
= S - - - - .
3
]
3 De=cription of addilional operating budget impacl. No appreciable increases expecied due lo the resloration of this median
Preparer's
Reasponsible Persan: Responsible Department:!  Date Submilted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Rob Thames Parks and Recrsation 2/15/2008 121572008 10:23 FBW 24
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.|.P. Instructions For Explanalion of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tilte: 08 Project &
Parks, Recreation | Restore Landscaping of North Median ——
and Open Space at 1-80 and Grant Creek Road "
Qualilative Analysis Yas No Commaenls
1. s the project necessary to meet federal,
slate, or local legal requiraments? This cri-
terion ingiudes projecls mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of law or olher x
requiemenis. Of special concem is thal the
project be accessible to the handicapped.
2. I3 the projec! necessary {o fulfill a con-
Iraciual requirement? This criterion includes Although there I8 no contract with penalty Implications, when 1-80 was constructed, MDT agreed Lo mainlain only
Federal or Slale granis which require local x one 150 inlerchange al Van Buren. The Cily of Missoula was given responsibility for the Orange Sireel and Reserve
paricspation, Indicate the Granl name and Sireat inlerchanges. The Van Buren inlerchange is in superior condition appearanca-wisa lo Orange and Reserve
number in the comment column Slreel inlerchanges which have been neglacled.
3. 1s thus project urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in curiaitmenl of an essenbal ser-
wice? This stalement should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency Is dearly indi- x
|cated; ctharwise, answar "Na”. If"Yes",
be sure to give full jushfication.
4. Dees the pmoject provide for and/er im-
prove public health andfos public safety?
This cnlerion should be answered "No® un-
less public health and/or salety can be X
shown [0 be an urgent or crilical factor.
Raw
Quanlilative Analysls Score Total
Rangs Commenls Welght Score
©-3) Yes, in addition to the cash contribution from Granl Creek homeowner associations, completion of
5. Does the project resull In maximum this atiractive median will enable sur Neighborthood Coundl 1o ask, in good failh, cerlain adjeining
benell o the community from the 1 businessas, ia NW Energy/Min Waler, Snowbowl, and Grant Creek Village to bring their properlies 5 5
investmenl dollar? up lo slandard withoul cosl to the Cily, and would encourage owners south of 1-90 to contnbule to
resloration of those medians also in poor condition.
0-3) ‘fes, lha project was proposed in tha spring of 2005, and designed by Parks and Recrealion a3 a
& nroiect require spee part of lhe GC Neighborhood Coundils Plan to fadlilates improved mainlenance and beautification o
_8' Does I ?mj[ . ll d! dy.l q tte Inlerchange and the privale properties north of 1-90 Lo the enlry o the Rocky Mountain Efx 4
sl in order lo e3surD ila Foundation Visitor Cenler, wilh the wllimale objective of making this entry Lo the Garden Cily { one 4
maximum effectiveneas? of the busiesl} stiraclive and a place of pride. Consiruction in 2009 ix 4 years afler the plan was
proposed and more then a decade since the median was impmpery construcled.
(0-3) Yas, this project is the essential catalysl lo spark improved mainlenance of the entire aren at tha
. th act ~ : entrance to Granl Creek. Of utmosl importance is control of common and noxious weeds now
X Does e orojecticonsena ngy g prevalent on 1-90 and the flanks of lhe Reserve S inlerchange and the nearby privats properties. a
ciilltirailon natural resourcas. or, raduce Granl Creek residents are working hard on a program to control weeds on the north hills elk range. 2
pellulion? Successful control in the highly visible enby lo Grant Creek should serve ns o demonstration of
whal can and needs lo he done elsewhere along lhe roads and on into ha foathills.
0-2)
B, Does the project improve or expand Absolulely, maintaining existing infrastructure Is an imporiant and necessary responsibility of the
ial Ci et 1 City. This project and the overall area improvement plan are excellent examples of how cilizens an 4 a
uw‘_‘ eon ity " ? Neighborhoed Councils can work logether Lo improve the quality of life in Missouls by mainaining
services are recognized and accepled as whal we already have. The leverage of this project lo encourape private landawners to do the same
being neceasary and effeclive? will ba very effeclive and should be supported.
{0-3) The project foslers the Strategic Plan Principies by encouraging neighborhood invalvemenl and
' iect ifically refale Lo the cealing partnerships. The project meets principles of Ch.10 of tha Comprehensive Plan; A
A l)‘oes he p.ro1| SPW . ly or ol 2 pleasanl urban environmenl is 8 sourca of pride for it's residents and an imporianl component of
City's sirategic planning pricsities or olher Quality of lifa. Community aasthetics take on an econorvic meaning, encouraging tourism and 4 3
plans? business recruitmenl. Requirs landscaping in public placas, Promole maintenance through
neighborhood planning. Encouraye visually pleasing major streels leading to the community,
Tolal Score 24
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

—_—

Program Calegory: Project Titla: 08 Project # 09 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Rattlasnake Trails Cilizen Requesls NA PR-25

Descriplion and Juslification of project and funding sources:
Pedestnan-icycle ral along Upper Ratllesnake Drive in the east Rattiesnake Valley.
Pedestnan-hicycte tra along Duncan Drive from Mounlain View lo the Power Slation
Cosi eslimates as of Feb 2008 = $50/per iool for paved trail or $320.000 per mile.
Ralliesnake Dnve Trail north of Tamarac Crive is in the Counly, The estimaled lolal mdage 15 3 miles.
NOTE" the two trails were independently submitted mullple imes by ciizens

Is thia equlg t pricritized on an equi t rapl! t schedule? Yes No Na

none at tns time

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How is this projecl going Lo be funded:
Funded In Prior

Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

SID
NTP

CTEP {County)RS Dnve Trail
CTYEA (City)

TBD 8960 080
- 960 000 -

How Is this project going to be spent;
Spantin Pror
Budgeated Funds Accounting Cods FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

A.Land Cosl

B, Conslruclion Cosl 960,000
C. Contingencles (10% of B)
D. Design & Enginesring {15% of B) [
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmanl Cosls

G. Other

- 2 S o 960.600 -

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Doas thla project have any additionsl Impacl on the cparaling bﬁdget:
Spenlin Prier
Expense Objecl Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Parsonnel

Suppliea

Purchased Services
Flxed Charges
Capital Oullay

Dabt Service

Description of additional cperaling budget impact: In FY0S ihe cost of maintaining the bmil syslem is estimated lo be $2,535 plus 5% annual Increasa (induding materials and labor
cosl increases) per mile per year. Cosl of routine resurfacing approximalely every 7 years dependent on wealher nol included in budgel.

Preparer's
Rasponsible Person; Rasponsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tota} Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recrealion 12M5/2008 10:24 KM o
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Catagory: Project Tille;

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

Raltlasnake Trails Cilizen Requests

08 Project #

PR.2§

Qualitative Analysls

Yeos

No

Commeanls

1. Is lhe projeci necessary lo meel federal,
state, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Crder to meel requiremenls of law or other
requiremenis. Of spedial concem is that the
projecl be accassible 1o the handicapped.

2. |5 the project necessary lo kulfill a con-
traclual requiremenl? Thia crilenon includes
Federal or Slele grants which require local
paricpation, Indicale the Granl neme and
number i the comment column.

3. |s this project urgently required? W de-
18y resull in curiailmenl of an essenbal ser-
vice? This slal t should be checked
“Yes® only if an emergency is cleady indi-
taled; otherwise, answer "No”. If "Yes",

be sure to give full jusiification.

4. Does the project provide for andfor im-
prove public heslth andfor public safety?
This exilenion should be answered "Ne” un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown to be an urgenl or critical factor.

Quanlilativa Anatyats

Score
Range

Comments

Walght

Tolat
Score

5. Doas the project result in maximum
benefit lo the community from the
mvastmen! doflar?

@3

§. Does the project require speedy
implementation in order {o asaure its
maximum effectivenass?

0-3)

7. Doss the project consenve energy,
cullural or natural resources, of reduce
pollution?

©-3)

8 Does lhe project improve or expand
upon essential City services where such
servicas are icognized and accepled as
Deing necessary and effechve?

0-2)

9. Does the prject specifically relala lo the
City's strategic planning priorilies or other
plans?

(0-3)

Tolal Score
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category; Project Titte: 08 Project # 09 Project #
al of Diversions [
Parks, Recraalion and Open Space Remov. v rs;l' ns on the Clark Fork PR-26
iver
Description and justification of project ard funding sources:
Cilizen Request to consider changes lo the two diversion diichas aeng tne Clark Fork River 1o allow passage of recreation ooats
1. Jacob's |slapd owned by Missoula Imgation Dislrict
2, Silvers Park area owned by Flynn/County
Cibzens provided esbmate of $30.000 per diversion for minimal changes {o allow safe boaling.
Is this equlpment prioritized on an equipmenl replacement schadula? Yes No NA
X
Are thare Any slle requiremants:
not al tis time
How is this project geing io ba funded:
Funded n Pror
g | Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [TBD 50,006
w
>
w
@
5 - 60.000 -
How is this project gowng to be spent:
LS80 1) L Spant In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 B, Copslructlon Cosl 60,000
& |C. Contingencles {10% of B}
ﬁ D. Dasign & Enginearing {15% of 8)
E. Parcent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equlpment Cesla
G. Other .
- 2 BC GCO -
Does this project have any additonal Impacl on the operalng budgat: Lo
n Spentin Prior
’"', Expense Oblect Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnsl
= [Supplies
W purchased Services
B |Fixed Charges
2 [capital Qutiay
3 |Debt Service
2 5 = B z
2
u .
% Daescription of addilional operating budpel impact.
Preparers
Responsible Person: Responsible Department:| Date Submitted Lo Finance Today's Date and Tima Initials Total Score
121 2/2008 13:22 KM o
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.1P. Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category: Project Tille;

Parks, Recrealion Removal of Divarsions on the Slark
and Open Space Fork River

08 Project #

PR-2§

Qualltative Anatysis

Yes

No

Commenls

1 Is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slate, or local legal requiremenis? Thig ¢n-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
reguirements. Of spacial concem is (hal the
project be accassible to the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary 1o fulfill a con-
traciual requiremant? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
participabon. Indicate the Grant name and
number in the commenlt column.

3. I this project urgently required? Will de-
Iay result in curtadment of an essanlial ser-
vice? Thia staiement should be chacked
"Yes® only if an emergency Is clearly ind-
caled; otherwise, answer "No™ 1 "Yas®,

ba sure (o give full juskfication,

4, Does the project provide for andfor im-
prove public heaith and/er public safety?
This crilerion should be answered “No® un-
lass public heaith and/or safety can be
shown 1o ba an urgent or ditical factor.

Quanlitative Analysls

Scom
Range

Commenls

Welght

Tolal
Scora

5. Does the project resuil in maximum
benefil o the community from lhe
|invastment doflar?

©-3)

6. Does the pmject require speedy
implemenlation in order 10 assurs ils
maximum effecliveness?

-3

7, Doas the project conserve enery,
cultural or nalural resourcas, of reduce
pollution?

03

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essantial City services where such
sarvicas are recofnized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

9. Doea lhe project specifically relate 10 the
City's slmilegic planning priorilies or other
plana?

-3

Total Score
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CAPITAL TMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Projaci Title: u3 Project # 03 Project 2
Parks, Recruation and Open Space Trailer PR.28
Cescription and justification of project and funding sources:
Per Equipmen| Replacement Schedule, replaces nome made traer # 52037
Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacament sehedule? Yas No NA
X
Arm Lhers any site requiraments:
How is this projact goling to be funded: Funded In Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 F¥Y 11 Fv1iz FY 13 Years
5 General Fung CIP 10.000
ri]
>
i
-4
- 10.000 - o =
How is thls projecl going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A.Land Coslt
E B. Construclion Cosl
W |C. Contingencias (10% ol B)
5 |o. Design B Enginesring [15% of B}
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equlpmenl Cosls 10,000
G. Other
- 10.000 - - o
Does this project have any addilionai Impact on lhe oparating budgat: Spent in Prior
2 Expanse Cbject Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
0
8 Parsonnel
E Supplles
S |Purchased Services
E Fixed Charges
g Capital Outlay
E Debt Service
b N o o - -
[
(=]
Descniplion of additional operaling budgel impaci:
Responslibla Peraon: Responsible Department:| Dats Submlitied Lo Finance Today's Bate and Tima Initials Total Score
127152008 10:26 39
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Insiructlons For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category: Projecl Tille:

Parks, Recrmation
and Qpan Space

Trailer

08 Froject #

PR-28

Qualitative Analysis

Yas

No Comments

1. 1s the projec! necassary to meet lederal,
slaie. or local legal requirements? This cn-
lenon includes projecls mandaled by Court
Order to meel requirernents of Iaw or olher
requirements. Of special concem is that lhe
project be accessible to the handicapped

2 1s lhe projec! necassery Lo fulfill a con-
lractual requirement? This enledon inciudes
Federal or Slale grants which require local
participation. Indicate the Grant name and
number in the comment column.

3. Is this project urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in curtaitment of an essential ser-
vice? This stalement should be checked
"Yeas” only if an emergency is dearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No®. Il "Yas®,

b sure io give full juslification.

4. Does tha project provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
Thia aiterion should be answered "No” un-
lass public health and/or safaty can be
shown to ba an urgenl or citical factor.

Quaentitative Analysls

Scara
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Scomm

5. Does the project result in meximum
benefit lo the community from the
investment dollar?

-3

Tralers are used lo haul mowers, snow plows for mainlenanca throughout the City of Missouta

15

6. Does the project require speedy
implemeniation in order 1o assure its
maximum affectivenass?

0-3}

Currenl Trailar # 52037 is 20 years cid and home made.

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or natural resources, or reduce
pollution?

@3

8. Does the project impreve or expand
upon essential City services where such
services are recognized and accepted as
being nacessary and effective?

©-2)

Aag the City boundaries conlinue to expand and we ecquire more park land needing mainlenance, it}

1s necessary to lransporl equipmenl farther away from the Park Shops and lo more locations.

9. Does the project specifically relale to the
Cily's slralegic planning prionlies or othar
plana?

0-3)

Goal #1 of the Stralegic Plan; Increase extemnal responsivensass and preparednosa, Goal # 1.5 of
lhe Masler Parks and Recreation Plan, Provide recrealional opportunilies lor all ages and abilities,

including the requirements of tha Americans with Disabilities Acl,

Total Score

39
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