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

Program Category: Project Title:
South 3rd Strest Reconstruction (Russell
Streat Improvements 1o Reserve)

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

514

$-10

S-01

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

equipment.

Funding:

1. Impaci Fees

2. Assessmenls lo area property owners,
3. City in-kind labor,

This work will be done in 3 phases slarling al Russell and working wasl. Deslgn and ulllity relocetion will lake place In FY 09,

Sourth 3rd from Russell 1o Reserve was reviewed through public input as part of a list of seven comridors considered for reconstruction. tmprovements en South 3rd Street from
Russell lo Raserve will consisl of new curbs, sidewsiks, drainage, pavement and parking areas.

This project will use Impaci fees to pay for engineering and malerials. Curbs and sidewalks will be assessed lo the edjacent property owners. Gy Streel forces wil supply labor ani

Is this equipment prioritized on an squipmeni replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any slis requirements:
How s this projeci going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
'5' Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Assessmenls 300,000 300,000 300,000 800,000
£ (impact fees 50,000 170,000 170,000 170,000 500,000
& [City In Kine 100,000 100,000 100,000 200,000
50,000 570,000 570,000 570,000 - 1,500,000
How Is this to b H
low Is project going 8 speni: Spent In Prior
Budgeled Funda Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosl
2 |B. construction Cost 456,000 450,000 450,000
W (g, Contingencies (10% of B} = 45,600 45,600 45,600
2 |D. Design & Englneering (15% of B) 50,000 88,400 86,400 58,400
E. Perceni for Art {1% of B) - -
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other {additional engineenng)
50,000 570,000 570,000 570,000 - -
Does thls project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
%) Spentin Prior
"i-, Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q [Personnel
© |supplies
3 Purchased Services
B |Fixed Charges
o |Caphal Outlay
 |Dobt Service
z — - _ B - Z
F
M
& |Desciplion of addilienal operating budge! impact;
Responasible Preparer's
Responslble Parson: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 3/10/2008 12/3/2008 10:44 CJK 4D
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
Sea C.I.P. Instructlons For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Street Improvements

South 3rd Streal Reconsiruction
{Russell to Reserve)

09 Project #

501

Qualitative Analysis.

Yas

No Comments

1. Is the profec necassary 1o meel federal,
siale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order lo meet requiremenis of law or olher
requiramenis, Of spedial concem is thal the
project be accessible to the handicapped,

2. Is the project necessary Lo fulfill & con-
traciual requirement? This ailerion includes
Federal or Stale granle which require jocal
participation. Indicale the Granl name and
number In the comment column.

3. Is this project urgently required? Will de-
Lay result In curtaltment of an essentlal ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yas" only if an emergency Is clearly indi-
caled; otherwise, enswer “No”, I "Yes®,

be sure lo give full juslification.

4, Doas lha project provide for and/or im-
prove public heatth andior public salely?
This crilerion should be enswered "No® un-
tess public heallh andior gafety cen be
shown lo be an wigent or crilical taclor.

Quanlitative Analysis

Raw

Range

Commenta

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does the project resull in maximum
benefil lo the commumity from the
mvesiment dollar?

(0-3)

Funding sources other than Lhe Cily’s general fund.

18

6. Does the projec! require speedy
implementation in order lo assure iis
maximum effectiveness?

@3

The currenl sireel is deficienl for safety.

7. Does the project conserve enengy,
coltural or natural resources, or reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

Improves both metorlzed and non-motorized transporiation options.

|8, Does lhe project Improve or expand
upon essential City services whers such
services are recognized and accepted as
belng necessary and effective?

(0-2)

City is responsible for malnlaining ransporialion routes within the city limils In a safe and usable
eondition for emergency traffic and daily commuling by dlizens,

8. Does lhe project spedfically relale o the
Cily's strategic planning priorilies or other
plans?

@-3)

Fulfills the Missoula Transporiation Plan.

12

Total Score

49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Catepory: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 0% Project 2
Lower Miller Creek Road Reconstruction
Streslimprovements (Linda Visa Boulevard-Big Fork Road) EX S-02
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
This project is Inlended to reconstruct the portion of Lower Miler Creek Road between Linda Visla Boulevard and Big Fork Road to improve safaly and capacily,
ls this squipment pricritired on an equipmeni replacement schedula? Yeu No NA
X
Ars thera any sits raquirements:
How Is this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Fundinp Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z {Assassmenls 1,000,000
g
w
[
B - - 1,000,000 - -
How ta this t going to be :
e project golng apent: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 B. Copstrucilon Cosl o o - 800,000 ~ .
&' |<. Contingencles (10% of B) - - - 80,000 - -
% |D. Pesign & Enginsering [15% of B} - - - 120,000 - -
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other
=Ll B - - 1,600,000 - =
Does this ecl have any addittonal Impaci on the oparating budget:
™ pro) k pac - L g Spent In Prior
A Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
© |Personnel
,L_’ Supplies
w |purchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
& [Capital Outlay
o |DebtService
E - - - - - -
3
w
8 Descriplion of addillonal operaling budget impact:
Praparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department; Bate Submitted te Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 34412000 127312008 10:45 CJK S
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Sew C.L.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteris)

Program Catsgiory: Project Title:

Lowsr Miller Creek Road

Sirest Improvements | Reconstruction (Linda Vista Boulevard-
Blg Fork Road}

09 Project &

502

Qualiativa Analysfa

Yes

No

Commaeants

1. 18 the projeci necessary lo meet fedaral,
state, or local legal requirements? This af-
lerion includes projects mandated by Courl
Order 1o mesl requiramenls of law or other
requirements. Of special concem is thal the
projeci be accessible lo lhe handicapped,

2. is the projeci necessary o fuffil a con-
tracival requiremeni? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale grants which require local
partidipation, Indicata ihe Grani name and
number In the comment column.

3. Is this project upenlly required? Will de-
lay resull tn curlailmenl of an essential ser-
vice? This siglemenl should be checked
"Yes™ only i an emergency is clearly ind-
caled; olherwise, answer "No”. Il "Yas",

be sure to give full justification,

4. Does the projecl provide for andfor Im-
prove public haallth and/or public safely?
This crilerion should be answerad "No®™ un-
less public heaith end/or safely can ba
shown to be an urgent or critical factor.

Quaniitative Analysls

Score
Range

Comments

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does Lhe project result in maximum
benefil to the community from the
inveskment dodar?

(0-3)

6. Does the project require speedy
Implementation in order lo assure s
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

7. Does Lhe project conserve enengy,
cultural or natural resources, or reduce
polhution?

(0-3)

8. Does Lhe projeci improve or expand
upon essential City services whene such
services are recognized and accepled as
belng necessary and effective?

0-2)

9. Does the projed specifically relate Lo the
City's siralegic planning priorities or ather
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 Title:
, 190 Bl
s |mprovemonts Right Lane Addhl;:.d ol Grant Creek

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

505

S-03

Description and justification of project and fundinp sources:

Proposed funding ks Congestion Miligation and Alr Quaity Funds (CMAQ).

This projec! widens the current single lane southbound on Grant Creek Road at the intersection with 1-90 1o provide a second lane for thru trafiic or fght tum to 80 west, Congestion
this intersaction was identifisd a8 an increasing problem In 1995, On December 8, 2005, MDT Issued a design and preliminary cost estimats for the ane addition. In December 2006,
the Granl Creek Neighborhood Councl issued a survey questionnaire to the 563 residences in the Granl Creek Vallay. Of Lhe 185 (35%) queslionnalres retumed, 77% of the
residences agreed (8% disagreed) Lhat "Granl Creek Rd southbound al 180 must be improved 1o accommodate future Iraffic projections before any new subdivision of commercial
developmenl adding significantly to the traffic is approved in Granl Creek.” The respondents reported delays ranging from 1 (o 20 minules. This projed] providing additional lane
capacity for several vehicles should heip relieve congestion caused by Lhe curren affic leadings bul may not handla substantive Increasas,

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any alte requirements:
Right-of-way exisls.
How I8 this project golng to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |50% Slale 50,000
& |50% CMAQ or Urban Funds? 60,000
E
120,000 - - = - -
How Is This to be g
project golng ppent Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 |b. construction Cast 86,000 - - - - -
W |c. coniingencles (10% of B) 9,600 - = = - .
¥ |D. Design & Engineering {15% of B) 14,400 - - - - -
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
120,000 - - - - -
Does this project have any additlonal Impact on Lhe opersling budget:
Spentin Prior
4 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
§ Parsonnel
— |Suppiles
W |Purchased Services
2 |Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Outtay
m |Debt Service
z - - - - - -
3
w
g Desaiption of addilional operaling budgel impaci;
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Dale and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 342008 12/42008 10;59 CJK 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See CJ.P. Instructions For Explanailon of Criteria}
Program Category: Projecl Title: 08 Project #
Street Improvements Right Lano Addition, |-90 at Grant A
Creek Road
Quallative Analysis Yes No Comments

1. Is the projeci necessary to meel federal,
state, or local legal requirementa? This erl-
terion includes projects mandated by Court
Order lo meet requirements of Law or other
requirements. Of special concem is that the
pmject be acceasible to Lhe handicapped.

2. |s the project necessary 1o fulfill a con-
tactual requirement? This ailerion Includes
Federal or Slale granis which require tocal
participation. indicate the Grant name and
[number in the commenl column,

3, Is this project urgently required? Wil de-
{ay result in curlaiimenl of an essential ser-
vica? This siatement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearty indi-
cated; otherwise, answer "No", If "Yes",

be sure o pive full justification,

Sevenar, McKenzie River, and Starbucks lo cross into the queue of raffic.

Granl Creek Road is Lhe only reasonable outiel from the Grani Creek Valley. The single lane bothieneck (s a safety
threal in evenl of emergency evacuation, Undue delays are caused by Ihe resultant congestion of the single lana.
Tailbacks up to the RMEF entrance are occurring. I Is sometimes difficull for customers of the Grant Creek Inn,

4, Does |ha projecd provide foar end/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This exiterion should be answered "No™ un-
less public healih and/or safety can be
shown Lo ba Bn urgent or criticat factor.

The addilion of this lane of traffic wil improve the emergency evecuation capabiity In evenl of wildfire

Raw
Quaniitative Anatysis Score Tota)
Range Comments Weight Score
©-3)
5. Does the projec, resll in maximum No General Fund dollars, The projec benefils (ravelers, residents of Lhe Grenl Creek Vallay,
benefd Lo e comummmity from the 3| Snowbowlusers, and customers of Lhe 3 matels, convenlenca slore/service slation, 3 restaurants, 5 15
fiml dollar? and amployees and visilors 1o he RMEF.
(0-3)
fs. Does the prnf.edorr:quira wﬂg ;| The congestion and emergency evacuation bottieneck now exisL The maximum effeclivenesa will be
iplsmaniEionmicrdertoisse reatized when the additional lane ks complele, The sconer ihe batler., 4 4
maximum effectivenasa?
%
7- Doas bhe project consenva energy. Removal of this bottleneck will avaid vehices kiling &l his interseclion, thereby conserving energy
cullurel of natural resources, or reduce 3 and reducing potiution. 3 B
polution?
(0-2)
8. Does \he project improve or expand
:;ulcny . 2 The projecl improves traffic fiow. Providing adequale and safe fransporiaiion erleriats s an easentia 4 a
Hpon masen Servicas B s City servica. Grant Creek Rd will be more effeciive both from the safety and functional
services arm recognized and accepled as considerations when Ihia lane is added,
being necessary end effective?
{0-3)

9. Does lhe project specifically relate lo the
Cily's siraiegic planning pricrities of olher
plans?

The project satisfies the TEA-21 Planning Fedor 3 (inoeases safety); Faclor 4 (enhances alr quatity]
and promoles energy conservation), and improves livability.

Tolal Score

54
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s CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013
Program Calegory: Project Title: 07 Project # 18 Project # 09 Project 3
Streel Improvements Epoxy Streetl Paint 516 S-12 5-04
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Epoxy streel painl lasts more than S5-imes longer than standarg paint. The epaxy paint provides year round streal markings, which enhances treffic safety. Over ime, the cosls of epox}
paint are offset by reduced mainlenance costs, A new lunding source will be the funding source. Major streels lo be priofitized nclude, bul are net limited to:
» South Sth Sireel
= South th Sireel
« Ratllesnake Drive
» Granl Creek Road
* Mullan Road
» South Avenue
= Hillview Way
* Lower Miller Creek Road
Epoxy cosis aboul $0.25 per fool and regular slreel pain| costs aboul $0.05 per fool.
Is this equipment priorilized on an equipment replacement schedula? Yoz No NA
X
Are there any sile requirements.
How I this project going 1o be funded:
Funded In Prior
= _ Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FYi2 FY 13 Years
5 New Funding Source 10,000 10,000 10,000 103,000
@
-3
- 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 -
How s this t gol be 8
owls project going to be spent Spent In Prior
Budgetsd Funds Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosi
‘£ B. Construcilon Cost - - - - - -
W |c. Contingencies (10% of B) S S o = - .
3 |D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) - - - - - -
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosis
G, Other 10,000 10,000 1,000 10,000
- 10,000 70,000 1,000 30,000 -
Dows this projecl have any addlilonal Impact on the opersilng budget:
m Spent In Prior
e Expensa Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 _Years
© |Personne!
O Supplies (10,000) {20,000 {30,000) (40,000)
& Purchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
2 |cepliml Outlay
tv |Debl Service
E - {10,G00) {20,000) {30,000) {40,000) -
uf
8 Deseription of addiljonal operaling budgel impact: Savings ara eslimaled lo be approximstely $10,000 per year for 5-years for every $50,000 spant.
Preparar's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today’s Date and Time Initials Tolal Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works. 3442008 12/3/2008 11:01 CJK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Sea C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Critera)

Progmam Calegrory: Project Tita:

Streel Improvements Epoxy Streel Palnt

09 ProjecLd

5-04

Quelliative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. Is the project necessary lo meet faderal,
slate, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lesion includes projecie mandaled by Counl
Order lo meel requiremenis of law or other
requirements. Of special concem 14 Lhal lhe
projeci be accassible lo the handicapped.

2. Is the projeci necessary lo fulfill a con-
traciual requiremenl? This crilerion Includes
Federal or Stale granls which require local
participation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the commeni column.

3. Is this projeci urgently required? Will de-
lay resull in curlailmenl of an essenllal ser-
vice? This stalement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency (s clearty indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No®. i "Yes",

ba sure Lo giva full jusiification.

4, Does tha project provide for andfor Im-
prove public heallh andlor public safety?
This cnlerion should bé answered "No” un-
liess public heallth and/or safety can be
shown to ba an urgenl or critical factor.

Cuantitative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Waelght

Total
Score

5. Does Lhe projed! resuli in maximum
benafil to the community from the
invesiment dollar?

-3}

Cosls are eslimaled lo be fully recovered by cperational savings.

15

6. Does the projec! require speedy
Implemeniation in order to assure its
|maximum effeciveness?

(-

Requiring City developers lo use epoxy paint for striping needs in city subdivisions.

7. Does lhe projecl conserve energy,
cuitural or natural resources, of reduce

poltution?

{0-3)

Reduced operational cosls will resull from fuel savings.

8. Does Lhe project Improve or expand
upon assential City services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

0-2)

Provide for year round slreet markings.

8. Does the project specilically relate to the
Clty's siralegic planning priorilies or other
plans?

(-3

Enhances community Gvability and public safety.

12

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

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Sireel Improvements

Artarial Street Lights

OF Project #

08 Project #

S-15

513

09 Project #

Descriptlon and justification of project and funding sources:

Mos! of Lhe City's arlerial streals do no have sireel lighting. Street lighls enhance comidor safety for all modes of braffic and pedestrians, and Improve Lhe efficiency of night-ime
operations.A portion of Broadway Streel lighting was compleled In Fiscal Year 2007, Funding of future projects will continue to be by Lighting tmprovement Districts (LID).

These projecls wre depandent upon being coordinated with olher improvemenl projeds or inilialed by property owners.

Major slreals include, bul are not imiied lo:

+ Soulhwesl Higgins = Mullan Road

+ Russall + Soulh 3rd Streel
« South Brooks * South Avenue

~ Broadway

ls this equipment prioritized on an equipment repl. t schedule? Yas No NA
X
Are there any sila requirements.
How I this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Fuhding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
z Lighting Improvement Districi 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
&
-4
200,000 260,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
How Is thl tgoing to be spent:
ow ® project golng = Spent In Prior
Budgetsd Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY {1 FY 2 FY {3 Yoars
w |A. Land Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost 160,000 160,000 180,000 160,000 160,000 160,000
W |C. Contingencles (10% of B) 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 18,000
& |D. Deslgn & Englneering (15% of B) 24,000 24,000 24,000 24,000 24,000 24,000
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other
200,000 200,000 206,000 200,000 200,000 — 200,000 |
Does this project have any additlonal Impact on the operaling budget
" Spent In Prior
',;, Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
QO [Personne|
o Supplies
E Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Qubiay
 |Debi Service
=z 5 - 5 - B B
3
w
& |pescriplion of addilional operating budgel impaci:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Inilials Total Scorm
Steve Kinp Public Worka 34120008 12/3/2008 11:02 CJK a9
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Cateqory:

Project Tija:

Street Improvements

Arterial Street Lights

09 Project #
505

Quallative Analysis

Yes

No

Comments

1. Is the project necessary lo meel faderal,
slale, or focal legatl requirements? This cr-
lesion Includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order to meel requiremenls of law or other
requirements. Of spedal concem is Lhal the
projecl be accassible Lo the handicapped,

2. Is tha project necessary lo fulfil a con-
ractual requiremenl? This crilerion Includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
participation. Indicate the Grant name and
nummber In the comment column.

3. Is this projecl urgenlly required? Wil de-
Lay result in curlaiment of an essential ser-
vica? This slatement should be checked
"Yas" only f an emergency is clearty indl-
caled; olherwise, answer "No®. I "Yes",

be sure lo give full jusiificalion.

4. Doas lhe projeci, provide for and/or im-
prove publlc health end/or public safety?
This aiterfon should be answered "No™ un-
less public heallh and/or safety can be
shown Lo be an urpent or crilical facler.

Quantltative Analysis

Scors
Ranpe

Comments

Welght

Total

5. Does the projec! resull In maximum
benefil Lo Lthe community from the
investment dollar?

©-3)

LID assasses 50% of the cosls lo the adjacenl property owners.

15

6. Does lhe pmjecl require Speady
Implemenlation n order io assure its
maximum effectiveness?

(0-3)

7. Does Lhe project conserve enaigy,
cuttural or natural resources, or reduce
pollulion?

(0-3)

18. Does Lhe project improve or expand
upon essenlial City services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary nd affectiva?

©-2)

Enhances safe operalion of slreets.

8. Does the projecl specifically retale lo lha
City’s slrategic planning priorities or other
plans?

(0-3)

Community livability will be improved.

12

Total Score

39
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Street Improvements

Rattlesnake Drive Sidewalk (Brooksids 1o

Creek Croasing)

07 Project #

08 Project #

03 Project #

513

514

Description and Justiication ol project and funding sources:

Crossing.

Funding wouild be Lhrough property owner assessments with Streel Division in kind assistance.

Ratilesnake Drive is a neighborhood collector slreel withoul continuous pedestrian facililies. Conversion of Ratllesnake School 1o an elementary school has increased the need for new
sidewalks, Sidewalks have been nslafled wilh new development ai the Applegrove, Brookslde and Lily Lane Additions. The nexl area of focus will ba North ¢f Brooksida o Creek

Requesied by citizens.
I8 thiz equipment prioritized on an equipmeni replacameni schadula? Yes No NA
Are thers any site requirements:
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded In Prior
":l Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
z Assessmeris 220,000 220,600
> |Gas Tax 25,000 25,000
i [Streel Division in Kind 50,000 50,000
295,000 295,000 - - Z
How s this project going to be spent:
Spanl In Prior
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cosi
Z |B. Constructlon Cost 238,000 238,000
Wic. contingenciea (10% of B) 23,600 23,600
{5 |D. Design & Englnesring {15% of B) 35,400 35,400
E. Percent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
285,000 295,000 - - Z
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budpget:
" Spent [n Pror
= Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yearn
8 Parsonnel
 [Supplies
5 Purchased Services
o |Fixed Charges
2 |Caphal Outlay
w |Debt Service
E - - - - -
3
w " -
& |Descriplion of addilional operaling budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scorm
DPoug Harby Publlc Works 12132008 11:02 CJK 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
(Ses C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criterla)

Program Category: Project Title:

Street Inprovements

Rattiesnake Drive Sidewalk (Brookside
to Creek Croasing)

09 Projecta
S5-08

Qualiative Analysis

Yes Ne Comments

1. Is the projec necessary lo mael federal,
s\als, or local begal requirements? This cri-
terfon includes projecls mandaled by Gourt
Order 1o meel requirements of lzw or olher
requirernenis. Of spedial concem Is Lhal the
project be accessible 1o the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary lo Fulfill a con-
Irectual requirement? This erlerion Includes
Federat or Slate granis which requim local
participaiion. indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment column,

3. Is this projec] urgenlly mquired? Wil de-
fay resull in curlailmenl of an essentiad ser-
vica? This siatement shouid be checked
"Yec" only if an emerpendy Is clearty ndi-
caled; otherwise, answer "No®. if “Yes®,

be sure to give full juslification.

4. Does the project provide for and/or Im-
prove public heatth and/or public safaly?
This criterfon should be answered "No™ un-
ess public health and/or safely can be
shown lo be an urgent of critical factor,

Quantitative Analysls

Range Commants

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does Lhe project result in maximum
benefil to Lhe community from the
investment dollar?

3| Funding sources other than City's General Fund.

15

8. Does the projecl requine speedy
Implermentation n order lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

©-3)

1| Time Is of mederale imporlance.

7. Does lhe project conserve energy,
cultural or natural resourcas, or reduca

pollulion?

(0-3)

2| Sidewalks provide (ransporiation options,

8. Does Lhe projec! improve or expand
upon assenlial City services where such
services are recognized and actepled as
being necessary and effective?

0-2)

The project expands upen pedestrian fadliies.

B. Doas the projeci specifically relata lo the
City's strategi¢ planning priorilies or olher
plans?

{©-3)

2| Enhanced community Gvability,

Total Scora

41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 0B Project # 09 Project #
Streel Improvemenis Rattiesnake Gateway Projecl 508 515 S07

Was Spruce-Madison-Greenough 21sl Century Project

Description and juslification of project and funding sources:

Greenough Drive from Vine St Lo Madison/W. Spruce is mosty wilhoul sidewalke, curbs and other improvemenls. For years, neighborhood groups have worked to design this srea to
be functional and atiractive. Tha project Is 8 multi-party, mutt-year effort, involving 4 major aciivitiea; 1) fixing the read (curbs/gutiers, sidewalks, bike lanes, driving lane
reconfiguration); 2} repairing the reiiroad ¢rossing for afl modes; 3) extending curb and sidewalk up Greenough Drive to serve Waterworks Trail Head and redirect aceess (o

Gr gh Park; 4) cleaning up and beautifying the landscape around Ihe sreel. (See attached graphic.)

The project (ocses on defining the streed: crbsigutiers and sidewalks on both sides, A portion of the coal can be asseased to property owners, Cliizens have created partnerships
with Parks Depl and privete Inlereste {e.g. landscapers) lo do landscaping and brall work. This [s & 2-siage project: portions fior which Ihe cosl s psseasable will be completed In
FY¥2009; the remainder s antidpated to be completed In FY2010. With almast no ges lax avallable, il is critical lo eppeal to General Revenue for complation,

Phi; replacemenl of RR Croasing, Inslallation of Curb and Sidewalk accross BNSF row o be completed in 2008,
Phil:Insiall curbs and sidewalks on Greenough aleng Greenough Park and on wesl side of Greenough from BNSG row to Min Waler mad

Is this squipment prioritlzed on an equip replacement schedula? Yeos No NA
X
Are there any slle requirements:
How s Lhis ect gol unded:
ST Funded in Prior
wl Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
g TBD 4500 21,000 12,500
Assessments (MRL, MTN Water) 25,000 348,000 20,600
E Gas Tax (Asphall Materials) 5,000 5,000 13,000
& | Street Division In Kind 10,000 10,000 13,000
Neighbarhood Grant Funds 3,000
Clty Park Assessmenls 36,000
47 500 107,000 - - - 68,100
How s Lhis project going to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cosl
2 |b. Construcilon Cost . 49,200 85,600 - e 5 .
il lc. contingencles (10% of B) 4,920 8,560 = s - -
X |D. Design & Englineering (15% of B) 7.380 12,840 - - - -
E. Purcent for AnL{1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
1,500 107,000 - - - =
Does this project have any additlonal Impact on Lhe operating budget:
Spent In Prior
g Expenses Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
— [Supplies
W (Purchased Services
8 |Fixed Charges
2 [capital Cutlay
v |Debt Service
2 - - - B - G
5
i
& |Description of addilional operating budgel impact:
Preparer's
Responstible Parson; Responsible Department: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time tnitials Total Score
Doug Hartry Public Works 412008 127372008 11:03 CJK 4s|
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanstion of Criteria)

| _Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project
Streat Improvements Rattlesnake Gatleway Project 507
Qualitative Analysis Yos No Commeants

1. Is the project necessary (o meel federal,
sisle, or local legal requirements? This cd-
lerion Includes projecis mandated by Courl
Order lo meel requiremenis of law or other
requirements. Of spedial concem is (hat the
projecd ba accessible fo the handicepped.

The condilion of Ihe pedesiran laciilies on boih sides of Greenough Drive is manging, at besl.._[n somsa sluations

X barely usable by wheelchairs. On Lhe east side, cars routinely drive and park across Ihe so-called pedesirian

walkway.

2. Is the projecl necessary (o fulill B con-
tractual requiremenl? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slate granls which require local
participation. Indicate the Grani name and
number in the comment column,

3. Is this project urgently required? Vil de-
lay resufl in curlallment of an essential ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly lndi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No”. Il "Yes",

be sure lo give full jusliicalion,

This poriion of our city has been In need of atlenlion lor many years; residents have askedbegged/pleaded for some

X assistance In fixing it up. With the very poor condition of pedestrian facililes, and he significant risk to bicydists ai

the tracks, the situalion Is becoming urgent.

4. Does the project provide for and/or im-
prove pubtic heatth andfor public safety?
Thiis crilerion should be answened "No™ un-
less public hesllth end/or safety can be
shown fo be an urgenl or ¢rilical faclor.

X in this stretch, with marging! ladlities separating them.

Definitety provides for improved public safety. Facilities provida NO separation of pedestians on either side south of
Lhe Inlerstate — no curb, no boulevard, no nothingl There is substanlial molor vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic

Raw
Quantiative Anatysis Score Total
Range Comments Welght Score
- Including the railroad crossing which has no City funds now, the Ge | Ry L is 18% of
i i q n 3 neral Revenue reques
i Doss Ihs project resuil In meximum the lolal {roughly a 7:1 leverage). The neighbothood has commitled to landscaping ueing grants they
benefil (o lhe community from the 3| expect lo obtaln. This covers 16,700 square feel — al a value of $2.00 per squars foal or $33,400, = 15
Investment dollar? Thus Ihe general revenue leverage lolal is 8:1,
(-3
#.Coas the projec! require s !, Work in Lhis area has been pending for many years; each year the conditions In thal shorl corridor ged
implementation in erder to assure its 2| worse. Wilh parl of the project lo be compleled in FYO7, It's Important (o finish il in FY08. 4 8
maximum eflectiveness?
©-3)
s o peec] consanio redm y 4 The project will define the pedesisian, bike, and molor vehide facililies; folks will be more likely to
cultural or natural resources, of reduce travel on fool or by bike becauss of Lhis, thus having some impact on air polfution. 3 3
pollution?
(0-2)
8. Does lhe project improve or expand
upon essential City services whera such 2| Clearly, appropriale and safe facilities for pedestrians and bicydisls Is an essential City service, In 4 -]
servicas are recognized and accepled as this location, those facililas are mosly lacking or deficlent.
being necossary and effectiva?
-2
9. Does the project specifically relale lo the Communily livabllity (Public Works #10): "Comgplets projecis approved in the 1868 Transporiation
City’s stralegic planning priorities or other 3| Plan, and Implement...in the 2003 Transporiation Plan." This projed is specifically mentioned in (he 4 12
2003 Transportation Plan,
plans?
Tolal Score 48
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FY09 Project No.: S-07

Install new curb and sidewalk

IMPROVEMENTS TO THE N2ND, SPRUCE;
GREENOUGH INTERSECTION
AND GREENOUGH DRIVE
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FY09 Project No.: S-07

Pedestrians are ON the so-called "watkway."
Cars drive across freely.

No sidewalks and unneeded guardrail on W,
the space which should be for pedesirians. Side: enough room for bike lane.
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CAPITAL IMPRCVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Tille:

Street Improvements

Annual Sldawalk InstallationiReplacement
Program

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

5-02

5-16

5-00

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

This program systemalically replaces hazardous and deleriorated sidewalks and installs curb ramps throughout the exisling sidewalk system of Missoula and installs new curbs and
sidewalks where Ihere are none. The Public Works Masler Sidewalk Plan is used lo priorilize the areas lhat will be upgraded firsL. This program replaces 40 lo 50 blocks and installs 2d
10 30 blocks of sidewalk annually. The costs are assessed o property owners, The cosis of inslalling curb ramps are shared by property owners and gas lax monies depending on Lhe

siluation.

The sidewalk program proposed for 2008 is allached.

is this equipment priorilized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yag No NA
X
Are Lhere any site requiremenis:
How Is this project going Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
o Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
Z |Assessmenls 1,000,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000 565,000
¥ lGas Tax 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 55,000
2
1,035,000 535,000 635,000 635,000 635,000 620,000
How is this proj oing to be [H
s projaci going spen Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost 828,000 508,000 508,000 508,000 508,000 585,000
E C. Conlingenciea {10% of B) 82,800 50,800 50,800 50,800 50,800 55,000
25 |D- Deslgn & Englneering {15% of B) 124,200 76,200 76,200 76,200 76,200 5
E. Percent for Arl {1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosis
G. Other
1,035,060 635,000 635,000 635,000 635,000 8205000
Does this project have any addittonal Impaci on the operating budgel:
» Spenl in Prior
'u-: Expense Chject Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fyij3 Years
O [Personnel
,('_) Supplies
g Purchased Services
& [Fixed Charges
B [Capltal Outlay
¢ |Debt Service
= - - B B B B
g
w
% Descnplion of addilional operaing budgel impaci
Preparers
Responelble Person: Responsible Department; Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tatal Score
Doug Harby Public Works 3t4/2008 1213/2008 11-06 CJK 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{Sea C.L.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calagory:

Projecl Tithe:

Sireal Improvemenls

Annual Sidewalk
Insellation/Replacement Program

99 Project @

S-08

Qualitatlve Analysis

Yas No

Comments

1. Is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
terion Includes projacis mandated by Court
Order 1o meel requiremenls of law or other
requiremenis. Of spedal concem is Lhal the
project be accessible to the handicapped.

2. Is the projecl necessary lo fulfil a con-
Iraciual requirament? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
parlicipalion. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the commenl column

3. I Ihis projecl urgently required? Will de-
lay resull in curlailmenl of an essenlial ser-
vica? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yas" only if an emergency i1s clearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answar "No®. 1l "Yes®,

be sure Lo give full jusiificalion

4, Does lhe projeci provide for andfor im-
prove public heallh andfor public safety?
This cnlerion should be answered “No” un-
less public healih andfor salety can ba
shown lo be an uigenl or crilical faclor.

Quanlilalive Anatysls

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does the project result in maximum
benelil lo the communily from the
linvesiment dollar?

(0-3)

a| 100 percen! leveraging.

15

6. Doas lhe projecl require spaedy
Implemenialion in order lo assure ils
maximumn effeclivensss?

{0-3}

2| Courl cases slaling City's lability.

7. Does lhe project conserve energy,
cullural or nalural rREOUrCes, of reduce
pollution?

(03

Allows lor he mobilily impaired lo use pedesirian facililies. A safe sidewalk syslem encourages non-
melorized lransporiation.

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essenhal Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and affecuve?

(0-2)

ADA is mandaled. MMC requires Lhe replacement of hazardous sidewalks.

9. Does lhe project specifically relale lo lhe
Cily's siralegic planning prionties or other
plans?

(0-3}

3| Was induded in the Livability Goals of pasl sirategic plans.

12

Tolal Score

49
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FYO08 Project No.: 5-16
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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 # 09 Project #
Ballevue Park Curb and
Streel Improvements Sidewalk Improvements S.01 5-17 $-09

Description and Juslification of projeci and funding sources:
City parks ara e destinalion for pedestrians intluding pecple with accessibility requiremenls. The Cily has been installing sidewalks In its parks for rnany years and this is a
conlinuallon of the program. The work has been formally requesled by Ihe Soulhgale Triangle Neighborhood Council. {See atiached letier.) Project is citizen Iniliated. Funding will by
from curb and sidewalk assassments lo the City. This work will lake place on the 34th/35th Sireet rights-of-way adjacenl ta Lhe Cily’s Bellevue Park and properties on Lha north side
of 34th Streel.

This project Is dependenl upon Lhe ability of the City to financially supparl the Cily Assessment portion for parks projects.

Parks snow removal mainlenance of sidewalks:

$7.50 lruckmhour 35 lo 50 limes per year [ averaging 42.5 limes per year
$12.00 small lraciotfhour $1,700 per year average
$22.00 persorvhour
Is ihis equipment priorilized on an aguipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA

Are there any sile requiremenls:

How Is this projecl going to be lunded:
Funded in Prior
“3-1 Funding Source Accounting Code FY D2 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [Cily Assessmenls 65,000
"'>" Special Assessmenls 55,000
o
- 120,000 - - - =
How is th 1 golng to be i
ow is Lhis project golng spenti: Spent in Prior
Budgaled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cosl
Z |B. Conslructlon Cost 96,000
W [c. contingentles (10% of B) o 9,600 o - .
25 |D- Design & Engineering (1 5% of B) - 14,400 a - .
E. Parcent for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipmenl Coais
G. Other (addiional engingering;
- 120,000 - - - -
Does this projeci have any addillonal impaci on the operaling budget:
w Spenlin Prior
7 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel
3 Supplies
g Purchased Services
& [Fixed Charges
& [|caphal Outiay
 |Debt Service
2 = 5 = = M -
3
w
a,
Q

Descriplion of addilional operaling budgel impacl. Parks and Recrealion Deparimeni estimates an impact on lherr budgel for mainienance of the sidewalks and snow removal of
$1,700 per year.

Responsible Preparers
Responsible Person: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 3412000 121312008 11:07 CJK 36
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

See C.L.P. Instruciions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tille:

Street Improvemants

Bellevue Park Curb and
Sidewalk Improvements

09 Project #

5-09

Qualliative Analysls

Yes

No Comments

1. Is the projecl nacessary o meei federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandated by Courl
QOrder lo meel requirements of law or other
requirements Of special concem is that the
projecl be accessibie lo the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary Io fulfif a con-
Iraclual requirement? This citerion ncludes
Federal or Slale granls which require local
parlidpation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in {he commenl column,

2. Is Lhis projecl urgenlly required? Will de-
Iay resull in curlailmenl of an esseniial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
"Yes® only if an amergency is clearly indi-
caled; otherwise, answer “No®. Il "Yes®,

be sure lo give lull juslification,

4. Does lhe project provide for andfor Im-
prove public health and/or public salely?
This criterion should be answered "No” un-
less public heatih and/or safety can be
shown lo be an urgen o crilical [actor,

Quantitalive Analysis

Raw
Score
Ranpe

Commenis

Waight

Total
Score

5. Does 1he project resull in maximum
benefit lo the community from the
invesimenl dollar?

©3)

Funding through City sources,

10

B. Does the projecl require speedy
implemenlabwon in order to assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

-3}

7. Does the projecl conserve eneigy,
cultural or natural resources, or reduce
pollulion?

-3}

N

Increase pedeslian use.

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

©2)

Increases access, and was requesied by e public group.

9. Does Ihe projecl specifically relate lo the
Cily’s strategic planning prienties or ather
plans?

-3

Tolal Score

36
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FY08 Project No.; S-17

October 24, 2002

City of Missoula Engineering Dept.
435 Ryman

Missoula, Montana 59802

Atten: Doug Harby

Re: Sidewalk for 350 Street/Triangle Park
From: Southgate Triangle Neighborhood Council

We feel that a sidewalk at the above mentioned city park would be
worthy of consideration in the Capital Improvement Projects for Fiscal Year
2004, The park has been in place for a number of years and has had very
little in the way of improvements. The land on the southwest side of the
park is currently being used to store construction materials for the 39 Street
project. We have been witness to a number of residents walking along this
park who actually have to walk and jog on the sfreet, creating a hazard for
both themselves and the traffic using the street adjacent. We all remember
the incident in the lower Rattlesnake a few years ago. From all indications
the sidewalk would not only serve pedestrians but could prevent people
cutting the corner across the end of the park. Obviously this has been a
problem for the city in the past because a small wooden fence has been
erected within the past four or five years to stop traffic from doing just that,
From a safety standpoint alone the project seems worthwhile to a majority of
our leadership team.

Triangle Park will have handicap accessible sidewalk along the south
side when the 39" Street project is complete and there is a sidewalk along
the west side. The residents along the north all have sidewalks in front of
their homes except for this short stretch along 35 street. You might have to
do your own assessment of what is needed at this intersection with a view to
how the South Hills Drainage project will affect this corner in the future.
The sewer and water hookups for restrooms might be run now to inside the
sidewalk and closed off for future park improvements.

Please give this project serious consideration for funding for next
fiscal year when the drainage system is complete. The general consensus is
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FY08 Project No.: S-17

" that the sidewalk would be a starting point to upgrading this park. We will
also be in touch with the Parks Department to present ideas for other
improvements as they develop.

Your work on the sidewalks in Boyd & McLeod Parks this past fiscal
year have been mentioned at several neighborhood gatherings and are truly
appseciated. The residents are happy with them and will use them for years
to come. Again, thank you.

Robert Martin, President

"l M €

Southgate Triangle NC
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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 #
La
Streel iImprovements LT Sidawnl;hP‘s: : mplementation S-07 521 510

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
The increasing concem for eir quality and enargy conservation has placed more emphasis on nan-molorized transpertation. New regulations on the ADA mandale access for iha
disabled community. Recenl Supreme Courl dedisiens have laid pant of the respensibifily for assuring (hal sidewalks are in a safa condition upon local govemnment. The most Hkely
source of federal funds will be Surface Transporistion Progrem Enhancement Activity. This program will supplement Lhe assessments with CTEP funds in sraas where the normal costs
ffor sidewalk improvements are substantially increased by exisling conditions such as lopography, or lack of right-of-way.
|Phase | will be the installation of sidewalks on Lolo Streel from Sharon's Gandens lo Ralijesnake Creek.

This portion of Lole Streel lies wilhin a 30 fool right-of-way. Curbing will be insialled an boih sides of Lhe sireel and assessad Lo the edjacenl property owners. Sidewalk will be placed o
ihe soulh side and essessed to the property owners where row or easements exisl. CTEP money would be ysed lo pay For the sidewalks in exchange for sidewalk easements where
neccesary on he soulh side of Lolo Streel, CTEP money will also be used lo construci a ralsed sidewalk on (he south side of (he bidge.,

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Na NA

Are lhare any sits requiremaents:

How Is this projeci going to bs funded
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Atcounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Assessments 54,000 420,000
g |cter 45,000 240,600
W |Gas Tax 10,000
Funding source to be delerminec 80,000
109,000 - 740.000 - -
How is this projaci golng 1o ba spent. Spent In Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cast
2 |B. construction Cost 81,200 - - 592,000 S o
Wlc. contingencies [10% of B 8,720 - - 59,200 - -
5 D, Design & Engineering {15% of B 13,080 o . 89,800 . R
E. Percenl for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
108,000 - - 740,000 < -
Does Lhis project have any sdditlonal Impact on the operating budgal
Spent In Prior
E Expensa Objoci Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q [Personnel
(X2 Py
[ PH
W |Purchased Sarvices
8 |Fixed Charges
2 [Capital Outlay
(7 |Debi Service
3 - - = - - -
3
w
8 Desdaiption of eddilional operaling budgel impact
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 42008 1232008 11:08 CJK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

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

Program Calegory: Project Title:

Masiar Sldewalk Plan |

iatlon

SLreat Improvemen|s

Phase |

p

09 Project #

S-10

Qualilative Analysis

Yes

Comments

1. Is he projecl necessary to meet federal,
siate, or local legaf requiremenis? This ci-
lerion Includes projects mandaled by Court
Order to meel requirements of law or ather
requiremenis, Of special concem is thal the
project be accessible to the handicapped.

2. Is the projec necesaary ta fulfiil & con-
irectual requirement? This ailedon Indudes
Federal or Stale granls which require local
participation. Indicale the Grant name and
number in the comment column,

3, 15 this project urgently required? Wil de-
lay resull in curlaiiment of an essential sey-
vice? This statement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indi-
cated; otherwise, answer "No®. 1f "Yes®,

be sure to give full juslification.

4. Does the projed! provide for and/or im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This crilerion should be answered No™ un-
less public health endfor safety can be
shown lo be an urpent or critical faclor.

Quanthative Analysis

Score
Range

Commanls

Welght

Tolal
Scorm

5. Does the project resuit in maximum
benefit to the community from the
investmenl dollar?

©3)

Leveraging of (ederal funds,

15

6. Does the project require speedy
implemenlation in order to assure its
maximum effeclivenesa?

©-3)

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cultural or natural resgurces, or reduca
poflstion?

©-3

Subdivision coordination. Rattl ke Schoood is el

tary 1 subdivi

ion above on?

8. Does the project improve or expand
upon essential Cily services whem such
services are recognized and pccepted as
being necessary and effedive?

0-2)

9. Does lhe project specifically relale lo the
Cily's sirategic planning priorities or other
plana?

©-3)

12

Tolal Score

49
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FY09 Project No.: S-10
POTENTIAL PROJECTS FOR
CONSIDERATION IN THE CTEP
MASTER SIDEWALK PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Note: These projects are not listed in any particular order.
This selection is based on sidewalk installation projects located on high priority corridors or in high priority

areas. These projects all have existing conditions, which makes them more expensive or impactive than
the norm.

Lolo - Sharon's Gardens to Rattlesnake Creek
23rd - 39th to Hillview Way

Gharrett - 39th to 55th

High Park - All

Lincoln Hills -  Rattlesnake to Contour

Duncan - Vine to Lolo

[FY08 Project# S-21 |
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Cateqory:

Project Title:

Sireet Improvements

Duncan/Greenough Drive Reconstruction
{Vine - Min. View)

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

S-06

S-11

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

Duncan/Greenough Drive was reviewed through public inpul 8s pant of & list of seven corridors considered for recanstruction. fmprovements wil! consist of new curbs, sidewalks,
drainege, pavemenl and ulilily reconstruction. Neightorhood gateway irealments, ighling and landscaping will be considered. This is a 2 lane cosl eslimale,

Funding: 1) Stale pilol project; 2) Assessmenls to area property owners; 3) CTEP for landscaping and lighting; and 4) City Sireet Division provides in-kind labor and equipmenl for
asphall and drainage lo meel budgel (eslimale of $200,000 work).

Is this equipment priorilized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No NA
X
Are Lhere any slte requiremenis:
Howr is this project going to be Funded:
Funded In
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Prior Years
Z jAssessmenls 600,060
% Slreet Division In Kind 200,000
-4
= = - - 800,000 -
How [s Lhi L golng to be spent:
ow i (his project golng [~ Spent in Prior
Budpgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w {A. Land Cosi
‘£ B. Construcilon Cosl = o - 640,000 -
¥ |C. Contingancles (10% of B} o - - . 64,000 .
&5 |D. Design & Englneering {15% of B) o o . . 96,000 .
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other (additional engineening;
- - - - 800,000 -
Doas this project have any addilional impact on the operating budget: .
w Spent In Prior
ry Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 [Personnel
- [Supplles
W 1Purchased Services
8 |Fixed charges
2 |Capital Outlay
(5 |Debt Service
=z - - - - - -
3
w
% Descriplion of addiional operaling budgel impacl: Reduction ol sireel mainlenance costs by $500 per year.
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 12/3/2008 11:09 ClK -
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project Title:

Street Improvements

Duncan/Greenough Drive
Reconstruclion (Vine - Mtn. View)

09 Project #

S-11

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

No

Comments

1. Is the projecl necessary lo maet federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion Includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order o meel requirements of law or other
requiremenls, Of special concem is that the
project be eccassible o the handicapped.

2, Is the project necessary to fulfil a con-
Iractual requirement? This crilerion inchides
Federal or Siate granls which require local
pariicipation Indicate the Granl name and
number in the commenl column,

3. Is this project urgenlly required? Will de-
lay resull in curlaiimenl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency 1S clearly indi-
cated; olherwise, answer “No®. If "Yes®,

be sure lo give lull juslificalion.

4. Does the projeci provide lor and/for im-
prove public heallh andfor public safety?
This crilerion should be answered "No” un-
less public heallh endfor safely can be
shown Lo ba an urgent or crilical faclor.

Quanlilalive Analysis

Score
Range

Co

Welghl,

Total
Score

5. Does the project resull in maximum
benefil (o the community from Lhe
invesimenl dellar?

(03)

&. Does Lha projecl require speedy
implemenlalion in order lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

{0-3)

7. Does the projeci conserve enery,
cullural or nalural resources, or reduce
poltution?

(-3

8. Does {he project improve or expand
upon essenlial Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

©-2)

9. Does |he projeci specifically relale lo the
Cily's sirategic planning prionties 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 Tille:

Streel Improvemenls

Traffic Control Improvements
Higgins/Bechwith/Hill

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

5-04

s18

512

Description and Justification of project and funding sources:

This inlerseclion is currenlly the only unsignalized major inierseclion on the easl-wesl raffic comdor, which consisls of Mount Avenue, 14th Sireel, Hill and East Backwith Ihat goes
|from Reserve Streal lo the University of Montana  Installalion of this improvement would provide a much needed easi-wesl reule across the enlire city. Prior rafiic engineer analysi;
did indicale Ihal inlerseclion control was warranled. Engineer has completed the preliminary design of a roundabout.

Projeci Stalus: 1) MOU signed al Stale, 2) Preliminary design compleled; 3) Final design lo be compleled 2007; and 4) Censluclion scheduled for 2008.

Funding: 1) Urban pilel program lunds for ROW and conslruclion; 2) City gas lax for 13% of design engineering cosis; 3) Communily Transporiation Enhancemenl Program (CTEP
for landscaping, flighting, and nen-moterized amenitias; and 4) MDT Usban Funds for righl-of-way and construction design and public process.

Is this equipment pricrilized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No NA
X
Are lhere any sile requirements:
How 1s this project golng to be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |City Gas Tax - Malch Funds 25,644 2,600
& unrip (Slate Pilol Program) 58,108 187,400
W STPU (Surdace Transp. Urban) 681,894 200,000
CTEP 100,000
STPE (Surface Transp. Enhancemenl) 96,017
363,661 - = = - —_ 500,000 |
How [s this projeci golng 1o be spent:
project going A Spant in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A, Land Cosl
£ |B. Conatruction Gost 690,020 5 . - - -
& {c. contingencies (10% of B) 9,003 - - - - o
5 |D. Design & Engineering (15% ol B) 103,638 - - - - 183,469
E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Costs
G, Other (Cily's Malch) 25 058
863,661 - - - - 219,425
Does this projeci have any additional impact on the operating budget:
0 | Spent In Prior
= Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel
:‘_’ Supplies
g Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
2 [Capitai Ouday
¢ |Dabl Service
z - - - - = o
3
w
3 Descriplion of addilional operaling budgel impact:
Responsible Preparer's
Responsibie Parson: Department; Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 121372008 11-10 CJK 4B
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CAPITAL INPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

See C.I.P. Instructlons For Explanatlon of Criteria)

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Streel Improvements

Traffic Control Improvements
Higgins/Beckwith/Hill

08 Project #

S-12

Qualilative Analysis

Yes No

Commants

1. Is lhe project necessary to meel laderal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order to meel requiremenls of law or other
requiremenis. Of special concem is thal the
|project ba accessible lo the handicapped,

2. Is the project necessary lo fullill & con-
tractual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granis which require locat
pariicipation, Indicale the Grenl name and
number in the commenl column.

Under contracl.

3. I lhis projeclt urgently required? Wil de-
lay recull in curiailment of an essential ser-
vica? This slalemenl should be checked
“Yas" only if an emergency is cleardy Indl-
caled; olherwise, answer "No®. H "Yes",

be sure Lo give full juslification.

4. Doas the projec] provide for and/or Im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This criterion should ba answered "No® un-
less public heallh and/or salely can be
shown lo be an urgent or critical faclor.

Quanlilative Analysls

Score
Range

Commenls

Welght,

Total
Score

5. Doas he project resull in maximum
benefil lo tha community from the
invesimenl dollar?

(0-3)

money s 100%,

The whote community will benefil from the complelion of an east-wesl comidor. Leveraging of local

15

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

{0-3)

3| The remainder of lhe comdor is in place. Pilol program funding requires speedy implemenialion.

12

7. Does the projecl conserve enargy,
cultural or nalural resources, of reduce
pollulion?

(0-3)

This will reduce molor vehicle delays, easa bicycle/pedestnan access and reduce cut lhrough Iraffic
in neighborhoods,

B. Does Ihe projecl improve or axpand
upon essential Cily serices where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and efeclive?

(0-2)

The enhancement of lhe ransporiation plan.

9 Does the project specifically relale lo the
Cily's slrategic planning priosities or olher
plans?

(0-3)

2| Livabiity.

49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Tille:

Streel Improvements

VanBuren Sireet Reconstruction

07 Project #

08 Project #

0% ProjecL &

5-08

519

512

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

VanBuren Streel was reviewed lhrough public input as part of 2 list of seven corridors considered for reconstruction. Improvements will consisl of new curbs, sidewalks, drainage,
pavemenl and ulility reconstruciion. Neighborhood galeway trealments, lighting and landscaping will be considered. This Is a 2 lane cosl esiimate.

Funding: 1) Sireel Division in kind for asphall and drainage; 2) Assessments to area property owners; Divisicn provides labor and equipmenl lo meel budgel (estimate of $125,000

work).
Is this equipment prioritized on Bn equipment replacement achedule? Yos No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How Is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
“:‘ Funding Source Accounilng Coda FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
z
¥ 1 assessments 800,000
& |Streel Diviston In Kind 200,000
- - - - 1,000,000 -
How is Lhis project going 1o be spent:
project going i Spent In Prior
Budgetad Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w {A. Land Cost 60,000
2 |. Construction Cost 5 - 5 752,000 -
W lc. Conlingencles (10% of B) - - - o 75,200 .
% |0. Daslgn & Englneering {15% of B) - - - - 112,800 -
E. Parcant for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other (additional enginearing;
- - - - 1,000,000 -
Does this project have any additional impact on Lhe oparating budget:
w Spent In Prior
[ Expense Object Accounilng Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q [Personnel
:'_’ Supplies
3 Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
2 [capital Outlay
v |Debi Service
= - - - - B N
2
i
3 Description of addilional operaling budgel impacl: Reduction ol sireel mainlenance cosls by $500 per year.
Responsible Freparer's
Rasponsible Person: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Publlc Works 121372008 11111 CJK 33
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

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

Program Catagory: Projecl Title:

Street Improvements | VanBuren Street Reconstruction

09 Project #

S-13

Qualiialive Analysis

Yes

No

Commants

1. Is the project necessary lo meel lederal,
siale, or focal legal requirements? This co-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order lo meel requirements of taw or other
requiremenls, Of special concem Is that the
project be accessible lo Ihe handicapped.

2_Is lhe projeci necessary 1o fulfill a con-
Iraclual requirement? This edlefion Includes
Federal or Siale granls which require local
parlicipation. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the comment column,

3. Is this project urgenlly required? Yvill de-
lay result In curlailmentl of an essenlial ser-
vice? This stalemenl should be checked
TYes" only il an emergency is clearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answer “No*. H “Yes®,

be sure lo give fufl justification.

4. Does Lhe projeci prowide for and/or im-
prove public heallh and/or public safaty?
This criterion should be answered *No® un-
less public health and/or safety can be
shown lo be an urgenl or critical laclor.

Quanllative Analysis

Score
Range

Comments

Waeight

Total
Score

5. Does |he projet! resull In maximum
benefil lo ihe community lrom the
invesiment dollar?

(©-3)

10

6. Does the projec require Speedy
implementalion i order Lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

7. Does Lhe project conserve energy,
cultural or nalural resgurces, or reduce
pollulion?

(0-2)

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

0-2)

Projecd was one of 7 comders idenlified lhrough public Inpul for reconslruction,

9 Does lhe projec specifically relale to the
Cily's siralegic ptanning priorilies or other
plans?

-3

[

Livability has been a stralegic goals of the City in the past,

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

Program Catlegory:

Project Title: 07 Project #

Street Improvements

08 Project ¥

09 Project #

Eldora Lane Drainage
Improvements

S-14

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Cilizen request 1o improve drainage on Eldora Lane between Linda Visia Boulevard and April Lane. Tha current road seclion has na curbs, gutters or sidewalks. The road Is

deleroraling and drainage Improvements are needed. The project would be funded by a nux of assessmenis and Streel In Kind,

This project will be scheduled inlo lha annual streel maintenance program with like projects for FY11 and will ba addressed when ils priofity comes up in the annual review of priority
projecis m ihe streel mainlenance program

ls this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
No.
How Is this projeci going lo be funded:
Funded In Pror
a Funding Source Accountlng Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoarm
Z Assessmenis 50,000
E Sireal tn Kind 30,000
[3
5 5 120,000 5 Z n
How | eci going lo be spent:
ow s this project gaing = Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cosl
Z B Conslruction Cost 8,000
W lc. Conlingencles (10% of B) S = 9,800 - -
& |D- Design & Englneering {15% ol B} - - 14,400 - o
E. Percenl for Arl {1% ol B)
F. Equipment Cosis
G. Other (additional engineenng;
5 = 120,000 - - -
Does this projecl have any addilional impaci on the operating budget;
0 Spent In Prior
s Expense Object Accountlng Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
O [Personnel
3 Supplies
W JPurchased Services
8 Flxed Charges
7 [Capital Outlay
v |Debi Sarvice
= - - - B . -
3
w
3 Descriplion of additional operaling budgel impacl. Some savings on road mainlenance.
Responsible Preparer's
Responsible Parson: Depariment: Dale Submitled to Finance Today's Date apd Titme thitials Tolal Score
Doug Harby Public Works anef2008 12432008 11:11 cJK k]
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Calegory: Project Tille:

Street Improvements

Eldora Lane Dralnage
Improvements

99 Project #

5-14

Qualliative Analysis

Yes

Ne Comments

1. Is the projecl necessary Lo meel federal,
slale, or kocal legal requirements? This ari-
lerion includes projecis mandated by Counl
Order lo meel requirements of law or olher
requiremenls. Of special concem is lhat the
projeci be accessible 1o he handicapped.

2. Is Ihe project necessary 1o fulfill a con-
Iraclual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slate granis which require local
parlicipalion, Indicale the Grant name and
number in the comment column.

3. Is this project urpenlly required? Wil de-
lay resull in curtailmeni of an essentlal ser-
vice? This slatemen| should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indi-
caled, clherwise, answer "No”. Il "Yes",

be sure lo give full juslificalion.

4. Does Lhe project prowde for andfor im-
prove public heallh and/or public Salaky?
This erilerion should be answered "No™ un-
less public heatih andfor salely can be
shown lo be an urgenl or crilical [aclor.

CQuanlilative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does lhe project resull in maximum
benefil io the community lrom the
invesiment dollar?

(-3}

50% assessmenls

10

6. Does lhe project require spaedy
implemenlalion in order lo assure ils
maximum effectiveness?

(-3}

The sireel will conlinue to delenorate unlil improvmeenls are made.

7. Does the projec] conserve energy,
ctiitural or nalural resources, or reduce
pollution?

-3

Improves sireet manlenance

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

(0-2)

Sireel and drainage improvementls are an essential function,

9. Does lhe project specifically refate 1o the
City's siralegic planning prionlies or other
plans?

(©-3)

Improve quality of life

Tolal Score

36
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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 # 09 Project #
Street Improvemants CodarSimar s
mpraveman Gateway Structure -15
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Cilizen requesled bus sheller and resling spot (see atiached),
is Lhis equipmenl prioritzed on an equipment replacement schedula? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sile requireaments:
How [s this preject going to be funded:
Funded In Pror
g Funding Source Accounting Gode FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E Allemnalive funding source (URD 11?7 Mountain Line? 13,000
&
x
13,000 - - - o B
How is thi eci gol L
w is this project going lo be spen Spentin Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w 1A, Land Cost
“z" B. Construcilon Coat 10,400
W {c, contingencies (10% of B} 1,040 - - = -
3% {D. Dasign & Engineering (15% of B) 1,560 o . . .
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G, Qther (addilional engineerng;
13,000 - - B g -
Does this project have any additional Impact on the operating budpst:
w» pre) L e = 2 g Spent In Prior
[ Expenss Object Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel
S Supplies
g Purchased Servicea
O |Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Qutiay
(o |Debi Service
4 - B B - B B
5
W
% Descnplion of addilional operaling budgel impack:
Responsible Praparers
Responsible Person: Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Inilials Total Score
3119/2008 127242008 11:12 CJK 23
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
See C.L.P, Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category: Project Thig:

Street Improvements

Cedar Streel
Galaway Structure

09 Project #

S-15

Qualitative Analysis

Yos No Commenis

1. Is lhe project necessary 1o meel federal,
state, or local legal requirements? This ci-
lerion inchrdes projects mandaled by Count
Order lo meel requirements of law or other
requirements, Of special concem is thal the
project be accessible lo lhe handicapped.

2, Is the project necessary lo fullill a con-
Iractual requiremenl? This crilerion ncludes
Federal or Slaie granls which require local
participalion. Indicate the Granl name and
number in (he comment cofumn.

3. |s this project urgenlly required? Will de-
lay resuil In curlaitment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency Is clearly indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No™. H "Yes®,

be sure to give full juslification.

4 Does lhe project provida for andfor im-
prove public heatih and/or public safety?
This crilerion should be answered "No”™ un-
less public heallh and/or salety can be
shown to be an urpent of critical factor.

Quaniltative Analysls

Raw
Score
Range Comments

Weight

Tetal
Score

5. Doas the project result in maximum
benefil lo the community from the
investment doiflar?

(0-3)

1 100% General Fund.

6. Does the projeci require speedy
implemenlatien in order o assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

1| The need exisls loday for a sheller.

7. Does lhe project conserve energy,
cullural or natural resources, or reduce
pollution?

{©-3)

2| Enhances bus slop and lrail use.

8. Doas lhe project improve of éxpand
upon essential Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

Promoles lrail use.

9. Does lhe project speciically relale lo the
City's siralegic planning prioritias or other
plans?

©3)

1| Livabitity.

Total Score

23
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NORTH-MISSQULA COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENRNT CORPORATION
19 Stodiard St
Missonic, MT 39882
(406) B29-0873 7 fax: (406) 728-66¥3 . v-mail: nmedel@ montana.con

January 22, 2008

Ms. Ann Wake

City of Missoula Finance
435 Ryman St

Missoula, Moniana 59802

Dear Ann,

I wriling to request thal a project called *“The Cedar Street Gateway Shelter” be added to
the City’s consideralion for inclusion on the 2009 Capital Improvement Projects’ list.

The shelter is described in the enclosed materisls and carries an approximale cost of
$12,738. This shelter was a conlingency item in the construclion of Clark Fork
Commons and was not done at the conclusion of that project due to a funding shortfall,
The “strong tie” anchors for the struclure’s central posts are in place in the concrete walk
way and now covered with buckels to keep people from tripping over them.

I have unsuccessfully approached several foundations for help with construction costs
and wonder if this project might appropriately be added to the CIP Iist. Clark Fork
Commons is a high profile addition to the city’s affordable housing portfelio and the
shelter would add both the finishing touch to the twenty-five homes and an important
anchor to the City*s Riverfront Trail.

If you would like more information, please contact me.

Sincerely, I

‘ g){i / :),L,Z___

Bob Oaks, Executive Director
NMCDC

c: Ellen Buchanan, Executive Direclor
Missoula Redevelopment Agency

=~ b e Lund Brewardstip Peesvian Le Bifi iad Homestead Presersation Coalttier ~—
== Barns Strect Sygueeee - e Naerhside Sueenvway — Project Plaspvonad —
== Bisorta Ouwtdeot Cineoa —
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Cedar Street Gateway Structure
Bus Shelier f Trail Head Benches / Mail Box Enclosure

Project Description:
The Cedar Street Galeway Shelter:

The shelier will cover and conceal the ganged mailboxes for Clark Fork Commaons that
are surrounded by the paved public right-of-way-access 1o the City of Missoula’s river
front trail system. The enclosure will provide covered benches that can be used as a
resting spot for trail users and a school bus shelter for children in residence at the
Commons.

Clark Fork Commoens is a twenty-five-unit low- and moderate-income community-land-
trust homeowner development enabled with 817,000 of federal, municipal and local
grants and donations. The project forms a permanently affordable commonwealth for
Missoulians and integrates, in its design, public access to the riverfront trail system. This
trail system now connects downtown with McCormick Park and the Bitterroot Trail and
will be extended to the west when the new Russell SL Bridge is built,

The trail, north of the river, will also connect the Clark Fork Commons area, the proposed
Liberty Lanes development and the existing condominivms and apartments on Broadway
west of Russell with the Dragon Hollow Playground and the Carousel for Missoula. The
Gateway Shelier will prominently mark the trailhead with its public parking on Hillsdale
and Cedar Streets, as well as be an amenity to the homeowners at Clark Fork Commons
who share this riverfront access with the general public.

Estimated Project Budget:

Framing matedals: $1,342.00
Siding and trim: 2,360.00
Contract Labor (132/hrs.): 4,620,00
Volunteer Labor (52/hrs.): 468.00
Roof Sheathing /Shingles: 1,150.00
Paint: 640.00
Lighting: 400,00
Address and Trail Sign: 600.00
Administration and O.H.: 1,158.00
Total: $12,738.00
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Streel Improvemenls

Stant Streel Pedestrian Improvement
Program Ph. ] and Il

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

512

509

5-16

Descripiion and Jusilfication of project and funding sources:

Phase | insialled curb and sidewalks in the Siant Streal Arza bounded by Brooks, Higgins and Mounl Sireets. Hazardous and deteriorated sidewalks were replaced as needed, ADJ
Improvements were made at each comer The Public Works Master Sidewalk Plan was used lo prioritize areas Ihal were and will be upgraded firsl. Curb ramps were funded by gene,
fund monias i Ihere was no olher work adjacent, The property owners pald for ramps it Lhe curb or sldewalk was inslalled or replaced in the area of the ramp.

The cosl of inslalling new sidewalks was paid wilh a combinalion of property owner assessmenls and CTEP funds under the Slanl Street Pedestrian Improvement Program CIP,
Replacement of curbs and sidewalks were pald with a combinalion of property owner assessmenls and Gas Tax funds under the Annual Sidewalk Replacemenl Program Phase (Il GIF
CTEP funds were used lo supplementl the cosl of inslaflation of sldewatks on a 50-50 spiii if the propenty owner inslafled the sidewalk at the preferred boulevand localion,

Phase Il is the nex! portion of the projed in Ihe area bounded by Beckwith, Mounl and Slephens,

See also relaled projects Liled, "Streel Improvement and Major Mainlenance Program® and “Neighborhood Inilialed Traffic Calming.*

Is this equipment priorlized on an aguipment replace ment scheduls? Yoz No NA
F.4
Are there any site requirements:
How Is this project golng Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
'-:'-,' Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [Assessmenls 30,000 30,000 30,000
U eTER 30,000 30,000 20,000
&
60,000 60,000 - - - 60,000
How is this project going to be spent: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A, Land Cosl
2 |b. Construction Cost 48,000 48,000 48,000
W ¢, Contingencles (10% of B) 4,800 4,800 4,800
ﬁ D. Design & Englneering {15% of B) 7,200 7,200 7,200
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other
60,000 50.000 - - - 60,000
Does this project hava any additional Impact on the operating budgat:
= Spenl in Prior
= Expense Object Accounling Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Parsonnel
~ |Supplies
u lpurchased Services
8 Fixed Charges
2 |Capial Outay
 |Debl Service
= - B - - - -
5
w
% | Description of addilienal operating budgel impacl:
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Bepariment: Date Submitied Lo Finance Today's Date and Time \mitials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 912008, 121312008 11:14 CJK 49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
(See C.LP. Instructlons For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Calegory: Profect Tide:

Street Improvements

Slant Sireel Pedestrian Improvement
Program Ph. | and 1l

09 Project #

5-16

Qualitative Analysis

Yes No Commenis

1. Is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slala, or local lega! requirements? This cr-
letion includes projects mandated by Courl
Order to meel requirements of law or olher
requirements. Of special concemn Is Lhal the
project ba accassible (o Ihe handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary te fulfill a con-
Iraciual requirement? This chiterion Includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
parllcipation. Indicaie the Granl name and
number in the comment column.

3, Is this project urgently required? Wil de-
lay result In curlallment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slaiement should be checked
Yes” only if an amergency is clearly indi-
cated; otherwise, answer "No®. Il "Yes®,

be sure lo give full juslificalion.

4. Doos lhe project prowds lor andfer im-
prove public heallth andfor public safety?
This crilerion should be answered "No® un-
less public heallh and/or safely can be
shown 1o be an urgent or grilical faclor.

QuaniHlative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range Commenls

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does the project resutl in maximum
benefil 1o the community from the
inveslment dollar?

{0-3)

3| 100 percenl leveraging.

15

8. Does Lha project require spaedy
implemenlalion In crder to assure its
maximum effectiveness?

©-3

2| <Courl cases slaling City's fability.

7. Does lhe prejecl conserve enery,
cultural or nalural resources, or reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

Allows for the mobility impaired o use laalilies, A safe and complale system encourages non-
matorized transportation.

B, Does ihe project improve or expand
upon essential Gity services whare such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effective?

(0-2}

ADA 15 mandaied. MMC requires Ihe replacement of hazardous sidewalks.

6. Does Lhe project specifically relale o the
City's slralegic planning priofities or olher
plans?

-3

3| Community libatility has been an ongoing stralegic goal of the City.

12

Tolal Score

49
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title:
Streat Improvements Nelghborhood Infrastruciure Strast
Improvements

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Projaci #

52

517

Description and justification of projecl and funding sources:

Several neighborhoads have undeninken infrastructure sludies to enhance safety and neighborhood access. Public warks will generate projecl lisls from these plans for implemenlatios
Some plan examples inciude: Franklin Lo Forl Infrasiruciure Plan, Johnson Skreet sidewalks, Emma Dickinson Infrastructure Plan, River Road curbs and sidewalks.
Ph | Is part of the Franklin to the Fort Infra Slructure Plan priorily one areas which includa section of Johnson bewteen 11th and 3rd and between North and Mounl, Ask 141h balween

Johnson and Eaton Is included.

This project is scheduled to siarl consirculion in fall of 2008 or spring of 2009.
Approximally 23 household have recieved approval for CDBG granis for this phase.

lg this equipment priorilized on en equipment replacemeni schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are Lherg any sile requirements:
How is this projeci going Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z {Assessmenis 255,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 400,000
Y |sireet Division In Kind 5,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000
W Ygas lax 10,000
CDBG 110,000
380,000 140,000 140,000 140,000 140,000 =
How Is thk ect going to be spent:
owls this project going L Spenl in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A, Land Cost
2 [B. Construction Cost 304,000 112,000 112,000 112,000 112,000 -
&1 [c. contingencies {10% of B) 30,400 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 -
% |D. Destgn & Englneering (15% of B} 45,600 16,800 16,800 16,800 16,800 -
E. Parceni for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipmenl Costs
G, Other
380,000 140,000 140,000 140,000 140.000 -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
R SpenlIn Prior
B Expenss ObJecl Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 EFY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O [Personnel
2 Supplies i
3 Purchased Services
O |Fixed Charges
Caplial Outlay
t» |Debi Service
= B - B z - =
2
[T . .
g Desenplion of addilional operaling budgel impacL
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsihle Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 31842008 12/3r2008 11:15 CJK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.\.P. Instructons For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Cateqory: Projeci Title:

Street Improvements

Neighborhood Infraslructure Street
Improvements

09 Project #

S17

Qualitative Analysls

Yes No

Comments

1. Is the project necessary lo meel federal,
slala, or local legal requiremenls? This cri-
terion includes projecls mandaled by Courd
Order to meel requirements of law or other
requiremenls. Of special concem is Lhat lhe
projecl be accessibie to Lhe handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary lo fulfill a con-
Ireclual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slate granls which require local
participalion. Indicate the Grani name and
number in the commenl colurmn.

3, Is this project urgenlly required? Wil de-
Iay result in curlailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This slalement should be checked
~Yes" only if an emergency Is clearly Indi-
caled; otherwise, answer "No™, If "Yes®,

be sure lo give full juslificalion.

4. Doas lhe projec! provide for andfor tm-
prove public heailh andfor public salety?
This crilerion should be answered *No* un-
less public health andfor safely can be
shown lo be an urpent or crilical laclor.

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weipght

Total
Score

5. Does lhe project resull in maximum
benefil to the community from tha
investment dollar?

(0-3)

nefghborhood.

No general fund suppori required. Sidewalk assessments will spread costs Lo the benefilled

16

B. Does Lhe project require speedy
Impiementation in order lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

©-3)

7. Does the pmjed conserve energy,
cullural or nalural resources, of reduce

pollulion?

-3}

N

Sidewalk/pedestnan (acililies encourage and accommodate non-molorized Iravel.

8. Does the projecl improve or expand
upon assenlial Cily services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

Sidewalk/pedesirian facililies encourage and accommodale non-moloyized travel,

8. Does Lhe project specifically relale to the
Cily'e siralegic planning priorilies or other
plans?

©-3)

3 Meels City goals for livability as defined in neighberhood comprehensive mirasiruciure plans.

12

Tolal Score

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

Program Category: Project Tille: 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Project &

Streel Improvements Nelghborhood Initlated Traffic Calming 503 S04 S-18

Descriplion and Justification of project and funding sources:

These projecls demonstraled effecliveness slowing molorized tratfic and enhancing non-molorized iravel, reducing aulo-genereted alr poltution, impreving the efficiency of traffic
flow, and preserving Ihe residenlial characler of neighborhocd streets. Finished drdes were inslalied et 9 inlersections in Ihe University Area 2001, wilh bulbouls a1 2 localions on
Beckwilh, CIP paid 34% of lotal costs. Traffic calming projects were compleled on Clearview (1 bulboul-median combination), Christian Drive (bulboul-median combinations at 8
localions) al lraffic circles on 4th al bolh Cafifornia and Prince in 2004, using FY03 CIP funds lo malch residenis conlribulions. 4 cirdles inslalled in Hickory 51 area 2005; 7 clrcles were|
inslalled in Slant Sireels and 2 on 4ih Streel {Myrile-Orange) in 2006. 13 wera inslalled in the soulh university area in 2007.
This CIP requestincludes Cily flunding lo match the residents' SID funding, for polenlial projects in FYOT7: a) Speed cushions, Iried on Patlee Greek Drive in 2007, are expected (o by
replaced with parmanent devices in summer 2008, eslimaled cosl $14,000; b} Bulbouts and lane siriping on Patiee Canyon Is expecied in late 2008; sstimaled cosl $25,000, (c) a new|
projec proposed foc AgnesfQueen would have a Iraffic circle wilh splitier Islands, eslimaled cosl of $16,000, Have customarily budgeted $18,000 CIP funds to match residents funding

1

Is lhis equlpmenl pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yea No NA

Are there any slte requir

How Is this project golng 1o be funded:
Funded In Prior

o Funding Source Accounting Code EY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Assessmenlsiresidents 37,000 37,000 37.000 37,000 37.000 212,500
%’ General FundiCIF 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 108,500
& |DEQ Grant 50,000
ISTEA/CMAQ Granl 10,200
55,000 55,000 55,000 55,000 55,000 379,200
How Is this project golng 1o be spenl: Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w (A. Land Cosl
2 |B. Construction Cosl 44,000 44,000 44,000 44,000 44,000 164,848
W |C. Conlingencies (10% of B) 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 19,485
m D. Deslgn & Englneering {15% of B) 8,600 6,600 6,600 6,600 5,800 29,227
E. Percent for Ari (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other (additional engineering;
55.000 55000 55,000 55,000 55,000 243,558 |
Does this project have any additlonat | 1 on the operating budget:
" es this proj ¥ mpacion pe g budge Spent in Prior
E Expense Object Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
© [Personnel 7.500
3 Supplles
“w-' Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
Z |Capital Qutlay
© |DebtService
z 7.500 5 5 Z z 5
5
]
% Descriplion of additional operating budgel impact- City paricipales in rafiic calming projects by limiled pavemenl removal, sump moving as needed, engineenng, inslallation of

lemporary devices, and painling and slriping. For this coming year, this parlicipalion is eslimated lo be § 4000. These amounls will be accommodaled with existing budgels,

Praeparar's
Responsible Person: Respeonsible Department: Dale Submitted to Finance Today's Dale and Time Initials Tolal Score
Phil Smith Public Works 31912008 121312008 1115 CJK 46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. [natructions For Explanation of Crileria)
Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
Strest Improvernents | Nelghborhood Initlated Traffic Calming S.18
Qualitative Analysis Yes No Commenis
1. Is the project necessary to meel federal,
slale, or local legal requiremenls? This cri-
lerion includes projecis mandaled by Cour ; . . .
N Though nol legally required, the project will improve air quality, conserve energy, miligaie Iraffic congeslions, improve
Order lo meel requirernents of faw or other X neighborhood safely.
requirements. Of spedal concem i$ (hal the
project be accessible {o the handicapped.
2. |5 the project necessary (o fulill a con-
traclual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slate granis which require local X
parlicipation. indicale the Granl name and
number in the commenl column,
3. Is this project urgenlly required? Will de-
lay result in curiaitmenl of an essential ser-
vice? This slatemeni should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency is cleatly indi- X Applicant neighborhoods cuslomarily feel that their trafiic improvements are urgenlly needed.
caled; clherwise, answer "No®. If "Yes",
be sure Lo give full juslification.
4. Does ha projec] provide for andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety? The pnrnary reason residents siate I'qt requesting lmfﬁc calming is lo increase safely on Lheir residential streels.
This criterion should be answered "No™ un- Slowing trafiic, especially al inlersections, malenially improves safety for both motorisis and pedestians. A preliminary
i survey of crash dala lor he two years prior 2nd wa years afier lhe devicas in lhe Unhversity Area shows a reduclion
iess public heallh andfor salety can be X from 38 crashes 1o 17. There were 17 I-bone (righl angle crashes) prior, there were B afler inslallallon, none of which
shown lo be an urgenl or crilical laclor. were at inlerseclions wilh cirdles.
Raw
Quanlitative Analysls Score Total
Range Comments Weighl Score
©3) ' ‘
5. Does the project resull in maximum Al r:urranl cos! eslimales, one requgsled CIF doua( wnl_l Ieve(age al leas| eight residents’ dollan.:. A'
it [ h 3 similar program In Sealle resulted in @ 34% reduction in accidenls...a high benefil, Traffic calming is
benefil lo the community lrom lhe nelghborhood responsive; a major benefil is improved neighborhood livability and confidenca in local 5 15
inveslmenl dollar? govemment.
G Residenls in th L uni ity h bean working lor traffic circles f Resid,
i . HeTs esidents in the soulh universily area have been ing for traflic circles for many years. Residentg
_5 Dosshe pru]ed s peedyi 2 on Patiee Creek worked lfor 3 years 1o gel iraffic calming; lhe firsl devices Iied proved nol to work,
implementation - omiagiglassualis They re very eager lo gel their traffic calmed. Residenls on Pattea Canyon have similarly wanled Cie 4 d
maximum effectiveness? high speeds slowed on their streel for al least 3 years,
-3
7. Does I j erve ray. '
5 the project cons — Alr quatity will benefil; energy will be conserved, Lhe bicycling/pedeslrian environmenl will be
auhurel or nalural resources, or reduca 1| enhanced 3 3
pollulion?
{0-2)
8. Does the projec! improva or expand Wilh Ihe visible demonstraled success of traffic calming In several locations, olher residents are
upon assenlial City services where such 2 | insisting on Wrafiic calmung lo address their concems. Many residenis feef thai managing residential 4 8
servicas are recognized and accepted as Iraffic is an essential service. We have been repeatedly asked o make Missoula safer {or biking and
[being necessary an d effectiva? wialking, and reduce Ihe volumes and speeds of raffic on many residential sireels,
(0-2)
9. Does lhe project specifically relals o the
City's stralegic planning pricrilies or olher 3| Trefflic calming has been a specific planning objective in past City Stralegic Plans, 4 12
plans?
Tola! Score 46
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PRELIMINARY COST / BENEFIT ANALYSIS
TRAFFIC CALMING IN MISSOULA
[FY09 CIP# s-18 |

In June, 2001 the City installed traffic circles at nine intersections in the university area, in a pattern
of roughly one every other intersection. The total project cost $50,095, of which $18,000 was City
funds. During the 31 months prior to installation, there were 36 motor vehicle crashes, of which 18
were right-angle (t-bone) crashes. During the 31 months following installation, there were 17 motor
vehicle crashes, of which 5 were right angle (t-bone) crashes.

The “cost value™ of a crash varies widely, considering these factors: specifics of the particular crash,
costs in a particular part of the state or country, inclusion of appropriate other factors (economic loss,
personal injury, property damage, cost of public services such as police or fire, and administrative
costs). Mark Monaco of the Missoula Police Department has calculated that an average motor
vehicle crash, attended by the Missoula Police, has a total cost of $29,000 — incorporating all the
factors above. Piemre Jomini, the Montana Department of Transportation Safety Engineer, uses
national cost data: a fatal injury crash ($3 million), an incapacitating injury crash ($210,000), a non-
incapacitating injury crash ($42,000), a possible injury crash ($22,000), and a property-damage-only
crash ($2300).

In the table below, I’ve used Monaco’s numbers and the very conservative “possible injury crash”
numbers from Jomini. We consider two different benefits: total crash reductions, and reduction in
the more severe right-angle crashes.

Pre-circles |Post circles |Per cent | Cost sﬁﬁngs Benefit/cos |Cost savings |Benefit/cos
reduction| per Monaco |t per Jomini |t
figures (Public cost (Public cost
of $18,000) of $18,000)
Total crashes 36 17 53 $551,000r 30:01:00{ $396,000[
Right angle 18 5 72| $377,000 21:01]  $286,000|"
crashes '

Conclusion: Using the conservative numbers (right angle crashes rather than total crashes, and
Jomini’s costs rather than Monaco’s), the LEAST benefit/cost ration is 16:1.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Slreel Improvemenls

Transporiation Impact Fee

Funded Projects

07 Project #

08 Project#

09 Project #

5-02

$-19

Descriplion and justitication of preject and funding sources:

FY2009

FY2010

Fyz011

List of projects (hal slarl in 2009 [or a {olal of $16M spread over a 20 year period. Projecis for the next three years include:

Seuth 3rd Wesl - Russell lo Reserve $1,450,000 {Transporiation Impact fees $1,000,000 and Assessments 5450,000)
Broadway and Mary Jane Intersection $350,000 {Transportalion Impaci fees $350,000)

Muflan and Mary Jane Inlerseclion $350,000 (Transperation Impacl fees $250,000 and Assessmenls? $100,000)
Miller Creek/Old Highway 93 51,500,000 (Transportalion Impacl fees $750,000 and Assessments $750,000)
Craig Lane/Orange Slreel Traffic Signal $350,000 (Transporialion Impacd) laes $350,000)

South 3rd Wesl - Reserve lo Hiberla $1,400,000 (annexalion musl oceur prior lo project formalion) (Transportation Impad fees $1,000,000 and Assessments $400,000)
Lower Miller Creek Road $950,000 (Transporiation Impacl fees $500,000 and Assessmenls $350,000)
George Elmer Drive/Mullan Inlersection Signal $450,000 (Transporialion Impacl fees $450,000)

In mosl cases the assessmenls are forihe curb and sidewalk improvemenls.

Is this equilpment priorilized cn an equipmeni replacement schedula?

Yes No NA
X
Are thare any sile requiremenls;
How Is this projecl going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
lg Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
= |Assessmenls 450,000 850.000 750,000
E Transporation Impact Fee 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000
o
1,450,000 1,850,000 1,750,000 1.000,000 1,000,600 -
How is this project going Lo b ni:
project gaing ¢ spe Spent in Prior
Budpeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 EFY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yeara
w [A. Land Cosi
2 |B. Construction Cost 1,440,000 1,760,000 2,160,000 800,000 800,000 -
&1 |c. Contingancles (10% of B) 144,000 176,000 216,000 80,000 80,000 -
% |D. Design & Englneering {15% of B) 216,000 264,000 324,000 120,000 120,000 -
E. Percant for Ar {1% of B]
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
1,800,000 2,200,600 2.700,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 -
Does this projecl have any addillonal impecl on Lhe operating budgel: . .
) Spentin Prior
'm' Expense Object Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O |Personnel
:‘_’ Supplles
g Purchased Services
o |Fixed Charges
2 |Capital Oullay
@ |Debt Service
=z - - - - - -
3
w .
g Description of additional operaling budgel impacl
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Teday's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 3M 92008 122008 11:17 CJK 46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.I.P. Insiructions For Explanalicn of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Streef Improvemenis

Transporiation Impacl Fee
Funded Projects

09 Project #

5-19

Qualliative Analysis

Yes No

Commenis

1. Is Ihe projecl necessary lo meet federal,
siala, or local legal requirements? This cri-
lenecn includes projecis mandated by Courl
Order (o meel requiremenls of law or other
requirements. Cf special concem is thal the
projec be accessible to the handicapped.

2. Is the projecl necessary o luliil & con-
lraciual requiramenl’? This crilerion inciudes
Federal or Slale granls which require local
pailicipalion. Indicate the Granl nama and
number in Ihe comment cofumn.

3. Is this projecl urgenlly required? YWill de-
|ay resull in curlaitmenl of an essenlial ser-
wee? This sialement should be checked
"Yes” only if an emergency is clearly indi-
caled; otherwisa, answer "No”. if "Yes",

be sure lo give lull justificalion.

4. Does Lhe projed provide {or andlor im-
prove public heallth and/or public salety?
This criterion should be answered "No® un-
lass public heallh and/or safely can be
shown 10 be an urgent or critical factor.

Quaniilative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commenis

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does lhe project resull in maximum
benefil o lhe community lrom the
inveslmenl dollar?

-3}

15

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

(03

7. Does lhe projeci conserve energy,
cultvral or nalural resources, or reduce

pollution?

(0-3)

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

02

8. Does the project specifically refale lo the
City's siralegic planning pricfilies or other
plans?

0-3)

iz

Tolal Scora

46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Streat Improvemenis

Gravel Sireats Paving

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

509

520

5-20

Description and Juslificallon of project and funding sources:

The City would obiam engineering and construction services lo consirucl paved slreels with curbs, sidewalks and drainage improvements.

Phase 1 Porlions of Bth form Schilling lo Kemp and Schiling 6th Lo 7ih will be paved wilh curbs and sidewalks.

Phase 2 Porlions of Burlinglon, Strand, Kensinglon and Margarel in the Easl Reserve area would be paved wilh curbs and sidewalks.

A Special Improvement Dislrict (SID) would be crealed to fund curbs, sidewalks, paving and drainage material costs. The Cily Sireels Division would provide labor and equipment 1o}

construction.

Is this equipment priorilized on an equlpment replacement scheduvle? Yeos No NA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
None Projecl will use exisling righl-of-way.
How Is this project going to be funded:
Funded In Pror
g Funding Source Accounling Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Assessments 96,000 430,000
¥ lcoea? 24,000 120,000
& |sireet In Kind 50,000 100,000
- 170,000 700,000 “ - S
How Is Lhis project going o be apent: Spent in Pror
Budgeted Funda Accounling Code FY 0% FY 19 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w |A. Land Cosi
2 |b. conatruction Cost 136,000 560,000
& |c. Conlingencies (10% of B) - 13,600 56,000 - Z
% |D- Design & Engineering (15% of B] - 20,400 84,000 - 5
E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other {addifional engineenng;
- 170,000 7CC,000 - - 5
Does Ihis project have any additionsl Impacl on Lhe operating budget:
- Spent in Prior
i Expenss Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
v |Supplies (400} {400)
W lPurchased Servicas
8 Fixed Charges
2 [Capital Outlay
¢ |Debt Service
F4 - (400) {400} - = -
2
w
3 Descriplion of addilional operaling budgel impact. Savings ol $400 per year in stree! mainlenance.
Responsible Preparer's
Responsibla Person: Bepartment; Date Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Workse 31972008 12/3/2008 11:18 CJK 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

See C.LP. Instrucikons For Explanation of Critaria)

Program Category:

Project Thie:

Streel Improvements

Gravel Streets Paving

09 Project #

S-20

Qualliative Analysis

Yeos

Comments

1. Is the project necessary lo meel federai,
stale, or local legal requirements? This cai-
lenion includes projecis mandaled by Courl
Order 1o meel requiremenis of law or other
requirements. Of special concem is (hal the
project be accessibla lo the handicapped.

2. Is |he project necessary Lo fulfill a con-
Iractual requiremenl? This efiterion Includes
Federal or Slale granls whith require local
parlicipalion. Indicale the Granl name and
number in the commenl column.

3. Is this projecl urgently required? Will de-
\ay result in curlailment of an essenlial ser-
vice? This stalement should be checked
“Yes" only if an emergency is clearty Indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No”, If "Yes",

be sure (o give full juslificalion.

4. Does lhe projedd provide for andior im-
prove public health and/or public salety?
This crilenon should be answered "No” un-
less public heallh and/or salely can be
shown Lo be an urgenl or crilical faclor,

Quaniliative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Welght

Total
Score

5. Does Lhe projecl result in maximum
benefil 1o the community from the
invesimenl dollar?

(©-3)

No General Fund.

15

6. Does the project require speedy
Impiementation in order lo assure ils
maximum effecliveness?

(0-3)

Ongoing problem wilh incomplele streels.

7. Does lhe projecl conserve enemy,
cultural or nalural resources, of reduce

polulion?

©-3)

Aur and water quality woukd be improved.

8. Doas the projed improva or expand
upon assential City services where such
services are recognized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2}

Improving streels is a basic cily service.

9. Does lhe project specfically relale lo the
Cily’s sirategic planning priofilies or other
plans?

(0-3)

Improves community livability.

41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Street Improvemenls

Gravel Streela Paving

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

509

§-20

520

Descriplion and juslificatlon of project and funding sources:

The Cily woutd oblain engineering and construction services lo construct paved sireets with curbs, sidewalks and drainage Improvements,
Phasa 1 Porions of Bth form Schilling le Kemp and Schiling 6th to 7ih will be paved with curbs and sidewalks,
Phase 2 Portions of Burlinglon, Strand, Kensingion and Margaret in the Ensl Reserve area would be paved with curbs and sidewalks,

A Spedal Improvement Distric (SID) would be created to fund curbs, sidewalks, paving and drainage malerlal costs, The City Skreats Division would provide labor and equipment

for constnuction.

Is this equipment pricrilized on an equip t rep) ¢t schedule? Yas No NA
X
Ara Lhere any site requitements:
None. Project wilf use existing righl-ol-way.
How Is this project golng to be funded;
Funded in Pror
= Funding Source Accounting Cade FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= |A ks 96,000 480,000
¥ |coec? 24,000 120,000
£ | Streel In Kind 50,000 100,000
- 170,000 700,000 - - 5
How Is Lhi acl goi be Lt
W is projecl going lo be spanl Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cost
2 |B. Conslruclion Cost 136,000 550,000
& |C. Contingenclesa (10% of B} - 13,600 56,000 - -
5 D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) - 20,400 84,000 - -
E. Percenl for Arl {1% of B)
F. Equipmeni Costs
G. Other (additional engineering)
- 170,000 700,000 - - =
Does Lhis project have any additlonal impact on the operating budge; .
w Spent In Prior
= Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
~ |Supplies {400) (400}
16' Purchased Services
6 [Fixed Charges
2 [capilal Outiay
¢ [Debt Service
g - (4CDL_ {400) - - =
L
% Description of addilional operaling budgel impact: Savings of $400 per year in sbreet mainlenance,
Responalble Preparor's
Responsible Person; Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 3192008 12112/2008 14:39 CJK 4
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating
{Sae C.I.P. Instructlons For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Projecl Tille:

Sireat Improvements Gravel Slreets Paving

08 Project #

5-20

Qualitalive Analysis

Yes

No Commanis

1. Is the projed necessary lo meel federal,
slale, or local legal requirements? This ori-
terion includes projects mandated by Courl
Order to meel requirements of law or olher
require Of specal is thal the
peoject be accessible to the handicapped.

2, 18 the project necessary (o fulfil a con-
|traciual requirement? This arilerion includes
Federal or Slate grants which require local
parficipation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in lhe commenl colurmn.

3. Is this projeci urgently required? WAI de-
lay resull in curlaiimenl of an essential ser-
vice? This sialement should be checked
"Yas" only if an emergency Is cieary indi-
caled; olherwise, answer "No”. If “Yes",

be sure Lo give full justification.

4. Does the project provide for andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safely?
This crilerion should be d *No" un-
lesa public health and/or safely can be
shown (o be Bn urgenl or aritical facter.

Quaniitative Anatysis

Score
Range

Comments

Waelght

Total

5. Does the project resull in maximum
benefil to the communily from the
Himeslmenl dollar?

0-3)

No General Fund.

15

6. Does the projecl require speedy
implemeniation in order to assure its

effect ?

-3

Ongoing problem with incomplete sireels.

7. Does the projed conzerve energy.
cultural or natural resources, or reduce

pollution?

©-3)

Air and water quality would be improved.

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

©-2)

Improving streels is a basic cily service,

9. Does the projedd specifically relale lo the
City's stralegic planning priofilies or other
plans?

©3

Improves community livability.

Tolal Score

a1
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Streel Improvements

Streat Improvemant and Major
Mainlenance Program

07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project &

5-05

§-22

521

Description and juslification of project and funding sources:

Mosl sireels are designed for and have a useful life span of 20 years if no major maintenance is peformed. The sireel improvements and major maintenance program has changed
from 8ll reconstruction lo a combinalion of: 1) Reconsiruclion of completely deleriotaled sireets; 2} Overlays on the streels showing the most duress; and 3) Chip seafing or application
of reclamile to profong Lhe ke of the sireets wilh only moderale detetioratiorn.

Crverlaying, chip sealing and reclamiling before complele deterforation will exiend the life of a streel beyond the normal 20 years,

Al sidewalk work has been transferved o Lhe annual sidewalk replacemenlinstaflation program.

|s thi= equipment pricrlized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any slle requirements:
How Is this projecl going Lo be funded:
Funded in Prior
'-="-| Funding Scurce Accounting Code EY 02 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Gas Tax 430,000 430,000 430,000 430,000 430,000
W I s10nm Waler Utility Fund
',:-"‘ Sireel Division In Kina 570,000 570,000 570,000 570,000 570,000
4,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000.000 1,000,000 5
ow is Lhis project golng lo be [
H = project golng span Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [A. Land Cosi
£ |B. Construction Cost BOO,000 800,000 800,000 800,000 800,000 800,000
¥ |c. Contingencies {10% of B} 80,000 50,000 80,000 80,000 80,000 80,000
% |D. Deslgn & Engineering (15% of B) 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equiptment Cosls
G. Other
1,000,000 1,000,0C0 1,600,000 1.000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000
Does this project have any addilional impact on Lhe operating budgel:
™ Spent in Prior
o Expense Object Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fy i3 Years
O tPersonnel
:‘_’ |Supplies
g Purchased Services
& {Fixed Charges
2 |capltal Outtay
¢ |Debt Service
=z - e - p N -
3
w
'-'6 Descnption of addilional operating budge! impacl: No addilional operaling cosls.
Preparer’s
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Werks 3/19/2008 127372008 11:20 CJK 46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project Title:

Street Improvements

Street Improvement and Major
Mainienance Program

02 Project #

s

Qualllative Analysis

Yes No Commenls

1. Is lhe project necessary to meel federal,
stale, or local legal requiremenis? This cri-
lerion includes projects mandaled by Court
Crder to meel requiramenis of law or olher
requiremenls, Of special concem is ihal the
project be accessible Lo the handicapped.

2. Is Ihe piojecl necessary to fulfil a con-
lractual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Slale granis which require local
pariicipation. Indicale lhe Granl name and
number in the comment column.

3. 1s this projecl urgenlly required? VWil de-
lay resull in curlailmenl of an assenlial ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked
~Yes" only I an emergency Is clearly indi-
cated, olherwise, answer “No®, { "Yes®,

be sure 1o give full jusldication.

4. Doas the profect provide for and/or im-
prova public heallh and/or public safaty?
This crilerion should be answered “No* un-
tess public heafth andfor safety can be
shown to be an urgent or crilical Faclor.

Quantilative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range Comments

Welght|

Total
Score

5. Does Lhe projecl resull in maximum
benefit to the community from lhe
imvesimen| dollar?

(0-3}

infraslructure is mere cosl efeclive than major reconstruction.

Gas Tax funds are allocated 1o aach city based on miles of sireets and populalion. Funds are
3| earmarked for Ihe mainlenance and consiruclion of sireels. Long term mainlenance of community

13

8. Does the project require speedy
implementation in order lo assure ils
maximum eflecliveness?

0-3)

slreals,

Postpanemenl of any parl of the sireel program means increased fulure cosls o repiaca delerioraled

7. Does lhe projecl conserve enerpy,
cultural or nalural resources, of reduce
pollution?

(0-3)

B. Does lhe projecl improve or expand
upon essenfial City services where such
services are recegnized and accepled as
being necessary and effeclive?

(0-2)

9. Does |he project specdically relale lo lhe
City's strategic planning priorilies or other
plans?

(C-3}

12

Tolal Score

46
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2012

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 09 Project #
Sireel Improvements Improve Rallroad Crossings S17 5.22

Description and justificalion of project and funding sources;
We frequently receive requesls 1o “fix® Lhe crossings of streels &t raiiroad Iracks. Some of lhese ara specific to motor vehicle movement; soma are particular lo bicycle or pedestrian
mevemenl. In FYO7 we were asked lo fix the gossings of the lracks on Greenough Dr. immedialely north of E. Spruce, The surface condilion is very broken up; melor vehicle lanes
ara also used by bicycles. There are similar conditions al lhe crossings on Spruce and on 5. 3rd Wasl,

This CIP item Is lo eslablish an annual amount lo upgrade aressings of raiiroad Lracks, of which we have many Including the Bitterrool Branch line trossing a1 Spruce, Pine, 1st, 2nd o
3rd, 4th, 5lh, 6th, and so on oul lo the city Umils.  Broken up crossings are a hazard fo bicydists and pedestrians; this risk is exacerbated by molorisls who swerve out of the driving
lane o avend the poor road surfaces,

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

Are there any sile requirements:

These projecls are dependent upon linding @ new funding source.

How Is this project going (o be funded:
Funded In Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Cede FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= [Pending a new funding source 30,000 = 30,000 - = 30,000 |
:‘% 45,000 - 45,000 . ) 45,000
o
75,000 - 75,000 - - 75,000
How la Lhi t going to b 1:
ow le Lhis project going & Gpen Spent In Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 03 FY 0g FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years
w |A. Land Cosl
% B. Construction Cost - 60,000 - 50,000 -
& [C. Contingencies (10% of B} - 6,000 - 8,000 o o
% |D. Design & Englineering {15% of B) - 8,000 - 9,000 - -
E. Perceni for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipmenl Costs
G. Other
- 75,000 - 75.000 - =
Does this projecl have any addillonal Impact on (he operating budgal:
o Spent in Pror
iy Expense Objecl Accounling Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
QO |[Personnel
:‘_’ Supplies
g Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
o |Cspltal Oullay
9 |Debt Service
3 o 5 _ = - o
=
L
i
g Descriplion of additional operaling budgel impaci: This project would be coordinaled by city project staff in the Engineering Diwision; no addilional funds are budgeled for Lhis. There is

polenlial reduction in operating budget cosls wilh reduced mainlenance of these crossings if (when) they are properly upgraded.

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department; Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tolal Score
Phil Smith Public Worka 3 0r2008 12/3/2008 11:22 CJK 50
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating
(See C.LP, Inatructlons For Explanailon of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Titla: 08 Project &
Streel Improvements Improve Railroad Crossings 5.22
Qualitative Analysks Yes No Comments
1. 1s lhe project necessary lo meet federal,
sale, or local legal requirements? This cri- {1) Nol legally required, although wa have some obligalion lo mainiain eireels in a safely passable condition. Railroad
- . ings lend lo gel “beat up™; when bicydlists or folks in wheel chairs pass over Lhesa deleriomaled condilions, there|
lerion includes projects mandated by Courl Crossings ot " 0
Order o meet requiraments of law or olher X 15 both a safely and polenlial liability issue for the City.
requirements. Of special concem is thal lhe {2) Maybe, Il we improve a qrossing, we may be required to provids ADA accessible crossings. In the specific case
project be accessible Lo lhe handicapped., of Madisor/Spruce/Greenough, there are no sidewalks.
2. Is he project necessary lo lulfil a con-
raciual requirement? This crilerion includes
Federal or Stale grants which require local X
parlicipation. Indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment column.
3. Is lhis project urgenlly required? Will de-
lay resull in curlailmenl of an essenliaf ser-
vice? This slalemenl should be checked . ’ i
o if is ¢l indi x In some locations, such as lhe crossing of he lracks al Madison/Spruce/Greenough, lhe condilions are poor enough
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly ind- lhal they musl ba tended lo very soon.
caled, olherwise, answer “No®. H "Yes®,
be sure 1o give full juslificalion,
4. Does lhe projeci provide for and/or Im-
prove public heallh and/or public safety?
This enierion should be answered “Na” un- This is decidedly a public salety Issve. Bicyclisis crossing lhe racks in regular molor vehicle lanes are al risk of
less public heaith and/or safety can be x crashing; when followed by a molor vehicle are at risk of being run over. Safe surfaces for crossing are cntical.
shown Lo e an urgenl or critical faclor.
Rew
Quaniilative Analysis Score Tolsl
Range Comments Welght Score
{0-3) | These ere very expensive ltlems, unforiunately. WIlh MRL being willing lo do all the labor if the Cily
5. Does Lhe project result in maximum buys lhe malerials, we have leveraged a value of 50% of the project cosl bom by MRL {40% by lhe
benehl to the communily from the 3| City gas lax). Thisls a “good deaf” for Ihe City; whether we could expecl such a maiching benefil in 5 15
investmeni dollar? the lulure is unceriain, However, ihe benelit Is also avoiding Lhe salely and polential liabifity
problems with substandard crossings
©-3
6. Does the project require speedy We will 1ake on the most severely damaged crossings firsl. Furiher, there may be exposure lo
implementlation In order io assura ils 3| liability once we know of deficienl crossings and fail to remedy them. In addilion, the railroad's offer i 4 12
maximum effecliveness? "on |ha table” now; whelher il will be in the fulure is unknown.
(0-3)
. 1 jecl conserve energy, . . .
- Does Ihe projed con rergy Making the bike and ped crossings will encourage more bike and ped Iravel. Improving Lhe crossingd
cultural or nalural resources, or feduce 1| win reduce braking and acceleration by motor vehicles, resulling in less pollution 3 3
pollulion?
{0-2)
8. Does Lhe projecl improve or expand
upon essential City services where such 2| Safe slreels are generally regarded as essenlial City services  When a sireel crosses a railroad 4 8
services ara recognized and accepled as tracks, il should be similarly sale.
being necessary and eHeclive?
©-3)
8. Does the project specifically relale lo lhe The Stralegic Plan specifically relers Lo implementing bike and pedesirian projecls. The Non-
Cily's stralegic planning priorilies or other 3| Molorized Plan emphasizes mainlenance of bicycls fadililies which would Intlude crossing of railroad 4 12
iracks.
plans?
Tolal Score 50
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