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INTRODUCTION

The Montana Legislature has passed legislation which allows a municipality to set aside up Lo ten percent
{10%) of its peneral all-purpose fevy for replacement and acquisition of property, plant or equipment costing
in excess of five thousand dolars ($5,000.00) with a life expectancy of five (5) years or more.

To set up a capital improvement fund the City is iugunui to formally adopt a Capliaf hmprovement Progran
{C1P), The main advantage of this methed of financing s that funds can be earmarked and camried from one
vear to the next. Wit is recognized that renovation of a public building will be needed in five yvears, an
amount can be set aside annually so the project can be funded at the end of five years. The CIP fuad also
allows a project to be done in phases, with funds allocated for architectural planning the {irst vear and
construction in fater years,

The Capital Improvement Program is a S-year planning decument desigined to guide decisions concerning
capital expenditures and not cast in stone. This is a planning document and, as for all planning documents,
it 1% subject fo revision i order 1o reflect changes 1n community needs and service requiremaents,
environmental factors and Council priorities. The first vear of the Plan is intended 1o accurately refleet that
vear's anticipated appropriation for major capital projects and 1s called the Capizal Budeer, The subsequent
four years represent an anticipated capital need during the period as submitted by Department Heads. The
CIP must be reviewed and revised each year in order to add new proiects and revise priorities.

The pracess of determining major capital needs and establishing a financial program extending beyond the
annual budget encourages depariment managers to examine long-range needs and allows the City 1o develop
more coherent city-wide fiscal policies. The CIP provides a basis to compare and rank projects and
provides opportunities to explore allernate funding sources, since most capital improvement requests exceed
the available revenues.

Further, the document is not intended to be cast in stone when the Council adopts 1. This is a planning
document and, as with all planning documenms, iU 1s subject (o revision i order 1o reflect changes in
community needs and service requirements, environmental factors, and Council priorities. The Council will
be requested from thne 1o tine 10 make revisions (o the plan. Stafi, as well as Councii members, may
develop these requests themselves.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this document 1510 setup a five- (53 vear Capital Improvement Program {or
Fiscal Years 2009-2013 in order to establish a capital improvement fund. The main goals are:
To ease the review of the annual capital budget through a uniform process.

To broaden pubhic participation in the budget process by providing documentation and
schieduling hearings early in the process,

To link capital budgets with the strategic plans. adopted policies. and other plans.
To tink capital expenditures with operating budgets.

To merease coordination between departiments, agencies, and other political jurisdiciions.

PROCESS

General Discussion

The capital improvemenis process provides for the identification, reviewing, planming, and budgeting of
capital expendifores.

Al requests for capital improvements are evaluated o aid the Mayor and City Council in
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selecting the projects to be funded. Department heads submit CIP requests. Departmental stafl mitiates
some of these projects while other organizations; citizen groups and individual citizens initiate others.
Evaiuation is based on a point system, which requires the department head 1o judge how well the project in
question satisfies cach of several criteria. The process is designed to provide a comprehensive lock at long
term capital needs, which is essential for effective decision-making, Mowever, the system is notintended to
provide an absolute ranking of projects based solely on the tolal numerical scores. A few points difference
between lotal scores of projects is not the ondy significant factor in determining priority, In addition, there
are several criteria, which are considered separately from the point system. For example, if a project were
urgently required in order 1o replace an existing dilapidated facility, it would probably be scheduled Tor
earty funding regardless of its score on other criteria. Also, there is a question, which asks the evajuator's
overall personal judgment of & praject's priority, and helps e identify which proposals are considered most
imporiant,

This ranking process allows projects to compete for funds either within its own fund source or citywide. 1f
the department's request only includes capital expenditures which are proposed 1o be funded out of its own
non-tax revenue generated by that department, the projects compele within that department for inclusion
within the plan, (for example, wastewater treatment plant projects are funded by Sewer Fees, efe.).
However, if the request is outside of the departiment’s ability to generate revenue, i.e., a request for
assistance from the General Fund, then the project would compeie on a citywide basis for funding.

The adoption of a CIP by the City iy siricily g stafement of nrent. not an appropriation of funding jor
projects contained within, A list of CIP projects will be updated on an annual basis as new needs become
known and priovitics change. The possibility of a project with a low priority can remain in the C1P fonger
than four vears due to a more important project bumping ahead for quicker implementation. Some projects
may also be bumped up in priority and implemented quicker than originally planned.

Definitions

For the purposes of this process, capital is defined as items that have a single acquisition cost of $3.000 and
a wseable e of 5 years, Basically, this definiion implies that those items. which can be clearly classified
as major improvements, rather than routine maintenance or equipment replacement. are defined as capial
for the purposes of this program. It includes any major expenditure for physical facilities. Vehicles imended
for use on streets and highwavs, costing less than $35,000 are pet included in the CIP,

2009-2013Capital Improvement Program
b, Recommendation for 2009-2013 Capital Improvement Prograny

When possible department heads must, where appropriate, look at the City's Strategic Plan. 1998
Comprehensive Plan Update and amendmenis, Themes Document, Transponation Plan. Strategic Plan,
Wastewater Master Plan, Fire Master Plan and other plans and decuments or studies 1o determine if
their projects are meeting the community's goals, and make a statement of their findings.

2. The Project Rating System:

When considering a department’s propesal(s) the CIP Budget Team witl meet with each Department
and Division Head. The purpose for this meeting will ber 1) to assure that both the Department and
Division Mead and the CIP Budget Team are fully briefed on the department’s proposal(s). and 2)
discussion between the CIP Budget Team and the Department and Division Head regarding how
propoesal(s) are vated.

Lad

Coordination:

Department and Division Heads are encouraged to coordinate project proposals with internal
departments as well as external agencies such as: the County, the Neighborhood Netwaork and Councils,



the Chamber of Commerce. the University of Montana. the School Districts and other communiiy based
organizations.

4, External Projects:

Projects initiated by external organizations, citizens groups and individual citizens will be given to
appropriate Department Heads after submittal o the Finance Department.

Annual Review

The CIP 15 reviewed on an annual basis. During this annual review process projects budgeted for the prior
fiscal vear are reviewed to determine status and whether 1o continue funding or require re-submittal 1o
compete as a new project. New projects are added to projects carried over from the prior two years
according to ranking or priority.

Responsibitities for Program Development

Before a project reaches the Mayor and City Council for FY 2009-201 3. each project should be reviewed for
fimancial feasibility, conformance to estabhished plans and response (o public need. Responsibility o
coordinate with the appropriate departiment project proposal{s) requiring review for engineering feasibility,
envirenmental impact, land use regadations, grant eligibility and redevelopment plans falls 16 the
Department and Division Head submitting those project proposal(s).

1. Department Heads
a.  Prepare proiect request forms.
b, Provide all necessary supporting data (project sheets, maps, environmental data forms, fiscal notes,
schedules, ete.) for the CIP Committee,
¢, Review projects with other department heads when there is a need to coordinate projects.
d. Meet with CHP Team on projects.

2

Public Warks
Review feasibility and cost estimates of all proposed public works type prajects including preparatory
studies.

3. Health Department
As appropriate. review all prajects for environmental impact.

4. Office of Planning and Grants
Review all projects for conformance with the Transportation and Land use Plan. and whether projects
being submitted for grants meet grant eligibility eriteria and determination of which projects will
compete best for competition grants.

5. Missoula Redevelopment Agency
Examine all projects that refate w0 the Missoula downtown redevefopment area to see that they
correspond fo Missoula redevelopment plans.

6. CIP Team
& Review revenue estimates.
b, Review fund summaries.
¢ Provide overall coordination for development of the CIP.
d.  Review departmental requests and stalf comments,
¢, Review priorities, staff advice, and recommended additions, adjustments, or deletions,
L Review financial data and recommend proposed plans for fimancing C1P.

~J

Council Members
Requests that department heads prepare project forms for projects they feel should be considered.

1



Update, review and apprave CIP annually.

Method for Ranking Projects

-3

STEP 1 - The CIP Committee establishes the importance of one oriterion over another by assigning,
the highest numerical score to the highest ranked criteria. This is called the weight factor.

STEP 2 - The department's criteria score s multiplied by the weight factor to establish a total score.
The weight facter broadens the range of total scores and assigns priorities 1o the eriteria, The 1otal
score will help determine the refative importance of one project over ancther i a systematic way.

STEP 3 - The department heads rate the capital projects according to the established criteria. All
departments use the same criteria.

STEP 4 - Determine that projects are urgently needed for public safety or are mandated legatly or by
a contractual agreement. (See criteria Pi-4 on sample CIP form)

STEP 5 - Determine scheduling of projects relative to aliocation of available funds.
Rationale for Weight Factor Determination

The weighted score is assigned 1o cach criterion by a method, which measures cach criterion againsi
every other eriterion. When one criterion is more important than another it 1s assigned a poinl. The
criterion with the most points {mast impaortant) is given the highest weight. For example Criterion 05
(Daoes the project result in maximum benefit to the community from the investment dotlar?) has the
highest weight score. The following discussion explains the method by which the criteria were given a
weight score, For Street Reconstruction projects, blocks considered to need reconstruction in the next
five vears are first rated according to the Asphalt Institute Pavement Rating System. Streets planned
for reconstruction in the CHP budget vear are then assigned a priority ranking utilizing the Asphal
Institute Pavement Rating System.

Definition of Criteria

i,
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Is the project necessary o meet Federal, State, or focal legal requirements? This criterion includes
projects mandated by Court Order to meet requirements of law or other requirements. Of special
concern are those projects being accessibie o the handicapped.

Is the praject necessary to fulfill a contractual requirement? This criterion includes Federal or Siate
grants that requires local participation. Indicate the Federal grant name and number in the comment
eolumn.

15 this project urgently required? Will delay resultin curtailment of an essential service? This
statement should be checked "Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indicated: otherwise, answer "No”
If"Yes," be sure to give full justfication.

Does the proiect provide for or improve public health or safety? This criterion should be answered
"No™ unless public health or public safery can be shown to be an urgent or eritical factor. If ves, please
describe the public health or safety urgency.

Does the project result in maximum benefits to the commuuity from the investment dollar?
(Fquipment and small prejects should be related to larger program goals.)

Use a cost/benelt analysis, and/or another systematic method of determinmng the relative menits of the
investment where it is appropriale. You may develtop vour own method of analysis, however, vou may
wish o review this method with the Finance Director or C1P Team prior 1o submitting the project in
order 10 resolve any questionable elements. Leveraging of city money by attracting outside dollars

from other public or private sources should be considered and explamed.

IV



Examples include when a project may be eligible for a federal or state grant where every dollar of
City money will be matched by three dollars of federal monies. Another example would be when a
picce of equipment is purchased; it may increase productivity by 1ifty percent (50%) and thereby
reduce personnet and operating costs. This enabies the City 1o avoid additional personnel or operation
costs that would have been incurred otherwise in order to keep up with growing public service
demand. Another example would include the acquisition of equipment so that a particular operation
could be performed in-house as opposed o contracting ouiside when the in-house costs would be less
than outside contracting costs.

Types of analvses include established cost/benefit calcutations, return on invesiment, and pay back
period through operating savings or other capital savings, and accepted industry rating schemes such
as The American Asphalt Institute test. Also, estimate the number of people served over the e
expectancy of the project and divide by the cost of the project. Relate this o other similar projects. Put
this figure in the comment section and attach the information used 10 amrive at the figure, Where
possible use standard measurements, for example, average daily trips (ADT).

This criterion alse applies to the replacement or renovation of obsolete and inefficient facilities, which
will result in substantial improvement in services to the public at the least possible cost.

(b - No analysis is submitted where analysis is possible.

1 Analvsis submitied 1s open to questioning. There are slight benefits to the project and no
leveraging.

2 A credible analysis is submitted showing moderate benefits.

- A credible analysis is submitied showing high benefits, which may include substantial
leveraging.

1ad

6. Does the project require speedy implementation in order 10 assure ifs success of maximum
effectiveness? (Equipment and small projects should be related (o farger program goals.)

0 - Time is not eritical factor (.., the project will be as worthwhile doing five years from now as it
i5 now).

|~ Time 13 of moderate importance.
2 - Time 1s of substantial importance.
3 - Time is critical factor.

For example, there may be a time limitation on providing a local funding share 10 order 10 receive a
Staic or Federal grant. Another example would be if an improvement or replacemaent project 1s not
performed now, such as replacing a roofl the benefits will be reduced. such as an
unrepaired/replaced roof that continues to leak until the building's structure is rotted uniil there is no
structure that can be saved, A third example would be when a hazard, such as environmental
pollution, exists and there is an increasing and significant visk that, if the hazard is not abated, then
s likely that significant or ireparable damage occurs or the City might be financially Liable for
the consequential damage. There may be other reasons why time is of the essence 1n the success or
failure of & project, 1f the time factor 1s eritical, explaim why,

7. Does the project conserve energy, cultural or natural resources, or reduce pollution?
0 — Does not have any conservation aspects or pollution reduction.

F Project has minimal amount of conservation aspects or pollution reduction, or there is no
substantiation of the cluims of these benefits.
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G.

2 — Project has significant level of either conservation aspects or pollution reduction, or an
accompanying analysis or reference to another study, or plan substantiates this benefit.
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3 - Project has both conservation aspects and an accompanying analysis or reference o anotha

study, or plan substantiates pollution reduction or a substantial amount of energy ov poliution
savings and this claim,
Does the project improve, maintain or expand upon essential City services where such services are
recognized and accepted as necessary and effective? Identify in comment section what services are
expanded. (Provision of a new service can be ranked anywhere on 0-2 scale),

0 - Low o moderate improvement in low 1o moderately important service,

1~ Maintain current level of service, substangial improvement of low priority service or moderate
improvement of an essential service.

- Substantial improvement of an essential service.
Does the project relate specifically 1o the City™s strategic planning priorities or other plans?

0 — Project enhances another plan, project or program aside from the strategic plan or does not
conflict with any other plans, projects or programs (Note plan, project or program related to in
comment section.)

I - Project enhances any of the strategic directions as determined dunng the City's strategic
planning process.  Falls within the appropriate vear of the strategic plan.

2 — This project substantially benefits any of the strategic directions [0 any of priorities as
determined during the City's strategic planning process. Falls within the appropriate year of the
strategic plan.

e

This project is critical 1o any of the strategic directions determined during the City's strategic
planning process. Falls within the appropriate vear of the strategic plan.

2009-2013 Guides for Department Heads in Preparing Information on Projects

Process

3
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Requests for all City Hall bailding construetion needs should be sent 1o the Pubhe Works Director,
Please include the following information: the square footage, the number of people affected and the
function of the people affected. Also note the problem with the existing space.

Submit project f‘m'ms to the Finance. If there are any organizations in Missoula that vou wish to be
sure get a copy of the preliminary list, please submit their names and addresses with vour projects.

Present a Hist of projects thal might be included in the Capital Improvement Program afler 2009,

Filling Gut Forms

3

Only projects 1'cqur3§1inu funding during the first three vears of the CIP will be evaluated with the
criteria and ranked. The other projects are included for planning purposes without expressing intent o
fund or not fund.

Be sure that a1l information asked for on the form is presented. 1 further explanation is needed,
please attach it to the form.

Vi
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if there is a need to coordinate one project with another project either internal or external, note and
explain the need for the coordination in Part 3 of the form (Justification). Attach additienal
information when necessary.

4. In the justification section (Part 3) of the form expiain your choice of a particular funding method(s).
Also include a justification for vour project and #s relation to the criteria.

LA

Section 7 of the form should reflect funding sources (include operating budget/in-king contributions)
vour totats should equal the total cost of the project, not just the cost 1o the City.

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAM CATEGORIES
The capital budget 1s broken down into the Tollowing categores:

C8 - Community Services (includes public buildings, ele.) e.g., renovation and encrgy improvements
as well as new construction

PR - Parks, Recreation and Open Space
8 - Street Improvements
PS8 - Public Safety

WW-- Wastewaler Facilities

- Street BEquipment

CIP AMENDMENT PROCEDURE

In the case of a situation that arises which involves receipt of unanticipated revenue or unanticipated
Missoula Redevelopment Agency projects the foliowing amendment procedure is prescribed:

1. Department head requests an amendment to the CIPP through the Finance Director,

P

CIP Team reviews the request.

ad

CIP Team takes the request to all department heads for comments.
4, CIP Team makes recommendation o Couscil.
5. Amendment goes 1o Council for approval.

The purpose of this procedure 15 to handle large capitel requests, which occur at mid-fiscal vear and o
adiust the CIPP so that it remains up-to-date and theretore a useful working document.

TAX INCREMENT FUNDS

The unique nature of 1ax increment funds is recognized. The Missoula Redevelopment Agency
undertakes capital expenditures, which are wmtended 1o encourage additional private investment within the
Central Business District. Not all of these expenditures are commutted a year or more in advance and they
require the ability on the part of the Missoula Redevelopment Agency {MRAY to respond promptiy (o
developer requests.

Parsuant to the purpose of the CIP all anticipated projects o be fimded in part or totally with tax

increment funds for acquisition of property and public works facilities will be placed in the CIP. Tax
increment funds not commitied or anticipaied for specific projects within these budget categories will be
appropriated as contingeney funds, and be made available for authorized expenditures under State Jaw, For
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project requests made during the fiscal year, which require tax increment financing, the CIP amendment
proceduse deseribed in Section V shall be used.

The following project categories may be financed with tax increments funds and will not be subject 1o the
CIP process: demolition and removal of structures, relocation of occupants and cost incurred under
redevelopment activities described under MCA 7-15-4233. Section MCA 7-15-4233 outhnes the exercise of
powers and costs incurred for planning and management, administration and specific urban renewal
projects, i.c., rehabilitation programs.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FUNDING MECHANISMS

The Y 2009-2013 Capital Improvement Program has sixteen different sources of funding, Each fund source is

described below,

The various projects submitted by the departments are scored and ranked as shown in the statistical ¢harts in
Section IV, Projects within each fund source compete against other projects in that fund source for funding.

General Fand Tax Levy:

Cash Balance:

State Revenues:

Tax Increment Fund:

Sewer R & D Fund:

Yarking Commission:

Grants/Donations;

CTEP:

GO0 Bonds:

Special Assessments
& Other Debt:

The City of Missoula is authorized by M.C.A. 7-6-616 1o st aside up 1o 10
percent (10%) of its General Fund Tax Levy for projects in a Capual
Improvement Program (C.1.P).

This fund source is a conribution of the City's general fund cash balance, in
addition to the portion of the CIP that comes from the general fund tax levy. This
category also includes projects which use excess cash reserves in the CIP fund
itself,

The City receives various payments from the State of Montana for different
purposes. A portion of Gas Tax revenues is carmarked for labor and material
costs of street projects, The City also maimtains State routes within City limits and
does speciat street projects {or the State. Revenues from these activities are used
for labor, material, and capital outlay expenditures.

This fund source consists of 1axes levied on increases in the Central Business
Dhstrict tax base since 1978, These funds are carmarked Tor redevelopment
projects within the Central Business District. Two new Urban Renewal Districts
have been created 1o supersede the original downtown district that will address
redevelopment issues in two older parts of the Civy,

The Sewer Replacement and Depreciation Fund consisis of funds set aside
annually for future investment i sewage treatiment plant facilities,

The Missoula Parking Commission maintains substantial cash reserves that are
available to them for projects related 1o parking needs,

This fund source consists of Federal graats, State grants, and donations by
citizens and businesses where the money is passed through the City,
These are Federal grants primanly directed towards improving or expanding non-

motorized transporiation.

These are bonds for which the full faith and credit of the City s pledped. GO,
Boads require voter approval.

Special Assessments are charges against certain properties (o defray the cost of
infrastructure improvements deemed primarily to benefif those properties. Also
Viii



Title One:

Trails Fand:

Cable TV:

User Fees:

Park Acqg. &
Pevelopment Fund:

CMAQ:

Other & Private:

inciuded are Revenue bonds where the debt service payments are paid for
exclusively froms the project carnings and Sidewalk/Curb Assessments, Other
debt can include revenue bonds for Sewer project foans and tax increment bonds,
which were sold to finance the downtown parking structure. Tax increment
bonds are repaid by tax merement revenues, which were previously discussed.

These are funds generated by repayvment of HUDAIDAG projects.

Donations and land fease payments have been set aside in a special revenue fund
{far the purpose of expanding the trails system.

These are funds generated from collection of franchise Tees paid by subscribers of
the Jocal cable 1elevision operators.

User fees are charges for city services where the benefits received from such
services can be directly and efficiently applied to those who receive the benefits.

This fund is set up to account for funding that developer’s pay to the City instead
of donating park fand when they are subdividing bare land,

These are federal grants aimed at mitigating air quatity problems.

This fund source represents other miscellancous categories. One type of funding
source would be the operating budget, which are the “in-kind™ costs of City
emplovee labor that are funded by the operating budget. Private investment is nol
included in the total City cests of the project. but 15 shown to demonstrate the
“leveraging”™ of private investment that some projects, especially projects of the
Missoula Redevelopment Agency, have. Also included are projects where the
State of Montana may fund the project and be responsibie for its implementation,
50 the project does not affect city funds or go through our treasury. These
projects are shown because they affect the wrban area.



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

Frogram Category:

Project Title:

A7 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

A

Are ihere any site requirements:

g How is this project going to be funded: Funded in Prior
5 Funding Scurce Acceunting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
>
i
o4
How is this preject going to be spent: Spent in Prior

w Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
2 [A. Land Cost
B, Construction Cost
XAC. Contingencies {10% of 8)

D. Design & Engineering (15% of 8)

E. Percent for Art {1% of B)

F. Equipment Costs

G, Cther
w
b’; Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: Spest in Prior
8 Expense Chiect Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY i2 FY 13 Yaars
= {Personnel
(”b’ Supplies
oy |Purchased Services
g Fixed Charges
5 [Capitai Qutiay
= |Debt Service
fd
o
o B .
1 W
o
O

T besce phon of addtenal aperating Sudgat mpact
Prepares’s
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initisls Total Scora




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See C.LP. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Programn Category:

Project Title:

0

08 Project #

Quatitative Analysis

Yes

No

Comments

1. ls the project nec

oy o meel federal,

state, or focal legal requirements? This o

&

teton includes projects mandated by Cout

Lireter 10 me

fragurements of law or other

{¢: :cern is that the

wnraments. Of speci

pioject be accessibie to the handicapped,

2. 15 the project necessary to fulfit a con.
{raclual requuirement? This calerton inchudes
federat or Slale grants which requite focal
participation. indicate the Grant name and

number in the comment colmn

3. i s project urgently required? Wi de-
lay result in cuntailiment of an essenial ser-
vice? This statemient should be checked
"Yes" anly H an emergency i cleardy indi-
cated: othenvise, snswer "No™. H"Yes”,

be sure o give (ull justification

4. Dowes the project provide for and/ar im-
prove puidic heatth andfor public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No™ in-

less puthc healih andfor safely can be

shown o b an urgent or orit

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does tie project result i muaximugm
benafit to the community fron: the

investrent dolia?

{0-3

£ Does the projec! requite spaedy
implernentation in order 16 assure s

misximum effectiveness?

{63}

EY

7. Does the project cONsenve encigy,
cultural or natursl resources, or reduce
poliutton?

{0-3)

& Does the project inprove or expand
EhIe]

SEIVICES a8 recog

sential Cily services where such

ed and accepted as

Being necessary and effertive?

@2

9. {oes the project specifically relste to the
City's strategic planning priorities or ofher

pans?

{0-33

Total Seere




CITY of MISSOULA
FY 2008 AND EARLIER FUNDED PROJECT - UPDATE FORM

PLEASE TYPE and SUBMIT ELECTRONICALLY: .

DEPARTMENT NAMIE:

PROJECT NAME:

FY 2008 CIP NUMBER:

BUDGETED AMOUNT:

FUNDING SOURCES/AMOUNTS:

AMOUNT SPENT AS OF 12/31/2007:

% PROJECT COMPLETED 12/31/2007:

ESTIMATED DATE OF COMPLETION:

S BEEN DONE TO-DATE:

EXPLAIN ¥

VHAT REMAINS TO BE DONE:




. - |
T'uesday, February 5%

¥
Wednesday, January 10"

~th

Sunday, January 13

_ 1
Friday, February 29"

~th

Friday, February 15

- . ;
Friday, February 22

Monday. March 10%

~th

Thursday, March 13

Friday, March 14"

g I
Phursday, March 20"

Friday, March 21

Schedule for preparation of the
Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

Times:

Times:

Times:

FY 2009-2013:

CIP workshop at Senior Management Team Meceting.

Issue press release inviting external organizations to participate in CIP
process for City of Missoula I'Y 2009-2013. Work with Neighborbood
Liaison to receive nput from Neighborhood Councils.

Public anncuncement published in Missoudian.

DEADLINE: For Departmental submission electronically of
completed CIP forms for all mtemaily generated projects, which
includes any CIP request for equipment and roliing stock, to the
Finance Office.

DEADLINE: For Departments to submit timelines and project updates
for FY 2008 CIP projects to the Finance Office,

External projects submitted to the Finance Office will be distributed to
the appropriate department to review, analyze and prepare a CIP
request should one be required.

Departments turn in any revised CIP forms to Finance Office.

9:00-12:00 p.m. Mavor’s Conference Room

CIP Budget Committee meets to review update forms on all funded
CIP projects i FY 2008 to determine whether funding will be puiied
and new forms need to be submitied.

9:30 - 12:00 p.m. Mayor’s Conference Room
Review their CIP requests with CHP Committee.
9:30 am — Police; 10:00 MRA; and 11:00 Fire

1:00 - 4:00 p.m. Mayor's Conference Room
Review their CIP requests with CEP Committee.
1:00 pm - Parks; 10:30 MPC; and 11:00 HR - ADA;

9:00 ~ 12:00 p.m. and 1:00-2:00 p.m. Mayor’s Conference Room
Review CIP requests with CIP Commitree,
9:00- MPC: 9:30 - Cemetery; 10:00 ~ HR; 10:30 ~ Public Works

9:00 - 12:00 p.m. Mavor's Conference Room
Review their CIP requests with CIP Commitiee

Times: 9:00 - I'T; Remainder of Public Works and review of key projects

for Parks

Xiil



sth

Friday, March 2

Friday. March 28"
Friday. April 4"

Monday. Aprit 7"

Wednesdav., April 9

th

Friday, April 11
Wednesday, April 16"

Friday April 18"
Wednesday, Aprii 234
Wednesday, April 30"

Wednesday. May 7%

FO00 - 12:00 pm. and 1:00 - 3:00 pom. Mayor's Conference Room
CH? Budger Commitice work session,

Committee for review ®

Refer MRA. Cometery, Administrative Offices and External CiP
Project vequests to the A&F Commitiee for review, ™

1:00-4:00 pa Mayor’s Conference Room

CI¥ Budget Committee work session to make final decisions and

recommendations.

A& Commitiee review CIP requests from Fire and Police
Departments,

Refer Public Works Department CIP requests (o the A& Committee
for review, ™

A&E Commitiee review CIP requests for MRA, Cemetery.
Administrative Offices and External CIP Project requests

Refer Parks Department requests to the A&EF Connmittee for review,
A& F Committee reviews CIP requests from Parks Department.
A& F Cammittee reviews CIP Tickler List.

A& F Committee reviews CIP Tickler List,

{(*Note: CIP Project Referrals 1o the A&F Commitiee are tentative for the dates suggested. Departments will
receive confirmation of daie and time prioy to their review.)

Y
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CORE -CIP & OPERATING

EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT
UNIT  VEHICLE OPERATION  YEAR  HOURS MILEAGE USAGE FUNDING FUNDING STATUS FY2009 Y2010 EY2011 £Y2012 FY2013 EY2014 FYZ015 FY2046 FY2017 FYZ2018
¥ DESCRIPTION FUNCTION FY2007 SOURCE SCALE
ADMIN. DEPARTMENTS
802  MERCURY MARINER MAYOR 2008 3,432 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent g 6550 S 6550 § 8550 & 8550 § 6550 & -5 -5 -8 $
Operating Operating % €,550 § 6,550 % 6,550 3% 6,550 § 6,560 § - - 8 - § - § c
ENGINEERING DIVISION 280
503 JEEP GRAND CHEROKEE ADMIN 2005 4 485 1690 GENERAL Condition 3 Excelient ¢ 30,000
504 DODGE 1\ TON 4WHL ENGRWAWT 2001 48,043 5435 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 5 30.000 § 30000
805 JEEP LIBERTY ENGR, 2006 4,120 1.510 GENERAL Condition 6 Low Utilization or Spare 3 30000
508 GMC 2500 4WL DR INSPECTION 2008 19665 10,613 GENERAL Condiion 1 Excellent $ 35000
509 CHEVROLET IMPALA ADMIN 2007 5,064 3,580 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent
510 GMC COLORADD ENGR 2005 13,868 4987 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient & 30000
572  FORD RANGER ENGR 2000 34,442 4,365 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 5 30,000 ¥ 23000
587  CHEVY 42 EXT CABPICKUP  ENGR. 2002 74336 19,380 GENERAL PURCHASED PENDING DELIVERY $ 30,000
Operating Operating % - % 56,000 § - & - % - 85,000 § 60,060 % an,000 § 30,000 § 23,800
cip cp 5 -8 - % -3 - 8 - 8 - 8 - -3 3
o Eoth € - % 60000 § -8 - . 0§ 65000 $ 65,000 & 3DOCO § 30,008 § 23,080
POLICE DEPARTMENT Police 280
1 PONTIAC GRAND AW DETECTIVE 1964 §0,100 5110 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration $ 25000 & 25000
7 CHEVROLET G30 VAN CRIME VAN 2004 11.862 1,647 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 45,000
g DOLGE INTREPID ADMEN 1997 81,938 8252 GERERAL Condition 4 immediate Consideration s 75000
10 CHEVROLET TAHOE DETECTIVE 2002 71,384 GENERAL Condition 2 Good & 35000
11 CHEVROLET IMPALA DETECTIVE 2004 33,945 6,966 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 25000
2z CHEVROLET IMPALA OETECTIVE 2004 22.016 %110 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 25000
18 GMO VAN TRAFFIC 2002 68,042 8,738 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 35000 & 35000
26 CHEVY VAN TRAFFIC 2005 375683 32,847 GENERAL Condition 2 Good & 35000
30 DODGEINTREPID DETECTIVE 2001 TEO62 11107 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 5 25000
33 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2005 72987 25473 GENERAL Condition § Functionally obsolete or non compliant & 36.000 $ 36000 § 36000
34 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2008 Y7468 28,217 GENERAL Condition 5 Functionaily obsolete or non compliant § 36,000 § 35000 $ 36,000
35 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2008 30285 12,726 GENERAL Condition 5 Gualified s 46,000 § 36,000 $ 38,000
37 CHEVY MALIBU INSPECTION 1887 85,703 4668 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration s 25000
18 BUICK CENTURY DBETECTIVE 2003 44 B28 9,638 GENERAL Condition 3 Quafified $ 25000
42 FORD EXPEDITION Ko 2008 20,325 5952 GENERAL Cendition 2 Good $ 40000 40000
6698 FORD TAURUS DETECTIVE 2005 22807 14,973 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent & 25000
6700  FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2005 71788 32664 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified % 38,000 $ 36,000 $ 36000 36,000
8016 FORD CROWR VIC PATROL 2007 1,988 1,981 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 36000 § 36000 § 36000
8017 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL, 2007 26,262 11,041 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelfent $ 3,000 5 36000 £ E8000
8018 FORD CROWN WIC PATROL 2007 28,070 10580 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient S 36000 § 35000 & 35000
8018 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2007 22,05¢ £,719 GENERAL Gondition 1 Excellent $ 38,000 $ 36,000 §  36.000
5020 FORD CROWN VID PATROL 2007 31,118 13,695 GENERAL Condition § Excellpnt $ 36,000 $ 36,000 $ G6,000
8021 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2007 G4.602 19654 GENERAL Condition 1 Excetlent $ 36,000 3 26000 § 36000
8033  CHEVROLET IMPALA DETECTIVE 2007 7.332 3,485 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 25000
8048  FORD F150 CREW CAB DETECTIVE 007 11,023 3,146 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent
8046  HARLEY DAVIDSON PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient (RARLEY BUY BACKO) § 22,000 §  22.000 § 22,000
5047 HARLEY DAVIDSON PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient {(HARLEY BUY BACKD) $ 22,000 § 22,000 $  z2.000
BO4E  HARLEY DAVIDSON PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent (HARLEY BUY BACKO) $ 22,000 5 22000 $ 22000
8052 FORD CROWN VIC PATROL 2008 1,022 GENERAL Condition 1 Exceilent $ 36000 $ 36,000 § 36,000
8058 CHEVROLET IMPALA DETECTIVE 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent s 25000



2060 CHEVROLET IMPALA DETECTIVE 2008 GENERAL Condition * Excellent § 25060
8481  FORD CROWRWVIC PATROL 2006 58113 34324 GENERAL Congifion 4 Imimediate Consideration 36000 $ 36000 $ 36000 § 36000
8482 FORD CROWN VIC EATROL 2006 56,113 $467 GENERAL Condition 4 mmediate Consideration § 36000 §  3E.000 s 36000 § 36000
8483 FORD SROWN VIC PATROL 2006 53800 28,961 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediste Consideration § 36,000 5 36000 § 38000 § 38000
8484 FORD EXPEDITION K 2006 20321 §670 GENERAL Condition 2 Good $ 40,000
B161  NEWPATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelent 5 38,000 $ 36,000 § 38000
B162  NEW PATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient ¢ 36,000 5 36,000 & 38000
8163  NEW PATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 36,000 § 36,000 § 38000
8164  NEWPATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Exceltent § 36,000 £ 36000 § 36000
8165 NEW FATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient S 36000 §  36.000 § MO0
B166  NEW PATROL UNITS ON ORDER PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent $ 36000 §  36.000 $ 36.000
i HONDA PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 PURCRASED PENDING DELIVERY § 22,080 5 22000
1 HONDA PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 PURCHASED PENDING DELIVERY $ 22000 § 22000
1 HONDA PATROL 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 PURCHASED PENDING DELIVERY § 22000 § 72000
Operating Operating s 357000 & 251000 § 357,000 § 343,000 § 317,000 § 312000 § 317,000 § 352000 § 347000 § 326,000
CIP CiP $ § - & ) - 0§ - 0§ -8 -8 - % - 3 -
Both ¢ 357.000 § 261,000 § 317000 § 0343000 § 347000 § 312,000 § 317,000 § 352,000 § 347000 § 326,000
FIRE DEPARTHENT Fire 00
CTY  MOBILE CASCADESYSTEM  RESCUE 557 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 26000
CAT  CATARAFT TUBES RESCUE 2007 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 2000
2341 FIRE ENGINE (TYPE 1) RESPONSE 2002 476100 550 GENERAL Gondition 2 Good & 453.000
1380 FIRE ENGINE (TYPE 6 RESPONSE 1545 7.230.00 766 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration $ 420000
1373 FIRE ENGINE (TYPE 1) RESPONSE 1555 6,068.00 855 GENERAL Cendition 3 Qualified & 420,000
1430 FIRE ENGINE (TYPE 1} RESERVE 1980 6.683.00 208 GENERAL Condition § Functionaily obselete or non compiians § 387,000
1994  FIRE ERGINE (TYPE 1) RESERVE 1878 12,600.00 2050 GENFRAL Condition § Functionally obsolete or non compliant 5 385,000
1419 LADDER TRUCK RESPONSE 1960 3.514.00 171 GENERAL Condition 8 Low Utitization or Spare £ 1,020,500
8685 VALD LAND ENGINE (TYPE2)  RESPONSE 1638 1.337.00 288 GENERAL Condition 2 Good §  250.000
5021 RESPONSE $ 4.500.000
8055 WALD LAND ENGINE (TYPE &) RESPONSE 2000 28083 5287 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 75000
3361 VLD LAND ERGINE (TYPE€)  RESPONSE 1p88 8811 704 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 75000
5603 COMMAND VEHICLE RESPONSE 2007 6,173 GENERAL Condition 1 Exceilent § 50000
6664 FIRE ENGINE - STATION & RESPONSE 2608 545,00 476 GENERAL Condition 1 Excetlent
7237 VALD LAND ENGINE - STATION SRESPONGE 2007 978 684 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient
THERMAL IMAGERS (6 YRS) & URNITS GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified § 11,000 $  11.000 5 22000 & 11000
Operating Operating 1998.286  5,269.88 11,011 1,186 (3 11,080 & - 0% 11,000 § - % 22,000 % 3 11,000 § $ - %
cip CIp § 3E5.000 § 474,000 § 1,085500 § 423,000 § 420000 § . % 326,000 & § 456000 § 4,500,000
Both § 386,000 § 474,000 § 1,906,500 % 420,000 § 442000 % - § 337000 % - § 455,000 § 1,500,000
Cperating
FiRE DEPT. ADMBISTRATION  Fire Admin 300
802 CHEVROLET BAPALA ASST CHIEF 2007 32056 3206 GENERAL Condition © Excelfent § 30000
203 CHEVROLET UPLANDER ASSY.CHIEF 2008 15,126 10178 GENERAL Condition § Excelent & Bogte
804 DODGE VAN ASST. CHIEF 1598 101,978 4581 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration § 35000 38000
806  CHEVROLET DLLORADD INSPECTION 2005 18,787 7.025 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § o000
806 FORD RANGER INSPECTION 2008 12167 56566 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent & 30,000
%11 DODGE D250 AWHL FIRE MARSHA 2001 44734 5484 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified $ 35000
@12 FORDF 250 INSPECTION 2008 10,870 7.200 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient & 35000
Operating Operating e $ 35000 % - § ss000 % % -8 - § 30000 5 130000 % -8 soom
Cip cip % N - % -8 -8 s -8 - -8
Both $ 35000 § $ 35000 -8 - % . 0§ 30,000 % 130000 § c & 3000
STREET DIVISION Streets 420
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101

GRC EXT CAB 172 TON

AORAN

2,875.00 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient & 25000
102 GMD EXT CAB U2 TON ALHAIN 223100 GERERAL Condition 1 Excetlent § 25000
103 GMC EXT CAB 1/2 TON ADMIN 167700 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 25000
104 DODGE %4 TON PAVING CREV 2,955 .00 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified & 35000
105 CHEVY 1 TON PICRUP OPERATIONS 4 581.00 GENERAL Gondition 3 Qualified § 40000
08 DODRGE 1 TON OPERATIONS 1,884 00 GENERAL Congition 3 Qualified $ 40000
115 FORD F350 CREW CAD OPERATIONS 148,00 GENERAL Cendition 1 Excellant § 40000
112 JOHNSTON 650 SWEEPER 24.00 CMAQ  Condition 1 Excellent § 85000
113 JOHNSTON 650 SWEEPER 56.00 CMAQ  Condition 1 Excelient § 185000
114 JORNSTON 650 SWEEPER 1.264.00 CMAQ  Condition + Exceflent $ 185,000 & 1B5000
116 JOMNSTON 650 SWEEPER 1.490.00 CMAG  Condition 1 Excellem S 185000 & 1BL.O0C
120 ELGIN BROOM BEAR SWEEPER #5500 CMAQ  Condition 1 Excellent § 180600
124 FORD TANDEM AXLE VACUUM {leas 6.266.00 WWT 321 Condition § Functionaly obsolete or non compliant 250.000
122 CAT GRADER 495,00 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient
123 CAT GRADER 922000 » GENERAL Condition 3 Gualified 225,000
125 1M SINGLE AXLE BEICERWPLG 4,871.00 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration $ 110,000
128 IH SINGLE AXLE DEICERWLO 5,247 60 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration § 110000
128 i SINGLE AXLE DRICERPLO 5.085.00 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration 5110000
130  FORD SINGLE AXLE DEICERWPLOW ©.421.00 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediste Considerstion T 110000
433 STERLING DURP 714500 GENERAL Congiian 2 Good § 130,080
134  STERLING DUMP 7,106 60 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 120,000
135 KENWORTH TANDEW DUk 12,437.00 GENERAL Condition 5 Functionalty obsolete or non compliant & 120,000 $
138 GME TANDEWM &XLE DUk 10,309.00 GENERAL Condition § Functionslly obsofete or non comptiant § 120,000
140 STERLING TANDEM AXLE DLUkR 8.217.00 GENERAL Condition 2 Good §& 130,000
141 JOHN DEERE LOADER 13 615.00 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration 160,000
143 ROSCO SPR-H CHIP $PREAD 47.00 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 200000
145  BARBER GREENE PRVER Z,502.00 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 180,000
146 CAT LOADER 5 680.00 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified S 110,000
147 CAT LOADER 5,576,00 GENERAL Condition 3 CGualified & 130,000
167 FORD SINGLE AXLE ANTRCEWLOY 5,361.00 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 110.000
168 FORD SINGLE AXLE ANTLICEFLO 5 %8600 GENERAL Condition 3 Quatified £ 110,000
168 FORD SINGLE AXLE ANTHCERLOY 541000 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 110,000
171 BOBCAT S0 STEER 5 680 .00 GENERAL Cendition 2 Good § 52000
176 FORDIROSCO POTHOLE TRt 4.917.00 GENERAL Condition 3 Gualified 135,000
178 STERULING SANDERWPLOV 2,192.00 GENERAL Condition 2 Googd § 120,000
77 STERLING SANDERWPLOV 155 GO GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient § 120000
178 1 7400 SINGLE AXLE SANDERIPLOL 383.00 GENERAL Condition 1 Exceifent §
§86  OCATERPILLAR FS 1508 RUBBER TIRE 22.00 GENERAL Condition  Extetlent §  EO.000
187 DYNAPACK CP132 8 RUBBER THRE 27 00 GENERAL Congition T Excelient § 80000
106 TRAN KING TRAILER GENERAL Congition 2 Good §  AL00G
T102  WALTON TRAILER GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 41000
1.145 ECONOCLINE PAVER TRAILE GENERAL Condition 2 Good 27,000
125 SCHMIDT SNOW PLOW GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified £ 16,000
PI28  SCHMIDT SNOW PLOW GENERAL Condifion 4 Immediale Consideration § 16600
P128  SCHMIDT SNOW PLOW GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified S 16,000 $ 18000 § IBL0G
P13 SCHMIDT SNOW PLOW GENERAL PENDING  DELIVERY
P13 SCHMDT SNOW PLOW GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified
P4 SIOUX LOADER SNCY GENERAL Condition z Good & 18000
P164  SCHRMIDT SNOW PLOW 1986 GENERAL PENDING  DELIVERY 16000
Pi65  SCHMIDT SHOW PLOW 1088 GENERAL PENDING  DELIVERY
P67 SCHMIDY SNOWPLOW 1882 GENERAL Condition 3 Quaified § 16000
P68 SOHMIDT SHOWPLOW 1852 GENERAL Conditien 4 immediate Consideration § 6000
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P1E%  SOHMIDT SNOW PLOW 1982

GENERAL Condition 3 Gualified $ 18,000
£i76  SCHMDT SNOW PLOW 2007 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified g 16000
£SI50  NORTON CLIPPER CEMENT SAW 20065 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified b3 5000
SANDERS T PER 2 YEAR GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified $ 10,000 $ 10,000 § 3.000 L X § 10000
ASPHALT WACKHER 1PER 2 YEARS GENERAL Congition 3 Quatified $ 5.000 s 5,000 s $,000 3 5000 $ 5000
DEICER UNITS 1 PER 2 YEARS GENERAL Condifion 3 Qualifics s 7 500 s 7,500 % 7,500 3 7,500 S 7 500
Operating Operating $ 45000 & B7B00 § 42000 § 42500 & 36000 S THOG & 40000 § 73500 5 GG000 § 7 500
Cip cip $ 602000 & B8G0OD0 S SOOO0G § 236000 § 43000 § 652,000 $ 667060 § 182,000 S 136L00 & 266,000
Both 1966.708  4.141.87 448 § 617,000 § 940,000 § 942,000 § 2740B0 5 474000 § 652000 § 707,000 § 255000 § 232000 § 266,080
VERICLE MAINT. DIVISION Vehicle Mainte 321
702 MYSTER OPERATION 2002 404500 new - GBERERAL Condition 2 Good § 22000
TT7 CAT - GULYRPIAN GENERATOR 2000 Ba 00 Nk 41 GENERAL Condition 2 Goad & 70,000
Qperating Cperating § g 2 s -8 $ - % -8 -8 5
cip P 3 .5 5 . § ZHODO & 5 $& 70000 & - 8 g
Soth 2001 2.086.50 - 21 $ - 8 . § 22000 % o3 § 70000 § - 3 b
TRAFFIC DIVISION Yraffic 322
560 FORD ECONG VAN PAINT 1587 21558 1,471 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration § 48,000
562 GRACO PAINT SPEYER PAINT 1698 i GENERAL Condition 3 Qualifisd $ 4,000
573 DDDGE GRAND CARAVAN VAN 20085 44,283 5436 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient & 25000
5814 CHEVY PICKUH® U2 TOR 1847 2,958 7.506 GENERAL Condition 4 Immediate Consideration $ 26,000
583 CHEVY CKUR 12 TON 1594 80,461 523 GENERAL Condition 6 Low Utilization or Spare § 24,000
584  SMART TRAILER RADAR 1994 CFF GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified & 12,000
588  FREIGHTUINER AERIAL LIFY MAN LIFT 1947 31,107 26827 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 180,000
589 GMC W50 2002 2,805 .00 535 GENERAL Conditien 2 Good & 48000
590 CHEVY PICKUF ALAIN 2004 26,110 6,227 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient 5 24000
581 LONG CHIM RADAR 2000 GENERAL Condition 1 Excetlent & 8000
SRALL SNOW EQUIPMENT 1 PER 2 YEARS GENERAL Congition 3 Qualified $ 6,100 $ 6,100
Operating Opetating & 34,100 5 ZAO00 & 6100 § S 24000 & 16000 £ & -
cie CiF $  ABDOD § . % 150000 & 6000 % .5 4BODD & 25000 % -8 $
Both ¢ 82100 § 24000 & 156100 § 96000 24000 § 64000 5 25000 § - % 5 -
PARKS DEPARTRENT PARKS ADRIN 370
207 DODGE DURARGD PARK ADMIN 1908 48,021 5462 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified § 5,000
204 CHEVY IMPALA PARKS ADKIN 2001 52 2R3 27289 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified §$  24.000
208 GMO W TON PICKUR OFERATIONS 1892 T 356 7122 GERERAL Condition 5 Funclionally obsolete or non complisnt & 24000
206 BABH TRARER WPRESSURE  OPERATIONS 2007 GENERAL Condition 1 Excetient § e
21%  ARTIC CAT ATV OPERATIONS 2004 7,861 289 GENERAL Condition 2 Good (Reptace with UTV} §  12.000
214 CASE 5600 OPERATIONS 1988 248100 NW& 210 GENERAL Condition 2 Good $ 78000
217 SR CHEVY OPERATION 1988 72453 3,788 GENERAL Condifion 4 Immediate Consideration $ 24,000
224 JOMN DEERE TRACTOR 8310 CPERATIONS 2004 78% 00 271 GENERAL Condition 2 Good s8R0
243 CHEVY PICKUP COPERATIONS 2000 40,437 5077 GENERAL Gondition 2 Good & 35000
246 FORD F700.AERIALLIFT TRUCK FORESTRY 2002 7075 482 GENERAL Condilion 2 Good § 0 ah060
262 TORO OPERATIONS 2004 2,240.00 Ny 6861 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 80000
2684 ARTIC CAT ATV OPERATIONS 2001 £a5 695 GENERAL Condition 2 Good % £,000
266 CHEVROLET % TONPICKUP  OPERATIONS 1999 HAE, 51651 7183 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualifisd % 32,000
275 JOHN DEERE 1445 REOWER 2005 731,00 580 GEMERAL Condition ¥ Excelient $ 25000
276 JOHN DEERE 1446 MOWER 2004 807,00 317 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent § 23000
278 425 JOHN DEERE TRACTOR  MOWERISNOY 1888 345.00 46 GENERAL Condition 2 Gead § 10,000
282 TORO 5800 MOWER MOWER 2000 4,850.00 8% GENERAL Condition 2 Good $  BBODC
283 CHEVY 314 TOR PICKUP OPERATIONS 1998 A 66,300 2877 GENERAL Condition 4 immediate Consideration $ 35000

il




286 CHEVY 3/4 TON PICKUP FORESTRY 194G B 7018 6,164 GENERAL Condition 3 Gualified < 5000
282 JORN DEERE F 1145 MOWER  OPERATIONS 2000 1,523 00 85 GENERAL Condition 2 Good 25000
298 JOMN DEERE 1445 MOWER 007 29400 116 GENERAL Condition 1 Excellent & Z8OW
T202  BWELDING TRALER OPERATIONS 1862 GENERAL Condition 3 Quatified $ 0000
T2i6  TOWMASTER OPERATIONS 1543 GENERAL Congition 3 Qualified & 15,000
121t TITAN 16 TRALER OPERATIGNS 2008 GENERAL Condition 2 Good
1214 REDMAX 12 TON TRALER OPERATIONS 1885 GENERAL Condition 2 Good £ 15,000
1215 TRANER 7 OPERATIONS 2008 GENERAL Condition 1 Excelient § 5000
52037  TRAILER HOME MADE CPERATIONS 1969 GENERAL Congition 4 Immediate Consideration ¢ 0000 s 10000
55337  JACOBSEN SEEDERWMERATOR OPERATIONS 1882 GENERAL Condition 2 Good § 25000
224 JOMN DEERE ALAMG MOWER  TRISECTION! 1998 GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified § 20000
WEED EATERS WEED EATER: 3 FER YEAR 19 Tolal  Nia  GENERAL Congition 3 Qualified $ 1,300 8 4,300 & 1300 8 1300 % 1300 & 1300 % 1300 8 5300 & 1300 § £.300
HAND PUSH MOWERS LAWN MOWEE 2 PER YEAR HIA WA GENERAL Condition 3 Qualified $ 1,700 $ 1,700 $ 1700 5 1,700 ¢ 1700
QOperating Operating 1888621  1,13B.17 42,006  NlA § 37300 § 72,800 %  ©3,300 § 54000 § 40,300 § 43000 § 31,300 % 3,000 § 47,300 § 3,000
Cip cip § 20,0600 3 - § 100,000 § § L% 45000 ¢ 193,000 & §9B,000 §& 25000 § 75000
Both ¢ 66300 § 72,000 § 193,300 § 540600 § 40,300 $  2B,000 § 144,300 % 121,000 § 72300 § 78,000
TOTAL GPERATING Operating Fund § 455950 § 501,050 § 510,950 § 446050 § 448850 § 413500 § 4BS,300 §  56BS00 § 520,300 § 388,500
TOTAL CiP CIP Fund $ 1064000 § 1,334,000 § 22455060 § 687,000 § 652000 § Ti000 § 1,201,000 § 310,000 § 620008 § 1,847,000
CMAQ Funding (CIP) §(314,500) § 314500 © {114,505
N GRAND TOTAL § 1,552.950 § 1,520,550 § 2756450 § 1,143,050 § 1,300,850 § Bi4,000 § 1375800 § 888,500 % 1140300 % 2250500
CEMETERY CEMETERY 340.00
601 CASE SBO COKE Loader wizpt. b 1674 6 365,00 2B CRSURVEF Congdition 6 Low Utilization or Spare § 56000
602 SUL AR COMPRESSOR Alr Compressa: 1978 BBE.00 34 CRASURGH Condition & Low Utilization or Spare 0 3BOG0
604 TORO WALK BERIND Waower 207 206,00 1z CF  Condition & Low Utilization or Spare § 4000
805 4D 210C BACKHOE LOADER  Backhoe 1882 3.082.00 150 CRGURGY Condition 3 Qualified $ 70000
B0B  RUSTLER \ATTACHMENTS Mower 007 2.772.00 508 GF/CF  Condition 2 Good 3 40,000
B0 HUSTLER VATTACKMENTS Mowe! 2004 2.957.00 447 CF Condition 5 Qualified & 40000
810 POLARIS RANGER Utitity Card 2002 1,167.00 240 CF Condition 2 Good g 16000
613 JOHN DEERE Tractor 20067 164.00 1654 GF Condition 1 Excellent § 25000
614 KUBOTA Uikty Cant 2004 723.00 174 cF Condition 6 Lew Utitization or Spare § 18000
615 HUSTLER VATTACHMENTS Mower 2004 1.316.00 KYg:] GF  Condition 2 Good £ 40000
616  PROCORE 880 SOIL AERATE 2004 Hi N GF  Condition 2 Good $ 30000 $ 25,000
618 HUSTLER \ATTACHMENTS Aot 2007 2.857 00 456 GF Condition 3 Qualified & 40000
98 KAWASAKI MULE UTILITY CART 2001 1492.00 134 CF Condition 6 Low Ulilization or Spare § 1000
TE8E  KAWASAKT MULE TRAILER UTILITY CART 20014 ©.276.00 226 CF Condition 2 Good 0.0
REPLACEMENT MOWER DECKS DECKS CEIGE  Coendition 4 Immediate Consideration s 22,000
Operating Operating  1998.357  1,806.50 208 $ 22,800 ¢ -8 -8 § 18000 § 30806 § -8 S '
CIp CiP H § 70,000 § 134,060 § 40,000 § 56,000 3 16000 ¢ -8 4000 § 25000 § 50,000
Both ) N § 22000 € YO,600 § 134000 § 40000 § 72000 § 46,000 & - % 4000 5 B0000 § 80,000
VAT DIVISION 330
208 DODGE GRAND CARAVAN ADMIN 2004 35,396 13,703 SEWER Condition 2 Good $  31.000 $ 31000
301 CHEVROLET COLORADC OPERATIONS  200% 71472 13363 SEWER Condition 2 Good § 25000 & 23000
310 CAY 416 D LOADER BACKHOE  FLANT MAINT 2005 20600 47  SEWER  Condition 2 Good & 70,000
314 GMC SIERRA 350G PLANT MAINT 2004 2482 SEWER  Condition 2 Good § 34,000 34000 34,000
315 CHEVROLET K26 COLLECTIONS 2004 2B45 0D 1252 SEWER PENDING  TRANSFER $ 42,000 § 42,000 § 42,000
21 TANDER VAGOON VACUUM 2002 2,604.00 782 SEWER Condition 3 Qualified 5 270000 § 270000
323 SLUDGE TRUC 1888 6,481 SEWER  Condition & Low Utitization or Spare £ 105,000
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24 CHEVY 1 YON QPERATIONS 20404 21600 Condition 6 Low Utilization or Spare

325 FORD RARGER OPERATION 2007 SEWER  Conditien 1 Excelient $ 25000 5 28000 § ZR000

3371 FORD RANGER OPERATION 2007 SEWER  Condition 1 Excellent § 25000 § 25000 $ 25000

330 INGERSOLL RAND COMPRESSOL 1588 30700 116 CENERAL Condition 3 Qualified 18000

331 CHEVROLET KI5 COLLECTIONS 2004 3,537.00 1248 SEWER PENDUNG  TRANSFER s 42,000 & 42000 § 42000

332 FREIGHTLINER JETTER 1897 G148 00 258  SEWER  Condition 3 Qualified £ 186000

333 CHEVROLET K25 COLLECTIONS 2004 4,764 00 SEWER  PENDING  TRANSFER $ 42,000 42000 & 42000

334 CHEVROLET HYBRID COLLECTIONS 2008 72300 SEWER  Condition 1 Excetlerd $ 34000 T 34,000

338 SECA JETTER UMT COLLECTIONS 2004 1§72 00 3,130 SEWER  Condition 2 Good

387 OLYMPIAN GENERATOR COLLECTIONS  190% 26.00 26 SEWER  Condition 2 Good g 41000

286 OLYMPIAN GENERATOR COLLECTIONS 1889 35.00 23 SEWER Condition 2 Good & 41000

188 OLYMPIAN GENERATOR COLLECTIONS 2002 SEWER  Condition 2 Good & 47,000

397 SULLAIR 210H COMPRESSOR  COLLECTIONS 2008 6600 26 SEWER Condition  Good $ 38,000

T361  RETTIG UTIATY TRAILER COLLECTIONS 1989 SEWER Condition 2 Good 3 £.500

1328 SECA JETTER UNIT COLLECTIONS 1985 341,00 SEWER  Condition 3 Qualified 5 75,000 § 75000
Gperating Opersting 2001455  1,330,20  $7.363 WA 5 1R000 § 50,000 § 225000 § 23000 § 50,000 § 60,800 § 756D § 50000 § 183000 § 70,000
CI ciP $ - % 450,000 § 123000 % -8 . % 38000 § 196,000 § . 0§ 270,000 § 75,000
Both 2001.165  1,330.20 8760 A s 35000 § G00.00C § 348000 § 23,600 § 50,000 § 188000 & 267500 € 50000 § 453600 § 145,000
PARKING SOMM. 390

866 GO METER READ 2003 10045 5560 PARKING Condition 2 Good § 76000 & ZE000

865 GO-4 METER READ 2000 33977 4020 PARKING Condition 4 Immediste Consideration $ 78000 & 2eus

865  GO-4 WETER READ 2003 Woas B850 PARIING Ceondition 2 Good 5 28000

887 GO-4 METER READ 2008 NEW FARKING Condition 1 Excellent $ 26050 $ 26000

865 GO4 METER READ 2008 NEW FARKING Condition 1 Excellent S 2BO0G

BTG GMC SNOWPLOW 2008 5073 5368 PARKING Condifion ¢ Excellent § 26000

871 JOHN DEERE GATOR SHOW PLOW 2005 153,00 7 PARKING Condifion 2 Goot o B.000
Operating Operating § 26000 & 520006 0§ S H2000 ¢ - & § 26,006 % TEOH0 S -
o cie 3 - s -8 § 18000 & - % § § 5 &
Both 2004 143,00 5,548 3,507 & 26000 § 52,000 § - % 70000 & § % 26,000 § - & 78000 § -
BUILDING DIVISION 310

401 FORD RANGER EXT CAB INSPECTION 2004 27 786 6461 BUILDING Condition 2 Good 8 25000 & 25000 & 25000

402 CHEVROLET COLORADD INSPECTION 2006 32400 11,430 BULLDING Condition 2 Good § 25000 § 25000 § 25000

403 CHEVROLET COLORADO INSPECTION 2005 17,776 3365 BUILDING Condition 2 Good 5 25000 § 25000 § IS00e

405 CHEVROLET COLORADO INSPECTION elueh 17 QA0 7237 BUILDING Condition 2 Good 25,000 ¢ 25,000 $ 25000

406 FORD RANGER EXT CAB INSPECTION 2004 24,891 147285 BUILDING Condition 2 Good ¢ 25000 5 ZR00G 3 25000

407 CHEVROLET COLORADG INSPECTION 2005 24 0%z 7308 BUILDING Ceondition 2 Good S 25000 5 25000 & 25000 § AR0G0

408 FORD RANGER EXY CAB INSFECTION 2004 38,722 10046 BUILDING Condition 2 Good L 7000 s 25000 L 23000 § 25000

418 DODGE EXT CAE PICKUP INSPECTION 2002 48 160 4,845 BUILDING Condition 2 Good § 5,000 & 25000 § 25000 & 25000
Operating Operating 2004,25 8,413 8,746 5 7epoe § 75000 § 60,000 § 75000 § 75000 § 50,606 §  7A000 & 7000 & 50000 & VEOUC
CIF CiF & - % - % K - & - - & - & - 8 § -
Both 2004.178 28,375 8,688 € 76000 § 75000 § 50600 § 7S000 & TEO00 § 50000 § 75000 § TS00R § £0.000 5 V500G
MRA

B85 CODGE DURANGO WRA 2001 63 720 1207 MRA Condition & Low Utilization or Spare & 25000

. Operating Operating § - % L & 25000 8 - § - % - § -5 e g

MCAT

BAG  FORD RANGER MCAT 2004 60,747 1,187 MCAT Condition & Low Uthizalion or Spare § 25000
Operating Operating R $ g $ § 5000 % $ ¥ -8 .
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

#

Progzam Category; Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project
Community Servie URD It West Broadhway Corridor Cs.e o 5.0
mmunity Service IMprovements So-04 PN 5-03

Descriplion and justification of project and funding sources:

This project Invioves improventents © (e West Brosdway corrider within the boundarics of Lrban Renewat Distriict I through implementation of Ihe West Broadway Corridor
Community Vision Pian  The Plan autiines several implementation sirateges thal will s6rve 10 calry oul the community vision. This CIIP #em
first phase of strateges which i i

wouid be used Lo hedp implement the

broadway Corndar improvinente bas yel 1o be identified 360,000 of Tax Increment funds wers spent i pror years 16 hirg the congullant 1o prepare the Flan

i

&5 (verfron! greanway, iGrsection impravements, and land scasiionfassembsy. A speaific project for the (o8t phase of Wast

is this equipmeni prioritized on an eguipment replacement scheduie? Yes No WA

Are there any site requirements:

How is this preject going to be funded:

OPERATING BUDGET CGSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitai Qutfay

Debt Service

Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 1% FY 32 FY 43 Years
E Tax increment F3G2-000- 38102500 HOG.000 100460 109,000
G
4
T00.CU0 500 080 100,600 - - -
Haw is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Acceunting Cede FY 09 EY 10 FY 11 FY 42 FY 13 Yeurs
W A, Land Cost
= 1B, Construction Cost BOL000 80069 EC.000
E G, Contingencies {10% of B} 8.000 2400 £.000
5 D, Design & Engineering (15% of B) 12,000 12000 12000
E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other
100,000 100,600 1008350 - N
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: :
Spent in Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code ian serve G ump FY 10 FY 11 EY 12 Y 13 Years
Personnel!
Supplies

Deserigtion of sdditional operating budget mpact

Preparer's
Respensible Person: Responsible Deparimept: Bate Subiitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time Initizls Total Score
Ellen Buchanan MRA 212812008 VZRA00E 1618 kin a5

Fage CS05




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteris)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

URD H West Broadway Corridor
improvements

08 Project

CS$-03

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

No Caminents

135 the project necessary 10 meel feds

state, o local iegasl rerns?  This co

Order 1o meel requirements of law or oher
requirgments  Of gpecal contern s ihat the

pragect e accsssble 10 the hasdicapped

218 he projedd necessary 4o il 5 con.
fractupl requirement?  Thes crtenor ncludes
Federal or S1ate grants whieh ragquire local
paricipaton, hdicate the Granl name and
numbs i P comment column

37 Wil dig-
men of an pssental ser-

3. {5 this project urgently tequing

lay resullin cuntsy

vice? This statement should e cheg

o

"Yag' onfy it Gn emergency is clearly indi-

calad; othenvise, answer “Ne” Y

be sure ta give full justification

4. Does the profect provide for andlor
prove public health and!or pubtic safety?
Trus criterion shouid be answaered "Na' un-
tess public heaith andfor safety can be

showr to De an urgent or oritical factor.

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score

Range

Comments

Weight

Totai
Score

&. Does the project resull in maximum

2

benelit to the community fram he

invesiment dallar?

{0-3)

s

[543

traetscaps and corridor improvements are a highty v rEinvESiment I urhan renewat distnets
and can serve to jumpstart interest in the West Broadway Conider. This project is 100%
levergged usinn tax norement funds

o

6. Bloes the project requas speady
impiementation in order Lo assure ils

maximum effechiveness?

# tax increment funds were 1o be used in conjuncton ather funds for & projeet nitialed by another
dapartment such as public works, speedy implerneination may he neccesary 10 Cary out such 3
padnership

7. Does e roject consene energy,

Cuiturat of natural resources, of redace

poilution?

Threugh we development of muti-mods! mprovements, panticulatily Dioyde/pedesirian

faprovements, vehicular Iravel can te reduced

& Does
upon essantial Cily services

W PIGIRC IMPIOVE O Bxpand

A167E Such

SEMY

& are 1Ecogniztd and sceeped s

ey necessaly and effective™

Traffic crnulation and alternative transporiation facities would kiey be improved

9 Does he moee! specdicaly relale o he

City's strategic plannig pridites of olhes
plans?

(-3}

b4

werth the West
Broadway Coridor Co:

4

Total Seere

4%,
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CiP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Pragram Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

URD I Streetscape Improvements

G7 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

Ce5-03

G515

Cs-04

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

The Urban Land slitule report outlines a number of projects thal would contebole 1o revitalization of the URD {1l area hiat could be phased in over lime, One suggestion is (o make|

anprovnents to 1he streetscape along major streets wilhin the District such as Brocks, South, and Mount. Streelscape improvements would include items such as sidewalk installatiq

ahd upgrades, landscaping, streel dosures where smal iangies bave heen formed due o kregiar street configuration. ete. I the past, MRA has parlnered with the Public Works
depatment W nclude street amenidies on Brooks Street and South Avenus in conjunction with other street projects. Through this CIF item, MRA witl continue to provide funds for

reetscape improvemeats within URD i,

is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedile? Yes No NA
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
% Funding Source Ag¢counting Code Fy oo FY 10 £Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
ﬁ Tax increment 7393-000-311011-00 50000
>
]
[
50,000 - -
How is this project going to be spent: i .
Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w AL Land Cost
% B. Construction Cost 40,600
Wi, Contingencies {10% of B) 4,000
>u<1 D. Design & Engineering (15% of 8} £,000
E. Percent for At (1% of B)
F. Equiiz»ment Costs
G. Other
50,000 N
Does this project bave any additionat impact on the operating hudget;
w Spentin Prior
s £xpense Objoct Accounting Code ahd therelore ser FY iG FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
« (Supplies
g Purchased Services
£ [Fixed Charges
2 [Capital Qutiay
¢ {Debt Service
= N
=
<
o
firs
% feseription of addilional operating budget impag!
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Depantment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Elen Buchanan MRA 2/29/208 FTRR2008 347 pm Kl 42

Page CS07
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See C.A.P. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Cateqory: Preject Title:

Community Service URD Hll Streetscape improvements

08 Project #

C815

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. I8 the project neceesary o meet federat,
stale, or local legal requirerents? This ot
tetion mchades projects mandated by Court
Order to meet requirements of law or ather
requirements. Of special concern is that the
project be accessible W the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary to fulfitt a con-
tracheat requiremet? This aritenon ichedes
Federal or State gransts which require focal
parlicipation Indicate the Grant name and
fmber i he comment cotumn,

3. Is this project urgently required? Wi de-
iay resull in cuniaiiment of an essential Ser-
vice? This siatemen! shouid be checked
“Yes" only if an emargency is clearly indi-
cated: otheiwise, answers "No™. H "Yas",
be sure 1o give full justification,

4. Daes the project provide {or andfor im-
prove public neaith andfor public safety?
This criterion should be snswered "No" wn
tess public health and/or safety can be
shown 1o be an urgent or crtical {actor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Connnents

Weight

Total
Score

5 Does the project rasilt in maximum
benehit o e communtly from the

investment dollar?

{0-3

Streelscape projects within the URD H are a very visibie showing of public
Bislrict and therefore serve (o encourage private mwestment in the area. This
leveraged using tax increment funds

srvestnent within the

project 1s 100%

o

8. Daes the project require speady
impiemaentalion in order 1o assure s
maxanm effectivensss?

{6-3

I this money is used traugh a patnership with with another Depanmient as parl of one of thelr
projects a5 in the past, tening would e 2 (3clor and speedy implementation may be necessary.

7. Does the project conserve energy,
cuftural or natural resources, or reduco

poliution?

{0-3}

& Does the project imprave or axpand

upon essental City services where such
SERVICES A1 recagized and accepted as

bezing necessaty and effective?

8. 3oes the project specifically relate to the
City's strategic planmng prionties o ather
plans?

{03

S

Remvesiment in the URD i area is the major focus of eftonts 1o revitalize the Distict,

4

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

Program Cegory: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 09 Project #

Comniunity Sorvice Central Parking Ramp Expansion 0506 C8-356 CS-65

Description and justification of project and funding sources;
To construct a faurth fioar on Cendral Park parking structure o increase parking inventory. The parking structure, Central Park localed at 128 W, Main, was Duilt in 1980 with the
internal framework o accommaodate an additional feuntn fioor. With the growth in Missoula's downdown, 3 logical place 1o ihcresse the patking inventory would be on lop of an existiny
structure. Currently the three ficor structure has approximatedy 100 spaces per flocr. The fourih floor would have the capacity of approximately 80 spaces due to the nalure of the
construcion foundation. These spaces would be disignaled baoth public shorl-lenm and mondbly fong-tenn use

{s this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No NA

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

REVENUE

Parking revenue bonds 2.0060.000

2.000.000 -

How is this project going 1o be spent: . .
project going P Spent in Prior

EXPENSE

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY i3 Years
A.Land Cost
B. Construction Cost 1,600,000
C. Contingencies {10% of B} 160,000
L. Design & Engineering (15% of B) 240,000

E. Parcent for Art (1% of B)
F.Eguipment Costs

G. Other
- - 2.000.000 - -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . )
Spentin Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code Fy 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY i3 Years
Personnel
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Qutiay

Debt Service

QPERATING BUDGET COSTS

The impact on the Parking Commission's operating budget woulkd be minimat in that there is aiready & boolh sitendant enployed ful-ime. Both shortteem and fongterm maintenands
weoattd e manimal i thal it wouid be incorporated into the existing maintenance plan. There would be increased utiily expenses for ighting and secunly protection.

Preparer's
Rosponsibie Person; Raesponsible Department; | Date Submitled 1o Finance Taday's Date and Time Iiitials Total Score
Arne Guest Parking Commission 21252008 12041202008 14:50 2] 18

Page CS08



1
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
Communily Service Central Parking Ramp Expansicn CS-08
Qualitative Anatlysis Yes No Comments

1. % the project necessary to meet federsi,
state, ar iocat legal requirements? This oi-
tarion includes projects mandated by Goun
Order o meed requisements of iave or olher X
requisements. O spedal concern is that the
project be accessible to the handicapped

2. fg the project necessany (o (il a con-
yactaal requisgmaent? This crterion inciudes
Federal or State grants which reguire looal X

participabon. ndicate the Gram name and

number in the comment coiumn

3 i this project urgenty required? Wil de-
laay resuil in cortaiiment of an essential ser.
vice? This statement should be checked

"Yestenly if an emergency is cleaty indi- X
cited; otherwise, answer "No®. if "Yes”,

be s

@ {0 give Wlf justification,

4. {2ees the praiect provide for and/or im-
prove pubiic heallh andfor pubiic ssiely?
Thig aritenion should be answered "No” us
less pubiic health and/or safely can be X

sitow o e an urgent or ortical factor

Raw
Quanlitative Analysis Score Totas
Range Comiments Weight Score
0-3) Central Park is & Womendeus 2sset 10 Missouia's downtown. Const BIonat eved of
5. Does the profect resull in maxisum Pparking wowid ncrease e paming mvenfory in & very mobh o Al location. The most sgnficant
: demandd is for monthly jease parking, Currently there are approxmaely 50 peopls on the Wait st
Benahl e the community from the 3 " o o - 5 N 5
ang therg s very e trmover in he feg 3 Adding anoiner Qoo o Genteal Park woulc
in syt dolinr
irvesynent daitar? enhanee the subslanial investiment the Panding Cormmusison has alresdy commliad e, Leve
TOO % wath Parking revenue Bongs
{3y
6. Does the project requires speedy Onee this project reveives prodty status, ime s of moederale imponance due G the dsmuplion hat
anplementation i arier (& assure s 1 will he caused by he congirecion. 1Lvdll be anportant o compiete the consirgchon a8 quickly &% 4 4
maximum efeciveness? posside because of he fogs of revenus from daity parking
{033
7. Doss e project Conseive energy. This project wouid consenve space =1 hat there 8 aiready an axsling parkng srechie 81 this
cutral of nalizeat Isources, of reduss icoaticn and finding 2n akemaive eation would e very diffiout i e downtown ares. itwouid I
poHution? maximize the investiment (he Parking Comerssin has aliesdy masse,
-3
@ Dioes e project Imerove of expand The Parking Commission's main ohiective is to provide parking  Adding inventary {0 (he pak
. - program is gifficut vien there are imited oppontunilios in 8 congested downtown. Ths g
upon essentiat City services where such ) R . . 4
) wouid definitely expand on the essential services the Parking Oomimission i3
sarvices aie recognized and sccepted a3 providing. These services sre wel recegnized by the public, the retaie
being necessary and effective? he necessary for continued success aroedh
It c{ryic
5. {ioes he prejeat specifically refate {o the Lonstig
e o . " Gt i B
Zity's sirstegic panning priodiies of pther . N n
Lity's strategic | i pronties o Tweo, Commun
piansy

—
o

sal Beore 14

1
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CAPITAL INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Sarvice

07 Projoct #

08 Project #

08 Project %

Riverfront Triangie Parking Structure CS-08

CH.36

£5-06

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Construction of 8 250 space parking struct

voted o approve the #

damandg for put

®ing in s arga and

aiking Commission's p
financing andfor managing parking for the demands of the project. [
& ~ o 3

g (o meet he demands of the developemnt on this sde
i ins the i
tas
o & major gateway into he downicwn a10a

cipation i the Riverfront Trangle project. The Parking Comnis

art v i
e Hmpartant 1o aifer parking for Both e site developme
ange Strect beo

i

femand will grow with (

O 31503, e Board of Diectors of he Missouls B

well as for public use

aking
aswther

Th

is this equipment priofitized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Ne NA
Are there any site requirements:
row is this project going to be funded: .
Funded in PFrior
“:,)J Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z IMBPC Bond/privatelother. Funding is vet 3500 600
‘;1.1 to be deterrined bul it witf be 3
‘&J combination of Farking bonds and
privale money
OtheriPrivale £,000,006
- $.500,000 -
How is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 16 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
u A Land Cost
7 18, Construction Cost 75 M4
‘a_‘ C. Contingencies {10% of 8} THRG00
ﬁ 0. Design & Engineering {15% of ) 1,105 GO0
E. Percent for At (1% of B}
F.Equipment Costs
G, Other
G375.000
Does this project have any additionat impact on the eperating budget: ) X
W Spent in Prior
5; Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0% Y 40 FY 11 EY 12 £Y 13 Yeirrs
8 Personnel 20000 20,600 A0.000
~ {Supplies
§ |Purchased Services
0 |Fixed Charges
g Capital Qutlay
¢ {Debt Service
Z 26,000 20,600 20,000 20,000
o
o
ul
% Description of sdditional operating budget impact
Preparer's
Responsibie Persom: Responsible Department: Date Bubmitted o Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Anne Guest Parking Commission 2425/2008 B 31
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1
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See C.LP. instructions For Expianation of Criferia)

Program Category:

Froject Title:

Community Service

Riverfront Triangle Parking Structure

09 Project #

CS.06

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

No Comments

1.1 he project necessary o meet federal,

state, orfocal fegal requirements? This o
£

Ot W raged requiremienis of iaw or othey

ericn inclides projects mandated by Cowt

iat concem is hat the

requirements. Of spe
project be accessible o the handicapped

Z. 1% the project necessary 1o fulfif & con-

fractual requarement? This onterion inciudes
Faderal or Slate grants which regare local
participation. indicate the Geant name anig

number i e comment columin.

5.5 ihis projest urgently required? VW de-
lay resait in curtaimient of an essenlial ser-
vice7 This stalement should be ehecked

"Yas® only f an emergency is cleaty ingi

caled; olhenvise, answor "No™ Yes”,

be gooe o give (i justification

4. {2oes the project provide for sndfor

prove public health andior pubic safety?
Tius critedion shoultf be answered "No' un-

less putilic heaith and/or salety can be

shonan 16 B &n urgent of ritical (acier

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weigit

Total
Score

8. {ogs he project result in maximun
benelit o the community from e

invastment dodar?

(8-3)

The Riverdrond Trnangte Proect would be & great bengfit 1o the commuonity 45 8 whole and in
particuiar to the downtown ares. There is already a noted demand for pasking in s area and it
would only increase with the developemnt of office, retall and residentiat space. This projact would
enbance the vilality of Missouia's downtown. Once MIRA administers an RFF for potential
developers, the Parking Commission's sole in this peoject will be mote cleary difines

B (3pes the project require speedy

snplsmentation 13 order 1o gssure its

1 effechveness?

Because (e Riverfront THIRGK paking SUucilre wolld he Built undergrount, the constructon of
eomhisthied Grst hen fofowed By thae devetapmont andg constiupation

sidential and publa tachies

of e office. re

ES

7. oes he project consenve energy,
cufiural of hatural [esoWoes, o reduce

poftisian?

(©-3

RisH

8. [oes the project Iprove of expand

il City services wharm such

SOMVICES are

recagnized and accepied as

Breving na i’

G [Soes tha projecl speciicay relate 1o the

ategio planning prisrities or other

plans?

The inprovements fe
micychsts, Ty will promiote the

Comme

wporation that is a spectic itemin

Total Sreare

Fage 0812




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

Program Category: Project Tilie: 87 Projeci # OB Froject #

0% Project #f

Community Service Walerprooling parking structures 507 0534

C5-07

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Exposed concrele parking structures need to be waterprooled in order (o ensure (he tongevity of the structure. Both Centrsd Park, the parking structure iocat
the Bank Street Structuie witl need (o have & waterproo! coat applied to the entire surface of he upper exposed level it erder 1o keep the stiuclune in sale, op
future. I spite of the costs invoived, i this is not done i & imely manrer, getenaration wil occur and eventually result in grest repair costs in he future

3 at 138 V. dain and
able sondition for the

is \his equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedute? Yos No NA
Are thers any site requiraments:
How 15 this project going o be funded: )
Funded in Prior
g Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
= {Parking Revenue R2re
u
>
]
74
300,060
How is this project golng Lo be spent: . .
Spentin Prior
Budgeted Funds Acgounting Code FY 0% £Y 10 FY 11 FYy iz FY 13 Years
% A. Land Cost
Z 1B, Construction Cosy
®IC. Contingencies {10% of B}
7 1D, Design & Engineering {15% of B)
£, Percent for Art (1% of B3}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other 300,000
FE0.G00 300,000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget ) .
W Spent in Prior
1 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 £Y 10 Y 11 Y 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnet
- (Supplies
1,&‘,‘:;r Purchased Services
& [Fixed Charges
£ [Capital Outlay
3 1Debt Barvice
2
=
g
@
w
(&D Description of additionsl operating budget impact
Freparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date anyg Time tnitiais Totit Score
Anne Guest Parking Commission 212512008 MG 564 af 31
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Calegory;

Project Titie:

Community Service

Waterproofing parking structures

04 Project #

887

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. I3 the project necessary (o meel federal,
state. or fogal legal requirements? This o
terion ncludes projects mandated by Caurnt
Crdes to meel requirements of taw or ofher

reguiraments. Of special concem /s hat the

provect be accessitie o the handicapped.

218 the project necessany 1o il 2 oon-

HH]

ractupd requirement? ¥
Faderal or Slate grants which raquine focat
participation. inticate the Grant name and

aumiber i the Comment coimn.

3. s this project urgenty required? Wil de
iay resuitin curtaiiment of an essential ser-

This statemart should be checkad

TYest onty i an erergency s clearly ingi-
cated: otherwise, angwer "No". §"Yeg”,

Be sure to give 1o justfication

4. Does the proiect provitis 1or andfor an-

o

1t
Thag cribedon should be angwered "N un-

prove public heatth andior public s

less pubiic health andfor salety can be

shawn o be an urgent or crilical Tacior

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Totst

Score

& tioes the project result in maximuns
Deneti o the comiminity fom he

nwestmaent doflar?

63

fang

Bath parking structures arg a tremendou et 10 Pissoils’
preventative maintenance before incvitabli detenoration oo
WA Ceertamiy protect this commumity aveEtmient.

davertowny IS mp.

s Waterpiooting o

1 to conduct

6. Does the project require speady
implemaentation in order 1o assure ifs

maximuom effectivenass?

(-3

Completing the waterproofing of both structun
e sooner the belier Haagh s not ordics!

3 should be compl

e in @ tmely manner

7. D06s Iha project CONServe eneigy,

CUILEE G natural resourees, of fedute

(3]

Mo

baing necessary and effective?

OF SO ¢

AYEN I

o

¢ the p sificaliv retate 1o he

City's strategic planning piforities or oiher

prans?

n of infrastucture Hiat v e
s the currant Strategic i
states that a

Yes in that il speaks 1o the preservatio
Aot propady mainianed . This project suppor
in Goal Twe, Cor fy 1ivab

orgamzed nfasiuciure is 253

vior the Gity. Specificaty,
and well

GERh

Tola

PPage C814




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: U7 Project #

08 Project

08 Project #

Web infrastructure Update

Community Service

CEA02

808

Description and justification of project apd funding sources:

Thig CIP requestis for web infrastructure soffware which expands the scope of the previgus CRM {Ciizen Reg
FY'G4.

EEH

A complete revamg of the eusting web plators meelves & new wob desy
hat Wit serve (o cenligiize
ihat are now cumbersoms

aia ly

&ty cument

¢ &6 & drain

W ganizalional produciivity

vebisoiiware infrastruciure will support extranet and internet functions network-wide whilg mps

Sechon 508 Rehabililation Act adopted by the Slate of Mon
Technology Accessibility Standards a1 36 CFR Pard 1194

s Management) GIF firgt apg

oving access {0 data types for anyone usy
Qur current site does not conform 1o the Federa! D
iana Section 508 applies 16 the wei technicat design standards in the Electronic and Information

g and CRI on g modern wel plationm
ata lypes will further streamiine business processes

oved for funding in

e wels site The
Hitigs Act of

15 this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yoo Ko NA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
Comprebensne revemp of wel mirastraciure
How s this project going te be funded
Funded in Prior
Funging Source Accounting Code FY 09 kY 10 FY 13 FY 12 Fy1s Years
w Fund Falance - CRTYRnwar: 31500
= 46,000
é Wavers Gudget
I 52,371
& 15,660
10,474
2,619
2,618
376,060 104,742
P P A - e
How is this project gomg 1o be spent Spent in Prior
Hudgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY %1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A tand Cost
%’I &, Construction Cost
e, Contingencies (1% of B
f,j 0. Design & Engineering {15% of 8
£. Percent for Art {1% of 8)
F. Equipment Cosis {servers
G, Other [sofiware! ikt 43,664
18400 43,684
Boes this project have any additionat impact on the oporating budget: ) .
Spent in Prior
4 Expense Object Accounling Code £Y 09 £y 10 FY 119 FY 32 Iy 43 Yedrs
@ [Personnel
8 Software Heenges 11,685
E Software licenses 3,48
& |[Software licenses 388
2 {Software maintenance 1
 {Fixed Charges
@ {Capital Qutlay
= {Debi Service
= - 15,540
il
o,
L]
.
slian e Hie IAayor's mho s S udne! o the wehsie revanys
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Respoensible Departiment: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Carl Horton 32 L 44

Page 0815



CAFRITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. instructions For Explanation of Criterial

Program Category:

Project Tiie:

Community Service

Wely Infrastructure Update

08 Project #

C3-08

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

oy G meet fed

Prequinements? This ol

pots miasdated by Coun

5ol law o other

tat o Siste granmts which reguaire ool

00 s proje iy 1Eg

lay tesi in curtaiiment of an

vice? This statement should
e

cafed, olheraise,

only If an emegenacy

“hig

Thig criterion shouid be answe

safety can be

M RENT G Gl

Rawr

Cuantitative Anatysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
{35
Loy thi: proye G TEEmG
bros i cor Dify fromt He iz project i BO%, leveiaged foom ner i fands |3 10
wivesstmant doflar?
{0234
6. Does e project 1e0Lre se v Fi e weh piationm
R e G e it 2§ eXising steactire he 4 &
KT e Aok propect turm-aroand will ine
- itde of ihe cily need 0 i
. informaten, pay for jahs, reg TGS W .
aultirai of s & 3 i
restng iy ol ot foeg
st 0 .
pekHi? consuRgHon N pus
wig e web
Wth Bty NEvigE
apilly (o track and respond 10 ¢
PR EIRG)
-2 Signiticant stafi iesouce will e roalized it the & f
Hanprove oF expand delvery mnprovements related © requests fof nformaiion wil be jealrad dion of Cilien
upon essenis Cily serdoes where such Z s A he alility 1 aoer en o i eports watl e 4 @
SEMICER TIE TBC00 4 and scoepled as sed officiale, Web based poinl of entiy for v offers converdence {of them
SENAGES & 3O 4 and acoepled as
N s work-effont for staff. Gnee informanon & enterad, ¥ i
N ECESSETY & GOl { st
¢ ¥ gernent of the eyl SR
Camrmunmcston wilh the pabbc wa be imp,
BT ST IRVDINETHENT i iy Gl dEectly minet
3 V2005 strateqn ahisriive (o e s chiEsn o 4 7
and code enior
Total Seorg 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2012

Program Categony:

Project Title:

Q8 Project #

08 Project #

E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Eguipment Costs

Community Service ADA Studyftmplemeniation 8.2 Cs-68
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Sea attached AlA FYGE project listing
Is this eguipment prioritized on an eguipment replacemeni scheduje? Yes N WA
X
Arg there any site requirements:
How is this project gomg to be funded: . ) K
Funded i Prior
% Funding Source ACCOun £Y 12 Years
F L0600 34 Z
ai § .
- s
e 3 Casrylonear
How is this project going fo be spent
A prey geind : Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY §8 FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years

qu A. Land Cost
Z 1B, Construction Cost
& C. Contingencies {10% of 3}
5 B Design & Engineering {15% of B}

OBPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Outlay

Debt Service

G. Other 50 600
506 600 -
Joes this project have any additional impact o the operating budget: . )
Spent in Prios
Expensi Obiect Accounting Code FY 08 FY 0% EY 40 FY 14 FY 12 Years
Parsonnel
Supplies

wof additional oparating ud

Responsibie Ferson:

Respensibie
Dlepartment:

Date Subimitied io Finance

Today's Date and Time

Preparers
Initiais

Total Score

Gail Verlanic

Human Resources

Fage CS18




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMN
Project Rating

(See C.LP, instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #
Community Service ADA Studyfimplementation cS.00
Qualitative Analysis Yes  No Comimants
1.

Lo lo

{leqal requiremen

fericn includes projects mandated by Cour

e o mee! requirements of law or ofiter kS

werts. (O special concent s that the

itde (o the handicapped

Federal or State grants which regquare loos » . o
) " : EUGITE COMPHENCE wilh A

Nk fie Grant nar

=

rander i e comment column.

3 de i project usgenty feuired?

fay result o curtaiiment of an essentiat sar

viee? This statement should be checked

Doy s Ciedriy indi- X

"Wes" ondy i an e

C »otheneiss

Swil RO ETY e

e gure to give tall juskificstion

HRE PULRC hesHi andior x
showit 1o e an urgent oy critics! facio
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Totai
Range Comments Weight Scare
LA
& Does the prajest resultin T
feredit W i commanty omthe 3 & 15

myestment goflar?

the project require speedy

L i . (3 some E i res by baing “
AT GOREEn WY BREE s i . , o . 4
* HICH orign L eonstrusion t
Ol CONSRIVE BIEGY,
OF Teguce - 5
i - 4 [
; ' Eragran 8 and empioyess wil dis
SEICES 7 i eptod as
s NECESSErY &
-3
@ 4 8

Goals of

?7 <

e CS20

&
(L]



OS54

Lacativn
ScUoriek Pk 101
soCermich Pask 171

Plav e Park 171
Plavian Park P1
P Bk 11
Phasfan | P

vl s

YRR Projecy

iy il
Siv Hadl
RUSEEFH

ity Hali
Mot ok Paah @
St orck

ark

as Halt

SeCamiich Park

Progiosed ADA CIP dor Y09 - Y13

AP Progeds Fands Ao atiabde 7107

Ada Projects to be completed ¥Y09
Wark Necded

Roquosted for FPY8-1YER

Lizted by Priordts

Ay i § v o A1 pavkng designanone

Traihs tor contest parking oo Pack

VAt

dewalh o dihe pasl:

Accessible w busehali feld:

Aes o

Farchuse saftware woneke Civ website AL compiin
FY 69 Subatil

PYUE ADA Frajects Completed
tastad comuponenis 01 ADA door oposes Spruce SIed it
AN dccessihbe desh

ALA avew

e Credense
Hastadl ADDA oo opener ourade enirance to Polive Eepamen
Brdae for Siheer's Lagaon
Assembie dock radings
Subtetal of completed projects
FYO8 ADA Projects o e Completed
Tnstall ALYA door e oubade BOnisn SHeCh aniias
Tnstall AT G apene cetsids Faoman Sreet

HEIRY
Sudewall ta veberan' s momions

e rarh system ADA conpeators (o bidae g oo

Sebiotil of projecis o be vasspleied
Fotad of AR Prajecis in 17Y08

Expected balance as of 6/30/08

1Y e Dadunce

Y progecied ending balatcg

i
a

[RRXEENE]

Fyuy

R0 O6G

LA
SR 00

S13076.56

L3005

RO AN
SI59U3.78
SIS 3

51058,573.66
$155,673.66

546,673.66

& 521

319 RN R

EERR

SR

R AT 06 A

w0 5T 00 543

R ERAL )

WAL




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

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

Cemetery mower

07 Project #

G8 Project #

09 Project §

808

CEG4

CS-10

&

s oWt CENOT e

& Nen Cemctan

Dascription and justification of praject and funding sources:
e for B O for $28.000.00  Ceme
& ag b dis for Py 0%

vy fMainienars
e mowel will Be move

e |
Kl

16 TEPaTE

viend sohedals and

Is this equipment prioritized on an eguipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sie requirements:
How is this projec( geing Lo be funded: )
Funded in Pricr
g Funding Source Accounting Cods Fy 08 FY 5@ FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z jlemelery 40 008 A0.000 AG.000
W
-
93]
o
40,000 AG.000 40,060 -
How is this project going to be spent:
project going ! Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code 'Y 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
wh HA. Land Cogt
‘é’ . Construction Cost
FIC Cantingencios (16% of B)
“-"\; D, Design & Engin g (15%: of 8)
£. Percent for Art {1% of B)
¥, Equipment Costs £0.000 A0000 40,000
G. Other
40.000 40.000 40000
Does this project have any addiionat impact on the operating budget: ) .
@ Spen in Prior
m Expense Object Accounting Code ryus Fy¥ 10 FY 11 FY iZ FY 13 Yeurs
8 Personnet
. iBupplies
5 Purchased Services
& iFixed Charges
3 iCapital Cutlay
o tDebt Service
£
=
<t
o
g
% Description of additonal operatng budget mpact NA
Preparer’s
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitied 1o Financo Today's Date and Time Initials Toiat Score
Douglas Waters Cemetery {34 2




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{(See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Titte:

Community Service

Cemetlery mowsr

08 Projuct #

C8.04

Qualitative Analysis

Yes No

Commaents

sy to mee! federal,

s joest legat requirements? This o-

terioe chide

: projects mands by Ot

Order 1o meel tequirements of 1avw o oihers

s i it the

TELEe

propt handioapned

2. 1% the projest necess

wy to Tl 2 con.

17 IS criterion fnclutes

g which reguire leoal

panicipation. mdicate the Giant name and

nursher 1y the commmant coliamn

7 A doe

S 45 this project urgeitiy regn

lay resutin cunadment of an essential ges-
vice? This statement shouid be checked

"Weas” ondy i 30 G

Wy 15 cleartly indl-

othenwise, answer "No" {1 "Yes",

B e 1o pive Ul ustification

4. L

prove b

3 p i for andion .

o health andion publie safety?

This eritenon shoubd e UVVEES

jess pubdic health andio

sionyn 10 Be gn igent oF antical facto

Quantitaiive Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Totat
Score

5. 0oes e projeol resut in maxinum

{05-3)

trenefit o the commamty feom i 1 & 5
investment doflss?
-3
6. Bogs the project (emire speedy
implementation i arder fc assure its 1 4 4
easRinun eecivens
(335}
F.OGes the project oo
cultisat or natuaEl resouIces, o 1gd H 3 3
potution”
2y
.
U0 BESE 1 4 A4
S0
peing nee
03
the rode Cally
strategic plammng priordias o other 1 4 4
Total Score K

Fage G823




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

Program Category:

Project Tille:

Community Service

Cemetory Backhor

07 Project i

08 Projoct

09 Project 7

i

Cs-11

Descripiion and justitication of project and funding sources:

T

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? % Yeg No L1
i X
Are there any site requiremoents:
How is this project geing to be lunded: . ) .
Funded i Prior
% Fumndding Source Accaunting Coedo FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 53 Years
-3 Fandd S Oen g
W
=
3¢
14
How is this project going to he spent:
ow I8 this project going ta he sper Spent In Prior
Budgeted Funds Acceunting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Cost
%’ B. Gonstruction Cost
E €. Contingencies {10% of B}
5 1P, Design & Engineering {15% of B}
E. #oercent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Gther
Does this projeet have any additional impact on the operating budget: .
Spent tn Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 14 ¥y 12 Y 13 Years
O [Personne
ff Supplies
W Purclissed Services
[~ 2
& [Fixed Charges
& |Capitat Outtay
¢ |Debt Service
4
=
<
o
ul
&
=]

Jdack Stucky

Preparer's
Regponsible Person: Responsible Department: | Date Submilted to Finance Today's Date and Time inkiasls Total Score
Public Works G 1

Page G524




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See CLP. instructions For Explanation of Criterla)

Program Category! Project Title:

Community Service Cemetery Backhoe

08 Project #

CS-11

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

7. g the project ne v G mert e

!egal requiremenis? This o

eHon e s profEets mandstes by Joud

nder o meat e 1ts of faw o offer

PRI G i coneern s that ihe

pinject be accessibie {0 the handicapped

ary o it @ con-

2 s the project neo
fraclust reguirement? This oriterion inghudes

Fedew or State grants which equise looat

parteipation. indGcate the ant rrame and

colnm

TRIMEET i 0 Conne

fy requine

O des

s this [rof 30

ent of an essenta

A1 N Curtaiiy

This staterr shosaid be ohe

" ordy i an emergency is cleasly ind:-
pr Mot If Y es”,

ull justfication

P A

caled otiwnwig

he sule to give

4. Does the projed provide for andior ime
prove pubhic neahh andion pubhc salely?

This criterion shouid he answered "No® u-

s pubhic heallh and/orn sately can be

sl {acior

shown (G he an wigent of e

Guantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Total
Score

the project resd iy mgxiniun

ctit {0 the comwmunity from

i

wvestmens dods

Thus
pravided &t

¢ schaduled fof (el
i i

sment m Y 2000 s eguip

o order 1o avsue

anpiementat

maximum affectivenc

ent in FY 2010

This unitis scheduled (or yepl

g the project cons ey,

cultura! or natural it

&, o0

potution?

Thies

ing unit GUN i Besoming techinolog

s Han the alder mashings,

y ohsolele Ney

SR

=1 Hrckh Giuee fese hamiy!

s Gueh

Thig unit i needad o perfomn
aquipment wilt impact

with olge

Freguaenl fepning &

sprosiic

City's Slrateqic pIEnEng proHie

Page 0526




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Praject Title:

Comnrunity Service

Aerial Qrihophotography Update

97 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

€S2

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Praject provides tor go aerdsl onthophotegraphy fight of the Wastewater Servive Ares (appeximastely 100 squate miles 1o conting

EARA, OPG and some County Depatments) usa the 4

Grinophotography 1t

el eahophotography on & $-yesr cycie.

i suaiiaide on

s Dy Sate Agencies and the University of Bostang atong with Consulting Bogineers,

te this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yeg No NA
X
Are thers any site reguirements;
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
ol Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 18 FY i1 FY 12 FY i3 Years
Z 1hewer REL 47 200
:é’ KA
& jBuidng Permit
66 500
How is thi oject going o be 1
ow is this project going o be spen Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 0 FY 11 FY iz FY 13 Years
uf A Land Cost
Z {B. Consfruction Cost
WIC. Contingencies {10% of B)
7510, Design & Engineering (15% ot B}
£. Percent {or Art {19 of B}
F.Equigment Costs
G. Other (6,800
33 B00
Boes (his project have any additienal impact on the operating budget: . .
o Spent in Prior
b Expense Object Accounting Code FY g8 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
- 15upplies )
& Purchased Services
& Fixed Chargas
2 [Capitat Outlay
o (Debt Service
z )
[
<
o
w
% segstion of auditions operatng Dudget mipacd
Freparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Departiment: Date Submilied to Finance Today's Date and Yime initiajs Total Score
Dan Jordan Public Works 3iALE008 K AR

Page C526




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRA
Project Rating

(See C.1.P. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category; Project Title: 08 Project #
Comminily Service Agrial Orthophotography Update CS-12
Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

ey 1o meet e

BRI This o

on incluges projects mandsied by Counl

HH ar other x

redquirements. Of specisl concern 1§ st the

project be ac te 1o the handicspped

o

2. 15 the project necessany o futfill @ con-

tactual fequd

Foders 3 TEGUITE (6

panicipation. Indicate the Grant ¢

numter i the comment column

3o thas project argenlly renuired? VR

lay resei o curtailment of an esseotisl see

oy it an ermergensy is C
3 NG

b sure 1o give full ustification

cated, o ViGE, s

4. Doe

pove putdic heal

the project provicde for and'

{h &1

prudiic

seiterion should be answere

shismt fo e an uigent o enticst facior

Raw
Cuantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
(-3
s e project result in maximom
Benelit to the community from the 3 ampies molude te piiol projects for 5 15
investment dotar? P Distnet | and B compater generated
{0-4
6 the 110y fEQUINE §
implermeniation @ order ¥ 2 1 NGInG rapHcly 4 4
mExitmas electiveness’?
(03
TTOJECE CONSEIVE BAErgy,
GF NRluTaEl resnuroes . of Tedue 1 LIGE 107 W sl LG B0 PRBNNING. 3 %
potistion?
R
and N
such . oy ahout any given ares of e Cily 43 . 4 p
. 2 iats of senices (o the public and private sgents has yel ic be
Rt 58
brevingy ry and effective?
. Does the projedt spocifically refate {o the . 3 . . . .
) § The Geographic information Management Strategic Pla
Caty's strateqic pannng proates or ol 3 erpaeIearapiy every 4 years for | eriitin Ce & 1%

Total Score

Fage C327




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Tiife: 07 Froject #

08 Project #

098 Project &

Community Service City Hall Basement Wataer Damage

CH0

CS-13

Descripiion and justification of project and funding sources.

Water ha
aten above the basement shooting range.
The e

Fundmg Wi progot will comy:
quite some time. (astye
from entering the building.
indicated that there are no ain

he restoration and repair the water damage {o the West end basement srea of Oty Hall
neenecl thal re :

2i the

o parks
Ary 1o o ir the darmsg sed by e water
some mediation of fhed moids will included in his projeat

into the City Hall £ ast end bas

crent (o7
o SR
sehncioges)

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes NG NA
X
Are tlere any site requirements:
How is this project going to be funded: i .
Funded in Prior
% Funding Seurce Acceunting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= iGeneral Fung 5500
]
=
]
4
How is this project going to be spent; . .
ow S projett gome i Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 1% Fy 12 FY 13 Years
i 1A Land Cost
%:J B. Construction Cost
Wic, Contingencies {10% of B) - . . .
7% {0 Design & Engincering (15% ot B3}
. Percent for Art (1% of B}
I Equipment Costs
G. Other TO00.E2 411810820 g,
H N
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget . .
@ Spent in Prior
= Expense Obect Accounting Code EY 08 Y 10 FY 14 Fy iz FY 13 Years
O) Personnet
,L_u Supplies
g Purchased Services
O iFixed Charges
g Capitat Qutiay
o (Debt Service
=
<
[
Wi .
% scrpleon of additional eperating Budged impaet
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depanment: Date Submitted 10 Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Scare
Jack Btucky Puldic Works 31442008 FINZR008 16 J& 45

Page CS28



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Critéria)

Program Calegeny:

Project Tille:

Commumity Service

City Hali Basement Water Damage

08 Project #

€513

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Commaents

RCt N

any to meat fed

regquiremnents? This on-

fencn inclisdes projects mandated by Coun

Cirder (o meat regquiremaents of {aw or other

3

FEQUIEMENE MECHE CONCERn 16 et the

profect 1 ¢ handicapped

X

215 e project necessary W kil & con

wactual requiremant? This on nonciudes

Fade

at o Slate grants which requine i
participation. naeats e Grart name and

nrumber i1 the conument column

s HUE project urgemtiy required? Y de-

fay resutl in sunigiment of sn essential ser

wice? This statement should be checked

s" only if an emergency is clearty indi

W UYes",

cated) olhenwise, answer "Na"

VN

g sure Lo give ol justd

4. Does the projecd provide for andior im-

peove pUBie ealth sndd
T

public satety?

criterion showid e answered "No” un-

64 pebbc heaith andi ety can he

SHOW 1 D 20 urgerd of cateal (actar,

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Lomments

Weitaht

Total
Score

-3
5 Does the projact resul in masimum ¢ {o detetiorste, e &
Benetit o the communty from the 2 FEOUS o make NS repar a8 50 % 16
invesimen do 35 and the cost of the repair
G (306 e project redunn: < e widi noth the cosl of (7e repairs and the distebar
pnpleméntation in order 10 3ssuie G woreplace.  Addmhionaly, the remediation perlion of s pregect shouid be 4 9]

AERHTUIT

Wia heslth conce

le: 10 etirmnsle any

F it

BIVE EROTGY,

Cily Hafl s 2 cuitura resource, this projadt preserves and enbanoes e & nee of City Hadl,

w

FCES, OF TEducs 2 ert 3
N TIHE project wit SEIVINE OF i
i1
O GGG 3 1 domotes the appearance of City Mall and ali of the essental senaces thal &re supp 4 ¥
L aTE TGO by iy b Clivities
¢ and ef
. Organizations] management and {H sivation of aseels as well as the "phys 3
< : 4 2
Totar S 4

el

%

o

Page CS2




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

Program Categary:

Praject Tite:

Q7 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Community Service City Shop Teols and Holsts 524 CS-14
Description and justification of project and funding sources;
Frrding this prowect with purchase snd install some shop tools and froists that will improve the efficiency of he shop operations.
EY0s Purc
FY0U Purcha
Is this equipment priortized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No WA
X
Are there any site reguirements:
How is this project going to be funded: .
Funded in Prior
b Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z {Genersl Fune TH G 38060
&
=
pans
ol
15 D00 28,000 :
How is this project going 10 be spent:
project gaing ! Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 04 FY 10 EY 11 Fy 12 FY 43 Yaars
&J A, Land Cost
= {B. Construction Cost
ﬁ‘ C. Coniingencies {10% of 8)
51D, Design & Engineering (15% of B)
£. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs TG00 321 431380 648 1H.000 A8.000
G. Other
15,000 38,060 -
Daes this predect have any additicnal impact on the opsrating budgetl: R )
w Spent in Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 04 FY 40 FY 11 FY 12 FYy 13 Years
C {Personne!
:fj Supsplies
W |Purchased Services R (2.5205 R
&) .
& [Fixed Charges
g Capital Qutlay
o 1Deb Service
F4 12,320 (72,3209 (2,320
=
<
fo8
e
% ription of additons oparating budget mmpadt
Preparer's
Responsible Persan: Responsible Depariment: Date Submitted o Finance Togay's Dale and Time nifiaks Total Score
Jack Stucky Pubtic Works 314120608 i 008 16541 IS5 (34

Page CS30




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.1.P. Instructions For £xplanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Communily Service

City Slop Tools and Heists

08 Project #

CS-14

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

) Comments

"

L5 e prajact Wy e meet e

e, of incat legal requirements? This o

ierion ncludes projects mandated by Court

Orrder 16 mget requiternments of law or Gilier

regquirements. Of special concerm s that he

project be socessible to the handicapped

2% the project necessary o ullill s con-

sent? This criterion inchudes

Federa or State grants which requare 1ncsi

o Indicaie e Grant name and

nniber i the comment columsi

is s project urgently tequived? Sl des
fay resudl in curtatiment of an gssental sern
acked]
fearly indi
i Yes”

vice? Tiis stalemerd should be ¢

"Yes" onfly it an emergency is

cated: otherwise, answer "Ne®

b sure to give {ult justification

4. oes the proedct provide 1o andor iw

prove putic hesth andior pubhc satety?

Ths criterion should & = NG -

ss pablic heaitlh andfor salety can be

shown o be an vigent or cnitical factor

e nol 8n eminent salely concem, we do hiave mechanics w
angs that would be muach safee perdeming the
& & high quality braks o

andd on § e work on 3 hioist. Add

tisning o

DINGEH

sionslly on

srking on vehicles while

fatis & significant advantane lo officers perorming high spe

ked up
CAr 1ol
AR T EATHEN

Cuantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

5 {oes d SUf i raxdmum

SRV

-

eaeiit 1o the community Tom the kd & Suppon page n 15
invesiment doftar?
(-3
& the project rsquire speedy N ) . i o
. N e can start laking advaniane of the ethoency Denells assocated with productivity 85 sotn asthis
implsmerntaion in oiter o 35sure 18 Z ) . e . 4 &
£ Cngiemenied

maxinum efactiveness?

7. thiz projest consave enegy.

cultuzal or ratural resoLICes, OF Feduc 1 3
polltion ?

(G-23
E D00y h QJECT Improve of expand Frake pulse has been an ongomg prabh o & T fically &
e . preddem in vehicles that o HWGHVe e in @ hi 64 PUrsUE PEc e vl 6 Nraking
upan cesential Ciy seaiaes where such 2] ’ i ! e b N HIng 4 8
) . perfofiEhoe and o sty of evenvone using Cay vehecl vty have 1o hack oy

senvices are fecognized and accepted a3 profents wating for hoist 1o emply. We caa reduce the amoun down time By adding a tire

being i hetst for tire and brake work

G ooy the

. ; smoles being “efficient. effe .
City's slrate 2 4 b

Totat Soove 47

Page C831




Y09

ON CAR BRAKLE LATHE BATA

Pi# 8- 14

Praject Cost $7.004.80

Total Labor Cost For Light Truck and Car Brake Work In 7Y 06. 57.071.00
Total Number of Hours Spent on Light Car and Truck Brake Jobs in FY06 162.92
Total Number of Brake Jobs On Lioht Truck and Cars In FY 06 86
Total Parts Cost For Light Truck and Car Brake Work In FY 06. 49497
Total Number of Jobs That Could Require Brake Raotors Turned 38.00
Flstimated Time Spert Transporting Rotors and Warting For Returned Roiors, 87.00
Total Cost Per Brake Job 1o Turn Rotors (Out Soorced). 40.00
Estimated Cost of FY 00 Out Sourced Rotors Turned §2.320.00
# Eabor Rate Per Hour 51843

*Conservative 1.3 hours per brake job,
5 Current bargaining unit contracted rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate.

Dovwntime figure is conservative, offen swing shift brake jobs have 10 be down ungil the mechanic returns the n
“This project will be a stanificant enhancement for the Police Department.

LIGHT TIRE AND BRAKE MOBIL HOIST DATA
Project Cost 58.000.00
“Estimated Hours Needed for Light Car and Truck Jobs Requiring a Hoist in Fr006, 3.805.83
Total Namber of Hoist Houwrs Available in FY 06 310700
Estimated Balanee of Hours That A Third Hoist Could Have Been Used. 698 83
Projecied Time Saving U xmn A Hmsl - - S _ _ _ 244,59

izis%imdied LaborCost Savine With a Third Hoist

*Rased on Brake, Exhaust, Steering, Alignment, and Tire Repair Work Orders 1Fv006
#% Current bargaining unit contracted rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate.

Page CS532



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CiP Froject Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Projeci # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Comnaunity Service City Shop Sander and Deicer Rack 823 £845

Description and justification of project and {unding sources.

Fundgiong this project will purchase and install a steel rack to hang sanders and deicer endts from in the off season. This snew remeval equipmen! is currently set on “ersey 1ai' Thig
s during the off se st of Himg sanders off and on truck with & oader woldd

5 time § ng, and olten results in dar 3 naval equpment, and or ruck damage. Hang

< the underside of thege units for cleaning and washing. A process that aids in reducing the effects

The currant pre
units front racks
MOVET COMPONEnts

andd andg deice,

is 1his equipment prioritized an an aquipment replacemeni scheduie? Yes No NA

Are there any site requirements:
SO resinctions lited at the Central Maintenance sile

This projec will require the

REVERUE

How is this project geing o be funded: K

Funded in Prioy
Funding Scurce Accounting Code EY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Generai Fune 11,605

11,000 - - -

How is this project going 1o be spent: X N
projecl going ¥ Spent in Pror

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cost
= 1B, Construction Cost
¥IC. Contingencies {10% of B)
5 0. Design & Engineering {(15% of B)
E. Percent for &rt (1% of B)
¥. Equipment Cosis 00321 431380 G4l 11,000
G. Other
11,000 N
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: R i
Spoentin Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0@ FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yeals
Personnel
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Outlay

Debt Service

Drzsoription of saditienal operating Busget inpscd

Preparor's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Separtment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Totat Score
Jack Stucky Public Works H4i700% i 5 a3

&
(O3]
L92]

Page C8



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
Project Rating

{See CLP Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Categony:

Project Title:

Conrmunity Service

City Shop Sander and Deicer Rack

89 Project #

€818

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. L5 the preject necessany 10 mest federat,

slate, of incal leg Guirements? Th

terion nchudes projects mandated by Court

nenits of iaw of e

Crees W0 meat requite
Of &

regqrErements wat concem is hat the

project be accessibie to the handicapped

s the

~essary to lufili 4 con-

wactual requirgment? This criterion in

Federat or State grants wiich requise jotal

participation. Indgicsts the Grant nar

ranmities @ ihe comunerd column

ides

I ts this project urgently required W de-

| ser-

tay result in curtaiiment of

vice? This statement shouid be of

"Yes© onty i an emergency is clearly md-
cated; othenw #7Ye

AEIUZC e v

el

e 10 give (ol jushification

X

prove publlic heslth andfor pubiic
This critedon should e answered "No™ un.
fess public health and/on safely can ba

shown 1o e an wrgent or caticsl facior

Alhiough, this project is not an emnent salely oo
equipment is with fros end oaders and chaing $ @ sately concer
x Funding this project would greatiy reduce he safely exposure aod it
year

e, e oy method svailabie 6 lead and unlead snow removal
noare an squipment gams
Fmount of eomyient hat s damages

factor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commenis

Weight

Total
Score

5 thE Rroject resull in maxmm
heneti 16 the community trom the

investment doiar?

{013

ding this project will enable the Vehicle Maintenancs
remaval equipment in a fraciion of the ime. This eguipr
more efficiently. A process thal will reducs goven ime
upity

Shop o downlosd anid load winler snow
Nt can alse be cleaned and inspected
wd extend the e of the sanding and decer

B Dioes the projeet requite speedy

Impiement gHon it orgey 1o BEsure 1s

T effectivencss

-3

e oan starl @hing edvaniage of the etficiency benclite assooisted with productivity 38 soon 24 this
profect i implemented.

ES

nes the progect of

TSETVE BBy,
cultural or natural resourcas. of reduce

pollstien?

& {x

upon essential Gy senvices whe

=5 the project improy

¢ expand

G such

EGTVICEE GG fecogiized ang scoepted 28

BEHng necessary and efective?

bl

SHIGW TR0V
pment. This pro
cmole G5S gownting

i i premote efficency ity e snow removal pro
sofial service that rrddant upon deice
sharien the me i s 10 read the daicers and sand
will enhance the snow femoval senices.

ani sangie

vl abso

>t the

<t specifically red

g priotties of other

Y

1wt This portion of he stea

Organizat i, effective an

TESPONGENET

tegic plas promotes bemng "efiic

s

g
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SANDER AND DEICER RACK
FY GG CHPE O05-15

Project Cost

Total amount of thue spent by one mechanic in FY 00 foading and unloading sanders and deicers in hours

*lstimated thine saving using a sander and deieer rack.
Toral mmount of ime need o ready snow cquipmnent using a rack svstom,

e sine

Gmited Labar Cossg

#Rased on DOT vme needed o ready sandors and detcers, close 10 65% fess time.

4 Curremt hargaining unit contracied rate. This would be substantially more using the shop rate,

anderand deicdraaeld s

DATA

$11.000.00




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title:

Comimunity Service Upper Gharret! Drainage Improvements

07 Project 0B Project #

08 Project #

GE18

CE- 18

CS-16

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

¢ o e Kavenwood 1 roed cau
@ and funiding sour sl B ddentifred.

The proposed S1oom Water Uy woult Be the tunding sourcs and the project wouls begin alter lunding souce orastion

e geposts OF gebis on private property. Prediminary ga

a3 Gl the draing

is thic equipment prioritized on an sguipmet replacement schedule? Yes No WA
X
Are 1here any site requirements:
Fossible diainage eassmants may ha needed
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
“D-' Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 18 FY 1% FYi2 FY 13 Years
Z {stomm Water USility Fong
i
=
i
o
200,000
How is this project going to be spent:
project gomg ! Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY (& Y 10 FY 11 £y 12 FY 18 Years
u AL Land Cost
Z |B Construction Cost
W IC. Contingencies {10% of B)
X% 1D Design & Engineering (15% of B) 24 000
E. Percent for Art (1% ot B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
200000
Daes this project have any additional impact on the operating budgel: . X
@ Spent in Prior
;;; Expense Object Accounting Code Y 08 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q |Personhgl 500
?: Supplies
”0-' Purchased Services
& iFixed Charges
§ Capital Quilay
o {Debl Service
S i
=
<
&
% Desorigtion of additonal aperating budgst mzsct Savings of penodio desnug costs squaling sppaexinatetly 3500 per vear
Proparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Deparunent: Date Submitted o Finance Today's Date and Time tnitials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 342008 TIAT2008 1640 [ L

Fage CS36

£




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C.IP. instructions For Explana

tion of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Community Service | Upper Gharrett Deainage Iniprovements

08 Project #

CS-1

Quatitative Anaiysis

Yoo

Wiy

Comenis

1ts e project ne 3y 16 meet federal,

state, or loal egsl requireinents? i

tedion inchdes
o
regUirenIents

cols mandated by Coud

G T irerrents of levw of olhe:

O special concerm i et the

project be ac itsle (o the §

andicapped

Z.1s the project necessary o fullilf & con-

s reguirgmenty This
alar Sia

aton. i

& grants whach regure

e e (G

namiber i the conuneni coiemn

tav resut! i cartaiment of ¢
vice? This statement shoulg be

"Yes" only i an emergency & clearly ind:-

s 1D otferwise, answer "NeT i eyt

De sure o give full justification

4 [Jops e progect provide for andios (m-

move puBlic healih and/or pubsic safeiy?
Thus entenon shod be answiered "N un-
1

st 1 De a0 urgent ar oriticat

fess pubic hasih andior safely can be

*

Guantitative Analysis

Raw
Seore
Range

Commems

Weight

Total
Score

project resut in maninn

i

05

Pt 10 e o dy from the Mo matchng funds B
mvesiment doiar?
& Uoes the project require speady
adementaton i order W0 assure it Finos manwnancs savngs. 4
iz slfeckivengs
i3-3;
Ne 3
& r DUOHECT HTPIOVE 07 expand
BN GREENNE City servioes wher . 4
WS maintenance
& recognized and eocepted
¢ and effeotive?
(0.3
s (e projedt s Gy il
C planning prio af other No 4

Tuotal Score
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) G#ry W. Hawk

97172002

Steve King, Clity Engineer
435 Ryman St
Missoula, MT 59802

Dear Steve,

As Dwrite this one of the ity crews s blowing out the culvert behind our house at 5860
Kers Dr. Lam very grateful that the Public Works Depariment, has returned again this
vear 1o address this probiem.

During a heavy thundersiorm this past June 1 tock a few photographs of the area. | have
enclosed them for your benefit. As someone who observes this problem on a regular
basis, it appears to me thar there are two problems. First, it seems as though the culvert s
not farge crough to handie the amount of runoft that aceumulates from the city streets
above the culvert. Second, an enormous amount of racky material is picked up above the
cuivertand where the water flows underground between Pinewood and N. Meadowwood.
In a time of fiscal constraing, annual maintenance at the mouth of the culvert may be the
least expensive way to manage (he sstuation. | hope, bowever, that someone in vour
department will take & look at the long-term problems assogiated with enormous
deposition taking place bevond the culvert.

Thanks for sendine out a crew agimin this vear, Without this irdervention | am cerlain we
would tose the culvent. When possible, please consider a long term solution, Ag the
gravel accumulates below the culven we are beginning o lose the grassy area along the
sircam as well trees that cannot tolerate deposition aronnd thesr trunks,

Thanks for giving tns your constderation,

Sincerely,

Ao, Lo Aot

Crary W Hawk

5860 Kerr Drive Rhiissounla, Montana 59803 {406} 281-8787
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FY2009 Project #:

CS-16

FY2008 Project #:

Cs-16

Photos by:
Gary W Hawk




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missoula CiIP Project Reguest Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Broject Titde: 07 Froject #

0% Project #

G% Project ¥

Community Service Grant Creek Drainage improvements 517 CS8-17
Cescription and jusiificalion of project and funding sources:
I peyond the sty Oof the existing drginzge struciures muary gdesion of e dransgs
gL
the T 4T Souce 3 DY GFE
I8 this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedute? Yes No BA
I
Are fhere any site requirements:
Some fand areas mnay be recansidered focd harand areas | ae action s aken.
How is this project going to be tunded: ’ .
Funded in Priar
% Funding Source Accounting Code ¥y os Y 10 FY 11 FY 1Z FY 13 Yeurs
= Polorm Water Utiity Fund & A00,G00
i
=
L
[i9
] 400 GG
How is this project going to be spent: . . i
Spentin Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
ﬁ‘[ A Land Cost
= |B. Construction Cost
W1, Contingencies {10% of B)
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering {15% of &3}
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F.fquipment Cosis
G. Other
AL 05
Daes this project have any additional fmpeet on the operating hudgel i i
- ; Spent in Prior
[ Expinse Object Accounting Code FY 0% FY 30 EY 11 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
8 Poersonnel
- 1Supplies
5 furchased Services
& {Fixed Charges
5 Capital Outlay
w {Bebt Service
=
i
<
o
Y]
% Descripticn of addiional operating HE Tt}
Preparer's
Responsible Ferson: Responsibie Department Date Submitied {o Finance Today's Date and Time initiais Totai Score
Steve King Public Works HHEIEG08 i Poiiiah [ 134 &4




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instruciions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Yitle: 04 Project #
Communiity Service Grant Cregk Drainage tmprovemems Cs-17
Quialitative Analysls Yes Na Comments

T ls the &1 fede

AOECT NES

Aly 1

g, OF Ho0a lepat requirements? This on-

tades

te mandated by Count

enrts of faw o other X

Orde 1o meed requie

rigutrements, O apecial concem 5 that the

¢l be aocessibie (o the handicapped

15 e Progect necessany o @ Gon

giremend? This eriterdon includes

of State grant which reguire orat s

participation. indicate the Crant name and

numbar in the comment eolunn

315 this project vigently reguired?

ey resaltin carlammnent of an

vice'? This slatement should be checked

Yes" anly # a1 emergency

Wo®

e DIhENWIsE, answe

D sure (o give full st

Raw
CQuantilative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
5 the groject sesult o maxin
sHl Ao the community om the 3 Leveraged 100 = Fured, Grant unds may b 5 15
wvestment doltar?
33
& the projeet e gy
inpemertEion ir order 1o i s a5 e he ormally & & &
maxHmem effe
-3
T TV GG,
cuttural o neturat resources, of redy A N ]
peilidion?
AR
z . 4 B
oo contiod
W accepted
and eflecive?
i3y
i 4 4
Hans?

Tolal Score 34
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FY2009 Project # C5-17

FY2008 Project # C5-12

ENGINEERING
| SURVEYING

CRLARMING

3027 Palimer « RO, Box 18027 - Missouls, Mortans 58808-8027 {406} TEB-461T
Fag: (406) 728.2476
e-mail womihegmaroup.com

May 21, 2002

Steve King, P E. City Enginesr FORLOMAY 7 o3 Aw
City of Missoula
435 Ryman 8t

g

Missoula, MT 50802
RE Grant Creek Between 180 and Prosnect Drive

Desr Steve;

t i'}racfr;a wners of &
w {met 10 vears,

The purpose of this felter is o o the Ci%v of Missouls and the adiace
th

¥
serious problem that lsa&, been 3@-‘ veleping in the Grart Creek area over th

The reach of Grant Creek above 190 0 Prospedt Dirive
waer irrigation users and agriculi
about 100 vears. Inthe last 10

is ol e natural streem channel, The
al isndownes have moved and altered this channel for
Uyears, the channel has been very stable and projected from
historical sciivities.  We have a?:w @C@E‘i the varous water rights, water users, and diich righis
fall into misuse or ghandonment. The Ristorics! use of water by Grant Cresk Ranch,
Whselers, Goodans, Ostregans, Ka nya, Doughertys, Flynns end others have either been
greatly reduce n or abandoned, ?Es is s;ec*%: on of Grant Graek use to go dry by sarty June due
o heavy irigation use, bul now runs yearround and with larger than typical fiows. This is
@lso & reach of Grant Creel that use o i%an itior: between arosion and deposition on an
annual basls, but no longer does,

s
1%

By

Three mmjor lems have taken plsce that vou should be aware of

~y

i The wesizide of Grant Cresk

¢ from flonding by a levees constructed in
1981, The leves aras and wmuuf ¥ ware deditsted 1o the City of Missoula as &
waterway and addiion & Grant Creek Road right-ofway. s the City of Missouls's
responsikiity 1o maintain the leves and the waterway.

s The lands lving west of the levee have teen and continue 1o be developed with high
value commercial and resldential uses hat rely on the levee and the City's
main t{::“.,( e for flood protection.

i The Reserve 51 s at L3 replaced the open stream channel in this
ares with an 30 ‘ﬁ i ;03‘ ii. 3, i foct 7 {oot, B clnvert. The FWES required that riprap
be placed in the channel of the box vulveri o provide resting areas for fish
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CS-17
CS-12

FY2009 Project #
FY2008 Project #

Steve King, |
City of E‘wiss

May 21, ;{3‘
age 2

along this cha
?’E (‘dwz-'av TE 2

e

Ch, nm«S ?‘;c & fi-s Huzs have
vwator, brushy and L,xk,c:,-bzvc Growin
sence of dead and unhealihy tress along
e waterway at risk, bul & f*:() rediice the

qa*uy alang iim ere :‘x r;%‘syA

My first concern is with the debris 2CHTg o0 the hollom of the hox culvert or being moved
into the box culvert during 5:§zm waler, | ci ubt if (my\mc qwufa{éw mc_;m,\pé‘; the intarior of the
culvert. Unlike miost culvarts, tha i i ﬁt SR if & blockage

tGUK place during any significar ;% by tw:.fsnce mher end for fear of
drowning. Flood fiows would thon « 9:3 and down Reserve Streat. Grang
Creek is ratad at 245 OFS for & 10

ya “’D year, 4635 CFE for a 100 vear and
FICC¥FSfnra n{,\z vaar storm event, T 15.4 ant fiows and thay will move

accumuiated debris downsty

Wy second concerm is with the 1w blockages by fallen trees and (x{,b?i‘“
accurmulaiion inthe fload Way. : sller aoross and inio the channs! cre
barbs that cézmcz flow W ageE inst the side of the chann s possibly the levee or Gram
Road, Duwring s major event, the accuns i i sollect on fallen trees creating dams
that will raise ff"‘ HO0year flood ¥ \rc’- et properly and Improvemanis at risk,

I water ever exited the west side Jid not have a chance © gal back into
the channet he GG and down Reserve Streot,

"I} {

fore it discharged unde

Ev“iy third concern is for

5 ween Stonebridge and Prospect,
o'ff*cc %hc, remaoval of csgs:c,u :

“ars #3go, the westside of Grant
veErgrown underbrush, thickets of
W@ recand event whare numerous
branches we adown saw the Cit y o‘? fv as:«:ou’ Qt reet Depariment cearing the road
and tessing the 3 indo ié‘ i & -obway o into the fsuxdwav
The growth of roadsids brush %;c: W distances 0 be greatly
reduced, espaoiatly ;us‘a south ¢ ance betwaan the vehicle ravel way
and the adjacent fance and brus ; Ty p@(ﬁﬁbf“;ws bikes or & stopped
vethicle.

cotionwoods ang

Floodway mainiens
driftwood and d
annual inspection
burrowing animals

of oall for the removed of accumulated
&.0n @ reguiar basis. The ; calt for
sitation on the stetus of levees, weeds, vegetation, Hiprar,

. 's aic, These inspections are then followed up with de mmﬁ»mﬂd
corrective actions, The conirol of aes, brush end weeads s also Im portant o provide
desirable vegeiation growih of nati i healihy rees,

Ay deves pr
way and leve
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FY2008 Project # Cs-17

FY2008 Project # CS-12

Steve King
Chty of Mis
kay 21, 2(}{32
f"’cig._gt: 3

'

5

The leves and |
Maierts, Inc. in
Tioodway, i they

. ""‘m (‘scm( were designed by Morrsion-
sigius condition of the
i’Jh(TiOSE Husirate my points,

inodway of accumulated
ant Cre ?::\ %\n;a'i e provi
3t %h&: box cutver! be inspected

debiis, thinning
1 hea

spection snd maintenance plan should be putin o pleces,

throu Jh Cst ant G "Iii -mm 1306 sm cdelris and trees over the
This rexch of the channel %‘*:i ga VEar aésa fay bewn neglected in
mspections and/or mairdenancs ar ity 1o cary flood flows has grestiv i

Grant Craet
damages, Hthe

wihich thay w
flows have besn

e atlegniive o
Grant Cresk o
downsiream {o the ¢
rust be removed. Hi

maintenanoe, but sin
Grant Creak.

{in i Fo C‘Oﬁdi?i(ﬁﬁ e
Dﬂ}bwi 18 Wil 1’0 k}w Asg the normal
s refurn (o in stream flows, the need t©
eF BECHmMes vef’y necessary. Becauss
'zzvs-:«i it does not carny ¢ @bns
sventual ly collects in streambed and
5 cf this a5 part of thelir szzsfgmo

5 ;;us\!éa-\,d this tornm of maintenance for

bwould hope this

ent in evaluating & course of action,

\;mcc*fr%v

WG Group, ino.

et
f\ e
4}' / » \%7

T iacmgat B ?\R‘P{,m*ﬁ'}, =8

G Jahn Crowt
Kaenneihh S¢
Rocky Mou
Fontana L
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FY2009 Project # CS-17

FY2008 Project # CS-12

#1

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

#2

Stream gauging
station between 1-90
and Expo Parkway

#3

Logs and debris
upstream of Expo
Parkway
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FY2009 Project #

C8-17
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Tithe: 07 Project #

08 Project # 08 Projeci #

Communily Service City Shop Ol Dispenser System

CS8

Descripiion and justification of project and funding sources:

ing insiall
anilG Day would sh

b =y HIE

a lubication sysiem al the City Shop. The lubrication systen woukd rey
& Grop down oll dispenser system. Although some oils Ly 2
LTI PrOCess panend such s% i s tiu At e
iy spend 30 minule 2 day yansfening off inlo the holding tanks of large 2
srvivg Rbdeation produnts. Additd CUwWouid promote ciean ol and ubhcants . Oif disg
3 o he conlamnated.

irs

B

"
stay cleaner and g

ran sl Sysie

vacidy eg

eiming ol frons harre!s iy

e 1 moved

S e pressinzed [anks tends to

le this pouipment pricritized oo an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How ig this project going to be funded: .
Funded in Prior
S Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 31 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
=z rab i tab, GO
1
=
L
o
16.008 -
How is this project going to be spent:
project going pet Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0 FY 10 Y 11 Y 12 FY 13 Years
w A Land Cost
= 1B, Construction Cost
¥ 1C. Contingencies {16% of B)
u’g D, Design & Enginecring {15% of B}
£, Percent for Art {19 of 8}
F. Equipment Costs 431350840 15,000
G. Other
15000 -
Daes this project have &ny additionat impact on the operating budget: i i
v Spentin Prior
1 Expense Object Accounting Code FY o EY 10 FY 11 FY i2 Fy 13 Years
8 Personne
I~ Supplies
5 Purchased Services
& iFixed Charges
B iCapital Qutiay
( 1Dobt Service
z A
iz
<L
o
LU
% ption of sdditionai opersting budget impact
Preparer's
Responsibie Person. Responsible Deparliment: Bate Submitted (0 Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Jack Swcky Public Works 31402008 15 49
Page C548




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CA P instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category; Project Title: 08 Project #
Commtmnity Service City Shop Qi Dispenser System CS-18
Qualitaiive Analysis Yes No Comnients

is the project necessary (e meel federat,

state. o [ocal legst requiremens? This o

seriog dicludes projects mandated by Cour

Crrder (G riged regqun s of v oF Gliver *
oneern it ihe

sitie o he handicapped

218 the project necessary 1o Wl a

ot requirenient? This ciiterion §

oy Staie grants which require focal X

Gite

e G3rant name and

seticipalion. gic

vrequired? VSH de

of an iat

X
4.0 andsnor i
I > salely?
This critenon should e answered "No™ an-
le: ibhie hesth andor salety can be A
shown 1o be an urgent of critical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Seore
{033
3 {loc  project resultin maxirsum
DENERi 10 the conummity [T the I @ he suppod W
invastment dofiar?
€ 308 e project reguire spoedy . i
. X W can slant wking advanisge of the elfcenoy bene
inplerienision n crdidt 10 assure 2 g e L sy o i &
¥ project is mplemented
Mg et
{0-33
thi: amount of oif slared i bame
Y el reduce the amount of o 8 .
- e s G i e tand G &
i soi poliution
{0
s Reduting die imng LA operation, 4 8
{ rvice.  This project will promote efi
. cog plsn promaotes fi X
& 4 &
40
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DATA | FY 09 CIP% CS-18

O DISPENSING SYSTEM

Project Cost S18.000.00

o) mecharic nunutes per day spemt wansferving ol 9
Total mmutes per seven mechanics 63
Total hours per dayv spent ransferring ofl 1.0s
Total bours for all mechanics per year spent transferring oil 273.00

S18.45

Labor Rate Per Hour
Total Cost To Transport Lubricants

Flrstimated % Savings With Bulk Purchase 110
Fv00 toral laube cost Sh49400
$159.43

Total Estimated Bulk Purchase Saving

Total Annual Oil Dispensing

Total Pavhack Period 1n Years

* Very conservative manber, does not include bulk oif barrel mgt time, or time spent pumping ol up 1o @anks.

“5A Bulk Purchase Discount Estmate Based On Packaging Savings

PageCS50



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CiP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Categony:

Project Title,

Community Service

Facility Maintenance Energy Conservalion

Lackame

07 Project #

88 Project #

08 Project #

ot

CEA0

C&19

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

The Central Mainienance Facility a1 1304

s and B Scoll Sitest comraently

PAYE &N gweErane of 56,

38 par mordh o Northweesteon BEnergy (o heat and electicly

Severs! Winter romb

15 thiz equipment prioritized on an eguipment replacsinent schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sile requitementis:
% How is this project going 10 be funded: Funded in Prior
= Funding Scurce Accoupling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 ¥y 142 FY 13 Years
i LT e TE 00 TRGO00
o]
4
22,000 250,000 -
Howe is this project going (¢ be spent: Spent in Prior

u Budgetsd Funds Accounting Code FY 0% Y 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Yedrs
Z A, Land Cost
¥ IB. Construction Cost
71T, Contingencies (10% of B)

D. Design & Engineering {15% of B}

E. Percent for Art (1% of B}

! F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
280,000 -
Dogs this project have any additionat inpaot on the operating budgel: Spent in Prior
Expense Ohisct Accounting Code FY 09 £Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Perseane!

Supplies

Purchaseds Services (5.104) [CEREN {5,109 0 R0

Fixed Charges
Capitat Cutlay
Debt Service

GPERATING RUDGET COSTS

Descriphinn of additionat

arating budgehnpact

A opulentia

(3.4 ()

6,109 {0100

vings of SG 104 in purchased services annuatly o 3hoet &

Responsibie Person:

Responsible Depariment(:

Dale Submitted to Finance

Yodey's Date and Time

Preparess
initials

Total Score




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CJ.P. instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Catsgory: Project Title: 0% Project §

Faclity Maintenance Ensrgy

Community Service .
4 Conservation Package

C5-19

Cuslitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1015 thie progect nes o meet fe

state. or focs s This e

ferion nchides pie d by Soust

Oreder W m

strequirements of e or oths bt

requiremients. (Of speciat congern is thal the

profest be & sble to the handicapged.

& GO

2. 1z the project necessarny to fulf
traciual regquaremerd? This oriterion includes

i X

Fed Ants which require loc

H# Sate g

3

participation. Indicate the Grant aame and

w1 ihe commant column

sof Lrgendly reguirad? WA des

By resull i cunadnent of on essenta ser-

ad
iy dricit- x
WY es”

the project provice for sndfon im-

prove pubilic heasith andior peblic o
This nes should e angw

X

Rawe
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Hange Comments Weight Score
st e proje b e Y EOHS O should
BeEnei o He communiy rom he peralions thial yae the O & Baildang for bt drect puliic 5 18
investment doiar wvices. Ple 2 SR A peniods ane reasenable
& oy Y 3l e n i
imglementat U B 4 &
gt the Centia
cautirst o nrluwal rescurces, of reduce i reduction in polliants is I3 G
pofiutinn? W futitia
SH]
i
Sty s
U ESEE i e " 4 4
) slent working
SEIVICEs S 1Ge
262N REc
-3
baperiicaty relate to
i Yas, organizatic wmnagement including poo 4 &
Total Score 44
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FY09 CiP#: C8-18

Central Maintenance Facility Light Replacement Project Payhack Analysis in Years.

wwwww Original Message-----

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

Sent: Tuesday, February 26, 2008 2:58 PM

To: 3ack Stucky

Subject: RE: Lighting Incentive for the Missoula City Shop

Granger list price per fixture is $215.60
Graybar price per fixture (from another project quote is $148.82

122 fixtures should be somewhere hetween $17,188 and $26,230.

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

you know, let's say 1 per hour at $58.69 per hour. I get $6,106.86 for
installation. My hipgh end number is $32,336.06. It is Missoula
however, . ..

Rebate is $9,941.686 Simple payback before rebate using my cost numbers
is
*4.52 years, after rebate 3.13 vears,

David Ryan PE

Energy Enpineer

National Center for Appropriate Technology
3648 Continental Drive

Butte, MT. 59761

466 494 8644 office

4B6 496 6233 cellular

“These are savings estimates provided by Northwestern Energy and Indusirial Lighting Service,

Paoe 0853



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missouia CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Progran Calegory: Project Titie: 07 Project # 08 Project ¥ 08 Project #

Two-way Front and Main Street Traflic

Flow Project C&.51 Cs-20

Community Service

Description and justification of projact and funding seurces:

This project is the Zind of 10 recommendations frons the Missoula Davitcwr: Strests Project Flan for improving and revi
of converling Front and fain § o two-way streets. This oha woytd require modifications at the Oengefrontiidain
seeoiranodate hve-way traffic Tow, The change could slow polentisl disgonal parking on Front Strect io enhance sdiacent retsd and co
Streels Projedt s mtended we provide a hinh gualily pedesttian environment; imprave raflic flow, @ and circulation (¢ dowatown;
iwiting streetscape and festival atmosphere; and establish Downtown as a high quality place inwting addiionat in ent in fed
ares by ofiering & unique ok exclusive 1o the Downtown, The 10 recommendations congist of. 1) Morh Higgirs Streetse
Sweet & Pedestiian Lighte 4) Disgonst Farking on Frond Streel, 5) Streeiscape Hip Strip: 67 "Blues Alley” Entertainment
i 4y Grosie rouset” Gateway” on Front &

g streats i the dowrdown area. This 2od ph
nterseoiion and e Madison/Fron! inter

s€ OO
zohion to
ramercial uses o Fronl, The Downtown
Jovide gdditional on-sleeat parking, creste an
cpment. This project would heip o "brand” the
2h Two-ivay Frent & Main Streed Traffic Flow, 3 New
reaiscape Pune Streel; 8) Upgrade Traflic

et and 10} Additional Steeetscaping & Buib-outs through redevelopment and individuat projects

Is this equipment priaritized on an eguipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going to be funded: . . .
Funded in Prior

REVENUE

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 13 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Crwardown S0 5

Imipact Fees
UKL 200,000

EXPENSE

500 (00 -

How is this project going 1o be spept:
projeci going ! Spent in Prior

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A.Land Cost
B. Censtruciion Cost E - - 400,000
T. Contingencias (10% of B} - - - - 40,000
0. Design & Enginesring {15% of B) - - - - 60,0600

E. Percent for Ari {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other {additional engingenng,

- 000 GO0 -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budgel: X .
. Spent in Prier
L‘, Exnensa Object Accounting Code FY 06 FY 10 Y 11 FY 52 Fy 43 Years
8 Personnet
e [ Bupplies
KUi,J Purchased Services
4 jFixed Charges
2 |Capital Qutlay
o |Debt Service
= s
e
<
4
ul
% Description of sdditionat operating budgs
Preparer's
Responsidie Person: Responsible Depariment; Date Submitted t¢ Finance Today's Date and Time indtinle Total Score
Kevite Slovarp Public Works TAR2008 1912 CJK
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Prograim Category: Project Titfe:

Community Service Traffic Fiow Project

Two-way Front and Mais Street

08 Project #

CS.20

Quaiitative Analysis Yos

No Comments

1.1 the projec! necessary to mest (edera,

state, of oest legal requirements? This o
ferion nchades projects mandated by Court
Order o meet reqlirements of faw or clher

requarements. Of specia! concent is that the

prajieet be ac ible (o the handicapped

£ 1z the project nece

saty to fullit a con.

vactuat requ erion inciudes

of Sta

Fen grams which retuse loca

participation Indicste the Grant name ang

rumnber i the comment columa.

jeat urgently requited? Y de-

iay result i cufiaibrent of an essental ser-

vice? This statemend should e checked

“Yes” anly if an emergency 1s cleady indi-
caled: olhervdse, answer "No'. i1y

tie sure to give full justification

4. [Does the projent provide for sadfor i

prove pubtic

AENET

Tiug criterion should be answered
l¢65 pubde heaith angiorn salety can be

atlacior

shawn to be st urgent or o

Raw
Scorg
Range

Quantitative Analysis

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

&3

% Does the project result in maximum
bensfd W the community f1om the

mvestment dollar?

Because the three funding sources ar eother than the Ge

(0-3}
8. Does the project requite speedy
arplementation in Grder o assure s
7

maEximwm gflectivenc

(i

ToDors e proped] consenve energy.

cufturai or natural jesouices, o educe

pafution¥

ueipated hat the proposed improvements will Improve trs
padesitan activity

ion and

WWOUNSGe maorg

17

8. Doey the projecl mprove oF exgand

LREON ESEEnia Clly $enaces whi

SRMNVIG are lECO[}!?iZE{; and i

sted as

g necessary and effecive’

This proy sl pnprove P thi yansportation sy

ey the Downiowns

33

the project speciically retste 16 the

City's strategic planning priotifies or ofiw

Plans?

Thes progect enbans

cemmuraty vabilly which has beeo a goaling

st stiategic plans of the Ci

by

Toelst Seore
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missouia CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Hithview Way

mmuni TVIC R
Commanity Service Stonm Drain Upsizing

Cs.21

Description and justificaton of project ang funding sources:

This project includes upsizing the
padential developaents along

ize of storm drainage pipe frem Hillview Way through the planned Southem H
Ftview Way 10 use he $toas drainage pipe thiough the Southern Hals Subdivis

The project S to install storm drain pipe before subdivision roads a:1¢ paved

tallow other
s Syslem.

QPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitat Qutlay

Diebt Service

is this cguipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Ho WA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going 16 be funded:
Funded in Prior
% Funding Source Accounting Code FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
Z 1 Fand
Y
=
ik
X
17500 -
How ts this project going 1o be spent:
project goiag f 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 Cost 10,000
e, Contingencies {10% of B) 1.060
m 0. Design & Engineering {156% ot B) 1,500
£. Percent for Art (1% of B}
¥. Equipment Costs
G. Other (addiional engineening, .000
17,500 N
Does this project have eny additional bupact on the operating budget: i i
Spemt in Prior
Expense Ubject Accounting Code FY g9 FY 18 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Persannel
Buppties

tion of sediticnat operating hudget impact

Respensibie Person: Responsible Depaniment. Date Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time

Preparers
Initiais

Yotsl Score

Kevin Slovarp Public Works 582008 THA/PGUR 1110

[SR1le

47

Page C556




CAPITAL IMPFROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{Sec C.LP, Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Progran: Category:

Project Title:

Community Service

Hithview Way
Storm Drain Upsizing

09 Project #

C§-21

Quatitative Analysis

Yos

No Comments

1. is the project necessary 16 meat federal,
I&:

s mandated by Court

state. of local legal re 5 Tl o

UGG
tenion woludes proj
Order 1o meat ts of faw o other

requirements. OF special concern s that the

itzle o the han

farajest &

ped

X

218 the project necassany to lfit & con-

tractusl regquirement? This criferion includes

Feder.

a1 of Blate grants which reguirg 1o

participation. ruiicste the Grant name and

et i e comment coliamn

3. le this project wigenty required? Wil de-
fay resuit in cuntgiment of an essential ser-
vice? Tias statement should be checked
Y.

cated, ahenis

" andy f an emergency is clearly ingt

angwer “Noe' i "Yes®,

e &

st ive Tull justification.

=5 the progect provide for and/fos ime
prove pubdic heatth and/or pubic sately?
This criterion should ba gnswered "No" un.
less publc heaith andion salety can he

shown (o be an argent o critical factar

Cuaniitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commons

Weight

Total
Score

& Does the project resull in maximum
benelil © the community fom the
investment doflar?

{033

New subdivision reads would need o e lom up 1o mnstall stonm draing if the preject is not construgte
O 0 devedopment

[E

tha profact require dy

imprementation it ordes (© assUre is

maximum elfectiveness?

7. Doe

Culiural of nadural resournd

HIVE

5 the peojed] cor

2, 01 reduce

pollstion?

The project wilh sliminate the o

ks

G for replacing asphail, coms and si

2

sy and effechve’”

gnized and acceplod

NG Ned

vigys (ramag

a Cily Seodite 1o unprove

afiety (o8 (0sd oRerations

4

& L e

i, [oes the o
[

pHansy

A speciicatly T

ity'e slrateqo planmng prionties of other

Vi should have 3 plan abiithies hetone he read : praved.

4

o
i<l

Total Soote

N
1
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Tille: 07 Project #

{8 Project #

U9 Project #

Community Service Nerth Higgins Streetscape [t

Descriplion and justification of proje

ct and funding sources:

wia Downtown Streats Project
ities i

3 haghs qu

Hlan for improwving and revitalizing stie
i & lighting,
1 environment ingrove rafic flow. a

it

Sy

=
nviing streedsos)
s by offer
L Pedes

provide adiitionst
redeveiopment

Fwo-way Front &
Streetscage Pine Ste
ndividis progects

2t pathing:

sieot wolild help

Dmwnto
o, T
it Stred B €

4 107 Adddiona Steee

& & tigh quality nlace inviin
AtNg Cor
i Hip Swip

onh Higgns (Spruce to Auden Cily Steet {orces
WNorth Frgging (Fine o Spruce) City Street (o1
Morth Higa Broadway to Pine) City Sttest for

WO pave
W e & chip &
s ahd chi

5 4G

i1 e dosentown gy
Cchang

a0 & Bullk-outs through

HEs

criament L

evelopmant and

jgng Slieetsoes

is this cguipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedute? Yeu No WA
X
Are there any §ile reguirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Soutce Accounting Code Fy (8 FY 13 Years
& King Commission
w
>
iy
o
115006
345400
Heww is this project going to be spent.
peoject gatig ! Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code Fy 0% FY 1 FYy 11 EY 12 FY 13 Years
et {a. tand Cost
%’ 5. Construction Cost 000
“&J L. Contingencies (10% of B) 2T 800 3600
71D, Design & Enginecring (15% of 8) 41 400 A1.400
£ Peroant for At (1% of B8)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Ctier
G5 Q00 546 GO0 345000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: N .
o Spent in Priar
2’5 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0% Y i FY 13 FY 12 FY 13 Yeaars
8 Fersonnel
- 1Suppiies
% furchased Services
& (Fixed Charges
{% Capitat Ouilay
o iDebt Service
-
[
<
34
i
?3- teseripztion of adduional operating
Proeparer's
Responsible Persom Responsible Bepartment: Pate Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Tine Initials Totai Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 3i412008 176 Lk

Page CS5R



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Category:

Project Titie:

Community Service

North Higgins Streetscape

09 Project #

€s-22

Quatitative Analysis

Yeg

No

Comments

1.3 the project necessary o meat federsat,

This cri-

stafe. or focal gsl reguirerent
teion nchade

i

projects mandated v Coun

G

colsremenis of law or ehis
requiiements soncein is hal the

prapent b

y e fulfi & con-

fractual requizement? This orilencn imciudes
F

oRicipat

aambrer iy he conment colunm

=
Ee)
&
(=8
=

should be che

Oy i A0 emergency € clenny

URNeT Y

orted: othenwise, ans

B st 40 give full Justification.

the projedt provide e andglor -

prove pabic beatt angion poilic safety”

Thig ritenon should be ansveered "No™ .
less public health andfor saf

shioven o e an urgent of ool factos

Quaniitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

COmnents

Weiglst

Total
Score

& Does the project result in mammum

DEnedil fo e co ity frean e

awestment doliar’?

[SERCH

s6 the thee funding soar

nedal Fund

FE UG iy

implementation in orger o asslae its

TREKHIINN G

B

Fo0es e project oomsen

2iny's stre

prans”

Hig antia e Bl s pranosed imprieEments will improwe wathc Coculaiion a0 encourage e . .
Cuitaral o S TEEOUICEE, o reduge et riearn ot 3 &
pedasirian activily
pofiution’?
i3
5 e e
upan essentis H . - 4 4
Fhag oy s substatizh improvement (o the fansporiation aystem in the Downtown
BEPVICES Bre feo
LEing nee
035
4] My retate to e
srciities or other by 4 8




B TABULATIONS - 2/14/06

TR Tme TG REVISEU FPRUJECT ESTIVIATE

!Eem mumam} Cusntily {resciption e 1 unit Frice Totad it iy Totat % Difference

ftaee Bid

Fanst Hict Tetad & {87 REAIT Y RETORA TG

Slheetseaplng - Adthitive Alemative o, 3

Adic Al R T fubtesl

Yoo - Hase Bid « A1

Sitipet Lighting thdditiee Aitenative No

Slraet Fumisd

A Al [Ra. X Sutstots
Total - Gasn Big s AL LY Rl 2

Gaaht Tyt - Bone Big« 5~ AlL I -

1. 8TRAGLLT




Progect Norlh Higains Avenue Streetscape [ EYOS CiPg e !
FPrepared By BAC, WGM Group, iInc
United Rentals Highway
Engineers Estimate Technologies, INC.
ltem . . . i ryt I %o
| Quaantity Description Unit Unit Price Total Unit Price Totat .
Number Difference
Base
Bid
3 581.9 iStreet Excavation CY 1§ AG00 1 S 23276000 % G001 S 64.004.00
P i 1City Permit Fees LSUAT S 7801201 & 280120138 2801.20¢ & 280120
3 54642 12 Asphall Paich - 3" SF $ 3801 § 16124841 8 10601 % A7 37462
4 26 Drainzge inlet EA 1S BOG 00T & 20800001 % 2850001 ¢ 68900 00
5 10 PAdiust Inlet 1o Grade CA 1§ 500001 & B.C00.0C] 8 G000 S G.500.00
& 2,732 tConc. Curts & Guiter LF1s 2501 & 34151601 % 200014 & 54,642 40
¥ 18,638 14" Cong. Silewalk (Slained; SFE 18 5501 & 10261654108 11001 % 20503307 100%
& 540 18" Colored Cone. (Stained) SF |$ €501 & 3810001 8% 14001 8 7.560.00 115%
g 1.316 HPavers SF g 10001 8 13160001 8 22001 8 28882 060 120%
10 1 Traffic Stripping LS 18 1550000 & 155000018 $GSOODOC| & 165 060 00 848
13 1 {Traffic Signing LS 18 1500001 § T800001 8 30000018 3,000.00 100%
12 1 iPaymant & Performance Bonds EA |5 ZH00001 S 2500001 % 13000001 & 13 G00.00 4705
13 1 i Traffic Controt LS 15 5000007 8 0000038 26500001 26.500.00 430%
i 1 |Misc. Work LS 1§ EG0000L S 5000001 8 500000 8 5.000.00 0%
1E 78 |Cast ron Trunested Dome Panet EA 14 50001 & 38000015 500001 § 3600000 Q00%
16 70 |Bolisrds EA 1S 400.00 | § 2800000618 TR0 52 600.00 8%,
17 2280 1.5 Electrical Conduit (Plastic) LF 1§ 5001 8 13650001 & 13001 % 26 64000 17 %
15 31 |Fuli Box EA 1S 325001 & 10075001 % 325001 % 10,0750 0%
0 & 12" Heoney Locust Tree EA 1§ P00 & 2400001 % 400.00 1 § 3.200.00 3%
21 1 Mobiization LSUMI S 15584751 & 15684 75 1S 41000001 % 41.600.00 163%
Subtotal $ 327 489.83 $ 866,687.1¢ fVEED
Sidewalk Assessments
B 7 |Street Excavation CY 15§ 40001 § FIEB00 1 S 45001 & 8.311.50
2 City Permit Fees LSUAL S 1640301 & 164030 & 1646301 8 THAG 30
3 013" Asphalt Paich g8 13 35G1 % LAQE00] S i1.0601 3% 4 73000
4 2 1Cone. Curly & Guiter LF 18 28015 2E87501% 0018 4.300.00
4] 4 Sidewalk SF 1§ 4501 § 39388801 & 4001 & 38.012.00
& 6" Sidewsalk SE & GOGL S 186000018 6001 § 216000
7 Sidewalk Vod Fill LS 18 50000001 § SG0000018 54000001 8 54 000.00
g Sewer Replacament EA 1S BO000GT S 5000.00 1 % 5500.001 § 5 506G 00
4 Additional Mobitization LSUMI S 5470471 & B 4704718 500001 % 500.60
Subtotai S 114,878.77 5 116,153.80
Base Bid Total $ 442,369.59 $§ 1,002,840.99
Street Lighting {Additive Alternative No. 1)
1 62 Luminare Assembily (Metal Halide) EA 1§ 400001 & 248000018 BiLAC T & G4 Z50.00
¥ 31 {Decorative Light Pole - Double Fixdure EA 1% 200000} 8 GAO00.001 % G100 001 % 287 100 00
3 1 iFoundations EA 18 1000001 % 5 1200001 & 3726000
4 i Conductor LF 1S 0651 § 5 0451% 7546 60
& 1 iPhotocel Convol & Service EA TS 3500007 % $ 2400001 % 2.400.00
Add Alt iNo. 1 Subtotai $ 163,200.50 8 383,495.50 136%:
Total - Base Bid Plus Add. Alt. No. 1 $ 605,870.09 $  1,386,337.49 1204
Street Furnishings (Additive Alternative No. 2)
i 47 Tree Grate EA 1S 300001 % 1410000 ¢ 5 FQooh s 32,500 .00 133%
2 e tCast ron Park Bench EA TS 1200001 8 264000015 2500001 8 56,000 00 108%
3 13 PTrash Recepticat A 1S U000 1 & TBOCCO} & 1100001 & 14,300 60 B83%
4 47 Hlree Guards EA 1S 00001 & 143000013 TRO00 L8 36.250.00 150%
5 13 {Cuslom Access Cover EA 1S 500001 § THBOGOOES 1O0C00 S 13.000.05 G7%
7 2 {Cast ron Drinking Fountain EA 1S 1000001 8 2000001 8% 500000 S 10,000 00 400%
8 45 tLarge Planter Pot EA 18§ 50000 § ZrBCLOOTS BRO00 1 & F2 50000 0%
Add Al iNo. 2 Subtotal $ 44,700.00 & 182,850,060 93%
Total - Base Bid Pius Add. Alt. No, 2 § 537,069.59 § 1,185,790.89
Grand Total ~ Base Bid Plus Add, Alt, No, 1 & No, 2 $ 700,270.09 $ 1,569,287.48
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FY09 CIP#
CS-22

). ST

NORTH HIGGINS
IMPROVEMENTS
CONCEPT PLAN

Page CS62




ooty 1OaL |ogsr [Liche JauEss  FSE VEXSYG  TPrerie [ GEILL | vLARYD G 8ugpd  §loeveAk [ disrii ookt | e0id R
L s sl L3 5
53t 75 ik i3 S uRhy mIn Gl
B e for B TS %5 aA veuas Ear]
BURIRIUIEeY NEMSIS 9IS, u.xim.— TSI ANKIDIS 3INLS 7 <.
I
(SRR 5L = P e 0% i T
REIT i & it e (5 I 2 i Jesit G [
ATy § wrbga =
S x g T T 52 iy DER L
Sy S HE S o7 1 0e e TR VT
3 5 i Ty
5 SigE
= S ¥
5 Ty R
€ B AN L 5 Eonet
= z i RSN ) Y EeReae
fiv-{:pm 5 SR B
H [y B
z G y PaLrre
L RS T SRR REBERSE COTWY e kT
L | e - B W WS [l ERCTTIE
EE iy T By 3y i
Lot T % 5] 3
= 551 AL 7
£ T T
4 GEN: L
i fez A ¢
Iy ATy SHE v
oo Sy T z
? z L IL = <] o5 ¥
K H T Zivl e Er] P
TRptaig T Bam]
W T = 5 L5 55 i3 v W 5 i = T3 53 3 7 7 * 4
= WS | QD [ Suey | SUeD k|63 wens | ] GG | REAES | WOIS | AIPASGrE | NFFWRGIS ] K5 [eNig | aiod | AVEAIZ 1 GPHA | WEGRT | ey [ | ZORVID OF [usnig e
geydsy [ ausn | g sy e ) ey oiuen . g ooy ampin |l Bay
H ey
ATOIWIEHISY SLAGRUCT - BiE 6508 AN GOISSRELGD BUlICA S - § ON HY Py TR PEAS FRRR S PO
" T UM RV RPY
USRS J30Gi ruondustag
(90T SeeEnD UoHRARIXD 10048 A0 Syl 00 PO DD g pasedarg
SEISIIAT & S 0N oafolg

seueny - 1oefoid yoolg ¢

Page CS63



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

Progrim Category:

Project Title;

Communily Service

Contral Maintenance Security Fence

07 Project §

08 Project #

08 Project #

PR-22

PR-51

C8-28

Description and justification of project and funding sources.

Wiy ELE NExT € e S

e bty ass

A Bivision Duilding
i wath people being mpred o equipment of stored materials

This tencs vall serve 6

This is & 7 oot

1 fe

P s

Anthe neighbonng $

Loe opped with 3 stands of
<1 1 City Balidings ar

18

pac wire

Also i

cl
GO (ETRCE the
s fiedds are completad, s fenos

wied in this proje

ft v City

CPERATING BUDGEY COSYS

15 ihis equipmient pricnitized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yeg No INA
XX
Are tliere any site reguirements:
How is this project going o be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FYy i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z PP ves canrvlonward - CIF TRE000
E
@
126000 -
HOw is this project going to be spent: Spent in Brior
Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 1z £Y 13 Years

% A, Lang Cost
= 18, Construction Cost
% IC. Contingencies {10% of )
E 0. Design & Engincering (15% of )

E. Percent tor Art (1% of B}

£ Equipment Costs 1264

G, Other

T DG
Does ihis project have any additicnal impact on the operaling budget: i .
Spent in Prior
Expense Dbject Accounting Code FYy U8 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Yaours

Personnel

Supplies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Quliay

Debt Sorvicy

caitionat

et

sralng budgel

Hesponsible Person:

Responsible Repaiment:

Pate Submitied Lo Finance

Today's Date and Time

Preparers
Initizls

Total Score

Jdischk Stucky

Pulilic Works

dn

Fage 0564




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project

Communily Service

Central Mainlenance Security Fonce

09 Project &

C&.23

Qualitative Ahslysis

Yes

No Comments

1. 18 the projeat necessary o meat federat,

state, of loveal fega e

terins inciuges projects mands

Orrgder toomeet requirements ol faw o other

requiremnents. Of specisl concern is that the

project e accessible to the handicspped

A

& -

5 the projest nec ey 10 furffid

aciuat

requitement? This oriterion inchides

Caderat of Slate grants wineh requine lees

participation. indicats the Grant name and

Tt 1 ANE corenent column

I this pr ey

gy regittin coraiiment of 4

2 This statement shioultd e checked

v s cledny nde
NGTL Y esT

BH

b s 1o give full st

A, Does the project provide for andfon m-

prove pubic heatth and/or public safety”?

B o

This or should be

AR

fess puislic Bealth andion salety

shoven {0 be s orgend o Crtics factern,

Guantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total

Score

sl ey i

efi to the community fron: the
7

e simen &

suppeaing donune:

G. [oes the poject tequirg spe

i ahony n grdern o

VERPOAENL LG e

§ with

mstalied the shone: die Galihty e exposie

el

The papose of his project 5 0 pe CHy assels and 1Gsouces 7

SUREAGLe

S8 ROCEPLE

Ty TO Gogine et s

seofinally refste 1o thie

s e

Jic planaing pricities of

L ganizations 5 porng of th

MEHagenen and seund §

RaNEgement.

4

40




CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACILITY FENCE COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

VANDALISM

THEFT

LIABILITY

GRAFFITI

HAZ-MAT DUMPING

TRASH DUMP

SECURITY

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

Theft so far has been Himited o fuel, ballery, tires, and misc vehicle components. However,
there is always potential for vehicle and equipmeni theft. A large percent of our heavy
equipment {CAT, John Deere, Case) use common keys. Easy access 1o this equipment
leaves the City of Missoula vulnerable (o equipment theft.

The Liability associated with people, (especially children) playing in, on. and around our
facilities and equipment is huge. Not only is the equipment dangerous, there have been
suits in other municipalities resuiting from people being injured on material storage piles and
from faliing off of municipal structures. | have responded to several weekend calls from
neighbors concerned about children playing on City equipment. Even without access to
equipment keys, i is possible for children to drop loader buckets and backhoe booms on
each other.

Grafiiti is every where, however, i is a special concern next to the rail road tracks. We
border the fracks on our Scuth side. in addition 1o being unatiractive, gang related, and
damaging property, graffiti removal, is expensive in terms of bhoth time and money.

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

Trash is often dumped at the Ceniral Maintenance Facility. This usually happeans af night,
People doump their trash on our site o avoid having {o pay dumping fees. The Central
Maintenance Facility is focated on the main road into the dump.  This ilegal dumping is
increasing in frequency.  Dumping off appliances such as refrigeralors and old stoves is
becoming more prevatent, The City then has to pay 1o remove the refrigerant and properly
dispose of the old refrigerators.

Some of the equipment, vehicles, and tools stored at the Central Maintenance Facility have
special securily issues. Access to this special purpose equipment could present a
significant public threat, Additionally, a fence will improve the safety of the workplace for City
employees. The Central Maintenance Facility site location promotes a high frequency of
transienis and vagrants.  Two vears ago several street employees intervened 1o prevent a
rafliroad security officer from being badly beaten.  This year, we had a Police car wrecked
chasing a susped through the Maintenance Facifity vard,

FPage C566



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reguest Form FY 2008-2013

Prograrm Cateqory: Project Tiie: 07 Project #

08 Project #

0% Project #

Community Service Central Mainienance Landscaping

C8-24

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Forging thes project will grovide Endscapng sround the 3 Maihiensnce (Street Division) bulding.  The grounds and siands sround 1he Stest Division Luilding currentiy don
Is this eguipment priontized on an squipment feplagement schedyle? Yes No NA,
X
Are tlsere any site reguirements:
% How is this projact going 1o be funded: Funded in Prior
2 Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0g FY it FY 11 Fy iz £Y 13 Years
%j Prioe Year camyfonwardg - L8 i
i
4
How is this projoct going 1o be spent: Spent in Prior
33' Budgeted Funds Accouning Code £Y 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY i3 Yeurs
= i band Cost
W g, Construction Cost
3 1C. Contingencies (10% of B)
D. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Percent for A 1% of B
| IF. Equipment Costs
G. Other
Does this project have any agditional inpact on the operating budget: Spent in Prior
Expense Qbject Accounting Code ¥y o2 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
Personnet

Supplies
Purchiased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Outlay

Dbt Bervice

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

e

e s dhis lnndecane moipet

wiption of additional operating Budpetimpact, Funding ihis project wil inCrease the size of the wealer ulitty Bill &g ncreass the burden on e Parks Maintenance orew om

Date Submitted to Finance

Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Today's Date and Time

Preparer's
nitials

Totat Score




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C0P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Tiie:

Community Service

Central Maintenance Landscaping

(8 Project #

<824

Luatitative Analvsis Yes HNo Comiments

1. 1s the project neg

slate, or o

direments. 31 specal ¢

projact |

ssany 10 meet fedarsl,

egal reguiremenis? This ce-

tesion moiudes projects mandstes by Doun
Order (o meel requirements of law o other bt

e to the handicapped.

1y 15 it iha

2 fs the project nece

fractual reguireraet? This

P& an ndiceie the C

vt fulfili & con

Faederal or Stale grants which requare (o

niusrher in the comement colunm

Crifeon m

% aamne and

3 Is this project ung

"y
cated; Dihemnase

B sure 16 give ful justific

1y requsre

gy resull wy curlaimend Of 811 essental 3
vice? This statemaent should be checked
only if ar emergency is clearly inds- %

answer NG I Y es”

4 {Jaes the project provid

5 cotenon shouid

GEE

prove puliic healiho and/or public safely?
ansewEred Mo un-
pubhic health andfor safety can he s

showay o ber an wegent or arilical oo

GG N3

Lz

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Totat
Range Cotrments Weight Scare

4 Doas the pra

TESLH A0 MENITHRIAT LAk

(0-31

ol el

raping around the Steet [y

$EET p A GG

henefd 16 the comrmunity irom the 3 aeighiiemond. We have rece & Shre’ neiphions feel that the O n 8

s doiar? of Mgsoula should De held 1o the same or & higher standard of communily responsiity

the project ragquile speedy weners fqal the landscaping
I v enpiementation will help us red 4 I
EREIgY.
i e Beautly ) .
5L [Gdice pd j £
€2
1 wilt hetp reduce weeds, dust and dash Lan preserve and besity 4 4
A aintena Sk
e to e
City's strgleqe plannmg poodtes or olbet H Lot # 4
mans’

a7
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CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACILITY LANDSCAPING COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

ORDINANCE

GREEN CITY

ASSET PRESERVATION

The irrigalion and landscaping at the Central Mainlenance Facility has been held pending the
DEQ's reiease to begin work. Completion of this project will enabile us 1o be in compliance
with the original OPG approved design, plan, and ordinance.

The City of Missoula is ail about maintaining and developing a healthy, livabie, green
community. This project is an exceilent place {o starl.  Funding this project fifs info the
sirategic plan strategies for clean air, waler and open space. This project will reduce dust,
soil erosion, and the spread of noxicus weeds.

Funding this project will inprove the appearance of the Street Division parking lots and
yards. Addilionally, proper landscaping will reduce water damage fo the building and
parking struclures. People tend to respect a clean well groomed facility and are less likely to
frash or vandalize it.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Froject Titde: 47 Project # 8 Project % 08 Project #

Central Mabtenance Vehicle ang

R
Comaunity Service Equipment Storage Buildings

C8-25

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Funding this project will provide four 40" witie X 179 tong X 1 high thees s i equiprnen storage buildings, Alsa included i {l\\s !;l(» Hle
fuiithng . The corent wooed e Facity have been condemned and need (o be removed
vihacle and equ H G wet veales gaeh a
curenty crowded with aguipm i Z
parking damage, and promoie
slorage sheds for § "?(J 000, Phase

At ead for coverad
Fo0 The Nordh and of the Cidy Shop s
PEOVE SEHEMEN 188
of fwo coup

strugiures at ihe Central Maiaten

3 it from freezing witid promote effici

G, will be

vy

oo 1 By 200, wal

SETOLOG. The curerd ::;‘J{'cl;ailol-
¢ acilty on Soalt Shreet. These prolects will afso be phased as {oliows: FY 16 2t
Y12 - Fimsh Remaodel - existing adminmstation bullding (874 + b weod shos ($

Saltest teoi:&v at
- demotisit 100 Hickory

is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No A
x¥

A here any site réguirements;

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How is this project geing to be funded:
Funded in Prior

FY 11 FY 12 FY i3 Years
]

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09
trosrud - Wehicie B BRCE 270,006
&t Fund - Parks Bain

~r
@
<
&

70000 A58 B2 G S0

175000 -

How is this project going to be spent: .
preject going ; Spent in Prior

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 68 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A tand Cost
B, Construction Cost
C. Contingencies {10% of B}
. Design & Engineering {15% of B}
E. Percent for Ant (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other- Debt Service - financed

G0LGE0

M fO g

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Does this project have any addilional impact on the operating budget: . X
Spent in Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 £Y 12 FY 13 Years

Personne

Supplies
Furchased Services
Fined Charges
Capitat Outlay

Debs Service

zH <,\;.=(A:z.t.:w<, This projecd will extend thie repls o B

Vends,

Preparer’s
Responsible Person: Respoensible Department: Date Submitied {c Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tatal Score

Jack Stucky Public Waorks FUTAR008 1324 18 44

g



CAPRITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWM
Project Rating

{Se¢ CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Commaunity Service

Central Maintenance Vehicle and
Equipment Storage Builldings

08 Project #

CS-28

Qualitative Analysis Yes

No Comments

ke the project necessary W0 meet federat,

s1Ete, o ol

seguitements? This

terion inciudes projects mandated by Court

Cirdder oy requiramiens of iy or oifwer

reguirements. Of spectal concern is that the

proect D S0 e 1 the handicapped.

2.t he project ne y 0 ol & con-

factual requiremient? This citerion incldes

Federal of S@e prants whch requre tocal

patticipation. indicate the Grant name and

ity oy the comment colamn

kS

Ty GG

5 his projee! urge

n curiaiment of an e

5 statement should be checked

"Yes" only f i emaigency is claany inds

cale: olhenyise, answer NG,

e sure o give full jstfication.

4 [Does the project prowde for andion sn-

sreve puitic health andior public safety?
Thsg critenan shoutd e snswered 1N
jess public eaith andior salety can he %
shaver 10 b an srgent of codical facio
Raw
Guantitative Analysis Score Totat
Hange Comments Score
{35
5o Qoes t T8 3y AN
henefit o the community from the i 80 50O Suen it
IovEsiten doilar?
(G-3}
5. Does the projest requine g L o B5i6 Yo rer masing buildings was S27 0000 Auimmediaie domand for some of the
{BHon in erdes (o asiure ds 2 SahvEge £} FEe b a5 has one raciorn wil s
587 £aby, vatue, H this project gets undenyay very soon. we o
G potiuticr,
. grilicanty o s reduction iy ground water g a
) store sweepirs and flushers 1o Reen hem from feezing and e ”
y 1o winter sand and aitborne part
(.21
o pject will ad equipment stored at the Cent: .
i~ - - [+
i enmnee i L
e & (eeonpired med socenio 5o . .
B @ renepnized and accepled ay S0 PIows. and Sl MENIenENce Spment suc AHONEss 2nd vacuLan Tucks
Being nes ry @ eftective?
{012}
¢ the proect specifically retate o the i . "
. Chgarmestionat Managae 1wl arganizatonat o
ar other .,ﬂ o R . X 12
extemally . inciuging dne

i




CENTRAL MAINTENANCE FACIHATY VEHICLE BUILDINGS COST AND BENEFIT CONCERNS

RESFONSE THAE

GROUND WATER POLLUTION

WEATHER DAMAGE

EMPLOYER SAFETY

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS

INDOOR AR QUALITY

HEATING ENERGY COSTS

CHpging equipment oul of the snow, cleaning € off and thawing 1t oul, @ be put to work, tekes tme.  Time that s
response tme. Response limes © snow removal, streel sweeping. aerial B trucks {signs, signal hights free
and pothole patch eguipment can be reduced by keeping this equipment covered and heated, Street swee
flushers, vacuum trucks, and Jelter equipment are slored wet and ready 1o use.  They have to be stored it & hea
faciity to prevent freezing damage e the expensive pumps blowers and tenks.  Draining these units prier to and
after each use is often nearly impossible and sdds significantly to response times.

Eguipment that ig exposed (0 the elements contribules 1o ground water poliution. Rain washes fuel, oil, hydraulic
flus and coclant off of equpment and mle the slorm drains. Exposure 1o sunlight contributes 1o premature {ailure of
heses and fltings, resulling in leaks and spilied fluids

Equipment that is stered in & covered {acdity 15 less bkely 10 be damaged by hall and other severe storms.  Direct
sunight contribules to the pramalure (ailere of pamt rubber, intenors, and tires. UV light shortens equipment and
eaupment component Ife cycles. Tue, diy rot and sidewall weathering, cosis housands of doliars each year. Uash
assemblies. steerdng wheels, and seats, detariorate in the direct sun and fluctuating temperatures

Employees trying 1 ready snow covered equipment are not only slower 1o respond. bt more likety © be subjected (o
shp, wip, and fallinuries. Cleaning windshelds. glass. and checking fuids on rge snow covered units is an
uvitation to an accdent

The Ciy of Missouda depends on emerency response unils everyday.  Aerial ¥ trucks respond 1o Sown trees and
inoperative sireel kghts.  Sanders, deicers, and other snow removal equipment respense 1o freezing rain or sugden
enow storms . Loaders and Yucks respund {6 Diocked roads and fallen rees. Al of these emeargency response
tmes can be redused with covergd vehicle starege . In some extreme conditions, the length of the response time
CatT SBVE fIves

Currently, &l of the seasonal response, and wet aquipment is jammed into the North end of the City shop. Not oniy
does this slow down [ESponse imes, Mmoving equpment 1o ity gello the needed vehicle, but T creales & significant
indoor air quality esue. Starting sweapers plows, sera! trackes, and pothole patch trucks | runrang hem long enough
to Build uge the sir system and release he brakes crestes & greal deat of exhaust The operators and shop
employess have wo breathe these tumes until they can be vented cutside. Vented fumes are replaced with ar at
ambient iemperatures. This results in energy cost o heat e &1 up 1o G570 degress

Heating equipment storage faciiities to 45-00 degrees to keep equipment from freezing © less expensive than storing
itin the shop and bringing the indoor aln lemperature up (o 65-70 degress eaoh ume & unil enters or leavas the shop

FPage CE7Z



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

Program Cateqory; Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project 4 09 Project #

Street Materiats Storage Site: Missousla's

Community Service .
¥ Scuthside

05-28 547 C5-26

Description and justification of project and {funding sources:

bare i@t on south side of ity for Street Maintenance 5 a5 p v pit

: JTL Group, ing. @
< dang on e City's south side. It has be
rificantly eres

CLrTent e
ential 1o Shee! [
ang solid

any time
ations and fordurmging swe
s trgvel mes for dumnmng
sding units will be for Hin ardder 1or refill sand Sanding snif
b o soudh side of lown, A suttabie =1 has not been found, Sirel Mairdenance Division ts negotiating withthe Caounty Fairgroungs and
Farks & Recrestion may also elec o participate i 8 site at the Fairgroonds. Firstyear $20.000 for propery appe

ivitfes for
of this props
s productivity,. Sae

A

et

WHEs0uiE

I this equipment priofitized on an equipment repiacement schedule? Yes No WA

Arg there any siie requirements:

REVENUE

How ig this project gaing 1© be funded: R
funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 04 FY 10 FY i1 FYy iz FY 13 Yearg
2t at i unding 20.G00 300,600

3 300, 000

How ig this project geing te be spent: . .
Project going ! Spent in Prior

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Budgeied Funds Accoumting Code Fy 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A.Land Cost 300 609
= {B. Construction Cost
BIC. Contingencies (10% of 8}
7% 1D. Design & Engineering {15% of B)
E. Percent for Art{1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other 20,000
20 (GO0 300,600 - -
Does this project bave aoy additional impact on the operating budget: ‘ .
Spentin Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 6% FY 10 FY 11 FY i2 FY 13 Years
Personnel
Supphes

Purcliased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Qutlay

Debl Service

shon of addilionat operaling

Prepare:’s
Responsible Person: Responsifle Departiient Date Submitied 10 Finance Today's Date and Tine Initials Total Score

Brian Hensel Street Division THTAZO08 12

47
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CARITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteriz)

Program Calegory: Project Tite: 08 Project ¥

Street Materials Slorage SHe:

Community Service . !
Y Missoula's Southside

C5.26

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Commenis

1.4 the project necessaey to meet {ode

state, o oest legst regquirements? Thiz o

terion includes projiects mandaled by Coud
Crger fo meed requirements of v of other %

reguire e

project e a

2. 48 the project necessary to fulfitl & con-

wraclual requirement? This orierion includes

fFederal o State granis which require 1o ¥
parcipation. indicate the Grant na
aumber in he camment column
3. 1s this propect urgently requited? WAl de-
resull in curtailiment of &n esseniial ser
ice’ This statement should e chetked
" ondy if @n emargency is clearty indi- ®
cated) ofierwise, answer "No". Y es”
he sure to give full justification
4. Does the project provide 01 sag7os inn
prove pubic health andfor pubiin safety? s of 8 sand stock piie area of South Side of Cily (O LSS with ARG srtw ORErELIDNS INCreases snow plow/sandar
e ) e . frave] time for refil e 1 L G H Orsfow Fowunils mean loager time fram
This crtenon showld Be answered "No' un- ) . . X . . »
for which maw sty and bus roules needing sand application vi 2in a3 dangeross slick condition. 1oy sii
e 1y bl 1t SOl sale ey s . L - . " N . R
fesg public heatth andior salety can be * ner changes of acciderts for the raveding public. Further, 1ogs of productivily due (o increase dumpingitravel!
shcwn fo e an urgent or enitical fsotor wmes (o the Cily summer swaepng 3 G have ar fve: ipact on waler and air g
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
ey . L e .
(G- Funding of this GiF request would el increased costs caused by onger travel imes for Srest
& Does the progect result i maxivmur On EQUERMENT 804Th Of Mount Ave, Te maintan current 16vels of senvic south side of City
Bt 16 the cormmunity from e 7 EHIGLONS canel and eguipment ime woeald be negded (or snow removal, ieave collect sl 5 13
invesiment doliae? slree! sweepd ached Costilenefil snalysis shows and appromimate nss of $63.000vear for &
6.7 year pay off
10-31
& i & suitable parcelis localed havinga e funds aval purchase wouid enble the City ot make &
Y -~ 2 prompt ofier reducing the potendial {or another party 1o acguire prope: 4 8
axtinaT eliectiveness?
{03 . .
I City of Bssouta maintaing & rigorous sweeping progranm with the main goal 1o keep ¢ 1188
7. Does e | CHCOTISENVE BRery, meeityle Sired cu ; et N : rve pe e { e ey
possible. Shel swe duces slreet co LinaEnts from drams ground sumps and stean
cutural Gf nstural FESoUIcEs. ur v 1 water sytems. Efficient slreat sweaping has been shown obe an offeclive measure for heiping (o g 9
poliution? mHalEin groundwater quality it urban sellings. Funher, :ping i alse mandated by £
and MC-CHU o7 prevenion ang reduciion of Tugitive panticulale o maintan i quakly in the M
visliey, Low swesping productivily would be detamental 1o poliution reduction
$0-2; Street Division has d Paitee Canyan pit for gpproximately 20 years, Pates Csayon pithast
SESENE] {0 snow GperEions, . and lesf oo o by providing & ares (o stock pi
L] winter and i SEpNG W 15, and | s The ota Fhas also . o
< . . A s i
b $tostockpile chips for chipsealing, sand (r reclamie, snd asphalt mdings {or grading
wed B N . - - P .
AOgnIEEe and alieys. Access 10 propeny on the southside of Cy 15 essential for many Slreetl Division sctivitios and
ry and effective? i necessaty 10 maintain cerent levels of sendcs. The owrent ie YOR s in jeopardy
G Does the projedt speciicaily relate to the . .. s
s . and water quaily for the City of Missouia. Efficient snow
Sliy'E 5t 3 e - . i H
oy st | {o: providing safe streets dusing winte: ! “
plang?
Todal Seore A7
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Field Measurements for Response Time
FYO8 Project # CS-26
Snow Plow Unit
Scope: Street Division crew made test runs with sanding units from twe centrally located intersections
on the south side of the City. kach vehicle started at the named intersection with an empty sand
spreader where stopwatch timing began. The vehicle then traveled to Pattee Canyon pit, loaded up with
sand, and then returned o same starting intersection where elapsed time was recorded. The same
process was repeated with the vehicle traveling 1o the other sand stock pile currently located at 800 West
Broadway.

Date of Analysis: 1/19/06 - 1/20/08

Travel/Load Time

Intersection Time of Day  Destination for round trip {mins) % Increase
High #ark & Whitaker 10:40 AM  Pattee Canyon Pit 12.5
1116 AM 800 W. Broadway 23.1 86
23rd & Garland 5:58 AM Pattee Canyon Pit 23
729 AM O 800 W. Broadway 53 130
Sweepers

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

Date of Analysis: 1/20/06

Travel/Load Time

Intersection Time of Day Destination for round trip {(mins) % Increase
Sussex & Arthur 734 PM Pattee Canyon it 13.7

8:00 PM North side yard 28.3 107
23rd & Foothills 418 PM Pattee Canyon Pit 27

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

4:36 PM North side yard 52.7 56

T
@&

7

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

Program Category: Project Title: 47 Project # GE Project # 08 Project #
Raitroad Quiet Zone Establishment
Cammunity Service " - H ! .“ shme CS-New
Tayior and Madison

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

ezt

zaability of constiucting ra

TIWO raesd "uie 2o
and Cost estamiales for mplar

T e ares between Tavior and Madson sleeets, The Tirst phase would analyze he
G

bty study $30,000
mplementation $300 000

is this equipment prioritized on an equipment repiacement schedule? Yes No WA

Are there any site requirgments:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How s this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY o8 FY 190 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Grant - To Be Gatermined (TEG)Y 360,000 A00.000
44,000 SO0 000 - - - -

How is this project going to be spent: i
preject geing f Spent in Prior

Budgeted Funds Accountitig Code FY 09 £Y 10 FY 41 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
A. Land Cos(
B. Construction Cost 244,600

006
008

C. Contingencies (10% of B}

0. Design & Engineering {15% of §)
E. Percent for Art{1% of B}

F. Equipment Costs

G. Other fadditional engineeting,

300,000

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Does this profect have any additionat impact on the operating budgetl: , .
Spent in Pricr

Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 41 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Persannsl

Supplies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Gutlay

Debt Service

Degcrption of addiionss operating budgel mpsct

Responsible Preparer's
Responsible Person: Department. Date Submitied (o Finance Todsy's Date and Time Initiais Towal Score
Steve King Public Wotks 42312008 112008 12:58 i 33
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C1 P, Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: |Project Title: E 08 Project #

Raifroad Quiet Zone Establisfumnent

Community Service Taylor ang Madison

CS-Now

Quaiitative Analysis Yes No Comnments

116 the proje y toomeat federal,

o decal legat reguEaments? T ¢

on includes projects mandated by Courl

s of law or Gifter b4

-

Jrder o meet require

requdremenis. Of s | concern s thal the

ibie to the handic

PEGfECt e acee ped

1

2l the project necessary (o [ a con-
tractuat regairement? This crterion includes
i bS

pasticipation. indicate the Grant name and

Federat or State grants wiich reguirg o

rember an e commaeant column.

2 Thiv stalement steuld e checkes

"oy I an emergency i

cated, othenvase, answer "No™. If "Yeg”,

b sure ta give Tull justification

the project provide for sndioning
prove public haalth andror peblic ssiety?

This ontel shouid e answared "No™ un-

lese public heaith ancior

fely can be x

shown o e an urgent or catical factor

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Commenis Weight Score

{03

o

L
tenedt o the conununity from the 3 3 s

stresull i maximam

the proje

invesiment dollar?

{03

6. Deoes the project requits

PR,

s eI ATGN i orde

kT effecteer

7006 e prnert Conserve energy

culiral of naturat e L, Of [eIGE 3 Reduction of noige poliviion 3 5

polhiion?

0.2
1 4 &
being necessary and effectve?
{3
o, Does the project specifically relafe o he
Ciy's sirategic pranning priotities o offer i Commuraly lvats 4 i
s
Teint Score 3
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Calegory: Project Tilie: 07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

URD M Tralt Connections

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

B0

PR-01

Cescription and justification of project and funding sources:

This project would construct oo
complei e eection of el elwes

iong belween se s of the bicycleipedestrian trail in LR U1 aong the Ritieraot 3
Livingston Sireat and South Avenue, A second phase of his proj

ranch Line of the ratiread
Lwecutd fil the gam o he trai Detwasn Nortl and South Avenoes,

i

phiase of this project woe

is this equipment pricritized on an equipment repfacemen! schedule? Yes No WA
X
Are 1here any sile requirements:
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 18 EY 19 EY 52 FY 13 Years
5 Tax increment 53,000 400,000
=
i
i
S0.500 - 400,000
Hove it this project going o be spent: .
’ project going ' Spent in Pricy
Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code £Y 49 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
u A, Land Cost
# |8, Construction Cost 40600 300600
£ 1C. Contingencies {10% of £} [ 60 000
é 0. Design & Engineering {15% ol 5} 4 403 GO
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
L3 (00 L I
{2oes this project have any additionat impact on the operating budget: R i
w Spentin Prior
g Expense Object Accounting Code ity for he Ihvesty FY 10 FY 11 FY i2 FY i3 Yearg
8 Personnet
- |Supplies ‘
@ Purchased Services
& {Fixed Charges
8 Capitat Qutiay
¢ {Debt Service
= N
=
Y
o
ik
% [Bescription of addiionst aperating budget énpact
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted Lo Finance Today's Date and Thne initials Total Scora
Eilen Buchanan WIRA 20282008 2008 1491 N 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Cutegory: Project Title: 08 Project #

Parks, Recreation

URD It Trail Connections -
and Open Space & PR-81

Qualitative Analysis Yes Ko Comments

105 the project necess: Thag projed! would CONSILet Cormactions §

Lar fecal legat regquizements? This o

3 inciade

& mandaied by Coun

2. Is the project nec

sty 1o fulfill & con-

traciual requirement? This oatenon inchs

Fedeal or State grams w

paticgraiion, ndicsate the Grant fame and

numiber i thee commient columa

his project urgently requied? W

T essental s

iay resuit in curtaime
vice? Thes statemignt should be checked
Y

rated ofewise, answel "NoT [T Y ey

audy if an emergency

s Clearly indi 5

e sere to give foell just

4. {3

the project provide for andiorn in-

prove pulilic heaith andior pubic satety”?

s oriterion should Do answered "No™ un-

fesn pulitic healih andion salaty can be ¥

shown W be an urgent o ©

Raw
Qurantitative Analysis Score Totaf

Range Commenis Weight Score

S5UTLI XM

. ; o f ‘ ) This project would res ant benelils (o the oo ¥ ” . .
wenehl 1o the conumunity from the % " A i .
penent 1o e comimunty weonsdd be fundad with Tax intremen funds 3

et dilic

the progect requl

Deedy .
i order o capitglize on economies of 5o

i, the Grel phase of s project woukd e most elies

EnRemeraion i order 1o assure s ; s W et . 4 IS
pe ! CONETICIE concarl with the redeveloprment of the adjacent properiy {0 Hie west !
maximiim effectiveness?
[{eRcH
7 15 the Iojest conserve eney.,
teral TeRoLITCE S, OF ieduie 2 G altematives o moiotized tansponaiin it I
-
timprave oF expand
vOSENGGEE whinre such 1 T City of ¢ ol has made & 8 ant investment info the normetion? 4 4
are recogni I aroepted syitem and this project expands and improves st system
sy GG eHective?
4 oes he pioj sy relate 1o We
Ciy” i palariing FEs F Glhes This proje ~ efement in e 2004 Missoula Urban Transponiation Ple 4
ALY 1O plETingG | 15 Of GINEG PG

45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # U8 Project # 0% Project #
Parks, Recreation and Open Space URD B Silver Park & Milisite Tra# System £RO2 PRos PR-OZ

BDescription and justification of project and funding sources:
s profeat s incated & Urban Renewal Distiet 1 and involves developmient of @ pak and traf system &8 part of the redeveiopment of the 458 aore OId Savamill District redeveiopmendt
: a park adj : Developme slong the south bank of the Gl Fo E ot of the Riverfront T

destrian bodge o

s

BIOj This project will provid
Systens st connects
the Riverfront Trad and Cetifenus Street Bridge o (£l
:nfial elemants i fudilling the vision of the non-motonized wanspona
oty Volunieer efions are und ¥ i consbiuction of & Umber I

Tk wil connect
These el connections
hroughout (he

ey

TN sonieeted. o
tod in September 2608

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

Ave there any site requirenients:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How is this praject going 1o be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fy 12 Years
cremert Finanoing f B R 68,287
CYEP {ing, icap) T
ek impact
Pz
frivat vetaper Fungs
68,297

tow is 1his project going Lo be spent: . .
project going I Spent in Prior

Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 19 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
A, Land Cosl

3. Constraction Cost

C. Contingencies (10% ol 8
D. Design & Engineering (15% of B} 68,287
E. Percent for Art (1% of B} 205
F. Equipment Cosls

CPERATING BUDGET COSTS

G. Other
26T BN - . . 68,287
PDoes this project have any additional impsct on the operaling budget: o
Spent in Prior
fxpense Object Accounting Code £y 08 £Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Personnet
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fined Charges
Capitai Outlay

Debl Service

42311
additional st Budged mpact
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitied 1o Finance Today's Date and Time initiais Total Score
EHen Buchanan WRA 2128/2008 147 HEE £




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See C.LP. Instructions For Explanatian of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Froject #
Parks, Recreation URD It Sitver Park & Mitlsite Traif
and Open Space System pr-02
Gualitative Analysis ] Yas ho Comments
118 the project necess: This project 18 located o Urban Renawal L
e, o1 focal legal requizementst T
@t nciodes pojects mandated by Courn
Opdes o meel reguiremens of law o other X
regaiiements. Of gpeclal concern i that the
Do sible Lo the handicapped.
Fls the project necessary to Wi & can-
fracluzt reguirement? This critedon includes
Fe s State grants whi i il X
ganicipation. indicate the
nanrder i the comment columm
3y result m curtaiment of an essenlial sar-
Thig statement should e checked
only B an emargency is ¥
caled: otheay alvswer “Not i Yes
e sute 1o give ol justificatian.
4 Does he project provide o andior im-
P putilic Ttealth sndior pubic salely?
s criferion should be answeiad "No™ un-
ferss pubiic hesith aodior safety can be ®
show Lo bie an urgard or ol
Raw
Quantitative Anatysis Score Total
Range Commenis Weight Score
{13
: comprely in tenns of nen-metonz . -
7 i @i quality concems - "
if+7%)
¢ Doe ) .
i . 5 ptoject reguires <y Mpiemeniation in order to have ¥al paior o e e
ragle tation I Orde s i3 3 5 in Seplemper 4 Te
raxiieT etectiveness?
LeNcH
7. Does he pri GRSEIVE ¢ ) X X
i . s of the imponance of bicycleipe rin ciscadation i the cily core and e pieservation .
Gattaral of st resaur o retmice “ af the rvadront for use and enjoyment by the public. 3 &
Yt
(0-2:
2 WG sy slen and imgroves the recrealicns 2 é
addilinnal park that min accerdance with parks
SEIVICEs
f3Eing 1
(03
SERLs] gy e
N e the b e ¥ 20 s a1 st . .
melerized ransportstion plan. The Fark helps 1afih goais of te Oty of o i
plans? Master Plan
Total So a3
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Pragram Category:

Froject Title: 07 Project #f

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

08 Project ¥

08 Project #

URD B West Broadway Island Trail and

Bridge Phase | PR

PRA02

PR-03

Description and justification of project and funding scurces:

Streets and would congluc] a fa
GG, T ihante
ol

&

ond traf betw

sdate {withoud iy

al Gistdcl i ang nvolues the construction of a rail south of {he
o6 Hra Gich connecting e 2ast el of the ral to Breadvay. Fhase fwould prepars
HOVEMENES cans and decking {or the ex

wy West Broadway

Ao an ares hat o sagy enley and

TR [rORCt ARG pIoVites
Thus pro a compenent of the West Brosdway

wWalerera,

s with l2nd owners are curntenly ekl

el of

g place

“iynns Lowney @ich paeaiel {6 West Broadway Detwesn Bunon and Scolt

1s this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No NA
Arc there any sile requirements:
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
“DJ Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 £Y 40 Yot Fy 12 FY 13 Years
E Inerenen: FRAO00-38107 24.000 200,000
=
i
o
24 000 200000 - -
How is (his project going 10 he $pent:
prosect going ! Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 30 FY 1% FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
% AL Land Cost
= 1B, Construction Cost 74
WiC. Contingencies (106% of B)
E D. Design & Enginecring {(15% of B}
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
8. Other
LS 200 U060 ~
Does this project have apy additional impact on the operating budget: ) i
w Spent i Prior
; Exgense Objec! Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 33 Years
Q [Personnel
] .
. iSupplies
E:‘,)“ Purchased Services
G {Fixed Charges
& |capital Cutlay
© Debt Service
= .
i
<7
o
i
% fipticn of additionst operatng budget inpact
Freparer's
Raspansibie Person; Responsitte Departtaent: | Date Submitted (o Finance Today's Date snd Time inilials Totsl Seore
Ellen Buchanan MRA 20282008 bl 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Title: GE Project #
Farks, Recreation | URD H West{ Broadway island Trail and
. g PR.G3
and Open Space Britdge Phase |
Qualitative Analysis Yes NG Comments
s jocated within Urban Re
terion inchudes projects mandated by Court
Grdes o meet reguirtements of law o other x
requitenents. Of special concent is that tha
raject be sccessibie to the hangicapped
2. ls the project necessary 16 fullill 8 con.
traciual reguirament? Thig entenon inche
Federat or Sate grants which reguire focat ®
pamcipation. indicate the Grsnt name ard
numher 9 the conment calumi.
it urgenily ceauinen?
»
answer "Now 20
b sure 10 give foli ustification
4 Does ihe project provige for andion ime
prove public heath andfor public safety?
This criterion should be answered un.
less pubhic esith andion ssfety can be X
shows to be an uigent o critical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weigh{ Score
1623
§ Does the project resull in maximam SA funds wii he used to
enedl 16 ihe comumantly i e 3 1 vl e a for the local matching requirements. This I3 15
mwvestient dollay increment funds
{03151
G 0es the proiedd requie spoady . . N
If agreement with ol MGPEITY QWG ched, MRS woalt need 10 be posthonsd 10 50
impieimentation in cided (o assure s 1 n enain L . i P e 4 4
1 gan contiol of the fand and buy e TR,
maxinm elfecliveness?
T Uoes the projedt oo i S ads eHors o promale non-mGtenzed han 0 By ronadding & Bk Hotween Cimeny
51 G natural resoe 2| taciities such as the O ia Sl 2tigey i & Grove Trail, o e pede s b )
pothition? amenties of the ¥ sosdway Sidiewaik
8
anan essentia z ot wil! e & pan of the n ansposhon network and wilt provide e 4 g
EEVICES
Being necessary and effeotive’
Iy felme o he . o . o
. . of the \West Breadway Cornidos Comminity Visio: vl e .
strafegic planning paoslies of cthe; z - 4 &
44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Frogram Category:

Project Title: G Project # 08 Project ¥ 09 Project if

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

WMilwaukse Raliroad Trail West PROZG P9 PR-04

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

This projec
Molorized

10wl b completed by Dey

Y0y

i bal sfong e Milwack

i ef{or (o soauire

i that the 95 Bond § needed (o be
S200K from the 06 Bond be i

SPTHG O Sumime

niption o additional ope

Gost s

GED ey mile pary
budget

Thig st m

fn FY O A
e {0 e mantained v sl

ase (ncluding matenials and fabo

dependent on weather not incluged B

Is this equipmenl pricritized on an equipment repfacement scheduojo? Yes No WA
X
Are there any site requirements:
Yer acauistion of fands or Easements for trai right-of-way
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 £Y 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY i3 Yeurs
£y CHisligated; 333,333
= i) 240,000
S 1955 (Expended 13,510
@ {3 28775
T8I
475 GG - 375518
How is this project going to be spent: o
Spent in Prior
Budgeied Funds Accounting Cods I-Y 0% Fy 16 FY it FY 12 FY i3 Years
% A Land Cost 474980 42 285
Z 1B, Construction Cost :
gf C. Contingencies (10% of B)
m {3, Design & Engineering (15% of B)
£ Percent for Art {1% of B}
F.Equipment Cosis
G. Cher
el 42285
Lt cosle gssime s s sl nghie-ofway will be perchased and that soime will be densted.
Goes this project Bave any additionsl impact on Uw operating budgel: . .
" Spent in Frioy
b Expense Object Accounting Code FY Q8 FY ip FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel FN 1. 70 4872
~ iSupphes 439 £5% 4
ul fpurchased Services 4B 506 o
Q n .
& {Fixed Charges
g Capital Quttay
o iDebt Service
z 2L0E 208 3,087
-
<
o
ey
4.
fe]

s B st ing

ng ihe dail sysien is estimated 10 be $7.60
G4 miles. Cost of retting resuracing approxmately eusry 7 yearn

LA

Preparers
Responsible Persen: Respongibic Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Tolat Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation 11400 IR 4%
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.1P. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Proiect Title: 08 Project #

Parks, Recreation

and Open Space Milwaukee Raitroad Trait West PR.O4

Quatitative Analysis Yes Mo Comments

145 the picject necessany to meet fed

shEe. Or (oo [egat requirements ¥ This o

%
215 e project o ary 1o fulill & con

tracteal reguirement? This coitedion inclindes

Federat or te grants wiich reguirs ool x The City has secured s CTEP funding agreemendt from (0T, These funds hiave beer on hold during the acgui

panticipation. Indicate the s nEie and

rumber in the comment column

gy

" oy if ) o Carporate and community suppart s high. Deveiopm
oy 1f @ emergency is cleatly nd- % B

etween Russell 81 and Multan d

hraatenng e CoONtNLOUS COmdnr (o ine rait way

cated: ohenwise, answer "No. {7

b sare W give [l ustificaton

4. Dt the project poovide for andior -

prove public hesith andéon g ety ”

1Ore seaml System fof non-molosz ed anspodation the Gity will make 8 mach
nare fasihle for more citizens (o Uavel by ihls mode, Faaltating a ransponation mode shft from motonzad 1o non
motovized travet will cesult i s quality and quality of fife improvements for thissouls res

Caar

s crifenon stwold be ansy G

s public health and/on salely can be *

shor to Be an argent of Cndcal tacio:

Raw
Quantiiative Analysis Score Total
Range Commens Weight Score

{G-3

& Dioes the project result in maximum

nd olher grant funds. This g

Beneit to tha commmunily from the 3 W funds AT 25N HUAR fee is anded 5 15
investment dofis

3 R2068 e (ORICT BGEINe spaedy coeridos, making sishment of & continagus

implementaton i oider W assue Z o SRCRUNE T iAo svailatailily 4 i

ETEEET el ihe ong lerm s

{033
- s Vhe prey srutr (e Mitwaukes Coridon which is ehigibde for hislonc states. i will aliow .
i at ol atuns! 2 i . . R G
Casttad o AL S| contnuation of the historic use, Fansporistion in » § mode vig non-molezed meens E
FOdion?
. Th projest works i concert with plans 1o Consenve open spac SN BGES of nen-poikiting “ -
a . - - 4 o
nof-In s an integral pan of e Cily's TR
pian {6 re
ry and ef
{83
b
f 25 OF olher 3 4 12
4%
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COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS

PROJECT NAMI: Bicvele Commuter Network
PROJECT SPONSOR: Parks and Recreation
RESPONSIBLE PERSON: Dave Shaw

BENEFITS:

e Primary conmuier trail clements m irreplaceable comdors.

& hmportant element of Ciny's Transportation Demand Management sirategy; essential 1o reduce VMT
3-0% over g five-vear periad, Facilities are the foundation of TDM programs.

+ 10 Transporiation Plan Update, Not-motwrized Plan, Open Space Plan, Comp Master Park Plan,

e« Very popular with citizens: derived from most-reguested trails

e Successful in mmacting multiple funding sources: Open Space Bond-$2335.000 -+ $200.000 City
Coumncil-approved: ARCO-$50.000 (in County): Nationz! Recoreational Trails Act Grans-55.000,
25,884 (Phase One): $6.500 (Phase Twod: $20.000 (Mibwaukee Traily.

CONTS:

s Cost of praject s approxivaiely 5433000,

e Operations cost, estimated at $2.300 annually per mile (including maintenance., plowing. railroad
insurance). are about 1% of construction cost. This is consistent with national average. Note:
some of rail 15 on-street. some in County, and may be paid from other sources, Some of the trail
corridor may be subject 1o development: some sections may be part of subdivision developments:
others may not be possible,

e

Tommunity Benefie

[

A primary goal of the 2001 Non-motorized Transporation Plans top goal s corridor preservation
before development hinders continuous trail ahignment,

1996 Missoula Transportation Plan Update estimates 5-6% reduction in vehicle miles vaveled as a
result of building a complete biovele svatem, along with other strategies. Assuming: a 23-vear hie
for the project; that this and other current proposed trail projects in the CIP constituie ghout 13 of
the entire future system: and using an estimated 4% reduction figure, 1o allow for times of lower
use: the cost of construction, distributed over this estimated reducton of wips over a 25-vear
period. 18 two cents per wip.

e Trail user numbers are significant: one thousand bicyelists used the Riverfron Trail it one day in g
recent ratl fratfic count. These numbers cateh the attention of nattonal advocacy groups. atiracting,

diverse funding sources.

£

e There are important public health benefits of using the non-motorized transportation. Personal
health and wel-beimg s enhanced. Public health is enhanced by reduction in amount of particulate
from mator vehicle use.

Page PROY



MILWAUKEE RR PATH-MISSOULA
STPE 8199(86)
CONTROL # 5578

WHOLE-PROJECT COST ESTIMATE
Linit name # of Units Unit Cost Est Total

1. ROW Acquisition

Consultant Fees Negotiation/Appraisal 12 $6.250.00 $75000.00
Easemenis per SF -
Assuming 20° Easement

Acquisition Costs 3500 long 70,000 $8.00  $560,000.00

Subtotal $635,000.00

Z. Project Implementation

Professional Services PE & CE $45.000.00
Trail Construction Lingar Feeat of Trait $170.000.00
Subtotal $215.000.00
Estimated Total $850,000.00

CTEP BREAKDOWN

Account# Name % Reimb. Amount
@102 Prafiminary Engineering 86 .58% $30,000.00
4202 ROW/Easement Acquisition 86.58%  $170,000.00
{Utiiity Relocation) Incidental
8362 Construction B4 83% $0.00
Construction Engineering
{including Contract admin.

894072 and inspections) 86.58% $15.000.00
8502 Construction 86.58% $170.000.00
Total $385,000.00
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Categony Project Title: 07 Project #f 08 Project # 09 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Milwaukee Traif Rusself to Reserve 1226 PR-09 PR.04

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

This project will creale a doyclepedesiian ral along the Milwaukee Coridor between Russell 5t and Reserve S, Comidor acguisition s the #1 pricrily of the adopted 2601 Non-
Molorized Plan, This project enables a coordinated effort 1o acquire access fo land, through plachases of easements. Development of Ualt would follow acquisition. The project
leverages federat funds (CTEP) and possibie Recreational Trails Program grants from FWR. The CTER numbers from FY0S and beyond account lor the $7.25% ICAP fee, BMatchin
funds are from the Open Space bond. Originally, I was planned 1o fund the acquisition from the $200K set aside in the 1995 Bond for trail construction. 1t was decided that the 85
Bond & needed to be preservad for urban parks, which the 00 Bond does not fund. i was requested ang approved by Counct and OSAC that $200K from the 06 Bond be sel aside
for acquisition of the WMiwaukes for trail development. It is anticipated thal acquisilion will be compleled by December 2008, CTER has approved the project and acquisition
negeliations have begun, Construlion is expected 1o began sping of summer 2009 (F Y00,

1s this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule ? Yes No NA

Are there any site requirements:

Yes. Regires acauisition of fands or cascmments (o rai mght-of-way

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accouniing Code FY 03 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fy 13 Yeurs

g CTEPR (Obligated) funded in prior year 333,333

E CTEP (lo be obtained) 265.400

> |Open Space Bond - 1995 (Cxpended; 13,510

E Qpen Space Bond - 2008 200,000 28,775
RIF {0 be oblained) 39.300
TBD

842,033 T . : . 47,785 |
How is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 16 FY 11 FY 12 Y i3 Years
ul{-)l A, Land Cost 474.980 42,285
Z |B. Construction Cost 264700
& o, contingencies (16% of B) 26.333
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering {15% of 3) 34,660
E. Percent for At (1% 0f B) 28649
F. Bguipment Costs
G. Other {ICAP) 33.700
“Note B42.033 , : : : A3 38
Land costs assume that most trail rights- of-way will be purchased and thal some will be donated.
Doas this project have any additional impact on the aperating budget: i R

0 Spent in Prior

5 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 £Y 13 Years

8 Personnel 1522 1,704 1789 1.678 1972

- 1Supplies 431 453 475 RisH] 524

% Purchased Services 482 506 531 558 586

O |Fixed Charges

{Dn Capital Dutlay

19 tDebt Service

4 2538 2662 2755 2935 3067 N

<

&

% Description of addilions! operating budgel impact in FYOU the cost of maintaining the trail system is estimated to b $2 535 plus 5% annval increase fincluding matedats and fabor
COStCIEases) per mile per year. The wial mileage 1o be maintained 15 about 94 miles. Gost of routing resuracing approximately every 7 years dependent on wizather ol inciutied in
budget

558

Freparer's
Responsibie Person: Responsibie Department:] — Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation 22008 12:55 DS A5
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{Sea CLP. Instroctions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation

08 Project #f

Mitwaukee Trail Russell o Raserve PR.O4A
and Open Space
Cualitative Analysis Yes No Comments
1. 13 the project necessary o meel federal,
slale, of local iegal requirements? This o
terion incliudes projeds mandated by Cour
Order to meet requirements of law or other %
requirements, Of special concern is that the
project be aceessibie to the handicapped.
2. 15 the projec! necessary to fulfdl @ con.
ractual requitement? This cntenion includeas
Federat or State grants which require tacal % The City has secured a CTEP funding agreement from MIDT. These funds have been on hold during the acqulsitiod
parlicipation. Indicale the Grant name and process
number i the comment cotumn.
3. s this project urgendly required? Will de-
fay rasult in curlaiiment of an essential ser
vice? This statement should be checked . . o . . ) . .
e oniy if 2 ) is cleatly nG: Corporale and community support is high, Development is thraatening the continuous corridor for the trail way
s oniyd an emergency is deatly ing- x between Russel St and Mullon Rd.
caled; otherwise, answer "No™. 1f "Yes”,
be sure 1o give full justification
4. Does the project provide for and/for im-
prove public heglth and/or public safety? ) ) .
o i . By creating & more seamiess and well connecled system for non-molarzed ranspontation the City will make i muc
Thig criterion should be gnswered "No” un- Y - ) A A ;
X maore feasible for more citizens to travel by this mode. Faciitating a transporation mode shift from nioterized to nod.
less public heafth andfor safety can be * motorized trsvel will resull in air quality and quality of fife improvements for Missoula residents
shovan 10 be an urgent or oritical factor.
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Totat
Range Comments Weight Score
{0-33
5. Dows the project resalt in maximum Yes. The Cily's match feverages SAFETEALU (CTER) and other grant funds. This fund
benefd (o the community fram the 3 redmbiurses 86 58% of project coste, requiting only 13 42% tocat matching funds. A 12.258% ICAP [ 15
investment dofae? fee s adoed o the ot CTEP parion.
(G-3)
6. Does the project require speedy Yes. Pach year more devetopment oogurs along the comrider, making establishiment of a conlinuous
imptementation in order 1o assue its 2 coridor more probiematic. Aiso. the CTEP agreement is in effect. Federal appropiriation availability 4 a
maximum elfectivensss? over he long ferm s always in question.
(&-3)
7. Does the project conserve energy, i . . . . . .
- - : 2 Yes The project will presenve the Milwaukee Coridor which s eligidle for histone status. # will allod 3 5
- i i ¥ 254 =5, O TeihtiGe . . . - . .
Cultural OF nalural FER0CES, O 1HRiGe continualion of the histonc use, ranspontation in a relaled mode, vig non-motonzed means. >
pollution?
{02
S {Joes the project improve or expand
. . The project works in concert with plans to conserve open space. it encourages use of non: polfufing
upon essenfial Cily services wiere such 7 projed Pl concar wilh pia conseive open space. i en GES Luse O nonpefuling 4 &
. o ron-moetorized ransportation mitigating & qualily probiems. tis an integral pant of the City's TOM
services are reeognized and sceepled as plan o reduce VIAT 6%,
being necessary and effective™?
-3 The project conlributes to Strategic goal of fabilty by proviting an inexpensive, convenient and safe
& Does the project specificaty relats to the means of travet and healiny recreation finking neighberhoods with communily resources
City's shrategio planaing priorties of other 3 Specificatly, it is identificd as a goal it the Master Park Plan, the 2001 Non-motorized Plan, the 4 %)
plang® Urban Transporation Flan Update, s well a3 the Emma Dickensonfiver Road Neighbornood
Pran.
Tolal Score 44
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COST/BENEFTT ANALYSIES

PROJECT NAME: Bieyele Commuter Network
PROJECT SPOMNSOR: Parks and Recreation
RESPONSIBLE PERSON: Dave Shaw

&

4

BENEFETS:

e Primary commuter tral elemenis in irveplaceable cormdors.

© Important element of Ciry's Transportation Demand Management strategy: essential to reduce VMT
5-0% over a five-year peniod. Facilities are the foundation of TDM programs.

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

= Very popular with citizens: derived from mostreguested rails

v Successful in attracting multiple funding sources: Open Space Bond-$235,000 + §200,000 Ciy
Council-approved: ARCO-$50,000 {in County); National Recreational Trails Act Grants-$3,000,
25,884 (Phase One), $6,500 (Phase Twa); $20,000 (Mistwaulkee Trail),

COSTS:

= (Cost of project 15 approxirmately $8835,000 (depending on ROW acquisition costs).

= Operations cost, estimated at 32,300 annually per mile {including maintenance, plowing, raiiroad

msurance), are about 1% of construction cost, This is consistent with national average. Note:
some of trail 15 on-street, some m County, and may be paid from other sources. Some of the wrail
cornider may be subject to development: some sections may be part of subdivision developments;
others may not be possible.

Community Benefit:

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

1996 Missoula Transportason Plan Update estimates 5-6% reduction in vehicle miles traveled as a
result of building a complete bicycie system, along with other strategies. Assuming: a 25-year life
for the project; that this and other cwrrent proposed trail projects in the CIP constitute about 173 of
the entire future system; and using an estimated 4% reduction figure, w0 allow for times of lower
use! the cost of construction, distributed over this estimated reduction of rips over a 25-vear
periond, 1s twa cents per (i,

Trail user numbers are significant: one thousand bicyelists used the Riverfront Trail wione day ina
recent trayl waffic count. These numbers catch the attention of national advocacy groups, attracting
diverse funding sources.

There are mmpaortant public health benefits of using the non-motorized transportaton. Personal
health and well-being 1s enhanced. Public health is enbanced by reduction m amount of particulate
from maotor vehicle use.
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MILWAUKEE RR PATH-MISSOULA
STPE 8166(66)
CONTROL # 5578

WHOLE-PROJECT COST ESTIMATE

Unit name #of Units  Unit Cost Est. Total
1. ROW Acquisition
Consuitant Fees Negotiation/Appraisat 12 $6,256.00 $75,000.00
Easaments par SF -
Assuming 20' Easement
Acquisiion Costs 3500 long 76,000 $8.00  8580,000.00
Subtotal $635,666.00
2. Project implementation
Professional Services PE & CE $45,600.00
Traif Construction Linear Feet of Trail $170,000.00
Subfotai $215,000.00
Estimated Total $850,000.00 This does nof account for ICAP on new CTEP aliocations

CTEP BREARKDOWN

ICAR accounted for on fronf page.

Acoountf Name % Reimb. Amount

8102 Preliminary Engineering B86.58% $30,0006.00

4202 ROVW/Easement Acquisition 86.58% $170,000.060
{Utlity Relocation) incidental

9302 Construstion 64.83% $0.00
Construction Engineering
{Including Contract admin,

9402 and inspections) 88.58% $15,000.06

8502 Construction 88.58% $170,000.00
Total $385,060.00
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FROGRAM
City of Missouls CIP Project Request Form FY 2000-2013

Frogram Categony: Project THia: 07 Froject # U5 Project &

P& Project ¥

Hicycle GCommuter Network - Pending

Parks, Recreation and Open Space CTEP Projucts

PROS

PRGE

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

g Wweuher 2

¥ & 0

Cpsen Space

Eleits

with Gan

O BHOETS

Kutan b

Rtseis

ot e foney ©
" S fswnoy, §

Hhivertow

aniiuren east §

IO s not oblai

the #1 i

ig this squipment prioriiized on an eguipment replacement schizduie? Yos

NA

deverppment, denglion snditr 2 e o nat

REVERUE

How is this project golng to be funded:

Funding Source Accounting Gode Y 08

Fusictid ly Prior Years

writy & Cayh

4FE TN

0,000
e antdior (lhee) )
A13.003 ¥ FTB.000 50,000
How is tils project gofng to be spent;
Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 49 FY 10 Y 14 FY 32 Y 4% Spent in Pror Yesrs

A Land Cost

i
g B, Construction Gost
¥ o contingencies (10% of B
o Desion & Eaginesring (15% of BY
£, Percent for Ant (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Ohsy
%1 -
Does this projeat have any additionat impact on the operating bodget:
@ Expense Uhjuct Accounding Codp £Y 10 FY 14 Spent in Prior Years
% (Personnet 3 *
8 Supplies
i; fPrurchased Services
8 Fived Charges
2 [Capitt Outtay
% Sedit Service
s
“Hote - Blgures are @ per mite sstiosate. Vo detarmine annual mainfensnes cost increases e Departrmant will use fhe following equation:
%‘f # traif wtfes acquired X annugl cosiimile = Totd additdonal costz to budget

Responsible Person: Responsible Departrrents  Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time

Praparers
initisls

Totat Score

Dave Shaw Pariks & Receation




CAPITAL IMPROVERENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instruciions For Explanation of Crileria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation and
Cpen Space

Bicycle Commuier Network - Pending
CTEP Projects

0B Project #

PR-06

Quaditative Analysiy Yes No Comments
1. 15 the project necossary o mest fedaral,
state, or focat legst requiremienis? This o
teron inciudes projects mandsted by Coury
Onder fo meet requitements of faw or othet %
requiternents. Of epecial concern is that ihe
profect be accessibie o the handicapped,
2. 15 the project necessary o Wit 8 con-
tractual reguirement? This crilerion includes
Fedeal or Slate grents which reguire locat X
participation. Indicate the Gant rame and
nambet ia the cormment cofamn.
3. b thas project wrgently required?  Will de-
Tay result in curtsiirment of an sssential saf-
viceT This siatement should be checked ) o ) o ) . .
o b ot b Corporate and community support fs high, Development is thresiening the continuous conidor for the corridor bohween
i an o ey s claary ndi- .
Yeu" oty if en emetgency s clearly indl ¥ Russell Stroat and Mullan Read.
sated; otherwise, answer "ho". I "Wes™,
e e to give Tull justification.
4. Loas the project provide for andfo ini-
prove public heatth andior pubfic salety?
This criterion shouid He answered “Ne® un- . - . . o .
7 N Adr gualiy amproverents and quality of life improvenients are Benefits of thege projects.
less public health ahdier safety can be x
show o be a0 urgent of critical facior.
Raw
Quantiiative Analysis Score Total
Range Conmnents Weight Score
©-3
4. Doee the project reselt in maximum Yas, The City's match feverages SAFETEA- LU ICTER) ang other grant funds. This fund relmburses
Denefit to the conmLnity fom the 5 £8.58% of project cogts, requiting only 13.47% tooal malching funds, A 12 28% ICAF fee is added (o 5 15
. thet § i,
invesiment dotlar? he tofa CTER poition
(0-3}
G. Dnes the project requ peady _ . i ) .
e i . Yes. Bach year more development occurs along many potential sl comidors in the City, malking
amplermentalion i oréer 1o assure s Z : P n " 4
THAGIRERIALON 0 Orer 0 SSSURE S astablishment of & continuous trall systern mors problematic, ¥ &
maximun: effectivencss?
{0-3)
7. Does the project conserve eneigy, Yeou. The project will preserve the Milwathee Corridor which is eligible for historic status. I will alfow
cultusal ar natural fesouces, of reducs 2 continuation of the historic use, transporation in a related mode, via non-metorized means. Porlions of 3 8
poliution? the trail are adjacent to riparian areas.
(023
& Dots the project improve or expand The preject works in concert with plans i conserve opan space. [t enoouages use of non-poliuting
apen sssential Cily semvices where such 2 noremcteried fransporiaion mifigating wir quolity problems. It is an integral past of the City's T 4 &
sErviees are 1ecognized and Beospled e plan to reduce VIMT 8%, The projects proposed hese are degignated ag “corrrnuter routes” os per the
. . Mon-Motorized Transpertation Plan, These routes are hagvily supporied by the public.
Laing necsssary ang efective? ¥ ¥ ! Y S Y )
-3 The project confributes o Strai goal of Habiity by providing an ingxpensive, cornvenient and sadfe
§. Does the project specificaliy relate to the means of tavel and healihy recreation inking neighborhoods with community resources, Speciically,
City's strategic plarming priotities or olhwr 3 # s @ primany component of the 2007 Non-Moterieed P, with specific rderence o corddor 4 1
plane? greservation s #1 goot These profocts sre suppontes by the goats of the Master Parks Plan and also
appear i the Lirban Transpanation Plan Uptate,
Totat Boore qu
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M WALHKEE/D.C/K W, TRAIL CONNECTIONS
Based on TLI Prefiminary Estimates

KW to CR Trail

Construction $229.879 &' Pavad Trail

Engineering 359,156 Plus retaining wall, fence &
Subtotal 3288034 RR safety features
Contingancy $28,903

CTER ICAP 12.25% $3.541

Total §321,478

Kim Williams to Clark Fork Subs Connection

Construction $131,259 8 Paved Trail
Engineering 534,741
Subtotal $166,000
Contingency $16,600
CTEP ICAP 12.25% $2.033
Totat $184,633
Grand Totat $506,110

Note: Estimates based on 2007 figures

Estimate assumes the City will do all the following construction.
Costs could decling If developmeant ocours along the traff corridor
MILWAUKEE RESERVE TO MULLAN

Unit Linit Cost Total Froperty
inciudes Design &

Asphalt Trail, Phase | 1.875 $200.000  §375,000 Construction Costs
CTEP [CAP 12.25% 345,038
Total Estimated Cost $420,838
Bridges, Phase i
RBridge 1 Existing $0 Kolenditch
Bridpe 2 200 %1,000 $200,000 Clouse
Bridge 3 306G $1,000 $300,000 Clouse
Bridge 4 80 $1,000 60,000 JTL
Rridge & Existing 30 50 JTL
Bridge 6 install At Grade Crossing S0 $0 Schmidt Ret.
Bridge 7 180 $1.000 $180,000 Fray

Bridges Subtotal $740,000
CTER ICAP 12.25% $80,6850

Total Estimated Costs $830,650

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

Costs could decling if development ogcurs along the trad corridor
MILWALKEE MULLAN TO DESCHAMPS LN,

Miles Unit Cost/mile Total
Mites of Trail 3.85 $200,000 $760,000 & wide Asphalt Surface
CTEP ICAP 12.26% 366,775
Total 5886,778
Mites of Trail 3.95 $130.000 $513,600 Grave! Only (nol CTEP eligible)
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Categarny: Projoct Title: 87 Project #

68 Project #

08 Project #

Bicyele Commuter Network - Pending

> sith &)
Parks, Recreation and Qpen Space CTEP Projocts

PR.0S

PRGOS

Beseription and justification of project and funding sources;
an Miswaukee Rairoad Bittereot Branch Trait (B87) ana the Clark Fork River comdors., Comgor a0
Non-motorizad fflan Ths progect eesables 3 coordnated effor {0 acquite 300e5s 10 land, treugh purchases of easements  Development of
Tre project leverages federa: Kinos denaticns and grants, such 5§ haiching
and wil pe disted on a per project basis  Numbers snown bere account for the 17 25% 1CAP fee associated with CTE
intluded Projects

FYOE - Salv ark Trans (Appesrs as MiRA Project "Bou
FYOY - Mitwoukee Russeli o Re
FYQE - ¥am Vil
FYOQ - Kim W
Y10 - BET North lwmgs\cr {nHG ABPESTS T4 R RA f‘rr:,:.ui
FY0 - Miwavkee Teaif - Reserve 10 I‘nu’ fan Fhase |, 8421000 (¢
FY 11 - Midwaukee Teal -
FY17 - shitwackee Traif - Mullan to {_\e_
Y12 - BBT 10 Lolo connecion {Scope not yel |

Create, expand and enhance trad

preject in 2008

1 Bank Riverlont §r
Ve [Appears .ii l.,n..\n : Ra irmd W‘ { S8 xmta:! becsuse estabished CTER)

Lmnomons 3360 CMJ)
riace;

U s

ds are from e Open Space Bond. Opes Space |

terct ar

> % paotily of the adopied 20
1wl fodics
S will e requested for the 2006 &

W ALEHISHIG

FY 12 - Trail Hohung impray rits on Kim Wilk ard Reon Meonsld Fiver Frond Fras for "Dark Sxies” chmplisnce and imgroved eiliciency, $3173 000 (Figures are from FYDS
estimate)
FY 13 - Northshareg River il - Vanbiurer: east, $4 140300 (vs estimale in FY 06 numberg)
*BLbd in fondpiain ard foodway i & i ahid
Furiher expansion of trafds along the sorth ar y shones of e Glark Fork River
Funher expsnsion of the M e corrider. S37T expansion

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schodule? $ Yes i Mo ! NA

i | x

Are there any site requirements:

Yai. Requires acquisition of 1ands or essements fort
development, other development. denabon ang/or as part of Brge: open 3pate sequisiions. Project cost estimatas 4o not accou 11 G&

it aghtofway for many of Ihe above mentioned projects. Costs assume that sl nghls-olway ace acquired &5 pard of subdivisi

Hew is this project going to be funded:

Funding Source Accaunling Code FY 31 FY 12 Y 33 Funded in Prier Years
w (CTER fincl 1CAR) F00.000 200.000 HOB GO0
? RYP 36,004 H 35 000
o |Cpen Space 25000 25,000
5_. LI Generat Fund
® limpact Fees
Cc;mly ARGES 50,000
zleper Contndauan
Federal andior (iher) 870,700 &00.000
07,000 ATG06]  B3GG0 T.080 008
How 15 this project geing to be spent:
Butlgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 88 £Y 10 MY 11 ¥y iz Iy 33 Spent in Prior Years
ut A Land Cost
2 {B. Construction Cost v 740,000 288 500
B |C. Contingencies (10% of B} 366 74000 FREN0
5 {D. Design & Engineering {15% of B) 00a 09.000
F. Percent for Art {1% of B} 3.500 5,800 ¥.000 3000
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other (ICAP £2.000 101 00 130,000 50,700
“Now 507000 a3 700 100,600 ERE

Land coste sesume that most

a nahts ofaway will be purchased and that some witl ba

QPERATING BUDGET COSTS

{oes this preject have any additional impact on the operating budget:

£xpense Object Accounting Code FY 05 FY 10 FY 11 Spenl in Prior Years

Porsonnei K 1,704 1,784

Supplies 453 ATG

Purchased Services 481.65 BQ5 531

Fixed Charges

Capital Outlay

Debt Service

2535 2882 P 2835 RS -

‘Note - Figures are a per mie estimate. To determing annuast maintenance cost ingreases the Depantment will use the following equation:

# trail miles acquired X annuat costimite = Total additionat costs to budget

Besoriplion of additional operating tudast impact. Cost of mai
INCronses) pod mde por sl Cost of woutine rese

raining the frad sysiem is o
N0 BpETONMatEly eeery ¥ years dependent on weather no

stimatied 1o he 32,530 in FYOS plas
civdied i budget

BNl INCIEasE {in

fing alenals and mhor cost

Preparer's
Responsible Porson: Responsibte Depanment:  Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initisls Totat Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation T2MARC0R 1ES 08 Rt

1

3"
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Category:

Project Yitle:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

Bicycie Commuter Network - Pending
CTEP Projects

08 Project #

PR-05

Cualitative Analysis Yes No Comments
118 e project necessany o meet federal,
state, or locat legal requirements? This cri-
teron inciudes projects mandated by Count
Grder to meet requiraments of aw or other b3
requirements. Of special concern is that the
project be accessible & the handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary to Afill a con-
ractuat requirement? This oriterion inchides
Federal or State grants which require local x
participation. Indicate the Gran! name and
number in the comment colima,
3. Is this project orgently requited? Wil da-
tay result in curtamnent of an essential ser-
vice? This statement should be checked . . L . . . .
s onty if is cleary ind Corporate and cormmunily suppod is high. Development is threatening the continuous cordor for he coridor
e Oy Il an emergency is cleaty ind: * between Russell Streel and Mullan Road.
cated; otherwise, answer "No”. i "Yes",
be sure to give full justification,
4, Dioes the project provide for and/or im-
prove public heatth andfor public safety?
This crterion should be angwered "No' ws - . - -
i Al guahly inprovements and quality of life irmprovements are benefits of {hese projects.
fess pubhc health and/or safely can be %
show to be an urgent o critical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Toal
Range Comments Weight Score
(-3}
5 Does the project resull in maxiom Yes. The City's match leverages SAFETEALU (CTEP) and ofher grant funds. This fund
benedit 1o he community from the 3 reitnburses 86 58% of project costs, requining only 13.42% local matching funde. A 12.25% 1CAP 5 15
investment dottar? {ee is added to the total CTER portion
{3
&. Does the project requice speeady . i . L ) .
e ation i der t 5 ¥es Each year more development ocours siong many polential traif conddors in the City, making s
implermentation in orders 1o assure its - eslablishment of o continuous trail system more problematic 4
maximum effectiveness?
13-3)
7. Does the project conssrve energy, Yas. The project will preserve e Milveaukes Corridor which is eligivie for historic status. i wilk
caltural of naturat 1esources, of reduce 2 aHow conunuation of the histonc use, ranspodation in & relaled mode, via non-maetorized means. K} £
pollution? Poicns of the tail are adjseen o Aparian arcas,
{32}
8. Does the project imymove of expand The project works in concert with plans o conserve open space, L encourages use of non-polluting
upon essential City services where such 2 non-motorized wansporation mitigating air quatity problems. B is an integral pant of the Gity's TDM 4 b3
SEVICEs are recognized and ascepted a3 pran to reduce VT 6%, The projects proposed here are designaled a8 "commualer (oues” 4s per
- s Nond ized Transportation Plan. Thes ¢ e avily & & s pubic
beity hecessaty and elfective? e Non-Moorized Transportation Plan. These routes are heavily supparied by the public
10-3) The project contributes to Strategic goal of fabiity by providing an inexpansive, convenient and safe
§. Does he project speciically relate o the means of ravel am heaithy recreation finking neighborhoods with corsrmnity resources.
City's strategic planning priorties or sther 5 Specifically, if is @ pomary component of the 2001 Non-totorized Plan, with spectic referenca to 4 12
plans? coridor presenvation as #1 goal. These projects are supported by the gosls of he Masler Parks
Plan and also appear iy the Urban Transportation Plan Update.
Totat Scare 40
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MEEWAUKEE/D C /KW, TRAIL CONNECTIONS
Based on TL Preliminary Estimates

KW to CR Trail

Construction 5229 873
Engingering $59, 165
Subtotal $258 034
Contingency $28,803
CTER ICAP 12.25% $3,541
Total $321,478

Kim Williams fo Clark Fork Subs Connection

g Paved Trail
Flus retaining wall, fence &
RR safety features

Construction $131,269 8 Paved Trai
Engineering $34.741
Subictal $1586,000
Contingency $16,800
CTEP ICAP 12 25% $2.033
Total $184,633
Grand Total $508,110
MNote: Estimates based on 2007 figures
Estimate assumes the City will do all the foliowing construction.
Costs could decling if development ocours along the trail corridor
MILWALKEE RESERVE TO MULLAN
Unit Unit Cost Total Propearty
Asphalt Trall, Phase | 1.875 $200,000  $375,000
CTEP (CAP 12.25% 345,038
Total Estimated Cost $420,%38
Bridges, Phase §
Bridge 1 Existing $0 Kofenditch
Bridge 2 200 $1,000  $200,000 Clouse
Bridge 3 300 §1,000  $300,000 Clouse
Bridge 4 &0 31,000 360,000 JTL
Bridge & Existing 30 $0 JTL
Bridge 8 install At Grade Crossing 30 30 Schmidt Rd.
Bridge 7 T80 $1,000 $180,000 Frey
Bridges Subtotal $740,000
CTEF ICAP 12.25% 380,650
Total Estimated Costs $830,650

Note: Eslimate assumes the City will do all the foliowing construction.
Costs could decling if development occours along the trall corridor

MEWAUKEE MULLAN TO DESCHAMPE LN,

Miles
Miles of Trall 3.85
TeEP ICAP 12.25%
Total
Miles of Trail 3,85

$130.,000
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Unit Cost/mile Total
$200,000

Includaes Design &
Construction Costs

3760,000 & wide Asphalt Surface

96,775
4888775

$513,500 Gravel Gnly (not CTEP ellgible)



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008.2013

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

Parks, Recreation and Opars Space Grant Creek Trail PR 24 =R-06

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

The propased Grant Cresk Trall s an 8-wide asphall biking and pedestian trall starting from the nonh end of the cuirent RMEF tralt and ending al Snow Bowi R, (34 mil. from Ravine

aiead). The propesed wall would Do 3.5 miles (2.0 City; 1.3 County) running slong aag 1o the west of Grant Creek Rd. and would serve 33 the trunk system connecied by hdure lateral
from eact of the subdivisions. This proposed trail i5 Grant Greek neighbotiood intisted and suppored, and enjoys o high level of community participation. This trail is urgently
recisred 16 aeviate unsafe conditions and provide non-mctarized mesns of ravel, Gran Creek R, Is & busy, showder-less, winding road with 4% mph speods used by bicyelists snd
pedestrians, who have no other choice for travet/recroation in the Grant Croek corvidor. (rant Cresk consists of 13 subdivisions with no safe bicyole of pedestian conmectors Befween them
for civldren or adulte, and no mieans other than automobile fo connest 1o compmunity ansporn systems. This trail would connect o Relitesnaite Creek via Ravine Trail, 1 wolsd also meet
the bike lnnes oh Reserve 81, vitually conneciing 1¢ the majority of exisling irails in Misseula,

A fdec, 2008 GO Nelghbuhord Councit Survay indicates that 82% of GC residonces support approval of thie rall ve. 28% for 2 public park in the area. This justifes the proposes Lse
of Open Bpece Bond funds Othaer funding s NRP Grants, privale donations GTEP and possible congressional sppopriations

Is this equiprent prioritized on an eguipmient replacaiment sehedule? Yes Ne A

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded i Prior

" Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 16 FY 44 FY 1% FY 13 Years
% GCTA and in-kind donations 17.600 17 000 12,000 Y08 8,060
L IRTP Grant 17,000 17000 17.000
g CTEP (Chy} sndtfor equivalend funding 328,000 354,600
CTER (County: See Nete 7 23,000 220,000 100 600
Open Space Bond - County 100,000 70,000 FYO8 40 000
157 000 852,000 433,000 - 48,000 |
County reimburses City $337 000 in FY 1Y 1T
How is this project gomng 1o be spent: .
Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code FY 0¢ FY 40 FY 11 FY 42 FY 12 Years
s {A Land Cost Uonated Looses 20¢.006 75,600 35,000 Y08 40,000
£ 8. Construction Cost 36005 SEB,600 419,000
Fic. Contingencles {(10% of B) 28,000 32,000 21,000
ff; D. Design & Engineering (158% of B} 73.600 39,000 5,000 FY08 § 0C0
£, Percent for Art {1% of B}
¥. Equipment Costs
&, Cther
157,000 852,000 W00 - - 48,000
Does this project have any additional mpacl on the operating budget:
Spent in Prior
g Expense Ciject Accounting Code F¥10 £yt Fyiz FY13 Y4 Years
o |Personned S070 5573 5,687 70T
8 Suppties 1612 1,683 $.778 1,866
‘lé_l Purchased Services 802 1582 1987 2088
g Fixed Chiarges
o | Capital Outlay
2 |Debt Service
l& G484 8658 0,456 10,879 11,527 -
[
o]
&

Cost of maintaining the traif system is astinisted to bo $2874 plus 5% annuai increase {gue To matedals and labor costs} per mite pay vest The ol milesge of the anticiostod
mprovements fs about 3.3 miles tole with 7 miles of that being within City Bmils and 1.3 miles are in the Counly. ity Council Resalition states that he City wouli maimtain all 3.3 miles.

Preparers
Responsible Person: Responsibie Departinent Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time iritiale Total Seore
Dhave Bhiw Parks & Recrsation 24E008 THTE2008 11:52 Fiu 45




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTY PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See CLP, instructions For Explanation of Criteriu}

Program Gategory: Project Tiile: 08 Froject #
Parks, R ation and .
ecreation Grant Creek Trail PR-06
Open Space
Quaiitative Analysis Vet Na Cornments
1 s c O o o 1, - . N e N . . .
1. 1s the project necessary to mast federat, Monisna Code provides thal services Lo annexed areas be provided on substantially the seme basis and in the same
state, or ol legel requirements? Thiz o Manner as such SenIess are provitod within the rost of the municipality. Grant Creck does not have a safs moans of
tarion includes praects mandated by Court bicycie o pedestrian ransportation viz 8 Wail netwark, sidewatks, o bike streat fanes as provided alsewners o the City
ot . . - Grant Grosk doas not have aceess to Mountain Line bus transportaiion. This project vl provide the safe moans of
Ordar to mest tequirements of faw or olbs X R . o . . . . L . . P .
pedestrisnibicycle transportation vis & trail separsted from the road and desigred for ADA handicapped socess. s
froy - i e — . N . . 5 - :
requirernents. Of spedial concem is that the separate GIP Reguest for 8 Park'n Ride with bus service and trailhead parking just north of Sevenar i approved snd
preject be accessible (o the handicappsad. coupled vith this project, GO pedestrians/oyclists/motorists wif sl have bus transportation aceess. Rebuilding GC
Read o inceiponate shiawalks and bike lanes is nol feasible and 5 cos! probibitivs,
2. is the project necsssary 1o fulfilt a con-
traciual requirement? This eriteron includes
Fedaral or State granis which requite locat X
participation. Indicete the Giant name and
number in the cormment column,
3. 18 this profect urgently toquired? Wl de- . . ) . . » .
, - " / " I is urgent to remedy the dangerous exposure of pedastians and cyclists on Grant Creek R4 by providing & trail
<l i nant of 5 essential ser- ¥ ' h )
ay resait ir: curtallrant of si sssoniial ser sepatate from the road as seon as possible and bofore a sarious accident ooturs. We have verbal agesments with
vice? Yhis statement should be cheaked individual tandowners including Washingion Corporation and oihers, willing to cate necessaty and critical fand for ihis
“Yes® only if an emergency is clearly ingi- X project. Delays could mean toss of interest, and any changss of swnershis could jeopandize crucial land easement for
. ; . . tor feot i Ingt B delaue 3 - i
CAtEN ofhenwise, ansveer “No®. I “Yeg*, thig ;.\sf:;ecf. if the momaenium nowdeve:oped for the pm’fﬁ.fs o] Lg,‘ \S‘e,ay.., m.e homeowners bgy in may sub.:;deland
i o the trail may not be able to be coated. The Grant Creck Trails Assoolation hag been formed to fales $50,000 by private
5 a 5 ; e ! X . o - e
be sre fo give full justification. donation (o ingurs completion of the Cily pottion in 2008 and the County poriion in 2009.
4. Doss tho project pravide for andior im-
prove punlic heaith and/or public safety? Hot only do Wissoulians use Grant Cresk Rd. for recrestionsl ?)ikin(_? ﬁnq walkingdjogging, bt the three locat hotels have
o e vislors who requendly walk slong Grant Croek R for enercise. Wi viduslly no stioulder along Grant Creek R, and &
This criterion should be answaerad "MNo™ uns L - . R ) e o
speed limit of 4% mph, this creates a dangerous bicycle/pedesinen envirenment. This tred would make safe nen-
foss public health and/er safety can be ¥ moterized sonnections between subdivisions and reducs Uaffie (Bnd exbeust pollution) crested by Grant Creek
siiown {0 be an urgent o Griticsd facior, residands, This neighborhood accessiDia trail would also encotrage physical attivify, prometing individuai healin.
Rawe
Guantitative Anatysis Soare Total
Range Comments Weiaht Soore
-3 ‘ . . )
) The sl will allevisle traflic, provide safe routas befwesn neighborboeds end provide a sefe alternative
5. Does the project resull in maxitnum 1o motorized fransporation. in a December 2006 survey of GC residente, 320 people (exciusive of
benafil o the community from the 3 visitors and cthers from elsewhere in the City) indicated they would use the el on g regulat basls with) 5 i5
38% of Grant Creek residences responding, Projact leverages come from the Cpen Space Bond,
i et oy 51 . . N . oy e PR .
invogtment doliar? cash donations and osserments donsied by landowners to mateh CTES and RTP funds.
©-3) . _ :
. Bocause of public safety, this project should net be deferred. Alsa, we have vorba! sgresinents with
6. Dots the project require spendy individual Jandowrers wiiing to donate ersoments, wWhich s1e necessaly and orilical land for this
mplementation i order to assure it 2 profect. Deliys could nroan ioss of interest, or any changes of land Gwnership could jeopardize crucial 4 a
. tand ezsernent for this wrojact. Private donations of cash snd casemeants witl not be fortheomsing f frail
TG efectiveness? completion i the near ferm cannot be demonsirsted.
{0-3)
7. Dos the project CONSErve aRergy. This traif encourages use of non-meterized fransportation resulting in increased alr quatity, The aged
vl i 1 '{ 5 for melorized ransportation between neighborhoods ang ofher locallons will aise by dinunished, This
wet 3 es 5 HE Rt o . . . n - n . . T 3. 3
cuilural or nafural Fes0UIGes, of radice © fraitwill help promote edusation rogarding our olk population with & proposed ok viewing sfation. The * &
pofiution? trait provides acces s of Girant Oreek and the connecting trails (o the Ratliesnake,
18-23 . . . o . .
o This {frail would provide & safe non-molorized routs that is inexpensive and convenien for Grant Craek
8. Diocw the project impove of expand residents, Missoula residents and iissoula visitors. The project is in concert wilh plans to conserve
City servicas where sich Z opan spece. i Rithers the abjectives of Transportation Damand Management{ TUMY by providing 2 4 8
o5 Gl fecognized and accepted as facility of efferdable fransportation, reducing the number of vehicle trips, and increasing transporiation
o . options for Missouls Residants,
baing noecessary and effective? plians ‘ @ e
G-3) - . . - Lo . . . . . .
@3 The taif was included a3 an unfunded moject in the 2004 UTP Update and is mentione sificadly i
8. Does the project speciiicatly reiate 1o thy the 2006 Open Spacs Plan Update. The trail is supported by the Mestar Parks Plan and the 2001
City's straiegic planning priorities or othar 3 Non-iotoszed Transporiation Plar. It meels Strategic Piao objectives by promating community 4 iz
plEns? valvarnent in patnesship with City government, acquiting donated privale property and furthering
T goals. The conept of & Grant Creek el sepsrute from roade was pait of the 1980 Grent Creek
Args Pian, the 1987 Grantand PUD, sad was 4 requirernent of the Gity ordinance upon snnexation of
Gravdtend in 1880,
Total Score 4G




CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT PROGRAM
Lty of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 20082012

Program Category: Project Tithe: UB Project # Q¢ Project #

Paris, Recreation and Open Space Tonkin Trail PROY

Description and justiiication of project and funding sources:

1 2007 Pat Tonkin dorated 46 6a56MENt 5uross her proparty for a trall. The Paiks Depadment is snsible for construction and matntenance of the frail, The trail will run acoss the
face of the South Hills with & paeked gravel surface. The Meighiberhoot Council was successivl in receiving 3 Meighborhood grant for $3,000. Sorme of the work will be sompistes by
voturiesrs,

T

Is this ecuipment pricritized on an equipment teplacement schedule? Yas Na A

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded iy Prior
1 Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 EY 10 FY 14 ey 12 FY 13 Years
]
i
> Cash 1o Lieu 6,000
& Neighhorhosd Grant 3000
NTP (FWP 15,222
Voluntesr/in King services 400
28627 - - - - -
HMow is this project going to be =pent: X .
Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code Y 68 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w 1A Lang Gost
218, Construction Cosi 28622
& <. Confingencies (10% of B}
ﬁ B. Design & Engineering (15% of B)
E. Percent for Art{1% of i3}
F. Eguipment Costs
G. Other
28,6822 - - ~ - -
Docs this project have any addittonal impact on the operating budget:
Spent in Pirior
g Brpense Objoct Accounting Code Y 08 Y16 FY 14 Y17 FY 13 Yeurs
3 Pergonnet
G Supplies
E Purchased Services
8 Fixed Chaiges
g Capital Outlay
‘-Z? Debt Service
find R - B .
<
[
i
o
G

Gescriplion of eddifional operating budget impsc{:

Preparer's
Responsibe Persom Respanzibie Departinent: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Tine Initials Tots Seore
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation THAE/2006 1153 K 45




CAPITAL BAPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Profect Rating

{(See TP, instiuctions For Explanation of Critenia}

Program Gategory: Project Title:

Parks, Recreation and

Tonkin Trail
Open Space b

U8 Projest #

FR-OY

Qualitative Analysic Yes o Commenis

i 1s the project necessary 10 mest federal,
state, of local legal requirernents?  This ot
ferion inciudes projects mendated v Court
Order {o mieet requirements of lavw or oiber %
requiternents. Of special concern i3 that the

projict be accessiie to the handicapped.

2. 1s the project necessuny 1o fuifill 2 con-

tractual requiremsnt? This criterion includes
Federal or Siale grants which require local %
participation. ladicale ihe Grant name and

nember i ihe comment collann,

3, i this project urgently required? Wil de-
iny result in conailment of an essential som
vice? This statement should be choecked
“Yeg" enly ¥ an emergency is clearly indi- b4

cated; othenwise, angwer "No®. I "Yes",

b sure {o give full justification.

4. Boas the project provide for andior inm-
grove public health andfor public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No" un-
fans public heaith andfor safety can be ¥

shown to be an urgent or critical facter.

Rawr
Qusntitative Anzlysis Score
fange Comments

Waeight

Total
Score

{5
&, Does the project result in maximign
riefit t (he community from the % Yas 55 easemant wes donsied snd majority of coste are paid by grants, 100% Leveraged,

invastment dollar?

[#1]

. Does the project require sheody
implementation in order Lo assuie is 2 Matehing grants have expected timelines

maxinum effoctiveness?

ES

{0-3
7. Deos the prolect consene snetgy,

suliural or natural resowrces, or reduce 2 Promotes bike/pad use

pailition?

&. Dloas he project imptove o axpand
upon essendisl City servioes where stch 4 e .
: L Adds fo euisling frall system
EENACES BIG reoogiized sng acoupted 23

being pecessary and effective?

8. Does lhe project specifically ralate {o the
City's strstegic planning priodties of other 3 Part of the MEF and Nonsmotorized Trans plan

wiang?

iy

Total Score

Al

FPage PRZ4




CAPITAL NMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reguest Form FY 20608-2013

Program Calegory: Project Tille: 8 Project # 8 Project #

Park Malntenances & timprovements

Program PR-20 PR-0B

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Description and justification of project and Tunding sources:

tiost fralis and any park acmenitics Gostrooms, playgrounds, spons Tecilities, imigation, court surfaces Yhave an expected Wespasn of about 20 years.
1. Reswt:
2. Playgrounds replacements.

3. Restroom replacementuporades. Most rasticoms do nol gurrently maet ADA Stendards,
4.

&,

coutt sutlacas and ralls.

Spals Facility upsdstes.
lisigation Concams

Resulaning, repsirs and upiades betore complete deterioration vill extend the fife of park smenities beyond the normal 20 years, Refer 1o separate projects for above amaenttics

By being able to plan for improvernaale, parks can swve veloade stelf and consullant fime snd tonoy. Planning allews grouping of similsr projects fon sevings,

is this equipment prieritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Mo WA

Are fhere any site requirements;

How ig this project going to be funded:
Funded in Priar

REVENUE

Funding Source Accounting Code Y 0% FY 18 FY 11 FY 92 FY 13 Years
General Fund CIP 280,000 750,000 250,000 256 400 26,000
EEcivd 25,000 50,000 78000 100,006
280,000 275000 330,000 325 000 350,000

T80=Rark Maittenance District, Fudure CO Bond, Mill Lewy, incieased mpadct Fees

How ie this project going (0 e spent: . .
Spent in Prior

Butigelad Funds Accounting Code FY 08 Y 10 FY 11 Y 42 B 13 Yeuars
1AL Land Cost
2 8. Construction Cos{
E C. Gontingencies {10% of B}
E B Design & Enginesring (15% of 8)
&, Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other 250,000 276,000 308,000 326,000 380000
250,000 275,000 308,030 325,060 350 000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operafing budget;
Spent iy Prios
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 £Y 10 FY 11 By 12 =Y 13 Years
Pargonne!
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitat Ouliay

Debt Service

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Bescription of additionat operating budget impaect: No nel increase. Replacersentrepsirenciailon of existing infrastouciuie

FPreparar's
Responsible Persom: Fesponsible Departrent: Oate Submitted to Finsnce Toeday's Date and Time Imitials Toial Score

Rob Thaines Parke & Recreation TIAEE00E 1200 Y A4




CAPITAL MPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Froject Rating

(See CLP. jnstructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Park Maintenance & Improvemants

Cpen Space Program PR-08

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

118 the projedt necessany o moeed foderal,
state, or local lega! requirernants?  This ani-
terion includes projecls mandated by Court
Chrdder o meal requirements of faw o othar 3
requirernents. O spoecial concern is that the

project be accessible to the handicapped.

2 Is the profect necessary 1o fullill & con-

tractual requirament? This coferion inciudes
Federai or State grants which require local ®
pasticipation. indicate the Grant nane and

rivmber i the semment colkumn.

3. 15 this project vrgently required? Wil de-
Iy result in curdaiiment of an essantisl ser-
vice? This statement stould be checkod
“Yes" enly if an emergency is cleariy indi- ¥
cated, atfienwise, ansiver “Neo". i “Yes®,

b sure (o give full justification.

4. Doos the project provige for aad/or im-
prove public heslth andior public safeiy’
Thiz criterion should ba answeored "No™ un-
tess public health andfor safety can be ®

shavat {0 be atr urgent of erilicad foclorn.

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Saora Total

Range Comments Weight Score

{333
% Does the project resull in maxdmam " i i i o . )
Wit routine upkeep and renovation schedules, we can extend the usehi life of facililies znd bzl

svafit i s 3 i 3 ne il .
frenatt (6 the community from the i surfaces.

o
=

frwgrstonant dolla?

8. fioes the profect reguire spesdy
mplementation in order (o assure 1S s Timely matnienance can be cilical o extending the e of faoilities 4 5

raximum effectivensss?

7. Goes the project conserve Gnorgy, Yog, per Goal #35 in MPE, Prolect and enhance the naturat environment and develop parks, frails and
cuiturat or naturad resourcas, of reduce 2 outdoor recretizonat faciliites i an envirorenentally sensitive manner. Proper meintenance of apen 3 &

N & serves ratural res 2
soiiution? SPECE Preservas nalural ISoUrcss

G-
B, Does the project improve or sxpand - X L
Yes This helps mest Goal #4 of MPP by establishing maintenance stendard, and managemant plans
for thie parks snd other progerties the City mairntzing, Asnuslly assess needed mairlensncs and
renovaiion profects system-wide, including iringing existing feciiifios up lo ADA standsrds,

Y GE5etial

hi

iy seivices whets soch

BEVICES 316 resogrired and aocepled as

boing necesssry and effective?

§. 2o the project specifically relate fo the . - i o L .
) i . Yes, por Goal 34 These projects witl help develop and msintain parks st & high kel of gustily.
Cifys st AT 7 H 5 1 K o . i 2
City's steategic planning priosities or other 3 Cormunty Livability 4 42

plans?

Total Seere e

Page PR28



Park Maintenance & improvemernts

Planned projects

FYQ9

Lighting Replacement

Restroom Rebuild (Sacajawea & Greenough)
Piayground Replacement (Boyd & Mcl.eod)
lerigation/Landscape upgrades

Trail Resurfacing-Cottonwood connection and
BCN Orange Street East

Total

EY10

Plavground Replacement - Litlle MceCormick
Playground Replacemeant - Marilyn

Irrigation Upgrade - Honeysuckle

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

Total

FY11
Playground Replacement - Greenough

Restroom Repiacement - Greenough South @ parking lot

Shelter Repalr
Lighting Replacement

Court/Trail Resurfacing - NS, Franklin, BCN continuation

Totat

Fyi2

Flayground Replacement - Kiwanis

Restroom Replacement - Kiwanis

Lighting Replacement

Court/trail resurfacing -Gregory/BCON continuation

Testal

FY13

Playground Keplacement - Ben Hughes
Restroom Replacement - Westside

Lighting Replacement

Courtfrait resurfacing - Playfair/BCN continuation
Total

“r &R A B

15,000
40,000
166,000
20,000
15,000

“

286,000

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

iR & 7 &2 P &

275,000

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

LA 49 8 B 0D

340,600

136,000
147.5Q0
15,000
32,500

|63 &5 & &

335,000

$105,000
$160,000
$15,000
370,000

Page PRZ7

$350,000



- Conduit Fixture Servive Refastiping
v ACire chanping oo
Casts Cosls Upgeades otaliseuit Schedyle T TR
Girowit | MO pgg, ) dnchouse SR0CDici st
{25} 085
2 1150 HLIBG G 3
2 eh7 5y

SR80
22121 FYI0. 402500
tepeat Y52
3146518
RN
4777 50
575534
$1.003 2%
5232022 3,465.00
§12%87
125078
A 1946]  §1 646 43
o 135 $135.66
¢ 187 319748
i 10 $803.A7
5725 00
b Ao Y6 Gva00 V1% 643000
53.351.28 S1 67484 ERG0.0D
P 5336125 $1E75E4 o 720060 3,150.00

Carent it Hght mpstenance Gosis

STrencting $ Voot with macting $0% of con
50 HAabia fnn

v riate {Rwd) e NWE
firtures [watls 2 b ave 34 Bour 366 da
&z 1250 93.000 i
62 125 31006 144
32232 53,104,
11 65216 86,1758t

Project Tots 147 813255

Teiphes direct npanl #7 GRD SE60106D 10, 1.
life- and 0% tife cycle or ¥,00081s

redumiping is based on 10000 hour Iamp i

sverage 5163 howslyem
tnfatenEhvilyear

Teiples diteot Durial 82 URD SESLHOC0 I 1t

Page PR28
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Greenough Restroom 3/13/2008

|}f'4|

(T

UL
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Sacajawea Restroom 3/18/2008

Page PR30



McCleod Playground 3/13/2008

Page PR31



Boyd Playground 3/13/2008

Page PR32



Parks Maintenance & lmprovements

Projects planned to be completed
Priority list

FYD8

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

Total

FYUg

Sacajawes Playground Replacement
Sacajawea Restroom Replacement
Mcl.eod Playground Replacement
irrigation/landscape upgrades

Trait Resurfacing - Southshore Trail
Total

FY1a

Playground Replacement - Little McCormick
Playground Replacement - Boyd

Irrigation Upgrade - Honeysuckle

Court Resurfacing - Kiwanis/Bonner/McBasketball
Trail Resurfacing - BCN system

Total

Fyid

Playground Replacement - Greanough
Restroom Replacement - Greenough
Graenough Shelier Repalr

CourtfTrad Resurfacing - NS, Franklin, BCN
Total

B2

Playground Replacement - Kiwanis
Restroom Replacement - Kiwanis
Courtitrail resurfacing - BCN/Gregory
Total

FY13

Playground Replacement - Ben Hughes
Restroom Replacement - Wesiside
Courifirail resurfacing - BCN/Plaviair
Total

6’3!%‘3}{5‘}6‘}%

LR 62 &2 £9 &3 Lalos & £

ML OB LB B

20,000
40,000
15,000

75,000

75,000
70,000
75,000
10,600
20.000

260,000

75,600
75,000
30,000
40,000
30,000

250,000

106,000
70,000
50,000
30,000

250 000

LAl o2 &

100,600
125,000
26,000

250,000

$75,000
$125,000
550,000

T 8250.000



Parks Maintenance & Improvements

Projects planned to be complated

Fyag

Trail Resurfacing- SouthShore Trail
Tennis Count Resurfacing Fort
Total

FYGS

Sacajawea Playground Replacemsnt
Sacsjawea Restroom Replacement
Mcleod Playground Replacement
irrigation upgrades

Trail Resurfacing

Total

FY1Q

Playground Replacement
Restroom Replacement
Court Resuracing

Trail Resurfacing

Total

FYii

Playground Replacement
Restroom Replacement
Ceourt Resurfacing

Teotal

FyYiz

Playground Replacement
Restroom Replacement
Courtfirall resurfacing
Total

e
[t
B

ADD GREENQUGH PARKING LOT?
WHICH YEAR, WHAT AMOUNT

£

25,000
3 32,000
$ 57,000

75,000
70,000
75,000
10,000
20,000
250,000

& £ RS

150,000
30,000
40,000
30,000

250.000

& £ R R R

150,000
70,000
30,000

250,000

R R R B

150,600
70,000
30,000

256,000

&R e



CAPITAL IMPROVEMERNT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reguest Form FY 2008-2012

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project ¥ 08 Project

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Turf Maintenance Equipment MIA PR-DG

Description and justification of projest and funding sources:

This CIP is 1o purchase squipment nedessaty 1r a successiul il management progeam. The fore mentionad squipment inchuides & sl seeder, wop dressor, dethiatchensweeper, broadcast
spraadnr, soi pulverizer, Corently the department doss not have 2 seeder top dresser, dethatchersweepar, sl pulvesizar, We currently shate an stator and actor with the covetery,
The spoits fields in the clty hsve been tn desperate neetd of atiention for vears. These turl ar0as are very old and heavily used, Topsell is minima if present ot all. This equipreent will help

o provige inproved tud and soll conditions on 16 slghty aces of sport felds.

Is this equipment priotitized on an equipment repiacement schadule? Yes N A

Are there any site requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

10
How is this praject going ta be funded:
Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accouniing Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 42 FY 13 Yizars
THO o 187 28,315

fvipact Foaoes

1,287 29,315 - . - -

THD = Park Mairtenznce District, Future GO Bond, Milk Levy, incressed impact fees

Howe is this project going o be spent .
Spent in Prior

Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code FY 08 [l Y1 FY 12 EY 1% Yeots

A, Land Cost

B. Construction Cost

C. Contingencies (16% of B)

£, Design & Engineering (18% of B)
£. Percert for At (1% of B}

E. Eguipment Costs 21,268 26 315
G. Gihyer

81,269 - 28,318 - - -

OPERATING BUDGET COST

Boes this oroject have any additional Bnpact on the operating budgest:
Bpent in Prior

Expense Objest Arncounting Code =Y 0% FY 40 FY 1 FY 12 Fy 43 Years

Personnel

Supplies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capntal Outlay

Beht Service

Lesoription of additionst opersiing budgel impact: seed, lopdressing, bisdey, fuel

Preparst's
Respensible Person: Regpongible Dapartmeny Date Submitied fo Finance Today's Due and Time Irvitiats Total Score
Rob Thames Farks and Regreation TAGI2008 12144 i3 4%

Fage PRS




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Froject Rating

{See C.iL.P. instgotions For Explanation of Crileriz}

Program Category:

Project Title:

Farks, Recreation and
Open Space

Turf Baintenznce Equipment

08 Project &

PR-08

Cuistitative Analysis Yes Ho Caomments
1. le the prefect necessary o mest leders!,
stute, of locat legal requirements® This ¢t
terion inciudes projects mandated by Court
Cirder fo mesd reguiements of faw or other X
requirements, OF special cencern is that the
project bo accessible (0 e handicapped.
2. 1s tho projoct necessary to fulfill a con-
tractust regquitement? This critarion includes
Federal or State grants which roquire local %
panticipation, [ndicats the Grant name and
s i the corment cohunn,
3.t this projest urgently required? Vidili de-
lay resuil in cuntsifrent of an essential set-
viceT This statement should be checked
"Yes" ooly if an emergency s clearty ind- ks
cated, ethenaiss, answar “No®. 1 “Yas®,
D sure to give full justification.
4. Does the project provide for andior irm-
prove public hesllth snd/or public safety?
Thig eriterion should be answered "No® un- currently severit SpoNS tuf areas are sparsely grassed with poor soil conditions. hmediate attention is necessary (o
fess public heallh andfor sefety can b - imnprove the sefe daying conditions of (hese felde.
shown to be an Urgent of arftical facios
Raw
Quantilative Analysis Score Tolal
Range Commeants Welght Suore
(3 yas, without tis equigmend thers vill De & negative impact (o the community through pouty
§. Does the project resull in maxiowm regrtained W, W curermly have over 10,000 + Cormrnunily members playing end using these areas
banefit {0 the community from the 2 Gaily, <3 iy
investment doiar? hmproved felds will aliow user groups opportunty to have additional tournaments, which bring revenus
inlo the cammanity.
0-5)
&, Dees the projest reguire speedy o o R L ey R )
. o Y yes, speady implomentation i eruciat to better maintain turd aress and spofis ficide. By improving tha
Ty 44 L & . P - . . 3 5
implementation ir: ordet 1o asste s = ith of sports fields player safety is direetly improved. 4 &
mginum efectivenass?
03
7. Uoes e project Lonsemve anergy, N . L .
tural 4 and soil we wilf reduce the need for ierbicide use, § will improve water " o
i T L CO5, Of fod 3 K
cullural or natural resourcss, or reduce 3 foy 600 feute arosion t &
wolutien?
{023
& Does the project imprave of gxpand
upon essential City sevices whers such i ves i s sl that green space is core to the character of our oty making Parks an essontisl sevineg, 4 4
Services ars 1ecognized and sccepios o3 This program has an impact on that character.
being necestary and effectiva?
shis raquest spacifically relates o all thies Shate and department implementstion Sirategy;
: I ol anizat i ement- Sustain a RN shility to e s alicier focthe
§. Dogs the project specifically refale 1o the Goal #1 Orgcsm?anonfa! waa‘r; prnend it f) ang ‘m h_af I \ouf z:il ity to e &f‘ c.!ﬁqr.snl: affecthieg,
. . ) accounteile, espansive and respected City Organization. Goal #2. Coraraunily Livebility- As 3 .
it e ot = 11l eSO i, 3 . . ;. . : 1 - 12
City's stralegic planaing pricrities or ather 21 comumunily we promoie a safe, healthy, economicaily an anvironmentally susiainable Missouta, Goal 4 iz
plans? #3 Cornrmunity Tnveluenient W encowage citizen mvclvement and ovmerghip in our community. Goal
#1 i et fhiough having the proper eguipment nesded 1o eelailish and malrtain an effective turl
e went progiam incarporating the ¢ bate for a heatilne maintainnbie tul, Gosl 82 i el
fur thiy eyvironmentally fendly maintenygnoe pracik 1 s the mmoun of
Detbicides needed 1o contro! brosdical weeds . (oat $3 s met by svaluating and responding to the
aeais of citfzens and wees proups.
Total Seore 43




Turf Management Equipment TP
2009
Slit Seeder

Top dresser:
Twin Epinner
Cross Conveysr
Swivel Ki

FYG Fower Fack

Dethatcher/ Sweeper

Soil Pulverizer

Broadcast Spreader
Sand Ejector

Mesh Grid

Hopper Extension
Spreader Cover
Hydraulic Feed Ring
Agitator

2008 Total

2011

Aerator

Turt Retainers
Replacement Tines

Land Pride O81572 Ovarseeder w. 2" knife spacing
Knives {1 Set straight bade and 1 sel curved blade)

Tyeo MH 400 Material Handling Unit w 2 whee! electric brakes

Spreading wide varfety of matarials for wide, namew and fight 1o heaw Add:

The swivel kit

Toro Rake-0 Vac Lawn Vacuum

Land Pride SP30 84" Soit pulvetizer

Lely WFR Single Disef Whee! Driven Spreader

Dist to spread sand or compost

Frohibits solid masses of material from entering the feeding system
Increases hopper capacity by 200 lbs

Reep fertitizer from bouncing oul of hopper and rain cover
Hydrauiic switch (o apen and close feed ring

Assists with spreading powdery/ clumpy materials

wiedenmann Terra Spike XF 20/8°83" Wide Deep Tine Asrator

Page PRIT

Base Price:
Add

Total:
Base Price:
Add
Ada:
[Vl

Totat
Base Price:
Add.
Base Price:
Base Price:
Adid:
Add:
Add:
Add:
Add:
Add:

Tedal

Base Price:
Agidd:
Add:

Total:

e 0 4 W 4n

@R 4n

=5

G R B LR R Y N R

&

RN 2 A

9,360.00
34000
8.680.00

2¢,310.00
2.980.00
3,180.00
1,600.00
3.630.00
31,710.08

2625200
4058200
30.304.00



Bepariment New Reguest Form
Fiscal Year 2009

Bleparimienis: i Parks & Recreation § Rernke: [ L "1[

Select Oner | X 13\"{:‘11) Program Title of New Reguest: | Turf Maintenance
[__Mj Service Level Clange
[:__j Caprital Request

1. Program Degcripltion:

Turf maintenance program (o add compost, top soil and seed 1o our Athletic fields using the equipment requested 1n our Turf Maintenance
Equipment CIP. The reguest includes a maintenance worker to operate the equipment and achieve sufficient aeration, fertilization, top
dressing cyeles,

2. Bervice Delivery Fmpact:

Citizens of Missoula have been requesting improved sports ficlds for many vears, The turf areas on our sports fields
used, topsolf is a minimum, if present at all. By esing an environmentaily friendly turl maintenance program, it i ihe amount of
herbicides neaded 1o control broadieaf weeds, improves water efficiency, reduces erasion and malkes the fields safer for play. The regiested
supplies will treat 80 acres of athletic turf for softhall, soccer, Rughy, Ultimate Frishee and basehall,

i
a0
-
~
=
o
o)
jB
o]
o]
3
ped
]
fexd
=)
el
7

3. Personnef Reguiremernis:
Need the addition of maintenace worker o operate new equipmernd

4. Cogt Impact of New Program;

Ageount # Item Oruaniity Utk Cost One Time Costy | Onegolng Costy Total Cost
270, 400801.220 Seed 10320 2.5 $ 25800 | & 25, 800
700400801220 Top Soil 500 18 s 9,000 1 § 4,000
570,.460/01.220 Compost 1500 18 5 27,000 § § 27,000
8704060501220 Fertilizer 80 117 g 9,560 | & 9,560
S7LAO0ROL.IR0 Spot Hvdromulching 120,000 I 10.05/50.5 5 G000 1 8 5,000
370.450.501.010 Mainienance Waorker 1320 1135 8 14,082 | & 14,082
570.4060.501.120 fringe g 5140 1 8 3,146

(’, -

& -

$

$ -

Expense Sub-Fotal] % - & 5,288 1 3 653,288
Reverme CHisel:
Acegunt # Revenue Deseription Totzl Revenue
f, -
S _
Revenue Sub-Total % -
| Met Cost of Impact for New Program | $ 95,288 |

5. Gther news program congideration or impacts (ncluding revenusk:

Fage PR38




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIF Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Tifle: {48 Project # 08 Profect #

Trail maps for Missoula's Conservation

Lands PR10

Parks, Recteation and Open Space

Description and justification of preject ang funding sources:

The Prinvary objective fky managing Misgouls's 3000 avras of conservation land is (& preserve and enhance native habitats while providing recrestional opporiuntties fof the community. To
achigve this objective & balance must Be struck betwaen use Jecreation) and conservation (habitat), We recently complated an inventony of 5t ralis on conservation lends. This inventery
showed that we ate urabla to sdequately direct users to designated trails and as & result are failing Lo maet our primary objective, Roughly 18% of the traifs i out systern e user-created,
Yhila all new tradl construction is sssessed for bnpacts (o native florg snd facnes and go hiough the pUbic process priar fo constroction most user-made tralts do nu consider rabiat
praserastion or community desires, Ta close sad rehabiitate one mile of user-made teaff averages $800 per year for & minfmum of 3 veate, To close alf user-made tralls in the system
would cost close (6 518,000 but this would not siop the creation of new user-made trails; we must be able (o direct users to sustainable Park's sanctioned Lails. The curent 273 Fiexighs
traif systens maps posted al our traltheads ate over 12 vears old, are outdated (show only 30% of aciual tralls and traiiheads) and ate i disrepair, if we expect cifizens and visitors o siay of

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yeo No WA

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going fo be funded;
Funded in Prior

W Funding Source Actounting Cede FY 0% FY 40 FY i1 EY 43 Y 13 Yoars
= {Univaratty of ortans 1,000
ren 34,683
iy
o
- 345,863 - N - -
TBO= Park Maintenance Distiiet, Future GO bond, Mill Levy, increased imipaet fees
Howe i this project going te be spent: .
Spent in Priot
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 18 FY 419 FY 42 FY 43 Years
w i Land Cost -
L 18, Construciion Gost 8,365
lf,"j C. Contingencies (16% of )
Sio. Design & Enginearing (18% of B) 27298
E. Percent for Art {1% of B)
B, Fauipment Cosfs
G, Other
35,663 -
Poes this project have sny additional impact on the operating budget:
Spent in Prior
@ Expanse Objsct Accounting Coda FY 08 EY 10 FY i1 FY 92 FY 43 Yenrs
8 Personne
@ Supplies
'ﬁ Purchased Services
[V P ras
63 {Fived Charges
# |Capiat Dutlay
4] o oo
S Detd Service
!:‘(: - - . « . -
o
H]
&
[&] .

Beseription of additions! vperating budgel impact:  replacement of oufgdated signsimaps

Preparer's
Respansible Person: Fesponsibie Department: Daie Submitled to Finance Today's Dale and Time {ritials Total Score
FHob Thames Park Qperations TH162008 1151 B 35

R
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CAPITAL WIPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteris)

Prograim Galeqony

Project Title:

Farks, Recreation and

Operr Space Lands

Tralf maps for Missouls's Conservation

08 Broject #

PR1D

Quzalitative Analysis

Yes

o Comments

1. B the project necsssriy 1o meat ted

slate, o local legat requitemaents?  This ok
ferion inciudes projects mandated iy Court

Ordes to mas requiraments of lav of other

recuiremends. Of special concsen is that 1he

project e acressible to the hendics pped

2. is e projact necassany o il o con-

tual eequirament? This critesion ehudes

Feadaal or Siate grants which reguite ool
participation, eicate the Grant name and

nurmber in fhe comment eohimn

3. s s projent uiganily requinad? Will de-

fay resull i cotaitingt of Sn eszential ser-
vice¥ This statemnent should be olesked
“Yes® only  an amergency is cledy indi-
W B Yt

bt ure te give full justiication,

cedad; othenise, anton

4. Dogs the project provide for andsor im-
prove publie Beslth andlor poblic safety’?
Thig criterion shotd ba answered Mo un-

s public

calth andior safely can be

shown Lo be an sigent or orifics! {aetar,

pvation ands, As use ol

pletatons ATES OIS Cons

whaere citizens need emergency assistar

Bmegency raspsoders il o by
* Wi D11 that ahie was at mile marker 7 on the Three Trees T)
Knonding whore
map of el aue traiis and tratthends .

@ lands mereases e number of ncidents
Ge: is expocted 10 fso. Just last your 2 womsn noke her collar bone witte
montain biking on M Jumba, Bho was an an unnamed vell that was ot plotered on e cutrént 1ail maps,

ally eanvas Jombo's saddie until hey found her Imagine i7 she
L We have had aven more exampdes of police not
sicular traftheads are oonted when they sre colled (0 respond 10 incidenis, We need an acour

cowid v just

Raw
Quantitative Anatysis Score Total
Range Comments Welght Score
0.2 . . . . .
@2 it conservation lands sn impeilent iesouieet ©F tha communiy sod v purchased i lsrge pant
5. Doss the project resall in masimum iy the taxpayars, Our canservaiion lends are highly wilized by Missoulians and tourisis for reoreation
Beret 1o e comasnily Fom the H Dl fews Bave 3 ofeat ides of the expanse of the e system. This proisot will provigs comrehsnst 5 4
it 0 dotar? maps made of one of the most cost-oflective dumble matadals on e sarkst Mighly eesthar snd
v 3 i X .
vandat resistant they will fass for decsdes
-2 In the fast 10 years our el system has simost dosbied and a new trail map is overdus. One
§. Doas the project repsire speedy esasple o Walenworks HIlwhich hag almost 12 mi. of trail of which only 1 mi. is show on the
vpiemamation i order 1o dsswe i 2 cutrent map, Watensorks hill, and other propedies, have ieached capscity and vl soe no more il 4 8
. ” svalopmant, most frail's money s spent shiling gown agee-made 5. The sennet we can updals
M efactivenese? development; most {eail's ‘fo WY IS SPaNT {\ml:m, Jown ugaemiade talis. The sooned ve Gan upoal
maps the seoner we can gt ukers 1 (el v want them 1 use,
03 . . N . - _— .
3 Off-trail reoreation spremis noxious wiseds, disfupts witdife ead demages native pisnts. Additionally,
7. Dows the project consene Snemy, mest user-made sifs sre constiucled at unsustainable grades sad are prove 1o erosion. By
CURUTEr OF talirsl rescuiees, of feduce - Providing the publis with comprehonsive maps of bails in the srex i will guide people wie 3 &
potiution? urfamiliar wilik cur sl systern 1o designated Dels and Tegulars witl be encoursned o visit kails
L Y " i . i - i
{hey Bve nover hiked on beftre, Fil poonte deve foss,
[
. - i i i A i s o] thia
8. Does the project improve of expand The majority of Missoulians teel that
e sssential Gity services whers sual . of the spen space hosds (al have . ”
spoft essohiial City seni where suah i i . .
PO EERGIEAT LAY s oI B ity of Rigsoula hat hus been chaged with caring for these valuable public asasts We are near ® g
Heveards if v 2e unable balance rewreation and consanation by adequetely ditacting wsers kr
DG Bed sustsinatte habi
3
§. Dows the project specifivally clate o the Thiz project will (ulfill goals in the Missoula Pasks and Recreation Masier Plan, Missoula
City's shalogic planning pricritios 3 Tranepostation Plan, kissowk Open Space Plan ard he cilizen diafied Mownt Jumbe Management 4 17
Plan.
[Huna?
Fotsl Seung 35
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project 31

New & Exponded Patk Development per

§ T — .
Farks, Recreation and Open Space MPE & NHD

PR-08 PR PR-11

Description and justification of preject snd funding sources:
Pt Ordginance #3260, impact {eece mnay be used o provide park, ail, open space, reqrestion oppodunifies i these gions o Inprovement are nefated to growdh.
Cash in igu from area dovalopraeil sould be sn addifionad wvenus wouee. Pak Dovelopmgn s in aceordance vath the i
ith Phase 1 sddrossing iImmedia rastruciune such 2ot irigation, freey and basis park T
shellers, playgreunds, spons areas, resttooms, ofc. The gosi is fo encourage dovalopers, when feas
Then The Oty vaing casl in e, Impact lees, 8iD's, grants, or CH-GF develops the park & the Phase 2 lovel, It FYOT - LaFmy Park Phage | vas funded and CTA Aichitects bagan
design, development of phase 1. Constiucti wse s sohadulad fot spring 08, Fineview Park S0 was approved in Janusry 2007, The pask is now ia Cily owsership end
tenovalion cansirsclion ia fod for spring OB, This OIP includes peid G of Naw Park development and the pr 3 year {or park devalopmant pging the two phase spproac
tn FOUR Whiter Pine Park was appioved for Phase | devalopment (uf and inigation) at $42,000, Since then the sien bas bacoms & clesnup sie. Tha ity will completo e

ye) s Phase 2 to include arenilies sush s
H

& 1 ievel

seEnup par

is this equipment pricritized on &n equipment replacerent schedule? Yes ho HA

Are there any site regutrements:

site plans {of sach patk

How iy this project going (o be funded:
Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0% FY 40 FY 11 Fy iz FY 13 Years
Imnpzet Fees ey ¥4 100 500 120,000 100,000 100,000 52,190
| Cash i Liso 230,500 20080 20,000 20,000 26,600 18400
g CDBRG finds (EDRRY 12,4600
WiSste of Catet Courd (pending) 40,040
g Faeviewe Park SI0 768,000
aF O
Futare GO Gond, Ml fowy, S0 0iher
M Park 81,748 14718050 S84 R T4 00
g Parks - 15000 100,000 85 000
Todal 305,306 1.808,050 824,000 554,000 873,690
305300
How is this profect going (o be spentt . .
Spend iy Prios
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code EY 08 FY 50 FY 44 FY 12 Y 13 Years
1 | Bang Cost
"2-7 B. Construction Cost
Lnl_‘ . Contingencies (10% of 1)
. Design & Engireering (18% of B)
E. Parcent for At {1% of B}
F. Eguipinent Costs
G. Other 36300 1,608,060 824000 S84, 000 1,545 875
306,300 1606050 24000 G54, 000 1,545,878 -
Does this project have any additionst mpact on the operating hudget:
Spent in Frior
b4 Expense Object Accaunting Code FY 08 FY 18 FY 11 FY 42 By 43 Years
& trersonng 20,488 21,451 f Jacki ] A4 B8
S Supplies 5457 £ 708 Re: 5,284 & 608
% Purchzsed Bervices §.078 G 380 6899 TAss 7.3E85
£ [Fixed Charges
g Capitat Outlay
% Babit Service
t"é 31,561 33580 35 258 37022 38,873 -
&
o 31.86% IBETI
o iptton of sdditional opersing b e of developed nad

A e o

WWhite Pine {3.0) & 44 Ranch (5 Park (14 aorest 95 ind FY 0% g the e I FY 10 - 1odal ¢ 5.
Preparer’s
Respoensibie Person: Fesponsible Depanment: Date Submitted (o Finance Today's Date and Time infifais Total Score
H
Jave Shaw Park & Reo TEAGR008 13:08 et B




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

Sen O.1LP. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title: 0 Praject #

Parks, Recreation and] New & Expanded Park Development per

Cpen Space PP R NHD PR-11

Qualditative Analysis Yey o Comments

1. 15 the project necessary \o meel laderal,
state, or local legal requirements? This o
terion inclides projects mandated by Courl

Order io meel requirements of {aw o oihoer x

requirements. Of special concern is that the

project be accessivie to the tandicapped.

215 the prolect necessary 1o fulfif 8 con-

teactual requirament? This oriterion includss
Federa! or State grants which regudrs loosl b3
sacticipation. indicate the Grant name and

ierniber iy the cornment columin,

3. ks this project wgently requited? Wil de-
lay resull in corsiiment of an essentisf ser

vice? This siaienent should be cheoked

"Yes" only i @ emergenoy 18 clearly indi- x
gated, otherwise, answar "Ho®, H “Yos”",

be sure o give full jistitication.

4. Does the projact provite for andlor im-
mieve public hesith andior public safety?
This criterion should be anawered "Ne® an-
fess public heaith andfor safoty can ba %

shown fo be sn urgent or oritical faclor,

Ravr
Guantiisive Analysis Score Totat
Range Cornmierts Weight Suore

@-3)

&, Does the project resull in maximon . . . § X i
Yes, per intertion of impect fes ordinance, the Master Fark Plan, and zen support. Proieols

leverage S0% + of funding. 810 mandated project completion, Citizen initiated e

(%3

Leneft 10 the commumty from the

¥il
il

nvestmont dolia?

G. Gops the project requine speady . i . . i ) e

) L It would be most appropriate if Parks & Recreation infrasiruciure weors devolopsd with Fublic Waorks

implementation in order IG assure 4% 2 infrastructure
infras

nmaEximum effectivenessy

¥ Dows the project conseie entgy,
cultural o7 natural 1eReUIGEs, of redud ) Traily ang grecn space support and preseve our Natura! Environment 3 &

polutiony

8. Does the praject inprove of expand

SUCH 2 4 &

upon esserdial City seniies where ) . " c . . o
& by B Y FPor Growth Policy, pubtic polis and perception, and the Mester Park Plan as well 3¢ {he Statogic Plan

SENICEE B1Q reongaizes and Bo0

wted ag

BEIng necesaery and ofeothve?

8. Does the peoject specifically relate o the

City's siategic planning priorities or othar 3 CGrowth Policy, Masier Fark Plan, 08 Plan & NonMdotonzed Blan 4

ni

plans?

Py
3




fmpact Fee Parks Project - Updates and Projections 3-26-68

FYO5-FYO7

lmpact Fees Expended FYO5-FYD7
{does not include $43,418 @Playiair
{Does include $50,000 for Aguatics)

Impact Fees Balance - Per Finance Records

116,819

FY13

50,000

{total Collected less expended) 280,442
Actual Starting Balance FYG8 CLOE0 44D
Estimated FY0S impact fees 150,000
Total Available FY08 R A v o {added back in Playfain
Expended or under Contract FYDS
LaFray Pari 112,180
Fort Missoula 125,000
Sublotal U 2T A80
Balance Start FY09 CgaRE
Estimated FY08 Impact Fees 150,000
Subtotal HieadEs
Projects FY09
Playfair Parking Lot 50,000
Fort Missoula Regional Park 50,000
"New Parks:
LaFray £0,000
44 Ranch 106,000
Silver Park 0
White Pine 58,252
Currenis UV 20,000
Subiotal - 343252
Balance G
Notes;
Turt Eguipment: {FPending Council/Admin Support of Budget Request)
*See New Parks & Expansions CIP PR
Froject impact Fees FY10 Fyt1 Fyt2
44 Ranch 50,000 50,000 50,000
Sitver Park 50,000 50,000 50,600
Tuwf Equipment 56,000 20.006
“Bee New Parks & Expansions CIP PR
Total 160,000 120,000 106,000

o
o
e
[e]
T
A
S
[RS

50,000



New Park Total Development Costs by Year

!Park Prior Year 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Lafray 202,000 85000 140,055

Pineview 750,000

White Pinetmoved 1o separaie GH) 240 304 218,375

44 Ranch {development agreemenis) 338,000

Siver Pery

Ploasant Visw{seveommmen poroemest-curdsa 500,000

Believue 800,060 S00,000

Whitaker Park 204 00 206,800

Oeeie Ranch® 688,200 579,500

Runnhing W 472 000 411 00
A Y &N ¥ ¥ Tofat 652.690 308 300 TETEDED To4.005 894,000 1 270,878 411,000
HOTES:

"Deveioper = {rough moact Fee Gredt - i developer does not develop Phase 1, add the following:

Okeele Ranch BEEDOG

Rurming W 472005
Y Biver Park @ Champlon Ml Sie (o be dovelopod by MEA, OIF_ with Millsite Redevelopment Group and impadt Tees and joca area 8I0
Existing Park Expansion Projects Costs by Year

iProject: Pricr Years 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Chitdrens Fish Pong 30,000

Warilyn Park restroom 45,000

Farilyre Fark Shelter 55000

Eao Pit Teilets on Conservation lands ¥ 50,000 30000

Rose Memaornial Park G0000 200,000

Greanouliy Park Gazebolarch 26000

Sryview Park Restroor 60,000
Siyview Park Sheller 30,000
Tolal Q 30,000 130,000 100,000 275,000 140,000
Total Mew and Expanded 305 300 t 608 0580 824,000 994 500 545 875 251 {00

impact Foe Budge

]

o

e

T

g PR44




LaFray
Acres

FPhase |

Grading & Seeding
irrigation

Plantings

Trails

Furnishings

Water Hookup
Professional Services

Costs

1.94

$6,000
$40,000
$24,000
$38,000
$14,000

$5.000
$35,000
$40,000

Contingencies

Total

$282,000

Projected Date

FYO7 IFYO8

$202.000

Phase #
Playground 66,000
Climbing Structure 323,000
Small Skatepark $14,000
Picnic Shelter $35,000
Restroom 325,000
Professional Services 316,300
$40,750

Contingencies

Total

$220,080

Proiecied Date

FYQGBIFYOR

Cost per Acre

Grand Total

$422,050

$217,582
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SiD mprovements® Costs
Design & Construction $750,000

*See Resolution to create 81D 510 for improvements at Pineview Park for details
includes all financing and Si0 costs

Page PR4G



White Pine

Aores 3.00
{Prior Funded - $42,0600}
Phase | Costs
Teopseil & Seeding 572,500
Irrigation $60 600
Plantings $5,000
Trails 525,700
Furnishings 545,000
\Water hookup 58,652
Professional Services $16,318
Contingencies $7,100
Projected Date
Total S2a0300  FY08

Phase | project moved fo new PR__ . Funded by COBG, 40 K Gity GF{prior yeas's); $Z K, City GF Cip nd New 18K Donntions and i Kind

Phase i
Clirnbing Structure $25,000
Resfreom 525,000
Parking Lot §75.000
Professional Services $12,500
Ceontingencies $31,250
Projected Date
Total JSatesrs FYIS -
Cost per Acre
Grand Total $450.675 $153,225

870500

Fage PR4T



Wihite Pine Park Budget
November 2007

White Pine Park Budget Projections 11/16/2007

Expenses
donated/inkind (estimates)
Hauling andg Grading
coT 518,750 $ 18,750

Soil, mixing and amending
Bretz RV donation

fill @ $3/cy % 3500 oy 5 10,500
top @ $10/cy x 4000 3 40000
COT 518,750 3 18,750
Amendments @ $5/cy fop X 4000cy $20,000
Tt development
Seeding (supplies, equip, labor) §15,000

lrrigation development

Vel (<35gpm) 15,000
Lings/heads installed @ $15,000/acre 45,000
Vegetation (Trees, shrubs) $5,000
Perirneter path (gravel) (future)
Furnishings
Goals §2.000
waste (dog, garbage} 2750
benches $750
signage 1,000
RR shelter and pad (future)
Climbing or play struciure {future)
installation by FParks Dept & 2.000

Project Admimsiration and Coordination

Parks and Recreation 5 1,200
Sublotal $142.000 § 81,200
Contingency @ 6% $7.100
SUB TOTAL $ 149,100 $ 81,200
TOTAL PROJECT including n-kind and donations $ 240,300

Revenue/Funding Sources

Parks CiP FY04 $42,000
Parks CIP FY0S $28,250
Bretz {(donation of soil) $5G,500
Neighboring Business (anonymous pending funding pkg) $20,000
AWS (awaiting written approval and lerms) $10,000
Multipte add! private funding 510,000
cDBG $40,000
Parks Dept General Fund 5850
Parks Dapt in-Kind 3 3,200
COT in-Kind § 37,500
TOTAL § 145100 § 81,200
TOTAL PROJECT including in-kind and donations & 240,300
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Project Priority 4

Year FYS & FY 10

44 Ranch

Acres §.80

Phase | Costs

Graging & Sesding To be completed by Developer
Irrigation To be completed by Developer
Plantings To be completed by Developer
Trails To be completed by Developer
Furmnishings/Pond system To be compieted by Developer
Professional Services To be completed by Devsloper
Contingencies 10 be completed by Developer

Projected Date
Total {estimated credit

to Developer) £100,000 Fyoo

“agact Tees (o be colloctad by Gty

Phase it

Playground Equipment $60,000

Pichic Shelter $45,000

Spray Deck $100.,000

Fumishings $30,000

Traits & Bencheas 515,000

Professional Services 38,000

Contingencies $50,000

subtotal $338,000 Projected Date
Total $338,000 FY10

Cost per Acre
Grand Total $338,000 558,276

{Phawe 2 Oonby)

33800

438000

Fage PR4G



Project Priority 5

Year FY0S8 & FY 10

Pleasant View

Acres 5.37

Phase | Costs

Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developer

Irrigation To be completed by Developer

Turf To be completed by Developer

Bivd, Trees & Sidewalks To be completed by Developer
Frojected Date

Credited Daveloper $86,000 FYQg

FA

Phase i

Large Amenities $240,C00

Picnic Shelter $50,000

Restroom $35.000

Professional Services $100.000

Contingencies $75,000

Frojected Date
Total $500,000 FY10
Cost per Acre

Grand Total $506.000 $93, 110

e
PP

Page PRS0



Proiect Priority 6

Year FY10 & FY 11
Bellevue
Acres 7.85
Phase | Costs
Grading & Scil Preparation $115,000
Utilities $45,600
Irrigation & Plantings $88,000
Trails/Furnishings/Ditch Mitigation $142,000
Professional Services $120,000
Cortingencies $80,000

Frojected Date
Total $604,000 Fy1Q
Phase i Costs
Large Amenities $325,000
Professional Services $100,000
Contingencies 375,000
Total $500,000 Projected Date
Totat $500,000 EY it

Cost per Acre

Grand Totat $1,106,000 $140,127
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Project Priority

Yaar FY11 & FY 12
Whitaker
Acres 2.27
Phase | Costs
Grading &Site Prep $26,000
Irrigation $30,000
Piantings & Turf $20,000
Trails $41,000
Furnishings $15,000
Professional Services $41.000
Contingencies 331,000

Projected Date
Total 204,600 FY11
Phase il
Large Amenities/Shelter $100,000
Rastroom 835,000
Professionat Services $50.000
Contingencies £20.500

Suibtotal §$205,500 Projected Date
Total $208,500 FYi2

Cost per Acre
Grand Total $409,500 $180,398
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Project Priority 8
Year FY12 & FY 13
O'Keefe Ranch
Acres 10,20
Fhase | Cosis
Grading & Seeding To be completed by Developer
Irrigation To be compieted by Deaveioper
Plantings
Trails
Furnishings $510.000
Professional Services £102,000
Contingencies 376,500

Projected Date
Yotal $688,500 FY1i2
Phase it
Large Amenities $300,000
Picnic Shelter $60,000
Rastroom %45 000
Professicnal Services $71,000
Contingencies $103.000
Subtotal $579.000 Proiected Date
Total $579,000 FY13

Cost per Acre

Grand Total $1,267,800 $124,285
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Project Priority

Year FY13 & FY 14
Running W Ranch
Acres 5.00
Phase Costs
Grading & Seeding To be completed by Davaloper
Irrigation To be compieted by Devealoper
Plantings
Trails
Furnishings $350,000
Professional Services 370,000
Contingencies $52 000
Projected Date
Total $472,000 F¥13
Phase il
Large Amenities $235,000
Picnic Shelter 545,000
Rastroom $35,000
Professional Services $48 000 335
Contingencies 350,000
$411,000 Projected Date
Total $411,000 EYi4
Cust per Acre
Grand Total $882,000 $476,6800
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CF Project Request Form FY 20882013

Pragram Category; Project Title: 08 Project # 0% Project #

Parks, Recrsation ang Open Space White Pine Park ERAT

Descripiion and justification of project and funding sources;

In 2003 White Pine Pack was approved for Phase | development it and irrigation) at 42,000, Since then the stie has becoms  clsan up sfie. The City will complete the cleanug, per
DEQ standurds in Spring 2006, Howover, the cleanup ploject used the funding of $42.000 which was siated for pork development, A new budget was daveloped ©r the sile pe! new
existing conditions and affer five yaes of inflation. The Parks Deportrnent subroitfed & grant request for COBG funds in November 2007Hor 540,000 and was successiul

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

Are tisere any site requitements:

see site pian

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

1 Funding Source Accouniing Code Y 8 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% GF - CIF {replace $42K & agu $18K S080.360.406403.930 56000 42,008
g COGE gran 40,000
& | Privale denations 46,080
60,000 - - - - 122,000
I Kindd donations 120080
How s this project going to be speni: X .
Spent in Prior
Budpeled Funds Accounting Code FY 99 FY 10 FY 41 FY 12 FY 43 Years
w 1A Land Cost
2 |8, Construction Cost 122,000
ff L. Contingencies (10% of B)
10, Design & Ergineering (15% of B)
E. Peroent for Art 1% of B)
E. Eguipment Costs
G. Other
2,000 - - - - -
iy Kird donations $20.080

Totai preject budgel: see Alfschad

CPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Does this project have any additional impsct on the operating budget: . ‘
Spent i Frior

Expanse Object Aceounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 1% FY 12 Fy 13 Years
Personne! OO0 370AE0E00. 140 4,558 4,828 5082 5323 G, S0
Supplies TOO0. 370460800, 250 1 eRt tABE 1,347 §,4%4
Purchased Services 1000.370460500.541-34% 33 1,433 1,505 1 5ED
Fived Charges
Gapitat Qutlay
Debt Service

7,188 7544 7821 5,517 8733 -

Qnee While Fine Park is develeped - this park will be maintained as wif area for socces fiokis. 1 will require irrigation, garbage pickup, mowing. Cost: 52,874 2.5 acres

G375

Praparer’s
Fespongile Person: Responsible Department: Uate Submitted to Finance Today's Uate and The ndtials Totat Score
Bonna Gaunder PR TIG2008 13:58 WS 53




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Froject Rating

{Sea C.1P. instructions For Explanation of Criteris)

Progiam Category:

Project Titie:

Parks, Recreation and
Cpen Space

White Pine Park

08 Project #

PR.12

Quatilative Analysis

Yes

Ne Commes

1. & the project neceseary to meet fedewml,
state, o iocal fegal reguirtements? This oi-
terion includes projects mandated by Court
Order {0 meed recuirements of faw o siher
raquiternents, Of speciel concern is that the
preject be aocessible (o the handicapped.

2.t the project necessary fo fulfili a con-

£

ctual requirement? This crterion ncludes
Fedetai or Siate grants whish raguire iocal
paricipation, indicata the Grant name and

number in the corrment calumn.

=

GG grant

3. Is this proiect urgentiy reguited? Wil de-
tay result in curtaiiment of an essential ser-
vice? This statement shoutd be checked
"Yes" enly if 2n emergancy is cleady indi-

caled: otheredes, snawer "Mo". H*“Yas®

be sure to give full justificatior

4. Does the project provide for sndior im-
prove public hesth sndfor public safety?
This eriterion should bé answered "No" un-
fess public health and/or safety can be
shown 10 Be i wgent of erivical fattar.

wardilative Analysis

Raw
Soore
Rarnge

Commenis

Wieight

Total

Score

3. Doos the project result in maximium
Benehit (o e coramianily frem the

invesiment dotlar?

{0-3)

L)

Yes due to CREG and private funding the project is 78% fund

&
g
(]
E_
@

53

6. oes the project require speody
implernentation in order {o assure He

mairnum effectivenass?

-3

COGR grant funding

4

7. Uons the project CONSENVE ohergY,
eulivial ar natural resotees . of mducs

pollidion?

Parks previde for and enhance air and wiler quality.

8. Does the project improva ar expand

UpOT G55

aiaf City senvices whers such
sevices s recogiized and aocapiad as

being necessary snd effoctive?

2

yeg, fullfiteed COBG requitments for 2er

vice fuifilis Master Park Plan snd Neighborhood plan

pricvofiies and provides Neighborhood park and secser flalds in area with mited prk senvices

¥, Does the project speciticatly refaie (o the

City's strategic plenning prioities of othe

piars?

Haster Park Plan, Sostegic Gosl 1 - Continue implemeniation phase of Master Fark Plan for Greates

Mizsoula aree. Also supporis geafs in Neigborhwot phe. Follows through with City commiiunent fram

tgh ths design of nawly

e of soguastion. Improve Gliy park lands it
mproving the designs of existing parks ensuring recroational eoporiun
stated in the Was

ine Sita, Redesign of b

ded medians on M, Reserve

s for paople of all ages

a5

st Parks Plan, Park ot LaFray Lane, Bonrer Tennis Courls, Future Park ai White

Tutil Sueie




EY 05 Projects
YWhite Pine Sash
Soccer Park

Supplies:
Top Soil (2 acres @8 26000
Irrigation 8600
Fencing 4000
Soccer Goals 2000
SignsiGarbage/etc 2000
Total 542 000

add FY 09 cosis
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White Pine Park Budget

Novembper 2007

White Pine Park Budget Projections

Expenses

Hauling and Grading

H1/16/2007

donatedfinkind {estimates)

coT $18,750 & 18750
Sail, mixing and amending
Brefz RV donation
fiil @ $3/cy x 3500 cy $ 10,500
top @ $10/cy x 4000 $ 40,000
COT 518,750 % 18,750
Amendments @ $5/cy lop X 4000cy $20,000
Turf development
Seeding (supplies, seguip, iabor} $15,000
trrigation development
Welt (<35gpm) 15,000
Lines/heads installed @ $15,000/acre 45,000
Vegetation (Yrees, shrubs) $5,000
Perimeter path {gravel) (future)
Furnishings
Goals 52,000
waste (dog, garbage) §750
benches 8750
signage $1.000
RR sheiter and pad future)
Climbing or play structure {(future}
Installation by Parks Dept $ 2,000
Project Administration and Coordination
Parks and Recreation 3 1,200
Subiotal $142,000 5 91200
Contingency @ 5% $7.100
SUB TOTAL $ 149,100 § 41,200
TOTAL PROJECT including in-kind and donations $ 240,300
Revenue/Funding Sources
Parks CIP FY04 $42 000
Parks CHP FYC2 $26,250
Bretz (donation of soil} 550,500
Neighboring Business {(anonymous pending funding pkg) 520,000
AWS (awailing writen approval and ferms) $16,600
Kultiple addi private funding $10,000
CDBG 340,000
Farks Dept General Fund BE50
Parks Dept in-Kind 3 3,200
COT in-Kind § 37500
TOTAL 5 149,160 91,200
TOTAL PROJECT including inkind and donations $ 240,360

Page FR58



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

Progratg Category: Project Title: 07 Project#t 88 Projeci # 08 Praojeci #

Parks. Recreation and Qpen Space Forl Missoula Regional Park PRIg PR 21 PR-13

Description and justification of project and funding sourves:

Creveloprent of Fort Missouls Reglong! Park meets. the obiligation snd promises of the 1985 Dond languags which specifically namad o farge aiiletic and regions! park. The park will
alas provide for passive and contenyplgtive recreation, dog walkers frail us stosians, and naturalists of all ages jes and backgrounds, The development will be phased and
paid for through GO Bond, Federal funds, or mil tevy, impact foes, Cash it #ed and in-king donations. Agreemant with JT1 m 2002 grants the City an addiional 86.5 acres pius
estimated $140,000 per vear in credits for 3 years. Tolat JTL 5 1o Date: $330.628. Phase 1 - of the Aschitist Research was completod snd met HPC 108 requirements,

Phags I of ArchiHist 108 1equired fronster of Guardsmen Lane 10 4 wosters royte by the MT NG US Ay, This process #eed in 2007, In Phase . the Depanment developed the
RFQ o scquire a fandscape archijoct o survey the area and begin drawings for rough grading so JTL can begin io shaps . Ukl Design was selected. Missouls Seccer Associalion has
pledned $100,000 malch  the Cly wil adtt $100,000 (e the project. Friends of Fart Missouls Group formed and working toward development of athietic fields. Costs below include dew

Is this eguipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Mo A

Are here any site requirements:

Sae Wsster site plan

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY¥Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
General Fund CiF 4080, 360460 135,000
Farner 3T eredis 350,626
%‘ Foderal funds A WER, CTEP, ather 3.000,4800
3 1M fevylGO Bond £ 000,000
E Cash in Heu
e Donations/pledgaes TH0.000
impgad foes. CIF 50,6063 50,004 75060 120,000
Future GO band, mill lowy, SE) 75,000 10,675,000
50,000 8,050,000 - 3,800 600 10,675 000 638,628
!
80,000 8,050,000 - 3,600,000 10,675,000 1,271,266
How is this project going to be spent: Spest in Frior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 114 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w [P Land Cost
“3 £, Construction Cost 6,250,000 & 200 00
1o, Contingencies (10% of Bj £25,000 &20.600
51D, Design & Engineering [16% of B) 937 500 080,000 2,000
E. Percent for Art{1% of B) - 62,500
F. Equipment Costs
G. Diher 50,600 178,000 3,500.000 575 GO0 473678
50,600 80504600 - 3.60000 10,875,600 £88,620
Does s project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
Epent in Prior
ﬂ Expenge Ohject Accounting Gode FY 09 FY 10 FY it FY 12 FY 13 Yeurs
"07 Personne! 140,600 140,800 140,800 140 800
QO FRupplles 37,408 37,460 7 400 7400
i {Purchased Services 41,300 41,800 41,800 41,8600
8 Fixed Charges
@ Capitat Outlay
% Debt Service
= 220,000 220000 2EOG00 220000 -
&
l(ij
o Diestiiption of addiions operating budge! mpaat)
Preparer’s
Responsile Person: Rasponsibie Depariinent: Date Sulnnitted © Finance Toduy's Date zod Thne initiais Total Scare

08 1547 K 45

Donna Gaukder Parks & Recreation

Fage PREE




CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. ingtructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Caiegory: Project Titie: 08 Project #
Parks, Recreation and . . .
Fort Missouls Regional Park PR-13
Open Space
Quialitative Anslysis YVes W Connvients
1. 1 the project necessary 10 mesl fersers,
state, o focal legal requiraments? This o
terton includes profects mandaled by Courd ) . . L ) s
. i 0 N The project as new constiuciion will incorporate elements that will significantly increase the accessibility of these inds
wdied o meel requitemerds of lav ot otbier * of faciliies to disabled and chillenged peeple over what is curently avaiieble locally.
reguirergnts. Of special concern is that the
projact be accessibie (o the handicapped.
2. Is the project necossary 1o Ul a con-
trectual reguiremient? This criterion incluges
Federat or State grants which require ® The City has & soctal contract with the public who has spensered acquisition of the land in the inlerest of developing o
H 4 " . i il i s g and & o Gopyath o S
petticipation. indicate the Grant name and regionsl park. The general fund pertion will be used to malch a2 Land & Water Conservation Fung Grant
nurbet in the cormment calumn.
3. 15 s prajedt wgently required? WWIll de
lay result in curtaiiment of an essantial ser-
vice? This statement should be checked
"Yes" only il an emergeny i cloarly indi- ¥ There o a notabie iack of recreational facifities in this srea
cated, othanwize, answoer “ho™. H “Yes",
e st o give full justification.
4. Does the profect provide for andfor im-
prove public heaith and/or public safety?
Thig criterien should bo answered "hNo" un. . . . . L . L.
The faciity will contribute to pubic hoalth by offering s destination for healthful exercise and ouldeor recreation.
less public health andlor safety can be ¥
shown to e an urgent of oritica! factor
Raw
Guaariiative Anudysis Score Total
Range Commenis Welght Seore
i 201s agret snd vole {0 e laxed, makkinue suppar is demoenstraled and iocal taxes, wilh
5. Does the project resull in maxinuem aguitional funds, The praject could be fully leveraged by matching foders! money, Citizens may
benedit Lo the community from the = recommend additional meens of acquiting adeguate funds.  The project atiows the public to tse the 5 10
. 3 PUIPOSES which i has been sequited, Th jent enhances the invesiment of open space
westment doller? band for ,:.‘uxpegc_; for which it ha g cen acquited, The pigject enhances the slmient of apen space
funds which have bean oxpendod to date.
-3 Thete 15 an existing structure of communily contacts set up for the master site plan process thal can
G, Does ihe project requing spoedy be used to heip devetop support for the project. Much of Hhe public discussion has contered around
baplemenialion it order 1o 355uUTE 15 3 keeping up lhe moamsrdury and feifowing through wapidly with impiementation of tha plan. Timing of 2 4 131
. . At tovy vide could e aritical, The otrmmuhity soooer 1 < have far excooded our ability ¢
aximun electiveness? bend o il levy vode could be critical. The eormmunity soccer needs have far excooded our ability to
SaVG
03 The preject is baing designed to mest all of these ariterta. The design will ehcourags access by mass
7. Does the project consorve energy, transfer of non-mctotized uses. I resportis (o the historical, caliural and natural resoutce values both
cultural or nalurs! (AoURCRE, Of reduce o on the site ang in ity relationshin to the strreunding properties, i conserves enegy and resoucas by 3 &
poliition? following & design thet encompasses the entire gite, san be developed economically in phases, and
consolidates aote recmstion uses o maximum maintenance eificiencies.
{0-73
8. Does the project improve or axpand The cormmunity §iro;xgiy syppor‘-.ﬁ the development of the y ”oz\.ai park as a high i.;fkgliéy‘ ‘Tlag fack of
. . . zdequaie ecragtional facitities is well-documented, Availabiity of recreationat facilifies is an imponant N
upon sesentia City sendess where such Z PR N . o R . . 4 i)
’ fsotor I cemimunity weli-being, public health and perceived ivabilily by residents and those who may
servicas are moognized and acceptod ay ba considenng Missoula s & businesys localion, adeguate seccer fivlds and increased demands
bolng necossary and effeciive? nocessitate setion,
{33} Comrsmariny involvement and bvability. # continues {o invelve the public in the reatization of & geal of &
9. Doss the project specifically telate to the ragicnal pork, 1t &80 15 an impetus fo continue 1o wotk with Schoo! District toward acauisition of 26-
City's strategic planning pitorities o other K) sere paroel. Conmmunily Livabiiity: makes use of purchased opan spacs fand. Allows espension of F 17
fransT irall gystern and connoction of gaps in system. Caniribut blic hesith and well-hoing.
Wieets goals of 06 OF bond, 2004 MPP, 703 voters supporisd in 2008 pali
4R




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

Project A- 83 acres of City Owned parce! bound by South Av and
MCPS/Caemelery/COT/Historic Forl Missouia

PROJECT A
Fhase 1- Pre-development - 83 acres
Phase 2 - Construction of approximately 25-30 acres
Phase 3 - Construction of 83 acres
PROJECT 8 Phase 1- JTL lands conversion to Non Moeterized Marina & Lake
PROJECT C Phase 1 - Existing 80+ acres of County Fort Missoula Park
PROJECT D Phase 1- 17 acres City owned irangle - west of Larchimont Golf Course
Project A |

FY 08-Fy 09»

Phase 1 - Pre-development

*tnciudes prior funding and in-king of $585,828

Fy 10-FY11

Fy 12-FY13

Rough Grading $380.628
Historical/Arch/mitigation 75,008
A & E/ Professional services $110,000
Misc.(based on DHM work... TBD) and Pre Engingering Flood Concem for Bilterroot River 385,000

Total 3680628

Phase 2 - Construction of 30 acres

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

Total %8 050,000
Total Phase 1 and Phase 2 58 710,828

Phase 3 of Project A

Construction of 53 acres @ 275,000 per acre $14,575 000
Total Project A $23,240,828




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

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Parks, Recrestion and Open Space

McCormick Park Site Plan

07 Project #

08 Project #

28 Project #

P12

Pli2

P4

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

stention. Hprovemants o
unfisist
Iaproved ardg safer parking, park shelt
mprovernent per ADA plan molude ace
olayground,

The Comuaeuty Center

ReComnck Park has bad a oumber of changes ocour i ihe past year which have provided oppodunity for improverents o the ®
ie and new FESHGHTL Com

s, Civic Stadium 1

A, SpOrts

2, WO ash Skate Park, Sitvers Lagoon upgt
The (. & rmulii-phy

et 0

Theie ate

#a numier of probams in the gark that need
in 2007 Problonrs inciud rigation systen
arider of he i far fdeCormich

s

siinaly conceplual drawing and completed a

1, lagoon goee
sility 16 1

Bility, Isngsca
Cpend, play

as dedined and supponed by the Missoutian 218t Century projects.. 1

s operaling plas, Fundmg the

page. and & communily cen!
& mprovements tor future repisgement of MoConmick Fark

AcCormick Fark site plan adopled viz resolution m Juby 2603, Interest grougss have desigr
Fcaliby whli require multipie parroe

I3 this equipment pricritized o an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes No NA
X
Ace there any site requirements:
See Master Fark Plan
Haw is this project going fo be Tunded:
Fulure Years Funded in Prior
Funding Sourc Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FYiz2 FY 13 £Y14 & Beyond Years
Funding Source o e Delem H 109,000
Lo | Ttk 1 fA 25000 00,000 25000 50,000
% EHRA - pond 45,000
WL wFighedes Grant 27,500
e 5,000
o 50,000
10,000
Park Memodal Gregg Hickon 13,000
THG G745 000
G- Comummnity Center/100 Mickon, 7000000
25000 28000 41,000 120000 25000 7000000 312,500
How is this project going 1o be spent; Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code £Y 09 FY 10 FY 11 £Y 42 Fy 13 Futyre Years Years
W [A. Land Cost
{;? 8. Constructien Cost 25,600 ZEG00 41 000G HY0.600 &
g C. Contingencies {10% of B} 54,000
1D, Design & Engineering (15% of8)
E. Percont for An {1% ot B)
¥. Equipment Cos1s
G. Other
25,000 25000 £1.000 725000 7025000 -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . i
o Spent in Prior
by Expense Object Accounting Code Y 09 Y {0 £y 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Fuiure Years Years
8 Personnil
— |Supplies
Uw-‘ Furchased Services
£ (Fixed Charges
& |Capitat Outlay
¢ |Debt Service
= T
il
<
o
73]
% Cescrigtion of adddional operaung budhet snpact o be delermmed s FY 12
Preparer’s
Responsible Persom Responsible Department: Date Subiniited to Finance Today's Date and Tinw Initiale Total Score
Donna Gaukler Parks 8 Recreation TZ008 130 88

Fage PR62



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criferia)

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

tMelormick Park Site Plan

09 Project #

PR-14

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1o the project ned

sa7y 10 mest feder st

state, of focsd

requirements? This o

wah incindes projedds mandated by Court

Order 1o meal requirements of iaw or ather

retairements. O special conen i hat the

profest be ac

ible o the handicapped

2. s e project neces

y 1o fellill 2 cons
ACINE TEquUIrementy Thas citenon inciudes
e

paricipation. gicate he Grant nam

abor State grants which reguire jocat

aumsber in e comment colsmn.

3 s this project wgen

W e

sull in centaimand of an essential ser-

iy requined?

Ly o

¥ This stalenent shoukd be checked

oy

ety i an amergency s cleatly ndi-
i T No”

He sure to give full fustification

cated: aiienwvise, an HUYey”

4. {dges the project pravige for angior im-

prove pubic heditly andior pulhic safety?

Thig criterion should be answered "Ne”™ an-

jess o or sEfely can be

shawers 1o e an uigent or crticsl factor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

5. {Joes the project resull in maximun
Benefit (o the

SNty from the

tryvestrment ool

{5

Yers, numter of funtin

r s0ureas, MIRA, private, partnerships, MoCommiek Park with Currems
2ASH, Lagoon, become one of Missoala's most visine park with estimated

A

& {does the projedd regquire speody

irplementation in or fe i

migximem effectivenes

Funding
ity &

s BARS . v

¢, Civic Stagi pe
T O i):l!n:".l}’ COTMETTNE

04 for Aquatics,

salety ard mamntenance

T

7. Does the project co

ST

EN Y,
culural aF nagtural resources, of reduce

goffution?

Farxs, taiis, groes spaces,

Hivy Fecraation, Hees, pontds, Qresn $paces, promaote clean sy and

& Do > e IMRrave or Gxpand

upon susential Gity seovices wiiee such

SEVICES BIE fecognized and acoe

26407 ne sy and efective?

[4P8, grovady polity. ac

sitiity, improved salety

wlans?

s plan, city stategic plan

Total Seare

Fage PRE3
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McCormick Park tmprovements

Funding starl of FY03

General Fund CIP 104,773
ADA 50,000
LWCF 50,000
Silvers Lageon 27 500
Crega/Hickory 11,175
Total 243448
FY 08 projects updated:
{use prior funding and new reques!)
McCormick Restroom 122,000
Parking tights
Parking lot repair 12.773
fencing
Sitvers Lagoon improvement/Landscape 97,500
Gregg Hickory
Total 232,273

New Reguest

FY 09
Signage & Cennections $25.000
Cregg-Hickory alignment 316,175
Total 544 175
FY 10
ADA connections $25.000
Couwri resurfacing (request 8 in M& 1)
FY 14 $16.C00
ADA connactions $25.000
FY 12-13
Additional needed improvements
Shefter/ADA $75,000
Re-vegetation (irrigation, landscape/trees) $200.000
Playground replacement 150,000
Softball figld renovation $300,000
Community Center $6.,025,000

Re vegetation/Construction 100 Hickory Site

GO Bond/Mill Levy/Park it District

$1,000,000

Page PREE

Project Year

Prior CiF
Fy 07
completion %
100%
TH%
O%
ADA
Park Memornial/SID
General Fund CIP CORE
ADA (25, 000} Fy 12
TBD Fy 12
+ ADA (25.000) FYiz
TRD Fyi2
TBD Fy 13
TBD Fy 13
TBD



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-20143

Program Category: Projoct Titlo: 08 Project # 08 Project

Playfais Park Site plan, desian,
renevition

Parke, Recreation and Open Space PR-15

Descriplion and justilication of project and funding Lources;

NS e

Is this equipment priositized o an eguipment replacement schoeduie? E Yeas l N , NA

Are thore any site requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

Howe is this praject going to be kmded:
Funded in Prior

Funtiding Soirece Accounting Code FYes FY 10 FY 11 Iy 12 F¥ i3 Years
ia 59456
48,6800
148,050

How s ths project going 1o be spent: . .
prey going L Spentin Prior

Budyeled Funds Accounting Code Y 0% £Y 10 FY 31 FYi2 FY 13 Years
A Land Cost
8. Construction Coust
C. Contingencies (10% of B}
0. Deslgn & Engineering (15% of B}
£. Pereent for Art (1% of B}
£ Bqguipment Costs

G. Other
Poss this project have any additionat impact on the operating budget: . .

o Spont in Prior
[y Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 Fy 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 fersonnet
~ {Supplies
%J Purchased Services
& (Fixed Charges
@ Capital Qutlay
v {Debt Service
z
E
e
o
0
o
<

Freparers
Responsible Person: Responsible Bepariment:]  Date Submitted fo Finance Yoday's Date and Time initiate Yolal Score
Donne Gavlkder Parks & Recreation i 18 ks

ry
3
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Categeny:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

Playfair Park Site plan, design,
renovation

08 Project #

PR-18

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

No Cominems

1 4s the project aeeessary 10 meel federat,

gal requirements? This ot

rion mckides projects mangdated by Colrd

Crder 1o meet requirements of faw o other

reqquirements. OfF speciat coneern is that the

project he aucesable to the handicapped.

Z. s the project necessany o Gl & coa
wactual requitemient? This cdterion inciudes
Federat or State grants winch requice locat
panicipation. Indicate the Grant name and

sumber i the comment colkpnn

3. b this project urgenty reguired? WAl de.
iy resull in curtailment of an essential ser
viceT This statement should b checked
"Yes" only i an emergency is clearly indi-
cated, olherwise, answer Ne, i Y e
t

ae: sure 10 give {oll juslification

i, Does the project provide tor andfor im-
prove public healh and/or publbe safety?
Thig criterion shoukd be answered "Ne" un-

less public heallh andfor safaly can be

shown to be an urgent or critical factor

Quantitative Analysis

Rivwe
Soore
Range

Comments

Weight

Totasl
Score

% Does the project resull in maximom
benef o the communily from the

investment dollas?

106-3

AUA funding and mkind labor will offset constuction costs of inpraven
aciiies will suppont generalion of revenue from Splash Montana and the

Agtditionas! parking
A6 meter poot

15

6 Does the project teguire speady

raglemendaticn m order o LG s

&

maximurs effectiveness?

Lack of parking sfects atalily to generate revenue as well 4s use of the fields

7. Zoes the proect CORSeve eneiqy.
cuitural of nalura! tescurces, of reduce

poiution?

iTaving the parking iots will reduce partculae maller (o the gravel parking lots

&. [ioes the project improve or expand

dpon eesendinl Cily services whete such

Senvic

oAt grized and sccepled as

eing necessary and effective?

The Kasier Park Fan neorporate T Ny pICTIC shiciter and

& Does the project speciically rel

City's stratogic planning prioies o other

plang?

(G3-3)

P

Tedat Soore

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

Baseball Parking Lot

Per Doug Harby

ADA - connections 1o Sidewalk
Landscaping

CTEP sidwalk project

FY 2010
FY 2011

FY 2012
Irrigation System
ADA - Parking/trails/sidewalks connectors

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

Page PRES

361.050

161,178
50,000
40,000

113,000

0

325,000
300600
25000

325000
300000
25000

3272008



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

Program Category:

Project Yitle:

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

ADA - interpretive watk @ Greenough
Park - Citizen Request

08 Project #

08 Project i

R

PR-16

15 this cquipment prioritized on an equipment repiacement scheduje? Yes Ne NA
X%
Are there any site requiremenis:
How is this project going to e funded:
Funded b Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code Y 08 FY ip FY 11 FY 12 Years
=
i
=
i
[°4
How is (his project going lo be spent:
prey gemg t Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Azcounting Code FY U8 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% A, Land Cost
= |B. Construction Cost
e, Contingencies {10% of B}
% 1D Design & Enginecring {15% ol B)
£, Percont for A {1% of B}
F.Equipment Cosis
G. Other
33,000 -
Daoes this project ftave any sdditionat impact on the operating budget: . .
@ Spent in Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0% EY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O |Personned
f_f Supplies
g Purchased Services
oy (Flxed Charges
Z |Capitat Qutlay
o 1Debt Service
= N
=
ke
[
W
o
=]
Preparec's
Responsible Person: Respensible Departments]  Date Submilied {o Finance Today's Dale and Time initials Total Score

NA

Parks & Recreation

Page PRT0




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM

Project Rating

{See CALP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title:

Parks, Recreation | ADA - Imerpretive walk @ Greenough
and Qpen Space Park - Citizen Request

08 Project ¥

PR-16

Gualitative Analysis

Yes

Nao

Comments

1.k Hie st

ol necessary 1o meet fedaral,

sizle, of ocal tegal requitements? This .

LEHOrT Ges projecis mangated by Cowt

Order o mee! requitements of law or ather

repirements. Of gpecial concern s that he

project be zssitzie lo the handicapped

2.t the project necessany to fullili & con-

tractual reguirement? This coterion ncludes

Fedoral of State grants which reguire focat
paticipation Ingicate the Seant name ang

rtenbze in e comment colen

345 this

wrgject ergenthy required? VR de.

tay result in curtailment o endias ser.

vice? Ties statement should be checked

"yes" only i a0 emergency s clearly indi
“RoU, HY

cated: othendse, angwer

fye: iGN

e ta give Tull justificst

4. Does e progect provide andior -
prove publc health andior pubhc safety?
This criterion should be answered "N un-

less pubiic heallh andior saety can be

shown o be an wrgent o oritics faoiorn

Quantilative Analysis

Rawr
Score
Range

Comments

Waight

Towat
Score

& Doe

the project result i maxmum
henefi 10 the comumunity frons the

ment dotar?

{6

5 Dees (e project require speedy

inptemeniaton in eider (o Tt

maxinwm effectivenes

N

PECT CONSEIVE Qv

culturat or natural reseurns L Or fesuce

pothgiog?

5 1 the project improve of expand

s where s

Ll aesentist Oy serujs sl

SENAT

5 GTE !(5{7()5‘;!\;Z(~!{f andg EiCC(’.Fﬂ!(‘.ﬁ a%

bemg necessary snd effechy

-2

& [oss the pioject specihoslly relate

s othet

Cily's SUrsteqic planming pricatic

plarnis

Tolat

g

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

Program Calegory!

Project Title: 07 Profect

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

08 Project #f

08 Project #

YV Sanilation at Currents

PR-18

Pescription and justification of proj and funding sources:

oCt

e I

[ % The O

Shon o S

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Qutlay

Dbt Service

15 this equipment pricritized an an sguipment replscement scheduie? Yes Ho NA
X
Are ihere any sile reguirements:
How is this project going o be {unded: .
Funded in Prior
S Funding Seurce Accounting Code FY Fy 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
e A7 7
& &t Artd
=
u
4
40, TG
— = - ———
How is this preject going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code £y 08 FY 10 £Y 11 Y 12 £y 13 Years

w A, Land Cosl
% 8. Construction Cost
W ic. Contingencies {10% of &)
1D, Design & Engineering {15% of B3}

E. Percent for Art (1% of 8)

f. Equipment Costs

3. Other

A D00 -
Does this project have any additional impact eh the operating budget: ) .
Speat in Prior
Expense Object Lccounting Code FY 65 FY 10 FY 14 FY 42 FY 13 Years
Personnat
Supphes

3000

»and i

Respensible Person:

Responsible Depaniment:|  Date Submitted Lo Finance Today's Date and Time

Preparer's
inflialy

Total Score

Shiriey Kinsey

Fares & Recrestion
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.1P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory: Project Title: 08 Project #
Parks, Reereation UV Sanitation at Currents F#-18
and Qpen Space

Quatitative Analysis Yes Mo Conunents

i1 the projedt ne ¢ 10 meet

L uf [ocs! legal reguinements? This on-

twoion includes projects mandated by Court

Orger W me

A requirements of lave o other ®

PegUiTErn ¢ is that the

moject be accessible (o the handicapped

project necessary o il a con.

tracluaf regqurement? Thas criterion includes

Fedorat or Sisle grants wiileh require o

patticipation. ndicate the Grant name ax

i e comment coiunin

itiy TG

Wit iy curtaiment of an essemnial sor
vice? This statemant sheuid be checked

“Yes” only it an @mergency 16 cleaty indj- *

cated; athenwise O (o R

b sure to give full estificstion

=4

4. {30es the project provide o andiar im-

g the amount

prove pubhc heaft: andior pubic safety?

Thig critenon shouid be answersd "No™ un-

v reduce the use af
The most Corming

W people e
choslrong cheru
arfon el by swimmers

& (3

an i

Tess pulbshc health and/

s and sl ohisve samtation f

s dry. dehy skint and burning eves

shown to be an urgent of crificat factor

Raw
Quantftative Analysis Score Totat
Range Commoents Weight Score

{0-33
5. Dowes he profect iesalt in naximum
Beneft o the cammumly fron the i

invastment dolar?

OGO U S

M antd 1 {Busi

CORCEms

N
o

srytation in o

raanimnu elfeclivenss

7. Does the project consene en

rabion ot metbols of ackhieving hich water sandalion &

CURGTE! Of BEINE FESOUTCEE, OF Feauae i UV i oot of the lowes of

pofuton?

€ e project nprove o expand

upan gssantial City services where such 2 § . 4 &
USE I SENNETY POO e essental 16 pultic health,

sl as

tuse and apratics (Eolites hat maintan opeat

S

ES
A
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February 15, 2008 ~ the OO0 released new meoommendations for responding to fecsl acoidents &
disinfected swimming venues in s weekly MY VWA wges you to Tamibarize yoursell with
these revised recommaendatione, A xisting guidelmes from focal or shate
regulatory agencies before using these recommendations, becsuse (DU retomenendations do oot
replere exighing state o local regulalions o guidelnes.

Sumimary of the Revived Recommendations:

The 2001 COC recommeandations {1} for responding bs feca! accidents in disinfectad swimming vences
{&.q., swimming pools] have been revized. Recommendations for responding to disrrheal fecs!
aocidents, whith are thought to reprecant & Mgher infectious-disesss bransmission sk thar formad-
stonl accidents, are based on the potentisd presence of the didovine-mesistard parasilic amtozcs of the
genus Cryptospncdivm. Mew data intdecate that the recorvmended CY inaciivation value {or contact
e i highey than previcusly published (2), when inectivation is measured a8 & Mgher pH using an
outlresk-associsted Cryptosponidivm isolate {27 Based on these dats, the CT mactivation value used in
T80 fecal accident recommendations for 95,99 inactivation of Cryplosporicium has been changad From
2600 mg-mindt b 15300 mg-mindl. This change Brenslates nto longar swimming pool desures to
ensure mackvetion of Cryptospotidium,

For More Information:

The CDC revised fecal aocident respo
oriningt 2001 recommendations, pleas
Syarnmend wabsibe by goma to! someodos
Hovtality Weekly Reports, Qo to wasnodonny

se reconunentabong are avallable gt this link. To review the
thiz k. Find sddfionsl resowrces al the T0C Healihy
Ineatlrssionming., Te review other TR0 Morbidity and
o],

Fromi: b Seagrave

Sent: Tuesday, Febeuary 19, 2008 9:27 A4

Yot Brian Kitesorg Shifley Kinsey; Donna Gaulder

Subyject: FW: (D0 Revises Fecal Aovident Response Recommendations

They have npgraded the Fecal Acodent Response whinh we are going 1o have o desl with when
there are duarvhes) incidenty. Used to be thar 22 ippm chlorme we wounld need to wait ¢f hoors {5
dayel te be 9.0 % sure of erypto kil Now, 21 sppm we would have to wait 153 hours (8.5 daye).

I bave resd miformaetss s the NEPA megazing releting to erypio. The preferred method of
vescrrr pErrons ansd fEolivss from cutbreaks iz 2 combmeanon of LiVier Ogone), ncreags:
POTRCTITEY DAL t faesdities fro Dreak hmanen of UVior O . ]
ehilorive ppms, regular superchlonmetion, snd wse of & Socoudens produnt. We sbeady do 2 cutof

the ¢ parts. We tan use the fiocodent produnt on 5 25 needed baws, theugh the cos of the

producy would inorease cur chensics] urage sypnificanily,
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NOTE: The Missoula City-County Health Department strongly encourages installation and use o
the UV as one more measure in protecting citizens from outbreaks of Cyrpto disease
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category:

Preject Tithe:

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

UV Sanitation at Splash

G8 Project #

0% Project #

PR.19

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

acomdents, The ¢

attendang
side of this UV gystem vall b the
envitonment.

sanitation systens would greatty reduce e chance of aryplosponidiant outbrear st Splash: said oulbraak gt
n reguced revenue at the faciity
educhion of chemical vse Chlonneg and o) creating sustainahble revent

in sddition. an outbreak of this type will reduce the wust it

nstal Uira-Violet Light sanidation system at Splash MY Walerpark, in Playviar Park. The Center tor Disease Control recently revised their recommendations for response o fecal
woresormmendalions nckde UV sanitaion as & key component in reducing the sk of authbreak by decteasing the winkiow 0f oppotunily for expesuyre

The L

3 ot repeal customers who ke 1o play and exercige in 3 sate comfortahle

criphion of additicnal eperat

srvicals, Instaliaton of a UV system woulg reduce the

UV re 3 and infu

staft curen

ceerd 1

: ach year. This o
Of futrg th

1 the poot

ings realized from using Bes

15 this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded:
Funded i Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z TAquatics fmterprise fune 5771.000 346060 121,000 | {
u}J consider fmipact Fees 777 Spredd OVer 3 yEBrg oo
i
o
121,000
Hove is this project going to be spent:
i project gong i Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 8 FY 10 FY 11 FY 1z FY 13 Years
uwi A, Land Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost
# |C. Contingencies (10% of B)
é D. Desigin & Engineering (15% ot B}
E. Percent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs 106,000
G. Other 55000
- 121 006 -
Does this project have any addilional impact on the operating budget: i )
" Spent in Prior
n Expense Object Accouniing Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 35 Years
O jPersonnel
,L,J. Supplics
g Purchased Services
¢y |Fixed Charges G600 S.000 H.000 G000
g Capital Qutlay
¢ 1Beb Seyvice
= 1.000 £ 000 4,000 (G0
=
<t
o
]
o
Q

Preparetr's
Responsibie Person: Responsibie Department. Date Submitted (o Finanee Today's Date and Tine initials Total Seore
Shirtey Kinsey Parks & Recreation TIATIZ008 141 SR 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Projest Title: 08 Project #
Parks, Regreation UV Sanitation af Splash PR-18
and Cpen Space
Quaditative Analysis Yes o Commuents

1. 18 the project necessary o meet federat,

state. of focal legal reguirements? This or-
tereht fchades projects mandated by Coun

Grder Lo mest requitements of law or otber X

requiremets. OF specis! concem it that the

prgject he &

ceassible to the handicapped.

24 the project ne

ary 1o fulfifi a con-

raciual requirement? This c G HCRIGES
Federat or State grams which reguire leost X
pofticipation. ndicate the Grand name and

fumber i e commaent colamn

Y TS
vice? This statement should be checked
“Yes" only H an emergency is cleany indi- #
cated: othenwise, answer "No” I "Yes”,

be sure {o give {6l justification.

4. Does the project provige lor andiar im-

peove public health angos public satery? LJy systems have been ;:frouen afiective ot Ioveenng and maintasing low levels of chiloramings, reducing the amount
oF chloring required 0 mantan chean waker in the poo

Many people & =0 chemicals, and chitorine is a vary slrong saoftizer  Anytime we can reduss e use of
such strong chemicals and stilf achicve sanitation requirements we need 1o consider e beaelits. The most commic

Thig ariterion should be answeied "No™ un-

{ess pubtic heatth andfor safety can be X

shown 10 De an wgent o eritical factor discomio felt by sw s dry, itchy skin snd buriing eyes.
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Commenis Weigit Score
{uring public discussion on design and leature of these taciities, citizens of Missouia expressed
5 Does the peojact resull i maximum Weir desire to see us use altematives © chemical whenever possible. USAquatics. USA Swimnming
. . . . : it Crgamration, Yong H. K, PRE along wih other
pensdit Lo the communily fron the iz . i X . Ny . £ i
Haldle at request), supports installation of UV Systems (o decresse chioring use by up
avestimend dollas? :
ivestmerd dollar chicrne corrosion of facilities, enprove waler quality and Inerease revenug
aenerated, Reduces fisesss exposlig & Fansnysson.
{003
6. Goes the projact require speedy Yes, Thi ides would De 10 provide [or 5 more appesling swim environment 1o buils customer loyaily
mpiementation iy order 16 assure its Z and repeat business. Gty Cou Healtfy Dept, encouwrages as & lood 16 ot Crypto and olber heath 4 5
maximum ef ¢ CONCEIns
(O35
7. Ooes the project conserve energy
cultural or natucal tesolrces, or reduce hed UV system is one of the lowest operation cost methads of achieving high water saniation 3 &
potlutien?
02
8. Does the profect improve o e
upon essenti Cily senvices where sdcl 2 ) 4 &
. X Yeu, betsuse & sandary pood i3 cssental 1o public heaith,
SEIVICES a6 Tecoynized and ac
biging hetessany and elifective?
(-3
% Does e profect s
City's slrategic planing prordies or olhie i sitie s that masnain o drey rnore cilizens. 4 17
plang?
Tedst S 44
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Februaty 15, 2008 ~ the CDU relsased new resormendstions o sesponding to fecal &
disinfected swimming venues iy its waekly MR

cigents i

v WA urges vou to familiarize voursell with
these revizsed recommandations, Alzo, you should check existing guidelines from focal or state
reguialiony sgencies before using thase recommendations, becsvse COC recommandations do not
seplace axisting stabe o locs! reguiations or guidelines.

Surmmary of the Revised Recommendations:

The J001 CDC recommendations {1} for respondina to fecs! arridente in disinfected sudnming venues
e.q_, swimaning poolst have been revised. Recormmendations for responding to disheal fecsd
arridents, which are thought to represent & Figher infecbous-disease fransmission ssk thar Formed-

stood sccidents, are besed on the potentia! presence of the dilorine-resistant parasitic proforos of the

genus Cryptosporidivm, New data indizsie that te recommmaended CT inactivation vale {or contact
thrvee ) ig highen than previcusly published £33, when inactivation iz measured at & higher pH using an
ordbreask-gesocited Cryptosporidivny isolete (31 Based on thess dats, the €7 inadivation value ceed in

T facsd socident recommendations for 99, 9% inactivation of Cryptospoidium has been changad Fom

2500 mg-mindL to 15,300 mg-minfL. This change frangleves o longer swimening pool cosises to

ensure mackvation of Cryptosporidiam,

fFor More Informiation:
The (D0 revised fecal sccident responss
oriningl 2001 recommendations, please clich

AT nmrmi'or's arer availabla . To review Hhie
k. Find addiionad resources st the LDCs Haalthy
Sw.qnm:-nu weabsile by going tor poaey

CEVEETEN.. TO reviews obher COT Morbidity s
Mortality Weekly Reports, g6 & wew.odo ooy,
Y Rz e

Framn: Enc Seagrave

Senf: Toesday, February 19, 2008 9:27 AW

Yot Brian Kitdeson; Shirley i('msey: Dioawea Gandbdder

Subject: FW: COC Revises Fecal Accident Response Revommendations

l~|z

ey Bave uggrs

ded the Fecal Aceident Response which we are going o have to dead with when
'ﬁw e are diavrheal nodents. Used to be thet ar wppm chlonne we would need o wair o6 howrs {4

davs) to be gg.0 % pmre of orypro il W st wppa, we would have 1o walt 153 bours (6.5 days).

¢ read miormanon i e NEPA mags
protecnng patrons and Gothves from owrbresks i s combination of UVier Onane), inaressed
chiloring ppms fiocoulant pro W alveady do 2 ourof
the 4 parts. We can use the Socoaleny product on 2 s nseded hasi, t’.‘zzssmg}z the cost of the
product wiuld increase cur chennest usage significantdy.

e relating 1o crypto. The proferred method of
S

£

regular superchioringtion, and use of
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title; 08 Project # 89 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Recreation/Agquatics Buses PR.Z0

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Purchase Wwo 24 passenger buses (o provige access 1o recreatonat opporiunities offered by the Parks and Recrestion. Transporiation has been identified as a imiling tactor, Bus
would provide the Dpporiunily for clizens 1o get 1o he aquatics faciilies, als0 woul allow Racreabon Division 1o expand programmmg, The design of these smaller (15 £ 24
passenger) busses would allow frasding & g {or senior snd smalt children into the vebicle, Current vang are undenatifizes of thet age, and the challenge they pose]
fo: seniors, overweight, and disabied to gel ine. The very young can not ride becsuse of the car seal requirement. A bus would evercome the aforementioned problems. Cumentiy
wée bEe Mountain Ling e ihe ltest extent possibie, ¥ often does 0ot meel o reeds {07 program destinalions, Comnercisly operaled Duses are very expensive 1© e which would
drive the fees gssonated with programs to be cost prehibitive for most citizens.

L

is this equipment prioritized on an gquipment replacement schedule? Yeos No NA

Afe there any site requirements:

REVEMNUE

How is this projeci going 10 be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Funding Source To Be Delerminec o000 TO000
0,000 70,000

How is fhis project geing to be spent: . .
project geing P Spent in Prior

Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY i2 FY 13 Years

EXPENSE

A Land Cost

B. Construction Cost

C. Contingencies {10% of B}

D. Design & Engineering {15% of B}
E. Percent for Ant (1% ol 8)

F. Equipment Costs

COPERATING BUDGET COSTS

G. Other
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . .
Spent in Prior
Expense Chiect Accounting Code FY 0% FY 19 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Personnel
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitat Outlay

Debt Service

!
the b

ciption of additions! opers
&1

3 budgatampact Regu creghon stall o oitam COL Lo operate. Would require central maimenance 1o cerify mechanios (o perom repains on

Preparer's
Rusponsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted (o Finance Today's Date and Time {nittals Total Scove
Shirley Kinsey Farks & Recreation 1901772008 1420 SRK I3
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{Sep CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

Recreation!Aquatics Buses

08 Praject #

PR-20

Qualitative Analysis Yos No Comments
1.5 the project necessary 1 meet (ederal,
state, of looal legal requirements? This o
tetion includes projects mandited by Cowt
Crdet o meaf requitements of law or other X
requirements. Of special concetn is that the
project be accessibe 1o the handicapped.
2. Is the project necessary o (Wil @ con-
tractual requirement? Thig entetion includes
Federal or State giants which requirg locat x
participation, indicate the Grant name and
numbes i the comment
3. is thig project urgently reguired? Wil de-
lay resull in curtailment of a0 gssential ser Transporation has been endified a¢ a Eralting facton in many day cares front wlilizing the Currents fac s for
et i . FogEaTENIng during work hours which are b ally siowet progranuming tiowrs fof the faciity. The Recreation
vice? This statement should Se checkad PR e e ypcatly s POGIE 4 ) achity -
oy ps ol i s clesrty ind % rograms are looking fonyard Lo expanding thie sutdoo! rogram runiies offered o semorg. The vang cutrent!
25" anly | an emergency is clesry ind . . . . )

o oy R 8 fancy R bezing used for Hansportation pose an uhreasonable challenge cepacly (o7 ow senions and ovenweight clienls.
cated, othervise, answer TNOT 1 Yes” Carrently sing @ Hree step sloo! (0 provide easier access - not ideal due {e stability and height off the grournd they
he sure to give (Ul justification are requied o climb creating a fall component 10 our risk management pian
4 Does the project provide for 3
srove pulsthic health aadfor public safety”? i ) .

_ . . - Conter for Disease Con tatistios show an incresse of obesily, gh Bleod pressure. and anhabs amongst our
This citerion should be answered "No" aun. . ) ) . )
adut and youth pepulzton. Transponiation (o aguahies {fgailies and recreation progran sites woulkd only benedt
zog pLdic he andior cateiy can he : . P
lees pubhc heaith andfor sately can be % peapte in their quest 16 five s more active litestyle
shown (e be an urgent ot critical factor
Raw
CQuantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
fiaic)]
o . . will hetp eliminale ack of fanspontation for senior and youth populations aliowing
6. Doas the project resull in maximum i T anspor SCRIGH 8R0 YOUin papulEhions 2 4
. ; " i ; SE PrOYrEms o owould provide & direct health benefit. A mom . 16
Henefid o the commurdty ram {he 3 . . . s - 5 5
renehitto the co iy tiom the aotive e style in general will help decresse e soaing cost of medical carg for problematic diseasq 7
ivestment dotian? ke high blood pressure, obesity, sribintis, stroke, and cardiovascutar
-3
& Does the project sequine speady The ionger this need is pushed oul the otder ang less reliable our vans become. People signed up
nplenentation in ordes 1o Gsswe 1 2 for programs ari our priotily it any of ous sk nanagernent plans. The Duses are 8 pro-active slep 4 &
Smum eflectiveness? to develop a safer maie accommodating means (o fransport gparticipants oliziag our progs
7. hoes the project consetve energy. . . X 5 X
N , Praviging group wansporatan will sleays be s beneficial 1o conserving engrgy and reducing B .
cufursl of nalurst 1ESOUTCEes, of (egute 1 o . 3 3
it of nat GEUHTGES, T TERUILS pofiution. Dne of o ve on e road e, thiee older vans
pedlution?
i-2)
g, the praject inprove o expandg i X . .
— ) . 3 i R slion servio at o the quatity of life and promote heaith & .
upon esserdiat Cily senvices where such 3 . s 4 iz
. this comamunity. I sddition recreation develops soosi and econamic capital and sl Missoula
SEIVICES ATE TECogrzed and sccepted 45 citizens ave @ tght o quality recrestional opponunilies and ascess 1o communily tacilities
neing nec y ahd effective?
£33
4. Coes the project speciicstly relate o the
City's steateqic planning prioniies of oiher Strategic G % i
pia
Total Score 48

&
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title:

08 Project #

08 Project #

cOost incre s poermile per vear. Cost of rovting resudacing approximalely every 7 years dependant on weather ot inciuded in bugget

Parks, Recreation and Open Space South Hitls Trails Citizen Requests A PR-22
Cascription and justification of project and funding sources:
Pedestrian-bicycle ¥ail linking Moose Can Gully
PPedestrian-bigycle trail connecton from the South Hilis to Sam Braxton Navonst Recraation Trail.
Cost astimales as of Fel 2008 = $G0/per feot for paved trail or $320.000 per mile. Need 1okl mies 10 delennine o8 of frail.
Graved trail costs as of Feb 2008:220,000/miic
is Lhis eguipment prioritized on an equipment replacenent schedute? Yes No NA
x
Are there any sife requirements:
none at his tine
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prioy
,_,‘”) Funding Source Accounting Code Y 09 Fy 10 FY 1% FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z jrsn 220,000
W
i
@
20,000
How is this project polng 1o be spent: Spest in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 Fy 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% A Land Cost .
= |8 Construction Cost 170,000
¥ 1C. Contingencies (10% of B) 17.000
ﬁ . Besign & Engineering (15% of B) k) 25000
£. Parcent for Art (1% of B}
F.Equipment Costs
G. Other 8.000
220.000 .
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . R
w Spent in Prior
a Exprasse Ohject Ascounting Code FY 0g FY i FY 11 £Y 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
| Supplies
g Purchased Services
3 |Fixed Charges
B |Capital Outlay
o [Dedt Service
= TE74
f N
<
i
% Dascnption of adgitionst eperating budged mpact In FYDS the cost of maintaining the trall systemn is estimated 1o be $2.574 plus A% snnual increase (including materials and labor

Preparer's
Responsible Person; Responsibic Department: Date Submitted to Finance Teday's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Parks & Recraation TRIBIZ006 IO Hhd 345

Page PRET




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Crileria)

Pragram Category: Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

South Hills Trails Citizen Requests

08 Project #

PR-22

Qualitative Analysis

Yes No

Comments

1.8 the project nec

sary lo msaet federsl,
state, or lacal legal reguirements’? This o
tetron intiudes projects mandated by Cout
Order (o meet reguirements of faw or other
requirements. OF special concern is hiat he

project be accassibie o the nandicapped.

2.5 the project necessany 1o Il s con-

wacul requirement? This

titerion includes

Federal or State grants which require foca

participation, indicate the Grant name and

AGTIBET e comment codumsi

3. 15 inis project argently requined? W de-
fay result in curtaiiment of an essentizt ser-
vica? This statemaent should be checked

"Yeu" only if an emergency s cleany indi-

cated; olhenwise, answer "N H UYes”

Be sure o give el jusiftestion

4. Does the project provide far snd/or .
prove pubiic haalth andior pubibic safety?

reswared "Ne' une

Tivis crierion should be

fess public health andfor safet n b

shown (o be an urgent or o factor

Quantilative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does the project /esolt in madmam
pengfit o the communily fom the

wvesinent dolkar?

{0-3)

(=

5. [Does the project require speady

anplemeniation oy ouder

FRLEE 4

maximun effactiveness?

(0-3)

7. Does the project con Y.
cubural or natursl resources, or reduce

poltuticon?

8. Dioes the project ianprove of expant

VPO €556 P Cas vl e Sl

SEVICES

dre recogaized and a

ped as

being nec ry s eflective?

=

8. Does e project sp adby feiale Lo the

Caty's shalegio planat pomilies or other

plans?

(03

Total &

[
o
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reqguest Form FY 2009-2013

Program Calegory: Project Title: 08 Projet # 09 Project #

Moon-Randolph Propenty-Budiding

Parks, Recreation and Open Space e
Stabilization

PR-28 PR-22

Description and justification of project and funding scurces:

In esder 1o prolect e sie, effectively manage programs, and sustain the Moon-Randaiph Homestead's spinit 38 a living place, it is vitally necessary mainlain safe public access, and
here ¢ a0 immediate need 1o stabi the roc! cellar. nitial assessment of he 100t cellar was completed n Ootober of 2002, by Jason Lonski, Construclion and Histotc Presenvation).
At hial e, the ro0t celler was in statle condition except for & smali hole i e ool of e stueturs, From the report “There is & hole appoximately x2 it size irt the roof steuciure of
the nonth half, #is arrenty covered up with some scrap lin, but this isn't preventmg the infilteation of moisture

Hecaze of the protonged exposure fo moisture, the oot cellars roof caved i the g of 3003, making the hole some 3 fee! acress, In order 1o temporarily repair the hote, HHPG

votuneers with We help of the Montana Conservation Crew buill 2 107 wood frame 1o cover e hole of the root cellar rool. A proteclive tarp was also placed on top. Please refer
to costibenetit anatysis forfull stabifization of root ceflar. CIF funds wousd go Towards the full slabilization of the root ceflar in order 1o secure the site . prevent any injuries assosiated
with falling Wirough or siipping on the sod roof of the root celtar, and restore the root coliar's cligingl purpose ag slorage for food grown on the homestead

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

Are there any site requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

Haow is this project going to be funded: K
Fanded in Prior

Funding Sowce Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 1 FY 12 FY 13 Years

General Fund ADA 5000
trpact FeasiPark Maim. District 10000
Jonavons 550

-3 Labor Hb 1,000 - : . . 5,000

11,550

How is this project going 1o be spent: .
project going f Spentin Prior

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 19 FY 12 FY 13 Years

A, Land Cost

. Construction Cost

G. Contingencies (10% of B)

D. Design & Engineering {15% of B)
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)

F. Equipment Cosis

G, Other

&

QPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Does this project have any additional impact on the eperating budget: . .
Spentin Prior

Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 1D FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Personnpel

Supplies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Ouilay

Debl Service

Deseriplion of additions! operating budgel impact:

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initiats Total Score
Rob Thames Parks & Recreation T2ITH2008 1027 AR 28
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Cpen Space

Moon-Randolph Propery-Buiiding
Stabitization

09 Project #

PR-22

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. 18 the project necessary 10 meel lederat,

state, of local fegai requirements? This o
tenon ackides projects mandated by Coun
Creder 1o meet requirements of lave or other
requiretnents. (O special concem is (hat the

project e aceesaibie to ihe handicapped.

2018 the project necessary to Rl a con-
ractual reguirement? This enterion includes
Federal or State grants which reguire local
participaton. indicale the Grant name and

mber i1y the comment cofumn,

3 is this project urgently required? VG de-

fay result in curlailment of an essental ser-

vice? This statement should be checked
"Yes" only if an emergency is clearly indi-
cated, olhensvise, answer "No”. i "Yes”,

be sure 0 give tulf justification

4. Dies the project provide fos and/for im-
prove public heaith andior public safety?
This entarion should be answered "No” un-

fass pubic heaith andlor sately can be

showen 1o be an urgenl ar eritical factor.

X and is leading to funher deterioration of the sirucharg

There is & hole i the roof of the rool cellar, spproximately fve feetin width, which creates a heatth and salely sk

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Commaenls Waeight Scare
0-5
5, Loes the project resalt iy maximam ) ) i .
. . Yes, Tie rool celiar was an integral pan of the propenty in its original capacity for food storage., and
penehl to the comumunity om the t s e B . - . ; ) 5 5
today an itearal pad of he history visitors 0 the praperty amve expecting o see.
invastment dolar?
1G-3y
6. fioes the project require speedy Yes, The hole iy the root celisr roof exposes the intenor suppors and walls 1o he elements and
impierentation in orde SSUIE T8 3 theatens evern Mose pans of the structere no! damaged by the inpial collapse. Further delay will 4 13
ey T ke N6 ATy FEpENS 1107e @x : ang conlinue o restict public ac
{03
7. [oes the project consene energy. Yes. B conserves the cullursl hentage of the Soon - Randoiph Mo ad, white improving public
culturat or nalingl resowces, or reduce H arcess--including school ars. Ina mao mte sense, repairs wilt atow for storage of food 3 3
pollution? rafsed on he propenty restonng the struclung's eriginal purpose
02
8. Does tha project improve of expand
upan essentat City s 4
services are recognized and seoepled as
being necessary and effective?
{03
&. Does Be project specficatty relale o the . . . . .
City's Siraleaic slantmng priodlies o ob 2 Yes: Community ivanifity, storic presenvation. food secarity and developmeant on cultural. historcal B .
Ehes bt Thi ionitics My 2 " : ) E
-y SirEleglc plannimng pronlie al and recreation oppotunities. * s
plans?
Tolal Soare 28
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Categary:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Restore Landscaping of North Median
at 1-80 and Grant Creek Road

07 Project #

08 Project #

U8 Projoct #

PR-25

PR-24

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

This project is @ Grant Creek Neighboriood Ceuncil initiative (See note 1) (o restons e Norh Median af 60 and Grant Creek Road. The median, a focst paint at this major entiance
to the City, was impropery instalicd {See aole 2) several years ago &2 par of the Noth i
and unsightly conditon. This restoration is a vital step in the overait plan(See note 3) to beautity s interchanged and adjoining private propenies. The Cormunity Forum has passel
a resolulion (See note 4) recommending sppraval of (s project which was originally submitted for the 20607-2011 GIF and once again last year ior the 2008-2012 G . Funding can
pe from gither CTEP orthe General Fusd(ses note ). The Grant Creek Assaciations have increased their cash pledge to § 3,273 which is the amount regquined o match GTER

funding. Parks and Recreatien designed the median and prepared the cost estimate

ve Street project. The plantings have not grown and the median is now in a deteriotes

Responsible Person:

is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement sghedule? Yes No NA
®
Are there any site requirements:
WADT has indlcated they will approve he project upen submitial of the design and watlic control pisa,
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
E GTEP o General Fund 20,590 31,343 12914
>
‘&’ Cash Contributions from Grant Creek

H associations and businesses 3273

24203 21243 12914 . -]
How is this project going to be spent: . .
Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code Fy g9 FY 10 FY 11 FY 1% FY 13 Years

g A.Land Cost RN exists
Z 1B, Construction Cost 24,763 21,243 12,814
BT, Contingencles (10% of B} inciuded
;j D. Design & Engineering (15% of B} completod

E. Percent for Art (1% ol B)

F. Eguipment Costs

G. Other

24,2603 21.2AD 12814 . W -
Daes this project have any additional impact oo the operating budget: X i
Spent in Prior
L‘; Expense Oblect Accounling Code FY 09 £Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Porsonnet
— {Supples
t‘,:; Purchased Services
2 IFixed Charges
g Capilai Qutlay
3 iDebt Service
= ]
= S S .
«f
i
é‘j igtion of additionat eperating budgel impact No appreciabie moreases expected due 1o the restoration of this median
Preparer's
Responsible Depariment; Date Submitted o Finance Today's Date and Time Fnitials Total Score

Rob Thames

Parks and Recreation

Z/15/2008

TEABL008 1023

L]
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation

Restore Landscaping of North Median

0G5 Project #

PR-24
and Open Space at 1-90 and Grant Creek Road
Qualitative Analysis Yeos No Comments
108 the project necessary 1o meet federal,
state. orlocal tegat requiramernds? This ori-
terion incldes prajects mandated by Cotrt
Crder 1 meed requilements of law o0 other x
requrements. Of special concem is that the
project be accessible o e handicapped
215 ihe projec necessary to Tulfilt 3 con.
tractual requitement? This eriterion schides Aithough there is no cenbract with penally implications, when 1480 was constructed, MDT agreed to maintain only
Federat or Stale grants which requine tocal X oie {90 interchange al Var uren., The City of kissods was given responsibility for the Qrange Street ang Reserve
g i ¥ )
participation. Indicate the Grant name and Street Interchanges . The Van Suren iterchenge is in superior condition appearance-wise 1o Grange and Rosene
nember i the comment colurn Street interchanges which bave been neglecied.
3. 1s g project vrgently reguined? W de-
lay result in curtadment of an essential ser-
vici? This statement should be checked
“Yes” onty if an anergency is clastly indi X
cated: thenwise, angwer "No™ 11 "Yes",
ez sure: o qive fidf justiication.
4. Do he project provide (ar and/for un-
prove public heaith andfor public safety?
This criterion should be answered "MNo" un.
less public heatih andfor salely can be X
shown 10 B an urgent or eritica] factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
(G-3; Yas, ih addilion to the cash condrbution om Grant Creek homeowner assodations, completion of
5. Does the project resudlin maximum s attractive median wilt enable our Neighborhood Council to ask, i good failh. certain adjoining
benefit to the community from the 1 Dusinesses, o NW Energy/hin Waler, Snowbowt, and Grant Creex Village 10 bring their properntiey) A 3
investment doflar? up 1o slandard withou! cost to the City, and woustd encourage owners souh of 1303 to contribule to
restorgtion of these medians aise in poor condition
{G-3} Yes, the project was proposed in the spring of 2008, and designed by Parks and Recreation as a
G {303 (e Projett reguing Speady part of the GC Neighborhood Councds Plan w facilitate improved matmensnce and beautification o
. ' the interchange and the private properties nonb of £20 o the enlry o the Rocky Mountain Fik
impiementation it ordet to ure ts 1 it e R RPN i rod sl o 4 4
; Foundation Visior Cemer, with the chimate objective of making this entry to the Garden Cily { one
maxiraum effective of the busiesty attractive and a place of pride. Construclion in 2009 s 4 years after the plan was
proposed and morg than 3 decade sinee he median was inpropedy constructed
{G-33 Yes, this praject is the essental catalyst to spark improved maintenance of the antire area sl the
7. Dops the project conserve shegy entrance o Grant Croek. Of utmostimportance is control of common snd nexious weeds now
culturst o8 natursl reseur ot eiducs 1 prevalent on 180 and the flanks of the Reserve S interchange and the nearby privale properties 4 B
s L al resGUrees, o réducs ~ N . . 3 3
Frralresauree Grant Creck resldents are working hasd on a program to conral weeds on the nonh hills elk range. *
N s ‘ . . - :
pedhation’? SBuccessiul control in the highly visible endry 1o Srant Creek should serve as a demonsiration of
whal can and needs (o be done eflsewhers aiong the roads and on into the foothills.
-2}
. Does he projeeT imove or expand Atsolutely, maintaining existing nfrastruciu AN ENPONENT and necessary responsibility of the
g ’ City. This project and the overal area sngrovement plan are axcellunt exampies of how citizens an
upon City services where such 1 o - . e aan N L % 4
iNeighborhood Councits can work togathien (o ireprove the guality of e in Missoula by mainiaining
BoPIces o OO0 4 accepled 2 - . : .
services are recogrized and sccepled as what we already have. The feverage of 1his project 1 encourage private 1andowners 1o 4o the same
by necestary and effechve? will be very effective and should e supported.
{0-33 The project fosters he & fe Plan Frincipies by encouraging neighborhood involvemerd and
9. Does the priect specifically relate (o the creating panncrships. The proect meats principles of Ch10 of the Comprehensive Flans A
e . i zant urbai envednment is & source of pride for its residents and an unpontant component of
City's steategic planbing prositias or oflwy 2 e . . N ) ) 4 8
- ; Cualify of #fe. Conumunily aestiefics ke 0 an 2conomic meaning, GRCOLTBGHYG ounsm and
husiness ecrotmaent. Requre landscaping in public pla Fromole maintenance through
neighborhood plantung. Encourage visually plessing major sireets leading to the commuraty.
Tedat So 24
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reguest Form FY 2009-2013

Program Catagory:

Project Title:

08 Project #

0% Project #

s} e mde ped year. Costof roating resurdacing approximalely avery 7 years dependent on weathar nol included m hudget

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Rattlesnake Trails Citizen Reqguests NA PR-25
Gescription and justification of project and funding sources:
Pedestriian-bicycle trad along Upper Ratdesnake Diive in the east Ratilesnake Valley,
Padestrian-bicycle trai along Uuncan Drive from Moantain Miew to the Power Station.
Cost estimates as of Feb 2006 = $60fe: lool for paved trail or $320,000 per mile,
nake Drive Trad north of Tamarae Drive is in the County. The estimated olal milage is 3 miles,
2 the wo trails were independentiy submitied multiple times by citizens
Is this equipment prictitized on an eguipment reptacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
none at this time
How is this project geing to be funded:
Funded in Prior
S Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Y11 Years
2 180
S inre
& * {County3RS Brive Trait
CTEA (City)
TED 960 000
- 9ED 800
How is this project going 1o be spent: , .
Spent in Priar
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% A. Land Cost
= 18, Construction Cost 460 000
& 1C. contingencies (10% of B)
E D. Design & Engineering (15% of 8} Y
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Cther
o 560000 o
Does this project have any additionat impact on the operating budget: . X
w0 Spent in Prior
[y Expenss Object Accounting Code FY 0§ FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q iPersonnel
[&] .
= {Suppties
(“; Purchased Services
o {Fixed Charges
Eé Capital Qutlay
¢ 1Debt Service
4 N N
e e
<
44
35
O I esoription of additonal operating budget impact. 1 ¥ YOS the cost of maingning the bl systam is estunated o be $2.535 plug 8% annual increase fncluding matenais and lahor
G | g ¢ g g

Preparers
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Dave Shaw Parks & Recreation TRAEIF006 10024 14
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C1P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Frogram Category: Project Title: G8 Project 5

Parks, Recreation

and Open Space Rattfesnake Trails Citizen Requests PR-25

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1. is e project necessarny 1o mes! tederal,
state, or locai legal tequirements? This oi-
terfon includes projects manygated by Court
Gt 1o mee! requirerments of aw or other %
requirements. Of special concem is thal the

project e acoessiie o the handicapped.

2. Is the project necessary to fulfiil a con-

actuat reguiremen? This ailerion inchudes
Federal or State grants which reguire local x
paticipation Indicate the Grant nsme and

rLnles in e conunent column,

3. ts this project urgenliy required ¥ Wl de-
|y result in cunsiment of an escentisl ser
viee? This statement should Be checked

UYes” oniy if an emergency 18 ceatly indi- X

cated; oiens answer "Moo 1 "Yes",

be sure to give ful justification

4. Does the project provide for andlor im-
prove public health andfor public salety?
Thig eniferion should he answered "No” -
[eds pubstic health and/or safety can be X

shaveny 16 D an urgent or oritics! factor.

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score

(-3}
& Does the project resull in maximum
Benefit (o the commutity fom the 5
frvvestroent dolla?

(G-3)

&. Does e project requite specdy

clementation I orger o assus

4

xanm elfecliveness?

((3)
roes U (OJRCl COnServe eneray,

cuitural or natural resou

pofulon?

-2

rojeet inpove o expand

wrere such

ES

Upon ess City serd

SENICRS cogiuzed snd accepted as

be necessary and efective?

s the project specilicaily elate to the

zgic planning pricilies or other

S

o

Tetal Seore
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Categary:

Project Title;

Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Removal of Diversions on the Clark Fork

08 Project #

09 Project #

River PR-26
Description and justification of project ang funding sources;
Citizen Reguest to consider changes o the o diversion diches along the Clark Fork River o allow passage of reoreation boals,
1. Jacoh's Isfand owned by Missouia Imgation Dis
Z. Silvers Park area owned by FlynvCounty
Citirens provided estimate of 30000 per diversion for munmnat changes to allow safe boating.
Is this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
x
Are there any site requirements;
not at this lime
How is this project going to be funded: )
Funded in Prior
{:g Funding Source Accounting Code Y 99 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
2 {THD 50,000
i
>
)
X
B0 ool
How 18 this project going to be spent:
¥ project going per Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 EY 13 Years
qu A, Land Cost
= {B. Construction Cost GGGOG
‘5‘._‘ C. Contingencies (10% of B)
ﬁ 0. Resign & Engineering (15% of B)

E. Percent for Arl (1% of B)

F. Equipmont Costs

G. Other

GO.000
Does this praject have any additionat impact on the operating budget: 3 i
0 Spent in Prioy
1 Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
8 Personnet
— |Supplies
g Purchased Services
o |Fixed Charges
% Capital Gutlay
o |Debt Service
=
= ——
g
@
it
& iDescription of additional operating budget impad
o S g
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Respensibie Depanment: Batg Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
T RAGNE 15E i
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Tithe:

Parks, Recreation Removal of Diversions on the Clark
and Qpen Space Fork River

08 Project i

PR-26

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Commenis

1. s the project necessary to meel feders),
state, of local leqal requirements? This cri
terion inchides projects mandated by Courd
Crder to mee! requirements of law or cther

requirements. Of special concem s that the

project be accessibie o the bandicapped

2_ts the project necessary to fulfit & con-
wactust regrement? This critedon includes
Foederal or Slate grants which require tocat
participation. Indicate the Grant name andg
mupmber i the comiment column,

3. is this project urgently reguired? Wi de.
lay resultin curtaibent of an essentiat ser-
vicag? This stalement should be checked

Y

caled: othervase, answer "No™. 1 "Yes™,

1 naly if an emergency is cleardy indi-

he sure o give full justification,

4. Does the project provide for andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safety?
This cnterion should be answered "Ne™ un.
tess public heaith and/or safety can be

shown o be an urgent o ariticat factor

Raw
Quantflative Analysis Score
Range Conynents

Weight

Totat
Score

{03
£ {oes the project resull in maxireuum
besvefid 1 the commuly from the

investinent dofiar?

G-3
& [oes the project require speady

pnpterneniation w order {0 assure is

aximun affectivens

4

7. Does e project consene ehergy.
culturst oe natural resources, of reduce

potfslion?

4

&. Dross the project improves or expand

z5 where such

rcoynized and G i} a5

bemng necessary and effective?

(3

4. e speciically retate {o the

the proje
Ciy's strategic planning prioriies or other

pians?

N
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Proiect Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Categorny:

Project Title;

08 Project #

05 Project #

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Trailer PR-28
Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Per £quipment Replacement Schedude, replaces home made traiier # 52037
I3 this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement sclieguie? Yes No NA
X
Arg there any site requirements:
How is s project going to be funded: Funded in Prior
Funding Source Accounting Code £Y 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w
g General Fund GiP 10,000
]
-
it
&
wwwwww 10,006 -
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
A, Land Cost
§ 8. Construction Cost
WG, Contingencles (10% of 8)
uxJ D, Design & Engineering (15% of B}
£, Percent for Art{1% of B)
F. Equipment Caosts 10,000
G. Other
10,000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: Spent in Prior
Q Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 12 Years
n
O {Personnel
<&
G Suppiies
8 Purchased Services
@ Fixed Charges
g Capital Outtay
E Debl Service
x
b} -
& S
]
Description of adetiondl operating budget impact
Responsible Person: Respansible Department:|  Date Sebmitted to Finance Today's Date and Thne initials Total Score

T252008 10028

3%
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See CAP. instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Parks, Recreation
and Open Space

Traiter

08 Project #

PR-28

Qualitative Analysis

Na Comments

sary 1o meet federal,

1 s the project nece

state, or local tegal raquiremens?  This (-
terion ncudes projects mandaled by Count
Order to mee! requlirements of 1aw or olher

requiterrients, O spediat concem fs that the

projedd be accessible o the handicapped

2. 1s the project necessary o fulfill a con-
tractuat requirement? Thig criterdon includes
Federal or Stale grants which reguire 1oca
partcipation. Indicate the Grand name and
mbnber in he comment column

3. Is this project urgently required? VWil de.

fay result in Gtatiment of an eszential ser.

“hecked

vice? This stalement shoud be
“Yas” only if an emargency is clearly ingi.
cated:; othetwise, answer "No™ i "Yes",

s sure fo give full justiication

4. [Daes the project provide for andlor i
prove public nealth andior pulstic safely?
This criterion should be answered "No" un-
iess public health and/or salety can be
shown 1o be an urgent or orificst factor.

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commaents

Weight

Total
Score

5. Does the project resalt in maxmom
benefit to the cammuunity {rom the
invesimant doliar?

(03

Tramors are used 1 haul Mowers, Snow plows o7 maintenancs throughout We City of Missoula

45

6. Does the project require speedy
implemaertation in ordes (o assue ils

maximunm effectiveness’

Cutrerd Trader # 52037 is 20 years ot and home made

7. Goes the project conserve energy,
cuttural or nalirat Mesouea s, of fedice

potittion?

03

& Does the project improve of expang
upon essential Cify services where such
servces are recogiized and accepted as

being necessary and effective?

07

Az the City boundaries continue to expand and we acquing more park fend nesding maintenance, i
ry (o transpon equiprmend tarher away oo the Park Shops and o more locations

5N

N

4. Does the project specifically relale W the

Cily's sbrategic planning prionties o olbe:

Goal #f 1.506f
and abiliti

#1 of the Strategic Plan: I
arks and Recreation
chding the requiremients of the Aoweioans with D

ase extermal fespensiveness and prepansdi
Crovide recreational opperiunites for alt age
e s At

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

Program Category: Project Title: G7 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Pubiic Safet: Pelice Facility - GO Bond #ssue P81 P& PS-01
y

Description and justification of projecl and funding sources:

This project first appeamed in the CIF budget in FYZ001-2005. A generat fund expendiiure of 835 60000 was approved in FY05 to conduct a joint space needs analysis with Missoula
County for & combined facility, inciuding the Shedffs Office, BES. -1-1 and 2 ining cerler. (City Hali renovation i FY 2012 will be §2.000,00604

qional tra

The currént Fokce Department facililies ware evaluated m & 1896 assessment and # was noled at thal ime the piolice depanment was "eilically overcrowded, wilh nanow comidors,
iradeguate securily and inatleguate office, storage and support spa

e newe @ sment just compieted by WilsorrEstes Police Archilects has identified cunent space needs and projections far 20 years out. The assessment repon identifies muttiple
oplions for joint and separate tadiliies Requirements of a City pofice faolity m a stand-alone oplion are identified at 35,036 1 and tor 20 vear grovah needs rise 1o 38276 s{. The
peesent grsce being ocouped 11,938 si. ndusive of our indocr frearms rangs and Academy arga.

Pregent discussion are leaning to purchase of inished space from developers of the Milisite project adjacent 1o the dvic staditm. Costs ate being delentined ang woutd include
agequaste space and paking based on the teeds anslysis mentioned sbove, Upon retecation of the police departrend, City Mall with require renovations (o propedy re-use end distribule
space 1o oher depsriments presenily Expenenciig arovwding

ls this equipment priotitized on an eguipment reptacement schedule? Yes N NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
Sudtable for 22.000 s £, buildimg fouipnnt, plus parking requitements. ideally reguires 1780538 s ares. (4.1 acres)
How is this project going te be funded
Funded in Prior
’-53 Funding Source Accounling Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
2 1General Fung 35,000
Y a0 sond 1ssue 102008 16 008,000
& [Fox Site Sake/Exchange 2,700,000
18,700,000 - - - 35, GO0
How is this project going to be spent Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 1) FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
us (A, Land Cost
%’ 8. Construction Cost 14 700,000 2000000
W IC. Contingencics {10% o1 B 1,200 000
m D. Design & Engineering {15% of B
£, Percent for Al {11% of &) 120,000
F. Equipment Costs £60.000 &5,000
G, Othet 46 408 35 000
45 Q00 14 820 0C0 R £, 085,000 35,000
Does this project have any additienal mpact on the operating budget: . N
@ Spentin Prior
5 Expense Chject Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
G IPersonnel
O g e
s uppiies
g Purchased Services 75,000 E0.000 G008
1 |Fixed Charges
3 Capiial Cutlay
¢ |Debt Service 1.885 060 B85 (00 1685 000 1.685.000
= 1,655,000 1,700 GO0 {536 0G0 1835 000 -
5
&
% Descrigtion of addticnazl operating Sudget impact The new iaciidy will have noana! operating casts asseciated vith mamienance and wiifties, ano tere with be a voted operating fewy |

support these costs. Anttcipated General Fund impact will Do 2616 dua 1o voled lewy

Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment: Bate Sobmitled lo Finance Today's Dute and Time initials Yolal Score
thark Muir Police 212912008 TITTI2000 1447 EANG 4%
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C 1P Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #
Pupslic Safety Police Facility - GO Bond Issue £2S.01
Cualitative Analysis Yes No Camments
1. is e project necessany to meet federal,
state, or focal legal requirenents? This an-
terion inciudes projects mandated by Coun
Cedar to meet requirenenits of law or oter X
reguirements. Of spacial concern s that the
project he accessibic {0 e handeapped
215 the project necessany 16 (il & con-
wractual requirement? This Giterion ncludey
Federat or State grants which require loeal X
patticipation. Indicale he Grant name and
number in the commen! colimn
08 thus progedt urgently required? Wl de-
tay resuft in curtadment of an esserdial ser
vice? This statement should be checked
Yer” only il an emergency & clearly intk X
cated,; oifien, answer "No'. i "Yes”
DE sure o Qive full justification.
4. Does the project provide for andion im-
prove public heaith andion public safety?
This criterion should be answered "No” wn-
iess public heatth andfor safoety can be X
shown to be an urgent or crtical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Scare
03
5. Does e project result in maximian 1tis betieved that the maximum benefit for the commiunity is 1o keep Police operations in a
benefit to the commumity from the 3 downtown vicinily. From a strictly doliar investihant perspective, these costs are digher than moving g 15
investment doliary to the Detention center site
{eBcH
B, Droes the project requife speady . o .
i X N The for construction keep Hising vith mfigtion and in e past ten vears his project budget has
inplementation i order 1o assure its 3 4 4 i2
grown foue fold
Maximur effecv
(0-3}
7. L00s the roiect CoNserve energy, This facility will be ¢esigned and built o United States Green Building Council LEED standards 1o
cullurs GF NAEE FesOurces. o reduce 2 reduce use of waterfossi fuels and matensl resoure The energy savi s heatthiar working 5 &
poliution? enviconmend wit tecoup the up rant costs associsted with building green
i0-71
&, Does the project iprove o expand . . :
. ~ . A new Police operatiens fasity will anprove the d rvice through effisiency and .
apon esserdial City services where such 2 . . - . ) 4 B
irprovement in comnuaication with the public, between employees and dramaticaty improve the
3 AT {ErG ol i Al as : -
sel ale fecoghized and accepled s secusity of persons and information within the Depatment
etinag 1 sary and effective’?
{03
s e project specifcaily relaie 1o the The City of Missoula Strategic plen identifies under the Goal of Qrganizational Management that wd
City's sirategic planning prionties o other strive to be efficient i ow operations. This new laaility is vita fo impioving the etficiency of service 4 &
plang? and effechvensss in providing qualily police semnvice (¢ he conimunly
Total Scote 44
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Police 'Ifaci]ily
CIHP Request

In 1995, the City and County conducted a Facility Assessment concluding
with a4 1,5 and 20 year Master Plan. At the time the assessment was
conducted, the “old fire station™ was vacant and the police department was
using the building as general and vehicle storage. At the time of the
assessment, the police department had 83 FTI s, today we have 119 FTI s,
plus many volunteers also spending time in the building who require space.

At the time of the assessment. the primary Problem/Observation made by the
assessment {eam was “the police department is critically overcrowded, with
narrow corridors, inadequate security and inadequate officer, storage and
support space.” Since this observation, 36 FTE’s have been added plus
many volunteers.

1The importance of an efficient and effective police facility is emphasized by
the inclusion of a study for a new facility in Goal #1 of the FY2004 City
Strategic Plan. Lack of proper space 1s conducive to a poor work
cnvironment, precludes the ability to conduct private conversations with the
public on very sensitive matters, wastes valuable employee time by trips
from one floor to another and presents a poor image 1o the public,

Police management has attended several facility planning seminars since the
fall of 1999, Some issues that have come from those seminars included:
--Needs analysis: while a needs analysis was conducted in 1995, it was
superficial in terms of real police needs. The needs of the Missoula Police
Department have now been re-evaluated by specialists in pelice planning.
-~The design of a new police faciiity should include sufTicient space for a 20
year hife span.
--Co-location with the sheriffs department is desirable, but can also have
political drawbacks. Generally, co-location s not a cost saving factor to be
considered. In our case, It may be very desirable due 10 the cost of the land,
but the community desire to keep the Police department in a downtown
location has been strong.
--A police facility, meeting the needs of the department and the community
should mclude:

-physical fitness/workout facilities and eguipment

-meeting room avaitable to the public

-growih capability for 20 vears.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Preject Title:

Pubiic Safety

Fire Hydrants

07 Projecl ¥

08 Project #

08 Project #

P5-02

Dascription and justification of project and funding Scurces:

twedrants and bring the &

A

Rountsin Wates Co. on March 7

The plan stalied with the rate case nvolving Moeantain Water
Mountam Waled is no fonges witiing 10 absorh the costs of instatling new hydrants

Fequest (unding for the installation of tine new fire hydrans i e Franklin-e-F ot neighborhaod,

Vg mao? penions of e Frankiinto-Fon sred were annexed by he Cily inthe aad 19805, & seddous deficlency 1t Dydrants was noled

The Cily plannad (o instal addbional firg
rea NG comphiance wilh fire code requirernents. Mare recently, the fire depaniment. Mountain Water Comparny, and the Frankin-to-Fon neghborbood counci
deveioped an nstaiiation plan te add additonal hydeants over 8 hree yesr petod. Thi plan was implemented & 2005 whan s new five hydrants were instaied by Mountain Water

Wath the resuiting Pubbc Service Cormmussion futig 10 chiarge ratepavers 7 users for maaimenance and fire Aow 0osis,

Thiz praposal will complete the yarant instaliation plan and provide necessary infrasitucture in the Franklindo-Fert area. Costs are based upon preliminary estimates provided by
32007, and inchsde tydranis, valves, piping. design and instalistion. We have added 5% / year for infiation

is this equipment prioritized on an cquipment replacement schedule? Yes Ko NA
Are there any site requiremonts:
How is this praject going to e funded .
Funded in Priar
W Funding Source Accounting Code Fy 09 £Y 10 FY 11 Y12 Fy 43 Years
ZAGENERAL FURND 31 er4 37843
% COMM BEV, BLOCK GRANT (CDRG) 31715
&’ REV DEVELGPMENT 054
71643 47843 -
How ig this project going to be £
oW IS TS profecl goimng to ne spen S;)enf in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY {8 FY 10 FY 11 £y 12 EY 13 Yoars
b A, Land Cost
Z |B. Construction Cost
WG, Contingencies {10% of B
7 iD. Design & Engineering (15% ol B
E. Percent {or Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Cosls
G, Other 108,124
12y - - -
Does this project bave any edditional impact on the operating budget: i X
@ Spent in Prior
5 Expense Qbject Accounting Code Fy o8 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 43 Yedrs
8 Porsonnel
— |Buppties
t‘-ﬂl FPurchased Services
O |Fixed Charges
a Capital Qutlay
o [Debt Service
Z s
P~
<
v
i
% Dasoription of addiional operating budget inymact
Preparet’s
Responsible Person: Responsibie Depariment: Diate Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initialg Total Score
TOM STEENBERG FIRE THIT2008 1500 cs 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C1.P.instructions For Expfanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Pubtic Safely

Fire Hydrants

09 Project #

#8.02

Quaditative Analysis

Yes

No

Comments

1. ks the project neg ary o mest tede

state, of 1ocal legal reguirements? This o
terion includes projects mandated by Court
Crder to meet requirements of lave o olber
M2

aceessibic (o the handicapped

iy ig that the

TELErEMEns Cidk cor

pioject

X

2. 1s (he project necessary to fulfitt a con-
tractual requirement? This aritetion mckides
Fec

al of Shste grants which require local
paticipalion, Indicate the Grant nsme and

nenber i the comment column.

%

Eo s this project vegendly required? WhI de-

kay resul in cutsimend of an eesental ser

vica? Trig statenent should be checked
"Yes" only H an emergency s clearly inge
e NGt Y es”

e sure fo give (U justification

cated: othenvise, answ

4. Does the project provide tor andfor ime
prove public heatth andfor public safety?
This criterion should he answered "No™ un-

jess pubiic hesith andior satety can be

shown 10 be an urgent or critica factor

2GLaT

Fire bydrants e essenssl mirastructure hat provide (o public health and safely. They provide & valer supply
v 1o contral and extinguish fires

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weigltt

Total
Score

5. Does the project restedt in maximum

psenedit io the conununity froe the

invesiment do

{G-3

The cost of the

daitional
protect. The ten hydrants sropesed will provide (e suppres
Please sea noles fan addtional cost benel)! analysis

wdrants 15 i al compared 10 the value of

progey they are used

ion water supply {0 approximatety 560

Do = spsgady

fraplementation in arder 16 assurs iy

the progect redu

raEsiaTL efechvensss?

Tins

area has been 1 necd of addtional hydrants since i was annexed inlo the City. As §
he ol of service from April through October, response times to this srea are impacted ang
i 3 heiphlensd need 08 §pe

yimplementation.

Siation;

4

T {3oes the project conseve ensgy.
cutursl of natural resources, oF redune

podtutian?

Adeguate e fiows

are gssentisl for efective irg suppre

ion g propery con

rvEtion

B. Does e project improve o expand

upon exsantiz City services

Sefvices are recogrized and accepie

edng necessary and effective?

0-2

Additicns! hydrards sre reguired o meet NEPAST UFC reguirements tor hydeant $¢

Thig

KETH

standaed has been adopled by the Sty and s med hreuohoud e arban arga.

4

& D

es he project specificaliy relste o the

City's strateme glanming g & of ather

-3

Livabifity (plan

& infrastruclur

This projest specilically relates Lo the City's stiategic planning goals under poth Community
st Conumurtty involviement {Cilizen ool

The riged tor

GITHED.

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

Program Calegory:

Project Titie: 07 Project #

Pubiic Safety

08 Project ¥

08 Project ¥

Fire Station ¥ Land Purchase 2808

BRI

PS03

Description and justification of project and funding seurces:

Tius peoject will provide & Wwio aore sde for iture Fire

{ation #6. His lotated 1o the west of Missoula

I the past, revenues have been set asde o purchase properly and construct fire stations. This sfrategy has no! proven succassiul, as these funds were expended on other lems. A4
more udent sleategy may bie W cansider perchasing propety bafore developmant i eases the cost

is this equipmenl pricritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos No A
Are there any site requiremaims:
2.0 aores of land for construction of Fire Stalion #6,
Bow is this project going to be funded: )
Funded in Prior
“j‘ Funding Source Accounting Cote FY 08 FY 1¢ FY 13 FY 12 FY 13 Years
‘5 RAPACT FEES 300,660
-
iy
o
300,000 - . -
How is this ject going Lo he spent:
ow is Lis proj going lo be spen Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 EY 10 FY 11 FY 42 FY 13 Years

(uhj A, Land Cost L0000
= |B. Construction Cost
£ 1C. Contingencies {10% of B}
E D. Design & Engineering {15% of B}

£. Percent for Art (1% of B}

F. Equipment Costs

G. Other

S0U.000 -
Does this project have any addittonal impact on the operating budget: . . .
Spent in Prior
P Expense Bbject Accounting Code Y 09 FYy 10 Fy 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Fersonne!
w {Supplies
3 Purchased Services
O |Fixed Charges
2 [Capital Outiay
o |Debi Service
=
=
e
I
1
% Descripton of sdddional opersting Dudged ianpact:
Proparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitied to Finance Today's Bate and fime Initials Total Score
TOW STEENBERG FIRE W8 15:04 S 42
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CAPITAL [MPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C 1P, instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Broject Title: 09 Project #
Public Safely Fire Station #6 Land Purchase £5.63
Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments
115 the project necessary 16 meet federsl,
state, of focal legal reguirements? T
tenion iciudes projects mandsated by Coust
Orctern 10 meet requirements of faw or other X
reguirements. Of special concern is that the
project be aocessiile to the handicapped
2. b the project necessary 10 folfll & con-
tracioal requirement? This crtedon includes
Fedaral or State grants which requice locat x
participation. indicate the Gran! name aod
numer i the comment colinm
F s this projecl urgenily required? Wl de-
lay resuit in curtailment of @n essential ser
vice? This statement shoudd be chucked
"Yes only H an emergency is cleady indt i
cated: olhenvise, answer "No". [ "Yes",
b sure o give full justlication
4. Does the projed grovide for andior im
prove public beaith andios public saiety?
This eritenion shoald be answered "No™ un-
jess public heaith sndior safely can be X
shown 10 DE a0 urgent of oritical facior
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Lommenis Weight Score
(-3
5 oes he project resull in maximoem Thus project resuils i & great benefd w the commuanity by providing & ¢ite for 2 fire station n the
benelit 1o the community from the 3 northwest portion of Missoula. Purchasing land aow will save fulure doflars as lend costs continue ! IS %
investment dolla? mcrease. 0% leveraged vith impact fees
(-3
. oes he projed regure spaady . . )
. . Land should be purchased 8 curent prices {uture develogmend may preciude purchasing fand at
anplemeialion in order 1o assure s 4 ideat losations for Station & 4 &
rakinwm effectiveness?
103-3)
T.L0es e project Conseive energy. ) .
Actuture fire station (o e west would (educs energy cosls &t wall as provide protection o nadurat . .
cullarat 0 nateal resouces, o reducs 1 A0t CullUeal FeSeuTees A 3
podtion’?
G2}
25 the propet mprove o expand
upnn assential Cily services where such ] Afufure staton wilt be ne A RMSSOUE COMURUES 16 QIow and expand 10 the west ang 4 4
s Cognizes and accepled as senice demand inoresses. This project provides 3 basic infrastruchie requitement.
hed assary and effective?
(3)
G Do the projeel specifically refols 1o the This project is consistent with th iding ;mrnc.ipiesr ang sirategies of the Oity's S%Irai(?gm Plan. The
. X Wiver IMuilan Plan aoles that Panee imes i s ares 6o nobmes! our goals with current ievels of .
Lity's sirategic planning pachities of other E service. The 20006 Comprehensive Fiie Master Plan identtfies the need for g future fire station i the 4 i
87 Whe Mullan area
Total Seore 42
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2007 MARKET ANALYSIS OF PARCEL SALES WITHIN WYE-MULLAN AREA (AS OF 1/13/07

HIGH LOW AVERAGE MEDIAN
LiST PRICE: $789,000 3165000 367,572 $250,000
SOLD PRICE: $712.000 3155,000 $350,636 $240,000

Source: Prudential Moniana Real Estate
*Parceis sold in 2007 varied in size and ranged in price from $76,000 to $107.000 per acre.
114 parceis included in sample
2008 WYE-MULLAN AREA LAND PRICES PER ACRE (AS OF 2/22/08

HIGH LOW AVERAGE MEDIAN
PRICE PER ACRE: $177.000 $120,000 $148.000 $150,000

Source: Prudential Montana Real Estate
**5 parcels included in sample
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: G7 Project ¥ $8 Project # 08 Project #

Pubtic Safety Mobife Data Computers 28508 FRO3 PS-04

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

infonmation systems (or firg apparalizs

topile Dats Computers (mdos) on apparaius vall provide fuefighlers sccessible data relative to: dispateh, fite § emergency preplans, iszardous matenal location, hydrant locations,
g ownEroccupant information

We propose 1o puichase ten mdes
This project wag onginally proposed m FY 1998, the current fire adrmnistration has brought this (urward trouigh the GIF since BY04, 1hwas delayed a8 we awaited infrastructure

improvements to the 911 center. 831 now has the abilily 1o transmit dispalch information. and we plan te direclly access information within our Firebouse dalabase. As this proposat
appears to have a sim-te-none chance of being funded through the CHE, we are reguesting matehing funds to gitow cur depariment Lo submit a county-wide grant {4 mdes

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
Are there any site requirements;
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Pricr
g Frunding Source Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 Y 11 FYi2 FY 13 Years
Z {GENERAL FUND 3333
Y ieact £t 26,567
% ASSISTANCE GHTER GRANT 130,000
160,000 -
How is ihis project going to he spent:
project going P Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FyY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
% AL Land Cost
= |B. Construction Cost
WiC, Cantingencies {10% of B}
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering {15% of B}
£. Percent for Arl {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs TELGOG
G. Other
160 0400 - N
Does this project have any additional impact on the pperating budget: . .
o Spent in Prior
s Expense Chiject Accouming Code FY g8 Yt Y 1% FY 12 FY 43 Years
8 Personnel
. 1Supplies
g Purchased Services 8300
& (Fixed Charges
2 |Capitat Cutlay
¢ {Debt Service
-4 , N
=
<
o
o]
% Cesermiion of addtional operating Dudge! Impact Verzon witeless cards. softedte Boensing snd supbort contracts,
Preparer's
Responsibie Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted fo Finance Today's Dale and Time initials Tolal Score

TOM STEENBERG

FIRE

4154

Page P&
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Category:

Preject Title:

Public Salety

WMobile Data Computers

998 Project #

PS-04

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Camments

1
state

s the project necessary 1 meet feder sl
gl

L inciudes projects mandated by Gourt

57 This ari-

o focal legas reguieme

ter
Order 1o meel requirements of {aw o other
requirerments, OF gpecial coneern i@ that the

project be actessibie 1o the handicapped

A

218 the project necessany o fifilt a con.

ractual requirament? This critenon inchdes

Federsal aor State grants which require local
participation indicate the Grant name and

eiarnber in the comment coltamn.

ES

3. (s tis project urgently reaquired? WE de
tay resull iy cunailment of an essential sel.
vice? This statement should be checked
“Yas" only if an emergency is cleatly indi
cated. othenwise, answer "Ne™, 7Yes™

b sure 0 give full justification

4. Does the project provide foe sndfor in-

prove pubiic heaith sndior pabhc safety?
This citerion should be answeed "No” un-
less putdic health andiar salety can be

shown to bi an wrigent or eritical factor.

A

Quantitalive Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weig

Total
Score

5. Goes he project result in maximuam
henefit 1o the commumity from the

investmen! dojiar?

{033

unadiaie acoess (o iesponte itormation will reduce response bme, intrease safety of firefighters
and he public, reduce properly ioss. We plan {o apply for grant funding to of thie costs of (his
proposal. Matching funds in the amount of $30.0600 40 will be required under terms of the grant
Substantal lyveraging with grand and dmpact fees,

15

6. Uoes the project require speedy

INPIEMEniEion 1y order 1O #ssue §

maximn effectiveness?

linmediasle acoess 1o 1espons
public satety. Missoula is one of the fast ol

MEOIMALIon Gn an GMergency Seene witl provide o fivefighter and
i the state (o adopt this weohnelogy.

7. Buoes the project oo

VG BNE

cutural of nataral 1esources, or red

poliytion?

g the need 1of paper pro-plan gocuments

HEIVIC afe EE

recagrized and accepled

essary &nd effective?

bemng ne

Significantly improves essential fire and emergency service defivery by providing immediate acce
to dispatich info, street maps, buiding preplans, hazardons matenals s0d owneroccusant ko

N

4. Droes the project spe sly reiate to the

Lity's strateqic

planning priofites of othe

plang?

G Fire Baster Plan, Missoua s

; serenced in poth the City Strategic Plan and 6
the coly niaioe oty in Montens without this echnelogy.

2

12

Total Seore
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Street Improvements

South 3rd Street Reconstruction {(Russell
to Reserve)

U7 Praject #

08 Project #

0% Project #

S14

510

5-01

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

South 3rd from Ru

GOUIPITIEHT,

Fynding

3. Cily in-kind labor

SHITHINTS 10 8red Opeiy GWners

il to Reserve was revicwed thiough public input &s part of 5 st of se
Russaii o Resenes wili oonsist of new cuhis, sidewalks, Sramant, pavement and pariing afess,

This project wili use Impact fees ta pay for engineering and malerials. Curbs and sidewalks vill be ssses

corrigoss considered for reconsbuction

sl to e adiscent propenty ownesrs

This wotk will be done in 3 phases starting at Russell and working wesl. Design and utifty refocation will take place in FY 09

Cily Strest fo

irprovements an South Jed Sleeet from

is this eglipment prioritized oh an equipment replecement schedule? Yeas No NA
X
Are there any site reguirenents:
How is 1his project going to be funded:
Funded in Pricr
w Funding Source Accounting Code Fy o8 FY 10 £Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
z RN ES 363000 300,000 300,000 800,000
‘;‘f tfzes 80 004 70000 170000 500,000
§ City In King 00,000 1060000 $00OG0 200,000
53,000 076,000 570000 1,500,000
How is thi ject going to be t
ow is this project going to be spen Spent in Prio
Budneted Funrds Accounting Code FY 69 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
wt i A, Land Cost
2 15, Construction Cost 458 006 456,000 456,000
};J C. Contingencies {10% of B) - 45,600 48 600 45 GO0
51D Design & Engineering (15% of B) 50,000 68,400 £8,400 58,4006
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other fadditional engineering;
50,000 570,000 ST0.000 570,000 -
Does (his project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . i
o Spent in Prior
s Expense Object Accounting Code Y og FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 £Y 13 Years
8 Personnet
~ |Supplies
g Purchased Services
o {Fixed Charges
R |Capital Qutlay
o {Debt Service
et
e
[
1]
% Descriplan of additional Gperating budoget imp
Responsible Preparer’s
Responsibie Person Department: Date Submitied fe Finance Taday's Date and Timo tnitials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 31012008 12008 10:44 [N 4%
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM

Project Rating

{See C.LP. instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category:

Project Yitie:

Street Improvements

Scuth 3rd Street Reconstruction
{Russeli to Reserve)

09 Project #

501

Qualitative Analysis

Yes No

Comments

proecl necessany 1o meet federal,
G-

oriocal legat requirements? This

on includes projects mandated by Coun
Qraer to meet requitements of jaw or other
requirements. Of spedial cancern is that the

project e secessibie (o he handicapned

X

2 s the

Jrojedt necessary 16 fulfidf a con-

tractual requirement?  This ehlenen ncludes

Fegeral of State grants which reguing I«

padicipation. dicate the Grant name snd

i e comment colizmn

3. s dhis project urgentiy requied? WAl de-

tial ser.

by resaltin curisiiment of an ess
vice? This statemen) should be checked
“Yas" ooty if an emergency is cleany indi-

caled. othenwise, answer "No" 1 "Ye

be sure o give Tuft justification.

4. [Does the project pravide for andion im-

prove pubdic heath andfor b sate

This eritenion should he snswered T
tess public health sadior safely can be
shown W be an urgent or coticat tacior.

X

Quantitative Anglysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Toia!
Scorg

§. Does the project resud in maxinmm
benefll 1o the community from the
vestment dofls?

{0-3)

3 Funging sources ofer than the City's generst fund,

o

¥

5. Does the proect requite $paedy
inplementation i order 1o assure ity

maximis effectiveness?

2 The cuirent sireed is deficiend for s

7. oes the proect con

calburat or natura «

polidioen?

7 lmproves both

rotorized and non-metorized anspotalion optons

8 {3oes {he project improve of expand

upon essential City services where such

il seceptes ay

TVEICES SE TECOQNIZEs

Baling necessary snd affectve?

24 Gy is responsibie for maintaining ransportation rowes within the city imits i 8 sale and usable
e genay raffic and dady commaling by ctizens

condition for e

S

4. Does the project specilically refate to the
Cily's strafegic planming priorities or other

50

e

3] FulBs te Missoula Yransponation Plan
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category;

Project Title:

Lower Willer Creek Road Reconstruction

07 Project #

88 Project #

08 Project #

ireet t 3 ts R L G-04 S.02
Sireet lmprovements {Linda Vista Boulevard-Big Fork Road) *
Description and justification of profect and funding gources:
Thig project i ntended (o reconstract the portion of Lower wilier Creek Road between Linda Vista Boulevard and Big Fork Road toimprove safely and capacity.
Is 1his equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No WA
X
Are there any site reguirenients:
How is this project geing 1o he funded:
Funded in Prior
Lt Funding Source Accounting Code FY 68 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 31 Years
= Sents 1.000 000
e
=
]
&
1100 6C0 -
How is 1his project going 10 be spent:
s pro) gomg ! Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 1§ FY i1 Yy 12 FY 13 Years
us A. Lang Cost
z {B. Construction Cost
WIC, Contingencies ($0% of B}
X 1D Design & Eagineering {15% of 8) TRO0G0
E. Percent for Art{1% of B}
£ Equipment Costs
G. Other
1,060,000 -
Dioes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . .
» Spent in Prior
[ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 0 FY 1% FY 12 FY 12 Years
8 Personne!
. iSupplics
g FPurchased Services
& (Fixed Charges
g Capitai Ogﬂay
@ Dedbt Service
;.‘-:
<
o
ur
% Desenphien of SEEonal eperaling Dudqet aupact
Preparer's
Responsipie Person: Responsible Departnent: Date Submiitied to Finance Today's Date and Thne Initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 3142008 GUS 1045 Ok
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

plans?

Program Calegory: Project Title: 08 Project §
Lower Miller Creek Road
Street improvements ] Reconstruction (Linda Vista Boulevard- 5-02
Big Fork Road)
Qualitalive Analysis Yes No Comments
1. ks the project necessary (o meet feders,
sate, of Jocal legal regquirements? This oo
{Enen inChIges proje mandated by Coun
Ordet to meet requirgments af v or cther X
requirements. D special concem is that the
project be acce le 10 the handicapped
2 4e the project arcessary e fullil 5 con-
12 This critesian moludes
or State grants wiuch regqure iocal X
sarticipation. indicate the Grant aame ang
ERRRERVES i the commant column
3 Is this project urgently required? Wil de-
fay resull in cudlailment of an essenbial e
vice? This stalement should be checked
“Yes" anly it an emargency is cleady ndi- x
cated, olhenwse, gnawer "Ne™. H "Yes”
e sure 1o give il jostificaton
4. > project provide for andor un-
prove public beaith and/or public satety?
This eriterion shouid be answered "Ne®™ une
s public bealth and/or satety can he %
shown 1o be an urgent or critical {actorn
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
{6
5 s the project resuil i maxiusn
LG the commamty from the
investment dollar?
{-3
& Does the profes! requite spee
implementalion in orer o ¢ 4
it effectiver K
3
i
ST entiat iy serices where such 4
ognized and acoeplod a5
efective?
035
Tity's strategic panaing o 4
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missouia CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Calegory: Project Titie: (7 Project #

08 Project #

08 Praject #

Right Lane Addition, 1-80 at Grant Creek

Strect Improvements
Roat

506

5-03

Description and justification of project and 1Unding sources:

{ Creek
5. O [
LEC 8 SUNVEY QUEsonNEiee (o he
Nt Creek B southbound st 190 must
s approved in Grant Creek ™ The
eve Conpeshion caused by (he currend Walfic (oadings but may not handle subsiantive incresses

This pregect widens the cuirend single jane southbound on (e
this in

clion was identified a

g profiles in 1

aqreed {©% disagres
deveiopment adding signiticanily o the trn
capacity 1or several vehicies should hel

sysroved W accommaodaie Tulire Uafiic projectons &

o3

Froposed tunding is Congestion Witigation and Air Quatily Funds (CMAG)

Question

3RS relumned, 779 of the

any new subdivision or commercist

nondents reporied delays ranging from 1 {o 30 minutes. This project providing additional {ane

Is tlis equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes o NA
X
Are there any site requiremeants:
Rigi-of-veay exi
How is this project going o be funded:
Furded in Prior
*5‘ Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Yeurs
2z 60,000
& 64,000
1]
4
120 000 - -
How is this ject going 1o be spent: . .
v is this project going 1o be spet Spent in Frior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w AL L and Cost
% B. Construction Gost 56 000 - -
WG Contingencies (10% of B) $.600 -
7 10, Design & Engineering (18% of B) 14.400
E. Percent for Art {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
120,000 -
Dees this project have any additionsl impact on the operaling budget: X X
o Spent in Prior
E‘,"\ Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 1t FY 11 FY 12 Fy iz Years
8 Parsonne
- |Bupplies
W Purchased Services
[N
g |Fixed Charges
2 [Capitai Qutlay
¢ (Bebt Service
2
fid
<
o
wl
% Deseripion of sdduonat operating budget enpact
Prepsrer's
Responsibic Person: Responsible Depariment: Pate Submited {o Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Steve King Pablic Works 3407008 OO8 10:54 CdK 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C1P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteriz)

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #

Right Lane Adgition, 190 at Grant

treet improvements
s ! Creek Road

$-63

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1. 1s the project nec

o meel federal,

state, of locatlegal reguirements? Thes o

fenon inchde

projects mandated by Cour

Cirter 0 meed requiraments of aw of othey X
e 15 O speckal concen is

propeot e geoesamie to the handicapped

2015 e project necessary 10 {ulfilf a con-

teactual requirement? This oriterion includes

Federal or State grants which reguire [02a X
paticipation. mdicate the Grent name and
tumie i the comment column
A% this project urgently required? Wil de

st in curtaiiment of an essential ser.

P srant Creek Road s the only reasonaiie cudlel from the Grant Creek Vatiey. The single iane boaltieneck 1§ a safely

This statement should be checked Grant L ek Road is e oy /6850 S ! ' o Vaay R TEE Bt . §

- ) . threat i evemt of emiergency svacualion. Undue delays ae ¢ by the resultant congestion of the single lane
YRS oty i§ S GIMernaniy 1S cles k- . . - e, o~ ~ "
Yes only 1 &0 emergendy s cdeary indi s up jo the RMEF entrance are ocowring. [t semetanes Sicul tor customens of the Grant Creek Inn,
vated; ofhenwise, answer "No™ H7Yes”, River, ang Starmecks 1o oross infe the gueus of vafic
i S 1O give Tull fustification
4 AN propect provide tor andaor une-
prove pubdic heatth andfor pubiic safety?
Thes enlenon should be sagwered "No™ un- . - X 5 - .
e ¥ The addition of s fane of tatic will improve the emergency evacualion capabiity o event of witdfve
less puldic health and/or salely can be X
shove 1o be an urgent of entcal faciar
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Commients Weight Score

4. Does the groject result it maximsm Mo General Fund dolisre. The project benelts taveders, Srant Creek Valiey,

henedit Lo the commuatty from the 310 Snowhow! users, and customers of the 3 motels, convenience store/service st

and employges and visitors o he RME

3 restsurans, i3 14

investment gollar?

&[5

gnptementation in crder o assufe its i

the p ey

o0 bellleneck now exist. The maximuonm effectiveness wili b

The ¢ o1 he bettes

congestion and emer
G vebie e g

wrEximun electivens

7.Hces the project congeve e

V- - . . . . . . .

L1 Removal of this bottienacs seaid vehicies idling at this intersection, therely conserving energy N o
GO PO T N . - ol o
0% 1educe ’ and reducing polivtion.

tural o natlual reseurc

Heticn?

Grlation andnals s

11 GYsentis

UpOn & g ) 4 &
' he satety and functional
SETVIC st sccemed s
being necessary and effective?
{33y
G opect specdicslly reiate (o (he X n e . .
i } ) . tsfies the TEA-ZT Planting Factor 3 dn P
s stategic plannin TGS OF Gl 2 : . &
LHys stateglc plaining proies of ether aad promles energy sonsefvation), and inpraves fvab '
plane?
A4
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S CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 20098-2013
Program Category: Project Titie: 07 Projeci ® 68 Project # 05 Project #
Street Improvements £poxy Street Paint §-16 512 S04
Description and justification of project ang funding sources:
Fpoxy sireet paint lasts mors than S-times longes than slandard paint. The epoxy pain! provides vear sound streel markings, which enfiances traflic salely. Over time, the costs of epox
are offsel by reduced maintensnce costs. A new funding source wili be the {unding source. Major streets o he priotitized inctude, but 20e nol limited to
. uth St St
+ South B1h St
+ fluilan Hoad
-~ South Avenue
» Fiivievs Way
+ Lower Miller Creek Road
Epoxy costs sbout $0.25 per foo! and regular Sireet paint costs sbeut $0.05 perfoot
is this equipment priotitized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes o s
X
Are there any sile reguirements:
How is this preject going o be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Seurce Actounting Code FY 0% FY {0 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
5 New Funding Source 10000 10000 HOE 0000
>
wh
o
70,000 10,000 30 000 10 GO0 -
How is thi ject i tob et
ow is this project going lo be spen Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FyY 13 Years
w A Land Cost
= 1B, Construction Cost
Wc. Contingencies (10% of B)
% 10, Design & Engineering {15% o1 B}
E, Percent for An (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other 10 004 i 000 §4.0080
10,000 10,000 10.000 -
Boes this praject have any additional impact on the operating budget: . .
@ Spent in Prior
s Expenss Objeet Accounting Code F£Y 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O {Personnel
I‘: Supplies (10,0003 {20 000} (30,000} {4000
‘,\U;}‘ Purchased Services
£ |Fined Charges
a Capital Quitlay
o |Debt Service
Z 1140, 000) {20 D00y [EORE) 40 GO
i
<%
i
% Decorplion of sdddionsl operating udget anpact Savings sre etlintated (0 be approximately $10.000 per year {of Syears tor pyery S50 000 spent

Preparers
Responsible Person; Responsible Depariment; Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Kevin Siovarp Public Works 34412008 12 Mo CJK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
Project Rating

{See L Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Title: G2 Project #
Streetimprovements Epoxy Street Paint 5.04
Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

3

T, ARG PEOJETE Reressany o n

af focal fegal tequinements

%
requinements. Of special concern is that the

=0t e poecessibie W the handicapped

33 ¢ Lo fuifil & con-

Zos the project n

IS oriten

iracluat reqalirement? Y Mchides
f

partpation. indn

=deral o Sfate g

as which reguire

ate the Grant na

syries in the comment eclumn

3 s this prodect urgently reguaired? Wil de.

nent of an e

jay resull in cura TS S0

viee? This staterment should e checked

Yes" only i an emergency 15 cleatly indi- A
"ot H 'Y

dreaten

cated: ofhenwize

e Sure o give full i

dior im-

he profect provide for 2

prowe Pabiic health andon public sale
This critedcn should He arswered "N un
e x

Raw
Quantitative Aralysis Score Tatal
Range Comments Waelght Score
{0
et el i maximun
Denedi 1o the conmnunity frons the a2 Cosls are esfimated (o be fully recovered by operational savings 5 15
investroent dollar?
03]
4 e project redguire
npEemEntation 0 Order 1o RSSUMe i H Regu Oy deveiopers sy paind 1o stiping nesds 5 city sulabvisions 4 4
mnaxiuan eficcivencss?
T [3oes e Drodeot COnSRIvE energy,
cultural of nallral fesourten, Of redice Z Retuced eperalionast Ceats will resuli fom fue k3 @
HMPIOVE OF Grpand
izl City sevices where such i - . 4 ]
Provide for vess round strest markmgs.
COQRized Snd soeented &
{Joes the project speciicafly reiate W the
Cily's sire af ot ] Erhancas conmunity fvalnity and public salety & 19
Total & 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Reguest Form FY 2009-2013

Frogram Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Street Improvemnents Arteriat Street Lights S8 813 S-05

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

HaRs, and improve ihe eficency of night-time
B by Lighling improvemens Districts (L1}

tjost of the City's arferis! streels do no have street ighting. Street fights ennance corridor sslely (o0 gt modes of traffic ang ped
aperatlions. A porbon of Brostway Stect ighting was somplite WL Funding of fulure projects wii continue 1o

These proje G NprovEnent projects of initisted by properly owners

$ are dependent upon being coordinated with o!

Magor streets nclude, bul are nollindlaed to!
Southwest Higains - Muitan Road
Russell + Bowth 3rd Stre
= South Brocks » Bouth Avenue
Broadway

et

Is this equipment prioritized on an gguipment replacement schedule? Yes Ne NA

Are there any slte reguirements.

How fs thiz project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

QOFERATING BUDGET COSTS

e Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 14 FY 11 Fy s FY 13 Years
Z Lighting fmerovement Dishic 200 000 2000000 200000 200,000 200 000 200,000
g
ur
o
200,000 200000 F0R.000 200,000 200.000 206,000
How it this project going 1o be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Land Cost
Z {B. Construction Cost HED,G00 HE SRS TE0.000 160,600
W iC. Contingencies (10% of B) 16 000 16,000 1,600 16000
é D. Design & Engineering {16% of B) 24000 26 (00 24 600D 44 GO0
£, Percent tor Art{1% of B}
F. Equipment Cosis
G. Other
206000 240, 004 200 00 200,000 200,006 200,000
Boes this project have any addisional impact on the operating budget: . ) i
Spentin Pricr
Expense Ohject Accounting Code F£Y 08 EY 10 FY 114 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
Personnel
Supplies

Furchased Services
Fixed Charges
Caphlisl Outlay

Debt Service

cription of additionat operating budgel ampac

Preparer's
Responsibie Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitled to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 342008 (W} 34
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

{See CLP, instruciions For £xpianation of Criteria)

Program Category: Froject Thie: 09 Project #
Street improvements Arterial Street Lights 5.05
Cualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1. 15 {he project necessary to meet federsal,
wenis? Tis e

state, o locel ieqal reguir

tarion moludes projects mardaed by Coud

Jwdet o meed reguirements of aw or other X
requirerients. Of spedal concem is that the

SreEcl Be atcessibie 10 the handspped

2. s the
traciual requrement? This critedon ncledes

seany o fulhill & con

SJECL e

anig which require locat

Federal or State

pand

pratcipation. indicate the Grant nan

PUImDET i e comment cokimn

3. this project degenitly reguired? VWH do-

ShHEH

rent of an e

tay resalt i cunt

=7 This statement should be checked

Wi
st onty if an emergency is cleaty indgh ¥

cated: athem Cangswer "Na H "Yes,

bir sure 1o ve foll ustfication

the project provide for and/er

prrowe pubhic health andios pabke safely?

This criteron should be answered "WNo” un-
less pablic heaith andfon satety can be X

shiown o e anargent o ciboat factor

FRaw
Guantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score

(055

£, {oes the project resull i maxinwam

ALESEE of the costs o the adaeent propety cuners. &

henefit to the commimity from the 3

frvesiment dolar?

. Doas the prowect reguire iy

auplementation in orger o assure its i

HRIOSEY

IFREYIHI 6

{0-3)

EN

apon e

Enhances sale aperation of gire

SEMACES and accepted s

Leing nec ary and effective?

5

Wil

=5 the project specificaliy felale 16 the

Community neability witi be improved 4 12

Cay's strategio p

plan

Total Soore 34
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Rattiesnake Drive Sidewatk (Brookside to

Creek Crossing) 513 514 5.06

Street improvements

Description and jusiification of project and funding sources:

Ratttesiak gisan
sidgwalks, Sidewaiks

Crassing

the neEd for new
ArGonside W Greek

Warhicod collesiar streed wilbout conbnuous pedestnan facilitie arveersion of K R Schoei o wntany schooi has m
g e with new development at the Applegrove, Brookside and Lily Lane Additions. The next area of oous will be North of

Funding would be (Mough property owner assessments with Strest Division in kind assistance.

Rogussted by cilizens

is this eguipment prioritized on an eguipment replacemen scheduie? Yes o NA

Are there any sile requirgmants:

REVENUE

How is this project going 1¢ be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yaars
220.000 220,000
25 0040 25,000
2 DHision i King 50,000 S0,000
245 000 245 (00 . - -

Hov is this project going lo be spent: . .
project going ! Spent in Prior

Budgeted Funds Accouniing Code FY 09 FY 19 LY i1 FY 12z FY 13 Years

OPERATING BUDGET £LOS7S

% A, Land Cost
= |B. Construction Cost 23,000
W e, Contingencies (16% of B) Z3.600
2D Design & Engineering (15% ot B) 35,400
E. Percent for Arnt (1% of 8}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
245,000 245 000 - - -
Ooes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . X
Spent in Prior
Expense Obiect Accounting Code FY o8 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 12 Yesrs
Parscined
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Caphial Duflay

Debt Service

Geserigtion of addiional eperating budget impact

Preparer's
Responsible Person; Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Doug Harby Pubiic Works 3l14i2008 121008 1108 [OR118 41

ot
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Categony:

Project Title:

Street improvements

Ratifesnake Drive Sidewalk {Brookside
10 Creek Crossing)

08 Project #

S-06

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No

Comments

tols the project necessary 1o megt federal,

This ot

stale, oriocs legs! requireme

tenon ihckades projects mandsied by Coun
Oider 10 meel requirements of iaw of olher

reguirements. OF speaal concern s that the

et e B to the handicapped

215 {he project necessary (o (Uil & oo

fractual reguirement? This critedon includes
Fec

wal or State s whiich reguire ocal

pEticipation. Indicale he Grant nang and

DUMDEr in the comment Coluiin

E 1 this project urgenitly required? Wil de-

sy resuit in cutlailment of & essentia §

e Ting statlement showd be checked

* oy if a0 emergency is cearly indi-

cated; ofhenwise, answer "Ne”. §"Ye

e gure to give fulf justification

4. Does the project provide for andis m-

prove public beaith srdior pubiic salely?

This ¢riterion should be answered "Ne" un-

tess public health andion £

fety can be

showen (o De an urgen! of crilical factor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

&, [boes e project resull in maxinuan

benadit to the commutity from the

v slinent dol

{03

Funding scurces olher than City's

sval Fand

[SREATs thsee pro@ot regu

ety
imptementation i order (o gssure S

o

mgxim effectivens

Fime is of moder

podance

o

4

e

FIEIY,
B PESOUICES, O feduce

profiution?

provige ransponation oplions

§ Doy the project improve of expand

upen essential City senvices such

SEIVCES Bre recngnized and pled as

being necessary and

The project expands upon pedesiian faolities

& Dnes the project specilicatly relata o thi

Cily's stretegic planming prionties of oiher

135

Eahanced communily livahitity

A

Page SH2




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

Program Caiggory: Praject Title: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #

Street Improvements Ratilesnake Gateway Project S0

S-07

Was Snruce-Madison.-Greenough ?ts! Centary Project

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Greenouglt Diive from Vine SUio Madison/W. Sprace is mostly without sidewaiks, curbs and other improveraents, For years, neghborheod groups have worked to design Hus ares to
b fupctionat and atrackve. The g ar effort, invelving 4 major activiies: 1} fixing Whe cead {carbeigal o
reeonfiguration): 23 g the 1 | 0 2 e Greencugh Dive o sesve Waterworks Trail Head and fedirect acce

with Parks {3ep and private interests (e.g
Y 20081 the remainder is anticipated o be

hl: replacement of ] Cr
Phlirstall curbs and sidey

Sing, Insts
@tk o Greenough along G

nough Park and on west side of Gresnough Tram BNSG rew to Min Water road

is this equipment priefitized on an eyuipment replacement schedule? Yes Ng NA

Are there any site requirements;

How is this project going to be funded: R . X
Funded in Prior

i Funding Saurca Accounting Code Y04 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
-Z"-’ 4 BO0 Z21.600 12,500
i jAssessments (RL, MTHN Waten 25040 36,000 29,600
u:i 3 {Msphat Materials) 5000 5,000 13,000
O |Street Division In King 10.00¢ 10,060 13,000
MNeighborhood Geant Fands 300G
City Park Assessments 35000
A7 500 107 (00 - - - £8,900
Howe is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Agcounting Code FY 04 FY 10 Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
w {A. Land Cost
% B. Consiruction Cost 44.200 E5.600
WAC, Contingencies (10% of B}
S D, Design & Engineering {15% of B}
&, Percent tor Arl (1% of B)
F.Equipment Costs
G. Other
107,000 - -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . i
o Spent in Prior
o Expense Object Accouniing Code Fy 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
— [Supplies
¥ Purchased Services
O g
A [Fixed Charges
& Icapital Cutlay
o Debt Service
2 T N
=
<
&
ui
% escrpton of additional operating hudgel enpac

Preparer’s
Responsible Person: Responsibie Depariment: Date Submitted {0 Finance Toduy's Date and Time initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 342008 TR0 1103 4 A4
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Project Rating
{See C LP. instruciions For Explanation of Criteria)
Program Category: Project Yitle: 08 Project #
Streel tmprovements Rattlesnake Galeway Project 5-07
Quailtative Analysis Yes NO Conunents
TS e proje ol netessary to meet federal,
siate, or local iegal requirements? Tras o
lerion mokldes projects mandsted by Court e conddion of the p frian facilties on both gdes of Greenough Drive is marging, &t bestan seme situations
Crder to meet requirgments of law or other » barefy usable by wheeichairs. On the eas ars roulingty dnve and park acooss ihe so-called pedestiian
requirements. O special coneern is that the watkviay
project e socessible © the handicapped
215 the project necessary 1o tulfill & con
traciual requirement? This critenon includes
Federal or State grants which reqeire lecat X
paricipalion. ndiwate the Grant nay |
nuner i the comment column
3 fs this project wgently reguited? Wil de-
iay result i curlaitment of an essential ser.
vice? This statement should be checked This portion of our ety bas been i nead of altenton for many y idents bave a
“Yest ondy i an emergency i clearly ingi- ® noe n fixing it up. WAth the very poor condition of pedestrian laciiities, and the si
sated: othenwise, answer "No' i "Yes the fracks, e $luation 18 becommng urgent,
Be sure o g Tull justfication.
4 ioes the project provide for andior im-
prove pabdic heath andior public safely? i _ . .
_ - P Blefiitedy provides for inpraved public safety. Facl rovige NO separalion of pedestians on eiher side scuth of
This criterion should pe answered "No™ un- X N NI : wre e .
he nterstate - no curd, 5o bougvard, oo nottung! There is substantial molor vehicle, pedestaan, and icyale raflic
tess pubtic health andiar safely can 3 . )
fess pubtic health andior safety can be * in this stretch, with ma faciities sepmating them
shown o be anourgent or eritical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Yetal
Range Comments Weight Score
i3
. : : il Ve TANroEd oros shuch has no Gty funds now : General Revenus reguest i 16%: of
5. Dot the projeet result in maximom nchd ﬂg‘ he rafre < ore ] \J!\L(-h nEs no G 113{' s o, the Ge r‘xu | Rewenag e (I}L.h {18 T o
| St to ity £ . the totat {roughiy 8 71 leverage). The neighborhood has ¢ 30 fandsoaiing using grants thay . 1
vzt ¢ canununity from the k3 . 5 ) . i o 3
renedil ta the comumuniy from the Gt to oblan. This Covers 16,700 square teel - 3t 3 value of $7.00 per sguars 00! or $33.400
investment dokiat Trius the general revenue leverage tolalis
{0-3
& Does he projedd reqmite Speady o
; , X . N VR Iy thes #rea has b B
anplementation in oroer 1o assure s 4 o W 4 5
anplamentahon s erder (o sssure s pd warse. VD pan of e pro s
maximem effectivensss?
{033
T Does the project coRsenve ene . . L i
; The profect vell define he pedestrian, Dike, 8nd motor vehiche et s, Tofke will be more Hikely 10 % N
culturas or ng 2 GOUITEE, OF e 1 o . L 5y : 2 . -~ -
Calturas of nEturst reROUICes. of redul "1 avet on fool or by bike Decause of s, thus having same impact o air pollution.
potution?
23
& Doesihe project improve of expand
upon essentiat Cily services where such Z sdesrans and hicychs atial City seevion . In * 8
defoie
SEIVICEE BN TeCaEnited ard 300 ¢ deficiant
Liing necessary and effective?
4, Does the project specifically relale 10 the Commanity lvabibih
City's slratagic planning prionities o othe N A amptement, i the 200 4 1%
e 200 tion Plan.
Total Soore 46
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FYO09 Project No.: 5-07

install curb and
sidewalk

IMPROVEMENTS TO THE N2ND, SPRUCE,
GREENOUGH INTERSECTION
AND GREENOUGH DRIVE
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FYO09 Project No.: S-07

No curbs; cars routinely push the edges of
the space which should be for pedestrians.

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

No sidewalks and unneeded guardrail on W.
Side: enough room for bike lane.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 47 Project #

48 Projeci #

08 Project #

Annual Sidewalk installation/Replacement
Program

Street Improvements

16

s.08

Description and justification of project andd funding sources;

orated sidewaths and inst 5 the exishing sidews
ot E i %40 priont

he conls of nsls

3 it

SitiszHIGn.

The sidewstk program prop

E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F_Equipment Costs

1s this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Ho NA
X
Ars there dny site requirgments;
How ie thie project geing to be funded: . .
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 10 FY 12 Fy 13 Years
=z GO, GG 565,000
w 3 £5,000
il
o
1056000 G35, 000 620,000
How e this project going 1o be spent; Spontin Prier
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FyY g FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
i A Land Cost
= |B. Construction Cost 208,000
WiC. Contingencies (10% of 1) 1B
35 0. Design & Engineering {15% of B)

I?

G. Cther
1505 000 £385 000 G35 000 620,000
Does this profect bave any additiona!l impsct of the operating budget:
" L VS PO v Ny & FOTEE] 1Y ¥ 4] 145 Speni i Pricr
S Expense Objeot Accounting Code Fy6e £Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
O {Personnet
S Supplies
@ Purchased Services
& {Fixed Charges
E Capitat Olf“ﬂy
@ Deby Bervice
i ;
<<
fid
g { ations! it BUBRs! 1
o G addgionst aperating Budgel nnpact
& Aplion of godiionat aperating budgel iy
Breparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Deparment; Date Submitted ta Finance Today's Bate and Time initizls Total Seore
Boug Harby Public Works 5442008 CJK &4
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENRNT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Frogram Calegory: Profect Title: a8 Project #

Annuat Sidewalk

‘ee OVe 3 .
Street Improventemt mstaliatton/Reptacement Program

8-08

Quatitative Analysis Yes No Comments

118 16 Projec ecEEsary 10 Mee federal.

Merton

L 1o 1

cludes o

s or oty X

equirements. O special concem is that the

e goeoess

ixle (o the handicapped.

Federal or Siate e which 1eguine Ic

W and

parlicipalion. Indicate the Grant na

rgmbaet i i comment calnnn

vice?
Yes" only if an mie

cated; othenvise, answer "No™ [ "Yes”,

be sure to give fuff justdi

4. e

prove pubdic heaith aadf pa

x5 the project provide for andiorim.

Thig ceerion showld Be aniwered "N un-
less public health andior salety can be X
shown Ao b an argent or eribicat factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
(05
8. Doy the project resul i maxmint
benelt fo the cammunity frent the 3 HHCONT IRVETSEING 5 15
Mt e
T3] thes g1 FRQUEFG Specty
amplemeniabon G0 asswe it 2 & &
maximum effectiveness
7. Lioes 1he proect Sonsenve Gneigy. . . .
N . Al Hisdined (G use podesiils TGN EL - .
al or natural resou S Tegune Z 3 [

[T
pedibion?

AlA e

{requires the replacement of hazerdous sidewalks

G acoepted as

and effective?

3 Was moluden

Lavability

G % TE

A%
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FYO08 Project No.: S-16
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Betlevue Park Curb and
Sidewalk improvements

.01

Street Improvements

S-04

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Cily parks ang 3 destination for ;Je('e
contiration et
fremn cariy and side
of 34th Stread

3ns noluding peaphe with sccessibilily reguttements. The Gily bas |
sy requesied by the Southgs wgle Neightorhood Counce (8
Tris work vall lake place on the 343N Seset nghis-of-way adiacant to 'nr« uxy

of the {

sty (e firgncially suppoet S City Assessment podion for parks projects

ility o

2.5 U PO year

v instaiing sidewatks inils parks (or many vea

Ak and pr

InRES

& and this s &
‘1[/&-[\ iliated. Funding will be
apenies on the rodh side

QPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitat Outlay

Dein Service

is this equipment prioritized an an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Ne NA
X
Are there any slie reguirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded: ) ]
Funded in Prior
u:; Funding Seurce Accounting Code FY 08 £y ig FY 11 FY 12 FY 11 Years
Z 100y ASsessments 65,000
W Specia gsaments £6,000
w
4
420,000 -
How is this project going to be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgetod Funds Accounting Code Fy 08 FY 10 Y 11 FYy 12 FY 13 Ye#rs
w {A, Langd Cost
!fg B, Construction Cost
WiC. Contingencies {10% of B} f
7% 1D, Design & Engineering {15% of B} -
E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Cosis
G, Otber radditicnal engineenng,
- 120,000 _
Boes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . i
Spent in Prior
Expense Object Acgounting Code FY §8 FY 10 FY 11 [ FY 13 Years
Personnet
Supplies

3 fof mamtenance of the

{escaplion of additional epersting budget mpact Farks and Recreation Deparment estimates an snpadcl on thar Dudy

1,706 per

G snow removal of

Doug Harby

Responsibie Proparers
Responsibie Person: Dapariment: Date Submitted o Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Fublic Works 31412008 122008 1107 CUK 36

Fage S120




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title: 06 Project #

Bellevue Park Curb and

Street Improvements k
I Sidewsalk Improvements

5-08

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1. 18 the project necessany to meet federal,

s

si@

ot focs] egal regquireme THag ofi-
{EEI0n MeHIic
O

reglareents. OF special concen s that the

d by Couri

requirements of izw ar other Es

A bhe 200 le {o the handicapped

2.8 the projed necessary o fulfil 2

tractuzl requirement? This critenon inchides

federal or Sia

Gaitg whach requine foost X

paricipation. ingicate the Grant name and

nurnizer i he comment column

3. 18 b progect urgently teguited? VaE G

iay result in curtatment of an

vice? This giatement should be cheches

anly i an emergency is cleariy inde x
NG Y
B sure 1o give Ul ustitication

catad; olhenvise, angveer

4. Doss the project provide {or 5004

-
prove public ealth and/or public saf

This ¢

1y?

tenan should be answered "N un-

fess public heath andd

satety can be X

shovert 10 De an urgent o ertical factor

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Range Comnents Weight Score
0.3
5 Does the project result o maximim
Benedit o the commly Fom the K Frndivg eough City scurges, 5 30
investmaent dodar?
£33
&, Doss the projedt feqitine speedy
implementation i order (o assure 2 4 &
maxisnun effe
0.3
FoDoes b
cidural of nalural (ER0Urces, OF reduce 7 e ass pe 130 U6 3 I

podution?

#6 the pre

Mo oF exprand

gl City sendces whets such 1 . o % 3
¥ T 5, and was sequesisd by & pablic group
pled as
7 4 &
slans”
Total Scove 36
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FY08 Project No.: 5-17

Qctober 24, 2002

City of Missoula Enginecering Dept.
435 Ryman

Missoula, Montana 598072

Atten: Doug Harby

Re: Sidewalk for 35" 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 atong this
park who actually have to walk and jog on the street, creating a hazard for
both themselves and the traffic using the street adjacent. We all remember
the meident 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 taffic from doing just that.
From a safety standpoint alone ilie project seems worthwhile fo 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" stree(. You mi ght have to
do your own assessment of what 1s 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.: 5-17

 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 liscal
year have been mentioned at several neighborhood gatherings and are truly
appaeciated. The residents are happy with them and will use them for years
to come. Again, thank you.

Robert Martin, President

b \;}\E&\A\ﬁ.x\%'\ k&\g}&v“

Southgate Triangle NC
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Regquest Form FY 2009%-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Master Sidewalk Plan implementation

Str Provements
Street improvements Phase |

S-G7

5d1

$-10

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

ervation has placed more empia
5 HEw part of (he raspor
sponation Frogiam Enhancemen Act
g retaliy e
Phase | will be e instaistion of sidewalks on Lo

ity for sesuring al sdewsiks an
y. This proagram will supplement the g
1y existing conditions such & topowiaphy, of lsok of nght-of way

io Street fom Sharon's Gardens 1o Ratiesnake Creek,

& afe condgiticn up
ersments vath CTE!

0

Thig portion of Lot Street fes within G0t right-of-way. Cutiang will be installed on Dotk sides of the sleeet and 4
Wi south side ard 1w the § 1y 15 whiers [ow o1 ements exisl. CTER money would be vsed to pay for the sidewslks in excha
neceasiny on the seuth side of Lole Swest, CTER money wilt alse be used to construct 8 raised sidewalk on the south side of the bridge

SI8 0N AON-MDIGNzeE Hanspenation. New reguistons on the ADA mandate
E s sl g

et 1

2 for sidevealk

cesed o the adjaoent property owners. Sidewatk will be placed o

SEnts whers

Is this eguipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yos Na Ha
X
Are there any sile requirements:
How 18 this project going 1o be funded . i
Funded in Prior
£ Funding Source Accounting Code £Y 08 Y 10 FY 113 FY iz FY 13 Years
Z meEnts HAGBD A20,000
4 i G0 240,000
¥ Tax 10,000
Funding source fo be defenminer £0.000
5§ (08,600 - 740,000 -
How is this project going 1o be spent Spest in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code EY 09 FY 1¢ FY 11 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Cost
% #. Construction Cost 7200 -
¥ iC, Contingencies {10% of B 8720 -
# 10. Design & Enginesring (15% of B 13 080
E. Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Qther
108,500 - - a0 00l - -
Does this project have any additionsl impac! on the operating budget: i .
i Spent in Prior
s Expense Qbject Accounting Code FY 02 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 3z FY 13 Years
8 Personne!
~ 1Supplies
W Purchased Services
o | '
o (Fixed Clhharges
2 |Capital Quttiy
¢ |Dedt Service
=
=
ot
o
G
g rption of additional operaling budge
Proparer’s
Responsilde Person: Responsible Departnient: Date Submitled to Finance Today's Date ang Thne Initials Total Score
Doug Harby Public Works 3472808 TRIA2008 1108 [ 45

g
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See CLP, instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Categary: Project Tile:

Sireet improvemaents Phase |

Master Sidewalk Pian implementation

0% Project #

S-10

Cualitative Analysis Yes

No

Comments

1. 1s the projec! necessary to meel {ederal,

state, or logal legat requirements? This cri-
tenen mokides projects mandated by Count
Oider to meet requitements of iaw or ofher
reguirernents, OF special concern is that Ihe
project be accessible lo the handicapped.

2. 18 the project necassary 1o fulfilt a con-
wactedl requirement? This oriterion includes
Federat or Slate grants which require local
padicipation. indicale the Grant name and
number in the comment column.

X

3. 1s this project urgenily required? Wil de-
fay resulf in cuntaibment of an essenlial ser
vice? This statement should be checked
Yes" only i an emergency is cleatly indk
cafed; athetwise, answer "No”. 1 "Yes”,

b sure (@ give full jstiication.

4 Does the project provide for andior im-
prove public heatth andfor public safely?
This criterion should be answered "Ne" un-
less public health and/for salely can be
showit 1o be 2o wrgent or critical factor

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score
Range

Commenis

Weight

Total
Score

{0-3)
5. Does e project result in maximum
henefil & the commmity from the 3
invesiment dollar?

Leveraging of federat funds

(0-3)
6 Does e project require speady
implementation o order 1o assure its 2

mgxien effeckivensss?

{0-33
7. Does te project conserve energy.
culidiral of NalNE] FESOLICES, Of teduce z

pobiuticn?

Subdivision coordination. Ratllesnake Schoool is elementary #nd subdivision above on?

(0-2)
& Does the project improve or expandg
upOn essential Cily sernvices where such g
services e recognized and accepled as

being hecessary and effective?

4

(6-3)
S Broes the project specifically relale (o the
City's strateqc planning priorities or other 3
plans?

4

Totai Seore

45
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FY09 Project No.: S-10
POTENTIAL PROJECTS FOR
CONSIDERATION IN THE CTEP
MASTER SIDEWALK PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Note: These proiects are not listed in any particular order.
This selection is based on sidewalk instaliation 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 Rattiesnake Creek
23rd - 38th fo Millview Way

Gharrett - 39th 1o 55th

High Park - All

Lincoln Hills -  Raltlesnake 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 2008-2013

Program Categony:

Projoct Yitle: 07 Project #

Strest Improvements

08 Project

{9 Project #

Duncan/Greenocugh Drive Reconstruction
{Vine - WMin. View}

o
&

S-11

Duncan/Greencugh Ditve was ¢
grminage, pavemant and utility reg

5

Funding: 1) State pilot peo
asphalt and drainage o

P A

vel

v rough public nput a8 part of & list of seven comidors considered tor

sonstruction. Neighborhood gateway reatments, lighting and isndscaping wilt be considered. This i a 7 {ane cost estimate

Description and justitivation of project and funding sources:

mieeds 0 area propedy owners, 3 CTER for ndscaping end lighting, and 4) ity Street Division provides in-kind [abor and coip
(estimate of $200 (00 work}

soverments will consigt of new curbs, sidevwaliy,

Is this equipment prioritized on an eguipment replacement schedele? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How s this project going to be tunded: i
Funded in
U:;' Funding Source Accounting Code Y 88 FY 10 £Y 11 Fyiz FY 13 Prior Years
2 FErments 600,000
& ivision in Kine 200,000
%)
[i4
ﬂ 00000
How is this project going Lo be spepl. . .
profect going f Spentin Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code EY 0% EY 10 FY¥ 11 Fy iz FY 13 Years
umJ A tand Cost
2 |B. Construction Cost 546G 000
& 1C. Contingencies {10% of B} 64 000
ﬁ L. Design & Engineering {15% of 8}
£. Percent for Art (1% of B}
£. Eguipment Costs
G. Other (addilions! enginegnng,
8066000 -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operaling budget: . i}
& Spent in Prior
5 Exponse Obiect Acgounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnet
v Supplies
W iPurchased Services
o .
o {Fixed Charges
& iCapital Outiay
v 1Debi Service
=
-
<
o
o
% Urescription of additionat operating dudgel imipast, Redustian of stresl maints 2 costs by §A0D per year
Proparer's
Responsible Person Responsible Department; Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Hevin Slavarp Pubtic Waorks FO08 1100 CaK
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C LI insiructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Street improvements

DuncanfGreenough Drive
Reconsfraction (Vine - Min, View}

08 Project #

S-11

Yas

No

Comments

Qualitative Analysis
1. ks hie project necessary to mee! fedesal,

‘

or fecat

state 2g7 This o

Hagal rag

i

Crdar o mess

srion chides pro;

wets mandated by Cournt

{ requitements o law or other
reguireiments. Of special concem is that the

project he accessibie ta ihe handicapped

2.1 dhe pro@ct necssss

oy 1o kil & con-

traciual requirement? This criterdon includ

i

al or State grants which reguire locai
particpation. maicate the Grast name ang

numher in the comunent columss.

31 s prsiect urgendly requared? Vil de-

iy resultin curtalment of &

This statement shouwid be chiscked

cated; othava

D sure o give full justiiicstion.

4. 1
prove

the project provide for andicrn -

> beadin andion public satety?
This criterion should be snswered "Ne® un-

less pubic bt

y andior safety can be

showr to he an argent or critical {actor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

& Doas the project result in o TR

benefit o he comemunty rom the

HEsiment oo

implementation in orde

maximnum sfiechivenass?

10-33

Es

7 o

th Broject Conserve e

cadlural of nalural feSQWGes, O 1&

poliution?

& Boes he profecd Nyprove oF expand

YR eEse L wWhEe slch

nliat City Servic

services are recoptized and acoepled 38

DEIngG 1 aoliv?

ary and &

4. Does the projed speailically relate 1o the

CHY's strstegio planning prictiies or oft

nians?

Total Seore




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

Program Categorny:

Project Titie: 07 Project #

Streel improvements

08 Projeci #

08 Project #

Traffic Control mprovements

5004
Higgins/BeckvithiHil 504

518

5-12

fron: Reserve St

et 10 the University of |

Prose

far ian

Thig intersection s currently the only unsl

did indicate a3t inderseolicn conto] was w,

Fundiag: 1) Urhan gilol program funds for RO and construction; 2) Cily ga
s, lighling, and ner-motenzed amenities: and 43 MDY Urban Funds for iabt-of-way andg consiruction design and pubic process

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
ol G Iersection on the sastwest ratlic conidor wiich consists of Mound Avenue, t4th Sin
alion of this improvement woud provide
ar has completed e preiminary de

slowes rotile

ar of a roundabout

tax for 13% of design engingenng cos

aurnss the en

Statig 1) ROU sloned $1 State; 23 Prekminary design completed; 33 Fmnsl design o be completed 2007 and 4 Consinsction scheduled tor Z008.

3% Commumity Transporiation Enhancement Propram (CTEP

Is this equipment prioritized on an egquipment replacement scheduie? Yes Ne MNA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded: .
Funded in Prior
W Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 Y 10 FY 11 kY 12 FY 13 Ygars
= ax - Match £y 2,600
= i} BY.1GG 187,400
w Usehvasi) G51.504 200,000
100,000
Surface Transp, Enhancament
500,000
How is this project going to be spent:
e s this project going to be sper Bpent in Prior
Budgeted Fuads Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Yeurs
us A Land Cost
= 1. Construction Cost
L. Contingencies {10% of ) -
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering {15% of B} 1683 464
E. Percent ior Art{1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other (Civ's Fatoh) 25 uhe
EGD B0 219,428
Boes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: X R
0 Spent in Prior
S Exprise Qbject Accoeunting Code FY 09 ¥Y 10 FY 11 Y 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
— |Supphes
W iPurehased Services
LU W
& [Fixed Charges
& |Capital Dutlay
 [Debt Service
&
=
<
o
ur
% rasiphion of addiions eperaing hudget inpact:
Responsible Preparer's
Responsible Person: Department. Date Submitied to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works TEIBZ068 110 [SR1TY G
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

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

Program Calegory: Praject Title:

C% Project #

Strest Improvements

Trafiic Controf Improvements
HigginsiBeckvitl/Hiil

8§12

Quiatitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

1. ds e project n ry to meet feders

¢, Of iocat ag

ferinn
Qrde
Fepl

project be acce

fos projects mand

aled by Soun

to meet reguiremends of faw or othe:

wents . OF spec s is that the

ihle fo the handicapped

A

tractuat reguirement? This crteron ncludes

Federa or State grams which reguire focal
rdd

paricipation ingicate the Grant nan

numiber in the commen colmn

Under conract

3 ls s project urgently requires? WAl de

et ahouid e

" only if srr emerge is cigarly indi-

3 othenwise, angwer "Ne™ H'Yes”

This ortenon should be answered "Ra us-

less public bealth andior sat

{y cart

shown to be an urgent or onitice

Raw
Guantitative Analysis Score Totat
Range Comments Weight Score
[SEACH)
5 Does the project result in msimum . . . .
) » fhe whole communily will benefit rore the comptetion of an eastwest conidor. Leveraging of 160st
penelit 0 the commaniy from e 3 . e n 5 i
MGNEY s 1
iryesiment dollar?
HE3
&, [oes the project e
ienpleEnaien 1 ordes 3 The ren sofridor is in place. Filol program fondin 3y inplarmentation 4 i
anExRaTET effecivis
7 b e PIGIGHT CONSEIvE Gnerqy, . ) ) .

B Tras will reduce ol vehicie de destan access snd reduce cot through raffic =
culteal of natural resmaces, o reduce z Gass 3 &
rollution?

. Doss the chimgrovs oF expand

: such 2 . . . 4 )

The enhancement of e ranspodation p
g and rccepted as
bhemg aecessary and effective?
{03
& Does the project specficaty relate 10 the
Clity's stratege planning prionties or other b Levabitity 4 8
Tedad Seore 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missouia CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Street Improvements VanBuren Street Reconstruction 808

8§13

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

an Slreet was reviewed through public inpul as partof a of seven cortidons considered for reconstiuction
MEnd ang Uy econstiuction. Neighboricoed gatewsy Weaiiments Gghling 3 0 wilf e considersd This is 5 7 tane cos! estimate

Funding: 1
WIOTRS

Steeed Division in kind for asphalt and drainage, 2 ASSessments 10 area propeny ewiers, Divison provdes

L0 and squIpment (o mes

fprovements will consist S new cums, sidewalks, drainage,

Bustiget (esimate of $125 000

Is this cquipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes Na WA
X
Are thede any site requiraments:
How s this project going 1o be funded: i j
Funded in Prior
:‘-L-;; Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Y3z FY 13 Years
4
ﬁ Assessments BO0.000
B Sweet Division In &ing 200060
AR UG -
How is this project gaing to be spent:
prol gy f Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 02 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Years
w A, Land Cost
= 18, Construction Cost -
& |C. Contingencies (10% of B) - - -
5 10, Design & Engineering {15% of B} .
E. Percent for Arl (1% of 8}
¥. Equipment Costs
G. Other fadditional enginecring,
- 1000 000 -
Does this project bave any additional inpact oh the eperating budget: X R
" Spent in Prior
e Expense Object Accoupting Code Y 68 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
© iPersonnet
ﬁ Suppties
W iPurchased Services
o .
& iFixed Charges
8 [Capital Outiay
o (Debt Service
= R -
=
o
o
Ll
%_ Uiescription of additfens! operating budgel impact Reduction of street nmintenancs costs by 5500 per yeas
Responsible Praparers
Responsibie Persomn Dapantment Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initiais Total Score
Kaovin Slovarnp Public Works [N A3
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

{See C1.P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Project #
g gory 3

Street Improvements VanBuren Street Reconstrizction 513

(ualitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1.1 the proecd neces

sy 10 meet fedenai

slate. of joos! legsl requirements?

tesfon includes projeots mandated by Cour

requirements of Bw or other %

virements. Of specis! cotcern Is that the

proct be accessibie 1o the handicapped

2. is the proje

sary fo fuifii & con-

wactusl requirement? This enterion includes

>

Federal or St

e granls which require locat

paricipation. indicate the Gran! name amd

nusnber i e comment cotumn

3018 fis profect vrently required? VAl de-

rEsalt i CUrtaiment of @iy essenlial ser-

7 This statement showid be checked

"Yes" ey # an @nergency iy sl X

wer "Net HETYes”

caled: olhenwise:

be sure e give full jushification

4. oes e project provide for and/orn im.

prove public heasith and/on public &

Thag critencr showld be answered "No™ un-

less pubiic bealth andior safety can be X

shown 1o be an urgent or oriticsl taotor

Raw
Quantitalive Anslysis Score Total
Range Commenis Weight Score

{G3)

5 Doss the profect resull i maximun:

et dit o the conmmunity fom e 2 5 10

investment dollar?

& Does the projedt requite specdy

N
s

HnplemGHation by order (o essue iy 1

GHECUVEDE

AN

T. 068 the project cor G BNETYY,

culursl or nalursl fesources, o reducs i 3 3

upon essential City senrvic Z N 4 i

olect was one of 7 corridorns wentifted trough poblic input for cetonstrutition

SEIVEG

s are recognized and acosplad as

BEINE Nee and effective?

(03

Livability has o ogoals of the City iy the past, 4 8

e
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 20098-2013

Program Categery:

Project Title:

Streed fmprovemenis

Eigora Lane Drainage

improvemants

07 Project #

08 Protect #

09 Project #

S-14

Description and justification of project and tunding scurces:

H# b ad mto he a

[§1

Lest o mprove dainage o Bldora Le
ing arrd drainage impovements ag needed. The project would be hunded by a mix of &

ual Slreel MAINSANGE progeam with ke pe

¢ botween Linds Viste Boule

and Apnt Lane. The carrent read ¢
ssessmaents and Stree

tin Kind

303 fias no curs, gutters or s

sealks The road is

s for BY11 and will be addressed whan {e poority ComeEs ul &1 e amnusl revisw of priornit

is Ihie eouipment prioritized on an equipment replacentent schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
No
How is this project going to be funded: ) ] .
Funded in Prior
% Funding Source Accounting Code FY §8 FY 10 Y 12 FY 13 Years
z Hents
§ 1 KIng
i
o
120,000 -
How is this project going to be spoent: R X
project going ¢ Spentin Frier
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 Y 11 FY iz FY 13 Years
1w 1AL Land Cost
% B. Construction Cost
WIC Contingencies {10% of B)
71D, Design & Engineering (15% of B}
E. Percent for Art (1% of 8)
F. Equipmeni Cosis
G, Other fadditional engir
120,680
Laes (his project have any additional impact on the operating budyet: i i
w Spent in Prior
b Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY i1 FY iz FY 13 Years
O |Personnel
:‘_f Supplies
g Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
;—g Capital O(f!lay
 |Debt Service
oo
g
o
il
?5 l sstion of additions operating Budget g NS On ol MEINENEncE.
Responsible Progaret’s
Responsible Person: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initiais Total Score
Boug Harby Public Works 31812008 i LA CUK 38
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CARITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.4P instrugtions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category: Project Title: 09 Project #
. Efdora Lane Drainage
Street improvements . ) .14
Improvements
Gualitative Analysis Yos Ne Comments

1. I the project necessary to meed tedersl,

H s This

ar tocal

feron nehy By Court

Order to meet requivements af aw or other

requinersents. OF spenal concert is that the

]

progect be seoessitie o the hendicapp

| & Goy-

3 projact ned
traciual requinement? This crtetion inclbes

Federal or Sta rants which require looa

paicipation. Indicgie e Grant nam

nmber in the comment column

5 s this project urgently regquiced? Vi de-
{ of an essential ser-

nent should Be cheo

“Yes oply i an emergency i clearly indk

cated; othenwise, answer "No*. i "Ye

B RurE G e il estificaton

> salely?

prove milic he i
This critesion should be snswered "No™ un-

i

pubihic ealth andfor safely can be
sNOWN 1o Be an uigent of eibicsl factor

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Total
Comuments Weight Score
Cos e project Tesult i maximany
it o the community from the Z S0 assassmants 3 10
Hesiment doliar?
{0-3)
&, Does e project regire 5
mplementation i e o 4 i The rget vdal contihue 1o detencrzie untll improvmesnts ane ma & &
maximum effect i
G
7 oesthep
ClLr z Improves street mainienance 3 &
polintion?
{2y
& Does fhe project improve or expand
i st ity spvices whers such ¢ Ans drainsge improvemends are an essentist funclion : B
SETVICERS are revogrized and scoeped as
heing necessary and eiective?
{3
% {oes the proje
Gity's strategit plantuniy pront 3 fmprove quatily o 4 4
Hans?
Seore 25
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CiP Project Request Form FY 200%-2013

Program Category: Project Tille: 07 Project # 08 Project # 08 Project #
Cedar Sireet
G ¥ cIb1%E 4k
Street Improvements Gateway Structure S-14

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Citizenr requested bus shelier and resling spot {5ae sttached).

Is this equipment priofitized ob an equipment replacement scheduie? Yeg No NA

Are there any site requirements:

REVENUE

EXPENSE

How is this project going to be funded: X .
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 98 EY 10 FY 11 EY 12 FY 13 Yoars

Alternative fund sourie (URD 7 Moantam Line? 13,000

13,0600 - - - - -

How is this project going 1o be spent: . .
pre] going ¢ Spent in Prior

RBadgeted Funds Accounting Code FY BB £Y 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY i3 Years
A Land Cost
2. Construction Cost 3,400
C. Contingencies {10% of B} 1,040
. Design & Enaineering {15% of B) 1560

E. Percent for Ar {1% of 3}
¥. Equipment Costs
G, Owher (aaditions! engineering,

RN : - : : :

OPERATING BUDGET CQOSTS

Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . R X
Spent in Prior

Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 1o FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years

Personnet

Supphies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitat Outlay

Debt Service

{Description of agditional cperating budget impact

Responsible Proparer's
Responsible Person: Department! Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initisls Total Scorg
1912008 008 12 Gk 23
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project Title:

Cedar Strest

o PMenis
Streef improvement: Gatoway Structure

08 Praject #

§-15

Qualitative Analysis Yas

Na

W PrOjes! necessa

inrements? This on

cated; olhanwi angwer "No® Y e

b sure 10 ghve full justification

o et requite s of fw or ather X
snents. Of speciad concem is that the
project e e ibie i the handicapped
298 the profect necessany o Nl 8 con-
traciual requirement”  This critedaon inciodes
for St X
parncgation
numiber in the comement column
S [ OFECL uigently regquired? WAl dis
lay resultin curtaigment of an oss
oily if an amergency is o X

4. Does the project provide for andiar m-
prove pubic heaith andior putiic sa

This criterion shoult e answered "No” un-
less public heaith andior satety can be

st fact

shown W0 he an uigent ar cali

Raw
Quantilative Analysis Score Yotal
Range Comments Weight Score
i0-3
5. [3oes the project resudl s maxinim
benedt to the communily frorm the H 100%: General Fund. & 5
mgd doliar?
£ W proiect fequing specdy
mipdemer a i order (e 1 s Hday for a shed 4 4
ki efectivend
(333
7. Do the project Conseve Gremy.
cOBuTE OF NEUNRT ES0UICES, O fek b finhances bus & ki &
potiution?
iG-73
8 Does the projest mnpove of exgand
Lo esgentiat Gty serdees whens sus i Bromaes tail use 4 4
EETVIC recopnized and accepted as
Bring nece y and effective?
il the project specilically relate w tihe
CHy's sUBEQIC plaaning prioriics of other % Livatatity 4 4
pans?
Totat Score 23

(3]
1
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E6 S

ivsiedi,

FRliy EIGLEE T S fg

Rymnan S
soula, Monuna 30502

tealicd The Cedar Sveet Gateway Sholier™ be added (o

Pwriting 1o reguest that o pra i
wion {or inclusion on the 2009 Capital Improvemen Projects® Hst

the Cliy's considar

1 ATTIES 4N approximaie cost of
This sheber was o contingency nem i the consiruciion of Clark Fork
Comunens and was not done at the conclusion of that project due 1o a fundin
tie’ anchors for the struciure’s central posts are i place o the concrete walk
way and now covered with buckets w keep people rom wripping over them,

o shortiu

Fhave unsuceessfully approached several foumdations for help with construction costs
and wonder 17 this project might appropriately be added 1o the CIP Bst Chark Fook
Commrnens 13 a kigh profile addition to the ciiv's affordable housing portiohie and the
shehier would add both the finishing wueh (o the twent IHROILEI
anchor wr the Cny’s Riverfrom Trnl

Jve homes and a

Hvou would like more information, please contact me.

Sincercly,

Bob CGaks, Executive Direetor
NMOI
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The shelier will cover and conceal the panged maithaoxes for C nmons Ut

{public mighi-ofoway

Lus 10 the €

are surrounded by ihe pave it e

front wnd 8 i bonches that ¢

stem,  The enclosure wil! provide cove
resting spoi for raib users and o schood bus sheler fo
Cormmons,

Clark Fork Commons §s s twenty-1ive-ut Jow- ard moderate-ieome oo
wust homeowner developrient enabliod swith 817 000 of
and donati “he projoct forms a permang
. i ts desipn, public g : 3
doewniown with MeCorngdck Park and the Biverroot Ty
st when the new Ru St Bridge is built,

Qranty

5

sradl, north of the river, will alse connect the Clark Fork Commons area, the pr e

Libesty Lanes development and the existing condominioms and apartmoents on Broasdway
west of Russel? with the Dragon Hellow Playground and the Carousel for Missoala. The

Gateway Shelter will prominentty mark the waithead with its poblic parking s
ard Cedar Strears, 25 well as be an amenity 1o the homeowners

whao share s sverfront aceess with the genersd pubiic,

s Thdisdaie
at Clavk Fork Commons

Fstimated Project Budges:
H i

Framing matenials: $1,342.00
Siding and trim: 2,300.00
Contract Labor (132/hes ) 4,620.00
Volunteer Laboer (52/hrs): 468.00
Roof Sheathing /Shingles: 1,150.00
Paing; 649,00
Lighting: 406.G0
Address and Trail Sign; 606,00
Admemsirasion and QUL 115800

Total: $12.738.00
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

08 Project #

09 Project #

Stant Street Pedestrian improvement
Progran Ph. | and It

Streat IMprovements 512

.

&-0%

5-16

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Fitgse Tinstsiied curl and sidewstks it the Slant Street Area

A
properdy ewners pad forramps of e carh or ¢i
icn of propedy owner & mens s

smprov 5 that were
fund moenies i there

The cost otr

work atjacent. The
iks was paid with a combinatic
emiEn s were paid with g combination of pIoperly OWnNer assessn
ands w G L0351 Of nsiaiaton ewatks an g 50-50 spit if the
Phase g the aext pordon of the project o the grea bounded by Beckeithy, Wount and Stephens.

He
[

See also related projects filed, "Seet Improvement and Maior Maintenance Programy” and "Neighberood indiated Traflic Cahwing ™

hounded by Brooks, Higgins and Moun! Slreets. Hazardous and detenorated sidewaig v

f aid will B apgraded firat, Sur
alk wess nstated or replaced i the ares of the ramgp
“F funds under the Slant Street Pedestiian improvement Fro
15 and Gas Tax lunds under the Anmast Sdewslk Replacement Program
sty owner nsialied the sidevwsik at the prefemed bowdavard o

2re replaced as
J15 W fyn

eded. A4

is this equipment pricritized on an equipment repiacement scheduje? Yas No NA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
How is this project going 10 be funded:
funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
z 0000 i 30,000
= S0.000 30006 30,000
&
60,000 G0, 000 60,000
How is this project going 1e be spent: Spentin Prier
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 04 EY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 33 Years
E-ﬁ A.Land Cosi
= |B. Construction Cost 45 009 45 00 48,000
e, Contingencics {10% o1 B) 4,800 4 800 4,800
%10 Design & Engineering (16% of B) 7,200 7300 7,200
E. Percent for Art (1% of B)
f. Equipnent Costs
G. Other
GO.L0G 50,000 GO, 000
Does this project have any additfonal impact on the operating budget: ) .
@ Spentin Prior
y Expense Object Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY it EY 12 FY 13 Years
< {Personnel
:f Supplies
% Purchased Services
& iFixed Charges
é Capitat Qutiay
(n (e Service
2 . .
b
<
i
75
% piion of sgditional operatmg Budest impact
Preparer’s
Resgonsibie Person: Responsible Depaniment: Date Submbtied 1o Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Yol Seore
Dioug Harby Public Works 3182008, 123/2008 114 [BR1s 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANW

Project Rating

{See C.LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criterta}l

Program Category; Project Title:

Street lnprovements

Slant Street Pedestrian improvement
Program Ph Land i

08 Project #

516

Quatitative Analysis

Yeg

No

Comments

i is lhe project ne

2ary 10 mee! federal,

R etl

slate. of focal legad requirements? Th

tenon ncludes projects mandated by Coun

Orded {o maet requirervents of law or olher

requirements. Of epacial concemn s that the

projest be acoessibie 10 the handgicapped

P

2 i the

Hrojeel necessacy 1o il & con-
tractual requiremant? This criterion includes

Fede Rl

&l or State grants wikch re

Farticipation & ¢ he Gran name and

aumber i the comment eolumn

a7 W de-

3odsth

by redgs

gy resuitin curladment of an

Tous stateernt shouid b

only it an emergency is clearly indi
NGt Y

B SUre 10 give full lustification

sated, othenaise, answe

4. Does the project provide for andgionim

PrvE puebt S ARG pubEc safely?

This eriterdon should be snsy "R une

less pubhic heaith and/or sately can be

shonen B Be an wrgent o criticsl {actor

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commants

Total
Score

5. Dioes the project result in maximum

{03

Benefit o the community from the 3 VOO peroent isveraging 15
Pivestuent dollar?
10-33
. Does the project s
Hnplemantation in erder i z Cowd cases siating Gity” 8
mEximum effeolive
7006s e preiect CONSEIVE SRy, i . .
s | : B Allows 101 the mobinty inpsired o use 5. A safe and complels System encourages non
subtural o natural resources, or redug ; : i 5
culural of nstur: @ ¢ molsdzed ansponation &
pattztion?
{03
i [510G5 frsidd
zential Cliy sen > such 2 . . §
¥ o AEMA s mandaed. MM requires :piacament of ha ¥
seovices are recegnized and scoopled ss
bezing neses and efestive?
[SLR63]
G [Foes the project spechically relale o the
City's strategic plarning paonities or ofhe 31 Community ibabildy Ras been 0 angoing sliateglo goal of the Oy 12
[Hans”
449
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project # B8 Project # 09 Project #
Neighborhood infrastruciure Street i
Stree! Improvemenis g 823 517
nprovements

Description and justification of project and funding sources:
Several neighborhoods have undenaken indrastruchere studies e enhance saiety ang neighbomood socess, Publc works will g
Some pian examples inchde Frankhin o Fod Infrastraciure Plan, Johinson Sire
B s pant of the fien b the Fort infra Structare Plan pricely one aress which include
Johnson and Eaton is included
Tiug preject edulad (o s1an constroation @ fall of 2008 or spring of 2009
‘ ved approval for COBRG grants {or this phise

werEle project Bsts from these plans o implemerniatios
: GRS B0 sidevatks.
tion of Johnsan bewieen THD and 3rd and belwesn Nonh and Moot A0 1410 between

Is this eguipment prioritized an an equipment replacement schedule? Yes e RA

Are there any sile requirements:

REVENUE

How is this project going 10 be funded:
Funded in Prior

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Yy 13 Years
Ag ity 285 (00 F08,000 1042 GO0 163040 HEREU]
3 sion In Kine 41000 40,0600 ADQGH 400
g 2 000
C 110,000
280 000 140,800 140,000 340 000 140,000 -

How is this project going (o be spent:
project gomg P Spent in Prior

QPERATING BUDGEYT COSTS

Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 £Y 11 FY 12 £Y 13 Years
w A. Land Cost
z |B. Constructicn Cost 304,000 312 00 112 GO0
E_J C. Contingencies (10% of B) 30400 13,260 1,200 2
m D. Design & Engineering (15% of B} 45600 16800 16,800 16,800
E. Percent for Arl (1% of 8}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other
GEGLO00 140,600 140,000 140,000 140,000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . i
Spest in Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code Fyog FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Yoars
Perconnel
Supplies

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capitai Outlay

Debt Service

Description of additionsl operating tudget impact

Preparer's
Regponsitde Person: Responsible Departnent: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Total Score
Boug Hatby Public Works 31912008 G 118 CIK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

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

Program Calegory: Project Tille:

Strect Improvements

Neighborheod Infrastructure Street
improvements

0% Project #

517

Quaiitative Analysis

Yesg

Mo Comments

118 the profect necesssry 1o meet foders

state, of local legal requirements? This oo-

wEion wchuies profcts mandated by Coud
Order to meet requirements of law or other

Cf special coneern is sl the

& to the handicapp

e,

218 the project necessany (o fulfil & con-

fraciual requirement? This oriterion ir

Federal of State grants which requirns aoa

partication. ale he Grant name and

munier it e comment column

4

sy reguired? VWA de-

iay resull it curtaiment of an ¢

vice? This statement should be che
“Yes" only # a0 emergency s clearly ind-

cled; othenwise, answer "No™ i "Yes",

b sure 1o give tul ustification.

4 {roes the pinfect provide for &

prove prublic healt anaior pubilic

Thig chterion shouid be answered "Ng™ un-

balc)

oubhe heaith andior

showt fo e an urgen

Quiantitative Analysis

Raw
Score

Comments

Weiglht

Total
Score

& Does e

SO N Kl

JECE 1

benefit to the conmunity fecm the

ivEsimeni dots

Range

N general fund suppor required Sidewslk gs
neighborhood

L o the henefitted

i

n

G oet he project reguirg spesdy

gnplementation in arder o 85

s Kt eltectivenass?

i

A

Tooes the pojec

suturat of nak SOUFCEE. O reduos

posution?

cmmoedale nom-motorized travet

. Does the project inprove or expancd

gpor gssential City services whare such

FeErEe

are recogrzed and accepled as

being necessary and effective?

[

[

Sigevealkipedest ri goconmumodste non-molerizad tave

N

&

Gily's strade

City goais (or hvability a3 dedined in agighbiormood comprehensive inliasireciure phans

Taotal Soore

LS
o




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

Program Calegory: Project Title: 07 Project #

{48 Project #

08 Project #

Street Inprovements teighborhood Initiated Traffic Catming 503

S

S-18

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

wtorized travel, r nq aulo-gon
netated at 0 intersections in he University /A
jEn comixnation;,
% using FYORC : db:utions 4 cir
by 2000, 13 were mstalied in the south universily area in 2007
x5 ity funding 1o m " SID iy, for potential projects in FYOT: &) Spewd cushions, fned on Palles ©
w0 stnmer 2006, estimated cost $14.000; b) Bul:outs and lane stiiping on Palle
arveoistd have B talfic ciecle with eplitter ilands, estimated cost of $16.600. Have customartly hudpeled

eI

ongt at fraffic o
led i Slant Streets ¢
Thig CIFP request inciuda
with permanent dev
project proposed {or Agne

rated @i pollution, mproving the
ga 2007 with bDulhouts
Shestian Crive {ndbout-medisn cor

alid iy Mickony St i

seek Dirive in 2

16,000 CH funds o mateh residents funding

axpasied (o b
GO0 (6] & new

temporary device is estinated 1o be & 4000 These amounts will e &

COOnEnonEier

is this eguipment prioritized on an equipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going to be fundad: Fusnded in Pri
Funded in Prior
& Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY i¢ FY 11 FY 12 Fy 11 Years
2 : ST.0GU 37.000 37600 37008 1 005 212,809
% 18,000 15000 18,000 18,000 $5.005 166,500
i
# ) 50,000
S TEAMCRAAL Grant 14,2060
&5 000 55 004 55 000 65600 45,000 376,208
How is this project going (o bz spent: Speat in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY g4 FY 10 FYy i1 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w A, Land Cost
‘:2 . Construction Cost 44,000 44 GG0 44 000 44 000 194 846
H i Contingencies (10% of B) 4400 4 4060 4,400 4 400
L’,j . Design & Engineering {15% of B) &.500 600 £ 600 6 600
E. Percent for Art{i% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other (additional engineenng,
56,000 55000 50000 45 GG 55 006 243,558
Does ks project have any addittonal impact on the operating budget: Snent i Pric
Spent iGr
2]
jrs Expense Object Accounting Cade £Y 08 FYie FY 11 FY 12 FY 12 Years
G {Personnel 7.000
o .
— |Supplies
:{g Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
% [Capia! Oulay
o Deit Service
4 7500
=
oY
o
w .
% Descrgtion of additional op wroperts by banted Tremoval Sum moving as ne

Preparers
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitied 1o Finance Today's Date and Time initials Total Scare
hil Smith Public Worke 31912008 2008 1110 CuK 45
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWN

Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Title:

08 Project ¥

Street improvements

Neighborhood Inittated Traffic Calming

5.1

Qualitative Analysis Yes No Comments
Y
Tbs the projet ne
state, or focal legal regidrements? This o
Lerion includes projects mandated by . o - . . .
. - % Though netiegally regquarad, the project wal Improve &ir quakly, Conserve energy, mitgate raflic ConQesttns. improve
s 4o racel reauirements of lav e
Cirdier W meet requiremets of law or ot reighbomoss satety
FEQUATEETIE Of speciat concem is that the
project be 3 iyl fo the handicapped.
2. 13 the project necessary 1o ulfill 2 con.
ual requirernent? This cifenion includes
Federal or Slate grants which requive locs X
paricipation. Indicate the Grant name ang
FEIBEL B e Cormment Colun,
3008 this project urgently requited? Wil de-
tay result m aetaibaent of &n essentisl ser
Vit This statement should he sheckad
“Yes" only If an emergency is clearly indi- X Heant neighbomhoods customeariy feeh 1l el sl Inpravements s orgently necded,
cated, othamwise, answer "No" 1 7Yes",
bie sure {0 give full lustification
4. Doeg the project provide ardioring
prove public nesith andior public /7 The & aresidents siEle o requesting aflic calming & 0 increase safely on el residential shreets,
s eriteron showd Be ansesred TNe" ur Sjowing b afly at ints Glis, matedsliy improves safely for both molarists and peds 1 A prefiminar
15 oentenen shduse Do antwere NG - - . . . e
o ' i siarvey of crash dats for the a ye Ti07 2ndd lwe years after the devices in the University R
po s pUhHES hed andgior safe a1 bhe X e £ Thvsaees 4 . y Y . . : -
legs pubiic health sndior safety can be ® froms 38 craches W §7. There were 17 bhone (ight angle crashes) pner there were 6 afler installation, aong of vhich
shown 1o be an urgen of crilical fscior were & intersections with circles.
Raw
Quantitative Apalysis Score Total
Range Comments Weight Score
HOcH
5 pes the prodect resuld in maximam Al urrer cost eshimates, one requasted O detlan will levarage at ieast sight residents” dotsrs. A
O Does the project resull in madiman : = N i
i o N sHnilar ogram o rasulted i & 4% reduction in sccidents. & high benefs, Tratlic calming « . ”
sl 10 the cormmy v 3 X . Lo : . & ]
DENERLIG Ihe conmimumty irar horhood responsive; 2 major benelt is improved reighboriood Ivatiity snd contidence in tocal
invesiment dol
{3y
6. fioes the project rmauire speedy Nave e warking for watfic crcles for many yoars. Resident
e ihe ol e spes : : . .
. o i ! . trafhc calmmng; the hrst dev Wi proved nol e work P s
stementation in order 16 @asue 18 . - - ) :
HTPIEMEAton in OfaRr 16 Easue “ their traffic i Reside Tatfee Canyon have simdady wanled the ) *
maximum effeoiivene Y b s 3 years
HEH
7. Does the: project censerve encigy. . . N . ! "

. ) ) rgy will e conserved, the Bioycling/pedastnian enviromment will Be . .
cullural of natursl fesources, of feduis ; - i B 3
cullural of natursl fesourses, o feduds eRaneed 3 3
poliation?

{23
. 3oes the pro@ct unrove Wil the visile demonsins g i 6
ssentint Clty senvices 2 insisting o Urathc caiming to adc thelr concems Rany reside idential i &
e recognizes and traffic 1 30 esseniial sanice. We have Deen repeatedly asked (o make I ing and
Being recessary an effective? walking, andg reduce e volumes and si§s of raflic
Delng necessary and effectivey =
(0-33
4 Does the project speciicstly relate (o the
Cily's strateqic planning peorities or othe 3 Tratffic catming has beer a specific planning ¢ fve i past Gily Strategic Pians, 4 1
46
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PRELIMINARY COST/ BENEFIT ANALYSIS
TRAFFIC CALMING IN MISSOULA

Y00 CIPy S-18 |

In June, 2001 the City instalied traffic circles at nine intersections in the university area, in a pattern
of roughly one every other intersection, The total project cost $30,095, 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 ((-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 Moenaco 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. Pierre Jomini. the Montana Department of Transportation Salety 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 savings fBenefit/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 33 $551,000]  30:0:1:00 $396.000}
Right angle i8 5 72 $377.000 21:01 $286.000}
crashes

Conclusion: Using the conservative numbers (right angle crashes rather than total crashes, and
Jomint’s costs rather than Monaco™s), the LEAST benefiv/eost ration is 16:1.
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CAPITAL IMPROVENENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Categon.

Project Title: 07 Project

Street inprovements

08 Project #

Transportation impact Fee
Fanded Projecis

5-18

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

 F00G

ieots thal sie

Ve
snd Mary J

ndd by s
Failier Creeks(

FYZ011

St Hlighway ¢
Crtg Lane/Orange Steeet”

for 3 wtal of P over g 20 5108 he next hee years incude:

ssments S48

SEOTLANGH Ty

1 Ang Assessments §
SELG.C0M

3tan g {

00 CTransportaton

1 and Ass

S HTeH]

15 5400.600;)

£, Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Cosis

see farthie curd: and sidew aprOvE
is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacemeni schedule? Yes No NA
X
Aze there any sile requirements.
How is this projee! going (o be funded:
Funded in Pricr
u Funding Source Accoynting Code Fy 11 FY iz EY 13 Years
2 LAstesaments
% Trap Taien inpact 1. 1.008 000 TG00 000
Q)
o
1450 000 kR 1 i 000 000 i -
How is this project going 0 be gpent: . .
project going f Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 88 EY 10 EY 11 FY 12 £Y 12 Years
w A, Land Cost
2 . Construction Cost 1.7 k
e, Contingeneies {10% of &) 176 GO0 .
m . Design & Engineering (15% of B) 54 (400

G. Other
A 2. GOGEG 100 (05 1,000,000
Goes this project have any additional impact on the operaling budget: i i
" Spent in Prior
I Expense Objecy Accounting Code Fy pa FY 50 FY 1% Fy 17 FY 13 Yaars
8 Personnel
— [Supplies
W tPurchased Services
L5
& [Fixed Charges
é Capital Outtay
¢ [Deb Service
Fe N
=
<t
o
uf
% esenplion of addiions! opersting budget b o]
Preparer's
Responsible Porson: Respansible Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time initials Totat Bcore
Steve King Public Works IMB2008 17 UK 43
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See CLP. instructions For Fxplanation of Criteria)

Program Category. Project Title; (8 Project #

Transporiation Impact Fes

Street improvements Funded Projects

5-18

Quathtative Analysis Yes No Comments

T ols e profgct neces of fedfers

stale, of locyl legal regy 57 This ok

& mardated by Cour

W et requirenwns of w o othes X

o

requiteneis. (Of g congem s that the

s aGrestibie o the handcapped

DU 1 tha comment cioiumn

% ks this project urg

by e

I Curiaione of 5

@y e

Tnis statament showid be checked

Ty i s eme iy indi- X

HICY % O

cated Gihanw answer Mo 1 TYe

bser sure 1o give T justification.

4. Does the project provide for and/or in-

prove puilic health and/on publc ¢

hi

AN SWEred
suddic heailh andlor ssfety can be S

vri 1o Be an urgent of critical faeior

Raw
Guantitative Analysis Score Tota

Range Comments Weight Score

Ll

i

o the communiy from tha 3 5 H

mvesiment doftar?

&
it

Maxiniom et

e project redd

TIETH 1)

ok i

7

G RET] GORSENY

culiural of natursl

ot ?

. [roes the project improve of expand

cogrized and ace

sary and etiective?

SRR caliy refale wihe

atra

-

oritas or other 3 &

&5
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

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

Street lygrrovements Grave! Streets Paving S04 §-20 S-20

Bescription and justification of project and funding sources:

GRETUCT paved Sests with curtis, sidewalks and grainage improvements
1 curhs and sideviatks.

would be paved with ours and sidewalks.

e City would ohain enginesring and Soasirunion seiv
£ 2 1 Pomon lirsgz 1 Kt and Schi
: 7 Foriians of Burimglan, Strand, Kensington and B

sFimprovement Disriet (8D would be created 1o und curbs, sidewalks, paving aod drainage matens costs, The Cily Strees Division would provide [abor and equipmend fof

SInchon

15 1his equipment prioritized on an sguipment replacement schedule? Yes Na NA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
Mene, Profect will use exsling right-ofway
How is this praject going 1o be funded:
Funded in Prior
S Funding Scurce Accounling Code EY 09 FY 10 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z (Assessments 46,004
Lle 24000
&’ Strast in Kind 50.0040 100000
TI.000 TNoane - -
How is this project going 1o be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY & £Y 10 FY 11 FY {12 FY 13 Years
w AL Land Cost
% B. Construction Cost 136,600 S60.000
e, Contingencies (10% of B) 56 000
X 1D, Design & Engineering (15% of B) 84,0600
E. Percent for An (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other {addilional engineenng,
170,600 F00,G00 -
Boes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . X
@ Sypsent in Prior
o Expense Olyecs Accounting Code £Y 08 Y 10 FY 19 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Q Personned
< \suppties 400 (406
“L')J Purchased Services
& |Fixed Charges
7 |Capital Cuilay
o [2ebt Service
= (AN {408) .
g
o
us
% Oeeoripiion of addiiionzt operating houget impact Savings of $400 per year i sirest maintenanog
Responsibie Preparer's
Respongible Persan: Depariment: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time infiials Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 314912008 2008 1108 UK 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWN

Project Rating

(See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Street Improvements

Gravet Sueets Paving

09 Project #

§-20

Qualilative Analysis Yes Mo Lomments
i faderal,
asf requirements? Ths oo
fatedd by Coont
Craen 16 mesl redquinen s Of fav ar other kS
regrements. OF epecial concerm € thal e
i 1 he secessitie (o the handicapped
SR RECESSAY 10 RIfIl 8 cor-
{raciuzd requitement? This criteripn includes
Federal of Stale grants which regusre locsl A
paicipation. bicste the Grant name and
rsmber i he commen catumn
vee? This statement shiould be checkea
"Yes' only I an emergency is clearty indi- kS
cated, othenwise, answer "No. 1 "Yes"
e g o gaves full ustification
4. Does the projedt provide of and/ol i
Grove pablic health andion public safety?
Ths criferion should be answered "Ne” an-
sy pubhc hestth and/or ealety can be A
shown (o e an urgent or eotical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Tota
Range Comments Weight Scare
{G-3)
£ Does the prefect resuitin maximem
benafd o the communly Fom the 3 & 15
investment goliae?
{3
5.6 the projet reqis dy
anplementation in order 1o assure its 11 Ongoing problem with incompiate sireets q 4
maximun eficttiveness’?
-3
70006 e Brojec] CONSEIVE SHey.
or natural Fesources . or reduce 3 A and wa ty wWould e improved A 3
protubion?
7
5.
oS wWheste sach 2 ) 4 f
X BODECYIEG Sreeds n 3 Dasic oty senvicr
s are receqgiized and scoepled as
{3 NG ay and electve?
i3y
tha projest speciically relalg 1o fhe
City's strategin planning paontlies of otf g mprevas comimunity vabitly. 4 8
plans?
41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Street Improvements

Gravel Streets Paving

07 Project #

08 Praject #

99 Projeci #

5-09

S-20

B0

Dascription and justification of project and funding sources:

The City would obtain engineering and construction services 1o coastruct paved slreets with curbs, sidewalks and drainage improverents,
Phase 1 Portions of 6th form Schitling 1o Kemp and Schiing Gth to 7th will be paved with curhs and sidewalks.
Phase 2 Portions of Burlinglon, Strand. Kensinglon and Margaret in the Easl Reserve area would be paved wilth cuibs and sidewalks,

A Special Improvement District (SiD) would be created to fund curbs, sidewalks, paving and deainage materdal costs, The City Streets Division would provite fabor and equipment

for censteuction.

is this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes No A
X
Are there any site requirements:
Nore:, Project will use existing right-of-way
How is this project geing to be funded:
Funded in Prior
'-:f-}* Funding Source Accounting Code FY 6§ FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z |Assessments 46,000 480,500
% COBRG? 24,000 123,000
@ Steest In Kind 50,000 100,000
170,060 00,000 ot -
How is this project going to be spent; Speat i Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0§ FY ie FY 1% FY 12 FY 13 Years
W A Land Cost
5 B. Construction Cost 136,000 586,000
E C. Contingencies {10% of B) 13,600 56,0060
ﬁ D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) 20,400 84.000
E. Percent for Art (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other {additional engineenng)
170,800 700.060 ot N
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget:
7] Spent in Prior
b Expense Object Accounnting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 19 FY i2 £Y 13 Years
8 Personnel
 |Supplies A0 (400}
uLDJ Purchased Services
o Fixed Charges
g Capital Outlay
¢ 1Debl Service
= (460) (400} T z
=
<
&
% Deseriplion of addiional operating budget impact: Savings of $400 per year in stree! maintenancs.
Responsible Propares’s
Responsible Person: Departmont; Date Submitted 10 Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Totai Score
Kevin Stovarp Public Works 344612008 1222008 1439 CIK 41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

(See C1LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Titie:

Street Improvemants Gravel Streets Paving

08 Project #

$-20

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

Ne Comments

1. is the project necessary to meel federal,
state. or focal legal requirements? This on-
terion includes projects mandated by Count
Ordes lo maet requirements of law or olher
requirements. Of special concemn is ihat the
project be accessible lo the bandicapped.

2. 3x e project necessary to fulfifi a can-
tractual requirement? This crileron includes
Faderal or State grants which require local
padicipaton. indicate the Granl name and
number in the comment colume.

3. #s this project wigently required? Wil de.
tay resull in curtaliment of ah essential ser-
vice? This statenent shoutd be checked
"Yes" ony if an emorgency is clearly indi-
cated; olbenvise, answer "No“, H UYes®,

tre sure to pve full justification.

4. Does e project provide for andfor im-
prove public health and/or public safely?
This criterion shoutd be answered "No” un-
less public health and/or satety can be
shown 1o be an wgent or critical factor.

Quantitative Anaiysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Totat
Score

§. Boes the project resutl in maximum

benefit to the cammunily from (he
invesiment dollar?

{0-3)

No General Fund.

o

6. Coes the project require speaedy
implementation in arder to assure its

maximum effectiveness?

{0-3)

Ongoing prablem with incornglete streets

7. Does the project conserve energy,
guttizal or nakirst resouwces, of reduce
pollution?

{03

Adr and water quality would be improved

&

8. Does the project imprave or expand
upon essantisl City services where such
BeEvices are recognized and sceepled as

being neceesary and effective?

-2y

HNproving sireets is & basic oty sevice.

4. Does the project specifically relate {o the
CHy's stratesic plannmg priotilies of other
plans?

{0-3

[

Hmproves cormenunity livability

an

Tatal Soore

41
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWN

City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Froject Title,

Street improvements

Street inprovement and Major
Maintenancs Program

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

S.24

§-21

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Gvertaying

Al gigevali work

been transtened W he annues sidews

nd have a useful ife span of 20 years if ne major maintenance is performed. The street imiprovements and

n ool 1) Reconstruction of compl ted stréets:

% with Oniv Mmoderae detenor

21 Overigys on e 8ire

5

¢placementinstaliation progiam

amiting before complate deleriration wiil exignd the iife of a stieet heyong the normal 20 years

Chip

jor mairtenance progeam has changad
: showing the mast dur

I this equipment prioritized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes o NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
How is this project going 1o be {ended:
Funded in Prior
:“.-JJ Funding Source Accounting Coda Y 08 FY 30 FY i1 Fy 42 EY 13 YEErs
5 Gas Tax 430,000 430,004 430.GOG 430,000
o Sorm Wates Utilily Fund
5 1Steeet Division In King GIO.G00 570,000 ST0LG0G 570000 BTG O00G
10000006 1000000 1,030 060 1.000,000 4 0080 600
How is this project going o be spent: Spent in Srior
Budgeted Funds Accouning Code FY 09 Y 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 12 Years
% A, Land Cost
Z 18, Construction Cost 00000 00,060
& C. Contingencies [10% of B} OG0 £0.060
é 3. Design & Engineering [15% of 8} 140,000 120 040
£. Percent for Art {1% of i3}
£, Equipment Costs
G. Other
1,000,000 1,000,000 10060000 100, GOD 1006 U0 1,000,000
Does his project have any additional impact on the operating budget
o Spent in Prier
s Expense Object Accounting Cede FY 64 FY 10 FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
. 1Bupplies
g Purchased Servicas
& iFixed Charges
F Capitat Quitay
¢ jBebt Service
E
-
g
o4
]
% Descoption of sddiions| oparating budget impact: No additional eperating costs
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsible Depariment Date Submitted o Finance Today's Date and Tane initirls Total Scare
Doug Harby Public Worlis IRO08 TRR008 110 CUR a6
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Critesia)

Program Category:

Project Title:

Strect provements

Street lmprovement and Major
Maintenance Program

88 Project #

S-21

Qualitative Analysis

Yos

No

Comiments

148 the proedt ne

sary o et feueral.

state. of locasl fegat requirements? This ord

ierion nchides proects mandatecd by Counl

Order (o meed requiremants of law or other

requirements. Of special concern s that the

the 3o il {1 the

prey

215 the projed sary o fulfd & con-

1 & 7 This critenon includes

ual requi

Fegeral or State s which reguire local

participation. ndicate the Grant name and

ririzer @ the comment coduma

*

35 dhis project urgently required® Wil des

[ay resull in cuttaiment of an essential ser-

viceT This statesi wuld he che

UYas” ohlv il ah emergency is clearly indi-
= hNoT i TYes”,

catican.

L olhengise, ans

[

be sure e give fulh justti

4 Does the project provide tor aadior o

prove public healih andion public sately?

tesicn should he snswerad "Ne” un-

public health andior safely can be

w01 10 Be an argent or ortical facior

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Seore
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Scare

& 0068 the project result &1 maxamuarm
Benefil (o the community from the

invesiment dofia?

{33

Gas Tax funds are

[&d

thed for the

foraled i

Enan

y cily Da
constng

o of

infrastructure s more cost effeclive than major recenstivetion

O IES Of STEets &l pe

atalion. Funds sre

i

Long e maintenance of commurity

G Boes e pr 1A E Speady

IerigFEent aHon i Qrder 10 asse Hs

7

sk effective

PICGIET means inc

SGO tolure cotte e replace delenarile

N

3 the project conse

CORIGY,

cultitrat of nEtural TesmEs or redisds

gtz

£ {0os

Lpon ntial Cily senvices wi

iGRS Bre fenoeqrized

Besiryy recessany and elective?

Q. Does the project specitically relate 16 he

City's sl

< planing pranites cr olhar

plans?

(039

£

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

Program Category: Praject Title:

07 Project #f

04 Project #

Street Improvements Improve Railroad Crossings

17

o0

8.2z

Description and justification of project and {funding sources:

ilraad racks, Some of these re specdic 10 Mator vahacle Movement. s
ks on Greenough Grmmediztely oonb of £ Spruce. The
s at the crossings on Spruce and on & 3id We

e frequenly receive
it A FYGT we ve

10

ErEGURT G uEQrEde 0ros

fits

sings of radread racks. of wingh we hav
5 are & hazard o beyelists and pede

nany inciudmg the Bitterrcot Branch ling
i acerbaied by moto

3rg, 4th, Sth. éth
lane 10 aunid the poor 0ad surls

Broken up crossing:

are particuls
Gridilion s very hrok

Hossing al Bpruce, Pine, s
sl who swerve out of the

o tioyeie or pedes
Jps oo vehicle lanes

OPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Qutlay

Debt Service

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment repiacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requiremenis:
Thete projects are dependeat upon inding & new Lekng souree.
How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Source Accounting Cotde FY 18 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= Pending a new funding sowre 30066 20,000
[ 45,000 45000 45,000
L
[e4
76,000 75000 75000
How is this project going 1o be spent: Spent i Prior
Sudgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 08 FY 08 FY 90 FY 11 FY 12 Years
w |A Lantd Cost
%’ B. Construction Cost - 0,000 - G0 -
WiC. Contingencies (10% of B 5,000
% 1D Design & Engineering {15% of B) & 00 &.000
E, Percent for Art {1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
76,006
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: i i
Spent in Prior
Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0% FY i0 FY 11 Fyiz FY 13 Years
Personnel
Supplies

stion of adoitionst opeating Dudget impach This projest would be o
potential regucticn in operating budget costs with reduced maintenance of thase cro

sl fwhen) they @ apeify upiraded.

Engineenag Division: ne additionsl funds are dudgeted {or this, There is

Preparers
Responsibie Person: Responsible Depanment: Date Submitied to Finance Taday's Date and Time initials Total Score
Phil Smith Public Works 311012608 1252008 1102 CUK 50
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

(See C1LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteriat

Canmments

Weight

Scor

Program Categony: Project Title: 68 Project #
Strest Improvements Improve Railroad Croseings S.22
Qualitative Analysis Yes ho Comments
1ot e projEct ne
state, of local legai reguireme {13 Mot legatty required, aithough we have same obligation to mainiain st i & salely passable condiion. Redroag
) e o - LrOESINGS Wiren bicyolists or fofks by whee vo pass over t! iorated conditions, thete
terion Mokides projeots mandated by Coun CrEEsng L when Dicyclists of fo 1 whise pass oyer the riciated conditions.
. i @ oty & safely and potental iattly ssue for the Cily.
Crredias 1o ¥ FQUITEmIents of B of oies et
tequirements. (O speciat concern is hat the {23 Maybe Hwe impove a Srossing, we may De teguired o provide ADA acce dngs . In e specific case
preyject he arcessibie o he handicapped of MadisonSpruce/Giesncugh thete are ne sidewalks.
2 project necessary 1o fullil & con-
wirement? This cteron chudes
Federst or Siate grants which 1equire foo X
padicipation. Indicate e Grant aame and
e @ e Comyren coliimn
3.5 his project urgently reqiered? Wil de-
tay resull in cunigiiment of an essentiz
vice? This statement shoaid be checked B .
y s . ; 5 I some locations, such as the o g of the racks sl Madison senough, the condiions &re [oor nolgh
5T DIy 4 G0 BMRIgency 19 Ceddly Ind that they musi be lended o very soon
cated: othetvsise seeet NG H Y es
Bt sure W ghve {ull justfication
4
& [rabie hiealth andior pubic
criterion stould Be answered "No” un. This is decidedy 8 puliic sately issue. Broyclists crossing W racks in regular molos veh 5 B
public health andior safety cen be b ashing, when (ollowed by & motor veh B at sk of belng run over. Sate surfanes for s are onbcal
shown to be an wgenl or aiticat facto
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total

e the project resuit i maximam

EXPETRIVE 1T
Wi DaveE

s, wortenately, With BIRL being willing to do sl the fabed i the City
i i vatue of B0% of the prowa! Cost bom by MRL (40% by the

VT

feneft o the community from the a "good des!” for the City, whether we 3 16
investment dolar? the fulure s uncerlain,  However, the henefit s alsa avoidh
reems with substangard crossings

&. [oes the project regquite speedy ake on e most severely damaged o s first. Further, there may be exposuee to
i leEmentation in o ACSLye it FGRCE W know of def torossings and L o remedy them i add s offer i 4 13
AN efectivenees? able” now whsther itvall e in the fllurs @ unknoen

i0-3)
7 [Boes e project COnSene enepy, . . . . .

' | N . Fhgking {he bike and oo ENCeRIEe mores | e cving the cross N Y
cultural or natural fes o 1edGe t . P 3 3
Cultural or natural 1G5t DFTEGILE wili resfuce braking and acceleration by molor vehicles, resulting in dess pollutien
polution?

(0-2y
G Does the project improve of gapand
UPON enlial City services whers 2 REL CPOSSES & rait Gad 4 3
g are recoghized and ascepted ag
hemg necessary and eifective?
SR
Fiers o anplementing bike and pedestoan projects The Nen
3 =nante of bioycie laohues whnch would wiclude crogsng of radrozd 4 iz
Tolgl Beore 50
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP FProject Reguest Form FY 20098-2013

Program Category: Project Title: {7 Froject # {46 Project # 09 Project #

Wastowater Facilitios Wastewater Facility W02
i W ] [ §ligs -
v Headworks Replacement e

Doescription and justitication of project andd funding sources:

acement of this

ewater from the coliaclian sy N and mechanically renmoves inorganic

s for disy:

tha: hesdin stiuching as the {irgt

it Upiade ident frext wilh Tequise an upgragde

irdiuent fiow

elerng by 2041 The curent plant lavout
anvated st $54.000 (0 S50 600,
1 the lresiment plant odorn

for hig sl
The mschamicsl sereens |
EAUTEnt Pprocess wauld Dendit wilhin
G headw JGHUre Bas Deern i
Beams 5 and Ty

gy the end of ther gervics ife and must be replaced within e next & vears
g Fstirieded costs (0 new sorgens & STHB000 o 51,500,080
1% SHUCHIE DES 3 very COrresive enviranment 260 mueh of theinfrastrudiun

o years

Additaraty, the

aroved debris £
since 1984

el withins {he

&

Suchy % sUpRon

e 1p1e ingrease will he requaled 1o g |

or fuher St NCIeases

project. The lest Limplenented ¢

sty 2007 Ul nove, cosloraet geevethy enited thie

i this equipment priotitized on an eguipmont replacement schedude? Yes o NA

Are therg any sile i"(ﬂquil'ﬂ'lﬂenlsi

How is this project going (0 he funded . . .
Funded in Prioy

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 08 FY 11 FY 12 Fy 13 Years

REVENUE

Sewer Reves ond SO0, 060

How is this project going to be spent N .
project geing ! Spent fix Prior

EXPENSE

Budgeied Funds Accounting Code £Y 04 FY 10 FY 11 FY 42 FY 13 Years
A, Land Cost

B. Construction Cost 4. BB0.000
C. Contingencies {10% ot B R
5. Design & Engineering {(15% of B
E. Percent for Arf {1% of £}

F. Equipment Costs

G. Othar

GPERATING BUDGET COSTS

Boes this project have any gdditiong! impact on the operating budget: ) )
Spent in Prior

Expense Object Accounting Code £Y 08 FY¥ 10 Y 11 Yy 1% £Y 13 Years

Personnei

Supplies
Purchased Services
Fixed Charges
Capital Outlay

Delst Service

of additi

o arpant

Prepare
Responsible Ferson: Responsible Department: Date Submitied (o Finance Today's Date and Time {nitials Totat Score

2005 1124

Starr Sullivan Public Works 3122008
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
Project Rating

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

Program Category: Project Title: 08 Profect #
Wastewater Facilities Wastewater Faciity Ww-02
Headworks Reptacement
Quiatitative Analysis Yes Ner Comments
Gary 16 el fede
gat requircmenta? 7
tenos s projeots mandated by . . N
Cirder 1o mesd requiremnents of iaw o oiber % e i R, .r‘i:fm_t_\‘! le!9$_ ')'{‘O‘i(m :S HEG by e Rl et 2
sonditn of the MPDES dischargs permal
red st O special concarn s that the
project be aocessible o he handicappad
as wineh reguire focst A
panicipstion. indicate the Grant name ang
Frsrd SR
308ty project drgently required? VW de
fay resull oy coriasment of an esgential
yics? This statement shouid be
X
BE SUe W give justification
4. Does the projedd provide for andior im-
prove puhlic neal 3 public safety?
This critenan shoulkd be answered "Ne™ an.
igss public b andior safely can bg *
showrn o be an urgent of aoter
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Totai
Range Comments Scare

(3

3 eral Fund money will ba usad (00 he pre 15
rngdemenigton i order (o assure s 1 EHLES L1430 #
T Deis the
cultural o na sedute o

poilution?

&

SIECE IOV GF eXE

whte

aper essetial Gily servid

SETVICES BN

guized and o

peing necessary and effechve?

COTMUES Sewer

L EPECHIT

i £ obbgations aulined @ ihe Vastews %
40
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Regquest Form FY 2008-2013

Program Calegory:

Project Title:

Wastewater Facilities

Millar Creek Intercepior Sewer

07 Project #

08 Projoct #

0% Project #

VIO

V14

W03

This intercepiarn would expa
confinms the need for ihis e

The project woudd be funded by araa developers with the sddition of Sewet Repatt and Depreciation Fund {Sewet RE&D.

Description and justilication of project and {unding sources:
stems i the Milie ek, Linda Vista and hbad
pron woudd #liew the sbandonmen! of the

NG SEWE! §
ion. the inle

is this equipment prioritized o8 an equipment reptacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any sile reguirements:
How is this project going 1o be funded
Funded in Prior
‘_‘_3«‘ Fuding Scurce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 18 FY 11 ¥FY 12 FY 13 Years
2z |t topes Donations
‘;“‘.’ TEG 000 TRO.O0G 76,000
w
9
750 L0G FE0 800 - 70,000
How {5 this projoct geisg 10 he spont ; :
' profoct golitgy ! Spent iy Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code Y 09 Y {0 FY 14 Yy {2 FY 43 Years
wi [A. Land Cost
%’ B. Construciion Gost 600060 S00.000
¥ |¢. Contingencies (10% of B 60,000 G0.000 .
1D, Besign & Engineering (15% o1 B G0050 GU.000 -
E. Percent for &rt (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Cther
TH0.000 TE.000
Does this project have any additional impact on the aperating budget: - ) .
m Snent in Prior
'UT, Expense Gbject Accounting Code FY 0% £Y 10 Y 91 £y 12 Fy 13 Years
8 Parsonnel
 |Supnphes
13 Purchased Services
6 (Fixed Charges
7 |Capitat Outlay
¢ |Debt Service
&
E
]
o
1
% ription of additional opers
Preparer's
Responsiblie Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted {o Finance Toeday's Date and Time initials Total Score
Steve King Public Works 37442008 SAGGE 1124 [l 4 £5)
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See COP. instructions For Expianation of Crileria)

Program Category:

Project Tide:

Wasiewater Facilities

Miller Creek idercepior Sewey

0% Project ¥

W02

Gualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

I

i e PropeCt HeCessany 10 mes fede

3.

state o [ fegal requisements? This o

teigat inthude s

d by Court
Crrder o meet tequitements of Ew or other

reguarerments. Of special concem is (hat the

S

ol W e Gandicappe

2,48 the project necessary o Ralifl & cone

tractusl requitement? This crtenan ncudes
Federal or Stale grants vhich require tocsl
paricipstion indicate the Geanl name and

numiber i the conument cohann

st

pedje ! urgently réaquired? A

iay rasull in cortadment of an esse
vige? This statement shoule e checked

s

iy if an emegensy is cleany indi-

CEEA; GNEEsE, answer TNt Y

1 SUrE o give

the proiect povide for sndionm

prowve public heaith andion public safet

Ting caterion should be answered "N un

public fi

G

th angior salety can be

shiovn 0 be an wyer or citical fatlon.

4

Quantitalive Analysis

Raw
Score

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

L. [Does he projedt resudl in maxinom

afil 1o e commanity feom the

werd dollar?

Range
105

S cominngtion of 43
o for the Fac

Sty seveer development funds and 57
o6 Pran upmade

vt devetoper funds hing

o
e

By

implemer 1 OrdEr 10 ASELG

IR3XENUMN E HUCETEE

(6.3}

THiS pro

LAissonts area

et e N

PRTR R BCity Inan existing system cunently sendng the

ra

7. Does the projedt consere

Y.

cuftlral o nalral resouees, o feduce

potufion?

thie s0ie sour

v reduces pollu

{ian snd protects

sential Cily service

G [

plang?

a1t igentiiied as nesessary to a ivahle comumonity

Ay sewer hast

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

Progrivm Category:

Project Titte:

07 Project #

08 Project #

(8 Project #

Wastewater Facilities Russel Street imerceptor {8thddaho} VAR 1Y WAAL (7 WAR-05
Description and justification of praject and funding sourges:
The reconstraction of Ruseed Sreet will cause evaluation of the existing 217 10 30" Russell Intercapion sewer ling Podions of the existing sewet are planned o be reconsiructed o
redined. Televized inspection has rated porton of the pine for 1elining ot teconsiucion
Fending would come froo the Sewer R&D Fund
Is this equipment prioritized on an eguipment replacement schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any $He reguirenients:
How is this project going to be funded . . .
Funded in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code FY 0% FY 1G FY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years
Z [Sewer RED S0 GO0 1,084,008
ur
>
i
o
50 D00 1000, 004
How s this project going fo he spent . .
preject gowng ! Spent in Prior
Budgeied Funds Accounting Code FY 0a FY 10 FY 11 Y42 FY 13 Years
% A tand Cost
Z |B. Construciion Cost
WlC, Contingencies [10% of B :
5 D, Design & Enginenring {15% of B L0600 FE0LOG0
E. Percent {or Art {1% of 8)
. Equipmant Costs
G. Dther
A0.000 1000 000
Does this project have any additions! impact on the operating budgen: X .
o Spent in Prior
';.") Expense Object Accounting Code FY g8 EY 10 FY 31 £y 12 Fy 13 Years
8 Personne!
— |Bupplics
W 3Purchased Services
& ] !
& [Fixed Charges
a Capital Outlay
¢ |Debt Service
=
=
<
o
i
% Description of sadgitional opersling badget impact
Preparer's
Responsible Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitted 1o Finange Yoday's Dale and Time Initials Total Score
Steve King Fublic Works 3/4:2008 UK 4%
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Calegory: Project Titie: 09 Project #
Wastewater Faciities | Russel Street Interceptor {8th-1daho} W05
Quatitative Analysis Yes No Comments

1o 08 the ROedt necessany 1o meat federal.

e, G jocsl e

jai! recdirements T This cri

GTRME eChldes Pprojects

nandated by Court
Order o meet requiremants af law or other X

eesplitements. O special conceny is thai the

project be o thie handicss,

s the project ned vy o (il & con-
fractual requirement? This criterion ncludes
e

par

Tal or State grants which reguire fecsl X

cipstion. Ingicate the Grant name and

raanies i he commernd ¢

Eobe dhis preject wgenily reguirad? W de

lay resull i cottailment of an essentisi ser

vice? Tras siatement should B¢ checked

"Yes" only if an emergency is cles

BAGIEE 4
cated, phenwise, snswer ThNet H Y es”

he sure to give full justiication.

4. Dioes the projed provide for and/or iny

prove pubiic heailh angfor public saiety”?

Thig criterion should be answered "No™ un-
iess public heslth andior salety can be X

shown 1o Be an wgent or criical factor

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Score Total
Ranae Comiments Weiglit Score
3
b Does e project resall my maximem
ommandy from the 5 City Sewer RELD funds are being used for His ntemeptorn replacemant & 55
irvestnent dolla?
. Does the pojan! rig . L ) . .
) : B Ting propwect st b compieled prios Lo sie redevelopment and Russell and 3 Streal “
enpiemierialion i Orden o asture 4 il i
i Teralion o orden to h F: iptovements 4
miaximun effectiven
ihE
7. Does ihe project conserve ¢ N
cuitial g natursd rescuees, oF réduce z Sarilary sewer redunes goliution. 4 3
potution?
’2 . ) - 5 123
Sanitary tiai City service
«
183
ol epecifically elate 10 the
2 ¢ sewer bas een identified 28 necessary © 2 lvable community. 4 8
Tekat Sop 45

VARG




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

Program Category:

Project Title:

Wastewater Facilities

West Reserve interceptor Phase IV

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

VARSI

V(8

W06

Description and justification of project and funding sourges:

naster planned

The preject is exg

This project will compiete he remainng posions of Target Range and Crehard Ham

South Avenue is

s Wil seeve subar

1 as e et wiEor 00

1grovdly areas

sted 1o he lunded by sewern development fee funding

wgtartng in 20t

est of the current city #mits. Continued fand developmént in the ares and water qualily concams make this sewet

E. Percent for Ari (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs

Is this equipment prioritized on an equipment reptacement schedule? Yeos No NA
X
Are there any sile requiremaents:
How is this project going (o He nded
Funded in Prior
% Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 Yoars
= Sewer Development Fuoad 3300060
Y HCouny REID G70.000
iy
o
- 1.G00.0G0 FRUGE -
How is this project aoing to be spent Spent it Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code 'Y 08 FY 10 FY 14 FY 12 FY 13 Years
us [A, Land Cost
%’ B. Construction Cost A 1.800 000
2 1C. Contingencios {(16% of B B0 660 $6,. GO0
31D, Design & Engineering (15% of 8 120,600 2413 HGE

G. Othrer
1.000.000 2000000 -
Boes this project have apy sdditional impact on the operating budget: N .
4 Speat in Prior
u"; fxponse Object Accounting Code Y (9 FY A0 PY i1 FY 12 FY 13 Years,
8 Personne
- 1Supplics
3 Purchased Services
& iFied Charges
R iCapitai Cutiay
o iDebt Bervice
= K
=
<«
o
ik
?)' Description of additionat operating
Preparer's
Responsibie Person: Responsibie Department: Date Submitled (o Finance Today's Date and Thne initials Yotal Score
Steve King Fublic Works 3412068 T 48
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

(See CLP. Insiructions For Explanation of Criteria)

Program Categosy: Eroject Title;

Wastewater Facilities ] West Reserve Interceptor Phase IV

09 Project #

WW-08

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

Mo

Comments

TORECt AECELSaryY (o et (ederal,

state, o o gal reguimements? This ot
terion mckides projects mandsed by Cour
Cirder 16 meat sequitements of w o other

requirements. Of special concem is that the

project be s¢ 1o the handicappaed

2. 18 e project necessary to il & con

tractual requirement? This coterion wichides

i

Feders

State gramts which regquire locsl

paticipation. indicate the Grant name and

anie iy e commient column,

A

WRRE done - reducs septio systems by 0% over 10 year petiod

3015 this project igently requited? VAT de-
lay resudt in curtaiment of an essential ser

vice? Tius statement shoolt be checkes

s ondy if 80 emangenty i ol indi-

cated: ofhenvise, answer “NeT Y es”,

sure 1o give full justibcation

h anafor salety can be

shown o b wigent or crfiesl fEetern,

The gres ranks sumber Wwo in the b
X e nul

rssouia Valioy Water Cuality Gist
tor i {he updated )

QI PIenty sewer inie TG VVES

svwialer facilities

U's Unsewered Aue

& Study Alsoiden

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Welgit

Total

Score

£ oss e project resultin maximam

G

1 {o the community o o

mient dollac?

bt

Use of sewer fands 1o construct his project will open o i

wers and seoemnrodata il This projec

v arcas of h

1wl enabie

COMEMNGEILY A0 el

£ b Completed,

15

S e project tequie spaady

ARPIEMEntEion in srder 16 pssure

maximunm eflectivenes

T Does the project oo

Ve GGy,

Culfuce o naurs resources. o radung

polivtion?

Sole Sewc

susifen profection

#. Does the project anprove or expand

&, Does the projet specsficaty relate o the

Fanc

.

Manvrer Ghe priotily se

el nere:

7 in the updated Wastewater Facility Plan

12

Total Score

e
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Project Title: 07 Project #

Waslewater Facitities

08 Project #

08 Project #

Atrport interceptor Phase i
and “Wye" Colloction System

WAL

VWAL 1Y

WW.07

Description and jusiification of project and funding sources:

This interceplor woukd allow extended sewer service tothe Batler Creek™Y" area. The inle
Thee project would b inded by & aural spocial improvement district (RE
A osewer eoliection system would be constiucted i the "Y" are

City Sewar Development Faes would complete the ey

03

& to seqve the properties in the RS Ciy's upsizing of the main could acour i 2004

pptor poation near B Adgorn when capacily would he required

septor woult slart @l the Spen st ron west past Buller Creek ard on o the ”

Fgsessments. This would be cithren nitizted o aliow extended sewer service

s this eguipment prioritized on ah equipment replacement schedule? Yeg No KA
X
Are therg any sité requirements:
How is this project going to be funded: K A
Fundegd in Prior
g Funding Source Accounting Code EY 05 FY 10 FY i1 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
2 oy REHD 7,000,660
u;.J S velepmant Func 1,500,000 224,720
& {County THF 500,000
2206 000 1.224,720
How is this project going 16 be spent: ; .
project going § Spent iy Frior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w A. Lang Cost
Z |B. Construction Cost 1600 000 -
& |C. Contingencies (10% of B) 160,000
> |D. Design & Engineering (156% of B} 240,000
E. Parcent for Arl (1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G, Other faddilicnal engineenng,
2.060.000 -
3oes this project bave any addifionat impact on the operating budget: ) X
" Spentin Prior
| Expense Object Accounting Code Fy a8 FY 10 Y 11 EY 12 FY 13 Vears
G jPersonnet
t Supplies
55' Purchased Services
£ iFixed Charges
2 jCapital Outtay
@ iDebt Servico
2 \
=
L
o
1
% UGescription of additional operating budgst impact
Responsible Preparers
Responsibie Person: Depariment: Brate Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Initials Tetal Score
Steve King Public Warks 3182008 A00E 1120 G 48

VRWog




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.).P. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria)

froaram Caiegory:

Project Title:

Wastewstler Facililies

Adrport inferceptor Phase
and “Wye" Collection System

04 Project #

W47

Qualitative Analysis Yos No Comments

305 the praiscl necessary 1o meel fedesl,
slate, of [Hes wiremenis? This or-
tenon inchy sndated by Court
Order to meet 15 of faw o ofhey kS
requirements. O epecisd concem is hal the
project e ac
2. 45 the project nec
raciualreg s
Federal or & x
participation. Indicate the Grant name andg
aumber in the cerament column

" only if znemergency s cleany indi- x
caled oheiwise, answel "No If "Yes",
be sure to give (ull justification
4 roes the prajest provide for andd
prove pubiic health andior public s
Tias cilenon should e answeared "No” une
fe5s publc healln andion salely can be x
stown to e an wigent or eftical Bolor.

Raw
Quantitative Analysis Scoare Totai
Range Commants Weight Score

R EEN VS RTHI

8. Doss the proecl (e

1033

Use of sewer funids 1o censtrua i

wojeet will Open up new G

of the communily to pubiic sewe

senefd o ihe commun o e 3 ; . i 8§
beneli 1o e LRty trom the and ascommodate infil. 31 leverage of private funds (assessments) : i
stment d 7
{8
= Does the project (equite speedy
Iple meniation m ovder (o assure 13 é 4 &
maximu eifectives
0.3
T {IOEE W BrOjEC COnSeneE Energy,
cuturst watural resources, of reduce % souroe aquifer protection I ]
poitiion’?
(-2
5 e propect Improve of expand
int Ciy services witers such 7 4 &
and accepted as
d effective?
G-}
4. Does the project specifically relate 10 the
Cay's strategic planning prionities o other b Sewes interceptor iden i the updsted 7007 Wastewate 4 &
plans?
Total Beore 48

WW10




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

Program Category: Project Title: 07 Project #

05 Project #

09 Project #

Rybrid Poplar Tree Effluent

L R ]
Land Application Project

Wastewatar Fachities

LRS!

W08

Description and justification of project and funding sources;

cf the Voluntary Nutnerd Reduction Program the Cily ageee¢ 10 encourage developmen! of shematives 161 waste
such as tand applicaton, wellsnds and nutnen! remova! sepdo Systems., ity Plan secommands 5
s futere "Total 1 Gaily Logd of Fhosphorn ‘ork River. The W
mitregen concesiratian limits for the
& portdon of the phosghores and ndrog G, Stad
hybntd poptars are g most effeckve and eoononuicsl way o uptake efffuentin g lznd application of elfluent. The Ciy has

asohal and partial "Eiaent Load O
ater Treatment Plant vl meet numerncat

* The next phase is o expand the pilol profect W a mch lamer scale. A prefminary engingering and feasinifity study is nee

wsion” o land application

DOTUS sh
divert

o existit

i

City property adjacent (o the jedt betore proceedn
witle & farges Rybrid poplar project, Porchase agend for acquinng and adiaoent w and tor Phase 1.
A1 800 acre paplar project is projected o gensrate revenues of $7h alter each 14 year growing cyoie
Is this eguipment prioritized on an equipment replacenment schedule? Yes No NA
X
Are there any site requirements:
Suitabie growing land would need to De acquired Lo expand 1he piie! project. A land feasibility study could begm fiscal vear 2041,
How is this project geing 1o be funded:
Funded in Prior
w Funding Sowrce Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 EY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= |sewer Revelopment Fée Fune 30,000 7.006.600
g
&
SG,U00 1,000,000 -
How is this project going to be spent: Spert in Brior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY (8 FY 18 FY 11 FY 1z FY 13 Years
o A Land Cost
= {B. Construction Cost - - - HO0.000
B¢, Contingencies {10% of 8) B0.006
f‘j B. Destan & Engineering (15% of B) 120,000
E. Percent for Art{1% of B}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other {land purchase feasitiliy)
- 1,060,648 -
froes this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . .
v Spentin Prior
s Expense Object Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 FY 19 FY 12 FY 13 Yeurs
O Personnet
ff_ Supplies
@ Purchased Services
1 (Fixed Charges
B [Capital Quiay
¢ ibebi Service
& N
iZ
o
o
s
% Hion of addifionst operating budgetimpact
Responsible Preparer's
Respongible Person Department. Date Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time initials Tetal Score

Starr Sutfivan Public Waorks TRIR008

VYT



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory. Project Title: 08 Project #

. Hybrid Poplar Tree Efffuent

Wasiewater Facilities Y - . . WW-08
Land Application Project
Qualitative Analysis Yes No Commenis

1,18 the project necessary 1o meet fegeral,
state, or local legal <7 Thes ot
werion inchades projects mandated by Tourt
Chde 10 meel feauine e of Iaw o other ® Thie VNRP sgreemenl wias & legal contrac with the MOET and USEPA siong with 1he ofer VNRP signstones,
retarements. OF spreoial conoem s that fhe
profect he acoessibie to the handicapped
Z. 18 the project necessany to fullilt & oon-
{racius require t% Yhis critesion cludes
Federal or State grards which requite iocsl x
paricipation. Indicate the Grant name srd
mumizer in the comment column
s this project urgently required? WAl Gi-
lay resdlt in cuttailment of an essontial ser-
vice? This statement showd be checked
“Yest enly it an emergency is clearly ingi x
catled. otherwise, answer "Ne”. i “Yes®
e sure 10 give e stification.

o prowide for andion an
prove pubie Reaitlh andior public saiety?
This criterion should be answered "No™ un-

bl fealth andion salety can be X

shiove (e he an urgend o ortical factor
Raw
Quantitative Analysis Suore Totat
Range Comments Weight Score
S ces e project resiat in maximum . . X .

. ) i . Land application of wastawake efffuent has been demonstiated 1o be far less expentive Uan “ 15
penetit [ the comr G the 3 . & &
Benelit o the cammunity from the 3 usiding & mechanical featment
INvESENENL doliary

PeScT
el requlng oy
Impies i orded o ure He 3 Oivess tha T AERRS 16 grow poplar § should be GG 4 &
EALYSS
(0-
T Does the project o . . i . .

. o . This project v Tove NUtnent pollution froms the Clark Fork River as well as produce commercal o
GG OF DATUIE (G3QUICES, BF red 3 WOOLE OGS, 3 b
potution?

{021
jfiesehs 2 s . % 8

e Proviges aitermnate and agsilions! waslewater treatment i
Qrized 300 3666
sary and eiective?

{03}
“ Provides environnentaty fniendly wastewater reaument. Fultils recemmendations outlivesd in fhe P 12
- et Facility Plan ' -
Tolal Score 5%

VA2




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

Program Cateqory: Project Title:

Wastewaier Facilities

Sewer Pipe Rehahiliation Frogram

a7 Project ¥

08 Project #

09 Project #

VR0

VAL

WwW-08

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Froper eguipaient gnd traming siows the
maintenance, help identify and priortize
Completion of the WAWTE upgrade o

T 3R Frushi s
T &5 Manhole ¢
= 2067 WMain repairs consisting of 10,885 inest feet

ity stalf 10 evaluate he cotdition of e
s City annually repais 2
s the Clly (o ref

1on ayatent, T
nficant amount of sanitas
e (GG i

Y SEWEr ME

se evalalions, condudled during routine line
and related appurnenances

i this equipment prioriized oh an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes Mo WA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
How is Uis project going (o be funded: i
Funded in Prior
b Funding Source Accounting Code FY B8 FY 10 FY 11 FYy iz FY 43 Years
Z | Sewer RAL (Sewer ing fepair] R ARG 150000 H RESARENE] 1040 GGG 2,736,521
i;‘f Seweer RAD (Sewer line rehahil 150,600 150,060 150,000 180000
&
300,600 200,060 S0, 600 200,600 S0 Q00 2,736,521
How is this project going 1o be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Cods FY 09 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
% A Land Cost
z |B. Construction Cost #40.000 240,000 240000 240,000 2418827
& C. Contingencies (10% of B) 24 080 2 (00 24 000 24 000 211,883
ux_, . Design & Enginegring {15% of 8} B6.0060 REale] 35000 35000 317 4t4
£, Percent for Art {1% of B}
F.Equipment Costs
Q. Oiher {additfonal engineesing,
300.000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 2649784
Does this project have sny additional impact on the operating budget: X )
" Spent in Prior
5 £xpense Object Accounting Code FY 09 Y 10 Fy 11 Yy 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personmnel
~ iBupplies
’(9” Purchased Services
& iFixed Charges
5 iCapitai Outiay
o 1Debt Service
-
<
5
ey
% ceipleon of additionat operating budgel mpact
Responsibie Preparers
Responsibiec Person: Denartryent; Date Submitted 1o Finance Today's Date and Time nitiais Jotal Score
Steve King Public Works 311872008 a8 1127 CJIK 45

FPage WW13




CAPITAL HWIPROVEMENT PROGRAN,
Project Rating

(See CLP, Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category.

Project Title:

Wastewater Facilifies

Sewer Pipe Rehabiitation Program

06 Project #

WW-08

Quatitative Analysis

Comuents

1. 4% the proge Seary 1o mest e

st

.o local legal requirements? This od.
1

Order (o meet requirements of lave or other

o Meudes pre

s mandated by Court

al concern s that the

requirements. Of spech

progedd be s

zesive (o the handicapped

7 is e project nec

sany to fullill & con

traciual requiren Thig eriterian includes

fFederal of Stale grants which require fo

t name and

patticipation. indicate the G

Aumber i he comment column

projeet urgemly reguiredt VW de-

4 i cuntatimend of a0 essential 2o

vice? This statement should be chizched

"Yes" only i 88 emergency i clesrly ingh

cated. olhervase, answer "No®. i Ye

be sure to give full justification

4. e ide for andict i
Ay ?

s eritenon shoold be answered "N un

3 the project pro

prove pubi fthy andior publ

less public health andior safety can be

shceen o he an ugent or crtioal faciorn

Quiantitative Analysis

Raw
Score

Range Commernts

Wedglhit

Toial
Score

the project result oy maxiniurm
{10 ihe community from e

investrment daiiar?

(€3

[X]

stnent in done rehabidiation wif reduce the need 101 plard expansion, 190

GVETBYING

& [ous the projec! frequine speedy
HEARON M Orier 10 Assure is

7

P

MERU M Secliveng

(-3

7 Rediction of inflow resalling from sewes repaits enhanoes tre;

Rl plant oy

3]

T Does the project consanve eneigy.

i 3 Or LATUTEE FESGUreEs, of fad

potkaton?

{03

21 Repair of older sewer Enes helps reduce water po rEsuting in better

Gl protectian.

% [oe

R SOECH MIProve Of expiand

& whers

upnrr assential City senvic

SEMVDRE B8 (G i and &

Deitg necessary and effactive?

e wasie

Aittenance

1er colieclion system s & necessary obligation

G Does the project speciliceiy relste (o the
City's 8

plans?

ategic planning prionties or other

Fraviding gdditona capacity
asewered Aress, per the

aifvwy the Oty o contaueg |

(=3

45

Page WWWi4




Sewer Mains Repaired Annually (Lineal Feet)

1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005* 2006 2007

* 2005 main focus was main replacement rather than repair (Birch and Broadway mains).

Sewer Mains Video Inspected Annually (Lineal Feet)

140000

120000 — — —

100000

80000 —

60000

40000 +—————

20000

. W

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005* 2006 2007

Page WW15




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2009.2013

Program Category: i Project Title: ’ I 07 Project # ] 08 Project i 09 Project #

W10

Description and justification of project and funding sources:

Five sewage it stations are approaching the end of their service life, Additionally, these fifl station are of obsoclele design which faders mamlenance, reduines confined space
entry and egress and Das polential for operaional dificulies, This project will replace pumps, sauipment, controle, coat the inside of the existing wet wells wilh polyurethane and
alimi confingd spate enties for maintenance. This project will bring these eriticat 1 stations up to current lift station standards estabiished by the City and maximize sate and
refiabie service. The five sewage litl stations walh this design should be upgraded and rebabiltaled in the next five years:

2008 - Caras Park {designed and under review at Department of Environmental Quality)

2010 - Reserve St

2011 - Dickens St

2012 - East Missoula

2013 - Grant Creek

is this equipment pricritized on an eguipment replacement scheduie? Yaos Ne NA

Are there any site requirements:

How is this project going to be funded:
Funded in Prior

u Funding Source Accounting Code FY 03 EY 10 FY 11 Fy iz FY 13 Years
5 Sewer R&D 160,000 300,000 200,000 200,000 200,600 40,000
>
o]
o
160,000 300,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 40,000
How is this project going to be spent:
v prejectgeing i Spent in Pricr
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0§ FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
5; A Land Cost
Z 18B. Consiruction Cost 128,000 240,000 160,000 160,000 160,000
& C. Contingencies {10% of 8) 12,800 24,000 18,000 16,060 16.600
>u<1 D. Design & Engineering {15% of 3} 18,200 36.0600 24,004 24,000 24.000
£, Percent for A {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other (additional engingering}
160,000 60,0040 200,000 200,000 200,000 -
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget; R
» Spent in Prior
P Expense Ohject Accounting Code FY 69 FY 1o FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
Q {Personnel
(2 .
 |Suppties
3 Purchased Services
23 |Fixed Charges
@ Capital Quttay
@ |Debt Service
=z - .
-
<
o
i
% Desuription of additionst operating budget impact:

Responsible Preparer’s
Responsibic Person: Department: Date Submitted to Finance Teday's Date ang Time Indtials Total Score
Starr Sulfivan Public Works 3/19/2008 1232008 16:40 CUK A0
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWM
Project Rating

{Ses CLR metructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category:

Project Title:

WASTEWATER AREFY

08 Project #

Wi

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

Na Comments

&

tenon molrdes projects mandated by Coun

Orger 1o mes

FEGUHETEnS it oig thet e

progect b Ealely]

SENINET i e commient colizmn

WAl e

SHTETIEY

iat urg v reguired’?

1ent of an es:

Bit i curt

Tris skate shoyld e checked

e

cated: othanyt

hy -
#"Yes",

oy 1 81 GIRIgenCy 18

Fiswvar TNG”

sure fo gee full justitication.

4. Does the pr provide {on andforn n-

i e

DIVE | GE putiic satety?

This cotenon shaud e answered "Ne

andior safely ci

showwn 16 B &6 argenl o Crtic

Cuantitative Anslysis

Riaw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Scare

B [ows e project restdt i maxisnam

fit to {he community frem the

vient dollar?

Mo Gensal Fung mo

y wifi e used lor the

red e pediech fegure

weaizion u order o &

RN

Project 15 8 sysiem dpg

EN

ES

PoOoes e [)!'Oj{‘:('.'n CONSRIVE t

ARGIQY,

of nata e

il

2t the i

CLIMPBIoVE OfF 23

WhETE

on essetial Sy send

services are recognized and Med s

rilid or continued sewar @ 1o ihe

Gty

£

faslmwater

sbligations outlin

Total Soore

WY



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Project Title:

Wastewaler Facilities

South 7th Street Wes!
Sapitary Sewer $ID

07 Project #

08 Project ¥

08 Project #

W12

Description and justification of project and funding sourc

Y SEwe m 51

e S0 project o provide C
Soutit fh Stee

% froming Soutt Fih Shreet W

T S

v O
and South &ih Street ¥

is this equipment prioritized on an cguipment replacement schedule¥ Yos ] WA
X
Are thiere any Site reguirements:
How ig this project gomg to be funded . i X
Funded in Prior
4 Funding Source Accounting Code FY 09 FY 10 £Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
= SONETLE 52,500
u
=
r
[
67 SG0
Mow is 1his project going to be spent Spent i Prior
Budgeted Fundg Accounting Code FY 82 FY 10 FY $1 FY 42 I'Y 13 Years
w LA Land Cost
% . Construction Cost
1. Contingencies (10% of B -
2B Design & Engincering {15% of 8
E. Percent for At {1% of 8}
F. Equipment Costs
G. Olher
GO
Dot this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: . X
& Speat in Prior
“",; Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0g FY 10 FY i1 £y 12 FY 13 Years
8 Fersonnet
o iSupplies
@ Purchased Services
o (Fixed Chirges
Z iCapial Cutiay
¢ iDebt Service
=
o
«
w
o
o
Proparers
Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitied o Finance Today's Date and Time initfals Total Score
Kevin Slovarp Public Works 374612008 ST 5y

Fage WWAWIE




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Project Rating

{See C1LP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Calegory: Froject Title:

Wastewater Facilities

South 7th Street West
Sanitary Sewer SiD

G5 Project #

W12

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No

Conmments

118 e project ned

e, 0f e

terion inchrdes peojects mandated by Cour

Creder to ol Of faw o athes

tRggLne

requirements. O $pec:al conoern s Hust the

ceessible (o the handicapped

v to fulfl & con-

Nig criterion nciudes

5 which require lacat

tion . fndicate the Grand name and

ot columin

Ol de-

Gt

afmaent of an anli

1l should be chacked

v s cleary ngt-

cated: ethenyize, angwer "Ne© 1Y e,

ne s give (Ul fustification.

kS

4. [oes the proj

ol pravide (o0 andfor im-

prove pubic hesith andior public

This criterion showld be answered "No™ un

a3

Hic e aith aned

¢ sately can be

shown i be s argent or oitical Tacior

X

CQuantilative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Comments

Weight

Total
Score

the et sl in maximum

beaehit ic (he community feoar the

irvestment golar?

.38

o

S PIGlECt tony 14y,

Do rEtal resoure oF teducy

2 MR A

FOVIOE & SEwd A 16 Several properiies Gr sepus systems

B teCoghine

G0 Of pubic sewer 1y the

T 0f e Bevar

1 Flan

Total Score

0
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CAFITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAWM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Tite: GY Projeci #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Wastewater Facifities Traftic Atlenuator

W13

Description and justification of project and {unding sources:

cushion) for use during sewer coltechion system manie
& nunted oF putled Dy a pilol we
sommgnded by the Marsa! ar Unifeny Traffic Conteel (e

Fear-end S
CE ORErations

iz this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement scheduie? Yes No MA
X
Are there any sile requirements:
HBow is this project going to be funded; X .
Funded in Prior
‘-’5 Funding Sousce Accounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
2 |Sewer RED i
W
>
%}
o
18,500 -
How is this project going o be spent; . .
' project going ' Spent in Prior
Budgeted Funds Accounting Code FY 0% FY 1¢ EY 11 FY 12 £Y 13 Years
% A Land Cost
= 1B Construction Cost
WiC, Contingencies (10% of B}
5D, Design & Engineering (15% of B}
E. Percent for Art {1% of 8}
F. Egquipment Costs 18800
G. Other (additicnal engineésing
Does this project have any additonal impact an the operating budget: X .
* Spent in Prior
E Expense Object Accounting Code £y 04 FY 10 FY 11 £Y 1z FY 42 Years
8 Personnel
v |Supplies
5 Purchased Services
& {Fixed Chaoges
2 [Capital Duday
¢ {Debl Service
=4 B
£
<
|24
@l
o
&)
Responsible Preparer's
Responsible Person: Departimeni Date Submitied o Finance Today's Date and Yime initials Total Score
Stary Sullivan Frublic Works LK 4%

Page W20




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Project Rating

{See CLP. Instructions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Caleony:

Project Titie:

Wastewater Faciities

TYraffic Attenuatar

08 Project #

WW-13

Qualitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

mEnis of igw or other

Of special concern s that the

profect be sccessibde (o e handicappes

"

The T mends use of 2

1310

HOTE 4 g

: nationaly recoghized standard o edures

Mfic contral proc

o, Bigh-vaiene

-

2 I s project ne

ary 1o fulfill @ oo

traoiuat

seuirament? Thie arierion inckides

anis which require tocsl

prasticipation. indicate he Grant name ang

numier m e comement colima

cated; othervise, gnswar "Na”

Be sure 1o give {oll justification

4. Does the project provide for andiorn in

pubiG

OV publ

This cridenon should be anawered -

public heaith andior safety can be

showi 10 DE atr urgent or enhical @

et o i

¥ end vehi

cally reduie persons

sy 0 the puldic and Cily Sewer e

v e event o

Guantitative Analysis

Raw
Score
Range

Commenis

Weight

Totat
Score

LIt

% ment wis s N fedu e & HY
€. {0 the pio . .
| i - i andd b ; i
plerrentaon i order : ) ‘ 2
implementation i ord Fs g Brooks 4 i
maxiowm sifecven
(0.3
7 oes e e
cllty nAUG e 3
ocliztic
i mvyrove he salely of raveling pubiic and Gy Crews Y SEWET Ml
beng n
S D0es the project By & 40 he
Cily's stralegic planning prionlies of olher sl enhar: G and Sewer maintensn & i
I ?
Total Soore 43
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIF Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category: Project Title:

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

Wastewater Facitity

i ] r [ acHiti
Wastowaler Facilities 300 KVA Porable Generasor

Wil-1a

Description and justification of project and funding source

G i 10 suppiy @
RIS

oy ponwer 10 the trestment faciity or any
1 okt for

g Build

a GRS
poniabie GaneEraton

dings.

Approximately once each year we Dave rented & latger unit
o arval mainterance o e e of. T hese 1

A generator wauld offset approxitnatety 1,500 per year in rental fees

flice fos plsnred mis i e §

Ganeral Specification. 300 )VA J8G VO 3 phase, 450 Amps railen mounted with @ 1-hour 1ank
Budget Estimate: $60.0600

i on shant ned

wuton panel it that buiidng. The ssme

Is this eguipment prioritized on an eguipment replacement schedule? Yes o NA
X
Are there any gite requirements:
How is this project going to be funded .
Fundied in Prior
= Funding Source Accounting Code EY 08 EFY 10 Y 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
& Sewer RED 63,000
i
=
iy
o
AL OGE - : ~
How is this project going te be spent
project going ! Spentin Prior
Sudgelad Funds Accounting Code Fy g £Y 10 EY 11 FY iz FY 43 Years
u £ Land Cost
Z 1B Construction Cost
WC, Contingencies (10% of B
é B, Design & Engineering (18% o1 B
E. Percent for Ant {1% of B)
F. Equipment Costs
G. Other
Hi3.000
Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget: i i
o Spent in Prior
i Expense Oblect Acgounting Code FY 08 FY 10 FY 11 FY §2 FY i3 Yenrrs
8 Personniet
— Bupplies
g Parchased Services §th
& |Fixed Charges
g Capifal Oullay
@ |Debt Service
Z N
=
=
£
3%
% Gescripiion of acditional operating budget impsct Operating butget reduction for znnuel rontat iees of approx oy $1H.000
Freparer's
Responsible Person, Responsible Depariment; Date Submitted to Finanece Today's Date and Time Initjgls Toial Score
Starr Sullivan Public Works 318/2008 VA0 Gk At

PPage W22




CAPITAL IMPFROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Rating

{See C.LP. instruclions For Explanation of Criteria}

Program Category! Preject Thie:

Waslewstor Facitities

Wastewater Facility
300 KyAa Portable Generator

09 Project #

W14

Cualitative Analysis Yes No Comments
14w the s ner
siale, | egat requirement
teion cudes profecls mandaled by Court
Lder (0 meed rTeqliremaents of s o oiher X
requarsmante. OF specis i ET the
ssibiz {0 the handicapped
¥ s the project necessary o fuffitt &
tractusl requirement? This citenion mokudes
Faderal ar Slate granls which requirg looat X
pETHCELON a0
gamibes @3 the conymant ¢
Goby s poo
lay rog
vica? This statement should €
ly i an e X
caled: ofhenwise, answir Ne™. 17
B o te give tull justific:
4. [oes the projest provide forn and/or in-
prove public hesith sadior public salety?
fon should be answered "No” un- if the Headworks of Primary Effuant e the City could I sruahon 4
aedfor saluty can b ¥ ath Fork River
shown 1o be an urgent o critica! facton
Raw
Cuantilative Analysis Scors Total
Range Connnents Waight Score
{333
iy &
ity from the 31 o i 15
[{ERS]
By
impleranisiion in orden 1o assure 48 i 4 &
&I !,"ff(*ﬁiw(‘
T [oes e project consenve energy.
cultursl oo nabiral resouces, of e Coudd provent a pote b dhe Clark Fosk River, 5 &
LUTHIGVE OF expand
et ] 3 4 i
t sooepled @
ary ang effective?
4. [oes the project specificatiy relats (o the
1 pritibes of othir i 4 bl

Fage VWAWLZ3




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
Chty of Missoula CIP Project Request Form FY 2008-2013

Program Category:

Praject Thie:

Wastewater Facilities

Rattlesnake Neighborhood Wastlewater
Collection System

07 Project #

08 Project #

08 Project #

VARG

WANLOD

WW.15

Cescription and justification of project and funding sources:

FYZ008 -

Sy SEv

- Prelimg

y

struction on 1he sewer (o serve the reniainng 320 properie

ulility funds. Ho

v Dy

{ as compieied
- Giibert Sireet propeny owoers peliionsd 1o
Lincolwaod propecy ownars peliioned 1o creste

3 (comptetis 20
S 554 and 536 (compleled 2006)

J s

< planmed for 2006

round waters and impact Ratliesnake Crec

sl for ower 120 honsing unit
singtion of S10 &

ter

Is this equipment pricritized on an equipment replacement schadule? Yes o WA
X
Are there any sie reguirenents:
How is this project going to be funded: i .
Funded in Prior
L:‘;‘ Funding Sourge Accounting Code FY 30 FY 13 EY 52 FY 13 Years
= & 000 z 710,000
W D945 3 6 £74.000
& nt Fonds TSHEP 452100
at Funds DHRC 70000
5806, 100 1,381,000
How is this project going o be spent: Spent in Prior
Budgeled Funds Accounting Code FY 02 FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 Years
w 1A, Land Cost
‘;’i B, Construction Cost 1. 4 Bds BHEO
5 iC. Contingencies (10% of B} 464 485
710, Design & Engineering {15% of B} BEG T8 -
E. Percent for At {1% of B}
F. Eguipment Cosis
G. Other radditional engineenng,
1,381,000
a8 (s sCt have /3 3 - Brati et
" Does this project have any additional impact on the operating budget Spent in Prior
b Expense Object Accounting Code FY 0% FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 Years
8 Personnel
 |Supphes
E’i Purchased Services
o [Fixed Charges
3 [Capital Ouday
o iDebt Service
= N
faa
%
4
o [RishtE Vo addincnal opsrating butpel g
Responsibie Preparer's
Responsible Person: Departimant: Date Submitied 10 Finance Today's Date and Thne Initials Total Score
Steve King Pubtic Works 3192008 [OR 14 44
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRANM
FProject Rating

(See C.1P. Instructions For Expianation of Criteria)

Program Category: Project Title:

Wastewater Facilities

Rattiesnake Neighborheood
Wasiewaler Collection Systeém

08 Project ¥

W15

Quatitative Analysis

Yes

No Comments

115 the project ne

any o et fedaral

lonat legat tequirerents? This o

o

projecis mand

Jrder 1 ne =iy of (3w or gther

reguRT

requirements. OF special concern & that the

anddi

waible o the

project b oo e

7. is the project necessary to il 3 con-

ent? Tius ordencn wichaies

{rciuat rg ]

o I State grants which retuire oosl

garticipation. Indi

Aumbar i the commant cokimn

iy e ailment of an

vice'? This statement should be checked

ardy if am erner

cated oihenise, ans CMNet Y es

b sure to give full ostification

3 provige for

OV dicr public s

Thug orite

shows o i

Ak Number five it {he Missouls Valley W
e ity fitrts.

e Quatity st

¥ for deed

Uinsewered Atge Stady it s number fwa

Quantitative Analysis

Raw
Svore
Range

Comments

Weight

Totat

Score

sl i maxanum

ty from he

(-3

S

4

T CONSENVE ¢

i resourc

wolion of he aole source agnfern

S IOJECH IPOVE OF BXDEND

erdit Cily S6nices where su

services are recognized snd accepted as

Dt e and effective?

N

I speaficaliy frelsie 1o

of oifve

City's sleatagic plarming priot

ns?

The projesl enhances community Bvabiliy by prolecting e enviromnent
ctentified 1y the wpdated We Frciities Plan

Tetat Seore

Fage WWES
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