CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

City of Missoula CIP Project Request/Update Form FY 2018-2022

Department Priority Major Department New or Update Required Delay Project Title
. Is this project Can project be o
23 of 23 Parks_and_Recreation prol Sk Rattlesnake Trail
- - New Required? delayed?
Project Rating Project Number Division/ Sub-Department No No
Replacement 0 Parks & Recreation Is the project APPROVED for Fiscal Year 2018? Y FUNDED? N

Summary Description and rationale of project and funding sources:

The project proposes to create a 10" wide asphalt trail along Rattlesnake Dr. from Creek Crossing Rd. to Tamarack Dr. The preferred route, Option A, for the trail places it in the borrow ditch on the west side of Rattlesnake
Dr. This option also includes a spur trail connection between the trail and the alley on School District land. This project will require a coordinated effort between the City, the School District and the Neighborhood. See TLI's
report “10-2572 Rattlesnake Trail Feasibility Study” in Support for more details.

Total estimated cost for Option A in 2010 is $198,438.09 (this includes costs for the trail spur and additional crossing signage not shown in the attached estimate)

History & Current Status: Impact if Cancelled or Delayed

This project has been brought to the City through a request from the Upper Rattlesnake Neighborhood Council. Parks & Rec has agreed to be the project’s sponsor. The Nbhd. secured a Nbhd Grant to fund a feasibility
study that investigated 3 options for routing of the trail. Territorial Landworks was hired to do the feasibility study in 2010. The $3,000 Neighborhood Grant is accounted for on this sheet under funded in prior years. There
is not a funding source at this time to move the project forward. The Subdivsion funds are still available.

Are there any site requirements/ Potentially Affected Interest (PAl) Coordination:

This project will require a coordinated effort between the City, the School District and the Neighborhood.

How is this project going to be funded:

Operational Budget Impact

Yr. 1. budget Unappropriated years
Prior Year
Funding Source A ing Code Summation FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22
w Fees (Cor ivision) 27,413 171,025
é Neighborhood Grant 3,000
& |RTP - Save Routes to Schoool - 171,025
30,413 - - - - 342,050
How is this project going to be spent:
Budgeted Funds el VGET
A ing Code Summation FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22
w A. Land Cost 3,000
£ B. Construction Cost -
Iél C. Contingencies (10% of B) -
- D. Design & Engineering (15% of B) -
E. Percent for Art (1% of B) -
F. Equipment Costs -
G. Other -
3,000 - - - - -
Is this equipment prioritized on an i repl. t le?
Is there ongoing O ing and/or Mail costs upon /| of project?
If "Y" then complete the section below (Operational Budget Impact)
(account for operational savings and/or reduction in current budget of previous operating/maintenance charges)
Prior Year
Object Accounting Code Summation FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22
Personnel
Supplies

Purchased Services

Fixed Charges

Capital Outlay

Debt Service

DEHEEREE

(Operational Savings)

NOTE: Approval of the CIP does not indicate approval of the ongoing operating and maintenance costs. Those costs must be submitted as a "New Request" in the regular budget process. This will ensure the coordination exists
between the CIP and the new request

Description of additional operating budget impact:

Responsible Person: Responsible Department: Date Submitted to Finance Today's Date and Time Preparer's Initials

Donna Gaukler Parks and Recreation 5/1/2017 1/22/2018 15:52 RA




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
City of Missoula CIP Project Request - Update Form for FY2018-2022

Department Priority Major Department New or Update Required Delay Project Title
23 of 23 Parks_and_Recreation Is this ‘,’mjm CIIE Rattlesnake Trail
Required? delayed?
New
Project Rating Project Number Division/ Sub-Department No No
Replacement | Parks & Recreation Was the project APPROVED for the prior Fiscal Year 2017? No FUNDED?

There is no more info that is required on this sheet, please go to the tab labeled "FRONT".

Provide an update on the project; phase x of x; % complete; outstanding items/purchases; what is remaining to complete the project.

This project has been brought to the City through a request from the Upper Rattlesnake Neighborhood Council. Parks & Rec has agreed to be the project’s sponsor. The Nbhd.
secured a Nbhd Grant to fund a feasibility study that investigated 3 options for routing of the trail. Territorial Landworks was hired to do the feasibility study in 2010. The $3,000
Neighborhood Grant is accounted for on this sheet under funded in prior years

Project Revenues

Actual Actual Budgeted Actual Variance Total Project
Funding Source Accounting Code FY 2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2017 FY 2017 Revenue
Subdivision Fees (Cornerstone Sub.) 27,413 S S 27,413
Neighborhood Grant 3,000 3,000
30,413 | $ -1S -1S S 30,413
Project Expenditures

Actual Actual Budgeted Actual Variance Total Project

Funding Source Accounting Code FY 2015 FY2016 FY2017 FY2017 FY 2017 Expenditures
Neighborhood Grant 3,000 S S 3,000
3,000 | $ -1s -1s S 3,000




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project description/Rating

(See C.I.P Instructions for explanation of the Project Rating and Rational that is required)

Department Priority Project Rating Department New or Update Project Title
23 Replacement Parks_and_Recreation .
- New Rattlesnake Trail
of 23 0 Parks & Recreation
Project Rating #1 Project Rationale #1
Leverage Subdivision funds of ~$30K can help with completion of the project

Does the project have funding
partners where the CIP portion of
funding leverages a significant
amount of other sources?
Examples include Federal or State
grant funding.

Project Rating #2 Project Rationale #2

Plan Project was brought to the City through a request from the Upper Rattlesnake Neighborhood Council.

Does the project meet a goal in an
adopted City plan? Identify the
plan and how this project meets
that goal

Project Rating #3 Project Rationale #3

#N/A

Project Rating #4 Project Rationale #4

#N/A




TERRITORIAL} |{ LANDWORKS, INC.

——

Movember 17, 2010

Erin Scoti
Neighbarhood Lisson

RE: 10-2572 Rattesnake Trad Feasibiity Study
Project Deliverabies

Dear Erin:

Thank you for allowing us to assist the Upper Rattlesnake Meighbarhood Councll in proviging Engineering
Teasitdties of potential rall options for the upper Rattlesnake area. Enclosed with this letter are the
project deliverables that include: Right-of-Way exhibil on a CD, exhibits of three {3) potential trail npbms
and three {3) Engineer's Preliminary Estimates for those options. The Right-of-Way CD provides viss
evidence of available Right-of-Way identifying where a trai can fit and areas whare additional Riw-d
Way will be necessary 1o acquira. The Irail exnibits detail e baliove will be
m accommodate pedestrian facilities within these areas. The Engineer's Preliminary Estimates detail the
Casts and Final S Costs that would need to be required
rutthelrai The r. i at 30% of the C: Cﬂhmlhlnhnﬁﬂm
have typically seen with CTEP nm,hea A 15% conlingency has alsn been incuded within the costs since
the trail will most lkely be designed and built in the fulure when costs are higher than they are presently.
Below is a detaded description of the potential trail options.

sing

Option A - Temarack to Cregk Croy:
Total Estimated Cost = $186,638.00
Total Estimated Cost Per Lineal Foot of Path = $49.23/Lineal Foot of Path

Option A will begin al Tamarack and ulilize a 10 wide asphalt trall that will foliow along Rattiesnake Drive
pinned to the edge of the borrow ditch until it reaches the access o the gas facility, Dncnlhuwhhu
reached that accass il will transition into a 5 wide sidewalk with curb and . On the gaa facdlily side of
the sidewalk, a dry stack retaining wall with a handrail will be construeted. This retaining wall and hand
ullmmdeas-\c,aIneslmelromIhoroodlulhllﬂylsmsmpnﬂdmuldmaw

of fill te: construct an scceptable slope off of the sidewalk. The sidewslk will cross over Creek Crossing
Rd. with the use of a cross walk, Tmmwdmwhmmwmomwudhmlngmmﬂ
ADA signage is te be very minimal for this option and has been

ig
included within the Construction Estimate, During ouwr field walk, Doug Harby informed us that the City is
planning on completing the sidewalk on Rattlesnake Drive to Creek Crossing Rd. From this information, it
was decided thal Creek Crossing Rd. will be the end location of this option. This option is located entirely
In available Right-of-Way.

=T
Total Estimated Cost = $254,750.77
Total Estimated Cost Per Lineal Foot of Path = $47 47/Lineal Foct of Path
Option B will also begin at Tamarack and have a 10' wide asphalt trad that will run unngme wau-
of Ratllesnake Drive, until Ratlesnake Drive makes a turn to the west. Rather than turning
heading hawarﬂ Creek Crossing Rd. as Option A does, the trall will cross Rattiesnake Drhm usmq an

A v will consist of a crosswalk, truncated domes, and pedestrian

crossing wwnlnn s.gnam Once the trail has crossed over Rattlesnake Drive it will transition info an &'
wide asphalt ral that will run along the backside of the saccer fields. There is an existing easemant that
will allow for this. Once the trail has intersected with the scocer field parking lof it will buen into a §

20 W Ao | P, B 31 | Mo s 59008
DTS2 st | 43TT1-ATH

TING

e ToTrias anws. cim

skiewalk with curb and gutter that will head west toward along Lower Lineoin Hills. It was discussed that
parking lot improvements for the soccer fiedd are in future plans, The proposed sidewalk will run on the
sireet side of the parking lot for the entire length of the parking lot. All the work to the end of the parking
lot will be done within the Right-of-Way. Once the sidewslk has reached the ond of the soccer field
parking lot. there |s not any available Right-of-Way for the sidewallk to eortinue on unless the enlire rosd
is shifted 1o the south or sidewalk sasements are acquired from the residents on the north side of the
road. From our fleld walk it was discussed that the cost te shift the raad would be too extreme and the
acquisition of easements would need 1o be the option to complote the skiewalk along Lower Lincodn Hills.
Doug Harby belleves that the City wil propose to the property owners that the City will pay for the cuh
and sidewalk in that area if the property owners will grant an easement for the curb and sidewalk.

ng and soccer fields

Option C - Tamarack to Craek Crossi
Taotal Estimated Cost = §223,926.08
Total Estimated Cost Per Lineal Foot of Path = $42.23(Lineal Foet of Path
Option C consists of a combination of Opticn A and B. This oplion is included because il will provide a
route to Creek Crossing as well as a roule fo Lower Lincoln Hills via the backside of the soccer fields. it
will utilize Option A's 10° asphalt rail route from Tamarack (o Creek Crossing Rd. However, this route wil
.-lsuuﬂlmm enhanced crossing of Option B that will have the &' asphalt trall go along the backside of
the sccoer fietds. This trail will end once it reaches the parking lot for the soccer fields. This option is
located entirély in available Right-of-Way.

Aphlwddl&ahﬂmi)-wkx to provide the Upper
with a feasibiiny stuty for potential A options. I yau have any questans or nesd clanfication on
unylbm!mmlﬂlﬂ pleasa do not hesitate to give us @ call at 721-0142.

Sincerely,
Territorial-Landworks, Inc.
oy s
Cory Davis, EIT.
{2) co Right-Of-Way tion & Exhibit

{5)Trail Option B Exhibit

(5)Trail Option C Extibit

{5)Trail Faasibiity Detalls

{5)0ption & Engineer’s Preliminary Cost Estimate
(5)0ption B Enginear’s Preliminary Cost Estimate
(5)0ptian C Enginesr's Prefiminary Cost Estimate

c. File (W/ Enclosures) R
TAI_ACTIVE FILES\N010 Frojectsi2572 - Raftiesnake Trad Fonsbity|1_ADMIN.E Seof Prejoct Delvorntins D010-11-17 doe.
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