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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE establishing a restricted parking zone in th
Montlake Neighborhood.

bounded by East Shelby Street, East Hamlin Street, West Par

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. There is hereby established a restricted

parking zone as contemplated by Ordinance 108200, Section

11.16.315, as amended by Ordinance 108354, in the area

Drive and East Park Drive East; and the Director of Engineering

under the direction of the Board of Public Works is authorized

to reserve parking on the streets within the restricted

parking zone for the exclusive use of abutting properties

and/or in the discretion of the Board, residents in the

zone, vehicles used by their visitors, and service vehicl

of persons having business in the street, at all or only

certain hours; to set time limits for parking applicable

all vehicles except vehicles owned or used by such resideAts,

their visitors or service vehicles of persons having business

in the street or with the residents; on behalf of the Board,

to issue permits authorizing parking by residents, their

visitors, and,service vehicles of persons having business

4--he street or with the residents independently of parking

restrictions applicable to the public generally; and to take

such other action as appropriate to implement Ordinance

108354 within the restricted parking zone.

Section 2. Posting of traffic control signs and issuance

of courtesy ("warning") notices to violators pursuant to the

authority and prior to the effective date of this ordinan~e

are hereby ratified and confirmed.

1 CS 19



(To be used for all Ordinances except Emergency.)

Section... ..3.. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty days from and after its passa e and

approval, if approved by the Mayor; otherwise it shall take effect at the time it shall become a law u
n
tr

the

provisions of the city charter.

Passed by the City Council the ....
A.T

.......... day of ..............................
r

..............................
97?

and signed by me in open session in authentication of its pass~~ge this ................... .................... ... ay of

, A

.......... ........ -0 - ............ I...
1917*Ixr ..... .......... 5

President .....................
the City Cou0cil.

Approved by me this
.........

&
a
m

p
;Y

........ day of
................. Raveinfl)

Filed by me this ........... r ........ day of
~ ................. Mem ber...................... ~,

197.7

(SEAL)

Published ............................... ....................... ............
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Attest: ...... :7
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Vour City, Seattle

Executive Department-Of lice of Man

,".1sey Jones. 1C' -1

Charies Royer, Mayor

The Honorable Douglas Jewett

City Attorney

City of Seattle

Dear Mr. Jewett:

9

The Mayor is proposing to City Council that the enclosed report and recommenda-

;,~;,at emplool;e-It 000011u'OtY

Department - Office of Management and Budget - Room 102 Municipa~ Building - Saalttte, Washington

tion be returned to Council for review.

REQUESTING
DEPARTMENT: Board of Public Works

forwarding this request for legislation directly to your office for review an

lake Neighborhood.

Pursuant to the City Council's S.O.P. 100-014, the Executive DepartmentL \-

month, residential Parking Zone Pilot Project in the Mont
0

ting a report and recommendation on implementing a

SUBJECT: A communication from the Director of Engineering submi

draf ting.

Sincerely,

Charles Royer

Mayor

Case"Y Jones,,'.

Budgiat-01IF-ctor

CJ:rb:jk

Enclosure
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Betty L. McFarane, Executive Secretary
cl~!a~les Nlayor

Re: Residential Parking Zones
Montlake Pilot Project

VIA: Mayor Charles Royer, Attention: OMB

City Council

City of Seattle

Honor-able Members:

OC T 161 79

OFFICE OF MAN GEMENT

The Board of Public Works had before it, in regular session today, a c
munication from the Director of Engineering submitting report and recom

fendation on implementing a Residential Parking Zone pilot Project in th
Montlake Neighborhood.

An Engineering Department representative briefed the Board and resident
were present at the hearing. Residents indicated they were very much i
favor of the pilot project being implemented.

The Board concurred in the recommendation of the Director of Engineerin
that the pilot project in the Montlake neighborhood, as submitted, should
De implemented for a period of six months and herewith forwards that
recommendation to your Honorable Body for consideration and necessary I gis-
lative action. Attached for your review is the report and recommendat i as
submitted by the Director of Engineering. A report and recommendation ill
be forwarded to the Board after the six-month period.

BIM:wb

cc: Mayor Charles Royer
OMB

Noel Schoneman, Engineering Dept.
Ellen Hansen, DCD

Major Dempsey, Police Dept.

At t.

ja~jvc- gctlon oy
An equal emp'cyrnsn', opportun~,y - affirq

I : Gmllpi qr~

P,og~c of Publil- Works DePE!,tmert. 303 NAk,"11CIP 1 925-2268

noa,d of PuW~c Wo-',~s: Kwne!~! fA~ ch'airmarl, suot. of "Wpler; WOar;R. Nuidley, Sup'. of Parks gnd Reoreatkor.;

Pau!~ A. Wlatrak, D'ff. of E-nq':naerlng~ Robert H. M'-,rray, supt. of Cl4' Up,: WNr"m J. justen, P.E. Supt. d Sulloings



Your

Seattle

Engineering Depar

Pau~ A. Wiatrak---'
- -

Charles Rayer, Mayor

October 1, 11979

The Honorable Board
of Public Works

City of Seattle

Subject: RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES - Montlake Pilot Project

We have completed our technical analysis and community involvement process
for inplementing a Residential Parking Zone (RPZ) Pilot Project in the Montlake
neig'~-,~~,--orhood as per our commitment to the residents of that area. This letter is

to our report and recornmendations for your processing as required by
#108354. In summary, we wish to make the following recommenda-

1) Initiate an RPZ Pilot Project in that part of the Montlake neighborhood
bounded by E Shelby Street, E Hamlin Street, E Park Drive E and W Park
Drive E.

2) Provide residents of this area with an RPZ permit and issue one RPZ
decal for each of the motor vehicles registered to the area residents and
normally parked at their Montlake address. Proof of vehicle ownership
and local residency will, be required. The RPZ decals will be -fixed

securely to the vehicles and will exempt those vehicles from the local
tirne limit parking restrictions. (2-hour parking restrictions are presently
in effect from 8 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday).

3) No visitor permits be issued.

4) Tinat the project area be designated southward as may be
warranted to E Calhoun Street, bounded by l9th Ave E and Lake Washing-
ton Boulevard E to allow a quicker res

'

than otherwise possible should
that area be impacted by commuters displaced by the pilot project in the

primary study area.

That the ordinance developed to authorize the kiontlake Pilot Project not

preclude the City Traf f ic Engineer f rom exercising his normal authority in

changing parking regulations along the project streets or from modifying
the details of the RPZ to address problems that may arise. All concerned
would be notified by letter of any changes to the pilot project. In the
case of expansion of the RPZ project southward toward E Calhoun Street,
data would be collected -to verify that the RPZ Ordinance requirements
were met and a petition would be circulated to ensure local support prior
to our taking action. As with other changes to the dernonstration system,
the Board of Public Works and the Council's Transportation Committee
will be kept informed.

6) That the pilot project period be designated as 6 months from implemen-
tation, subject to extensions as may be needed.

Seattle Engineering Department, Room 910, Seattle Munic;pai Buliding, 600 Fourth Avenue, Seatl;e, VVA 98104, (206) 625-2
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Attached for your information is a copy of the petition circulated in the projec
.

'

area, a copy of our project initiation report for this pilot project, a project

environmental check list and a copy of our draft ordinance authorizing this pilot

project. The petitions, which received an incomplete circulation as of this

writing, show a 68% support rate from the local residents. As indicated in

Ordinance #108354, a full report will be presented upon completion of the pilot

project period.

Please do not hesitate to call Noel Schoneman, the project engineer, at 625-

2347, if you have any questions or comments regarding our recommendations.

Sinc,er-,-,~j yours,
,f

0ezf-L4~0

PAUL A. WIATRAK, P.E.

Director of Engineering

NFS:pma

Attachments (4)

CC*. Ellen Hansen, DCD
Major Dempsey, SPD, Traffic

B



AN ORDINANCE authorizing the establishment of a residential parking zone

pilot project in the Mountlake neighborhood.

WHEREAS, Ordinance #108354 authorizes the establishment of residential

parking zones and sets the criteria to be met in the application of

such zones; and

WIHEREAS, a majority petition has been received from the residents of the

area bounded by E Shelby St, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E and W

Park Drive E, hereafter defined as the primary project area; and

WHEREAS, the criteria set forth by Ordinance #108354 are met by the 1800

block of E Shelby St the 2800 block of E Park Drive E and the 2900

block of W Park Drive E; and

WHEREAS, the project area should include a buffer zone to preclude transfer-

ring parking problems from one street to another and that a larger

study area should be identified to fully quantify the impacts of the

project; and

EREAS, the City would benefit from the experience of pilot residential

parking zone project in the Mountlake neighborhood; Now there-

fore,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Seattle Engineering Department is authorized to implement a



page -

residential parking zone project in the "area bounded by Aelby St, E Hamlin St,

W Park Drive E and E Park Drive E.

Section 2. The Seattle Engineering Department is authorized to expand

the residential parking zone controls as far south as E Calhoun St,

bounded by 19 Ave E and Lake Washington Blvd E, upon the identification

of a problem and community support meeting the criteria set forth by

Ordinance #108354 to mitigate any impacts imposed in that area by the

parking controls imposed in the primary project area.

Section 3. That any act pursuant to the authority and prior to the

effective date of this Ordinance is hereby ratified and confirmed.

10/2/79

NFS:klm

13



RESEDENTMLL PARXING ZONES

MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT

PROJECT INITIATION REPORT

PURPOSE

Residential Parking Zones (RPZ) are planned for the Montlake neighborhood on a, Pilot

Project (trial) basis. The purpose of this RP'4 Pilot Project is to eas~ parking, safely, and

crivironmental problems whi-c-h result in this neighbol-haod because of a heavy use of the

residential s~reets fo., Parking by rnolorists commuting to the Un~versity of Washington and

to help develop a RPZ program for Seattle that can be u3ed to provide aid
to~

other

T~',nvironitnental benefits that e)ctend, beyond the study area would be attained if comouters

dispiaced by the reduction of available parking are encouraged to utilize more efPcient

neigi-borhoodS subjected to similar problems.

The-, piurpose of this report is to provide the basis for implementing a RPZ Pilot
Pro~ect

in

forrris of transportation such as buses or carpools.

Ihe. E Shelby/E Hamlin area of the Montlake Neigli-lborhood.

for implernenaing RPZ projects. The key elements of the Ordinance provisions are:

Authority to implement RPZ projects became effetive on August 13, 1979, per Orqinance

#l`)8354 which amended the Seattle Traffic Code. This ordinance also provides guioelines

AUTHORITY

1--toblem Delipition

A parking problem serious enough to warrant an RPZ application exists when ?5% or

more of the available on-street parking supply is generally occupied and at le-I t 25%
t~ 'is

of the vehicles parked are not owned -by or serving neighborhood residents.

Delegation of Responsibilily

The City, Traffic Engineer is to conduct the studies and analysis necessary to develop a

recorrumendation regarding the application of RPZ strategies to individual neighbor-

I
hoods anci the Board of Public Works is to hold a public hearing and forward its

reco-1-_nrn(---r,1daf.-ion to the City Council regarding the establishment of RPZ's in specific

reas. Corrimunity support must be evidenced by a majority petition.

The Montlake neighborhood was selected as one of the RPZ Pilot Projects becaus it was

one of the earliest applicants to the program, our experience with parking problems in part

of the Montlake neighborhood concurred with the neighborhood complaint, the E Shelby/E

Hamlin section of Montlake was uniquely situated so as to give a reasonable chance of

success for a RPZ pilot project with minimal potential impact in the surrounding neighbor-

BACKGROUND

3) Ordinance Req2iEements

The City Council must approve of each RPZ project by ordinance.
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hood and the Project would give us experience in developi-na a RPZ program in the vicinty0 1of a major universIty,

PROJECT AREA

anc.

cut

The parking stud--v 4-oric, for this RPZ project was conducted, on Wednesday, April 25, 1979.
The license plates of vehicles parking on-street between 10 AM and NOON and at 6 PM werechecked against a list of license plates furnished by the neighborhood through a survey*conducted in early April, 1979. This study showed the following:

DATA C01-LECTION A-ND ANALYSIS
-11. ..............

Sa9k; la C ectfrorn a Aivi to -~ 1,m, Monday through Friday.

vu, time siqus,~ parKing demands imposed on this residential area remain
high.- residei, ~s nd to park near their homes, illegal parking f requently occursand the quality of IiJe is adversely affected by the circulation of commuters
looking for a p; ":-e to pzrk~ Also, residents themselves must comply with the 2-hour parking-time. Ignitc, +k--,+

'Two-hour~ restrictions wer;~~ -placed in. t~--e Montlake project area in the early 1960's
to ~--equent turnover ci.f. -i-,arked ve,1--zicles and thereby help alleviate the
congestion upon that

neil,-,'~:hborhood by i;-~3 --kixi nity to the University of Wa,;h-:r%g-.,'on.Yn ;+p ~~f ") ", V

PROBLE'.4 MPNTIFICATION

This area contains 119 h-mes and is located A mile south of the University of Washingtonand the Universit,,,., Other nearby facilities are the Seattle Yacht Club, the
National Mar~~.~e il"111~:.h(,.~'ii_~s S-.-rvice and the Museum of History and Industry. (Figure 2.)

ary project area is bounded by E Shelby Street, E arnlin Street E, pArL- nr;u,;.
~ark Drive E and 15 located Just south of the Lake Washin 1-on Ship r 1 1 Y"3 V ~,

t5 ~Ai__ e
-and is separated -from the bulk of the Montlake neighborhood by *ie c, A Ax

erchwnge (Fig W~ c, ~

&
am

p;

c, e

ii

Parking
Utilization

P_/S C

Commuter
Demand

C/D KEY

1800 Block, E Shell; 5 = Parking The total
10 i",kl - Noon 43 34 79% 30 88% number of ~--'street parkin6 22 51% 16 73%

g

spaces available.

2800 Block, W Park Drive E D = Parking Demand - The total
10 AM - Noon 15 13 87% 54% number of vehicles parked6 PM 9 60% 56% on-street.

1800 Block, E Hamlin St C = Number of Commuter ve-
10 AM - Noon 43 15 35% 15 100% hicles parked on-street.
6 PM 16 37% 13 81%

*NOTE: The response rate to
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00 Block, F. Shelby St

10 AM - Noon
6 f

I T0

00 Block, Park Dr E,I

10 AM - Noon
6 P

2100 Nock, E Hamlin St

10 A Nlk

6 PNII

50 25 Yj %
18 36%

TABLE I

100%

On-Street Parking Supply and De

the questionnaire t

nished the resident

plate numbers was
Even if the commu
ratio is reduced to

for a-, incomplete
resider,

-I. license pla

of commuters still f

the 25% required t

RPZ defini-don of a

The table above shovvs that the following three street segment$ meet both the

utilization, 25% corm-nuter" criteria set by the RPZ Ordinance. The 1900 block of E
Street, W Park Drive E and E Park 6rive E, The other streets all exceed the
corn,muter" criteria. The existing 2-hour parking restrictions help ease the potential p
Problems in the Shelby /Harnlin area by discouraging long-term parking. Wilhout th
hour controls, parking throughout the Shelby/ Harn lin area would be virtually 100% u
by cornmuters.

The neighborhood survey also revealed that the nu.-mber of off-street parking
furnished at homes in the area slightly exceeded the number of vehicles regularly u
residents of the area - an average of 1.6 vehicles and 1.7 off-street spaces were re
per residence. Most of the off-street spaces are in garages located off alleys.

The results of t.his parking study were supported by the findings of a pervious
condu,r-ted in the. west half of the project area on May 17, 1978. This earlier study

was 94%, 58% and 100% respectively.

tha-t at I PNI the parking utilization was 79% along E Shelby street; 80% along W Park
E and'. q~% ilong E Hamlin Street. The proportion of commuter vehicles along these s

This previous study also spot checked the parking availability in the Montlake neighb.

south of SR 520 and east of E Niontlake Place E (Fig 3). The on-street parking in thi.~

was oun-_,
'

to be 35-40% ut~l~zecl lur,ng the day with approxirriately 10% non-re
vehicles parked at the curb. Although localized parking problerns rnay occur, parkin

l

found to be generally available in this area. Our experience indicates that this wo,
true in that part of the Montlake neighborhood bounded by Lake Washington Boulevar
Ave E and E Calhoun Street, The irnpact of University Task- Force traffic control stra
on parking availability in this area is unknown.

CONI.MUNITY INVOT-VEMENT

In March, 1978, a mail-back questionnaire was distributed to the residents of the study
The purpos-, of this survev was to familiarize the local residents wAh the RPZ progra
to Obtain inforl-nation fr~m thern regarding the number and identification of the v
they normally park at their residence, to determine -the number of off-street parking -

they have available and to solicit comments fronn thenn regarding the parking problem
are experiending.

at fur-

license

3%.

er demand

ompensate

sting, of

:es, the number

exceeds

meet the

problem.

"75%
helby

'125%

rking

se 2-~

ilized

paces
ed by
orted

study

f ound

Drive

treets

rhood

area
ident

was
1d be

19th

egies

area.

and

icles

paces

they
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burden on the local residents and Police Department to attain proper enforcement.

vehicles. Those attending the nieeting unanimously requested the 'decal' R.PZ alternative.

After reviewing the community comment, we revised our recommendation to the 'decal'

system because we agreed that the unique situatlon in this ncighborhood (quarterly t rnover
of student cornmuiers and high uTilization of short-term parking) might lead to an undue11

exert the effort needed to maintain an updated list of license plates of the locally operated

upio,n the coninnunity's ar) ty to recognize one anoti-ker's aulomolb`les and, their wilEngness to

enforcernent would be on a complaint basis. The. success of such a prograrn wouW depend

excusively for the us,-,, of noighborhood residents. No decals were to be issued and

and, Industry to discuss -the Engineering D epart men t's RPZ proposal. At that time, we
rv;~commended a 'nor)-decal' system wherein half the on-street parking would be reserved

On Thursday, August 23, 19119, a neighborhood meeting was held at the Museum of istory

During the weekend of September 22, 1979, a petition was circulated wildhin the study area
formally determine local. su-,Dort of RPZ's. Althouo-h the petit~onls circullatioi -Was not

the RPZ are installed.

cornplete as of this writing, 81 signatures were obtained for a response rate, of 68%. (Refer
to Figure 2.) An inlorrnation sheet was distributed during the pet-ition process tD bring the

local residents up to date on the project status and to let them know what to expect when

To date, no comment has been received from Montlakes 'institutional' residents The
Na-ti-onal Marine Fisheries Service, the Museum of History and Industry and the Seattle

Yacht Club, These parties will continue to be notified to meetings ar-A hearin.gs on this

project. In addition, letters will, be sent to specifically solicit comments from thern. The
University of Washingtont has expressed interest in implementing this project as sDon as

possible to supplement its attempts to encourage a greater use oi 'high occupancy ~ehiclel

transportation by its students and faculty.

CONCLU-SIONS

&
am

p; RE,CO"'AMEN-DATIONS

1) Need for RPZ

conclusior,6:

Three street segments within the irnmediate study area meet both criteria d the

problem definition contained in the RPZ ordinance (75% on-street parking utilized,

-15% non-local vehicles parked). The streets meeting these criteria are the 1800 block

of E Shelby, the 2200 block of 'W Park Drive E and the 28100 block of E Park Drive E.

However, comrnuter parking on all streets far exceeds the '125% Col-r1muter" criteria

(Reference Table 1). The existing 2-hour parking restrictions protects the ne ghbor-
hood front experiencing a much more serious parkiag problem and Without the e time

limits in effect, the parking utilization in the Shelby./Hamlin area would a~proach

100%.

As evidenced by the petition, a RPZ Pilot Project is highly favored in the Shelb~/Ham-
lin area.

Recommendations:

Initiate a RPZ Pilot Project in the area bounded by E Shelby Street, E Hamlin
~Street,
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W Par~&lt; Drive E and E Park ~Drive E. in the form of parking decals that will exempt
the 2-hour t., --ne- limits which woul.' remain ~M place. (This

;t.-*.c!,,,-.~,, ~~uch zF, fo~,_~nd in f-I-l'ilt of fire

co-n,-ro.: ..me , es

bjocks o'.1, E 1,-,_~nl:n a_-rid: th;~ 2 b z c o100 lo,-k f E Shelby

th~,,
Q. ~"7 -,_-,.--- - a -ring --,e commuter parking~~PIp p~ech~de uansfc- d

T,,;:, :%a o: !"he W a

initially, residents be provided with decals for each of the vehicles owned by them and

norma'~ ~v ked,". at their address, that no visitor permits be issued and that the decals
1. 1

keep tiie system ,-is simple and uniform as pos~iible we recommend -that, at least

be purposes.

the system, car, be considered during the

We aNo ne~om.~

n+

Conclusion:

r;.., ~-, J. C:

natue of an ar;~, rq~r~a~e fee~

-1-I'Mately 207 op-street parl--ing sp;jces in the study area. The local
1 Yz' Arpp~-ox-irf,.ate:y 90 commut-- -ehicles

a, lor. a.; si Jent5 could util i -_~e
'

5 % of the

k-,~av~n,~ cnfl%i, abo,:Jt .30', pd~rking spaces fc~~- ocs and

ve-hicles -d 60 oi- corn.~-nmer vehicles

Neighborhood south of the Shelby/Hamlin area. The increased ratt_,s for on-campus

parking to be impossed in conjunction with the University Task Force traffic control

strategies may generate an additional parking demand in this section of Mortlake.

Recommendation:

E)q;,~mdl the pote
E an,4 LaPe Wa~
Drc yl~,V,

1::~I project area southward to E Calhoun Street, bounded by 19th Ave

no fees be cofl-cted for the decals during the Pilot Project.

fo~~ a 'u-1-re ~-e--o-rnmendatdon to the Board of11 be

wl

~on Boulevard E. RPZ's would not be Initiated in the expanded
it could he shown that the original prolect and/or t~:,_~ University

11 1

ln-~PEC-~,k-~d area, o- a, to the

"o the

d that it

f oceed with

;
rd~rnance at this

oetition could

~_--,-~ould a problem

requi~,cz;d 'to obtailn separate
for V-e expanded "-za.

ns in the R_;.~_--

NFS-.pma
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un',b-- of free -.~-_~ac-s ava0able to other commuters.

Y CONTACT PERSONI.

-----------

the Qrxd reside,-ts of thc.-

F-i~

"

P~'c"a,rd of I
u~l- ~ic and the C]

Y S~, Park D~ive ar;,:

of -:-siu'ents would be issued sticl

firom -thl,.~ time limits imposed upon general

that a RPZ program would be.:-

Alac-11-sington. We b-~flirn

imposed upon our str

or) our streets.

RPZ
transpr,f T

s~dfety, and by

NF,P./sma,18/79

rhood, petition the Seattle Engineering

Iv
Council to inlitizite a Residential Parking

-~
the section of our neighborhood bcunded
k Dr E. We ,~~refer the "permit system"

eir vehicles that would exempt the~,

hbor',-..ood by reducing the effects lof the

-7~.,.:ter p~:':-Vng generated primarily ~Iy the

air quality, improving ve icular

orhood unity and cohe! !ftess.

nefit the City in -~~(_n~exal by t," use of environmentally pre
11 (carpools, transit, bicycles) by those c, n A

0
~_I on muting -to and frorn this area.

d by allow.ing us to leave our automobilles at horr e more of ten

,I,,e ..Ar neighborhood environm

~, ~~ (L

Phone

ADDRESS

erred

This

d by
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We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engi.-In ering

the Board of Public V;,,-)rks and the City Council to initiate a Residential Parking
Zon,-:" program on a Pilot Proie,C,t (tria!) bz-7is in the section of our neighborhood bounded

bV t-,
1

1; 11 :-~y St, E Hamlin St, E Fack D- i~~e E and W Park Dr E We prefer the "permit system"
of RRZ' wherein residents would be i,,~sued s+fic'X11;1.~-s for their vehicles that would exempt them
from time limits imposed upon general parki-Mg.

We that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects It the

exces~~,~v~~. demands imposed upon our strects IV rn:-nuler parking generated primar.ly by the

of NIVashington. We Ri v;~; ,neighborhood e~%vironrnqnt by

~"--nngestion on our strle~m,o, ri~~6uclm~
g,

air quality, im.,proving vefficular

P" -~gtr~F --ing ou~- enSe (31 1~elv~!~-.orhood unity andsafety, and by stren D~`

RPZ --;~So benefit the City in gg~-~eral by prom;-,!iing ihe use of environmentally preferred

transr)~~r",L-wion (carpools, transit, Jbicycles) by -to and from this area. This

I,-- accomplished by alhowing tf~- leave our autof-iobiles at home more ~-lflen and by

~he fl"~Mber of free p%lrlking spac~-.-s avahal)1-- to other commuters.

- ------------------------ -
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We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake hb orhood, petition the Seattle Engi ineer.ing
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential P arking,
Zone 0'1'~""Z) program on a Pilot Project (trial) bas-i's in the section, of our neighborhood b ounded
by E St, E- Hamlin St, E P Dl-ive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "perrn't system"
of RP17 wt~erein residents would cAtickers for their vehicles that would exemp t therr
from th~~ time limits irnposed upon parkIng.

-rWe bc--'!,:-,ve that a RPZ program would ~,en~:-.-It ~-~;z' by reducing the effects of thE
demand, imposed upon our stree~s parking generated primarily by thE

U of We befleve ronmP %,v ~I ro~ ;.',ur neighborhood envi ent by
redul--]'~-~~' C")FIgestion on our streets, reduc'r,-~?. no;se, air quality, improving ve icu at

and safety, and by strerigth,~riu U,(---.-f neighborhoc,,:; y -u-,d cohesive ness.

RPZ will also beneffit the City in the use of ennv:i-onrnentally pre ferrec
t'r-'a,--,Sn,or'tation (carpools, turani--.1t,

bli,---v,"!,,:~:~~. o'S C' commu -v to and frorn t)~tln -ds area
,

ThiE

V~." be by all,-~v`;,,.:' o ~e~~vt, ~?utornobil~s at home more often and b)
0

I t~r'- of ire~~ 1- t- other commuters.

CONTACT PERSOM

':'hone

.NATURE NTI ADDRESS

AW

---------------- L A

2 -2

IZA~ -A'

'4

J:z.

2i,

2

0 1 A
L ";-41

!L

A

'v
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We. the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engin
the Board of Public Works and. the City Council to initiate a Residential P

zo~ -~ ~
;'

, ". ~ "", "

;' j
Drogn-arn on a Pilot Pro'ect (trial~ b,. ~-i~ in the section of our neighborhood bo

'ering

arking

urlded
by 1", St, E Hamlin St, E Park ive E art,,-' Park Dr We pr.-fer the "perr-nit sy stem"
of RPZ'-'. ,~,:~-~erein residents would be '.~3sued stickers for their vehicles that would. exernpi them
from ti.-'--,.e limlts imposee. upo;~ Parking.

We ~~ that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects of the
excess!"v'~: -e-.,nands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily
U- of Washington. We believe RPZ w-111;' improve our neighborhood environm

congestion on our streets, reducing g air qualitLy, improving vel-

and safety, and by strengthening our si-nse of neighborhood unity and cohesive

,

Dy the

ent by

iicular

ness.

RPZ wl"~' a~so benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmen tally pre
(carpocls, are .

"'Fansit, b1cycles) b-v those commuting to and from this -a
d b

-,u to our automobiles at home more often

ferre,~

Th~,si

and by
number offree -,~ar: c- le to other conimuters.

COL',,~~"111-"""'~ITY CONTACT

Phone-
--- ------

ADDRESS

- --- -------- ......

i'rf '4-

- ---- ---------
""5 i'v
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We, the undersigned resleent-s of the !~,~xjghborhood, petition 11-he Seattle En girl eer ing
the Board! of Works a~-,(_" th,_-

%.*_"ity Councill to Jinitiate a Residential P
. arking" F prc?, C-I ~D Prmect (tr~~a':) m the section of our neighborhood bounded

b 1:1 S'. Pf- D r "Cv Park Dr E. We Prefe-r the "Pernnit sw stem"
c)i RP.':'_~ %~-v7lr. in -esidews e stickers for their vehicles that would exerno t ern

j:~ generafrom tt-;~~ t :~iriiits -I parking.

e 1,-hat a P P- prIcIgr,-_im would bbenefit C"-~r' by reducing the effects of the

e xc,~-~ Fs ~v-~ d,.--,.mands iropQsed upon our streets b,~,, parkin-, generated primariiy by the

P-7t%' of was;:-,, ton. We believe R
1, 1--

'

~'.,c-hood environmOUr nel'.-: ant by

reduclu, congestion on our streets, reducing nf_,_;:.S~"' ~MPL-OvDqg air qjality, improving Ve Mcular
Fmd T)~-_'cstrian safety, and by strengthenir.~7 oi neighborhood unity zi.nr~ .,)nesive ness.

RPZ will also benefit the Ci+~y in general by _'Ironi~c',.ing the use of environmentally pre'

ferrec

trar-z.-,ortation (carpools, transit, bicycles) by those c~ mmmuting to and f rom this area rhis

wm~.d acco,-,~,pflshed by allowing us to leave our automobiles at home more of ten and by

redoc'm6 the n'umt~er of free parking spaces available to other commuters.

CQ,,M~MUNITY CONTACT PERSOM

Phone---,-
-T.ATTJ RE NAME ADDRESS

'2. Z

F

k c~ ~n
l

- - - . . . . . . .

L~__;

L

'q

r
&

l
t
;
.

2,

P
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We, the u~~Idersigned residents of the Montlake r-i-h' orhood, petition the Seattle Engir
Dep~~rtrne;,+', the Board of Public Woriks and the Ci,"y Council to initiate a Residential F
ZonL, Drograrn on a Pilot Project (trial) bash; in the section. of our neighborhood b
by E ~t, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E, and W Park Dr E. We prefer t~~e "permit s

of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exemp
from the time firnits imposed upon, general parking.

Wc,,, :,e.D~.~ve that a RPZ program would benefit our ne."-~-.`Jborhood by i-Aucing the effects
~!,~mands imposed upon our V'ree~F Parkin- primarily

of Washington. We belie've R "%:Iil imp-ve our nc-,,.-':~~:"'~orhood environm
congestion on our streets, j: n),'.) roving air q ingimprov. vel

safety, and by strer,
U. :ty and co'hesiv e

RPZ v.,ill also benefit the City i-
`7 by promc-ting the use of environmentally pre

(car,'-Ilools, transit. ~-Jjcycles) by those cirnmuting to and frotn this arei
w ou. accomplished by us to. leave our automobiles at home more often

`ic nu-i'nber of free pa., I-C, spaces available to other commuters.

COMINAU.-NUTY CONTACT PERSON:

Phone--
"2-

ATURE PRINTED NAIME ~SS

118/7c~

eerinf.

arkin,,~

oundec

ystem'
t therr

of the

by th(

nt b~

hicula!

l, less.

ferre~

Thi,,

ind b~

--- ---------------
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St, E paf:'H~-

re,,~id-nts wouW ~
'I

": D Q I

its irn~ C!~C-rj

antlake neighborhood, pe~

andl the City Council -to ii-~

ba,.;,!-,- In the section

- 11
,, ~~ '-

-

, ~--I~-~d W Park Dr E. We

he &amp;,,attlle Engin
Residential Pzirking

ighborhood bo~pnded
the "perrnit sy

vickers for their vehicles 'ia

rking.

uld exempt

t a RIP.*Z ~,voulld ou~- m-ghborhood by reducing the effects f the

;C',M2`~ter parking g-nerated primarily by the

U: 1 v 1'-~: I 'v'V"a
~J-,in&amp;

ton. %f~~ ,,Dr hood eriviro-ment by

anc~

ion on our F air ,,u.:~Iit-y, improving vehicular

safety, and by uni+y anr" cot.

RI
1

Z vi.~'11 benefit the City in pon~l'~aj t"-; tle u-se of env i ronmen tally preferred6 '

I ,

I I 1. -11

C,
- ~

-k

~~i (carpools, transit, blcycl~~,sO' by V-;osc,
cnrr;r-.-~uting to and from this area.

accom-plished by allowing us ;duto~nobiles at horne more often ~nd by

nsjm~~r of free parking r~-"

.

Commuters.

CONTACT PERS(DN-.---,,,,

I

7 C

--e
. ........... ..... -

.
:
J

-

. ... . ........

S
------- ---

--------------------------

- ------------

-T-11 -~F -F~

q"~q't I ltt

- ------

a to

---

- -
----------

A r if C'e~

e ur)dersigned residents of the

the Board of Public Wor~

F Z) pprngrarn m, a Pilot F~o,,'
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..
...........

. . ......

--rsi-ne s of tne ~-,eig.-,L~orhood, petition thf.' Se-a ttle E-----, i:v-d reside~~tse, the une~-
~

1

er ing
-

1

)epari,rnt,::-~t,
the Poarl 0-1 Ci Council to initiate a Residential Pa rking

on P~1~)t (trial) in the section of our neighborhood bou nded

E she~`r~y S1, St, E Park E Park Dr E. We -',,he "permit sys tem"

)f RP21 would be for their vehic'ik~,.~s would exempt them

rom thc 'kimposed upon

ts 0yVe b~7,11-v~? a

I
&

l
t
; F"" progi-am

w-ikj ow the effec f the

;mposed upon c)-i,,
a,ed primarily b y the

..-eJAE~ye P~PZ, -W I ;i-mpro~,c environmeF it by

estion on our stree~~,,~ o air quality, improving, vc--,J ,..-:.--~!ar

and by strengti ,)f neiahborhood unity and
Ir", safety ,

flso -the City in z,ni the use of environmentaigy el ,- r

C,y .,;--,,e commut.. g to and, from this area. This

c by allowing autornabiles at home more often a nd by

C~ w nur;-, I parking -.--,-vaiIable to other commuters.re er c.-l ~'t te 'T

C-C);NA1 UNITY CONITArl"T PERSON:

Phone--.--
ADDRESS

C, 7, -7, 1

1 K F- PRINTED NAME

----
-------

-J,

J:
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Title RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES
MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT

L)escription:

A project to mitigate parking and related enviromental and safety

Problems in the &amp;helby,"'HamEn section of the Montlake Neighborhood

caused by ar, exQessi've clemand for parking on residential streets by

those commuting to the University of Washington.

Location of Proposal;

The primary project area is bounded by E Shelby St, E Hamlin St, W Park

Proponent:
Drive E and E Park Drive E. The study area extends south to E Calhoun

TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
Lead Agency: City of Seattle (DepArtment of Engineering)

'his proposal has been determined to not have a significant
X adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS is not required

under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c),

This proposal has been determined to have a significant
adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS is required
under RCW 43.21C.030(2) (c).

This determination was made after review by the responsible official on
behalf of the lead agency of a completed environmental checklist and ot~
information on file with the responsible department.

er

The intent of this declaration is to satisfy the requirements of the State
Environmental Policy Act (RC`W 43.21C), including the requirement to inform
the public Of ager~y determinations pursuant to SEPA. This document is not
a permit, nor does it constitute a decision or recow.iendation to grant or
deny a permit,

/ / 9 7
Date

Date

/0 - '-71-
7 f



E-4~O
(-I""_~v. 10/76)

ENIVIROii'113-21NITAL CHEC!;.'L1ST FOKM

BACKGROMM

1. N`ams of Proponnnt; TRAFFIC

&
am

p; TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

Address and Phon-::, Nuiabar of Proponent:

708 SEATTLE MUNICIPAL BUILDING
ATT: Noel F Schoneman, Project Engineer

3. Date Checklist Subrdttsd;

October 5, 1979

4. Agency Requiring Checklist:

SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

Name of Proposal, if applicable:

MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT
RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES

Nature and Briaf DascrjDtion of tha Froposa.1 ~including Ilut -,wnt

ed to its size, general design elem-_-nts, and othsar factors0

that will g4Ve an- . accurate undarstanding of its scope and natur)0:

This project will provide residents of the project area with special privileges

for parking on their neighborhood streets. The special privileges will consist

of exempting residents from time-limit parking restrictions. Residents would

not be exempt from parking prohibitions nor would individual parking spaces
be reserved.



Location of Proposal (describe the physical setting of tbs

the proposal):

environmental impacts, ~i:tcludiag azq other information needed t

give an accurate imndcrsta-,i~'ing of the env-ironmental setting of

proposal, as well as the extent of the land arsa affected by an

The prirriary project area is that part of the Montlake Neighborhood
bounded b.y E Shelbv St, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E and W Park Drive

. This area Iles 114 'ri'le south of the University of Washington, just

119 homes co-ex~s-Ling with. the Seattle Yacht Club, the Museum of Hist~ry

Interchange. The p redo rninen t land use us single family residential with

south of the M,.3ntlake cut and just north of the Mont lake/ SR - 520

and Industry and the National Nlarine Fisheries Service.

The proximity of this neighborlozoO." to the University of Washington is th
cause of the parking pr6hlerns on the residential streets. 'Two-ho,,r" parkibg
restrictlons were placed in t1he orttlake project area in the early 1960's
to er.c ou rage a frequent t,Jrq K

,
over of pairl ed vehicles and therby help alle4iate

the parking congestion imposed upon thit neighborhood by student comm0 iiters.
in spite ot the Z-hour hmit, -oarking defy-karids imposed on t s residential

residents ternselves musT comply with the 2-hour, parking time limits tN
are in effect irom 8 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday.

affected b~, VAe circulalion of commutel'-s looking for a place to park. Also,

area remain high. residents find, it difficult to park near their homes, illega-1
parking frequently occurs anci t1le qu~hty of the neighborhood life is adversely

There are approximately 207 on-street parking spaces in the primary pro ect
area. Most of the vehicles parked on-street during the day belc tuters

I hese commuters generally park west of Montlake Blvd E.

In the minimal impact scenario, residents will displace some commuters
to E Hamlin St

&
am

p; to ES- helby St east of Mon.tlake Blvd E. The neighborh~oj
streets ould serve bov-~ groups comfortat'l

In the worst case, residents would use most of the on-street parking and
leave their off-street spaces vacant. This would displace approximately
60 commuters into the Montlake Neighborhood south of SR520. The recolmmended
study area exiends soutri to E ainoun St to cover this eventuality.

The probable impact is a combination of the two scenarios with some con~muters
switching to buses or carpools.



. Estimated Date for Corqplsi_-ion of the Proposal:
Estimated implemention is late November 1979. A project evaluation
would occur in April 119,90. If the project proves successful, the controls

would remain indefinitely.

List of all Fennnits, Licenses or Government Approvals Required
for the Proposal (fe&amp;Lral, state a-ad local--including rezones):

City 01-dinance #109354 amended the City Traffic Code to authodize
reslderl6a~ parKillg, zones and to set forth the criteria by which a
neighborhood would quallify for such parking controls. A separate~

City Ordinance is needed for each specific neighborhood project.

0. Do you have any. plans for future r--dditions, expansion, or furthe

activity related to or connected with this proposal?
If yes, axplain:

None anticipated at this time. The impacts of this project will
be monitored and action taken as necessary to preclude shifting the

parking problem from one street to another.

11. Do you know of any plans by others which may affect the property
covered by your proposal? If yes, explain:

The University Task Force Project has a goal of increasing the us
of car Dools a~,d Transit by, those students and faculty commuting
to the U of W. Increased -a-~es for cornpus parking is one of the
leverages to be used in ana, ing that goal. One potential si de effect
of this "T ask, Force" pnoject will be to increase the use of nearby
residential streets by U of W commuters. This will make the "R4 idential

rarK!ng project, ith a butter zone, even more disiable.

12. Attach any other appllcation form that has been completed rag
ing the proposal; if none has been completed,', but is expected t

be filed at some future date, describe the nature of such appli
cation form:

Attached: a) Letter to the Seattle Board of Public Works
b) Montlake Pilot Project; Project Initiation Report hich

includes a copy of the neighborhood petition supp rting
this project.



ENNIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

(Explanations of all sf., II'maybe" answers are required)

Tlba KV02

(1) Earth. Will the proposal result in:

(a) Unstable earth conditions or in

changes in geologic substructures''

(b) Disruptions, displacements, com-

paction or avercovering of the soil?

Q) Change in topography or ground

surface relief features?

(d) The destruction, covering or

modification of any unique geologic

or physical features?

(a) Any incraase in wind or water

erosion of soils, either on or off

the Me?

(f) Changes in deposition or ero-

sion of beanh sands, or changes

in siltation, deposition or erosion

which may modify the channel of a

river or stream or the bed of the

ocean or any bay, inlet or lake?

Explanation. N/A



v
, C_ 5

(2) Will the proposal rasult -_~z:

Air emissions or dcterioration

of ambient air quality?

(b) Creation of objectionable
odors?

(c) Alteration of air movemamt,
moisture or temperature, or any
change in climate, either locally
or regionally?

Explanation:

___X1

a) Intent is to IMPROVE Air Quality by encourageing more use of

carpools, Transit by those now commuting in automobiles.

(3) Water. Will the proposal result in:

(a) Changes in currents, or the

course or direction of water move-

ments, in either marine or fresh

waters?

(b) Changes in absorption rates,

drainage patterns, or the rate and

amount of surface vater runoff?

(c) Alterations to the course or

flow of flood waters?

(d) Change in the amount of sur-

face water in any water body?

_X_



~jas ~,ba No

(e) Discharge into surface waters,

or in any alteration of surface

water quality, including but not

limited to temperature, dissolved

oxygen or turbidity?

(f) Alteration of ths direction

or rate of flow of ground waters?

(g) Change in the quantity of

ground waters, either through

direct additions or withd-.-awals,

or through interception of an

aquifer by cuts or axcavations?

(h) Deterioration in ground water

quality, either through direct in-

jectior., or through the sa-epage of

leachate, phosphates, detergents,
waterborne virus or bacteria, or

other substances into the ground

waters?

W Reduction in the amount of

water otherwise available for

public water swpp'Lies?

Explanation:
N/A

X

6



(4) Flora. Will the proposal result in:

(a) Change in the divarsity of

--r-
- -sspecles or nurr.,,Ib, 3 of

ai.'~ spacic
of flora (includia- trees, shrub

grass, crops, riacroflora and

aquatic plants)?

(b) Reduction of the numbers of

any uniques, rare or endangered

species of flora?

(C) Introduction of new species
of flora into an area, or in a

barrier to the normal replenish-
ment of existing species?

(d) Reduction in acreage of any

agricultural crop?

Explanation:

N/A

(5) Fauna. I-Till the proposal result in:

(a) Changes in the divrersity of

species, or nutib~ars of any species
of fauna (birds, land animals

including rept--Llas, fish and shsll-

fish, benthic organisms, iiisscts or

microfauna)?

(b) Reduction of the numbers of

any unique, rare or endangered
spec-.Les of fauna?

(c) Introduction of new species
of fauna into an area, or result
in a barrier to them migration or
movement of fauna?

(d) Deterioration to existing
fish or wildlife habitat?

N/A

Yes ILaybe



Noise. Will the proposal incraass

existing noise levels?

Explanation:

(7) 11klit. agd Clam. 11ill ths pro-

posal produce new Ught or

glars?

4TIanation:

N/A

(8) Land Use. Will the proposal

result in the alteration of the

present or planned land use of an

area?

Explanation:

N/A

(9) 17,atural Rasouress. Will the pro-

posal res-sult in:

(a) Increase in the rat.a_- of use

of any natural resources?

(b) Depletion of anY n0nrenc-wab"

natural resources?

Explanation.

N/A



Doas th,~_~ proposal
involve a risk- of an explosion or

the release of hazardous substances

(including, but not limited to,

oil, pesticides, chemicals or

radiation) in the avenL of an acci-

dent or upset conditionts?

anation~

N/A

Population
'

. Will the proposal
alter the location, distribution,

density, or growth rate of the

human population of an area?

Explanation-.

.
N/A

(12) Housing. Will the proposal affect

existing housing, or create a
demand for additional housing?

xplanation:

N/A



1-laybe. ILO

(13) Tran8portation/Circulation. VU-11

vehicular volume by e.ncourageing use of high occupancy venicigs

by commuters.

b) Grart in- exemptions to proJect area residents from parking tim

limit restric-Alons will' 'increase the demand dor on-street parkin

spaces. -1he availability of copvenient parKing will De reduce

commuters, increased for residents. The demand for new parki

bv commuters will be de:-,endant upon the degree to ructi corn
t,

utilize HOV transportation, but such demands are not expected

to be great enouglih to shift the parking congestion prOD1em iro

the project area to othe-r nearby streets.

1
()

t1he proposal result ta:

0a) Generation of additional

Vehicular movement.,

A~%

UO Effects ou existing parking

facilities, or demand for nexq

Parking?

(c) Impact upon existing trans-

portation systems?

(d) Alterations to present

patterns of circulation or move-

ment of people and/or goods:"

(e) Alterations to waterborne,

rail or air traffic?

0f increase in traffic hazards

to motor vehicles, bicyclists or

pedestrians?

Explanation:

;;) I;hnrt term circulation may increase, but goal is to reduce



(14) Public Servicam-s. Will z~i;7. pro-
posal have an etfect upon, or

result in a nead for new or al-

tered governmental sSrvicas in

any of the following areas:0

(a) Fira protection?

(D Police protection?

&lt;c) Schools?

(d) Parks or other recreational
facilities?

(e) Maintenance of public facili-

ties, including roads?

0 Other govr-rumental services?

Explanation.

t~ Initially, some extra ef fort may be required of the parking checkers

N/A

11

nee~1 to be updated periodically, would increase the workload on the

Engineering Department.

Once everyone gets used to the system, the effect on Police Dept
manpower will be nill - - parking checkers already patrol the projec

arec,,.

f) An on-going program where in residential parking permits decals

(b) Denand upon existing sources
of ennr-yy, or require the develop-

Q,

tneut of naw sources of energy?

(15) EnszrSX. Will the proposal result in:

(a) Use of substantial amount,_* of
fu_-z-'_I or energy? X

Explanation:



uities. Will the propo8al

result in a nsed for usiz systems,

or alterations to the following

utilities:

(a) Power or natural gas?

(b) Communications systems?

(c) Watar?

W Sewer or septic tanks?

(e) Storm wat,%r drainage?0

(f) Solid wasta and disposal

Explanation'.

N/A

(17) Human Ri-alth. Will the proposal

result in creation of any
health hazard or potential health

hazard (excluding mental health)?

Explanation:
N/A

(18) Aesthetics .
Will the proposal

result in the obstruction of any

scenic vista or view open to the

public, or will ths proposal re-

sult in the creation of an

aesthetically offensive sitz open

to public view?

Explanation:
N/A

12
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Yes Maybs~, No

(19) Racreation . Will the proposal
result in an impact upon thc

quality or quantity of existing
recreational opportunities?

Explanation:
N/A

cal!M,-,torical. Will(20) AKi;h~~s

the proposal result in an alteration

of a significant archaeological or

historical site, structure, object
or building?

Explanation:

iu reliance upon this checklist should thern by any willful misrepre-sent
agancy ray withdraw any Declaration of Non-Sigriificance that it might is~Ue

N/A

I, the undersigned, state that to the best of my knowledge the

bove information is true and complsta. It is understood that the leadaI

tion or willful lack of full disclosure on my part.

Proponent.

13
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Re: Residential Parking Zones October 10~1979

Hon

endation on implementing a Residential Parking Zone P3.1ot Project in th
Montlake Neighborhood.

munication from the Director of Engineering submitting report and recom0

Montlake Piiot Project

able members:

The Board of Public Works had before it, in regular session today, a co

NGEMEN,

that the pilot project in the Montlake neighborhood, as submitted, shoufd

The Board concurred in the recommendation of the Director of Engineerin

An Engineering Department representative briefed the Board and residen
were present at the hearing. Residents indicated they were very much
favor of the pilot project being implemented.

be implemented for a period of six months and herewith forwards that
rec(xmenaacion to your lionorable Body for consideration and necessary 16gis-

submitted by the Director of Engineering. A report and recommendation k1l
ative aCLion. Attached for your review is the report and recommendati ns

be forwarded to the Board after the six-month period.

cc: Mayor Charles Royer
OMB
Noel Schoneman, Engineering Dept.
Ellen Hansen, DCD

,"Iajor Dempsey, Police Dept,

Ar
mp1r-,y,,,,)r)1 cp;~,c

-

e0ard, 01 3(13 !%~'xl
~

lu*11c Kar'~Ipto. ~41'

!
.
'~ "'Ia~rm

V~a~rak, D'~ F,

Respectfully,

BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS

Kenneth M. Lowthian

Chairman

,ive qc~ios, wnpioypf

~~pt. ~;~



Tne Honorable Board

of Public Works

City of Seattle

Subject: RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES -- Montlake Pilot Project

We have completed our technical analysis and community involvement process
for implementing a Residential Parking Zone (RPZ) Pilot Project in the Montlake

neighborhood as per our commitment to the residents of that area. This letter is

to transmit our report and recommendations for your processing as required by
Ordinance #108354. In summary, we wish to make the following recommenda-
tions:

1) Initiate an RPZ Pilot Project in that part of the Montlake neighborhood
bounded by E Shelby Street, E Hamlin Street, E Park Drive E and W Park
Drive E.

Provide residents of this area with an RPZ permit and issue one RPZ
decal for each of the motor vehicles registered to the area residents and

normally parked at their Montlake address. Proof of vehicle ownership
and local residency will be required. The RPZ decals will be fixed

securely to the vehicles and will exempt those vehicles from the local

tirne limit parking restrictions. (2-hour parking restrictions are presently
in effect frorn 8 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday).

3) No visitor permits be issued,

4) That the potential project area be designated southward as may be

warranted to E Calhoun Street, bounded by 19th Ave E and Lake Washing-
ton Boulevard E to allow a quicker response than otherwise possible Should

that area be irnpacted by commuters displaced by the pilot project in the

primary study area.

That the ordinance developed to authorize the Niontlake Pilot Project not

preclude the City Traffic Engineer from exercising his normal authority in

changing parking regulations along the project streets or from modifying
the details of the RPZ to address problems -that may arise. All concerned
would be notified by letter of any changes to the pilot project. In the

case of expansion of the RPZ project southward toward E Calhoun Street,
data would be collected to verify that the RPZ Ordinance requirements
were met and a petition would be circulated to ensure local support prior
to our taking action. As with other changes to the demonstration system,
the Board of Public Works and the Council's Transportation Committee
will be kept informed.
That the pilot project period be designated as 6 months from impill-F-en-

tation, subject to extensions as may be needed.



Attached for your information is a copy of the petition circulated in the project

area, a copy of our project initiation report for this pilot project, a project

environmental check list and a copy of our draft ordinance authorizing this pilot

project. The petitions, which received an incornplete circulation as of this

writing, show a 68% support rate from. the local residents. As indicated in

Ordinance #108354, a full report will be presented upon corripletion of the pilot

project period.

Please do not hesitate to call Noel Schoneman, the project engineer, at 625-

2347, if you have any questions or comments regarding our recommendations.

S, 'e yours)

PAUL A. WIATRAK, P.E.

Director of Engineering

NFS:pma

Attachments (4)

cc: Ellen Hansen, DCD
Major Dempsey, SPD, Traffic
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