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» ORDINANCE 48015
AN ORDINANCE establishing a restricted parking zone in the
3 Montlake Neighborhood.
A BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:
‘5 Section 1. There is hereby established a restricted
6 parking zone as contemplated by Ordinance 108200, Section
11.16.315, as amended by Ordinance 108354, in the area
7 bounded by East Shelby Street, East Hamlin Street, West Park
8 Drive and East Park Drive East; and the Director of Engineering
o under the direction of the Board of Public Works is authorized
10 to reserve parking on the streets within the restricted
i1 parking zone for the exclusive uée of abutting properties
12 and/or in the discretion of the Board, residents in the
13 zone, vehicles used by their visitors, and service vehicles
14 of persons having business in the street, at all or only
s certain hours; to set time limits for parking applicable to
1. all vehicles except vehicles owned or used by such residents,
e their visitors or service vehicles of persons having business
vz in the street'ﬁr with the residents; on behalf of the Board,
18 to issue permits authorizing parking by residents,‘their
19 visiﬁoré,’andgservice vehicles of persons having business|in
20 the street or with the residents independently of parking
23 restrictions applicable to the public generally; and to take
52 such other action as appropriate to implement Ordinance
108354 within the restricted parking zone.
23 Section 2. Posting of traffic control signs and issuance
24 of courtesy ("warning") notices to violators pursuant to the
25 authority and prior to the effective date of this ordinance
286 are hereby ratified and confirmed.
27
28
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{To be used for all Ordinances except Emergency.)

Section. ... 3 This ordinance shali take effect and be in force thirty days from and after its passag

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

provisions of the city charter.

Passed by the City Council the........ 2? .......... day of ... {}@‘E@%@g ............................. , 19 ???
and signed by me in open session in authentication of its passage this............. oﬁ? ........................ day of

i .
- v

(SEAL)

Published. ...

q
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Your City; Seattle

Executive Department-Office of Management and Budget

Casey Jones. Director
Charles Royer. Mayor

The Honorable Douglas Jewett
City Attorney
City of Seattle

Dear Mr. Jewett:

The Mayor is proposing to City Council that the enclosed report and recommencda-
tion be returned to Council for review,

REQUESTING _
DEPARTMENT: Board of Public Works

SUBJECT: A communication from the Director of Engineering submit+
ting a report and recommendation on implementing a six
month, residential Parking Zone Pilot Project in the Mont+
lake Neighborhood. '

Pursuant to the City Council's S5.0.P., 100-014, the Executive Department Ig
forwarding this request for legislation directly to your office for review and
drafting.

Sincerely,

Charles Royer
Mayor

<.

v 2
(L] 7=,

Casey Jones
Budget Bi#éctor

L

Clirbzjk

Enclosure

Ar onoal employment opportunity - affirmatve action employer.

J, of Seatite-Exscutive Department « Oifice of Management and Budget - Room 202 Municipal Building - Sealtle, Washinglon 83104 » §25-2551
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U(ATTENTION: Royal Alley-Barnes)
TO: OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET,
FOR TRANSMITTAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL, "




Betty L. McFarians, Executive Sserstary
Chartes Royer, Mayor

Re: Residential Parking Zones October 10, 1979

Montlake Pilot Project
EGE]

6071618

City Council OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT
City of Seattle & BUDGFY

VIA: Mayor Charles Royer, Attention: OMB

Honorable Members:

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

endation on implementing a Residential Parking Zone Pilot Project in th
Montlake Neighborhood.

L

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
be implemented for a period of six months and herewith Fforwards that
recommendation to your Homorable Body for consideration and nacessary legis-
lative action. Attached for your review is the report and recommendations
submitted by the Director of Engineering. A report and recommendation will
be forwarded to the Board after the six-month period.

Respectfully,
BOA%P OF PUBLIC WORKS
e e

LU

7

Kenneth M. Lowthian
Chairman

BIM:wb

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

Atrt,

An squel empioyment opporiunity - affirmative action empioyer.
Board of Public Works Department, 303 Municipal Buiiding, Seattls, Washington €8104, {208) 825-2266
Board of Public Works: Kenneth M. Lowthian, Chalrman, Supt. of Water, Waller R, Hundley, Supt. of Parks gnd Regraation;
Paui A, Wiatrak, Uir.of Engineering; Fobert H. Murray, Supt. of City Light; William J. Justen, P.E. Supt of Bulldings




Your

Seattle f
Engineering Department o
Pau 5. wistak,_DITECTOr of Engineering SEGRETARY
Chartes Royer, Mayor BOARD OF Py 1%

October 1, 1979

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 implementing a Residential Parking Zone (RPZ) Pilot Project in the Montlake
neighborhood as per cur commitment to the residents of that area. This letter is
to fransmit our report and recommendations for your processing as required by
Ordinance #108354. In summary, we wish to make the following recommenda-~
tionss

i} Initiate an RPZ Pilot Project in that part of the Montlake neighborhood
bounded by E Shelby Street, £ 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
nermally parked at their Montlake address. Proof of vehicle ownership
and local residency will be required. The RPZ decals will be fived
securely fo the vehicles and will exempt those vehicles from the local
time limit parking restrictions. (2-hour parking restrictions are presently
in effect from & AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday).

3} No visitor permits be issued,

%) 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 impacted by comnmuters displaced by the pilot project in the
primary study area.

5) That the ordinance developed to authorize the Montlake 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
o our taking action. As with other changes to the demonstration systems,
the Board of Public Works and the Council's Transportation Committee
will be kept informed.

&) That the pilot project period be designated as & months from implemen-~

tation, subject to extensions as may be needed.

Seattie Engineering Departman, Room 810, Sesatile Municipal Buiiding, 800 Fourth Avenue, Seatile, WA 88104, (208) 625-2]
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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 incomplete circulation as of this
writing, show a 68% support rate from the Jocal 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 6§25~

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

3ing yoa}rs,

PAUL A. WIATRAK, P.E.
Director of Engineering

NF S:pma
Attachments (4}
cCs Ellen Hansen, BDCD

Major Dempsey, SPD, Traffic
B




ORDINANCE __

AN ORDINANCE authorizing the establishment of a residential parking zone

pilot project in the Mountiake 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

WHEREAS, 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 pr-imax"y 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 2800
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

WHEREAS, 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 I. The Seattle Engineering Department is authorized to implement a
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residential parking zone project in the ‘area bounded by Eﬁ}eiby 5t, 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 #10835% 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:kim
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RESIDENTIAL PARKING 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 RPZ Pilot Project is to ease parking, safety, and
environmental problems which result in this neighborhood because of a heavy use pf the
residential streets for parking by motorists commuting to the University of Washingtpn and
to help develop a RPZ program for Seattle that can be used to provide aid to| other
neighborhoods subjected to similar problems.

Environmental benefits that extend beyond the study area would be attained if commuters
displaced by the reduction of available parking are encouraged to utilize more efficient
- forms of transportation such as buses or carpools.

" The purpose of this report is to provide the basis for implementing a RPZ Pilot Project in
the E Sheiby/ E Hamlin area of the Montlake Neighborhood.

AUTHORITY
Authority to implement RPZ projects became effetive on August 13, 1979, per Ordinance
#10835¢ which amended the Seattle Traffic Code. This ordinance also provides guidelines
for implementing RPZ projects. The key elements of the Ordinance provisions are:

1)  Problem Definition

A parking problem serious enough to warrant an RPZ application exists when V5% or
more of the available on-street parking supply is generally occupied and at least 25%
of the vehicles parked are not owned by or serving neighborhood residents.

2}  Delegation of Responsibility

The City Traffic Engineer is to conduct the studies and analysis necessary to develop a
recommendation regarding the application of RPZ strategies to individual neighbor-
hoods and the Board of Public Works is to hold a public hearing and forward its
recommendation to the City Council regarding the establishment of RPZ's in specific
areas. Community support must be evidenced by a majority petition. '

3}  Ordinance Requirements

The City Council must approve of each RPZ project by ordinance.

BACKGROUND

The Montlake neighborhood was selected as one of the RPZ Pilot Projects because 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-




hood and the project would give us experience in developing a RPZ program in the vicinity
of & major university.
PROJECT AREA

The primary project area is bounded by E Sheiby Street, E Hamlin Street, E Park Drive &
and W Park Drive E and I5 located just south of the Lake Washington Ship Canal (Montlake
cut  }and is separated from the bulk of the Montlake neighborhood by the SR 320/Montiake
interchange {Fig L.).

This area contains 119 homes and is located % mile south of the University of Washington
and the University Hospital., Other nearby facilities are the Seattle Yacht Club, the
MNational Marine Fisherias Service and the Museum of History and Industry. {Figure 2.}

PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION

"Two-hour! parking restrictions were placed in the Montlake project area in the early 1960's
to encourage a frequent turnover of parked vehicles and thereby help alleviate the parking
congestion imposed upon that neighborhood by its proximity to the University of Washington.
In spite of the 2-hour time limit, parking demands imposed on this residential area remain
high: residents find it difficult to park near their homes, illegal parking freguently occurs
and the quality of neighborhood life is adversely affected by the circulation of commuters
fooking for a place to park. Also, residents themselves must cornply with the Z-hour parking
time limits that are in effect from 8 AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday.

BATA COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS

The parking study done 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 & PM were
checked against a list of license plates furnished by the neighborhood through a survey*
conducted in early April, 1979. This study showed the following:

Parking Commuter
Utilization Bernand
S D DS ¢ ¢b KEY
1800 Block, E Shelby St 5 = Parking Supply - The total
10 AM - Moon 43 3% 79% 3B 8% number of on-street parking
& PM ‘ 22 351% 6 73% spaces available.
2200 Biock, W Park Drive E I3 = Parking Demand - The total
iG AM - Moon i3 i3 7% 7 349% number of vehicles parked
& PM 9 60% 5 36% on-street.,
18060 Block, F Hamiin $% C = Number of Commuter ve-
i AM - MNoon 43 15 35% 15 100% hicles parked on-sireet,

& P e 37% i3 81%
. *NOTE: The response rate to
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2100 Block, E Shelby St X . _
10 AM 2 Noon g 52 18 27% i 100% the questionnaire that fur-
6PM | 13 25% 7 Sk% nished the residentsf license

' , plate numbers was 73%.
7800 Block E Park Dr E . Even if the commuter demand
' 10 AM - Noon b 5 125% 3 60% ratio is reduced to ¢ompensate

6 PM 2 0% 2 100% for an incomplete listing of ,
: resident license plates, the number
2100 Block, E Hamlin St of commuters still far exceeds

10 AM . 25 0% 22 8% the 25% required td meet the
6 PM , 18 3% g X% RPZ definition of a|problem.
TABLE 1

On-Street Parking Supply and Demand

The table above shows that the following three street segments meet both the| "75%
utilization, 25% commuter” criteria set by the RPZ Ordinance: The 1800 block of E Shelby
Street, W Park Drive E and ‘E Park Drive E. The other streets all exceed the| "25%
commuter" criteria. The existing 2-hour parking restrictions help ease the potential parking
problems in the Shelby/Hamlin area by discouraging long-term parking. Without these 2-
hour controls, parking throughout the Shelby/Hamlin area would be virtually 100% utilized
by commuters. R

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

The results of this parking study were supported by the findings of a pervious |study
conducted in the west half of the project area on May 17, 1978. This earlier study |found
that at 1 PM the parking utilization was 79% along E Shelby street; 80% along W Park|Drive
E and 40% along E Hamlin Street. The proportion of commuter vehicles along these streets
was 4%, 58% and 100% respectively.

south of SR 520 and east of E Montlake Place E (Fig 3). The on-street parking in this area
was found to be 35-40% utilized furing the day with approximately 10% non-resident
vehicles parked at the curb. Although localized parking problems may occur, parking was
found to be generally available in this area. Our experience indicates that this would be
true in that part of the Montlake neighborhood bounded by Lake Washington Boulevard, 19th
Ave E and E Calhoun Street. The impact of University Task Force traffic control strategies
on parking availability in this area is unknown.

This 'previous study also spot checked :iheparking availability in the Montlake neighbcghood

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

In March, 1978, a mail-back questionnaire was distributed to the residents of the study| area.
The purpose of this survey was to familiarize the local residents with the RPZ prograim and
to obtain information from them regarding the number and identification of the vehicles
they normally park at their residence, to determine the number of off-street parking spaces
they have available and to solicit comments from them regarding the parking problems they
are experiencing. ' S :
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On Thursday, August 23, 1979, a neighborhood meeting was held at the Museum of §

distory

and Industry to discuss the Engmeermg Department's RPZ proposal. At that time, we

recommended a 'non-decal' system wherein half the on-street parking would be re
excusively for the use of neighborhood residents. No decals were to be issug
enforcement would be on a complaint basis. The success of such a program would
upon the community's ability to recognize one another’s automobiles and their willingt
exert the effort needed to maintain an updated list of license plates of the locally op

served
»d and
depend
ness 1o
erated

vehicles. Those attending the meeting unanimously requested the ‘decal' RPZ alternatjve.

After reviewing the community comment, we revised our recommendation to the
system because we agreed that the unique situation in this neighborhood {quarterly tu
of student commuters and high utilization of short-term parkmg) might lead to an
burden on the local residents and Police Department to attain proper enforcement.

During the weekend of September 22, 1979, a petition was circulated within the stud
to formally determine local support of RPZ's. Although the petition's circulation w
complete as of this writing, 81 signatures were obtained for a response rate of 68%.
to Figure 2.) An information sheet was distributed during the petition process to bri

‘decal
rnover
undue

y area
as not
(Refer
ng the

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

the RPZ are installed.

To date, no comment has been received from Montlakes 'institutional' residents:

The

National Marine Fisheries Service, the Museum of History and Industry and the Beattle
Yacht Club. These parties will continue to be notified 1o meetings and hearings on this
project. In addition, letters will be sent to specxﬁcally solicit comments from them. The
University of Washington has expressed interest in implementing this project as soon as

possibie to supplement its attempts to encourage a greater use of ‘high occupancy v
transporiation by its students and faculty.

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

1) Need for RPZ

Conc.lusions:

ehicle’

Three street segments within the immediate study area meet both criteria and the
problem definition contained in the RPZ ordinance (75% on-street parking utilized,
25% 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 2800 block of E Park Drive E.

However, commuter parking on all streets far exceeds the "25% Commuter" ¢

rriteria

 {Reference Table 1). The existing 2-hour parking restrictions protects the neighbor-
hood from experiencing a much more serious parking problem and without these time
limits in effect, the parking utilization in the Shelby/Hamlin area would approach

100%.

As evidenced by the petition, a RPZ Pilot Project is highly favored in the Shelby
lin area.

Recommendations:

/Ham- '

Initiate a RPZ Pilot Project in the area bounded by E Shelby Street, E Hamlin Street,




2)
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W Park Orive E and E Park Drive E In the form of parking decals that will exempt
local residents from the existing 2-hour time limits which would remain in place. {This
would not exempt residents from parking prohibitions, such as found in front of fire
hydrants or as might be applied for traffic control measures taken for special svents),
Ingc iudmg the 139* & 2100 blocks of E Hamlin Street and the 2100 block of E Shelby
Street in the RPZ project area, will help preciude transier*mg the commuier parking
problem from one part of the neighborhood to another,

To keep the system as simple and uniform as possible we recommend that, at least
initially, residents be provided with decals for each of the vehicles owned by them and
normally parked at their address, that ne visitor permits be issued and that the decals
be serialized for identification purposes.

Adjustrents and medifications to all aspects of the system can be considered during the
trial project.

We also recommend that no fees be collected for the decals during the Pilot Project.
Pilot Project costs will be compiled for a future recommendation 1o the Board of
Public Works regarding the nature of an appropriate fee,

Worst Case Impact

Conclusion:

There are approximately 207 on-street parking spaces in the study area. The local
residents operate approximately 175 vehicles. Approximately 90 commuter vehicles
park in the area. In the worst case situation, local residents could utilize 85% of the
on-street spaces - leaving only about 30 on-street parking spaces for visitors and
service vehicles and pushing 60 or more commuier wehicles into the Montlake
Neighborhood south of the Shelby/Hamlin area. The increased rates 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 Montlske.

Recommendation:

Expand the potential project area southward to E Calthoun Street, bounded by 19ih Ave
E and Lake Washington Boulevard E. RPZ's would not be initiated in the expanded
project area unless it could be shown that the engma; project andfor the University
Task Force strategies impacted this area, or a portion thereof, to the degree that it
could gualify for RPZ's — in which case, the SED would be authorized to pmceed with
implementing RPZ controls to correct the problem as soon as a majority petition could
be obiained. The purpose for including this area in the Pilot Project ordinance at this
time would be to increase our ability to respond to the neighborhood should a problem
develop.  We would aveid the 2-3 month delay required 1o obtain a2 separate
authorizing ordinance for the expanded area. '

NFSpma
10.1.79
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S0 RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONE 9/18/79

BONTLAKE PILOT BROIECT 12

September, 1979

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engineering
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential Parking
Zone (RFZ) program on a Pilot Project (irial) basis in the section of our neighborhood bdunded
by E Shelby St, E Hamlin 5t E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the “permit system”
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exempt them
from the time limits imposed upon general parking.

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects jof the
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily by the
University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environmeént by
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving air quality, improving vehicular

and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesivefess.

RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally preferred
transportation {carpools, transit, bicycles) by those commuting to and from this area. This
would be accomplished by allowing us to leave our automobiles at home more often and by
reducing the number of free parking spaces available 1o other commuters.

COMMURNITY CONTACT PERSON: /o070 | L

7

IGNATURE
k3

il Ll

™ ]
FEAY A vy
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| RESIDENTIAL PARKING JONE 3
MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT

September, 1979

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Enging
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential Py
Zone (RPZ) program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of our neighborhood bo
by E Shelby S5t, E Hamlin 51, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the “permit sy
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exempt
from the time limits imposed upon general parking.

We believe that a RFZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects
excessive demands imposed upen our streeis by commuter parking generated primarily }
University of Washington, We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environms
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving alr gquality, improving veh
and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesivey
RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of snvironmentally pre
transportation (carpoels, transit, bicycles) by those cemmuting to and from this area,
would be accomplished by allowing us 1o leave our automobiles at home more often g
reducing the number of free parking spaces available to other commuters.
= -

COMMUNITY CONTACT PERSON:

s/sma
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PETITION |
. RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONE

MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT
September, 1979

NH
S

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engir
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential H
Zone (RPZ) program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of our neighborhood b
by E Shelby St, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "permit s
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exemp
from the time limits imposed upon general parking,

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects
excessive demands imposad upon our sireets by commuter parking generated primarily
University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environm
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving air quality, improving ve
and pedesirian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesive

2

RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally pre
transportation {(carpeols, transit, bicycles} by those commuting to and from this area
would be accomplished by allowing us to leave our automobiles at home more often
reducing the number of free parking spaces available to ‘)othssr cornmuters.
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L ‘ %ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?«i « NES/sma
18779

. ¢, REVDENTIAL PARKING ZONE -~ - - 5

BOMTLAKE PILOT PROJECT
September, 1379

i2

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Enginegering

Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential P

arking

Zone (RPZ) program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of sur neighborhood haunded
by E Shelby St, E Hamlin 5t, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "permit system”

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

them

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effecis|of the
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily by the
University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhond environment by
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving air quality, improving velicular
and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesiveness,

RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally prefferred
This
would be accomplished by allowing us to leave our automobiles at home more often and by

transportation {(carpools, transit, bicycles) by those commuting to and from this area)

reducing the number of free parking spaces available to other commuters.
COMMURNTY CONTACT PERSON:
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PETITION NAS/sma

S RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZOME 3

MONTLAKE PILOY PROJECT
Septemb&r, 1379

We, the undersigned residents of the Montiake neighborhood, petition the Seattie Engin
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential P
Zone (RPZ) program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of our neighborhood by
by E Shelby 5t, E Hamlin 51, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "permit s
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exemp
from the time limits imposed upon general parking,

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily

18/79
12

eering
arking
punded
ystem”
© them

of the
by the

University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environment by
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving air quality, improving vehicular

and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesive

RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally pre
transportation (carpools, transit, bicycles) by these commuting to and from this area

€58,

ferred
This

would be accomplished by allowing us 1o leave our automobiles at home more often and by

reducing the number of free parking spaces available to other commuters,
COMMUNITY CONTACT PERSON:

Phone
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3 | PETITION . NES/sma
57 ¥ ' i g

- RESEENTIAL PARKING TOME

BONTLAKE PRLOT PROJECT
September, 1979

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engin
Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential B
Zone (RPZ} program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of our neighborhood by
by E Sheiby 5t, E Hamlin 5t, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the “permit sy
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exem

o
P
from the time limits imposed upon general parking,

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily
University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environm
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing rnoise, improving air quality, improving vel
and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesive

RPZ will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally pre

transportation {carpools, transit, bicycles) by those cos imuting to and from this areal

would be accomplished by allowing us to leave our automobiles at home more often
reducing the number of {ree parking spaces available to other commuters.

COMMUNITY CONTACT PERSON:
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RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZOME K s/lief79

BONTLAKE FILOT PROJECT
Seprember, 1973

i2

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engingering
Departrrent, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate a Residential Parking
Zone {(RPZ) program on 3 Pifot Project (irial) basis in the section of our neighborhood bounded
by E Sheiby St, E Hamlin 51, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "permit system”
of RPZ wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exempt|them

from the time limits imposed upon general parking,

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the effects pi
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily By

the
the

University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environment by
reducing mng?stion on our streets, reducing noiss, improving air quaii‘*yk impmvi g vehlicular
and pedestirian safety, and by strengthening our sense of neighborhood unity and cohesiveness.

RPZ wili also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of environmentally preferred
transportation (carpools, transit, bicycles} by those commuting to and from this area.| This
would be accomplished by aliowing us to leave our asutomobiles at home more often and by

reducing the number of free parking spaces ayailah}e to other commuters.
COMMUNITY CONTACT PERSON:
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S PETITION ‘ PR NF3
| RESEVENTIAL PARKING ZONE : , 9/1
MONTLAKE PILOT FROJECT

Septeniber, 1979

sina
8/79
i2

We, the undersigned residents of the Montlake neighborhood, petition the Seattle Engineering

Department, the Board of Public Works and the City Council to initiate & Residential Pa

king

Zone (RPZ) program on a Pilot Project (trial) basis in the section of sur neighborhood bounded

by E Shelby St, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E and W Park Dr E. We prefer the "permit sys
of RP7Z wherein residents would be issued stickers for their vehicles that would exempt
from the time limits imposed upon general parking, ’

We believe that a RPZ program would benefit our neighborhood by reducing the sffects o
excessive demands imposed upon our streets by commuter parking generated primarily b
University of Washington. We believe RPZ will improve our neighborhood environmey
reducing congestion on our streets, reducing noise, improving alr guality, improving vehi
and pedestrian safety, and by strengthening our sense of nelghborhood unity and cohesiven

tam”
them

f the
the
1t by
cular
2SS,

RP7 will also benefit the City in general by promoting the use of savironmentaily prefprred

transporiation {carpools, transit, bicycles) by those commuting to and from this area.

This

would be accomplished by allowing us to leave our automabiles at home more often apd by

reducing the number of free parking spaces available to other commuters,
CQMMU?“%ITY COMNTACT PERSON:
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CBFORMATION SMEET
RESIDENTIAL PARIING Z0NE
Monticke Pilot Project
September, 1979
f emdar‘z*zui Parking Zones (RPZ) are planned for the Montiolke and other selected Seattle neib
on a Pilot Project {(triai} basis. The purpose of the RPEY Pilet Pro;ec?s is ib help develon g RP

for Seaitle that will ease porking and other problems which result fram commuters usmg
'Sfrw?s 5| pﬁzrmnq fots' to the degree thot *f::;m%mm i difficulties resul? for neighb sorhood resiq

The fﬂ%?awmﬂ information should he elp to arswer some of the ques

stions you migh? have gbout
Parking Zazz&s IRPZ) and what to expsct when it is applied to vour ne gt if;w”@m‘? streets.

i

1} Bosed upon the information exchange geners f:(f ot ¢ neighborhood mee?ing held on
1978, we plan 1o recommend a "Permit System” of RP7 for vour neiohborhood instead of

Permit System” o r*gsmi%y cmivmp ated subiect 1o o 80% resident approval.

2} Under the "Permit Systern® of RPZ, st fckers would be ssusd fo all residents which will exempt
them from the time [imits f*‘m:»%%zi on general parking. One sticksr would be issusd for each
vehicle owned ond opercted by o resident of i‘m neighborhood,  The stickers would He securely

 fixed to the qualifying vehicie, o
3} The RPZ program will be installed on ¢ ?*;Ez:s& F’m et (trial) bosis. Mo fees will 2‘:: charged for the
 stickers issued for the Pilot Project, Fees will %’affv collected for renewals or new sii ism %ssuea’
after the irial period, if the (,wy “enarnil a@iemmes that a RPZ is ¢ viable fraffic a:: ntrpl meosurs
for use in Seattle. The coxt per sticker will be st ofter completicn of the Pilot Pra g soffs and wdf
be bosed largely upon the ex wperience gﬂ;md from the Pllot Projects. Upon mm,ﬁm i af the Pilot
Praoject, you will be given the opportunity o decide whether 1o continue BRT under the fhe basis,

4} We will recommend to the Board of Pubilic Works ond to the City Council thot the existing fwo-
hour parking restrictions on your streels remain ord the residents within the ares bounded by £
Shelby Street, E MHomlin Street ond F Park Drive ¥ ond W Jark Dirbve £ be lssved permits|exempting
thelr W%Mt:ies from those fwo v Hmits,  Both the Board ond the Councill will Hold public
hearings, of which you will be notified.

5} To keep the system o simple and uniform os possibl 2, we will recommend that, af least initially,
residents be provided with stickers for soch of the ve HL:E 3 ¥ them and nwvm*% parked ot
their address, that no visitor permits be lssued ond thet be seriglized for ide ﬁ?;‘m ion
DUTPOSEs.

6} Adiustments and medifications can be considered dur et

i is very irwmy%c: t also that you know what RIPZ will and witl not dos

i} RBZ will exemnpt residents vehicles from the time restrictions posted for general parking olong the
curb.

23 RPZ will increase your chance of finding an on-street ¢ @rkmg space close fo home,

3} RPZ not reserve or guarimtes g porking space in from YL

4y RPY wi Mi}g:’{ exempt you from other thon YHme Hmig p&fkmg restri You would sifill be cited
for parking in front of fire hydronts, in front of fvewnys, f@r close to stop| signs, etc.
You could also be cited for parking too long in time zones ret sp mmmm by your permit
or in the RPZ zones of another nﬁmi diorhood

kifwil( Q-"
We anticipute instoll am; the Monticks ~osystem in December, 1573 We will be contacting|individuals

cbout permits during Ootober ond MNovesrit _—
Pleq

o4

o ¥

Y e

’U

ase do ot hesitate to col H{;ﬁ,i Fa £ the project enginser, a

guﬁs?wn regarding this projec

Schonerman, P t 625-2347,
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£-479 {Revised 10/75)

FINAL DECLARATION OF \ HWON~SIGNIFICANCE

Yor

Titles RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES
MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT

Description:

A project to mitigate parking and related enviromental and safety
problems in the Shelby/Hamlin section of the Montiake Neighborhood
caused by an excessive demand for parking on residential streets by
those commuting to the University of Washington.

Iocation of Proposal:

The primary project area is bounded by E Shelby 5t, E Hamlin 5t, W Parj
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)

FS

Proponent:

5 E This proposal has been determined to not have a significant

. adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS is not reguired
under RCW 43.21C.030{2) {¢).

: % This pro;:aosal has been determined to have a significant

$ i 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

i?eha}.f o? the lea}d agency of a completed environmental checklist and other
information on file with the responsible department.

Thehintent of thi§ declaration is to satisfy the requirements of the State
Envlmnmgntal Policy Act (RCW 43.21C), including the requirement to inform
the public of agency determinations pursuant to SEPA. This document is not

a permit, n?r does it constitute a decision or recommendation to grant oy
deny a permit,

Respons ile
;,ZZW% s Lt 1979

Proiject Erigineer Date
BTl [P Lo 27
Court—Sedtion Concurrence” Date

Ul gz liZok (/s /72

City Engineer Date




©L-480 (Rav. 10/76)

ENVIRCHITINTAL CHECKLIST FORM

I BACKGROUED

1. Hams of Propoment: TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATION DIVISION
SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

2. Address and Phons Nuuber of Proponsnt:

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

3. Date Checklist Submitted:

October 5, 1979

4. Agency Reqguiring Chaecklist:
SEATTLE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

5, Wame of Proposal, if applicable:

MONTLAKE PILOT PROJECT
RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES

6. Hature and Briaf Description of thz Proposal {Including but not
limited to its size, general design elements, and othsr factors
that will giva an accurate understanding of its scope and naturd):

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.




7.

Location of Proposal (describs the physical satting of the

proposal, as well as the extent of the land arza affected by any
environmental impacts, iuncluding any other information needad to

give an accurate understanding of the environmental setting of
the proposal):

The primary project area is that part of the Montlake Neighborhood
bounded by E Shelby St, E Hamlin St, E Park Drive E and W Park Drive
E. This area lies 1/4 mile south of the University of Washington, just
south of the Montlake cut and just north of the Montlake/SR-520
Interchange. The predominent land use us single family residential with

115 homes co-existing with the Seattle Yacht Club, the Museum of History

and Industry and the National Marine Fisheries Service.

The proximity of this neighborhood to the University of Washington is the

cause of the parking problems on the residential streets. 'Twohou" parking

restrictions were placed in the Montlake project area in the early 1960's

to encourage a frequent turnover of parked vehicles and therby help alleviate
the parking congestion imposed upon that neighborhood by student commiiters.

In spite of the 2-hour limit, parking demands imposed on this residential

area remain high: residents find it difficult to park near their homes, illegal
parking frequently occurs and the quality of the neighborhood life is adversely
affected by the circulation of commuters looking for a place to park. Also,

residents hemselves must comply with the 2-hour parking time {imits tha
are in effect from 8§ AM to 5 PM, Monday through Friday.

There are approximately 207 on-street parking spaces in the primary pro
area. Most of the vehicles parked on-street during the day belong to con
These commuters generally park west of Montlake Bivd E.

In the minimal impact scenario, residents will displace some commuters
to E Hamlin St & to EShelby St east of Montlake Bivd E. The neighborhd
streets would serve both groups comfortably. )

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 reco
study area extends south to E Calhoun St to cover this eventuality.

t

ect
muters

mmended

The probable impact is a combination of the two scenarios with some commuters

switching to buses or carpools.




8.

10,

il.

1z.

Estimated Date for Complesiion of the Proposal:

Estimated implemention is late November 1979. A project evaluation

would occur in April 1980. I the project proves successiul, the controls
would remain indefinitely.

List of all Permits, Licenses or Government Approvals Required
for the Proposal {(federal, state and local~-including rezomes):
City Ordinance #108354 amended the City Traffic Code to authotize
residential parking zones and to set forth the criteria by which a
neighborhood would qualify for such parking controls. A separate
City Ordinance is needed for each specific neighborhood project.

Do you have any plaps for future zdditions, expansion, or further
activity related 1o or copnected with this proposal?
If yes, =xplain:

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.

Do you koow of any plans by others which may affect the property
covered by your propesal? If yes, explain:

The University Task Force Project has a goal of increasing the use
of car pools and Transit by those students and faculty commuting
to the U of W. Increased rates for compus parking is one of the
leverages to be used in attaining that goal. One potential side effiect
of this "Task Force" project will be to increase the use of nearby |
residential streets by U of W commuters. This will make the "Residential
Parking" project, with a buffer zone, even more disiable.

Attach any other application form that has besn completed regard
ing the proposal; if none has been completed, but is expected tc

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 which

includes a copy of the neighborhood petition supparting
this project.




11. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
(Explanations of all “yes" and “maybe" answers are rsquired)

Yas tiaybsz

{1) Earth. WWill the proposal result in:

(a) Unstable earth conditions or in
changes in geologic substructures™

(b} Disruptions, displacaments, com~
paction or overcovering of the soil?

{e) Change in topegraphy or ground
surface relief faatures?

{(d) Thz destructiom, covering or
modification of any unique geologic
or physical features?

{2) Any increasc in wind or water
erosion of soils, either onm or off
the site?

(f) Changes in deposition or ero-
sion of beach sands, or changes

in siltation, deposition or crosion
which may modify the chaonel of a
river or strzam or tue bed of the
ocean or any bay, inlet oxr laks?

Explanation: N/A




{2) Air. Will the proposal razsult In:

7!52 Adr emissions or deterioratiom

of ambient air quality? ' X %
{t) Creation of cbjectionable

odors? X

{¢} Alteration of air movement,

moisture or temparature, or any

change in climate, either locally

or reglonally? 4 X

Explanztion:

* 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 eithzr marine or fresh

waters? , ] X

(b} Changes in absorption rates,
drainage patterns, or the rats and
amount of surface water runoff? X

{c)} Alterations to the course or
flow of flood waters?

. G
{d} Change in the amount of sur-
face water in any water body? X

wn




{e)} Discharpe into surface waters,
or in any alteration of surface
water quality, including but not
limited to temperature, dissolved
oxygen or turbidity?

{f) Alteration of tha direction
or rate of flow of ground waters?

{g) Change in the guantity of
ground waters, either through
direct additions or withdrawals,
or through interception of an
aquifer by cuts or sxcavations?

X

{h) Deterioration in ground water
quality, either through dirsct in-
jection, or through the sespage of
leachate, phosphates, detzrgents,
waterborne virus or bacteria, or
other substances into the ground
wateys?

(i} Reduction in the smount of
water otherwise available for
public water supplies?

Explanation:

N/A




Yes Haybe Bo
{4) TFlora. Will the proposal result in:

{a) Change in the diversity of

species, or numbers of awy specles

of flora (including trees, shrubs,

grass, crops, microflora and

aquatic plants)? X

{b) Reduction of the numbers of
any unigue, rars or endangsrad
spacies of flora?

{c) Introduction of new species

of flora into an area, or in a

barrier to the normal replenish~

ment of existing spacles? X

{d) Reduction in acreage of any .
agricultural crop? X

Explanation:
N/A

{(5) Fauna. Will the proposal result in:

{a) Changes in the diversity of

species, or numbars of any species

of fauna (birds, land aninals

including reptilae, fish and shell-

fish, benthic organisms, inszcts or

nicrofauna)? X

{p) Reduction of the numbers of
any unique, rarz or endangered
species of fzuna? X

{c) Introduction of new species
of fauna into an area, or result
in a barrier to ths migration or
movemant of fauna? . X

{d) Deterioration to existing
fish or wildlife hgbitat? X

Explanation:
N/A




Koisec. Will the proposal increzass
axisting noise levals?

Explanation:

{(7) Light and Glars. Will the pro~
posal produce new light or
glare?

Explanation:
N/A

{8) Land Use. Will the proposal
result in the alteration of the
present or planned land usz of an
area?

Explanation:
N/A

{9} Nztural Resouress. Will the pro-
_ posal result in:

{a) Increass in the ratz of use
of any natural rescurces?

(b} Deplstion of any noorenewsble
natural resources?

Explanation:
N/A

Yo




Yes Maybe

{10} Risk of Upset. Dozs ths proposal
iavolve a risk of an explosion or
the release of hazardous substances
{including, but not limited to,
oil, pesticidaes, chemicals or
radiation) in the svent of an acci-
dent or upset conditions?

Explanation:
N/A

(11) 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?

Explanation:

N/A
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{13) Tranmsportation/Circulation. Will
the proposal rasult in:

@ Gensration of additiomal
vehicular movsment? X

b} Effects on existing parking
facilities, or demand for new

parking? X

(¢} Impact upon existing trans-
portation systems? X

{d) Alterations to present
patterns of cilrculation or move-
ment of people and/or goods?

b

{e) Alterations to waterborne,
rail or air traffic?

Increase in traffic hazards
£3 motor vehicles, bicyclists or
pedestrians? X

Explanation:

a) Short term circulation may increase, but goal is to reduce
vehicular volume by encourageing use of high occupancy vehicle
by commuters.

[7)

b} Grart irg exemptions to project area residents from parking timg-
limit restrictions will increase the demand dor on-street parking
spaces. The availability of convenient parking will be reduced for
commuters, increased for residents. The demand for new parking
by commuters will be dependant upon the degree to which commuters
utilize HOV transportation, but such demands are not expected
to be great enough to shift the parking congestion problem from

the project area to other nearby streets.




. Yas Haybe No

(14) Public Services. Will oz pro-
posal havz an zffesct upen, or
result in 2 wesd for new or al~
terad governmental servicas in
any of the following ar=zas:

{a) Fire protection?
Police protection? ' X
{¢) Schools?

{d) Parks or other razcreational
facilities?

e
{2} Maintenance of public facili~-
ties, including roads? X
@ Othsr governmental services? X

Explanation:

B: Initially, some extra effort may be required of the parking checkers
Once everyone gets used to the system, the effect on Police Dept
marnpower will be nill - - parking checkers already patro! the project
area.

f) An ém—going program where in residential parking permits & decals
need to be updated periodically, would increase the workioad on the
Engineering Department. '

3

(15) Energy. Vill the proposal result in:

(a8) Use of substantizl amounts of
fuzl or ensrgy? S

(b} Denand upon existing sources
of energy, or require the desvelop-
ment of naw sources of energy? X

Explapation: _
N/A

11




Yes

liavbe

(16) Utilities. Will the proposal
result in a nzed for now systems,
or alterations to the following
utiliries:

{a) Power or natural pas?

Ho

(b) Communications systems?

{c) Water?

{(d) Sewer or septic tanks?

{(e) Storm watszr drainage?

(£} Solid wastz end disposal

Explanation:
N/A

{17) Human Health. Will the proposal
result in the creation of any
health hazard or potential health
hazard (excluding mental health)?

st

Explanation:
N/A

{18) Assthetics. Will the proposal
result in the obstruction of any
scenic vista or view open to ths
public, or will thes proposal re-
sult in the creation of an
acsthetically offensive site open
to public view?

Explanation:
N/A

12




Yes Maybhaz Ho

(18) Rscreation. Will the proposal
result in an impact upon the
quality or gquantity of sxisting
recreational opportunities? X

Explanation:
N/A

(20) Archacsological/Historieal. Will
the proposal result ip an alteration
of a significant archaeclogical or
historical site, structure, cbiect
or building?

Explanation:

N/A

I, the undersigned, state that to the best of wy knowledge the
above information is true and complete. It is understood that the lead
agency may withdraw any Declaration of Non-Significance that it might isiue
in reliance upon this checklist should thers by any willful misrepresent
tion oy willful lack of full disciosure on my part.

o

Proponent: NOQEL E SCHONEM AN

13




i McFatiane, Exenutive Secretary
ies Royer Mayor

Re: Residential Parking Zones
Montlake Pilot Project

“1A: Mavor Charles Royer, Attention: = OMB

Citv Council
City of Seattle

Honorable Members:

The Board of Public Works had before it, in regular session today, a cop-
munication from the Director of Engineering submitting report and recomp
endation on implementing a Residential Parking Zone Pilot Project in the

Montlake Neighborhood,

An Engineering Department representative briefed the Board and regsidents
were present at the hearing. Residents indicated they were very much in

favor of the pilot project being implemented.

The Board concurred in the recommendation of the Director of Engineering
that the pilot project in the Montlake neighborhood, as submitted, should

be implemented for a period of six months and herewith forwards that

recommendation to your Honorable Body for consideration and necessary legis~

lative action. Attached for your review is the report and recommendatig

as

submitted by the Director of Engineering. A report and recommendation will

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

BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS

o’ - e

s
oty o B

Renneth M. Lowthian
Chairman

,,/f"f/‘:/x/"zi"% ¢ st e e

BiM:wb

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

Att.

affamative aciion employer
f Washington 88104, (208) 8252288

upt. of Parks and Recreation:

Zoard of Fubiic Works

Boara of Public Works Kang

Sunt of
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Paul A. Wiateak, i}%rector of Engineering L
Charles Royer, Mayor . BOASD OF 2L

October 1, 1979

The Honorable Board
oI Public Works
City of Seattie

Subject: RESIDENTIAL PARKING ZONES ~ Montlake Pilot Project

We have completed our technical analysis and community invelvement 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.

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
time 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) 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 lmnpacted by commuters displaced by the pilot project in the
prirnary study area.

5} That the ordinance developed to authorize the Montlake 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 coliected 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.

6} That the pilot project period be designated as 6 months from implemen-

tation, subject to extensions as may be needed,
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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 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 MNoe! Schoneman, the project engineer, at 625-
2347, if you have any questions or comments regarding our recommendations.

Sinyy yOours,
PAUL A. WIATRAK, P.E.
Director cf Engineering

NFS:pma
Attachments {4)
ce: Ellen Hansen, DCD

Major Dempsey, S5PD, Traffic
B
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to which was veferred C.B. 100781
Establishing a restricted parking zone in the Montlake Neigh-

borhood.”
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affidavit of Publication

STATE OF WASHINGTON
KING COUNTY—S5.

The undersigned, on cath states that he is 3§

=)

authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce.

a2 daily newspaper; which newspaper is a legal newspapgt

2y

of general cirenlation and it is now and has been for more
than six monihs prior to ihe date of publication hereinafier
refered to, published in the English language continuousty
3s o daily newspaper in Sesttle, King County, Washington,

and it is now and during 51 of said time was printed in
office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication
+his newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on i
19th day of June, 1841, approved a8 a legal newspaper
the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published|i

51
of
e
oy

regular issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was

regularly digtributed to its subscribers during the belpw

. e
(// Subséribed and sworn to before e

November 10, 1979

Notary Public for the State of Washington,
residing in Seattle.
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