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WORKSHOPS (City Council Chambers)

5:00-6:00 p.m. SoLiD WASTE COLLECTION CONTRACT UPDATE

Council met with Tanya Gray, Solid Waste Supervisor, and Rich McConaghy, Environmental
Resources Manager.

Summary

Public Works staff provided Council with an update on the current status of the City’s solid waste
collection contract. (Tanya Gray, 487-7163)

COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING (cCity Council Chambers)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

OATH OF OFFICE: COUNCILMEMBER LAURIE LEBOWSKY

City Attorney Bronson Potter administered the oath of office for Councilmember Laurie Lebowsky.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The regular meeting of the Vancouver City Council was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Mayor Anne
McEnerny-Ogle in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 415 W. 6th Street, Vancouver, Washington.
Present: Councilmembers Lebowsky, Glover, Stober, Topper, Turlay, Hansen, Mayor McEnerny-

Ogle
Absent: None


http://www.cityofvancouver.us/

Council Regular Meeting MINUTES
February 12, 2018
Page 2 of 15

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JANUARY 22, 2018

Motion by Councilmember Topper, seconded by Councilmember Glover, and carried unanimously
approved the meeting minutes of January 22, 2018. Councilmember Stober abstained.

PROCLAMATION: EVERY28DAYS
Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read and presented a proclamation to Lisa Goodrich, Every28Days campaign
coordinator, and Kim Hash, representing Share, recognizing February 19-28, 2018, as the Every28Days

campaign.

CiT1zZEN COMMUNICATION (ITEmSs 1-15)

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened Citizen Communication and received the following testimony:
e Michele Rudi, representing the Vancouver Tennis Center Foundation, spoke in support of Item 11
and thanked the City for its collaborative efforts to realize the need for change and investment in

the tennis center to ensure it remains a community asset.

There being no further testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle closed Citizen Communication.

CONSENT AGENDA (ITEms 1-15)

Council requested Items 4-6 be pulled from the Consent Agenda for separate consideration.

Motion by Councilmember Topper, seconded by Councilmember Hanse, and carried unanimously to
approve ltems 1-3 and 7-15 of the Consent Agenda.

1. 2017 REHABILITATION PROJECT, CONSTRUCTION ACCEPTANCE & RELEASE OF RETAINAGE BOND
(Staff Report 010-18)

Summary

This project rehabilitated various residential streets throughout the City including streets in the
Northwest, Oakbrook, Burton Ridge, Mountain View, Cascade Highlands, and Cascade South East
neighborhoods. The work involved approximately 76,000 square yards of pulverizing or grinding existing
pavement and 12,000 tons of asphalt concrete mix. Lakeside Industries of Vancouver, Washington, has
satisfactorily completed the subject improvements in accordance with the plans and specifications.

The original construction contract bid amount was $1,662,552.00. Field adjustments during construction
decreased the contract amount to $1,545,058.18, a 7.1% decrease. The majority of the decrease was
due to a significant quantity reduction in the adjustment of manholes and catch basins than anticipated.
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An apprenticeship utilization goal of 4% was required for this project. The contractor exceeded the
required goal with an apprenticeship utilization of 7.4% for the project.

Motion accepted construction as complete in accordance with contract plans and specifications and
authorized release of retainage bond to Lakeside Industries of Vancouver, Washington, subject to
receipt of all documentation required by law. (Steve Lee, Senior Civil Engineer, 487-7752)

2. 2017 RESURFACING PROJECT, CONSTRUCTION ACCEPTANCE & RELEASE OF RETAINAGE
(Staff Report 011-18)

Summary

This project rehabilitated various arterial street sections throughout the City including portions of NE
109th Avenue, NE 39th Street, SE Park Crest Avenue, SE 160th Avenue, SE Village Loop, SE 20th Street,
and SE Evergreen Highway. The work involved approximately 7 lane miles of asphalt concrete pavement
and 17,700 tons of asphalt concrete mix. Granite Construction Company of Vancouver, Washington, has
satisfactorily completed the subject improvements in accordance with the plans and specifications.

The original construction contract bid amount was $2,327,327.00. Field adjustments during construction
increased the contract amount to 52,354,084.55, a 1.1% increase. The majority of the increase was due
to an increase in the flagging quantity necessary to safely perform the work.

An apprenticeship utilization goal of 4% was required for this project. The contractor achieved
apprenticeship utilization of 3.8%. The contractor was assessed a penalty of 5218.18 for the unmet
apprenticeship labor hours as specified in the contract.

Motion accepted construction as complete in accordance with contract plans and specifications and
authorized release of retainage in the amount of $117,704.23 to Granite Construction Company of
Vancouver, Washington, subject to receipt of all documentation required by law. (Steve Lee, Senior Civil
Engineer, 487-7752)

3. GRANADA SOUTH SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS, CONSTRUCTION ACCEPTANCE & RELEASE OF RETAINAGE BOND
(Staff Report 012-18)

Summary

Nutter Corporation of Vancouver, Washington, has completed construction of the Granada South Sewer
Connection Incentive Program (SCIP) project. The project provided reliable sewer service to 275 parcels
by installing over 14,000 linear feet of 8-inch gravity sewer mains in the following Avenues: NE 120" NE
122" NE 123" NE 124", NE 125" NE 126", NE 127" and NE 128" as well as the following Streets: NE
77" NE 78" NE 79" NE 80" and NE 81°.

The work was completed satisfactorily in accordance with the plans and specifications. Contract costs are
summarized below:
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TOTAL CONTRACT COSTS
Labor, Equipment and Material 52,324,477.96
Sales Tax 5§195,256.15
Total 52,519,734.11
Retainage Bond

The original contract amount, including sales tax, was 52,330,962.22. The final project cost was
5$2,519,734.11, which was 5188,771.89 (under 8%) greater than the original contracted amount. The
difference between original contract amount and final contract amount can be attributed to extra street
restoration required by Clark County, as well as the typical variances in unit prices and/or quantities
commonly encountered during construction.

An apprenticeship goal of 4% was required with the solicitation of this project. The contractor, Nutter
Corporation, exceeded the required goal with an apprenticeship utilization of 5.2% recorded on the
Apprenticeship Verification Form submitted.

Motion accepted the facilities as constructed by Nutter Corporation of Vancouver, Washington, and
authorized release of the retainage bond subject to receipt of all documentation required by law. (Steve
Lee, Senior Civil Engineer, 487-7752)

4. BID AWARD FOR ALPINE VIEW SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS, PER BID # 17-19
(Staff Report 013-18)

Sheryl Hale, Senior Engineering Supervisor, addressed Council comments for ltems 4-6.

Councilmember Stober noted that the bids in Items 4 and 5 came in significantly lower than the original
engineer’s estimate and asked why that might have been. Ms. Hale explained that generally when staff
puts estimates together they like to see those estimates close to the number three or four lowest
bidders, which tells staff they were in the right ballpark for the estimates. She noted that the bids for
Iltem 6 were close to the engineer’s estimate and that project went out for bid first. Because many of
the contractors for the other two projects were the same as those who unsuccessfully bid for Item 6,
they may have tightened their cost estimates a bit after that RFP process in order to be more successful
in bidding for the other two projects. She also noted that the RFPs for Items 4 and 5 went out in the
winter when companies have less construction work. She explained the time of year bids are solicited
for a project makes a big difference in the costs.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle noted that these three projects account for more than four miles of sewer
rehabilitation and complimented City staff on this success.

Motion by Councilmember Stober, seconded by Councilmember Glover, and carried unanimously to
approve ltems 4-6 of the Consent Agenda.
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Summary

The Alpine View project is proposed to be constructed under the Sewer Connection Incentive Program
(SCIP). This project will provide reliable sewer service to 44 parcels by installing 2,374 linear feet of 8-
inch gravity sewer mains in NE 147th Ave., NE 70th St, NE 71st St., NE 73rd St., NE 74th St., and NE 76th
St.

On January 23, 2018, the City received 8 bids for the subject project. The bids ranged between 5344,000
and $585,000. The low bidder was responsive. The bids are as follows:

SUMMARY OF BIDS

BIDDER AMOUNT
Halme Excavating, Inc., Battle ground, WA $344,005.23
Nutter Corporation, Vancouver, WA 5422,270.22
Advanced Excavating Specialists, Longview, WA 5427,372.42
NW Construction General Contracting, Battle Ground, WA 5495,767.40
Catworks Construction, Battle Ground, WA 5496,000.46
Clark and Sons Excavating, Inc., Battle Ground, WA 5538,986.05
McDonald Excavating, Inc., Washougal, WA $541,059.74
Tapani, Inc., Battle Ground, WA 5584,305.27
Engineers’ Estimate $450,000.00

This project was below the bid amount for a required minimum apprenticeship utilization.

Motion awarded a construction contract for the Alpine View Sanitary Sewer Improvement project to the
lowest responsive and responsible bidder, Halme Excavating, Inc., of Battle Ground, WA, at their bid
price of $344,005.23, which includes Washington State sales tax. (Sheryl Hale, Senior Engineering
Supervisor, 487-7151)

5. BID AWARD FOR LIESER HOMESITES SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS, PER BID # 17-18
(Staff Report 014-18)

Summary
The Lieser Homesites project is proposed to be constructed under the Sewer Connection Incentive
Program (SCIP). This project will provide reliable sewer service to 40 parcels by installing 2,250 linear
feet of 8-inch gravity sewer mains in the following NE82nd Ave, NE 6" St., NE 7" St., E Lieser Rd and
Lieser Ct.

On January 9, 2018, the City received 8 bids for the subject project. The bids ranged between
5$532,000.00 and $708,000.00. The low bidder was responsive. The bids are as follows:
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SUMMARY OF BIDS
BIDDER AMOUNT
Clark and Sons Excavating, Inc., Battle Ground, WA $532,300.38
Advanced Excavating Specialists, Longview, WA 5575,457.78
Catworks Construction, Battle Ground, WA 5$620,997.95
Halme Excavating, Battle Ground, WA $640,550.38
Nutter Corporation, Vancouver, WA $645,214.22
Tapani, Inc., Battle Ground, WA S$676,765.77
McDonald Excavating, Washougal, WA 5708,344.31
Northwest General Contracting, Battle Ground, WA Non-responsive
Engineers’ Estimate $620,000.00

There is a minimum apprenticeship goal of 3% of the utilized labor hours for this project. Clark and Son’s
has submitted an Apprenticeship Utilization Plan estimating a total of 1,600 applicable labor hours for
the project. The contractor is proposing to utilize a minimum of 48 apprenticeship hours through C&R
Tractor for landscaping restoration to reach the required 3%.

Motion awarded a construction contract for the Lieser Homesite Sanitary Sewer Improvement project to
the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, Clark and Sons of Battle Ground, WA, at their bid price of
$532,300.38, which includes Washington State sales tax. (Sheryl Hale, Senior Engineering Supervisor,
487-7151)

6. BID AWARD FOR PREMIER ACRES SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS, PER BID # 17-21
(Staff Report 015-18)

Summary

The Premier Acres project is proposed to be constructed under the Sewer Connection Incentive Program
(SCIP). This project will provide reliable sewer service to 72 parcels by installing 3,810 linear feet of 8-
inch gravity sewer mains, and 170 linear feet of 2-inch Schedule 40 PVC pressure sewer main. These
pipes will be installed in NE 119" Ave., NE 119" Ct., NE 121° Ave., NE 122™ Ave., NE 122" Ave. (Private),
NE 35" St, NE 36" St., and NE 37" St.

In addition to installing new sewer mains this project will also partner with the City’s Pavement
Management group to provide additional restoration to the roadways.

On January 23, 2018, the City received 6 bids for the subject project. The bids ranged between
$1,185,000 and $1,678,000. The low bidder was responsive. The bids are as follows:

SUMMARY OF BIDS

BIDDER AMOUNT
Nutter Corporation, Vancouver, WA 51,185,808.22
Catworks Construction, Battle Ground, WA $1,380,441.67
Advanced Excavating Specialists, Longview, WA $1,397,259.72
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Mc Donald Excavating, Inc., Washougal, WA 51,398,391.45
Tapani, Inc., Battle Ground, WA S$1,677,795.55
NW Construction General Contracting, Battle ground, WA Non-responsive
Engineers’ Estimate $1,260,000.00

There was a minimum apprenticeship goal of 3% of the utilized labor hours for this project. Nutter has
submitted an Apprenticeship Utilization Plan estimating a total of 5,261 applicable labor hours for the
project. The contractor is proposing to utilize two craft laborers to reach the 4%, or 210 hours.

Motion awarded a construction contract for the Premier Acres Sanitary Sewer Improvement project to
the lowest responsive and responsible bidder, Nutter Corporation of Vancouver, WA, at their bid price
of $1,185,808.22, which includes Washington State sales tax. (Sheryl Hale, Senior Engineering
Supervisor, 487-7151)

7. APPROVAL OF PURCHASING AUTHORITY FOR REPLACEMENT VEHICLES FROM FREIGHTLINER NORTHWEST
(Staff Report 016-18)

Summary

Currently, the City purchases vehicles through the Washington State Contract, and the estimated
spending at Freightliner Northwest in 2018 is expected to rise above the $300,000 threshold requiring
approval of Council. This contract awarded to Freightliner Northwest includes many of the City’s uniform
chassis platforms. In keeping with Equipment Service’s effort to streamline the City’s fleet, staff is
requesting the ability to purchase from this contract and take advantage of the contract pricing.

Freightliner Northwest provides high quality; dependable vehicles that help Equipment Services maintain
uniformity in the City fleet. This contract will provide the City the ability to purchase multiple heavy duty
chassis, parts and accessories falling into this same contract.

The raising of this threshold will enable Equipment Services to order the required fleet replacement
vehicles while taking advantage of the Washington State contract’s competitive pricing. Equipment
Services is requesting Council approve the increased spending at Freightliner Northwest up to a
52,000,000 threshold against this contract

Motion approved purchases from Washington State Contract #01513 with Freightliner Northwest based
in Vernon, WA, in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000 over the life of the contract. (Barbara Basnett,
Equipment Services Superintendent, 487-8205)

8. APPROVAL OF PURCHASING AUTHORITY FOR COMBINATION SEWER CLEANER REPLACEMENT VEHICLE
(Staff Report 017-18)

Summary

Public Works/Equipment Services requests to purchase replacement sewer cleaning equipment through
the National Joint Power Alliance (NJPA) contract and purchase amount is $322,360.00 requiring
approval of Council. This contract is set to expire on May 27, 2018 with a fifth year renewal option at the
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discretion of NJPA. The cost of the chassis is also over the City’s current threshold at 5117,331 plus tax
when a formal quote solicitation is needed to support the purchase. City staff requests approval from
Council to purchase this equipment directly from Owen taking the total cost of purchase to $430,020.00
plus tax.

Prior to bringing the request to Council, Equipment Services reviewed a similar purchase option through
the Washington State Dept of Transportation contract that provided a similar vehicle for $455,308
(chassis included) plus sales tax. City staff is confident that we are pursuing the best pricing while
getting the properly sized equipment and dependability required for this purchase through the NJPA
contract Council’s approval will enable Equipment Services to utilize the NJPA contract’s competitive
pricing and replace this vehicle within our fleet at a price of $430,020 plus sales tax.

Motion authorized the City Manager or his designee to approve the purchase of the Combination Sewer
Cleaner replacement vehicle from Owen Equipment based in Portland, OR, via the piggyback contract
from National Joint Power Alliance Contract #022014-FSC for the equipment and via a direct purchase
for the chassis for a total cost of $430,020.00 plus taxes. (Barbara Basnett, Equipment Services
Superintendent, 487-8205)

9. LAND USe AND CODE ENFORCEMENT APPEAL HEARINGS EXAMINER AND HEARINGS EXAMINER PRO TEM
REAPPOINTMENTS
(Staff Report 018-18)

Summary

The City of Vancouver currently has contracts with Sharon Rice as Hearings Examiner and Joe Turner as
Hearings Examiner Pro Tem to conduct land use hearings as well as code compliance appeals. Both were
appointed to one-year terms in February 2017. VMC 2.51 authorizes City Council to appoint hearings
examiners to one-year terms. The terms for Sharon Rice, Hearings Examiner, and Joe Turner, Hearings
Examiner Pro Tem, are about to expire.

Planning and Code Compliance staff has been satisfied with the performance of Ms. Rice over the last
year. Ms. Rice conducted 18 hearings in 2017 consisting of 12 land use hearings, 6 erosion control and
tree appeal hearings. Mr. Turner conducted 2 hearings in 2017 consisting of one land use case and one
erosion control appeal.

Ms. Rice is currently compensated at the rate of $165.00 per hour and Mr. Turner is compensated at a
rate of $160.00 per hour. Neither is requesting an increase.

Motion authorized the City Manager or his designee to execute the amendments to continue Hearings
Examiner services for one year with Sharon Rice as Hearings Examiner, and Joe Turner as Hearings
Examiner Pro Tem. (Greg Turner, Land Use Manager, 487-7883)
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10. LONG TERM LEASE WITH THE VANCOUVER SCHOOL DISTRICT (DISTRICT) FOR THE VANCOUVER TENNIS CENTER
(Staff Report 019-18)

Summary

Currently, the Vancouver School District owns the property that houses the Vancouver Tennis Center. The
City has leased the property from the District since 1975, and has used the property to operate and
maintain the Tennis Center. At this time, due to the City entering into a Management and Operations
Agreement with United States Tennis Association — Pacific Northwest (USTA-PNW), all parties would
benefit from a longer term lease in order to preserve the significant capital improvements that both the
City and USTA-PNW are making in the facility. The District will receive free court time for the described
high school teams and enjoy the benefits of a renovated and improved facility. The City will not execute
the lease agreement until the District receives Board approval for accompanying documents that mirror
language in the attached lease document, which is anticipated in the month of February.

Motion authorized the City Manager or his designee to execute the lease agreement between the
Vancouver School District and the City of Vancouver for the Vancouver Tennis Center. (Dave Perlick,
Parks & Recreation Director, 487-8314)

11. VANCOUVER TENNIS CENTER OPERATIONS AND MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT WITH UNITED STATES TENNIS
ASSOCIATION, PACIFIC NORTHWEST
(Staff Report 020-18)

Summary

The City of Vancouver currently operates the Tennis Center, located at 5300 E. 18" Street in Vancouver.
The City has operated the Tennis Center since 1975. The property under the tennis facility is owned by
the Vancouver School District (District) and the City has a current 8-year lease remaining in place for the
facility and one 5-year extension on that lease.

Over the last decade, the Tennis Center has struggled financially and has fallen short of the 100% cost
recovery goals set for an “enterprise operation”. The cost recovery ratio has dropped from 85.8% in 2013
to 74.9% in 2016. Additionally, there are many operational issues that make running the most efficient
tennis center extremely difficult for a governmental agency. Some of these operational challenges are:

e Requirements of the Affordable Care Act, as it relates to our tennis professionals
e Achieving a flexible “pay for performance” system for the tennis professionals

e Limited staff to implement on-going, continuous marketing efforts

e Deferred facility maintenance in regards to an “enterprise funded” facility

In order to operate this important community asset well into the future, the City decided to look for a
different provider to operate the Tennis Center in the most effective and efficient manner.

In December 2016, the City of Vancouver issued a request for proposals (RFP) No. 4-17 for Operations,
Maintenance and Management of the Vancouver Tennis Center. The goal of the RFP was to find firms or
individuals who were interested in operating the Tennis Center as a public center in a more optimal
manner than the City has been able to do. The City specifically asked for firms to:
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e Provide day-to-day maintenance and operation, cash handling, booking and court reservations,
including all facets of the operation of the Tennis Center: staffing, scheduling, programming
lessons, leagues and special events, complete court reservation scheduling, cash/credit control,
website management and retail sales, if appropriate.

e lllustrate a strong commitment to high quality customer service and to the success of the facility,
including illustrating how they can meet this expectation.

e Provide routine maintenance and cleaning of grounds, buildings and restrooms/locker rooms to
keep them clean, hygienic, litter free and in good operating condition, as well as arranging all
janitorial and hardscape maintenance within the building and outdoor tennis court area and
patio.

e Manage the facility as a community center that welcomes members and non-members, with
drop-in hours and rates, while providing some drop-in times and fees available for members of
the public.

e Obtain, implement, and maintain a fully-functional independent POS system to improve cash
handling and reporting of sales and bookings for all operations as well as tracking tennis center
activities such as, but not limited to, court fees, rentals, lessons, memberships and any retail sales
or ball machine use, and be able provide this information to the City on a quarterly basis.

After multiple RFP amendments to clarify scope and responses to multiple vendor questions, the RFP
closed on April 19, 2017. The City received four (4) proposals.

The City formed an 11-person evaluation committee to score and rank the four proposals. The members
of the evaluations committee included: two members of the City’s Recreation Administration staff, two
members of the City’s Finance staff, one member of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission, one
Tennis SME (Subject Matter Expert), two Tennis Center members, which were selected at large, two
Vancouver Tennis Center Foundation board members, as well as a member of the Vancouver School
District staff. This group met twice; once to discuss and rank the four proposals and once to hear
presentations from the top two ranked firms.

On June 12, 2017, the City released information regarding the RFP process and the vendors who had
been “short listed”. These vendors included the United States Tennis Association- Pacific Northwest
(USTA-PNW, a non-profit organization) and Cliff Drysdale Tennis.

The USTA-PNW proposal reflected a deep understanding of the recreational and professional tennis
industry and a commitment to serve the overall community with a wide variety of classes, leagues and
activities for juniors, adults and families. In addition, their proposal included investing 51.4 million in the
facility and its operations. Based upon this, the City started preliminary contract negotiations with USTA-
PNW. The 1.4 million investment focuses on:

e Deferred maintenance issues such as restrooms, entrance and lobby

e Expanding marketing efforts and implementing a new web-based point-of-sale and registration
systems

e Providing funding to improve two community tennis courts

e Improving indoor lighting and increase on-court technology
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There are currently 3.75 full-time City employees at the Tennis Center, as well as 6 tennis professionals.
Most employees have a long history there. Out of the 3.75 FTE’s, 2.75 are union employees who have
triggered their “bumping rights” within the City based on the union contracts. In addition to these full-
time employees, the Tennis Center employs a number of part-time staff who assist with customer service
functions and support tennis lessons. Finally, USTA-PNW has guaranteed a first round interview for any
staff interested in continuing employment within the new structure.

Motion authorized the City Manager or his designee to execute the Management and Operations
Agreement between the City of Vancouver and the United States Tennis Association-Pacific Northwest
for the Vancouver Tennis Center. (Dave Perlick, Parks & Recreation Director, 487-8314)

12. APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT FOR WATERFRONT PLAZA COST REIMBURSEMENT
(Staff Report 021-18)

Summary

The City is constructing the Waterfront Park and plaza. The plaza is an area the fronts both the park and
two buildings owned by CWLLC. CWLLC and the City have agreed on the costs of the plaza construction
for which CWLLC will reimburse the City.

Motion approved the agreement for development of Waterfront Plaza and authorized the City Manager
or his designee to execute related documents. (Terry Snyder, Parks Developer, 487-8317)

13. ADOPTION OF PROCEDURAL RULES FOR GRAND BLVD. APPEAL
(Staff Report 022-18)

Summary

Hearing Examiner Sharon Rice approved an application to site a human services facility, day center, at
2018 Grand Blvd. on January 4, 2018. Two appeals of that decision were filed on January 18, 2018. The
Council is to hear the appeal within 60 days of the filing of the appeals.

VMC 20.210.130 provides that Council is to establish hearing rules for appeals it considers. The following
process is suggested for the appeal of the decision:

1. The City staff shall certify and file the hearing record by February 6, 2018;

2. The City shall file its response to the appeals by February 13, 2018;

3. The appellants shall file their reply, if any, to the City’s response by February 20,2018;

4. The appeal will be heard by Council on February 26, 2018;

5. At the hearing, the appellants and the City shall each have 20 minutes to make argument. The
appellants shall decide how to allocate their 20 minutes between them. If they are unable to
agree on an allocation, they shall have 10 minutes each. The appellants may reserve some of
their time to respond to the City’s arguments.

6. No new evidence may be submitted at the hearing.

The process set forth above is based upon the process adopted by the Washington Court of Appeals for
hearing appeals.
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Motion adopted the procedural rules for the February 26, 2018, appeal of the hearing examiner decision
related to the siting of a human services facility at Grand Blvd. (Bronson Potter, City Attorney, 487-8500)

14. CAPLES TERRACE ZONE CHANGE
(Staff Report 023-18)

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read the ordinance into the record.

AN ORDINANCE relating to land use and zoning; amending the zoning map to change the zone
designation of two parcels, as described and identified below and in the attached exhibit; providing for
severability; and providing for an effective date.

Summary

The two parcels are on the western edge of the Skyline Crest housing development owned by the VHA.
One parcel is zoned R-6, a single-family zone allowing a maximum of six units per acre, and the other
parcel is zoned R-18, a multi-family zone allowing a maximum of 18 units per acre. An office building
and maintenance building will be removed to allow for the construction of a multi-family building with a
maximum of 28 units if the rezone is approved. The R-6 zoned parcel has a comprehensive plan
designation of Public Facility, while the R-18 zoned parcel has a comprehensive plan designation of
Urban Higher Density. The comprehensive plan designation for each lot will remain the same because the
plan designation for the R-18 and R-22 zones is the same, and the plan designation Public Facility may be
assigned to any zone per VMC 20.130.040-1.

Motion approved ordinance on first reading, setting date of second reading and public hearing for
Monday, February 26, 2018. (Andrew Reule, Senior Planner, 487-7891)

15. APPROVAL OF CLAIM VOUCHERS

Motion approved claim vouchers for February 12, 2018, in the amount of $20,720,674.79.

CiTizEN FORUM

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle opened the Citizen Forum and received the following testimony:

e Ron Rasmussen, Vancouver, representing the Hand-Up Project, explained the organization is
committed to finding innovative solutions for homelessness, and he thanked the City for moving
forward with utilizing the site on Grand Blvd. for a future day center. He encouraged the City to look
at doing the same at the site of the former Fire Station 1, as the amenities within the existing
building would be economical to repurpose for a day center.

e Jennifer Graham, representing Unite Here Local 8, expressed concerns about ongoing labor
negotiations between the Vancouver Hilton and its employees. She stated there is a disparity
between the benefits the City provides its employees and those the Hilton employees receive.
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e Justine Townsend, speaking on behalf of Vancouver Hilton employees, said the City made a
commitment to increasing the number of family-wage jobs available when the Hilton was built, but
noted the Hilton does not seem committed to providing those wages to its employees.

e Aaron Snoddy, speaking on behalf of Vancouver Hilton employees, stated the City owns the hotel so
it should be held accountable for helping the Hilton workers during their contract negotiations with
the Hilton.

e Tyler Webb, speaking on behalf of Vancouver Hilton employees, stated the Hilton employees feel
like they are getting the run-around from the City, the Downtown Redevelopment Authority and the
Hilton and stated someone must have the authority to work on behalf of the employees.

e Sherry Castro, speaking on behalf of Vancouver Hilton employees, stated she feels like the workers
are being brushed aside and stated the employees want a contract that makes them feel like the
Hilton is a respectful place to work.

e Shannon Walker, representing the Southwest Washington Central Labor Council, stated there is
clearly a problem with the contract negotiations for the Hilton workers, and she does not know how
the authority structure for the Hilton works, but somebody needs to be responsible for the workers
and ensuring the Hilton is providing family-wage jobs.

e Mark Soderburg, Vancouver, expressed concerns regarding the development of a two-story duplex
in his neighborhood and what he felt was inadequate notice by the developer to the neighborhood
regarding the project.

There being no further testimony, Mayor McEnerny-Ogle closed the Citizen Forum.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle asked staff to explain the City’s role in the authority structure for the Hilton and
address comments made regarding City employee benefits in comparison to those of Hilton employees.

Mr. Potter explained that the Hilton operates the hotel under a contract, and the City is not a party to
any collective bargaining the Hilton engages in with its employees. He stated it is not within the City’s
authority to insert itself into labor negotiations it is not a party to.

City Manager Eric Holmes explained that the Hilton contracts with the Downtown Redevelopment
Authority (DRA), and the operating agreement is explicit in preventing the DRA from interfering with
Hilton operations of the hotel. He stated the City’s relationship is with the DRA, and that relationship is
fairly limited to providing credit enhancement for debt and things of that nature.

Councilmember Stober asked if the Council would have the ability to instruct the DRA that it is
unsatisfied with the Hilton as the hotel operator and ask the Hilton to consider putting out an RFP for a
new hotel operator. Mr. Potter stated the City itself could not terminate the operating agreement with
the Hilton because it is not a party to it, and one of the purposes of the independence of the DRA is to
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protect the City from liability related to the DRA’s actions. Instructing the DRA in this manner would
erode that protection.

Councilmember Stober asked who owns the building of the hotel and who owns the land. Mr. Holmes
stated there is complex ownership and funding arrangements involved regarding the hotel and
convention center. He explained that the Vancouver Public Facilities District is the owner, but the DRA
holds the debt for the hotel and contracts the operations of the hotel with a vendor, in this case Hilton.
He stated the City provided its credit as an enhancement to a portion of the debt held by the DRA, much
like co-signing on a loan.

Mr. Holmes also explained that the employees of the Hilton are not City employees, and they are not
public employees. They are Hilton employees, and as such, employees of a private company.

Mayor McEnerny-Ogle stated the DRA and this authority structure were set up as a separation of
powers. She asked if there was any way the City could write into an agreement with the DRA certain
assurances regarding the operations of the hotel, and she asked whether the City could provide health
benefits under the umbrella of the coverage it provides City employees. Mr. Holmes stated the City’s
credit backing of the debt issued is limited solely to assuring the best possible interest rate for the DRA.
Regarding the potential for providing an umbrella for health benefits, he explained that the City had
done that in the past under very limited circumstances for other public agencies, specifically the
Vancouver Housing Authority and the Fort Vancouver National Trust because they are public agencies
the City has direct relationships with. He noted that a couple of years ago the City moved to become
fully self-insured, meaning the City’s benefits are paid out of a trust that was certified by the state for
public employees only, rather than the City buying coverage on the open market. With that change, the
City’s coverage now is provided only to City employees and VHA employees.

COMMUNICATIONS

A. From the Council

B. From the Mayor

C. From the City Manager

ADJOURNMENT

7:42 p.M.

Anne McEnerny-Ogle, Mayor

Attest:

Natasha Ramras, City Clerk
By: Carrie Lewellen, Deputy City Clerk
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Meetings of the Vancouver City Council are electronically recorded on audio and videotapes. The audio tapes are
kept on file in the office of the City Clerk for a period of six years.

To request other formats, please contact:
City Manager’s Office
( (360) 487-8600 | WA Relay: 711

Amanda.Delapena@:cityofvancouver.us
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Prior Public Workshops

e 5/2/16  City Council

* 11/14/17 Planning Commission

e 11/27/17 City Council

* 12/13/17 Planning Commission
e 2/13/17 Planning Commission
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Problem Statement Summary

= The Human Services Facilities Siting Ordinance requires
dispersal of up to 1 mile plus use restrictions based on
inability to pay for services — burdens protected classes;
=  Compliant in 1991; but ruling from 9" Circuit Court of
Appeals (Cmty. House Inc. v. Boise) says that higher level of
constitutional scrutiny is required for such dispersal;
= Record from 1991 renders the HSF Ordinance susceptible to
legal challenge; remedy is to repeal siting requirements,
regulate as other land uses.
Vancouver

e ASHNaTO Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 4




Legal Concerns with HSF Ord.

Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act, the Fair Housing Act: provides
that it is unlawful to “make unavailable... a dwelling to any person because
of race, color, religion, sex, familial status or national origin.” (42 U.S.C.
3604(A)). Or “... because of a handicap.” (42 U.S.C. 3604(f)(1)).

Claims may be based on:

e Disparate Treatment: facially different treatment based on user
status, rather than specified land use impacts.

e Disparate Impact: the ordinance may be susceptible to challenge
because it affects those with disabilities differently than others.

Vancouver
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Susceptibility to Legal Challenge

Existing code poses additional requirements based on:

* Physical/Familial Status: current ordinance divides facilities into three classes of “living
facilities for groups of unrelated individuals that include at least one person residing
on the site who is responsible for supervising, managing, monitoring and/or providing
care, training or treatment of residents where tenancy is typically less than 30 days.
Examples include homeless shelters and drug/alcohol treatment facilities.” VMC
20.160.020(A)(3).

e Financial Status: the term “Human Service Facility” applies to offices, stores,
assembly places and facilities “the general purpose of which is to provide human need
services directly and at no or reduced cost to individuals who do not have the means,
ability or opportunity to obtain such services themselves.” VMC 20.160.020(B)(7).

CCCC
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Susceptibility to Legal Challenge

e 1991:

Familystyle of St. Paul v. City of St. Paul, 923 F.2d 91 (8th Cir. 1991),
held mere rational basis would suffice to support dispersal requirements.

e 2007:

Ninth Circuit held that the Eighth Circuit’s (St. Paul) Rational Basis Test
would not suffice. Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:

(1) The restriction benefits the protected class, or

(2) The restriction responds to legitimate safety concerns raised by the
individuals affected, rather than stereotypes.
Vﬁ'ﬁmuver Cmty. House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041 (9th Cir. 2007).

SN TON Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 7



Lack of Relevant Evidence

Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:
FINAL REPORT of the

PRSI T IO B0 U TR Yo (1) The restriction benefits the protected class,

or
July 15, 1991 o .
(2) The restriction responds to legitimate safety

concerns raised by the individuals affected,
rather than stereotypes.

Cmty. House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041
(9th Cir. 2007).

CCCCCC
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Lack of Relevant Evidence

PROBLEM STATEMENT Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:

The older structures in, and adjacent to, the downtown area include . . .
Vancouver's least expensive commercial and residential properties. The restriction beneflts the prOteCted cIass,

Public transit links this area with other urban areas throughout the Qr

during one trip.

et it e e (2) The restriction responds to legitimate safety
concerns raised by the individuals affected,
County.2 The combination of factors described above has resulted in a

when choosing sites they can afford to rent or purchase. Faced with
significant number of facilities being sited on the west side of the |- rather than SterEOtypes.
5 freeway3.

The older structures in, and adjacent to, the downtown area include

e e T e i s e Cmty. House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041
(9th Cir. 2007).

4
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Lack of Relevant Evidence

PROBLEM STATEMENT

However, some of the homeowners living in neighborhoods that border
on the downtown object to the growing number of human service
faciliies and related housing that are being sited in, or near, their
neighborhoods*. They have expressed concern about the effect that a
large number of "at risk”® children from homeless or unstable families
is having on ﬂﬂm of the academic education available at their
neighborhood schools. As the age of the housing stock leads to lower

Schools

The subcommittee wrote an extensive questionnaire’ for the
purpose of collecting information regarding the impacts of social
services on schools. The members assembled a list of school
district superintendents and sent four of them a copy of the
questionnaire and a letter of explanation, requesting either a
meeting or a conference call. Unfortunately, it was late in the
school year and only two groups were able to devote the time

Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:

The restriction benefits the protected class,
or

The restriction responds to legitimate safety
concerns raised by the individuals affected,
rather than stereotypes.

ty. House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041
1 Cir. 2007).
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Lack of Relevant Evidence

Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:
PROBLEM STATEMENT P

neighborhood schools. As the age of the housing stock leads to lower

rent or sale prices, RGIGNDOS worry about the effect of abseniee The restriction benefits the protected class
landiords and the appearance of rental units which may result in P !
lower property values as well as reducing the neighborhood's ability OF

disinvestment. In some cases, homeowners have cited the number of The restriction responds to Iegltlmate Safety

human service agencies locating in the area as contributing to the concerns raised by the individuals affected,
cycle of deterioration in their neighborhood. They contend that, by
L o b Mo NG R rather than stereotypes.

buildings is further constrained by the need for access 1o public
transit and sufficient parking for staff and clients

Other neighborhood fears may be based on Undocumented perceptions House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041
that include: a belief that human service clients aren't "normal® and ; 200
_ e _ ir. 7).
may be dangerous; or, that if one facility is allowed to locate in the
area, more will follow ("Domino Effect”); or, that the facility will

lower property valuess. . . . :
i Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 11



Lack of Relevant Evidence

Municipal burden to demonstrate that either:
FINAL REPORT of the

PRSI T IO B0 U TR Yo (1) The restriction benefits the protected class,

or
July 15, 1991 o .
(2) The restriction responds to legitimate safety

concerns raised by the individuals affected,
rather than stereotypes.

Cmty. House Inc. v. City of Boise, 490 F.3d 1041
(9th Cir. 2007).
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Title VIl of the Civil Rights Act, the Fair Housing Act: provides that is unlawful to “make
unavailable...a dwelling to a person because of race, color religion, sex, familial status or national
origin.” ) 42 U.S.C. 3604(a)). Or “...because of a handicap.” (42 U.S.C.3604(f)(1)).

Legend
& SHELTERS

I shelter Buffer

@  Human Senvice Facility
I HsF Buffer
ZONING FILTER
Allowed only by CUP
Allowed under HSF Ord.

[ Prohibited by Zoning
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Review of Proposed Approach

= Eliminate minimum dispersal/spacing requirements

= |dentify similar use for every HSF-based use; incorporate
HSF into similar use classification

= Allow HSF in zoning districts where the similar use is
allowed (e.g. permitted, limited or conditional use)

" |f impacts identified, change where similar commercial
use is allowed and/or apply performance standards to
the uses as appropriate

CCCC
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Planning Commission Input

Agree spacing requirements should be eliminated

Agree with approach of integrating HSF uses into similar
commercial uses and adjusting use tables in zoning code

Focus on “Big Three” (shelters, soup kitchens and day
centers) and try to minimize conflicts and impacts; make
conditional uses and add standards as needed

Minimize “unintended consequences” to commercial uses
in use table where possible

Vancouver
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HSF/Similar Commercial Uses

Transitional Housing/Shelter Commercial Lodging
Day Center *NEW™* Community Centers/Clubs/Lodges
Soup Kitchen Eating & Drinking Establishment
Clothing or Food Pantry Retail — Sales-Oriented
Food Bank/Clothing Distribution Warehouse & Distribution
Free Medical Clinic Medical Office
Counseling (Job, Psychological, etc.) General Office

Job Skills Training Retail-Personal Services



Soup Kitchen

HSF Use Characteristics (see handout)

Meals provided to those in need
usually at no cost; 5-7
days/week, 2-3 meals typically
Food is prepared/cooked, served
and consumed on-site

Most similar to “Eating &
Drinking Establishments” but
food served at specific times

cccccc
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HSF Use Characterlstlcs (cont )

Clothing or Food Pantry

e Clothing or food selected
by individuals at low or
no cost

e Typically in small retail
storefront locations, in
commercial areas, open
weekdays

* Most similar to “Retail —
Sales Oriented” use

Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 18



HSF Use Characteristics (cont.)

Food Bank

e Facilities that collect, store and
distribute large quantities of food to
those in need; may include a food
pantry for individuals

e Box trucks and semi-trucks |
transport food B Lk

e Typically in light industrial districts £& = |

e Most similar to “Ware- #1.5E]
house & Distribution”
use

uman Service Facilities Siiing Ordinance - 19



“Big Three” Distinguishing Characteristics

Human Service Facility Use Similar Commercial Use

Shelter: Typically open doors at one time  Hotel/Motel: Open throughout the day
so all guests arrive and check in at same  and guests may usually check in any time
time or do not get to stay after 3PM

Soup Kitchen: Meals served at specified Eating/Drinking Establishment: Open for

time during the day vs. all day meals all day, not just at a certain time
Homeless Day Center: Has similar NEW Community Centers/Clubs/Lodges:
operational characteristics as some uses  No significant distinguishing

listed under community recreation and characteristics between day centers and

social/fraternal and clubs/lodges uses other community centers/clubs/lodges



“Big Three” Secondary Impacts

Human Service Facility Use Identified Secondary Impacts

Shelter: Typically open doors at one time Patrons may arrive early and gather outside to
so all guests arrive and check in at same  ensure they have a place to stay the night: blocking
time or do not get to stay sidewalk, trash, storage of personal belongings

Soup Kitchen: Meals served at specified  Patrons may arrive early and gather outside to
time during the day, vs. all day ensure they get a meal: blocking sidewalk, trash,
storage of personal belongings

Day Center for Homeless: Has similar Perception that patrons may arrive early and gather
operational characteristics as other outside to have a safe place to go during the day and
community centers, social/fraternal and  access hygiene and housing resources, but this has
clubs/lodges uses; e.g. open all day, not been the experience with Friends of Carpenter
services on-site, place to gather day center.

Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 21



Recommended Performance Standards

1. Ana)indoor or b) screened/covered outdoor area with adequate
seating shall be provided and opened to customers no less than one
hour prior to meal time or check-in time

2. Alitter control plan that provides for effective litter removal within
200 feet of the facility shall be submitted with the application and
adhered to at all times

3. Anindoor area where personal belongings may be temporarily and
securely stored shall be provided. No outdoor storage of belongings
permitted.

4. Restrooms shall be provided to serve the expected number of
clients at peak periods and these must be kept in working order.

Human Service Facilities Siting Ordinance - 22



Proposed Changes to Use Tables
*Refer to Table “Integrated Commercial/HSF Use Table”

Integrated Commercial/HSF Use Tabkle

Note: Recommended changes shown in blue; previously identified potential areas of conern circled in red

PC Workshop Revised Draft: February 13, 2017

Single Family Residential
Districts Multi-Family Residential Districts Commercial Districts Industrial Districts
Zoning
Classification | Added HSF Uses R2 R4 RE R9 R18 R22 R30 R35 CMH cC CG CX WX VX RGX oCl IL IH ECK
Eliminate Human
Service Facility
classifoation; add
Commercial Transiert Ladging. /-_--_-‘-\'
Lodging Emergency Shelters | % X X X X X X X X c (P,-‘C(l-fl] Pfcuq]) C C X X L(13)/X X P/C(14)
o 20160 mowe
CrruglAloohal \"‘—-‘/
Treatment ta
Medical Centers
Conditic
mal wse
i guests
may only
check in
others
prokibit
od
Retail - Sales-| 4dd Food!Clathing . . . . . . | |
Oriented| Partr to 20,160 L(1) Li1) Li1) L{1) L{4) Li4) L(4) L{4) L(5) P P P P P P{7) L{8) LfC(8) Li8)
Allow in| Allow in [ Allow in | Allow in
Mized | Mized | Mized | Mized
Use Use Use Use
Exilding | Building | Building | Building
= = = =
district
Warehouse &| AddFood Eank o
_ . X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X L1z P X
Distribution | 20.150 {12}
. R Add Soup Kitchen tof Li4)/ L4y L4/ Li4) /6)/ | f f f —--‘\ | |
Eating & Drinki X X X X P/L{13) | PSL{13) |PSLIL3)PALILI)PSLIL3)(P/L(13 10,13)( L{10,13) [L(10,13)| L(8,13
ating rinking | -0 G50 ( cis) | sy | eas) | cas) (15) fLI13) [PSLI13)|PL(13)|P/L(13)|P/LI13)| PfL(13) D! )Lt Lt It )
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Lower Density Residential Districts

= Commercial Lodging is currently prohibited in Lower
Density Residential Districts; no change

= New use “Community Center” would be prohibited to
minimize conflicts with homeless day centers. Implication:
other types of centers (senior center, would also be
prohibited

CCCC
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Higher Density Residential Districts

= Eating & Drinking establishments would still be allowed in
mixed use buildings, but would be a conditional use if
meals served at a specified time (e.g. soup kitchens)

= Community Centers (including homeless day centers) would
be allowed as a conditional use

= Allow “Retail — personal services” (include job/skills training
uses) in mixed use buildings; would

Vancouver
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Commercial/Mixed Use Tables

= Commercial Lodging would still be allowed outright in CG
and CX Districts but would require a conditional use if
guests may only check in at the same time (e.g. shelters)

= Most Eating & Drinking establishments would be allowed
outright but would be a conditional use if meals served at a
specified time (e.g. soup kitchens)

= Community Centers would be allowed as a conditional use
with performance standards

Vancouver
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Proposed Changes to Industrial Use Tables

= Commercial Lodging would be allowed as Limited Use with
restrictions in IL Light Industrial District if guests may only
check in at the same time; all commercial lodging allowed
in ECX as a conditional use

= Eating & Drinking establishments allowed with
performance standards if meals served at a specified time

= Community Centers would be allowed with performance
standards except for in IH Heavy Industrial

Vancouver
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Proposed Changes to VMC Title 20

= Revise 20.160 Use Classifications to incorporate HSF uses
into descriptions of similar commercial uses

= Revise 20.410-20.440 Zoning District Use Tables (Residential,
Commercial, Industrial)

= Repeal 20.870 Human Services Facilities Siting Ordinance

= Revise 20.945.070 Minimum Off-Street Parking
Requirements to add Community Centers

Vancouver
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Next Steps

e 3/13/18 PC Workshop to review draft ordinance

e SEPA review, 30-day public comment period in March/
April with neighborhood/public/provider outreach

e 4/10/18 Planning Commission Public Hearing

e 4/23/18 City Council First Reading

e 5/7/18  City Council Second Reading, Public Hearing

e 6/7/18 Ordinance becomes effective
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Chad Eiker, Community and Economic Development Director
chad.eiken@cityofvancouver.us
Jonathan Young, Chief Assistant City Attorney

lonathan.young@cityofvancouver.us
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Human Services and Similar Commercial Uses

Planning Commission Workshop 2/13/18

Human Service Facility Uses/Descriptions

Representative Photos

Designated Similar Commercial Use (per VMC 20.160)

Transient Housing/Emergency Shelter

Provide overnight facilities for sleeping, personal hygiene,
and meals

Typically less than 30 days

Open 7 days/week including holidays

Usually located in commercial areas

Most similar to “Commercial Lodging” use but usually all
guests arrive and leave at one time

Commercial Lodging.

Residential facilities such as hotels, motels, rooming houses and bed-
and-breakfast establishments where tenancy is typically less than
one month. May include accessory meeting, convention facilities, and
restaurants/bars.

Soup Kitchen

Meals provided to those in need at specified times, and
usually at no cost;

Open 5-7 days/week, 2-3 meals typically served

Food is prepared/cooked, served and consumed on-site
Most similar to “Eating & Drinking Establishments” but

food served at defined times

Eating & Drinking Establishments.

Establishments that sell prepared food and beverages for
consumption on site or take-away including restaurants,
delicatessens, bars, taverns, brew pubs, and espresso bars.

Food/Clothing Pantry

Clothing or food selected by individuals at low or no cost
Typically in small retail storefront locations

Often in commercial areas, open weekdays

Customers select food and clothing

Most similar to “Retail — Sales Oriented” use

General Retail: Sales-Oriented.

Establishments which provide consumer-oriented sales, leasing and
rental of consumer, home and business goods including art; art
supplies; bicycles; clothing; dry goods; electronic equipment; fabric;
gifts; groceries; hardware; household products; jewelry; pets and pet
products; pharmaceuticals; plant; printed materials; stationery; and
videos. Excludes large-scale consumer products (see
20.160.020(C)(4)(d) VMC, Bulk Sales); and those sold primarily
outdoors (see 20.160.020(C)(4)(e) VMC, Outdoor Sales).
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Human Service Facility Uses/Descriptions

Representative Photos

Designated Similar Commercial Use (per VMC 20.160)

Day Resource Center
e Provides daytime resources 5-7 days/week for homeless
including showers, personal storage, phone charging,
internet access, referrals to housing, jobs, and health care;
may include activities and recreation
*  Can be in multi-family
*  Most similar to “Community Recreation” use

Community Recreation.

Public, private, and non-profit recreational, social and multi-purpose
facilities that are open to the public for free or fee (including
membership fees). Examples include: community centers; senior
centers; health/fitness clubs; indoor or outdoor tennis/racquetball
and soccer clubs and other sports fields; indoor/outdoor swimming
pools; boat launches; golf courses, and shooting ranges. Accessory
uses include clubhouses, pro shops, offices, locker rooms,
restaurants/delis/concession stands, child care facilities, rest rooms,
maintenance facilities, and parking. Excludes such facilities when
collocated in a public park (see 20.160.020(B)(9) VMC, Parks/Open
Space); and certain types of indoor recreational facilities (see
20.160.020(C)(3)(b) VMC, Indoor Entertainment.)

AND

Social/Fraternal and Clubs/Lodges. Non-profit organizations with
social, philanthropic and/or recreational functions and activities.

Food Warehouse/Food Bank
*  Facilities that collect, store and distribute large quantities
of food to those in need
*  May include a food pantry for individuals
*  Box trucks and semi-trucks transport unload food
e  Typically in light industrial districts
*  Most similar to “Ware-house & Distribution” use

Warehouse/Freight Movement.

Uses involved in the storage and movement of large quantities of
materials or products indoors and/or outdoors; associated with
significant truck and/or rail traffic. Examples include free-standing
warehouses associated with retail furniture or appliance outlets;
household moving and general freight storage; cold storage
plants/frozen food lockers; weapon and ammunition storage; major
wholesale distribution centers; truck, marine and air freight terminals
and dispatch centers; bus barns; grain terminals; and stockpiling of
sand, gravel, bark dust or other aggregate and landscaping materials.




Human Service Facility Uses/Descriptions

Representative Photos

Designated Similar Commercial Use (per VMC 20.160)

Counseling Center/Offices

Any office which is to provide human need services directly and at
no or reduced cost to individuals who do not have the means,
ability or opportunity to obtain such services themselves, if low or
not cost services are provided to more than 50% of patients or
clients. (From VMC 20.160)

General Office.

Government, business and professional offices that operate during
typical weekday hours. Examples include local, regional, state, and
federal offices and agencies; veterinary clinics; medical and dental
laboratories; blood collection centers; offices for attorneys,
architects, accountants, engineers, stockbrokers, real estate agents,
mortgage bankers, insurance brokers, and other consultants;
headquarters offices; sales offices; radio, and television studios. Also
includes painting, landscaping, building and janitorial contractors
where the indoor storage of materials and equipment are incidental
to the office use. If this storage exceeds 50% of occupied space, such
uses are classified as Industrial Services [see 20.160.020(D)(1) VMC].
Offices that are part of and are located within a firm in another use
category are considered accessory to the firm’s primary activity. Also
excludes medical office and related facilities [see 20.160.020(C)(6)(b)
VMC].

Medical or Dental Office/Clinic

Any medical or dental office or clinic which is to provide human
need services directly and at no or reduced cost to individuals who
do not have the means, ability or opportunity to obtain such
services themselves, if low or not cost services are provided to
more than 50% of patients or clients. (From VMC 20.160)

ol \edical Office
Building
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Medical Office.

Offices for physicians, dentists, chiropractors, and allied health care
professionals; free-standing outpatient health care facilities; urgency
clinics; naturopathic, and homeopathic facilities; and home health
organizations that provide on-site services to patients and that
generally operate during typical peak weekday hours.

Job Skills/Training

*  Wide variety of training (e.g. classroom, computers,
hands-on skill building)

*  Typically weekday/daytime use; may offer
evening/weekend hours

*  Mostly located in commercial zoning districts

*  Most similar to retail — personal services

General Retail: Personal Services.

Establishments which provide consumer services such as banks and
credit unions; barber and beauty shops; automated teller machines
(ATMs) and related automated vending facilities; pet grooming;
laundromats and dry cleaners; copy centers; photographic studios;
specialized instructional schools; trade/vocational schools; massage
therapy; acupuncture; and mortuaries.
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DRAFT PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO VMC 20.160 USE CLASSIFICATIONS

Planning Commission Workshop
February 13, 2018

Chapter 20.160 USE CLASSIFICATIONS
Section 20.160.020 Listing of Use Classifications.
A. Residential use types

1. Household Living. Living facilities for small groups (households) of people who are related or
unrelated, featuring self-contained units including facilities for cooking, eating, sleeping, and hygiene.
Tenancy is longer than 30 calendar days. Household structures include single-family detached and
attached dwellings; duplexes; multi-family dwellings; and modular and manufactured housing units.
Most types of senior housing, (e.g., congregate care or assisted living) are considered to be household
living if residents live in self-contained units, even if there are also shared facilities within the building.
The maximum number of people who may reside in any given dwelling unit shall be determined by the
City Adopted Building Code.

2. Group Living. Living facilities for groups of unrelated individuals that include at least one person
residing on the site who is responsible for supervising, managing, monitoring and/or providing care,
training or treatment of residents. Larger group living facilities may also be characterized by shared
facilities for eating, hygiene and/or recreation. Examples include nursing/convalescent homes,
residential care homes or centers; single-room occupancy (SROs) facilities; sororities/fraternities and
convents/monasteries. Tenancy is typically 30 days or more. Excludes detention and post-detention
facilities (see 20.160.020(E)(5) VMC, Detention Facilities).

43. Home Occupation. Commercial, office or other economic activity wholly contained within the

residence or accessory building within which it is located, and is clearly subordinate to the primary
residential use.

54. Medical Center Residential. Extended stay facilities and medical center uses that typically occur in a
residential setting, if approved through a Public Facilities Master Plan pursuant to VMC 20.268.
Examples include extended stay housing for employees and patient families and midwifery practices
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that occur in a single-family residential scaled structure. Maximum occupancy and other parameters
may be determined through the master plan review process.

B. Civic use types

1. Basic Utilities. Unstaffed community infrastructure, including but not limited to water tanks, sewer
pump stations, telephone exchanges, and electric power substations. Excludes facilities that include
offices, service centers and/or material storage (See 20.160.020(C)(6) VMC, Office, and 20.160.020
(D)(1) VMC, Industrial Services).

2. Colleges. Institutions of higher education. Accessory uses may include classrooms, laboratories,
theaters, auditoriums, libraries, dormitories, eating facilities, bookstores, other small-scale retail,
general offices, and parking. Excludes private, profit-making trade, and vocational schools (see
20.160.020(C)(4)(b) VMC, Personal Services). Such a facility that has regional or state-wide significance is
classified as an Essential Public Facility by the provisions of the Growth Management Act.

3. Community Recreation. Public, private, and non-profit recreational, social, resource and multi-
purpose facilities that are open to the public for free or fee (including membership fees). Examples
include: community centers; senior centers; homeless day centers; health/fitness clubs; indoor or

outdoor tennis/racquetball and soccer clubs and other sports fields; indoor/outdoor swimming pools;
boat launches; golf courses, and shooting ranges. Accessory uses include clubhouses, pro shops, offices,
locker rooms, food preparation, restaurants/delis/concession stands, child care facilities, rest rooms,

maintenance facilities, health assessments, and parking. Excludes such facilities when collocated in a
public park (see 20.160.020(B)(9) VMC, Parks/Open Space); and certain types of indoor recreational
facilities (see 20.160.020(C)(3)(b) VMC, Indoor Entertainment.)

4. Cultural Institutions. Public or non-profit cultural facilities including libraries, museums, historic sites,
and galleries.

5. Day Care
a. Child Care. As defined by the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) State Statute:

1. Family Child Day Care Home. A facility where a person regularly providing care during part of the
twenty-four-hour day to twelve or fewer children in the family abode of the person or persons
under whose direct care the children are placed.

2. Child Care Center. A person or agency that provides care for thirteen or more children during part
of the twenty-four hour day.

b. Adult Day Care. Provision of daytime services, including respite, recreational, social and
therapeutic activities, to disabled and/or elderly adults in a group setting. Categories include:
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1. Residential Adult Day Care. Provision of adult day care services for six or fewer handicapped
and/or elderly adults, with or without compensation, in the home of the provider.

2. Institutional Adult Day Care. Provision of adult day care services for seven or more handicapped
and/or elderly adults either in a residential or institutional, e.g., nursing home, setting.

6. Emergency Services. Public safety facilities including police and fire stations, and emergency
communications, but not including ambulance services.

8- Medical Centers. Facilities providing inpatient, outpatient, emergency, and related ancillary services

to the sick and infirm. Usually developed in campus setting. Accessory uses may include diagnostic and
treatment facilities; laboratories; surgical suites; kitchen/food service facilities; laundry; housekeeping
and maintenance facilities; administrative offices; and parking. Medical centers may also include free-
standing offices for hospital-based and/or private-practice physicians and other allied health care
professionals; these medical office buildings are regulated as offices. (see 20.160.020(C)(6)(b) VMC)
Such a facility that has regional or state-wide significance is classified as an Essential Public Facility by
the provisions of the Growth Management Act.

9. Parks/Open Space. Lands that are maintained in a natural state and/or developed that are designed
for public active and passive recreation. Examples include parks, public squares, recreational trails and
nature preserves. Does not include areas in active cultivation (see 20.160.020(E)(1),
Agriculture/Horticulture); or cemeteries (20.160.020(E)(2) VMC, Cemeteries).

a. Neighborhood parks. Small parks usually no greater than five acres designed to serve the
immediate neighborhood. Access is on foot or bicycle with little or no on-site parking provided.
Accessory uses may include low-impact outdoor playing/practice fields (without associated parking),
playgrounds, sports courts, picnic areas, educational/interpretive facilities, walking/jogging paths, rest
rooms, and seating areas. May collocate with schools.

b. Community parks. Larger parks typically 15 acres or larger designed to serve a larger geographic
area than a neighborhood park. Access is on foot and by bicycle, transit, and vehicle. May contain one
or more Community Recreation uses as defined in 20.160.020(B)(3) VMC. Other accessory uses may
include walking/jogging trails; picnic shelters; outdoor performance facilities; off-leash dog, bicycle,
and skateboard parks; sports courts, community gardens; bicycle, pedestrian, and transit amenities;
educational/interpretive facilities; viewpoints; concessions; rest rooms; caretaker and maintenance
facilities; and parking. May collocate with schools.
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c. Regional parks. Any park greater than 100 acres designed to serve regional needs. Accessory uses
include any of the facilities found in neighborhood and community parks.

d. Trails. Publicly accessible walking, jogging or bike trails that extend beyond the boundaries of a
single subdivision or development project. Accessory uses may include signage/maps; interpretive
centers; viewpoints; and trailhead facility, restrooms, and parking. Does not include trails or portions
of trails created as part of Neighborhood, Community and Regional Parks.

10. Postal Service. Refers to postal services and processing as traditionally operated by the U.S. Postal
Service. Such facilities include customer sales, mail sorting, and fleet truck storage. Excludes profit-
making parcel post or mail services (see 20.160.020(C)(4)(b) VMC, General Retail, Personal Services).

11. Religious Institutions. Permanent places of religious worship that may include related accessory
uses that are clearly incidental and secondary to religious worship, congregation, and teaching such as
administrative offices; child care centers/pre-schools; classrooms for religious instruction; auditoriums;
social halls; rectories; and gymnasiums, playgrounds and other recreational facilities. May include on-

site functions related to ministry to the poor such as emergency overnight shelter, food service, and

food and clothing pantries.

12. Schools. Public and private pre-school, kindergarten, elementary, middle, and high schools.
Accessory uses include administrative offices; classrooms and laboratories; kitchen/cafeterias;
auditoriums; gymnasium, swimming pools; playing fields and related indoor and outdoor physical
education facilities; and storage and maintenance facilities. The programs and activities of other public
and non-profit organizations including those associated with adult education, after-school care,
recreation and social services may collocate in a school facility. Such a facility that has regional or state-
wide significance is classified as an Essential Public Facility by the provisions of the Growth Management
Act.

13. Social/Fraternal and Clubs/Lodges. Non-profit organizations with social, philanthropic and/or
recreational functions and activities.

14. Transportation Facilities. Bus, trolley, street car; light and heavy rail transit stops and stations;
water taxi and ferry stations; and accessory bicycle parking. Excludes airports (see 20.160.020(E)(2)
VMC, Airports/Airparks); public streets and sidewalks; and heavy and light rail maintenance/switching
yards (see 20.160.020(D)(3) VMC, Railroad Yards); and heliports (see 20.160.020(E)(7) VMC, Heliports).
Such a facility that has regional or state-wide significance is classified as an Essential Public Facility by
the provisions of the Growth Management Act.

15. Park & Ride Facilities. Park & Ride facilities means parking facilities that serve motorists transferring
to or from urban public transportation vehicles or private car-pool vehicles.
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C. Commercial use types

1. Commercial and Transient Lodging. Residential facilities such as hotels, motels, rooming houses, ard
bed-and-breakfast establishments, and homeless shelters where tenancy is typically less than one
month. May include accessory meeting, convention facilities, and restaurants/bars food preparation and

service.

2. Eating and Drinking Establishments. Establishments that sell prepared food and beverages for
consumption on site or take-away including restaurants, delicatessens, bars, taverns, brew pubs, ard

espresso bars, and soup kitchens.
3. Entertainment-Oriented

a. Adult Entertainment. Facilities including adult motion picture theaters; adult video/book stores;
and topless, bottomless, and nude dance halls which include materials and activities characterized or
distinguished by an emphasis on matters depicting specified sexual activities or anatomical areas.

b. Indoor Entertainment. Commercial indoor facilities such as skating rinks, bowling alleys, arcades,
trampoline or bounce house facilities, shooting ranges, movie, and live performance theaters.

c. Major Event Entertainment. Facilities such as auditoriums, stadiums, arenas, amphitheaters,
convention centers, and race tracks which provide athletic, cultural or entertainment events and
exhibits for large groups generally exceeding 1,000 spectators.

4. General Retail

a. Sales-Oriented. Establishments which provide consumer-oriented sales, leasing and rental of
consumer, home and business goods including art; art supplies; bicycles; clothing; dry goods;
electronic equipment; fabric; gifts; groceries; hardware; household products; jewelry; pets and pet
products; pharmaceuticals; plant; printed materials; stationery; ard videos; and clothing and food
pantries. Excludes large-scale consumer products (see 20.160.020(C)(4)(d) VMC, Bulk Sales); and those
sold primarily outdoors (see 20.160.020(C)(4)(e) VMC, Outdoor Sales).

b. Personal Services. Establishments which provide consumer services such as banks and credit
unions; barber and beauty shops; automated teller machines (ATMs) and related automated vending
facilities; pet grooming; laundromats and dry cleaners; copy centers; photographic studios; specialized
instructional schools; trade/vocational schools; massage therapy; acupuncture; and mortuaries.

c. Repair-Oriented. Establishments which engage in the repair of consumer and business goods
including television and radios; bicycles; clocks; jewelry; guns; small appliances and office equipment;
tailors and seamstresses; shoe repair; locksmiths; and upholsterers.

d. Bulk Sales. Establishments which engage in the sales, leasing and rental of bulky items requiring
extensive interior space for display including furniture, large appliances, and home improvement
sales.
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e. Outdoor Sales. Establishments that engage in sales requiring outdoor display and/or storage
including lumberyards and nurseries.

5. Motor Vehicle Related

a. Motor Vehicle Sales/Rental. Includes car, light and heavy truck, mobile home, boat and
recreational vehicle sales, rental and service.

b. Motor Vehicle Servicing/Repair. Free-standing vehicle servicing and repair establishments
including quick and general vehicle service, car washes and body shops not an accessory to new
vehicle sales.

c. Vehicle Fuel Sales. Establishments engaging in the sale of gasoline, diesel fuel, and oil products for
cars, trucks, recreational vehicles, and boats.

d. Electric Vehicle (EV) Basic Charging Station. A slow to medium level charging station for electric
vehicles that is typically accessory to another use, such as single family residences, apartments, and
businesses. Level 1 (120 volt AC) is considered slow charging. Level 2 (208 or 240 volt AC) is considered
medium charging.

e. Electric Vehicle (EV) Rapid Charging Station. An industrial grade electrical outlet that allows for
faster charging of electric vehicle batteries through higher power levels and that meets or exceeds any
standards, codes, and regulations set forth by chapter 19.28 RCW and consistent with rules adopted
under RCW 19.27.540. Such stations are also known as Level 3 facilities and are considered fast or
rapid charging (480-volt AC), and are generally available to the public.

f. Electric Vehicle (EV) Battery Exchange Station. A facility that will enable an electric vehicle with a
swappable battery to enter a drive lane and exchange the depleted battery with a fully-charged
battery. Such exchange stations may use a fully automated process, which meets or exceeds any
standards, codes, and regulations set forth by chapter 19.27 RCW. 6. Office

6. Office

a. General Office. Government, business and professional offices that operate during typical weekday
hours. Examples include local, regional, state, and federal offices and agencies; veterinary clinics;
medical and dental laboratories; blood collection centers; offices for attorneys, architects,
accountants, engineers, stockbrokers, real estate agents, mortgage bankers, insurance brokers, and
other consultants; headquarters offices; sales offices; radio, and television studios. Also includes
painting, landscaping, building and janitorial contractors where the indoor storage of materials and
equipment are incidental to the office use. If this storage exceeds 50% of occupied space, such uses
are classified as Industrial Services [see 20.160.020(D)(1) VMC]. Offices that are part of and are
located within a firm in another use category are considered accessory to the firm’s primary activity.
Also excludes medical office and related facilities [see 20.160.020(C)(6)(b) VMC].
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b. Medical Office. Offices for physicians, dentists, chiropractors, and allied health care professionals;
free-standing outpatient health care facilities; urgency clinics; naturopathic, and homeopathic
facilities; and home health organizations that provide on-site services to patients and that generally
operate during typical peak weekday hours.

c. Extended Office. Offices that operate during non-traditional hours including evenings, nights, and
weekends. Examples include taxis and other vehicles for hire, funeral homes and accessory
crematoria, telemarketing/service centers and internet communication centers. Accessory uses may
include fleet vehicle parking, communication switching and other equipment and limited storage of
goods.

7. Non-Accessory Parking. Any private or public vehicle and bicycle parking, either paid or free, which is
not accessory to a primary use. Includes public and private parking structures and lots; and free-standing
fleet vehicle parking lots.

8. Self-Service Storage. Commercial operations that provide rental of storage space to the public. The
storage areas are designed to allow private access by the tenant for storing or removing personal
property. These facilities do not include moving and storage companies where there is no individual
storage or where employees are primary movers of the goods to be stored [see 20.160.020(D)(5) VMC,
Warehouse/Freight Movement].

9. Marina. A facility that provides secure moorings for recreational or commercial boats.

10. Artisan and Specialty Goods Production. Small scale businesses that manufacture artisan goods or
specialty foods. Small manufacturing production aims at direct sales rather than the wholesale market.
This small-scale manufacturing use is intended to be allowed where compatible with the commercial
and residential fabric of the City Center. An allowance for public viewing or customer service space is
required with artisan and specialty goods production. This use category includes the following uses:
Sugar and confectionary, fruit and vegetable preserving and specialty foods, bakeries and tortilla
manufacturing; artisan leather, glass, cutlery, hand tools, wood, paper, ceramic, textile and yarn
products; microbreweries, microdistilleries, and wineries. Refer to Commercial Use Table 20.430.1 and
Special Limitations 20.430.050.

D. Industrial use types

1. Industrial Services. Includes the repair and servicing of industrial and business machinery,
equipment and/or products. Examples include welding shops; machine shops; sales, repair, storage,
salvage or wrecking of heavy machinery, metal and building materials; towing and vehicle storage; auto
and truck salvage and wrecking; heavy truck servicing and repair; tire recapping and retreading; truck
stops; building, heating, plumbing or electrical contractors; exterminators; janitorial and building
maintenance contractors where the indoor storage of materials is more than incidental to the office use
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[see 20.160.020(C)(6)(a) VMC]; fuel oil distributions; solid fuel yards; laundry, dry-cleaning and carpet
cleaning plants; and photo-finishing laboratories.

2. Manufacturing and Production. Includes production, processing, assembling, packaging or
treatment of semi-finished or finished products from raw materials or previously prepared materials or
components. Manufacturing production is intended for the wholesale market rather than for direct
sales. For specific list of activities in this category, see NAICS assignment adopted by reference to this
title, Table 20.440-2 and/or Commercial Use Table 20.430-1.

3. Railroad Yards. A terminus of several light or heavy railroad lines where the loading, unloading,
transshipment, switching, maintenance, and storage of rail cars is undertaken. 4. Research and
Development. Facility featuring a mix of uses including office, research laboratories, and prototype
manufacturing. If the use contains no on-site manufacturing component, then it is considered General
Office (see 20.160.020(C)(6)(a) VMC).

5. Warehouse/Freight Movement. Uses involved in the storage and movement of large quantities of
materials or products indoors and/or outdoors; associated with significant truck and/or rail traffic.
Examples include free-standing warehouses associated with retail furniture or appliance outlets;
household moving and general freight storage; food banks; cold storage plants/frozen food lockers;
weapon and ammunition storage; major wholesale distribution centers; truck, marine and air freight
terminals and dispatch centers; bus barns; grain terminals; and stockpiling of sand, gravel, bark dust or
other aggregate and landscaping materials.

6. Waste-Related. Uses that receive solid or liquid wastes from others for disposal on the site or for
transfer to another location, uses that collect sanitary wastes or uses that manufacture or produce
goods or energy from the composting of organic material. Examples include: recycling/garbage transfer
stations; landfills; composting, energy recovery and sewage treatment plants; and hazardous waste
handling and transfer facilities that do not treat or dispose of hazardous waste, as that term is defined in
the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Part 261. Such a facility that has regional or state-wide
significance is classified as an Essential Public Facility by the provisions of the Growth Management Act.
Hazardous waste or disposal facilities are not included in this classification and are therefore not
permitted in the City of Vancouver.

7. Wholesale Sales. Involves sales, leasing or rental of equipment or products primarily intended for
industrial, institutional or commercial businesses. Businesses may or may not be open to the general
public, but sales to the general public are limited. Examples include the sale or rental of machinery,
equipment, building materials, special trade tools, welding supplies, machine parts, electrical supplies,
janitorial supplies, restaurant equipment, and store fixtures; mail order houses; and wholesalers of food,
clothing, auto parts, and building hardware.

8. Major Utility Facilities. Those facilities which have a substantial public impact, including but not
limited to: sewage treatment plants and lagoons; electric generation facilities including biomass and coal
energy generating facilities; and essential public facilities as defined in Chapter 20.855 VMC, Essential
Public Facilities.
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E. Other use types

1. Agriculture/Horticulture. Open areas devoted to the raising of fruits, vegetable, nuts, nursery stock
and/or flowers, including community gardens; may include on-site sales of products grown on the site.
Excludes nurseries (see 20.160.020(C)(4)(e) VMC, Outdoor Sales).

2. Airports/Airparks. Includes aircraft runways, landing strips and uses supporting airport operations
such as control towers, hangars, and fuel storage facilities. Also includes uses incidental to airports such
as aerial mapping; air cargo warehousing and distribution, airport pilot training schools; aircraft sales
and repair; aviation clubs and museums; and public transportation transfer areas. Such a facility that has
“regional” or “state-wide” significance is classified as an Essential Public Facility by the provisions of the
Growth Management Act.

3. Animal Kennel/Shelters. Animal kennel and shelter facilities for the overnight boarding of dogs, cats
and other domestic pets. Excludes dog day care (see 20.160.020(E)(6) VMC, Dog Day Care); and
veterinary clinics (see 20.160.020(C)(6)(a) VMC, General Offices).

4. Cemeteries. Facilities for storing human remains. Accessory uses may include chapels, mortuaries,
crematoria, mausoleums, administrative offices, maintenance facilities, and parking.

5. Detention and Post-Detention Facilities. Uses which have the characteristics of Group Living but are
devoted to the housing, training and supervision of those under judicial detention. Examples include
prisons; jails; probation centers; juvenile detention homes; and related post-incarceration and half-way
houses. Such a facility that has regional or state-wide significance is classified as an Essential Public
Facility by the provisions of the Growth Management Act.

6. Dog Day Care. Dog Day Care shall mean any premises containing four or more dogs, which are five
months or older, where these domestic animals are dropped off and picked up daily for temporary care
on site and where they may be groomed, trained, exercised, and socialized, but are not kept or boarded
overnight, bred, sold or let for hire. Excludes Animal Kennel/Shelters (See 20.160(E)(3) VMC, Animal
Kennel/Shelters).

7. Heliports. Public or private facilities designed for the landing, departure, storage, and fueling of
helicopters.

8. Mining. Uses that mine or extract mineral or aggregate resources from the ground for off-site use.
Accessory uses may include storage, rock crushing, sorting, and transfer facilities.

9. Rail Lines/Utility Corridors. The regional corridors in public or private ownership dedicated for use by
rail lines; above-grade or underground power or communication lines; water, sewer and storm sewer
lines or similar services.

10. Temporary Uses.
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11. Wireless Communication Facilities. Includes publicly- and privately-owned towers and related
transmitting equipment for television; FM/AM radio; cellular and two-way radio and microwave
transmission; and related ancillary equipment buildings. Does not include radio/television transmission
facilities that are part of the public safety network (see 20.160.020(B)(6) VMC, Emergency Services).
Does not include amateur (ham) radio antennas or towers. (M-4187, Amended, 12/05/2016, Sec 3-
Effective 01/05/2017; M-4103, Amended, 11/17/2014, Sec 4-Effective 12/17/2014; M-4024, Amended,
09/10/2012, Sec 5-Effective 09/30/2012; M-4002, Amended, 12/05/2011, Sec 4-Effective 1/5/2012; M-
3959, Amended, 07/19/2010, Sec 4-Effective 8/19/2010; M-3931, Amended, 11/19/2009; M-3931,
Amended, 11/02/2009, Sec 1-Effective 12/2/2009; M-3922, Amended, 07/06/2009, Sec 3; M-3847,
Amended, 11/19/2007, Sec 2; M-3832, Amended, 06/18/2007, Sec 2; M-3701, Amended, 05/02/2005,
Sec 3; M-3663, Amended, 08/02/2004, Sec 3; M-3643, Added, 01/26/2004)
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Integrated Commercial/HSF Use Table

Note: Recommended changes shown in blue; previously identified potential areas of conern circled in red

CC Workshop Revised Draft: March 5, 2018

Single Family Residential Districts

Multi-Family Residential Districts

Commercial Districts

Industrial Districts

Zoning
Classification|Added HSF Uses R2 R4 R6 R9 R18 R22 R30 R35 CN CcC CG CX WX MX RGX (0]0]] IL IH ECX
Eliminate Human Service
Facility classifcation; add i
Commercial| "eient todeing, P/C -P/\C
. |Emergency Shelters to X X X X X X X X X Cc(13 >:(13) C(13) X X L(13)/X X P/C(13)
Lodging|,; 150 move (13,14) [ (13,14)
. ' \-/
Drug/Alcohol Treatment
to Medical Centers
Cond. use if|Cond. use if Hmited use if Conditional
guests may | guests may ognl::sct}feTka\i/n use if guests
Staff comments only check | only check At same time: may only
in at same | in at same ! check in at
time time pthP:sirtsed same time
Retail - Sales-|Add Food/Clothing
Oriented|Pantry to 20.160 L) | u1) | ou) | o) | u4) L(4) L(4) L(4) L(5) P P P P P P(7) | L®) L(8) | L/c(8) | L(@8)
Allow in Allow in Allow in Allow in Add missing
planned planned planned planned Allow in Allow in Allow in Allow in footnote 8 to
Staff comments | develop develop develop develop Mixed Use | Mixed Use | Mixed Use Mixed Use match other
ments with | ments with | ments with | ments with]| Buildings Buildings Buildings Buildings industrial
size limit size limit size limit size limit districts
Warehouse &
. .. .. |AddFoodBankto 20.160 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X L(12) P X
Distribution
"
. .y Add Soup Kitchen to L(4)/ L(4)/ L(4)/ l-(4) 5/6)/
Eating & Drinkin X X X x< P/c(13)|P/c(13)|P/c(13)[P/c(13)|P/L(13)| P/C(13)[} (10,13)| L(10,13) | L(10,13) | L(8,13
\‘:;
Make a Make a Make a
Ma'k.e @ Ma'k.e @ Ma'k.e @ Ma.kfe @ Ma_k? @ Ma'k.e a Ma'k.e a conditional | conditiona|conditional Ma,k? a Add missing
conditional | conditional | conditional | conditional | conditional | conditional | conditional if | i if conditional footnote 10- 1 add  Limited| add Limited | Add Limited
use if meals | use if meals | use if meals | use if meals | use if meals | use if meals |use if meals use ! usel usel use if meals o0 m-) e. ! fmite fmite fmite
Staff comments meals meals meals add Limited Use Use Use
served at served at served at served at served at served at served at served at
e e e us e L. e L. e L. . " served at | served at | served at . Use standards standards standards
specific time | specific time | specific time | specific time ] specific time |specific time| specific i ific specific specific standards
only only only only only only time only t:nF:ZC;:\Ty tisr:ZC;nly tin‘:e only time only
. ’\ —
NEW Community|create new use
Centers/Clubs/|classification to include X X X x )| c(2,13) | c(2,13) | c(2,13) | c(2,13) X c(13) | c(13) | c(13) | c(13) | c(13) | c(13 L(2,13)< L(13) ) X L(2,13)
Lodges homeless day centers I
e —————




Make a Make a Make a Make a Make a Make a Add Make Limited Add
conditional | conditional | conditional | conditiona|conditional| conditional | . . to ake Limite o to
Stlef comments use with use with use with | luse with | use with | use with Limited Use | - Use/ add Hmited Use
standards | standards | standards | standards | standards | standards standards standards standards
. |Current classification
General Office| _ ' == " X X X X L@a)/X | Layx | wa)y/x | uayx | o) P P P P P P P P L/c(11) P
Current classification
Medical Office |covers HSF medical office] X X X X L@a)/X | uayx | way/x | uayx | o) P P P P P P P P X P
use
Retail - Personal|current classification
Services| ncludes job skils traning| L) L(1) L(1) L(1) | way/x | va)yx | uayx | Lay/x L(5) P P P P P P L/c(8) | L/c(8) | L/c(8) | L/c(8)

* Use specified as limited use in code but no specific limitations are indicated
Footnote 1: Retail uses limited to 1,500 sf per use to max of 5,000 s.f. in planned developments of 150 units+
Footnote 2: Subject to standards for community recreation uses (e.g. 30' setback from residential property, no external commercial activities)

ARVLYV

Footnote 4: Allowed but only as part of a mixed use building or site
Footnote 5: Subject to development standards of 20.430.040(D): CN retail and office uses (eg max size 5,000 sf, on an arterial, parking max, etc.)
Footnote 6: Eating and drinking establishments permitted only in conjunction with another permitted use on site

Footnote 7: Retail uses shall not exceed 50,000 sf unless included in a mixed use building with other uses that account for at least 20% of floor space
Footnote 8: Use may not exceed 20% of entire building s.f.; 40-60k s.f. use allowed outright; >60k s.f. allowed by CUP

Footnote 10: Shall consume no more than 10% of total bldg. area

Footnote 11: <40,000 s.f. allowed outright; CUP if between 40,000 and 60,000 sf

Footnote 12: No outdoor storage of materials allowed

Proposed Footnote 13:
The following performance standards apply if meals served at specified times only or lodging guests check in at the same time of day:

Zoning District Key

R2-R9 = Single Family Residential (5,000-20,000 s.f. lots)
R18-R35 = Multi-Family Residential (18-35 dwelling units/acre)
CN = Neighborhood Commercial
CC = Community Commercial
CG = General Commercial
CX = City Center Commercial
WX = Waterfront Mixed Use
MX = Mixed Use
RGX = Riverview Gateway Mixed Use
OClI = Office Commercial Industrial

IL = Light Industrial
IH = Heavy Industrial

ECX = Employment Center Mixed Use

1. Either an a) indoor or b) screened/covered outdoor area with adequate seating shall be provided and opened to customers no less than one hour prior to mealtime or check-in time.
2. A litter control plan that provides for effective litter removal within 200 feet of the facility shall be submitted with the application and adhered to at all times.
3. An indoor area where personal belongings may be temporarily and securily stored shall be provided. No outdoor storage of belongings is permitted

4. Restrooms must be provided to serve the expected number of clients at peak periods and these must be kept in working order

Proposed Footnote 14: Conditional use permit required if guests only allowed to check-in at same time

Proposed Footnote 15: Conditional use permit required if meals served to all guests at specific time

Other Key Planning Terms:

Conditional use permit: Requires public hearing and review to address identified impacts

Planned development: Flexible residential/commercial development requiring City Council approval

Limited use: Use is allowed outright, subject to compliance with listed performance measures
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Executive Summary

Today, the City’s Parking Services Department manages nearly 4,200 on- and off-street parking spaces,
including one of the City’s off-street garage locations, Vancouvercenter. The City operates a mixture of
single-space and multi-space pay station equipment with nearly 1,500 single-space meters and 103 pay
stations.

During the fall of 2016, the City released a Request for Proposals to complete a Parking Program Total
Cost of Ownership (TCO) study associated with its public parking services program and functions. In
response, the City of Vancouver retained Dixon Resources Unlimited (DIXON) in February 2017. The
Parking Program TCO Study was renamed the Downtown Parking Efficiency Study for the City. In detail,
the study is focused towards the City’s Parking Services, its overall operational effectiveness and
financial outlook.

Project Objectives

The project objectives outlined by the project team were as follows:

@,

%+ Identify current and future staffing needs: There is currently a perception that Parking Services
is understaffed and therefore a need to determine if staff is utilizing and allocating time
effectively and whether additional staff is needed moving forward.

Y/

< Perform a financial analysis on current paid parking and parking related revenues: To date
Parking Services in Vancouver has operated at a deficit. The City’s goal is to be financially self-
sufficient in the near future. To do so, the City would like the study to include a financial analysis
on current paid parking, the associated technology and the resulting parking revenue to ensure
the City is maximizing its efforts.

< Comparable Cities Analysis: To increase Parking Services’ operational effectiveness the
department is interested in studying cities similar to Vancouver and identifying industry
program best practices as they relate to parking operations and technology.

< Examine the City’s current parking programs and determine best practices for moving
forward: Parking Services is expanding its paid parking to other areas of the City. In preparation
for its Uptown District roll-out, the study needs to explore the potential for a more formative
Residential Preferred Parking program to prevent spill-over into neighborhoods from newly
implemented paid parking.
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On-site Visit and Operational Assessment

As part of the study, DIXON and Nelson Nygaard visited Vancouver in mid-March and completed an
initial on-site assessment of the City’s parking operations. While on-site, both DIXON and Nelson
Nygaard met with members of Parking Services staff including Parking Enforcement, Maintenance and
Administrative services. DIXON interviewed internal stakeholders from the City’s Police, Engineering,
Planning, and Finance departments. Finally, DIXON engaged members of the City’s management
Leadership Team as well as held the study’s first Stakeholder Meeting which consisted of local business
owners, developers, employees, and members of the community.

The following report captures both DIXON’s initial on-site observations and findings surrounding parking
enforcement, operations, technology, revenue, reconciliation, and collections. The Initial Findings report
also includes Nelson Nygaard’s policy review and summary of the existing codes and plans related to
parking in Vancouver, with a focus on the Downtown core. Following the City’s review, DIXON and
Nelson Nygaard will begin to format formal recommendations based upon the findings outlined within
this report.

Findings

The initial findings outlined within this report incorporate firsthand experiences and observations, but
more importantly, the feedback from Parking Services Staff and affiliated departments. The initial
findings discovered during the project teams visit are not intended to be a negative reflection of the
departments, the City’s parking operation, or its staff. Instead, the purpose of this report is highlight
those areas and current procedures that one would consider to be less than efficient when considering
optimal industry practices.

In summary, through observing multiple departments, it is apparent that many of the City’s parking
operation deficiencies stem from an overall lack of adequate staffing. In many cases, staff,
administration, enforcement and maintenance assume responsibilities outside of their normal duties.
This is not to state that staff should not accept multiple responsibilities or multi-task but that the
frequency which staff is engaging these alternate duties is far too often. This problem impacts the
quality of work and task achievement, lower revenues and an overall inefficient parking operation.

Operationally, the Downtown parking rates for pay station and single-space meters are inconsistent and
confusing in certain locations. The recent rate increase to hourly parking on-street was not applied to all
meters throughout Downtown and as a result, has created streets with conflicting rates. In addition, the
current 20-minutes free button on the majority of single-space meters has contributed to lost revenue
and enforcement challenges. Furthermore, the City is not currently maximizing its available parking
locations or types of parking (permit and hourly) through clear, intuitive wayfinding and signage.

The City’s parking enforcement team is bearing a sizeable portion of the programs deficiencies. There is
a lack of enforcement officers and a few staff attempt to enforce the entire City daily. A combination of
scheduling, enforcement strategies and priorities, lack of enforcement technology, and labor-intensive
processes, has created a less than ideal working environment for the existing officers and subsequently
less effective.

To date, Parking Services has operated at a deficit because of debt on the Vancouver Garage. After
meeting with staff and examining the City’s parking revenues starting from the collection of meters to
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the collections of unpaid parking citations, it is evident that there are substantial revenue gaps where
monies are not being captured. With over $1.1 million in delinquent parking citations, only a 20%
recovery rate and annual write-offs nearing up to $200,000, the department has significant room for
improvement.

Based on Nelson Nygaard’s review of the existing codes and policies related to parking in Vancouver, the
current inefficiencies related to operations, enforcement and parking revenues are closely correlated to
these municipal codes and plans. As Parking Services is structured, the current parking codes are
outdated and have not evolved with the City’s parking growth or technologies.

The Parking Efficiency Study’s Initial Findings report is intended to provide the City with a thorough
review of current issues and to identify potential areas for program improvements and efficiencies.

Prior to the DIXON and Nelson Nygaard’s on-site visit on March 13 - 15, 2017, the project team carefully
worked to identify the necessary City staff to meet with and interview. To achieve the most value from
the team’s time in Vancouver, one-hour time slots were scheduled for each interviewee. The goal of the
meetings was to identify any relationship each staff member may have with daily parking issues. Each
meeting was structured as an open dialogue aiming to explore the full breadth each staff member may
have with parking. The conversations ranged from the simple downloading of a report to collecting
meters to zoning for future parking or to the writing of a parking citation. Furthermore, DIXON and
Nelson Nygaard invited each interviewee to provide their ideal solution for what may make each of their
jobs more effective or the overall parking operation more efficient.

Throughout the on-site visit, DIXON and team engaged in multiple field ride-alongs with members of the
Parking Services staff. Parking Services staff is comprised of parking enforcement, maintenance and
collections. The team observed staff perform each task to fully understand the duties and
responsibilities of each area.

On Monday March 13", DIXON accompanied Parking Enforcement out to the neighborhood district to
perform a series of neighborhood enforcement tasks that mostly included prolonged vehicle
enforcement. The following day’s ride-alongs included performing collections with maintenance staff on
various pay stations and during the afternoon, walking an enforcement beat throughout Downtown
including the Vancouvercenter garage. The final field visit occurred Wednesday where DIXON
accompanied another of the enforcement officers on a separate beat of the Downtown, walking the
City’s mobile pilot area and exploring different public surface lots enforced by the City.

DIXON focused its attention towards enforcement officers’ methods of enforcement including where
and when citations are issued; the amount of time required to issue citations; communications via
enforcement handhelds in certain areas of town; the beats and routes that officers typically follow both
in the Downtown core as well as in the neighborhoods. Through the visits, the team was able to
understand the process by which both enforcement and maintenance staff approach their respective
duties each day.

A complete list of the individuals who participated in interviews, ride-alongs, and meetings are identified
on the following pages:
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Monday, March 13, 2017

Meeting

Attendees

Project Lead Meeting

Teresa Brum & Jennifer Campos

Interview — Vancouver Police Department

Lieutenant Raquer

Ride Along - Neighborhood Enforcement

Sharie York

Interview - Traffic Engineering Tech

Erik Bjerke

Interview — Admin

Jonna Papajohn

Leadership Team Meeting

Teresa Brum, Lloyd Tyler, Chad Eiken, Carrie

Lewellen, Chris Christofferson, Jan Bader, Natasha

Ramras, Steve Kaspan, Jeri Newbold, Jennifer
Campos

Interview — Parking Manager

Steve Kaspan

Tuesday, March 14, 2017

Meeting

Attendees

Ride Along — Downtown Maintenance/Facilities

Nat Krase

Interview — Customer Service

Peggy Furno

Interview — Current Planning

Greg Turner

Interview — Admin

Tina Picchioni

Project Team Meeting

Teresa Brum & Jennifer Campos

Ride Along — Downtown Enforcement

Holly Naramore

Interview — City Traffic Engineer

Chris Christofferson

Wednesday, March 15, 2017

Meeting Attendees
Interview — Enforcement Dar Thielbar
Ride Along — Downtown Enforcement Tim Brown

Interview — Enforcement

Jesse Keenan

Supervisor Interview

Karen Kumpula

Interview — Finance

Barb Thomas, Kevin Heitz and Carrie Lewellen
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Department Structure

To encourage compliance and customer service, the City of Vancouver supports a “parking ambassador”
approach to parking enforcement, therefore, customer service and education of parking rules and
regulations to the public is a priority. Parking enforcement staffing is currently divided between
Downtown and the neighborhoods.

The Downtown Vancouver parking meters operate daily between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., excluding
Saturday, Sunday, and holidays. Currently, the Vancouvercenter garage operates daily with hours
extending until 10:00 p.m. or midnight depending upon the day of the week. Staff hours range from
Monday through Friday from 6:30 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. There is no parking enforcement staffing for
after-hour or weekend enforcement duties. Parking complaints are directed to the Police Department
and the City receives 311 and 911 calls from residents about parking issues.

Current Staffing
+* Two Full-time Parking Enforcement Officers (PEOs)
o One PEO is assigned solely to the neighborhood enforcement program
o One PEO is currently on light-duty (restricted) and is not permitted to work in the field
+*» Two Full-time Parking Officers (POs)
o In addition to enforcement duties, the POQO’s role assists with parking meter
collections/maintenance as-needed
% One Part-time PEO

Enforced Areas
1. North
2. South
3. The Lots (includes Clark College area)

Enforcement Coverage

Today, officers’ alternate areas of enforcement each day rather than following set beats and there is
minimal proactive enforcement of the time limit zones. Frequently, one of the assigned downtown
enforcement officers is pulled to assist with neighborhood enforcement as added support, leaving just
one officer to cover the entire downtown. The lack of adequate staffing, [ R
usually two officers, but at times reduced to one officer has resulted in W"\\l\l“lliﬁ]"MMUU!MMI1;.
ineffective and inconsistent enforcement as a department. R

.

PARKING SERVICES i

Inefficiencies have spread to the City’s parking enforcement procedural kg™ f
duties as well. Currently in certain areas of downtown, metered and COV04882 =
permit areas are shared on the same block. For example, a space or QSDRSACV 1 2 5 11 16 cP és

. . L e i
group .of space.s may allow both permit and rT\etered.parkmg. When '\1 %T?—T_I‘ED
enforcing permits, the PEO must scan the permit to verify whether the [

permit is valid or not (Figure 1). There is no color variation or Figyre 1. Parking Permit
differentiation between type of permit, aside from a hole-punched box,

which requires closer inspection from officers. It is important to note, officers also mentioned the
difficulty in inspecting permits at times because of rain and wet windshields. This arduous process is
evident within the garage as well, not all permit holders are parking in assigned permit only spaces, the
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permit status must be verified for each vehicle parked in the garage. The permit verification process is
time consuming and the repetitive motion of scanning has contributed to a work-related injury. In
speaking with enforcement officers, the lack of cellular communications inside the garage have a
significant impact on an officer’s ability to reliably enforce. Often an officer is unable to verify permit
status with the office because of weak connection. The same communication issues have been
experienced in other locations throughout the City.

Today, enforcement officers are unable to verify disabled placards. Though not uncommon for
municipalities and officers, the result is opportunity for placard abuse, allowing vehicles to park without
time limits or payment. While expired registration citations should not be a PEQ’s priority, the option to
cite for expired tabs when appropriate should be available to officers.

Enforcement Technology

Currently the City uses MC9500 Motorola ticket writers and detached O’Neil printers for enforcement.
Some officers have had injuries from the repetitive motion of scanning permits. Additionally, it was
noted that images are slow to capture and of low quality. One officer is using a separate digital camera
because of safety concerns with the amount of time it takes standing in the street to capture the
needed images with the handheld.

The City recently purchased seven Verizon iPhone 6s to replace the current handhelds. The City’s IT
Department updated the internal Oracle system to use the T2 Flex application. The City purchased a
subscription to the T2 Flex Software in January 2016. Parkmobile can be integrated with the iPhones for
a more seamless enforcement process that will allow enforcement officers to query plate numbers. The
City is planning to deploy the new handhelds shortly once an issue with the citation formatting has been
addressed. This should resolve the above-mentioned issues.

Abandoned Vehicles

The City recently introduced a city wide Prolonged Parking ordinance prohibiting any vehicle from
remaining parked in an on-street space for more than a 24-hour period. The policy is primarily complaint
driven by residents and has created a significant amount of investigatory work for the neighborhood
PEO. Due to the considerable number of complaints, not every incident reported is addressed and
therefore, officers are unable to be consistent and fair in enforcing the rules effectively.

As part of the Neighborhood Program, the City’s Code Enforcement Officers (CCOs) have the authority
to tow vehicles. In addition, CCOs are responsible for vehicle camping issues. The violations, for which
PEOs are responsible for, such as abandoned vehicles, are violations that warrant towing a vehicle.

Hansen Management System

As previously mentioned, the City has migrated to the Hansen Maintenance Management system for
certain services, including ticket management. However, enforcement officers are not currently utilizing
the system’s features for field management and have relied upon the more familiar and traditional
practice of printed documentation and checklists. The following is a list of features available through the
Hansen system and were not observed to be fully utilized by PEOs:

@

% The Hansen program’s mapping tool for open cases which may reduce a significant amount of
manual work for the PEO enforcing the neighborhood
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Officers are currently submitting violations in bulk and utilizing the Code Violation Module.

The status of open violations is not currently being updated individually

The Hansen program allows users to set priority levels and it will automatically sort cases based

on set criteria and escalation of cases can be based on the date the case was opened

+* Images can be linked to the case file or violation through Hansen. Currently, officer’s handhelds
can capture pictures; however, because of lack of picture quality, officers are using separate
digital cameras. Neither the handheld pictures or pictures captured with digital camera are
being linked to the Hansen system and applicable cases

%+ Currently, the case number is not being linked to the issued citations

3

8

X3

2

The department is currently utilizing Hansen for all complaints received but has not fully exercised the
tool in the field. Customer complaints are accepted by various City departments, including Code
Enforcement, Operations and the City Manager’s Office, depending on the method or form in which the
individual’s complaint is submitted.

Enforcement Technique and Tactics

The current staffing and time allotments prioritize the Prolonged Parking policy over the downtown
meter enforcement. The lack of necessary downtown enforcement is problematic; over time motorists
have become familiar with enforcement’s lack of presence throughout the downtown, feeling there is
not a need to consistently pay to park because the chance of receiving a citation is minimal. To further
compound the issue, the City’s current expired meter fine is $15.00, only $2.50 more than the cost of
parking all day at certain metered space. The lack of enforcement presence and minimal fine amount
have combined to form a belief by motorists that there is not a need to pay to park. The effect on the
City is ongoing losses in paid parking revenue and a reduction in consistent vehicle turnover commonly
desired in a commercial downtown such as Vancouver.

The desired “parking ambassador” philosophy to enforcement has been practiced with mixed
approaches. The lack of structure and oversight in the current program has led to the creation of
informal parking rules, enforced by some but not others and not clearly communicated or documented
among enforcement staff.

Since 2003, the City has discontinued all curb painting, uncommon amongst most municipalities. In lieu
of marked curbs as a method distinguishing parking rules, PEOs rely solely on posted signage. However,
this has created a lack of transparency on the City’s part with the public because posted time limits for
spaces such as loading zones do not exist, creating room for argument as to the enforced regulation for
that space.

Uniforms

Enforcement officers are not currently required to dress to a consistent uniform standard. Officers are
provided a uniform allowance of $400 per year to purchase uniform clothing from vendors pre-selected
by the City. This allowance was implemented in 2008; however, it was communicated by multiple staff
that it is difficult to acquire the necessary equipment within their allotted budget. For example, quality
rain jackets, sufficient for officers who spend extended periods of time in the region’s inclement
weather are expensive and may consume much of the allowance according to one officer. The uniform
guidelines currently consist of clothing in the color of navy-blue with supplied department badges
affixed.
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Communications

Vancouver PEOs do not carry city-issued radios like police officers. Instead, PEOs rely on city-issued
iPhones to contact the Police Department for support, including emergency situations. The phone is an
additional piece of free-standing equipment that must be carried by parking enforcement staff. Officers
have reported experiencing issues with reception depending on their location, and at times feel as
though their safety is being comprised.

>

Based on observations there is an overall lack of appropriate staffing to consistently and
effectively manage the existing Downtown parking policies.

The current parking enforcement hours do not cover all parking meter hours of operation and
leaves over 50% of the garage operating hours without parking enforcement monitoring.

As the enforcement perimeters and zones are constructed today, the areas in which officers are
required to enforce are too large to adequately enforce.

Holistically, the permit verification process is inefficient and labor intensive, especially in the
Vancouvercenter garage, where there is a lack of cellular communications impacting the
operation of the current handheld devices.

The current handhelds do not integrate well with Parkmobile, and the enforcement officers
must wait a significant amount of time for the data to load.

The 24-hour Prolonged Parking policy and other current field management processes are
cumbersome and inefficient. In addition, the authority divided across the PEOs and CCOs is at
times resulting duplication of services provided the current towing and abandoned vehicle
procedural rules.

Inconsistency in enforcement approach and style is apparent from officer to officer.
Consequently, there is a level of confusion not only between enforcement staff but also among
the public who witness rules not being enforced consistently and equitably.

As representatives of the City and parking ambassadors to the community, parking enforcement
officers currently lack uniform consistency and a level of professionalism in terms of perception
towards the public.

PEOs carry city issued phones as the only direct form of communication rather than city issued
radios (like the Police Department).
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Parking Operations

Recently the City of Vancouver’s Parking Services department and related areas have struggled to
maintain what the City considers to be an optimal operation. Citing budget constraints, cuts to staffing
in recent years and minimal parking operations oversight, Parking Services has become fragmented and
not nearly as efficient as it desires. In addition, new expansion of paid parking to the Uptown district on
the north side of town and newly broken ground along the riverfront for the Waterfront Development
Project will further stretch the existing resources in the near future.

Currently Parking Services operates at a deficit with a minimal budget to invest in new parking
technology as well as the ability to cover the maintenance on the City’s two garages.

The department is also weighing options in other areas. In
speaking with staff, the City has under consideration the
potential to sell one of its current garage facilities. Citing
upkeep and immediate return, this is an opportunity that was
discussed in the Study’s first on-site visit. In addition, with the
Waterfront Development Project on the horizon, City staff are
exploring the decision metrics and the rationality of becoming
an investor or partner in a potential new parking facility at the
Waterfront. As part of this decision-making process, the City
has stated there may be the opportunity to consider the potential for a revenue share model for this
development.

Figure 2. Waterfront Development Project

Staff

A main goal for staff involved in parking is to make parking a self-sustaining program and ideally begin
to generate revenue in excess of costs, with the intent to pay for additional parking in the future. To
reach this goal the department is enlisting in an effort to maximize its resources and efficiency though
this is not the situation today. Currently Parking Services is considerably understaffed with staff
members dividing time between inter-departments and completing
tasks outside of their immediate responsibilities. The department has
raised the question as to whether abandoned vehicles, as well as the
Neighborhood Parking policy, should be the responsibility of Parking
Services.

It is important to note that the current staff who make up Parking
Services is a cohesive group that has utilized the current resources to
build a dedicated team. Particularly in speaking with members of the
enforcement staff and observing their work in the field, the group has
developed an action plan for covering the areas they can as efficiently
as they can. Staff expressed a desire to be able to accomplish more and
cover additional areas with more regularity.

Parking Meters and Payment Options Figure 3. Parkeon pay station

Vancouver has a mix of single-space meters and pay stations. The City’s single-space meters are coin-
operated MacKay meters. Of the 1428 single-space meters, 36 are either limited to 15- or 30-minutes
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with a rate of $1.00 per hour. The remaining 1392 single-space meters are priced at $0.50 per hour. The
recent rate increase was not applied to the single-space meters.

There are two types of pay station meters, Parkeon (Figure 3) and Cale (Figure 4), located throughout
downtown, each charging an hourly rate of $1.25. The pay stations accept both coins and credit cards.
The 20 Parkeon pay stations were installed in 2004 and there are two types of Parkeon pay stations.
The 15 Cale pay stations were installed in 2007. All pay stations are configured in a pay-and-display
mode which means that the receipt must be displayed to confirm payment. Staff indicated that locating
a pay station receipt for display can be a challenge.

In Spring 2017, the City installed additional Parkeon pay stations to replace some of the downtown
single-space meter installations. This order includes a door retrofit for some of the existing pay station
equipment which will provide a consistent display for the Parkeon equipment. Currently, the City is
determining the viability of a configuration change to the pay stations from pay and display to pay-by-
plate.

Maintenance staff has cited that it is difficult for the City to maintain a
sufficient spare part stockpile to performance timely maintenance. There is
a concern that the budget for spare parts is not adequate to support the
needs of the maintenance operation. Additionally, due to the different
types of pay stations, the City cannot order ticket rolls in bulk because the
specifications are different for each vendor system.

The City has recently implemented a mobile payment pilot program with
Parkmobile. The pilot is located near a cluster of downtown technology
companies on Main Street. However, the Finance Department is concerned
about the potential increase in reporting that may be required to reconcile
mobile payment data. The pilot has not expanded citywide.

Parking Rate Management

The City has provided a courtesy service to motorists and
those parking in Downtown at single-space meters, a 20-
minute free option. The 20-minute free option, in the form of
a button, allows motorists 20-minutes of free parking at the
meter. The result is lost revenue. Between April 2015 and
May 2016, the City’s lost revenue opportunity was estimated
at $232,000 from the use of the 20-minute button.
Additionally, the meters, because of their configuration and

. o Figure 5. 20-minute free button on single-space
age, do not have the controls in place to limit the button from | cters

only being pressed once. Therefore, motorists and patrons are
free to repeatedly press the button at the expiration of each 20-minute period for extra 20-minute

cycles. Many customers are frustrated with the coin operated meters and the requirement to carry
coins, while stakeholders have expressed that they would be in favor of “smart” meters that can accept
credit cards.
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Rate Increases and Meter Relocation

Over the first few months of 2017 the City has made several changes related to paid parking rates,
permit rates, and the relocation of meter infrastructure. As of January 1, the cost of monthly parking
permits for lots, garages and on-street spaces increased by $20.00 per month. Beginning on March 1st,
the on-street hourly parking rate at pay station meters only, increased from $0.50/hour to $1.25/hour.
For off-street, also beginning on March 1, the City’s hourly parking rate in the Vancouvercenter Park ‘n
Go garage increased from $0.75/hour to $1.25/hour. In addition, the weekday daytime parking rate
from 6:00 a.m. — 6:00 p.m. will increase from $6.00 to $9.00; 6:00 a.m. — Closing will increase from $8.50
to $12.50, and the maximum weekday evening, 6:00 p.m. — Close, and weekend parking rate will
increase from $2.50 to $3.50. It should be noted, there is currently no enforcement on the weekends.

As of January 2017, the City has a total of 1,428 on-street single-space meters. Of the total number of
meters, 36 are time limit (15 or 30-minute) spaces at a rate of $1.00/ hour. The remaining 1,392 on-
street single-space meters are a rate of $0.50/hour. The average monthly revenue for all meters in 2016
was roughly $53,121. According to Parking Services staff, if a rate increase to $1.25/hour had been
applied to all meters, revenue would have increased to an average of roughly $132,804 per month.
Furthermore, if the 20-minute free button was removed from all meters at a $0.50/hour rate, the
projected average monthly revenue would increase to approximately $70,252. If both the 20-minute
button was removed and the hourly rate increased to $1.25/hour, the projected average monthly
revenue would rise to an estimated $203,056. These figures put into perspective the amount of
potential monthly revenue an already financially burdened parking operation is losing.

The City’s relocation of meters will move the current single-space meters located Downtown to the
Uptown district which will be implementing paid parking for the first time. The Uptown hourly rate for
single-space meters will remain at $0.50/hour for several reasons including maintaining the current
meter collection schedule and not increasing the existing collection frequency. In addition, Uptown will
be acclimating to paid parking for the first time and the lower rate will be an easier accommodation for
the community.

Garages

The City’s Vancouvercenter Garage is a paid parking
facility that operates Monday through Thursday between
6:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., 6:00 a.m. to midnight on Friday
and Saturday, and from 8:00 a.m. until 10:00 p.m. on
Sunday. The original design of the garage included access
control gates, but due to a lack of funding there is no
access control system (Figure 6). Patrons pay for parking
at Parkeon pay stations located within the garage, yet the
garage is not enforced on the weekends due to staffing

limits. Figure 6. Vancouvercenter Garage

The City’s second garage is the Columbia Bank Garage. The garage is free on weekdays after 6:00 p.m.
and on weekends. This garage has 233 stalls with a mix of 90-minute and 5-hour single-space meters.
The mechanical single-space meters throughout the garage are inefficient to enforce. There is no
parking access revenue control system. Additionally, there is currently no parking guidance or garage
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occupancy information identifying either garage. This type of equipment not only serves as a garage
identifier but can also promote space availability within each facility.

Garage signage indicates that patrons should remember their space number to
pay for parking, but the pay stations are configured for pay-and-display like the
on-street operation. This requires patrons to return to their vehicle to display
their parking receipt. A Parkeon pay station within the Vancouvercenter garage is
pictured in Figure 7 to the right.

Each public space in the Vancouvercenter garage allows both hourly and monthly
parking. It is also time consuming for the enforcement officers to check each
space within the garage. The pay & display permits require the officers to inspect
the vehicles throughout the facility and check those without a receipt for a
permit. There are also privately-managed spaces scattered throughout the garage
that are not monitored by parking enforcement staff.

The City previously owned the Main Place Parking Garage at 1111 Main Street,
but sold it three years ago after paying off the debt service. There are about seven

years remaining (2024) to pay off the debt service on the Vancouvercenter Figure 7. Off-street
garage. Parkeon pay station

Permits

The City offers the following types of permits:

«» Residential Permits

% Visitor Hangtags

% Vancouver Police Department Permits

%+ Harney Street Permits

%* Vancouvercenter Permits

«» Monthly Parking Permits (Lots, On-Street and Carpool)

Permits are not sold online, and customers are not able to set up their own account, primarily due to
the requirement of a physical signature. If a customer wants to purchase a permit for the first time, they
must physically come into City Hall lobby. To renew a permit, there is an online renewal option.
Residential parking permits are free in specific areas and are valid for 6 months. Permit management
processes require a significant amount of time for City staff and there is no permit fee to support the
program’s services. Additionally, the permit waitlists are not automated even though T2 Flex software
provides a waitlist management feature.

Currently the permits are not linked to license plate numbers. Additionally, the City does not color code
permits. Instead, a barcode must be scanned to validate permit status. Linking the plate numbers to the
permits could eventually allow the City to transition to a digital permitting solution that can be
integrated with license plate recognition technology.

The City also has a meter hooding program for special events that requires the use of parking spaces.
There is a $45.00 application fee, and it currently costs $5.00 per metered space and $12.50 per pay
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station space. The meter hood rate is scheduled to increase in the Fall to coincide with the recent meter
rate increase. Last year there were 47 events that required meter hooding.

Signage and Wayfinding

City staff communicated as did the stakeholder group, that there
is a perception among the public that there is not sufficient
parking availability in Downtown. As this perception was
discussed in more depth, it became apparent that the perceived
lack of available parking is dependent on the area of town one is
in and the time of day or day of the week that one is attempting
to park. Though data collection to determine occupancy rates
was not part of this study, we did witness at the height of the ==
lunch hour, multiple empty spaces along Main St. between 6" // ;

and 7" streets. However, on adjacent streets, there was little Eili;e_fc;frmpty spaces along Main St. during
available occupancy. It is difficult to make an accurate analysis in

such a brief observation, but the available occupancy may be attributed to the time of day or even the
specific location observed. As it relates to off-street parking, the Vancouvercenter garage facility has a
freestanding sign on the exterior sidewalk displaying “PARK ‘n GO’ and the garage has hourly parking
available to the public. However, because the ‘PARK ‘n GO’ brand is not displayed anywhere else in the
City or recognized as the public parking brand for Vancouver, one may not quickly register this as a
public parking facility.

Another aspect of a public’s perception of unavailable parking is often their own willingness to walk,
meaning, not parking directly in front of their destination but maybe two or three blocks away.
Unfortunately, the frequent inclement weather, parking habits and being non-educated about parking
opportunities around Downtown lead one to feel a need to park as close to their destination as
possible. Vancouver has affordable and longer-term on-street parking, not always common in
downtown commercial districts.

One City staff member cited that inconsistent signage Downtown is also evident through the deficiency
in loading zone signs throughout the commercial core. There has been an increase in delivery trucks
parking in the travel lane, making deliveries to business and restaurants. As a result, congestion in the
area has grown recently, especially with C-TRAN’s new bus rapid transit line the VINE. Running through
the Downtown core, the buses are not able to easily or safely go-around the parked delivery trucks,
causing further congestion.

Special Events

Vancouver holds several special events Downtown each year with the two largest being the Vancouver
USA Marathon and the Cruisin the Gut classic car show. Both events are typically held during the spring
and summer and on the weekends. Unfortunately, the current parking hours of operation and
enforcement staffing are not conducive to the needs of the City’s special events. The City’s Parking
Services does not currently employ overtime for PEOs to help manage the events and parking issues that
are said to arise. Currently the City relies on event coordinators to help monitor and control the parking
surrounding the event, including posting temporary signage, however it has been reported that event
staff are often unreliable and subsequent parking problems have developed.
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The state of the existing program does not have adequate staff to readily enforce and maintain
these areas with any consistency.

Presently, staff have their own routines and habits when approaching each work day, however
there is a lack of necessary tools in place to determine and measure how effective officers and
staff are being or what they may potentially be able to achieve if provided the proper tools and
resources.

The enforcement officers cannot use their City-issued iPhones to validate mobile payment
currently. The enforcement handheld loads the Parkmobile data slowly, which makes it
inefficient to enforce.

The City’s 20-minutes Free button located on single-space meters is a significant issue that
needs to be addressed in order to limit the potential loss of revenue as well as help PEOs more
effectively enforce the meters. Between April 2015 and May 2016, the City lost $232,000 in
parking revenue as a result of the button.

The existing signage in the garage is inconsistent with the pay station configuration. Signage
states to remember one’s space number however the pay stations are configured as pay and
display (like on-street pay stations).

A significant contributor to perception of a lack of parking is insufficient wayfinding in the form
of signage. Based on observations, it was apparent that the City lacks a defined parking brand
that would otherwise be messaged across the Downtown. Several of the City’s public surface
lots are not clearly identified as public parking. The inconsistency in wayfinding or public parking
branding is further evident at the Vancouvercenter garage facility.

Wayfinding in the form of parking regulatory signage such as loading zones and painted curb
markings is also absent Downtown, especially throughout the commercial core.
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Parking Services

Currently, Vancouver’s Parking Services (Parking) fund is established as an enterprise fund under the
Community and Economic Development Department. In fact, 2017 is expected to be the first year that
the general fund will not help sustain the parking fund. Therefore, the department is proactively taking
several actions toward ensuring the program runs as efficiently as possible while also placing itself in the
best position to maximize parking related revenues. To date, Parking Services has operated at a deficit
and has been supplemented by the general fund to cover operating costs. A large part of this current
issue being that Parking Services is in the midst of funding its debt service to the City’s Vancouvercenter
garage.

An initial step that the department has taken relates to the parking rate fee increases at the City’s
parking pay stations. The department anticipates that the revenue generated from the increase will pay
for the capital cost of the new pay stations that are currently on order. Also, part of this process is the
relocation of meters to other areas of town including the Uptown District as well as the Government
District. The installation of single-space meters in Uptown will be a new source of parking revenue. The
Government District has had equipment pre-purchased that will be installed in correlation with a change
in parking types and time limits, part of Phase Il of the Government District Parking Management
Implementation Plan, initiated in November 2016. A successful Phase Il should generate an additional
source of revenue, ideally paying for the operating costs associated.

The changes in rates, meter locations, and paid parking areas will contribute towards making the
department self-sufficient and gaining added revenues through paid parking related tasks.

Current Parking Meter Collections

Currently pay stations and meters are collected on a weekly basis by PEOs and Maintenance depending
on staff scheduling and availability. Pay stations are collected in a team of two while single-space meters
are collected by one team member. There is a consistent overlapping of job duties and responsibilities
to ensure that major tasks are covered however this has led to other support requirements being
overlooked or neglected at times.

There are multiple steps to the collection process given the variety of
equipment on-street as well as the age of some equipment. There are
three types of pay stations in-service on-street including Cale, Parkeon
Stelios and Parkeon Strada. Today, the Cale pay stations are keyed the
same from machine to machine. However, this is not the case of the
Parkeon pay stations. The Stelio’s pay stations have different keys for
each unit and the Strada’s have two separate keys, spilt up between older
and more recent models. There is confirmation needed on whether the
new Strada pay stations currently on order will include the same keys as
those currently installed. To compound the current collection key issue,
each of the single-space meters has its own individual key. These
individual keys add up to nearly 1,500 keys that must be checked out
from the Finance Department by Maintenance on each collection day. It
was noted that Maintenance often attempts to begin its collections in the

i
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e

Figure 9. Single-space meter key
ring
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early-morning however there have been times that keys are unavailable because Finance does not open
until 8:30 a.m.

It is important to note that one Maintenance staff member took on the tedious task of inventorying the
single-space meters and keys. The staff member realized that the key ID was being confused with the
meter ID number, and was creating issues as to which keys were for what meters and which meters had
then been collected. This should be recognized as a proactive initiative to streamline the current
disorganization of the collection process.

Reconciliation

Collection staff utilize a closed-can system for single-space collections,
meaning the coin canister located inside the meters is retrieved by
collection staff, inserted and emptied into a larger collection can
without the monies ever being exposed. This is considered an industry
best practice and it is a positive to see that Parking Services is
employing this method of collections. Single-space collection routes are
each counted separately, meaning the City has a count of the selected
meters on that collection route. In the case of the City’s pay stations,
the coin collection boxes are collected by specific pay station
manufactured. For example, Cale pay station monies are counted
separately from Parkeon pay station revenue. However, the collected
revenues from each pay station are combined, and not counted by
machine or zone like single-space meters.”

Figue O arkingstaffcollectinga

For the single-space meters, given they are not smart meters, the Paystation

reconciliation process is a bit more difficult because the department does not have an ability to
generate a revenue report from the meter’s back-office management system. In the case of the pay
stations, a collection slip can be printed from the meter at the time of collection which is an ideal first
step in the reconciliation process. According to Parking Services, staff currently save slip and make
copies for retention. Provided the pay stations are considered smart meters, Finance can generate a
revenue report from the pay station’s back office, a positive for the reconciliation process. Loomis, the
City’s contracted armored car service, picks up collected monies daily and sends the City a report of the
total amount deposited by container; single-space by routes and pay stations by manufacturer. There is
currently no software integration between the City’s Oracle financial system and the three different
collection processes including Cale, Parkeon and Loomis. City staff must manually input collection
receipts and deposits into the Oracle database which is both time consuming and can result in inputting
errors.

Even with the appropriate measures being put in place through collection process, the lack of reporting
tools with the City’s current single-space meters is preventing certainty regarding the ideal accuracy of
monies collected.

! As of August 2017, the Parking Services is now bagging coins by specific zone
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Citations, Revenue and Reconciliation: Management and Operating Systems

Parking Services has effectively created internal processes and in-house modules that enable staff to
access necessary information or run certain required reports. For example, one member of the City’s IT
staff has written a program that allows staff to pull out vehicles currently in the T2 system, if they have
been reported sold, thus reducing clutter and duplicate data. In other cases, however, the City has tools
that are either not being effectively used or used at all.

TICENSE AGREEMENT

For instance, the City currently contracted with T2 Systems, self- |deama —=omgroiom o o

CITY OF VANCOUVER, PARKING SERVICES

hosting its Flex software management platform but T2 charges a fee
of $0.95 for each DMV look-up by the City through its system.
Therefore, the City completes its own push-pull of DMV data.
Furthermore, staff identified that there is an ability through Flex for
customers to complete an online citation appeals process but have
not enabled the feature for customers yet. It should be noted, only
an estimated 4% of citations are currently contested. The
anticipated reason is that the City has required a physical signature
on appeal paperwork, therefore requiring protests to submit in
person or mail the completed ticket and appeal form to City Hall. In
2015, the State of Washington passed legislation that allows for I
electronic signatures however the City has not yet implemented this Figure 11. License agreement between
option for its citation appeals process. DOL and City of Vancouver

Based on observations, the financial responsibilities related to parking operations reporting and revenue
reconciliation are scattered amongst different programs and staff members. These programs include pay
station back-offices, the T2 Flex software, Hansen, Oracle, and self-managed staff Excel workbooks and
spreadsheets. In addition, the City is in the process of upgrading from Hansen 7 to Hansen 8 citywide,
which includes Parking Services.

Delinquent Citations & Collections

Under Parking Services, unpaid citations follow a penalty schedule and are eventually moved to the
City’s contracted collection agency. As of March 2016, the City had $1,163,300 in unpaid outstanding
citations. This figure is likely to have increased since. The current collection’s agency used by the City
averages approximately 20% in delinquent citation recovery, a low figure when compared to
municipalities and collection agencies in the industry. The City writes off nearly $200,000 annually under
the current statute of limitations, which is part of the City’s 10-year statute of limitations.

Vehicles who are cited for two unpaid citations and an outstanding balance after 30-days of citation
issuance are marked as scofflaw. Three or more unpaid tickets are reported to the Washington
Department of Licensing (DOL), which has the authorization to deny vehicle registrations or suspend
driver’s licenses. Unfortunately, the State must apply this criteria 120-days prior to the registration due
date. If this process is not completed, any potential hold or suspension is delayed until next vehicle
expiration date.

Another significant issue is the City’s proximity to Portland and the State of Oregon. The City has
experienced an increase in traffic and visitation from those living to the south. These visitors and
motorists who drive into Vancouver are liable for citations as well; however the City does not pursue
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delinquent citations for out of state license plates. Thus, a violator who receives a citation in Vancouver
with an Oregon license plate faces no immediate penalty through the state’s Department of Motor
Vehicles like they would in Washington. Therefore, these motorists are not under the same incentive to
pay their citation fine. As of today, Parking Services does not boot or tow of vehicles.

>

Based on initial observations and after inquiring with Maintenance personnel it is apparent that
the department is understaffed. Much like other areas within Parking Services, Maintenance
staff is required to multi-task between responsibilities which appears to be affecting their
immediate duties.

Currently, staff assigned to collecting meters and pay stations must differentiate between four
different key sets. Furthermore, each single-space meter is individually keyed, requiring staff to
shift through nearly 1,500 keys. This process is significantly inefficient and time consuming.

Maintenance is required to retrieve meter collection keys from the Finance office. However,
because Finance does not open until 8:30am, maintenance workers who arrive early in the
morning often having to wait to access keys or break-away from other tasks to retrieve keys
later in their shift. This has led to an unproductive process for staff.

The current collection process of combining collected monies, whether into a large bag or can,
without proper reconciliation measures puts the department at a significant risk of unaccounted
monies and significant variances in overall meter revenue.

Though the Parking Services is now collecting by zone, optimal measures are not in place to
track, reconcile and analyze the money that is being collected from single-space meters or pay
stations.

Parking Services and supporting departments are not maximizing the web-based management
tools available to them. Examples include the Hansen system as well as the T2 Flex software.
Parking Services staff that lack the proper training and familiarity with these systems to
maximize the programs’ features.

The lack of a central management system for parking financial data is forcing staff to create
work-arounds, work less efficiently and fail to benefit from more complete and accurate data. A
central management system for data and reporting is needed for the department and should be
integrated with the City’s financial system and allow for automated updates.

The City is not currently enacting a boot and tow policy for scofflaws and unpaid citations. This is
allowing those from out-of-state (i.e., Oregon) who commute to Vancouver often to continue to
park in the City without consequence.

The City’s delinquent citation and collections rate is extremely low (20%) and as a result the City
is missing out on a significant amount of potential revenue. As of March 2016, the City’s unpaid
citations totaled $1,163,300. In addition, because of the City’s current 10-year statute of
limitations, roughly $200,000 is written off on an annual basis.
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Overview

This section summarizes the existing codes and plans related to parking in Vancouver, with a focus on

the downtown core. This memorandum is divided into three sections:

Municipal Code: A summary of the code sections related to parking, including parking
requirements by land use and other related parking requirements or rules;

Downtown Parking: An overview of downtown parking, including a brief summary of parking
inventory, regulations, and pricing. An overview of the Parking Advisory Committee is also
provided.

Planning Context: A brief summary of relevant downtown and citywide plans, with an emphasis
on parking-related findings and recommendations.

Summary of Key Findings, Issue and Opportunities

Y/
0'0

Y/
0'0

The parking code restricts pricing and time limits to weekday only, between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00
p.m. Similarly, the maximum hourly charge for parking allowed in the code is $1.25.

o These provisions potentially limit the City’s flexibility to adjust pricing and regulations to
respond to changing patterns of demand. For example, Downtown has recently
experienced higher parking demand on weekends and in the evenings because of
revitalization efforts and new development. The current code limits the City’s ability to
use management tools to address these parking challenges.

The parking code requires that the first 20 minutes of parking to be free. Many of the existing
payment systems lack an effective enforcement mechanism to prevent people from simply
adding more “free” time. It is likely that this regulation and ineffective enforcement creates a
significant financial and operational burden on the parking system.

The City Manager, or a designee, is given authority over parking management policies. However,
it is unclear what policies apply to setting maximum or minimum rates and hours, and what
policies apply to the actual rates and hours of the parking system.

Parking revenue is required to be reinvested back into the parking system because it is an
enterprise fund

The City’s minimum parking requirements largely reflect industry standards. Many cities across
the county have eliminated parking requirements, especially in their downtown:s.

The Transit Overlay District allows properties to leverage adjacent transit access. It is
“voluntary”, which potentially limits its effectiveness and desired impact.

o There is no distinction between parking requirements in Tier 1 and Tier Il for properties
in the Transit Overlay District. A lower parking requirement (and lower maximum) for
areas with higher transit service levels has the potential to better reduce vehicle
congestion and result in better multimodal outcomes.

The City has a Residential Permit Program (RPP), which allocates free parking permits to
residents. It does not appear that there is a well-defined process in the code to guide formation
of RPP zones or districts. In addition, by issuing free permits, the program does not cover its own
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administrative costs and is, therefore, subsidized by other sources. Permits are also not linked to
actual inventory, creating the potential for demand to exceed supply.

#* The municipal code was revised in July 2016 to restrict parking to no more than 24 hours. It was
established as a tool to solve the problem of semi-trucks being stored on the street. This change
was intended to minimize impacts of long-term parking, especially in residential neighborhoods.
However, the regulation may be resulting in a significant administrative and enforcement
burden that is not proportional to its benefits.

+* The municipal code does not require transportation demand management (TDM) as part of new
development. Reductions in parking minimums can incentivize TDM, but the allowed TDM
options are limited and do not include the policies or programs that are most effective at
reducing parking demand.

% The municipal code has minimal incentives to encourage shared parking, especially in the
downtown where shared parking can significantly improve system efficiencies.

< The municipal code is largely silent on design requirements for surface or structured parking
facilities.

Municipal Code

The municipal code describes parking regulations primarily within Title 19 and Title 20. Title 19 covers
programs and the policies related to parking management and operation, such as time limits, pricing,
and regulations. Title 20 covers land use regulations and parking requirements.

Parking (Title 19)

Time Limits

The code gives the City Traffic Engineer the authority to impose parking time limits and set the duration
of parking restrictions (days and times) on any streets for the purpose of facilitating traffic movement
and business access.” The code indicates time limits can only apply between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m., Monday
through Friday.?

On-Street Metered Zones

The code gives the City Council authority over where metered zones are located. Metered zones include
metered, permitted, signed, or other council-approved parking facilities.* The code establishes a default
maximum parking stay of 10 hours in metered zones. The City Manager (or someone designated by the
City Manager), with input from the Parking Advisory Committee, has authority to reduce maximum
parking durations to less than 10 hours. However, this reduction can only be applied to contiguous
segments of parking stalls up to 200 feet. In making this change, the City Manager must consider local
land use, market conditions, occupancy rates, and discussions with property owners along the affected
block face.”

? Section 19.02.040 A
* Section 19.02.040 B
* Section 19.04.020

> Section 19.04.010 C
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The code specifies locations of metered zones. They include most of downtown between I-5 on the east,
the Columbia River on the south, the railroad on the west, and 16th Street and Mill Plain Blvd on the
north. The parking meter zone also extends into the Uptown Village District generally between
Washington and C Streets from 16th Street north to Fourth Plain Blvd.®

The code requires that all one- and two-hour parking zones provide 15 minutes of free parking at the
start of the parking duration.” The code only allows for paid parking between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. The code also caps the hourly parking rate to $1.25 for one-, two- and 10-hour
parking zones. For zones where parking is limited to 15 minutes or less, the maximum rate is $0.35 for
every 15 minutes. For zones where parking is limited to 30 minutes, the maximum rate is $0.65 for every
30 minutes. The maximum rates may be changed by the City Manager or a designee.? It is unclear
whether this only applies to the actual hourly rates, or the maximum rates permitted by code.

Parking Revenue

The City Treasurer is authorized to collect money from all parking payment collections, all sales of
parking permits, and all fines for parking violations. Parking revenue is placed into the Parking
Operation Fund. The Parking Operations Fund is used to fund the enforcement of parking meters and
enforcement of parking control regulations. Any available profits are used first to reimburse the capital
improvement fund and then are allocated to fund off-street parking facilities or other means
recommended by the Parking Advisory Committee and approved by City Council.’

Municipal Lots and Garages

The City of Vancouver owns a parking lot at Evergreen and Broadway, known as the Evergreen Lot
(Municipal Lot 2). The code specifies the lot be open and available for public use 24 hours per day, 7
days per week. The code also stipulates that the lot is free for parking up to 2 hours, and that up to 11
spaces should be set aside for long-term permits, the cost for which should be a maximum of $100 per
month (which can be reduced by the City Manager or a designee). Figure 13 lists the cost and number of
spaces for each parking type.

Figure 13. Evergreen Lot Parking Details

Stalls Specified
Space Type Cost .
in Code
1-hour Free 17
2-hour Free 35
Long-term $100 / month 11
TOTAL 63

Source: Vancouver Municipal Code Section 19.06.030

® Sections19.05.010 and 19.09.010
7 Section 19.11.020
® Section 19.11.030
? Sections 19.04.040 and 19.04.080
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The code specifies that long-term permits are first issued to people who manage local shops, offices, or
restaurants adjacent to the parking lot that need to be in and out of their place of business frequently.
The code also indicates only a single permit can be issued to each store, shop, office or restaurant, but
that the permit can be used by more than one employee. Revenue collected from the long-term permits
go to the Parking Operations Fund.™

Although the code allows for a maximum cost of $100 per month, the actual monthly cost for a reserved
space in the Evergreen Lot is currently set at $82 per month. Additionally, one parking space allocated to
short-term parking is used for ADA parking.'!

Section 19.07 of the code also grants the City Council authority to provide off-street parking to the
public as demand indicates or is necessary for public safety. The Council also has authority to set rates
for the parking facilities.” Section 19.11.040 of the code establishes maximum parking rates for off-
street lots."” These rates are listed in Figure 13.

Figure 14. Maximum Parking Rates for Off-Street Facilities

X X Maximum Senior
Time Frame Maximum Cost . X
Citizen Discount

Daily $9.00 / day 20%
Monthly $100.00 / month 20%
Event $10.00 / event 20%

Source: Vancouver Municipal Code Section 19.11.040

The City Manager has authority to modify the parking rates based on the guidelines below. It is unclear
whether these guidelines only apply to the actual rates, or only the maximum rates permitted by code.

X3

A

To reach a desired occupancy rate in each lot,

To reach a desired occupancy rate in on-street spaces,

To reflect annual consumer price index inflation in the Portland-Vancouver metro area,

To reflect market conditions in the Portland-Vancouver metro area,

To accommodate specific site characteristics and seasonal events,

To reflect parking conditions or amenities (such as covered versus uncovered parking, or
reserved versus non-reserved parking).

X3

8

X3

8

X3

A

X3

8

R/
0.0

Residential Parking Permits

The code also establishes Residential Permit Parking Zones. In these zones, residents can apply to obtain
a free permit to park in any legal space in the zone for each vehicle that is registered to them.
Residents in residential parking zones 1, 1A, 2 or 3 with no garage or driveway shall be issued a long-
term permit at no charge for each vehicle in their name.”

1% Section 19.06

! City of Vancouver Downtown Parking. http://www.cityofvancouver.us/ced/page/parking-downtown

' Section 19.07

" Section 19.11.040
 Section 19.08.010
' Section 19.08.030
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Prolonged Parking

A new 2016 policy limits on-street vehicle parking to no more than 24 hours without a valid permit. The
policy allows the city to place notice on a vehicle that has been parked for 24 hours asking for the
vehicle to be moved within 24 hours. If the vehicle is not moved within 24 hours of being given a notice,
the city may cite the vehicle and tow it. *® The City has a single staffer dedicated to enforcement of this
rule.

Other
In addition, the city recently updated and modified certain sections of Title 19. These changes include:
+»+ Allowing the city to cite or remove vehicles that restrict street sweepers from cleaning a street.
«+ Establishing a formalized program and fees for reserving on-street spaces during events and for
special purposes.
%+ Specifying that vehicles cannot park in bicycle lanes.

«» Establishing a process to allow for distribution of parking permits to law enforcement staff who
use unmarked vehicles for official business.

Land Use and Development (Title 20)
Minimum Off-Street Parking Requirements
Minimum off-street parking is required for new developments. Minimum off-street parking required by
land use is in listed in Figure 15."” The code allows for reductions of the required parking based on
whether the applicant meets certain requirements (Type | and Il procedures). Type | allows for required
parking be reduced by up to 10% in non-residential developments, when the applicant demonstrates:*®
«+» Parking will not adversely impact uses in the immediate area
% Use of transit, transportation demand management (TDM), or other characteristics would
reduce the expected parking demand compared to ITE standards

A Type Il procedure allows required parking to be reduced up to 20% using the following reductions:*’

» Reduce vehicle spaces by one for every 5 bicycle parking spaces (or for every single 2-bike
locker), for up to a reduction of 7%

Reduce vehicle spaces by 5% for a transit supportive plaza along an arterial roadway

» Reduce vehicle spaces by 5% for buildings that place the primary entrance along the street, the
building is built at the minimum required setback, and other site design characteristic that
support access by non-auto modes.

L)

X3

S

DS

'® Section 19.12.100

Y Section 20.945.070 J
' Section 20.945.070 E
¥ Section 20.945.070 E

City of Vancouver Parking Efficiency Study |32



Figure 15. Parking Minimums by Use

Land Use

Parking Requirement

Residential
o 1 space per 7 residents under 12 and
Group Living .
1 space per resident aged 12 or older
Transitional Housing 0.33 per bed
Home Occupation None

Single Family

1 space per dwelling unit

Accessory Dwelling Unit

1 space per dwelling unit

Duplex

1 space per dwelling unit

Multi-Dwelling Units

1.5 spaces per dwelling unit

Senior Multi-Family Housing

1 space per dwelling unit

Manufactured Housing

1 space per dwelling unit

Civic/Institutional

Cultural Institutions

2.5 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Hospitals, Residential Care Centers

1 space per 4 beds

Convalescent Hospital, Nursing Home or
Congregate Care Facility

1 space per 2 beds

Religious Institutions

1 space per 6 seats (equivalent to 12 feet of benches/pews)

Preschool

2 spaces per classroom

Elementary/Middle School

Greater value of:
1 space per 4 seats or
1 space per 8 feet of bench/seating in auditorium/assembly room

1 space per employees, and
Greater value of:

High School 1 space per 6 students, or

1 space per 4 seats or

1 space per 8 feet of bench/seating in auditorium

In rooms of at least 30 seats: 1 space per 3 seats
College

In lecture halls: 12 spaces per 30 seats
Commercial

Commercial lodging

1 space per lodging unit

Eating/drinking establishment

4 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Movie or Performance Theater

1 space per 6 seats or 1 space per 12 feet of benches/seating

Sales-oriented retail

3.3 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Personal services

2.5 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Repair-oriented retail

2.5 spaces per 1,000 square feet

General Office

2.5 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Medical Office

5 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Extended Office

3.3 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Industrial

Industrial services

1.67 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Manufacturing and production

1.25 spaces per 1,000 square feet
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Land Use Parking Requirement

Research and development 1.67 spaces per 1,000 square feet

Other

Cemeteries 1 per 6 seats or 12 feet of benches/seating in chapel
Detention facilities 1 per 3 beds

Mining 1 per employee maximum shift

Source: Vancouver Municipal Code Section 20.945.070J

City Center Zone
The City Center Zone (CX) has its own minimum parking requirements. Land uses are broken out into
four main categories: residential, lodging, care facilities, and other uses (Figure 15).%°

Figure 16. Parking Minimums in City Center District (CX)

Land Use Parking Requirement
Residential 1 space per dwelling unit
Transient lodging 1 space per living unit

Congregate care facility | 0.5 spaces per living unit

All other uses 1 space per 1,000 square feet

Source: Vancouver Municipal Code Section 20.945.070 F

Transit Overlay District

The Transit Overlay District is a “voluntary and incentive based” district that and can be utilized at the
request of an applicant for a property within the District boundaries (Figure 16). The overlay district
applies to all uses within the district, except residential.”*

The overlay district’s minimum parking requirements are 75% of the base zone rate. Additionally, the
district enforces a parking maximum, which is set at 125% of the base zone rate. Although the code
established two tiers within the overlay district, the minimum and maximum parking requirements are
the same for both zones (Figure 17).

Figure 17. Minimum and Maximum Parking in Transit Overlay District

Tier Description Minimum Maximum

Tier 1 Higher densities and more transit-friendly 75% of base zone 125% of base zone
design standard standard

Tier 2 Encourages increased density with less restrictions 75% of base zone standard 125% of base zone standard

Source: Vancouver Municipal Code Section 20.550.040 H

Properties within the overlay district may include on-street parking toward minimum parking
requirements. However, the code indicates this is only for spaces along the frontage of the property and
if the spaces are “available.” These spaces also count toward parking maximums.

2% Section 20.945.070 F
*! Section 20.550.040 H
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Property owners are permitted to exceed the parking maximums if:

+» They have explored all potential options for shared parking,

+* The building has an expected employee density ratio that is higher than what is commonly
experienced,
Trip generation is higher than is commonly experienced,
Parking at or below the maximum may have a detrimental effect on adjacent uses,
Trip reduction cannot be achieved because of no transit service (existing or proposed) are within
% mile

3

8

X3

2

R/
0’0

The code allows developers to establish a formal agreement with nearby property owners for shared or
joint parking. Shared parking is permitted when two or more property owners sign/record an agreement
that specifies the duration of the agreement indicates that the nearby land uses attract drivers to two or
more uses in a single trip, and that there is adequate parking for each of the uses.

Additionally, properties in transit overlay districts can have their traffic impact fee reduced by up to 3%
if parking is paid for by residents or employees in the building. An additional 1% can be reduced from
the impact fee if preferential carpool/vanpool parking is provided.

Downtown Plan District (020.630)
The Downtown Plan District is an overlay district encompassing many of the streets in downtown
Vancouver (predominately between I-5, Mill Plain Blvd, and the railroad tracks). The district has three
parking areas where different parking rules apply.”> A map of these parking areas is in Figure 21.
%+ Structural Parking with Limited Access Area
o No new surface parking lots are allowed
o Access to structured parking is not allowed from Main Street
%+ Structural Parking Area
o No new surface parking lots are allowed
%+ Limited Surface Parking Area
o Surface parking is allowed upon approval of a phased development plan with eventual
elimination of surface parking
o Parking spaces that exceed the parking minimums for a use cannot be shared with other
properties

Downtown Parking

On-street metered parking in downtown is generally limited to 2-hour parking. Some spaces are 15-
minute, 1-hour, or 3-hour parking. Longer-term parking (3-hour and 10-hour) is generally provided north
of Mill Plain Blvd. and west of the downtown core (generally between Franklin and Columbia, and
between 8th and 13th Streets). Figure 22 shows medium- and long-term parking options in downtown
Vancouver.

According to the Downtown GTEC Plan (2007), there are approximately 9,725 parking spaces in
downtown. Approximately 2,000 spaces are at the curb and there are about 1,800 total on-street
parking meters.

> Section 20.630.060
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On March 1, 2017, the hourly on-street parking rate increased from $0.50 to $1.25 per hour. The rate
change was the first since 2009, and was done to ensure adequate operational revenue and finance
system improvements. The older coin-operated meters will remain at $0.50 per hour until they are
replaced with new pay stations. These old coin-operated meters will be moved to Uptown Village to
address parking constraints there, where currently there are no on-street meters.

Rates for downtown permits at off-street lots were also updated as of January 1, 2017. The rates are
listed in Figure 18.

Figure 18. Downtown Permit Rates

Parking Area Type Cost per Month
) Reserved S67
Lot 1 — Smith Tower (5th and -
] Reserved Senior $58
Washington) - -
General Access Senior Housing $34
Lot 2 — Evergreen Lot (Evergreen Reserved $82
and Broadway) General Access Senior Housing $34
Lot 11 — Thornton Lot (11th and Reserved $82
Broadway) General Access Senior Housing $34
General Access (Level P1/P2) S87
Lot 18 — Vancouver Center (6th General Access Senior Discount $75
and Columbia) General Access Senior Housing $34
General Access (Level P3) $100
General Access $57
On-Street Permit (signed areas on- | Downtown Residential (without garage or F
ree
street) driveway)
3A Residential Free
On-Street Permit (signed for .
Carpool Permit S35
carpools)
Any metered stall during a news . .
Media Permit S50 (per year)

event

Rates effective January 1, 2017

Parking Advisory Committee

The Parking Advisory Committee is a group that advises City Council on issues related to all city-owned
parking (including on- and off-street), and makes recommendations on parking facilities, parking
policies, and parking regulations. The Committee is composed of seven members, all appointed by City
Council.

The Parking Advisory Committee’s jurisdiction is an area generally bound by I-5, the Columbia River,
railroad tracks on the west south of 15th St, Grant St on the west north of 15th St, and Fourth Plain Blvd
on the north between Grant St and I-5.

The mission of the Advisory Committee is to provide a forum for public discussion on downtown parking
issues and policy. The Committee advises the City on parking issues within their defined boundary using
the 85% rule to trigger implementation of parking strategies to address parking availability.
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Planning Context

Figure 19 summarizes several key planning documents in Vancouver, with a focus on plans that are
related to transportation and parking. Figure 23 through Figure 27 show the boundaries for each of the

plans.

Figure 19. Summary of Planning Documents

Plan

| Year |

Description

Downtown Plans

Government Parking District
Management Plan

2013

Plan indicates there are 783 parking spaces on-street, of
which 52% are free (and many of those free spaces have
no time limits).

Two of the plan’s findings are that there are too many
parking types and that most parking is for long-term trips.
A study of utilization found that overall district occupancy
peaks between 9-11 a.m. at around 80%. Between this
time, some segments have an occupancy rate above 85%.
Most 1-hour metered parking spaces have average stays
greater than one hour. 2-hour free parking has an average
duration of 3.5 hours.

The plan recommends using 85% occupancy as the
optimum occupancy rate and the basis for decision-
making.

The plan also recommends using only two base durations
(3-hour and 10-hour).

Vancouver City Center Vision &
Subarea Plan

2007

The City Center Vision & Subarea Plan is intended to guide
growth of the City Center area.

Plan states the goal of parking should be to serve needs of
priority users. The plan identifies priority users as people
who shop, visit or recreate in downtown.
Recommendations in the plan include reducing minimum
parking requirements for commercial and residential
development, implementing maximum parking ratios until
surface lots are prohibited, limiting new surface parking,
preserving on-street parking, and incentivizing structured
parking to include retail street frontage.

Downtown Growth and
Transportation Efficiency Center
(GTEC) Plan

2007

The GTEC Plan indicates that parking has not reached
capacity and that off-street spaces are used inefficiently.
The plan recommends all free off-street spaces be
changed into paid parking and all off-street sites should
increase their fees or rates.

Additionally, the plan recommends extending the duration
of on-street metered parking hours and increasing the
hourly on-street rate.

Uptown Village Parking
Management Plan

2006

The plan recommends establishing a fee-in-lieu program
to accommodate residential development that cannot
incorporate parking into the development, establish
parking maximums for commercial and residential
development, and to implement minimum parking ratios
for new residential.
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Plan

| Year |

Description

Other City Plans/Requirements

Westside Mobility Strategy

2016

The Westside Mobility Strategy is a planning process
intended to identify improvements to the transportation
network on Vancouver’s west side.

The community identified parking needs, including a need
for more parking wayfinding, new parking structures, and
the need to identify whether parking constraints are a
perception or an actual problem.

The plan recommends for on-street parking to be adjusted
to allow bike lanes along the curb, for parking to be used
in developing protected bicycle lanes.

The plan also indicates that there should be no net loss of
parking.

Strategic Plan 2016-2021

2016

Action 8.1.3: approves a dedicated funding source to
address unique downtown needs like safety/security,
parking management, etc.

Vancouver Comprehensive Plan
(2011-2030)

2011

The Vancouver Comprehensive Plan includes two policies
related to parking.

PFS-19 adopts coordinated parking standards that
promote multi-modal transportation system and an
efficient utilization of limited land.

5.2.5 establishes land use development standards — that
include parking details — to support alternative modes of
transportation.

Commute Trip Reduction
(Vancouver Municipal Code Section
18.12)

The Commute Trip Reduction (CTR) state law applies to
employers with more than 100 full-time employees that
begin work between 6 and 9 a.m., and work two or more
workdays per week for 12 months.

The CTR requires a designated Employee Transportation
Coordinator at each employment site.

Employees must be given information about
transportation options when they are new employees,
and twice per year.

Employers need to offer at least three emergency ride
home vouchers per year to employees.

Vancouver has a minimal number of CTR sites.

Transportation System Plan

2004

The 2004 TSP recommends a revision to the land
development code that supports the plan’s
recommendations, including parking standards, site
circulation, street connectivity and pedestrian zones.
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Figure 20. Transit Overlay District
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Figure 21. Downtown District Parking Control
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Figure 22. Downtown Medium and Long-Term Parking Options
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Figure 25. Government District Parking Plan Study Area
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Flgure 26. Uptown Village Parkmg PIan Study Area
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Figure 27. Westside Mobility Strategy Project Study Area
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)
Operations: Enforcement Training and Appearance

«* Current Issue(s):

o Inconsistency in enforcement approach and style is apparent from officer to officer.
Consequently, there is a level of confusion not only between enforcement staff but also
among the public who witness rules not being enforced consistently and equitably. For
example, some Parking Enforcement Officers (PEOs) consistently chalk vehicles to
monitor and enforce time zones and other do not provide this same oversight.

o As representatives of the City and parking ambassadors to the community, parking
enforcement officers currently lack uniform consistency and an overall professional
appearance.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

Parking enforcement officers are a group of highly visible city employees who directly reflect the
City of Vancouver. Often, because of the required duties of the officers, they may be portrayed
in a negative light. Therefore, initial and on-going training is vital while ensuring each officer is
trained with an equal level of proficiency. The City should engage the PEOs in an enforcement
training refresh course and complete comprehensive performance reviews on a bi-annual basis.
The PEO training should include:

Communication skills, including conflict avoidance & resolution management
City/community values

Customer service & public relations overview

Ordinance reviews/updates

Driver/bike/personal safety

Technology & equipment review

Field training programs & refresher briefings

O O O O O O O

Well-trained officers will continue to serve as ambassadors for the City regarding how to park in
Downtown Vancouver and further ensure increased compliance and a balanced approach to
parking enforcement. At the same time, consistent and equal enforcement among all parking
enforcement officers combined with a customer-friendly approach may help reduce negative
views of parking enforcement in Vancouver.

®

% Supplemental Recommendations:

o Provided the level of visibility that officers have around Downtown and in the eyes of
the community, it is important that consistency among officers is recognized beyond
just their enforcement tactics. It is recommended that they City adopts a uniform policy
and provide each officer with an increased uniform allowance. The annual uniform
allowance should provide the officer the ability to maintain his or her uniform to the
City’s standard. To do so, each officer’s uniform quality and state of condition should be
examined on an annual basis.
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o In addition, all officers should be outfitted with rain-gear that is suitable for
Vancouver’s climate.
+» Cost to Implement:

o Enforcement Training
~$3,000 - $3,500

o Uniform
The current annual uniform allowance is $400, which was implemented in 2008. The
City should increase the allowance per officer that would also allow for the purchase of
appropriate rain gear.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Operations: Enforcement Technology Equipment Enhancements

% Current Issue:

o The current enforcement handhelds do not offer an efficient operating platform and the
enforcement officers must wait a significant amount of time for data to load which
inhibits their ability to verify Parkmobile payment status.

o Holistically, the permit verification process is inefficient and labor intensive, especially in
the garage, where there is a lack of cellular communication impacting the operation of
the current handheld devices.

o Current enforcement handhelds are bulky and cumbersome, resulting in injuries from
the repetitive motion of scanning. In addition, the camera on the device is slow to
capture images and images are poor in quality.

o PEOs do not carry city radios (like Police Department), leaving the PEO with no
immediate or direct form of communication other than the City-issued phone which was
an expressed officer safety concern.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

Recently, the enforcement handhelds have been replaced and upgraded to iPhone 6 devices.
The City should proceed with this enhancement. This hardware will provide the enforcement
staff with a more useful, reliable and integrated tool that can be used to verify payment status
and other supplementary enforcement details. The City’s recent decision is considered an
industry-best practice.

Furthermore, with the implementation of mobile payment via Parkmobile, using the iPhones for
enforcement, PEOs will be able to query license plate numbers in real-time. The integration
between the City’s T2 Flex citation software and Parkmobile utilizes a standard application
programming interface (API). The City’s parking pay station equipment, Parkeon and Cale, can
also provide data utilizing the same API. Enforcement handheld integration with paid parking
equipment is imperative to maximize the efficiency of PEOs and minimize the burden of
equipment that they are required to carry.

<+ Supplemental Recommendations:

o If the City opts to reconfigure the current Parkeon pay station equipment to a Pay-by-
Plate configuration, a real-time integration with parking enforcement officer’s handheld
equipment will ensure that officers are receiving the most current vehicle payment
status.

= With a Pay-by-Plate configuration, the City should consider the use of license
plate recognition (LPR) technology mounted to an enforcement vehicle to
maximize efficiency and field performance
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o With the provision of radio communications training, the City should equip PEOs with a
city radio. This allows the PEO to have direct communications and contact with
emergency resources. Typically, there is an emergency button on the radio that allows a
distress signal to be issued. If radios are not an option, the City should implement
emergency protocols for utilizing the City-issued smart phone devices that can be used
for both communications and citation issuance.

+» Cost to Implement:

This cost has already been expended by Parking Services. Any further integration with the City’s
parking technology vendors should be negotiated at zero to minimal cost.

For standard Police Department radio hardware, the Department may typically have a
communications resource person responsible for the ordering and programming of radios.
Currently Code Compliance utilizes 5 CRESA radios with an annual user cost of $26,600/year. In
2018, the annual costs are estimated to be $27,211 and there is a possibility that surplus radios
could possibly be obtain from Police inventory. If radios are not an option, the City may utilize
the smart phone devices that can be used for communications and citation issuance.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Policy: Meter Configuration Improvements and Elimination of Free

Parking Code Language

< Current Issue:

O

The City’s 20-minutes free button located on single-space meters is a significant issue
that needs to be addressed to limit the potential loss of revenue, as well as help PEOs
more effectively enforce the meters.

The button is incorporated into what are considered throughout the parking industry to
be outdated and antiquated meters, not contemporary smart meters. Therefore, the
controls needed to actively monitor the 20-minute free button and prevent constant
abuse are absent. This results in an arduous and ineffective process of enforcement for
PEOs who are unequipped to avert one from repeatedly pressing the button. A similar
use of a button to provide free parking time to customers has only been observed by
DIXON in another municipality, Boise, ID. However, in Boise, the City utilizes smart
single-space meters combined with in-ground sensors which prohibit the abuse of the
20-minute free button after its initial use.

Currently, due to the configuration of single-space meters and multi-space pay stations
in the Downtown, a customer may park on one side of the street and be required to pay
for the full parking time at the pay station, while one who parks on the opposite side of
the street may be afforded the 20-minutes free because of being parked at a single-
space meters.

Through the study’s engagements with key stakeholders, there is a consensus that the
20-minute button is obsolete and does not aid in promoting the much-needed turnover
in an increasingly parked Downtown. Furthermore, there is a general frustration with
the City’s single-space equipment given that the meters only accept coin.

In addition, providing free parking undervalues these popular on-street spaces, and
leads to inefficient use of the Downtown parking system.

Between April 2015 and May 2016, the City lost $232,000 in potential parking revenue
because of the button. For a parking department that has operated to date at a
significant deficit, the continued use of the button only compounds the City’s budgetary
and revenue related issues.

++ Proposed Recommendation:

O

It is recommended that the City remove the current “20-minute free” button that is
located on the existing single-space meters throughout Downtown.

Eliminate Section 19.11.020 of the municipal code, which currently allows for 15
minutes of free parking at all 1- and 2-hour meters.
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% Supplemental Recommendations:

o To better accommodate short-term parking in the downtown, the City should evaluate
adding more short-term spaces in popular commercial corridors. These spaces should be
priced to manage demand, but could be set at a cheaper rate.

o Low-cost or free parking should be prioritized in off-street facilities.
+» Cost to Implement:

o The Parking Service maintenance team has confirmed that the existing meters with 20-
minute buttons can be reconfigured and removed. The City may opt to install button
plate covers for an estimated cost of $2,300 or simply install a plug for approximately
$500. Neither maintenance option includes the estimated internal labor costs

o Staff time to write and administer code changes. Maintenance staff labor to remove the
button.

o Increase in net revenue of approximately $200,000-$300,000, plus reduced
enforcement burden for 15-minute free provision.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Operations: Meter Collections Security Improvements (E-locks & Staff

Levels)

Y/
°

®
0.0

Current Issue:

O

Currently, staff assigned to collecting meters and pay stations must differentiate
between four different key sets. Furthermore, each single-space meter is individually
keyed, requiring staff to shift through nearly 1,500 keys. This process is significantly
inefficient and time consuming.

Maintenance is required to retrieve meter collection keys from the Finance office.
However, because Finance does not open until 8:30am, Maintenance staff who arrives
early in the morning often having to wait to access keys or break-away from other tasks
to retrieve keys. This has led to an unproductive process for staff.

The current collection process of combining collected monies, whether into a large bag
or can, without proper reconciliation measures has a significant risk of unaccounted
monies and significant variances in overall meter revenue.

There is currently no software integration between the City’s Oracle financial system
and the three different collection processes including Cale, Parkeon and Loomis. City
staff must manually input collection receipts and deposits into the Oracle database
which is both time consuming and can result in inputting errors.

Currently, collection teams differ in size when collecting pay stations vs. single-space
meters. Pay stations are collected in teams of two while single-space meters are
collected by a single collector. Collecting alone puts the collector’s personal safety at
risk while also exposing the City to potential risk of theft or fraud. Provided the meters
are old and electro-mechanical based, the reporting and reconciliation tools are limited
and unlike smart meters, the data must be manually extracted by a physical audit on a
regularly scheduled basis. Smart meters will allow staff to access the meter’s back-
office and identify real-time meter revenue within each meter.

The solo meter collector for single-space meters also demonstrates that Maintenance,
like other areas within Parking Services, is understaffed.

Proposed Recommendation:

As the City considers its roadmap as it relates to parking technology, it is recommended that

Parking Services begin to replace its outdated existing single-space meters with pay stations. The

City has recently ordered additional pay stations. If the City chooses to retain single-space

meters in areas of its Downtown, it's the recommendation that the City upgrades to single-

space credit-card enabled smart meters. As such the City should include the option to purchase

Medeco NexGen electronic locks for each meter.
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An e-lock is an electronic key system that is programmed for the daily collection route. If the
City were to convert to E-locks, staff would need 2-3 NexGen keys for the entirety of the meters.

The current process is inefficient as well as outdated, putting the City at substantial risk of theft.
The number of keys should be decreased from 1,500 and instead be keyed by collection route or
zone. If the City chooses to retain mechanical keys, a typical zone would be rekeyed to
accommodate approximately 200 — 300 meters. This reduction in keys to specific routes or
zones will also provide the staff with the ability to track and count monies collected with
improved accuracy. Based on the City’s existing meter count and the re-zoning of meters, an
estimated 6-10 key solution should suffice.

Provided the current single-space meters do not provide any back-office reconciliation tools, a
detailed collection of the meters in the field, is crucial. A central management system for data
and reporting is needed for the department and should be integrated with the City’s financial
system and allow for automated updates.

With the recommendation of increased staffing and the reallocation of PEOs and maintenance
personnel, the City should have one additional staff member for the collection of single-space
meters. Meter collection in tandem, like pay station collections, provides additional
accountability between the two as well as increased safety for the collectors when out in the
field.

% Supplemental Recommendations:
o Create Master Key Inventory Log, including key storage location.
o Conduct a complete key inventory audit quarterly.
o Renumber and label daily use keys, implement Daily Key Control Log and issue key
extenders that can be belt attached to all meter maintenance staff
% Cost to Implement:

o Additional pay stations:
~59,300 per pay station

o Single-space credit card-enabled smart meters:

~5500 - 5750 per meter

o NexGen E-locks and doors:
~§175,000 - 5210,000
It is important to note that this estimate is based on the City retaining roughly 1,000
single-space meters.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Operations: Proactively Increase City’s Citation Collections Effort &

Improve Customer Service Functions

Y/
°

Current Issue:

As of March 2016, the City had $1,163,300 in unpaid outstanding citations. This figure is likely
to have increased since 2016. The current collection’s agency used by the City averages
approximately 20% in delinquent citation recovery, a low figure when compared to
municipalities and collection agencies in the industry. The City writes off nearly $200,000
annually under the current statute of limitations, which is part of the City’s 10-year statute of
limitations.

For an agency that routinely operates at a deficit but is working to become self-sufficient,
letting potential revenue go uncollected for infractions that have already occurred is not
considered a best practice among agencies. A fine is money that is owed to the City.
Furthermore, for the City to not proactively seek collections on these fines sets a larger
precedent that reflects upon the City as an agency which is strict in its enforcement. Individuals
may feel as though they can park in Vancouver and if they receive a parking citation, the City
does not collect on it, further promoting poor parking behavior.

The City has not enabled the online citation appeals function that is available via Flex, the
existing citation management software program. In 2015, legislative changes now allow for
electronic submission of appeals. The process was not changed since only 4% of issued citations
were contested previously. Also, typically, first time appeals are granted as both a customer
service function and for cost savings due to limited staff resources and potential court
preparation costs.

Proposed Recommendation:

With over one million dollars of parking citations currently outstanding, the City should adopt an
aggressive collections policy. DIXON recommends that the City should expand collection agency
services or solicit a secondary service in an attempt to further recover a portion of the funds for
unpaid citations prior to writing off the debt.

Vancouver currently utilizes the vendor T2 Systems and its Flex permit and citation management
software. T2 also can provide citation collection services, referred to through T2 as CCS. T2’s
CCS will proactively collect on unpaid parking citations through noticing. The City should solicit
T2 for a proposed scope and quote for collection services.

Typically, unpaid citations are assigned to an agency once they have reached a certain age, and
previous attempts to collect have been exhausted. DIXON recommends that citations are sent
to secondary collection when they meet one of the following criteria:
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o Vehicle owner has NOT received delinquent notification from the City and citation is
least three (3) months overdue.

o Vehicle owner has received at least two (2) notifications from the City and citation is at
least six (6) months overdue.

Collection agencies should be identified based on the following criteria:
o Experience with debt collection in the State of Washington.
o Experience with collection of parking citation debt.
o Ability to obtain registered owner information for State of Washington and out-of-state
citations.

Collection agency efforts typically include:
o Identification of registered vehicle owner’s name and address (both State of
Washington and out-of-state vehicles).
Minimum of two collection notices sent to the registered vehicle owner.
Identification of the registered owner’s phone number and outbound phone calls from
the collection agency to the owner of record.
o Ability to accept citation payment online, by phone or by mail.

Collection agencies charge a percentage of revenue collected for their efforts, which could range
from twenty to fifty percent, depending on the type of collection activity and age of citations,
with most agencies charging between twenty-five and thirty percent.

Recovery of debt rates will vary based on age of citation when sent to collection and whether
previous delinquent notices have been sent to the vehicle owner. Citations that are less than six
months old will result in average collection rate of seventy percent, while citations that are
more than six months old and less than one-year old will average a fifty percent collection rate.
After a citation is more than one-year old, the rate of recovery drops dramatically to twenty to
thirty percent.

Establish business rules and workflow processes to immediately enable the T2 Flex online
citation appeals function. This feature should be mandated for all citation adjudication
processes and will offer efficiencies that are not currently being utilized. Violators should be
required to submit any protest via this automated function. The City can establish first offense
dismissal processes that can be defined by license plate to ensure that the system is not abused
by frequent violators. There is also an opportunity to create an electronic case file for citations
that are protested to the court system.

Cost to Implement:

The City receives 100% of the citation monies collection. The customer is charged an amount
above the citation monies paid directly to the collection agency. This collection return is
dependent upon the age of the citations. The more recent the citation the more likely it is to be
collected.
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It is safe to consider that if the City writes $200,000 in collectible citations per year and all
citations that exceed and are not paid within 90-days to the agency, the City may be likely to pay
roughly $40,000 annually for the service.

There should be no additional cost to enable the existing T2 Flex citation appeals function.
Website updates will be required to provide the access to customers. Additionally, citation
ticket stock must be updated to incorporate the website and online payment and appeal

instructions.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Policy: Residential Parking Permit (RPP) Optimal Tool Process
Improvements

< Current Issue:

o Chapter 19.08 provides minimal guidance on forming or administering the RPP program.
The process should be further defined and codified to ensure efficient management.

o The current program does not charge a permit fee, yet the program requires significant
staff resources to administer. It is operating at a net loss.

o Existing procedures and IT systems are not user-friendly. Permits are not sold online.
Additionally, the administrative and enforcement burden is very high as none of the
permit enforcement is automated.

@,

< Proposed Recommendation:

Modify Chapter 19.08 to create an improved process for forming and administering the
Residential Parking Permit (RPP) program. Program guidelines and considerations should
include:
o Initiation process: Residents would be able to request a permit program in their area
with a petition of signatures from a threshold defined by the City (typically 50-75%) for
addresses in the affected area.

o Boundaries: RPP should apply to residential streets only. Boundaries should be set and
confirmed based on a parking spillover and occupancy study.

o Eligibility:

=  Some cities allow all residents within the boundary to purchase permits, while
others only provide permits to only residents in buildings without on-site vehicle
parking. Additionally, the City could calibrate the number of permits sold based
on the supply of on-street spaces in the zone to avoid overselling permits (an
oversell ratio of 150-300% is typical, but should be adjusted based on observed
demand).

= Residents would need to provide proof of residence (i.e. utility bill, driver’s
license, etc.).

=  Permits should not be sold to anyone with outstanding parking tickets.

o Permit cost: The City should charge a fee to cover the cost of administering the
program. Some cities use a progressive rate structure to encourage households to
minimize permit purchases.

o Guest permits: The RPP should provide a limited number of free daily permits for guest
per year. Additional guest permits could be purchased at a reduced rate.

City of Vancouver Parking Efficiency Study |59



o Non-permit holders: Non-permits holders would still be eligible to park in the permit
zones, but only for a designated amount of time (i.e. one or two hours).

o Systems: All permits should be available for online purchase and renewal. Permits
should be electronically linked to license plates to allow for streamlined enforcement via

license plate recognition systems.

+» Cost to Implement:

o Staff time to write and administer code changes.
o Additional costs to establish and administer Residential Parking Permit software program
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Policy: Adjust Parking Fines and Rates to Reduce Infractions

% Current Issue:

O

The City’s current penalties are too low to incentivize good behavior. For example, the
expired meter fine is $15.00, only $2.50 more than the cost of parking all day at certain
metered spaces.

The lack of enforcement presence and minimal fine amount have combined to form a
belief by motorists that there is not a need to pay to park. The effect on the City is
ongoing losses in paid parking revenue and a reduction in consistent vehicle turnover
commonly desired in a commercial downtown such as Vancouver.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

O

Modify Section 19.13.160 of the municipal code to increase parking fines and penalties
for common infractions. Parking fines should ensure compliance to rules and cover
administrative costs.

Monitor infractions to assess how parking fines should be adjusted in future to ensure
compliance.

++» Cost to Implement:

O

O

Staff time to write and administer code changes.
Likely net revenue positive with increased penalties.
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Policy: Modify Code to Provide Flexibility on Paid Parking Days/Hours

% Current Issue:

o The existing parking code only allows the City to charge for parking on weekdays from 8
a.m. to 6 p.m. This prevents the City from responding appropriately to parking issues
areas that occur outside of these hours or during weekends. The flexibility for staff to
modify times and days of paid parking would give them options to address specific
issues appropriately.

o Downtown has recently experienced higher parking demand on weekends and in the
evenings because of revitalization efforts and new development. The current code limits
the ability to use management tools to address these parking challenges. Modifying the
code would give staff maximum flexibility to adjust rates and hours of operation based
on actual demand and changing patterns of parking behavior.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

o Modify Chapter 19.11 of the municipal code to allow City staff to adjust meter
days/hours in a flexible way to respond to changing parking demand.

o As Downtown Vancouver becomes more active in the evening and on the weekends
with new housing, retail, and events, parking demand will continue to grow outside of
existing meter hours.

o The code should include flexible language to provide city staff the option to set meter
hours/days as needed to manage demand. For example, the City could include language
allowing for modifications to hours of enforcement “up to 10 p.m., Monday — Saturday.”
Hours would not necessarily need to go to 10 p.m. or Saturday at first, but such a
change would allow staff to adjust management practices more dynamically. A more
likely change in the short-term would be to allow for extended meter hours to 8 p.m. on
Fridays.

@,

%+ Cost to Implement:

o Staff time to write and administer code changes.

o Extended meter hours would result in additional meter revenue, depending on the exact
pricing and hours of enforcement.

o There would be an estimated cost of $1,000 for updated meter decals
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Immediate (0 - 12 Months)

Operations: Additional Enforcement Staff, Vehicles and Modification of

Prolonged Parking Policy

Y/
°

Current Issue:

O

Based on observations there is an overall lack of appropriate staffing (currently 3.5
officers) to consistently and effectively manage the existing Downtown parking policies.

Enforcement of the City’s outer lying neighborhoods has put stress on the City’s
Downtown enforcement resources and created a situation of sporadic enforcement of
the immediate Downtown, where core parking issues exist.

As the enforcement perimeters and zones are constructed today, the areas in which
officers are required to enforce is too large to adequately enforce.

The 24-hour Prolonged Parking policy and other current field management processes
are cumbersome and inefficient. The 24-hour period is a very brief time period for
parking in a neighborhood, as stays of 24 hours are typical given normal patterns of
residential demand. The policy creates a significant administrative burden and occupies
one PEO full-time. The cost-benefit of dedicating one PEO to this issue does not appear
justified, especially in the context of other significant parking challenges in Downtown
and the Uptown district

In addition, the authority divided across the parking enforcement officers and code
compliance officers are at times resulting in duplication of services provided the current
towing and abandoned vehicle procedural rules.

Meter maintenance job classification does not encompass the current job duties.

There is no active scofflaw program to recover delinquent parking revenues.

Inadequate vehicle inventory to support the parking enforcement operation. There are
only two operational vehicles (, a 16-year-old scooter that was slated for auction several
years ago and a 2004 Go 4. There is also a non-operational vehicle (2014) that cannot be
salvaged.

Proposed Recommendation:

Based upon current staffing levels, it is recommended that the City hire at least one (1)

additional full-time (FTE) combined parking enforcement and maintenance officer and acquire

at least two vehicles for immediate support of Downtown parking operations. The vehicles are

necessary considering the age and non-operational status of the existing fleet. The additional

officer will allow the Parking Services to adequately manage parking operations Downtown, and

provide support for program maintenance needs. The recommendation of one FTE assumes the

reassignment of the neighborhood enforcement program to Code Compliance. The current

neighborhood parking enforcement officer position should immediately resume Downtown

assignment duties.
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A reclassification / job title assessment is needed for the Meter Maintenance job position based
upon the assigned job duties.

The City should implement a proactive scofflaw program that authorizes PEOs to boot and/or
tow vehicles that have a minimum number of unpaid parking citations or a minimum amount of
delinquent parking revenues owed to the City.

% Supplemental Recommendations:

o Policy should also be stipulated that Downtown parking staff cannot be pulled to
support the Neighborhood program.

o If current PEO assigned to neighborhood enforcement position is not reassigned, then
the recommendation should be made to employ two (2) FTE parking enforcement
officer positions to adequately and consistently enforce the Downtown parking
regulations.

o The City could consider hybrid or electric vehicles to support the parking enforcement
vehicle needs. These standard vehicles are cost effective, more practical for the local
weather conditions and more comfortable for the parking enforcement staff rather than
the GO 4s or Smart Car.

++» Cost to Implement:

One full-time (FTE)
o $85,983 for 2018

Vehicle(s)
o 541,500 for a new GO 4 (Two new Go 4’s were received in 2017)
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)

Operations: City Parking Technology Hardware Enhancements

R/
0’0

@,
0’0

R/
0.0

®
0.0

Proposed Recommendation:

As the use of cash and coin become less frequent and customers are increasingly more likely to

pay with credit or debit cards, its recommended that the City begins to consider replacing its

existing single-space meters with smart meters that accept credit cards and coin and, continue

the expansion of Parkeon pay stations in place of existing single-space meters. A cost-effective

approach is to implement a combination of both single space smart meter and pay stations.

Smart single-space meters also provide enforcement lights that provide a visual indicator to

PEOs of valid or invalid payment status as well as maintenance issues with the meter. These

tools help to increase the efficiency.

Supplemental Recommendations:

O

If the City determines that smart single-space meters is the desired direction to move
forward with, it is suggested that the Parking Services Department implement a Medeco
NexGen Electronic Locking system. The Medeco NexGen electronic lock system is
composed of electronic locks placed into the meter housing, programmable keys and
management software. These components provide a significant level of security to the
meters while also being programmed to specific routes, meters, and collection days. The
system will also assist the City in reducing the total number of collection keys needed as
the electronic keys are programmable to any set number of meter locks.

If the City decides to continue the expansion of the Parkeon solution, the goal should be
to incrementally phase out the current Cale and/or single-space meters and consider
optimal locations to install single-space smart meters. A consolidation of parking
technologies will reduce the staff’s variety of spare part inventory.

Current Issue:

O

O

Currently the measures are not in place to optimally track, reconcile and analyze the
money that is being collected from single-space meters because of the age of the
meters.

Managing an inventory of spare parts to support three different meter technologies is
cumbersome and expensive for any City.

Cost to Implement:

O

O

Credit-card Enabled Single-Space Smart meters

Smart single-space meters that accept credit cards and coin are estimated in price near
$750 per meter (including pole and housing), with an additional approximate $9 per
meter per month for data management in addition to transaction fees. However,
provided that the City has existing poles and meter housing, the cost per meter
mechanism should cost an estimated $400 - $500.

NexGen Electronic Locking System

City of Vancouver Parking Efficiency Study |65



~$175,000 - 5210,000
It is important to note that this estimate is based on the City retaining roughly 1,000
single-space meters.
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)

Policy: Modifications to Parking Requirements

% Current Issue:

o Limited flexibility in the parking code does not allow projects to easily “right-size”
parking, thereby reducing overall congestion and development costs. As an example,
projects that include live/work units are not adequately addressed in the code.

o The municipal code has minimal incentives to encourage shared parking, especially in
the Downtown where shared parking can significantly improve system efficiencies.

o The municipal code does not have the structure to provide for enhanced design
requirements for surface or structured parking facilities.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

O

Exempt all changes of use below a certain size (e.g. 10,000 square feet) from all minimum
parking requirements (Section 20.945.070.D). On-site parking requirements for small parcels
and historic sites can reduce development viability.

Allow option for parking in-lieu fees, enabling developers to pay a per space fee instead of
providing the parking on-site. Use revenue to fund shared parking supply and/or multimodal
improvements.

Allow for off-site parking to satisfy the minimum parking requirement as of right, if the
proposed off-site facility is within %-mile radius of the project site and a shared parking
agreement is provided to the City. Limit off-site parking to a maximum of 50% of minimum
required parking.

Reevaluate the City’s parking ratios for businesses to determine if they are adequately
providing flexibility for staff.

Evaluate new parking design requirements that better support a walkable downtown
environment, including:

e Provide adequate setbacks from the building envelope, particularly on
pedestrian-oriented street frontages

e Limit driveways and driveway width along walkable corridors

e Provide high-visibility pedestrian accommodations across curb cuts

e Encourage joint access to multiple lots from the street

e Establish garage “wrap” requirement throughout Downtown

e Incentivize the design and construction of parking that can be converted to
other active uses as mobility trends change
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+»+ Supplemental Recommendations:

o Evaluate expanding parking maximums to all of Center City and/or downtown districts.
Allow projects to exceed the maximum, but only if all parking above the maximum is
public and shared.
+» Cost to Implement:

o Staff time to write and administer code changes.
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)

Policy: Modifications to Transit Overlay District

R/

% Current Issue:

o Developers have the option to adhere to the TOD rules if the development is within a
TOD zone. Making these provisions optional limits the effectiveness and desired impact
of TOD projects and is ineffective land use policy. The City should evaluate the potential
impacts of changing the rules to require all developers to adhere to the TOD rules. In
addition, both TOD tiers have the same allowances for reduced parking requirements.
However, Tier 1 includes areas intended for higher densities and more transit friendly
design. This land use pattern tends to reduce demand for parking. Therefore, Tier 1’s
allowances for reduced parking should be greater than Tier 2 to reflect the reduced
demand for parking in those areas.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

o Evaluate eliminating the voluntary use of the Transit Overlay District (TOD) and requiring all
development in the TOD zone to abide by its policies. Consider modifications to parking
requirements for Tier 1 and Tier 2 zones in the TOD code to implement a lower parking
requirement (and/or lower maximum) for Tier 1.

++» Cost to Implement:

o Staff time to write and administer code changes.
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)

Policy: Establish a formalized TDM Program

% Current Issue:

o The municipal code does not require TDM as part of new development. Reductions in
parking minimumes can incentivize TDM, but the permitted TDM options in the code are
limited and do not include the policies or programs that are most effective at reducing
parking demand.

o The City’s code does not have requirements to install bicycle parking in developments or
through site improvements. There currently are requirements as it relates to the type of
bicycle racks if they are installed but there are not requirements to include bike parking
in projects.

+ Proposed Recommendation:

O

O

Incentivize Transportation Demand Management (TDM) programs by allowing for greater
and more flexible reductions in the minimum number of required parking spaces than
currently allowed in Section 20.945.070.E.

Alternatively, establish minimum required TDM elements for all new Downtown
development above a certain size (i.e. 20,000 square feet and/or 25+ units). Provide
developers with a flexible “menu” of TDM programs and services. Potential elements should
include:

e Pricing parking

e On-site car/bike sharing

e Lockers and showers

e Transit pass subsidies

e Provision of shared, public parking
e Enhanced transit stops/amenities

e Enhanced wayfinding and signage

e Bike and pedestrian infrastructure
e Unbundled parking

e Priority rideshare parking

e Rideshare subsidies

e Shuttle services

e Travel information and marketing

e Annual monitoring/reporting

e Other, as appropriate and feasible

Establish minimum bicycle parking requirements for short-and long-term spaces, based on
industry best practices. See Bicycle Parking Guidelines, 2nd Edition, Association of
Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals.
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%+ Cost to Implement:

o Staff time to write and administer code changes.
o Additional staff to administer TDM programs and monitor outcomes.
o $130,000 annually — 1 FTE and program resources
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)
Policy: Wayfinding, Branding & Parking Education Improvements

% Current Issue:

o A significant contributor to perception of a lack of parking is insufficient wayfinding in
the form of signage. Based on observations, it was apparent that the City lacks a defined
parking brand that would otherwise be messaged across the Downtown. Several of the
City’s public surface lots are not clearly identified as public parking. The inconsistency in
wayfinding or public parking branding is further evident at the Vancouvercenter garage
facility.

o The existing signage in the garage is inconsistent with the pay station configuration.
Signage states to remember one’s space number however the pay stations are
configured as pay and display (like on-street pay stations).

o As Vancouver’s Downtown continues to grow and expand, including the City’s
Waterfront Project Development, visitation should be expected to increase as well. As a
result, parking available on-street parking will become a premium and making off-street
public parking more appealing.

o Wayfinding in the form of parking regulatory signage such as loading zones and painted
curb markings is also absent Downtown, especially throughout the commercial core.

+* Proposed Recommendation:

The City needs to maximize currently available parking locations, educating the community and
visitors through signage and communication as well as promoting longer term and off-street
spaces via the web. It is recommended that the City of Vancouver pursues and develops a
wayfinding and branding campaign throughout the Downtown. As part of this campaign,
identifying a brand should incorporate the City’s public parking assets including the
Vancouvercenter garage and downtown surface lots. Today, the Vancouvercenter garage
displays the sign and logo of ‘PARK n’ GO’. This phrase and theme is a viable option for
expanding throughout the rest of Downtown and city-operated public parking.

R/

% Supplemental Recommendations:

o The implementation of electronic wayfinding system with sensors that transmit
occupancy information in real-time to directional wayfinding display signs on each floor
or at the entrance(s) of the garage.

o Creation of Parking Application to assist visitors in finding available spaces, identifying
space availability and rates.

o To create more transparency for those parking in Downtown as well as to increase the
efficiency of staff, it is suggested that the City promotes clear instructions for placing
Pay and Display receipts in vehicles.
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= The City’s current pay station vendor often includes within its standard pay
station signage/sticker package the option for instructional signage to be placed
on the front and/or side of the pay station.

= The City should contact its pay station vendor to inquire about instructional
signage and stickers

=  “Pay Here” signage should be included with all pay stations.
o Consider pairing curb paint with curb markings or regulatory signage.

= Paint colored curb marking markings (i.e., short-term, loading/unloading, no
parking) throughout Downtown to identify each curb with wording. (Not legally
required, but recommended for customer convenience).
e Red curb = No stopping, parking or standing
e Yellow curb = Commercial loading only (can be time of day specific)
e White curb = Passenger loading only
e Blue curb = Accessible parking zones
e Green curb = short-term parking (i.e., 15-minute parking)
= (Clear and consistent signage and curb markings will help ensure compliance and
ease of enforcement.

++» Cost to Implement:
o Static Wayfinding
~$150,000 — $250,000
o Vehicle Loop Detectors & Count Signs
~$20,000 - $25,000 per facility
o Parking Application development
~$50,000 - $75,000 (dependent on flexibility and functionality of the application)

o Pay station decal signage
The cost to the City should be minimal as the vendor should provide as part of the
original pay station order (decal replacement is approximately $1,000)

o Street Signage and Curb Paint Improvements

~ Less than $5,000
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Short-Term (1 — 2 years)
Policy: Improve Parking Opportunities for Employees of Downtown

+* Current Issue:
o Downtown business owners are concerned about the amount of employee parking
available and whether the hourly rates are affordable for their staff.

o Employees should not be occupying the parking spaces outside of businesses.

R/

% Proposed Recommendation:
o Retain downtown-centric, convenient parking for short-term, customer access.

o Consider transitioning some periphery short-term parking to long term parking; consider
the City’s current Government District.

o Determine a nominal cost for employee parking that will sustain the program while
allowing employees to park at a discount compared to on-street parking.

o The City should consider implementing a Service Worker (Evening) Monthly Permit that
offers a low-cost monthly permit for after-hours parking in the garage or designated
surface lots for downtown employees.

= Utilize the same web portal as the residential permit program to accept
applications and payments for the employee permits. Employees should be
able to upload supporting documentation to the website. Proof of
employment could be in the form of a paystub or a letter of authorization
from an employer.

=  Employees should also have the ability to sign up in person with supporting
documentation.
o Promote alternative transportation including carpooling and rideshare programs that
are supplemented by a City guaranteed ride home program.

R/

< Supplemental Recommendation:
o A satellite parking program should be evaluated, ideally accessible by the Vine.
= [f anindependent shuttle service is necessary, the cost must be thoroughly assessed

= Satellite parking access must be reliable, frequent, and provide a significant cost
savings to its consumer and this can prove to be a costly program for the City.

R/

< Cost to Implement:

o Maintenance staff time to adjust and reassign signage within the determined permit
area.
Staff time to write and administer code changes.
Additional staff time to administer TDM programs and monitor outcomes.
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o The City should explore = its current contract agreement with T2 and determine the cost
of an additional permit portal for employee permits.
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Long Term (2+ years)

Policy: Evaluate Performance - (Demand) Based Pricing

% Current Issue:

o The City’s current policy framework does not allow for dynamic management of the
downtown parking system. The meter hours/days/rates are specifically dictated by Chapter
19.11 of the municipal code. As a result, staff does not have the flexibility to respond to a
changing downtown in which higher parking demand is no longer strictly limited to a few
hours on weekdays.

o On- and off-street meter rates are largely static and do not reflect actual patterns of
demand.

o Differentiated pricing would allow the parking system to better serve short- and long-term
stays.

o Experiences in other cities has shown that performance-based management reduced search
time for parking, resulting in less local congestion and vehicle emissions; reduced illegal
parking and citations; better distributed demand and utilization of parking assets; and
improved perceptions of parking through enhanced information, technology, and ease of
payment.

@,

< Proposed Recommendation:

Study and evaluate the impacts and feasibility of implementing a performance-based pricing
program in downtown.

Rates and hours would be adjusted based on demand to achieve a desired availability target.
The most popular spaces would be more expensive, while less convenient parking would be
cheaper. On- and off-street regulations and prices should be coordinated to ensure on-street
parking is prioritized for short-term trips, while off-street parking primarily accommodates
residents, employees, and long-term visits.

To initiate a performance-based management program, the following program elements would
need to be addressed:
o Adopt a formal policy or ordinance describing the program goals, objectives, and key
parameters.
= Set specific targets for the availability of on-street and off-street parking, such as
85% for on-street spaces and 90-95% for off-street spaces.
= Grant the City Manager, his/her designee, or parking staff the authority to adjust
meter rates, off-street parking rates, hours of enforcement, and on-street parking
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O

= regulations at least annually, as necessary to meet adopted occupancy/availability
targets, without action by City Council.
= Set minimum and maximum hourly parking rates, and the amount that rates can be
lowered or raised per rate adjustment.
Establish boundaries, rates, and regulations by location and time, reflecting patterns of
demand. One option is to define “zones” or specific blocks and facilities corresponding to
convenience and demand — “Premium,” “Value,” and “Discount.”
Communicate the program through effective outreach and messaging. A new, dynamic
management approach requires clear, user-friendly, and diverse methods for
communicating the proposed changes.
Ensure signage, wayfinding, and information technology and payment systems are in place
to effectively operate the program and serve the customer.
Monitor and evaluate parking availability on a regular basis. Adjust rates and regulations
on a periodic basis (one or two times per year) to meet adopted availability targets.
Codify policy that all downtown parking revenue shall be reinvested into downtown and
not diverted to the General Fund. Continue to allocate revenue to the Parking Operation
Fund. Utilize net revenue to not only fund improvements to the parking system, but also
support trip reduction strategies, TDM programs, and multimodal infrastructure.
Monitor, enforce, and adjust based on data.

Cost to Implement:

Staff time to write and administer code changes.

To effectively manage a demand based pricing program, the City will likely need one
dedicated full-time (FTE) to consistently manage paid parking and occupancy data related to
parking transactions or sensor-based occupancy data.
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Stakeholder Overview

Stakeholder engagement is a critical component of the study to understand the City’s unique needs and
desires. The initial stakeholder meeting was held on March 15, 2017. This meeting included participants
representative of the community including business owners, employees, residents and Parking Advisory
Committee (PAC) members. Attendees were invited to share their feedback, comments and suggestions
about parking management in the City of Vancouver. It became immediately clear that the group of
stakeholders were eager to find solutions that will benefit the entire community. Many of the topics
discussed revolved around a theme of sustainability, with participants seeking to find solutions to
parking management that consider transportation demand management and walkability. While the
stakeholders took a progressive stance toward parking management, participants also wanted to make
sure that the City takes a realistic approach to addressing parking needs. The following sections are main
topics and themes discussed during the stakeholder meeting.

Along with the initial Stakeholder meeting on March 15, 2017, additional meetings where held on the
following days:

e April 24,2017
e July 28,2017
e QOctober 16, 2017

Stakeholder members included:

Name

Organization

Paul Schlesinger

Parking Advisory Committee

Bruno Amicci

Parking Advisory Committee

Carly Lowder

Parking Advisory Committee

Stephanie Rice

Parking Advisory Committee

Carmen Caraballo

Esther Short Neighborhood Association

Greg McGreavy

Downtown Developer

Mike McLeod

Hilton

Jenni Denton

Vancouver Center

Michael Lary

Downtown Business Owner

Jim Hagar

Port of Vancouver

Leah Jackson

Downtown Business Owner

Linda Glover

President - Vancouver Downtown Association

Derek Hofbauer

Destination Downtown

Tim North

Hough Neighborhood Association

Rate Structure

When asked about the recent rate change, many of the stakeholders agreed that the inconsistency
between the single-space meters and the pay stations was problematic. The stakeholders expressed the
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need for a more comprehensive rate structure that considers parking demand. Rather than basing rates
off the type of meter, the rates should be based off the location and demand. It was suggested that the
City incorporates more consistency and intuitiveness into the parking program. Many stakeholders
agreed that the rate structure seems arbitrary as it is currently structured.

Many of the participants were not opposed to a rate increase because they felt that it would help
promote a culture shift away from driving. However, they stressed the importance of ensuring that the
rate structure does not discourage people from visiting the downtown businesses. Additionally, they
want to make sure that there is an adequate amount of affordable employee parking.

20-Minutes Free

Another issue that came up was the 20-minute free button that is on many of the single-space meters.
The stakeholders agreed that that City should eliminate the 20-minute free option. Not only is it being
abused by many, but stakeholders also think that the short amount of free time forces visitors to rush
their trips downtown within that 20-minute period. In general, they didn’t see a need or a benefit to the
free time. Additionally, many were concerned about the large amount of missed revenue for the City
that could otherwise be invested in program improvements.

Employee Parking

Downtown business owners were concerned about the amount of employee parking available and
whether the hourly rates are affordable for their staff. It is important that the employees are not
occupying the spaces outside of the businesses. Satellite parking was discussed as a potential solution
for an employee parking program. This parking could be coupled with a shuttle service, or accessible by
the Vine. The stakeholders felt that for a satellite parking program to be successful, the shuttle service
needs to be reliable, frequent, and provide a significant cost savings to its consumer.

Residential Permit Parking Zones

Stakeholders outlined one area as being a significant issue for parking, the Uptown Village area,
particularly around Main Street Marijuana. With the upcoming paid parking implementation in Uptown,
some of the stakeholders are concerned that the employees and some store visitors will start to park in
the surrounding residential neighborhoods. Spillover parking was a concern consistent among
stakeholders for any areas with paid parking and increasing development. The members agreed that
residential permit parking zones will need to be expanded in areas such as Uptown to prevent spillover
parking.

Parking Ratios

Another primary concern that many of the stakeholder’s share is the current parking ratios are not
providing adequate parking for downtown residents. Many indicated that they thought this would
become particularly problematic surrounding the upcoming waterfront development. Some participants
pointed out that spillover parking into the surrounding neighborhoods is likely to occur. Others worried
that there won’t be enough visitor parking to support the project. While the group does not want the
City to overbuild parking, they want to ensure that there is a sufficient amount to meet the needs of the
residents that pay to live downtown and invest in the City. There is perception that many of the recent
development projects for apartment complexes are not building enough parking to serve their residents.
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Enforcement

Stakeholders were asked about the potential benefits of expanding enforcement hours. Some of the
business owners were concerned about the idea of Saturday enforcement because it may deter some of
their visitors. However, others were in support of weekend enforcement because there are problem-
areas downtown with parking where cars are left on-street for extended periods of time around,
especially around the park and churches. Weekend enforcement could help manage parking during peak
visitation periods downtown, and it may become increasingly important with the growth of Downtown
and the waterfront development project.

Transportation Demand Management

Many stakeholders stressed the importance of utilizing transportation demand management (TDM)
tools to mitigate parking shortages and utilize the current supply efficiently. Stakeholders indicated that
the upcoming growth in downtown Vancouver will require more transit use and alternative modes of
transportation. Strategies discussed included:

R/
0.0

Pricing parking rates based on demand;

Implementing a shuttle system with a park and ride lot;

Adding a circulating trolley line between the waterfront, Downtown, and Uptown;
Promoting the use of the Vine; and

Adding more bike storage throughout the City.

7
0.0
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Outreach

Many of the stakeholders agreed that a comprehensive public outreach program should be coupled
with program changes to ensure that the public is aware of the parking plan. Participants felt it will be
important for the public to understand the reasoning behind rate changes. Educating and informing the
public of the benefits of parking management and parking revenue is a stakeholder priority.

The City also maintains a Parking Advisory Committee (PAC). Though the project team did not meet with
the PAC exclusively, many of the PAC members attended the first Stakeholder meeting. The PAC’s
purpose is to advise City Council on policy related issues pertaining to city-operated parking, including
on-street and off-street and any associated parking facilities. The PAC makes recommendations on
facilities and parking regulations. The Committee’s parking jurisdiction comprises much of Downtown

Vancouver, its perimeters being E 4™ Plain Blvd. to the North, west to Grant St (extending further to
train tracks at W 15™ St.), east to Interstate 5, and south to the Columbia River. A map outlined the PAC
jurisdiction is provided below.
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Figure 12. PAC Jurisdiction Boundary

The Committee is compiled of seven members who must be a city resident, property owner, business
owner, or an officer or partner in a city business. There is an exception that allows for one member to be
a downtown business employee. Each member’s term length is four years, which is appointed by the
City Council. The group operates under the PAC’s Vision, to support an exceptional parking system for
the City of Vancouver. Its Mission is to provide a forum for the participation of the public in the
discuission of downtown parking issues and policy development. Internal meetings are scheduled as
needed but the Committee will advise and make recommendations to City Council and staff around the

principles outlined below:

1. Customers seek availability, safety, convenience, security, confidence, and economy
2. Provide customer parking education and information

3. Parking Services staff serve as downtown ambassadors
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4. Maximize utilization of municipal parking facilities to ensure full access and cost-effective,
efficient operations

5. Manage parking operations based upon the 85% rule to trigger implementation of parking
strategies to ensure adequate public parking is available

6. Conduct periodic capacity/utilization analysis of the parking inventory

7. Use atiered rate system for the sale of monthly passes that recognizes the adverse impact of
dedicated reserved parking on the efficiency of the parking supply

8. Provide the most convenient available spaces to customer/visitor access

9. Coordinate parking strategies with the State's Commute Reduction (CTR) Rule to support
alternative mode use by customers

10. American's with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance®

The City’s Parking Advisory Committee will play an important role throughout the Park Efficiency Study.
As the City begins to implement improvements to its on and off-street parking operations and also
redefines parking related policies and codes, having the support from the PAC will be crucial in the
success of these developments. Furthermore, the PACs access as an information channel to the
Vancouver community and local businesses is a key to educating these groups on the proposed changes
throughout the Downtown.

% http://www.cityofvancouver.us/pac
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1. Introduction

Assessing the parking strategies utilized in various comparable cities to Vancouver is important in
developing an effective parking program for the City. Similar cities can offer insight into whether
strategies will be feasible and successful in Vancouver. The City, DIXON and key stakeholders discussed
possible comparable cities and then narrowed the options to six. Each city was solicited for information
about their paid parking, technology and permit programs. The six cities selected for analysis were
Austin, TX, Minneapolis, MN, Sacramento, CA, Saint Paul, MN, Spokane, WA, and Tacoma, WA. While
these cities are not analogous to Vancouver in every way, their parking programs are considered in this
study on a comparative basis because they offer insight into potential parking solutions that may be
applied to the City.

1.1 Program Overview

The City of Vancouver currently manages its parking operation through its Parking Services Department
that is responsible for much of parking operations within the city. However, recovery of unpaid citations,
garage maintenance and armored transport are currently outsourced to a third-party vendor. The City
utilizes Loomis for armored car pick-up of parking revenue and the City’s Vancouvercenter garage is
currently maintained my SP Plus. Through this analysis, it was determined that all comparable cities
outsource some portion of their off-street parking operation to private operators or some other third-
party vendor.

Staffing

The City of Vancouver maintains four full-time parking enforcement staff comprised of two Parking
Enforcement Officers, two Parking Officers, and a single part-time Parking Enforcement Officer. In
addition, the Parking Services has one full-time maintenance staff member who performs maintenance
and upkeep on paid parking equipment as well as performs routine collections of meter monies. As it
relates to the study’s comparable cities, the largest city, with a population of 947,890, is the City of
Austin, which is nearly five times larger than the City of Vancouver. Austin currently maintains a staff of
ten, including eight Parking Enforcement Officers (PEOs), one supervisor and one administrative staff
member.

Cities such as Sacramento and Minneapolis, who are larger in population than Vancouver, maintain a
much larger work force. The City of Sacramento maintains a parking operation of sixty-two staff
members while Minneapolis employees fifty parking related employees. A key distinction, however is
that Sacramento and Minneapolis retain a substantial number of part-time staff. For example,
Sacramento maintains twelve part-time staff members, a similar full time to part time ratio as
Vancouver. The fifty Minneapolis staff members, however, are all part-time employees.

Based on the research, Vancouver reflects comparably with cities of similar population sizes. For
example, the City of Tacoma, with a population larger by approximately 30,000 only maintains seven
full-time parking staff and only 1,500 metered spaces. However, in Vancouver, the City maintains nearly
1,500 single-space meters plus an additional 50 on-street pay stations and is in the process of doubling
that amount. Furthermore, the City is expanding its paid parking footprint into the Uptown District,
which will put further strain on and already stretched enforcement staff. Though Tacoma is slightly
larger in terms of population, their paid parking technology is smaller but is maintained by more officers
than Vancouver.
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In addition, two key issues identified in the study’s Initial Findings were the issue of lack of enforcement
officers patrolling downtown and that motorists have become familiar with enforcement’s lack of
presence. Today, enforcement is spread across a large area and is unable to adequately enforcement as
consistently as is needed. As a result, motorists more reluctant to pay for parking, feeling that the risk of
receiving a citation will be minimal. Moreover, in the analysis Vancouver is the only city that does not
maintain any parking enforcement hours during the weekend. Spokane for example, maintains hours of
enforcement that span seven days a week.

Parking Rates and Technology

On-street parking rates vary among comparable cities ranging from $0.30 - $6.00 per hour. The City of
Sacramento has the highest rate ranging from $1.75 - $6.00 per hour. Off-street parking rates vary more
widely from city to city. Among cities studied, Austin and Saint Paul have the widest range of off-street
hourly parking rates ranging from $1.00-$9.00 and $2.00-$10.00 per hour, respectively. In comparison,
Vancouver has the lowest off-street hourly rates, currently ranging from $0.50-$1.75.

All comparable cities offer an off-street daily maximum parking rate, which do not exceed $25.00 per
day. The City of Spokane has one of the cheapest off-street daily maximums, priced between $3.00-
$10.00 per day, depending on the facility. Conversely, Austin has the most expensive daily maximumes,
priced from $18.00-525.00 per day. Additionally, Sacramento offers flat rates at many lots throughout
downtown that are priced between $2.00-$15.00 per day. All cities in this analysis offer lower rates at
off-street parking facilities, which is a method of promoting longer-term parking in garages to provide
more convenient and short-term parking on-street for customers and visitors.

Vancouver has the least variation in off-street monthly parking rates, ranging from $67.00-$100.00 per
month. The permit fluctuation in Vancouver is far less than cities such as Austin and Sacramento that
charge between $50.00-$500.00 and $45.00-5400.00 per month, respectively. Among comparable cities,
Tacoma has the lowest monthly permit price, beginning at $20.00 and increasing to $140.00 per month.
Additionally, Saint Paul and Spokane offer free parking at select off-street facilities throughout their
downtowns. Table 1 below shows a summary of on- and off-street parking rates from the comparable
cities.

Parking Rates

City On-Street Off-Street Off-Street Monthly

1 Hour: $0.50 - $1.25
Vancouver Hourly: $0.50 - $1.25 Daily Max: $9.00 - $12.00, $67.00 - $100.00
$3.50 (Weekends)

1 Hour: $1.00 - $9.00

Austin Hourly: $1.00 - $1.20 Daily Max: $18.00 - $25.00

$50.00 - $500.00

1 Hour: $1.00 - $6.00 $90.00 - 5265.00

Minneapolis Hourly: $0.50 - $2.00 Daily Max: $4.00 - $21.00

1 Hour: $2.50 - $7.00
Sacramento Hourly: $1.75 - $6.00 Flat Rate: $2.00 - $15.00 $45.00 - $400.00
Daily Max: $10.00 - $20.00
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1 Hour: $2.00 - $10.00

Saint Paul Hourly: $0.75 - $2.25 Daily Max: $1.50 - $20.00

$101.00 - $150.00

1 Hour: $0.50 - $5.00

Daily Max: $3.00 - $17.00 225.00 - 5182.00

Spokane Hourly: $0.40 - $1.20

1 Hour: $1.00 - $5.00
Tacoma Hourly: $1.00 Daily Max: $2.00 - $15.00, $20.00 - $140.00
$2.00 - $8.00 (Weekend)

Table 1. Parking Rates Comparison.

In addition to the range of parking rates, the selected cities use a variety of single-space meter and
multi-space pay station technology presented below in Table 2 (below). A more detailed explanation of
parking rates and technology is outlined in the individual city summaries.

Technology Comparison

Meters
City Single-Space Multi-Space
Vancouver Mackay Cale & Parkeon
Austin IPS and POM (State Capitol) Parkeon
Minneapolis IPS Cale
Sacramento IPS Parkeon / Amano (PARCS)
Saint Paul N/A Cale
Spokane Duncan Parkeon (Pilot)
Tacoma N/A Parkeon

Table 2. Meter Technology Comparison.

Permits

Comparing Vancouver’s employee and residential permit programs to those in various comparable cities
can highlight potential program deficiencies or successes to be considered when the City considers
making changes to its programs. This report examines price structures, permit regulations, and program
features to better understand how different permit program structures operate. Table 3 shows a
comparison between the annual cost for both employee and residential permits in the different
comparable cities. While not every city offers the permits on an annual basis, the permit cost was
converted to an annual amount for comparison. A more detailed description of the individual city permit
programs is covered in Section 1.3.

The downtown permit program in Vancouver allows employees to pay for parking at monthly rates
ranging from $57.00-$100.00. Employees choosing to participate in carpooling can receive subsidized
permits at a rate of $35.00 per month. A current disadvantage of the Vancouver’s permit program is
that applications for permits must be made in person. When adjusting for annual costs Tacoma has the
most expensive employee permits ranging from $360.00-$2,166. In comparison, Vancouver’s adjusted
annual cost would range from $684.00-$1,200.00. Interestingly, Austin as the largest city has an
adjusted annual cost of $420.00 for its employee permit. Currently, Saint Paul and Spokane have no
employee permit program. Sacramento has an extensive permit program that includes monthly permit
rates for garages and surface lots. Garage monthly permit rates range from $115.00-$250.00 per month
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while surface lot monthly permits range from $45.00-5400.00 per month. Furthermore, Sacramento has
implemented several discount permit programs including carpool permits, electric vehicle permits,
discount employee permits, part-time employee permits, and alternative mode commuter permits.?*
Minneapolis offers parking permits starting at $25.00.

Concerning residential permit programs, most comparable cities do not charge for a permit. Residential
permits help ensure that residents close in proximity to high demand parking areas are still able to find
parking near their home. There are costs and benefits to either charging or not, and it is important to
gauge the community’s response to program parameters. Austin and Saint Paul currently charge for
residential permits at an adjusted annual cost of $180.00. In Minneapolis, the adjusted residential
permit cost is $300.00 annually. Tacoma is currently in the progress of implementing a residential permit
program and proposed costing figures are unavailable at this time. Moving forward, the City of
Vancouver may want to consider changes to its permit programs, especially as the City continues to
grow and in light of the Waterfront Development which is likely to increase traffic to the area. Increased
parking rates and permit rates may incentivize those who work in Vancouver or frequent the City often,
to consider other alternative forms of transport such as public transit, carpooling, or biking.

Permit Cost Comparison

City Employee Permit Program Residential Permit Program
Monthly  Permit: $57.00-$100.00 (5684.00 -
$1,200.00 Annually) . .
Vancouver | o1 Subsidized Permit: $35.00 ($420.00 | Biannual Permit: 50
Annually)
Monthly Permit: $15.00 up to 4 (5180.00
Monthly Permit: $35.00 (5420.00 Annually) Annually)
Austin Loading Zone Permit: $0 Guest/Visitor Pass: SO
Musician Loading Permits: $25.00 (Venue) Scratch-off Day Pass: $1.00 each up to 20 at
atime
Minneapolis | Annual Permit: S0 Annual Permit: $25.00

Part-Time Employee Permit: $0.50 per 30 minutes Two-Year Permits: SO

S t . . . .

acramento Discounted Employee Permit: $0.25 per 30 minutes | Guest Permit (24hr): SO

. Annual Permit: $15.00 (5180.00 Annually)
Saint Paul N/A Guest Permit: $15.00 (5180.00 Annually)
Spokane N/A Monthly Permit: $25.00
Tacoma Monthly Permit: $30.00 - $180.00 (5360.00 - Prozram in imolementation
$2,166.00 Annually) & P :

Table 3. Employee Permit Program and Residential Permit Program Cost Comparison
1.2 Cities
Austin, TX

The City of Austin is known for being the Capital of the State of Texas and countless festivals including
City Limits and SXSW. As the largest of the comparable cities analyzed with a population of 947,890
covering 298 square miles (US American Community Survey, 2016), Austin has a vibrant downtown and
nightlife earning it the moniker of “Live Music Capital of World.”

* http://www.cityofsacramento.org/Public-Works/Parking-Services
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In Austin, the City’s Parking Enterprise Division manages
on-street parking and is responsible for many aspects of
parking including meters, enforcement, commercial
vehicle loading zones, residential parking permits,
musician loading zones and permits. The City does not
manage off-street parking lots and garages. Austin has
had consistency issues with enforcement throughout
the city in the past and recently adopted a parking
management plan which has incorporated enforcement
improvements.

On-Street
There is a total of 6,405 on-street parking spaces within downtown Austin, 5,309 of which are metered
spaces. The City uses IPS and POM single-space meters, the latter located near the State Capital.
Parkeon multi-space pay stations are configured for pay and display parking. Like Vancouver, pay and
display requires that a receipt is displayed on the vehicle dashboard to confirm a valid parking session.
On-street rates range from $1.00-$1.20 per hour restricted to 2, 3 and 5-hour time limits. Parking
meters are in operation:

Monday and Tuesday 8:00am — 6:00pm

Wednesday to Friday 8:00am — 12:00am

Saturday 11:00am — 12:00am.
The City offers two mobile payment options including ParkX and EasyPark, an in-vehicle parking meter
program.

Off-Street

Currently, the City provides off-street parking through a collection of twelve private operator contracts.
Within downtown Austin, there are 65,099 public and private off-street spaces, 36% of which are city-
owned. Parkeon pay stations and mobile payment options are provided by ParkX and EasyPark as
mentioned earlier. Hourly rates range from $1.00-$9.00 per hour and daily maximums range from
$18.00-$25.00. Monthly rates range more considerably from $50.00-$500.00 across the city. Free
parking is provided after 6pm on Mondays, Tuesdays, Wednesdays, as well as all day on Sundays.

Enforcement & Technology

The City’s eight PEOs provide enforcement consistent with the meter hours of operation. Annual
citations total 147,638 processed by Brazos, the City’s chosen citation processing vendor. Austin’s PEOs
enforce on foot and do not utilize License Plate Recognition technology (LPR) currently. Instead, PEOs
are supplied with Brazos enforcement handhelds and Zebra 4” printers. Today, Austin utilizes CSDC
Systems and its AMANDA platform, an enterprise platform for governments that provides permitting,
licensing, and compliance programs.

Permits

The City currently operates an employee permit and residential permit parking program. A $35.00
monthly employee permit is available for the Waller Street Garage. Additionally, Loading Zone permits
and Musician Loading permits unique to Austin are also available. Musician Loading permits costing
$25.00 are paid for and requested by venues and allow musicians to unload equipment for 30-minutes
in designated zones. Responsibility for retrieving the permit back from musicians lies with the venue.
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Annual residential parking permits are available for $15.00. Applicants can purchase up to four permits
per household. Guest and Visitors hang-tag permits are available at no cost, but are limited to two per
household. Scratch-off day passes can be purchased throughout the year for $1.00 each and each
eligible Residential Permit Program residence can purchase as many as 20-day passes at one time.
Finally, a strong advantage of Austin’s Residential Permit Program is that the City allows applicants to
apply for permits via a variety of means including in person, on-line, and via mail.

Minneapolis, MN

The larger of Minnesota’s Twin Cities,
Minneapolis is known for its urban
downtown that consists of art, culture, and
food for residents and visitors to enjoy.
According to the 2016 American Community
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413,651 covering 53.97 square miles. The ¥ 1 o oNL
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including light rail and buses and according
The Minnesota Daily as many as 60% of
downtown workers commute by transit
helping to relieve some parking demand.

Parking is managed by Public Works - Parking Services. Parking services are responsible for both on-
street and off-street parking located in the warehouse, entertainment and business districts in
downtown Minneapolis. In relation to other comparable cities studied, Minnesota’s Parking Services
Staff is comprised entirely of 50 part-time parking employees. There is currently no full-time staff
position for citation issuance.

On-Street

There are approximately 8,000 metered-spaces throughout downtown Minneapolis. Single-space and
multi-space meters are provided by IPS and Cale, respectively. Multi-space meters are configured for
pay-by-space parking which requires that each space is numbered and the transaction is processed using
this information and does not require any receipt to be displayed. On-street meter rates range from
$0.50-52.00 per hour restricted to 2, 4, 8, and 10-hour time limits. Meters hours across Minneapolis are
typically in operation Monday to Saturday from 8:00am-10:00pm, and Monday to Friday from 8:00am or
9:00am-6:00pm depending on location. The City offers mobile payment through Passport and MPLS
Parking, a parking smart phone application that provides information relating to available parking and
rates.

Off-Street

The City’s off-street parking system consists of 17 parking ramps and 7 lots located in the downtown
warehouse, entertainment, and business districts. Off-street hourly rates range from $1.00-$6.00 for the
first hour and daily maximum rates range from $4.00-521.00 for up to 12-hours. Monthly off-street rates
vary more widely across parking ramps and lots ranging from $90.00-$265.00. Special event rates are
available between $5.00-$30.00.
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Enforcement & Technology

As noted above, the City does not have any full-time PEOs. Part-time enforcement staff are responsible
for an annual citation revenue of $4.5 million. Staff are equipped with Duncan Autocite handhelds with
attached printers for issuing citations. Duncan Solutions provide both the citation processing and permit
management systems. There is a concern in the city that new handhelds will be required in the future as
the current Autocite models have a temperature issue when the weather gets too cold. Enforcement
staff have the use of enforcement vehicles, however, despite LPR technology being in use in the city, it is
currently not configured for parking enforcement.

Permits

Both a monthly permit parking program and residential permit parking program is currently offered by
the city. Monthly permit costs vary by facility but range $60.00-$235.00 per month. Annual residential
permits including visitor permits, known as Critical Parking Permits are available for $25.00. the city has
identified a number of critical parking zones in which these permits are valid. Licensed drivers are
limited to two residential permits and visitor permits are limited to one per dwelling unit. Critical
Parking Permits have to be renewed in January regardless of time of purchase, but are offered at pro-
rated fees.

Sacramento, CA

Sacramento is the state capital of California and is
currently the fastest growing city within the state. The
city is home to 495,234 residents and covers 97.9
square miles (US American Community Survey, 2016).
Sacramento’s growing downtown has numerous shops |sz
and restaurants and the popular Old Sacramento State |
Historic Park, a major tourist attraction.

Parking within Sacramento is managed by the City’s

Parking Services who is responsible for both on- and off-street parking. No services are outsourced. The
City maintains a staff of 50 PEOs and 12 part-time parking staff. Additionally, unique to comparable
cities Sacramento offers the ability to pre-book parking for special events online through its SacPark
service.

On-Street

Sacramento Parking Services manages 4,000 on-street spaces. IPS smart meters serve many of those
spaces. Multi-space Parkeon meters are also in use in select areas of downtown Sacramento configured
for pay and display parking. On-street parking rates range from $1.75-$6.00 per hour. Locations with
colored SacPark branding (Figure 1) allow motorists to extend their parking session at a tier-based rate
by either adding money on the meter or via Parkmobile, the City’s mobile payment service. On-street
meters are in operation Monday to Saturday 8:00am-10:00pm west of 16" Street and Monday to
Saturday 8:00am-8:00pm east of 16" Street. Meters are in operation 7-days a week in Old Sacramento
from 10:00am-10:00pm.
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Figure 2. Designated Tiered-Pricing On-Street Meters

Off-Street

Off-street garages throughout downtown Sacramento are equipped with Amano McGann parking access
revenue control (PARC) equipment. As with on-street meters, users have the option of paying for
parking with the Parkmobile smartphone application. Hourly rates range from $2.50-$7.00. Many off-
street facilities have flat rates that range from $2.00-$15.00 per day. Daily maximums vary from $10.00-
$20.00 depending on location. Additionally, evening flat rates are offered from $5.00-$25.00 also
dependent on location. Special event rates are flat rates ranging from $13.50-515.25 or hourly rates of
$1.75-$3.00. Special event and other parking rates and programs can be found online at the City’s
SacPark website.

Enforcement & Technology

PEOs are equipped with Autocite handhelds. Duncan Solutions provide citation processing management
software. Currently, permits are manually processed before being added to the Duncan Solutions
management system. Sacramento is one of two comparable cities that has LPR technology in use for
timed parking zones. PEOs have the use of 11 enforcement vehicles equipped with LPR technology to aid
in enforcement.

Permits

The City of Sacramento has successfully implemented a Discounted Employee Parking Program (DEPP)
and a Part-Time Employee Parking Program (P-TEP) in order to offer a low-cost parking solution for
downtown employees. In order to qualify for the DEPP, an employee hourly wage must be $16.00 or less
and they must work within the designated program boundaries. DEPP permit holders pay only $0.25 per
half hour in their assigned parking garage. The P-TEP requires that an employee earn less than $22.00
per hour and work less than 30-hours per week. Similar to DEPP, after providing proof of qualifications,
the annually renewed permit is valid in a designated facility and the P-TEP permit pays $0.50 per half
hour and discounted rates are applied upon exiting the garage.

Electronic permits (ePermits) enforced by LPR technology or parking access cards are the City’s chosen
method for employee parking permits. Like other cities, Sacramento has difficulty in providing on-street
parking for residents. The Residential Parking Permit Program currently covers over 25,000 on-street
parking spaces. However, metered on-street spaces do not apply to the program and it is a violation to
use a residential parking permit more than three city blocks from the address for which it is issued. Bi-
annual permits are available at no cost to residents and are enforced until 10:00pm. Online 24-hour
temporary residential permits are also available to those with valid vehicle or visitor permits.
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Saint Paul, MN
Forming part of the Twin Cities with its much larger neighbor Minneapolis, Saint
Paul is home to 302,398 residents spread out over approximately 52 square
miles (US American Community Survey, 2016). As the capital of the State of
Minnesota, Saint Paul maintains a strong government presence and is
defined by its presence on the banks of the Mississippi River.

Parking is managed in Saint Paul by the City’s Public Works Department that
supports on-street parking and some off-street parking across the city. Saint
Paul has implemented a summer parking program, termed “Park and PIayZS”, a
program for validated retail parking from participating retailers. The program is valid at the Lowertown
Parking Ramp. Any business is able to participate in the validation program.

On-Street

On-Street parking spaces in Saint Paul are served by Cale multi-space pay stations. Pay stations are
configured for pay-by-space parking as in Minneapolis. Payment can also be paid via the Passport mobile
payment application. Parking meter rates vary depending on location costing from $0.75-52.25 per
hour. Parking meters are enforced Monday to Saturday from 8am10pm. Time limited paid parking is
enforced from 8am-6pm. Paid parking remains in effect until 10pm but after 6pm, there is no time limit,
only an hourly rate.

Off-Street

Currently 65% of off-street parking is owned and operated privately. Allied Parking is the largest
operator of off-street parking and there is a total of 26,994 off-street spaces within the city. Hourly rates
start from $2.00-$10.00 for the first hour with daily maximums of $1.50-$20.00. Evening rates are
relatively inexpensive costing $1.00-$6.00. Monthly and special event rates range from $101.00-$150.00
and $3.00-520.00, respectively.

Permits

The City of Saint Paul is one of two comparable cities to not offer an employee parking permit program.
Currently, the City is in the process of reviewing its residential parking permit program. Presently,
annual residential parking permits are available for $15.00 to residents who reside in permit areas
where vehicles are subject to posted parking regulations. Guest and temporary residential permits are
also available for $15.00.

Spokane, WA

The City of Spokane is located in eastern
Washington, near the Idaho border. Nicknamed
the “Lilac City” the city is home to 215,973
home residents covering approximately 59
square miles (US American Community Survey,
2016). The City is famous for the Spokane Falls.
The Spokane River plays an important role in

® https://www.stpaul.gov/departments/planning-economic-development/parking-services
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the City and the Riverfront Park that houses the US Pavilion Tent during Expo ‘74 and a section of the
Centennial Trail has been key to the City’s redevelopment efforts.

Parking is managed in Spokane by Code Enforcement, Neighborhood Services, and Parking Services. The
City is the sole operator of both on- and off-street parking, including meter maintenance and collections,
and has a staff of fifteen including fourteen PEOs and one temporary/seasonal position. The City has
also invested in rolling out the “ParkSimple” brand focused on making parking simpler for users
eliminating the need for paying with cash. Finally, a major issue in Spokane is its use of multiple vendors
supporting both hardware and software. The City is currently working toward a long-term integrated
strategy for parking management of systems, technology, and hardware.

On-Street

There is a total of 3,000 on-street spaces located within the City of Spokane of which 800 are metered
spaces. Duncan Solutions is the City’s single-space meter vendor. At this moment, a pilot project is using
Parkeon multi-space meters and the Passport mobile payment application is being rolled out in the city.
Meter rates range from $0.40-51.20 hour and the City’s time limited meters include 2-hour, 4-hour and
all-day options. Meters are in operation Monday to Saturday from 8:00am-7:00pm.

Off-Street

Parkeons are the pay stations in use across city lots and garages in Spokane. The Parkeon equipment is
outfitted with bill note acceptors, meaning they accept cash. Currently, mobile payments are not
enabled as the off-street parking is not integrated with the City’s on-street parking program. Off-street
hourly rates range $0.50-$5.00 with daily maximums from $3.00-$17.00. Monthly rates start as low as
$25.00 increasing to $182.00 depending on location and special event rates range from $5.00-$20.00.
Free parking is available at many lots outside of the downtown core. The City has also instituted the
Premier Pass Validation program organized by the Business Improvement District (BID). This program
has been implemented for Downtown businesses looking for a method to thank customers for their
business. The program allows businesses to pay for up to two hours of their customer’s parking time at
participating garages. Businesses supply customers with validated coupons that can be used at
participating Premier Pass parking facilities.

Enforcement & Technology

Parking Enforcement Staff are equipped with Motorola MC75 enforcement handhelds and Zebra MZ320
printers. Staff work shifts across 7-days a week from 7:00am-12:00am. Annual citations are
approximately 60,000 accounting for $1.5 million in annual revenue. Duncan Solutions s is the City’s
citation processing management system. Currently, parking permits are issued by the Building &
Planning Department using Accela.

Spokane currently utilizes LPR technology via the Genetec AutoVu equipment. LPR is utilized for scofflaw
enforcement. In 2014 the City had reached upwards of $1 million in unpaid parking fines. Despite having
a fair amount of technology at its disposal a major concern for Spokane is lack of integration between its
permit, LPR and mobile payment systems.

Permits

The City of Spokane currently does not operate an employee parking permit program. A monthly
residential permit program is in operation that is enforced all hours. This permit is for use at all-day
meters for residents in downtown in lieu of payment costing $25.00/month.

City of Vancouver Parking Efficiency Study |94



Tacoma, WA

The City of Tacoma with a population of 211,277 and
land area of 49.7 square miles is the closest city in
terms of distance and population to the City of
Vancouver in this analysis (US American Community
Survey, 2016). The City is located in close proximity to
Seattle and is home to the Seattle-Tacoma
International Airport.

The City of Tacoma’s parking program manages on-
street and off-street parking and maintains a
workforce of seven full-time employees. Off-street parking services are contracted out to private
parking operators.

On-Street

There is a total of 4,500 on-street parking spaces within the City of Tacoma of which 1,500 are metered.
Tacoma utilizes Parkeon pay and display multi-space pay stations. Meter rates are $1.00 per hour and
restricted to 1 % hour and 2-hour time limits. Meters are in operation Monday to Saturday 8:00am-
6:00pm extended to 8:00pm around the University of Washington, Tacoma.

Off-Street
The off-street parking system has a total of approximately 2,550 parking spaces and includes seven
facilities:

e A Street Garage

e Carlton Center Building & Garage

e Convention Center Garage

e International Museum of Glass Garage
e Municipal Garage and Lot

e Park Plaza North Garage

e Pacific Plaza Garage

The City contracts with Republic Parking Northwest to provide daily operational oversight of the off-
street parking system. Off street hourly rates range from $1.00-S5.00 per hour. Daily maximum rates
range from $2.00-5$15.00 and $2.00-58.00 on weekends. Evening parking rates range from $2.00-510.00
based on location. Finally, monthly rates range from $20.00-514.00. The City does not provide special
event parking rates.

Enforcement & Technology

The City of Tacoma equips its Parking Enforcement Staff with Panasonic Toughbook enforcement
handhelds. Citation processing and permit management utilize Gtechna software. As of now, the City
has no LPR technology or enforcement vehicles but is on the path to implementing LPR technology in
the near future.

Permits
The City of Tacoma operates an employee monthly parking permit program in off-street facilities
throughout the city. Employee permits range from $30.00-5180.56. The City is in the process of rolling
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out a new residential parking permit program and permit zones are not currently delineated. Details are
limited at this time; however, it is a proposed annual permit program with proposed enforcement hours
of 8:00am-6:00pm.
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Presentation Overview

* Project Objectives

e Stakeholder Engagement

e Data Collection (July & August 2017)
* |nitial Findings

* Recommendations
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Project Objectives

1. ldentify current and future staffing needs

2. Perform a financial analysis on current
paid parking and parking related revenues

Conduct Comparable Cities Analysis

4. Examine the City’s current parking
programs and identify best practices for
moving forward

cccccc

ancouver
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Parking Efficiency Study Contents

* |nitial On-Site Visit & Findings
* [nitial Recommendations

e Stakeholder Engagement

* Comparable Cities Analysis

* Financial Analysis

*  Occupancy Data Collection (July &
August)

rrrrrr

%! Parking Efficiency Study - 4



Public Engagement

Stakeholder Meetings:

e March 15, 2017

o April 24,2017

o July 28, 2017

e October 16, 2017

NNNNNNNNN

Y

Vancouver

Parking Advisory Committee:

November 29, 2017
January 24, 2018

Parking Efficiency Study - 5



100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

On-Street Occupancy: Thursday vs. Saturday

Average Thursday On-Street Occupancy by Month

oG O G0% 6% 6%
0%
51% 53% 51% 51%

42% I I II |
Hourly Permit Hourly Permit Hourly Permit Hourly Permit
Morning Afternoon Mid-Afternoon Evening

mJuly =Aug

Vancouve

nSHINGTON

e

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Average Saturday On-Street Occupancy by Month

88%

75%
° 66% 66% 68%
i I II I

Total Total Total Total
Morning Afternoon Mid-Afternoon Evening
mJuly mAug

Parking Efficiency Study - 6



July On-Street Heat Maps: MORNING
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July On-Street Heat Maps: AFTERNOON
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July On-Street Heat Maps: MID-AFTERNOON
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July On-Street Heat Maps: EVENING
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On-Street Heat Map Takeaways

 Highest occupancies observed during Afternoon and Evening periods
on Thursdays and Saturdays during both July and August

* Highest occupancy is observed in core of Downtown between 13t St.
and 6™ St. and Broadway and Columbia St

 Higher occupancies on Saturdays immediately around Esther Short
Park during Farmer’s Market

» Pockets of high occupancy on 100 Grant St. on Thursdays (Columbia
Way construction)

Vancouve
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Average Thursday Off-Street Occupancy by Month
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August Off-Street Heat Maps: DAILY AVERAGE
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Off-Street Heat Map Takeaways

e Overall, many of the City’s lots
experienced parking demand below the
85-90% occupancy threshold

» Generally low off-street occupancy during
the morning

 Important to consider the impact of
summer events on off-street occupancy in
many areas, especially in the proximity of
Esther Short Park

ancouver
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Initial Policy Findings Summary

» Parking codes: restrictive time limits &rates
» Lack of process for formation of RPP

» Restrictive TDM, development and zoning
codes

» Transit Overlay District is a “voluntary”
requirement which limits effectiveness

rrrrrr
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Policy Recommendations

1. Adjust Parking Fines and Rates to Reduce Infractions

Modify sections of the municipal code to increase parking
fines and penalties for common infractions (done)

2. Transition Away from 20 Minute Free Button

Remove 20 minute free button from single —space meters
as transition occurs to pay stations and identify remaining
single-space meters to have button removed (in progress)

Vancouve
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Policy Recommendations

3.  Modify Code to Provide Flexibility on Paid Parking
Days/Hours

Modify Chapter 19.11 of the municipal code to allow for the
City Manager to adjust meter days/hours in a flexible way
to respond to changing parking demand; the code
language should be such that days/hours may be adjusted
to manage demand

Van(ou"e Parking Efficiency Study - 18
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Policy Recommendations

4. Evaluate Demand Based Pricing Program

Study and evaluate the impacts and feasibility of implementing a
demand-based pricing program

5. Improve Parking Opportunities for Employees Downtown

Consider transitioning some periphery short-term parking to long-
term parking, including the Government District; determine a
nominal cost for employee parking that will sustain the program
while allowing employees to park at a discount (some progress)

Vancouve
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Policy Recommendations

6. Residential Parking Permit (RPP) Process Improvements

Modify Chapter 19.08 to create an improved process for forming
and administering the RPP program; the City should charge a fee
to cover cost of administering the program; all permits should be
available online for purchase
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Policy Recommendations

7. Modifications to Parking Requirements

Evaluate modifications to Chapter 20.945 of the municipal code to
consider establishing exemptions from parking minimums, options
for parking in-lieu fees, allowing off-site parking/shared parking,
expanding parking maximums, improved parking design
guidelines, and reevaluating parking ratios for businesses
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Policy Recommendations

8. Wayfinding, Branding and Parking Education
Improvements

Pursue and develop a wayfinding and branding campaign
throughout Downtown; the City can consider its ‘Park n’
Go’ logo that currently exists outside the Vancouvercenter
garage; also consider the creation of a parking application
to assist visitors in locating available public parking; on-
street signage and curb paint should be improved to
ensure transparency among parkers (some progress)

Vancouve
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Policy Recommendations

9. Modification of Prolonged Parking Policy

Modify section 19.12.100 to change the limit of prolonged parking
from 24 hours to 72 hours

10. Modifications to Transit Overlay District

Evaluate eliminating the voluntary use of the Transit Overlay
District (TOD) and requiring all development in the TOD zone to
abide by its policies and consider modifications to parking
requirements

Vancouve
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Policy Recommendations

11. Establish a formalized TDM Program

Incentivize Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
programs by allowing for greater and more flexible
reductions in the minimum number of required parking
spaces; establish minimum required TDM elements for all
new Downtown development above a certain size; adopt a
bicycle parking ordinance

Vancouve
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Next Steps

 Parking Advisory Committee will
evaluate policy changes and make
recommendations to Council

o Staff will bring policy
recommendations to Council for
review, 2018-2020

cccc
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We, the undersigned council members of the City of Vancouver, Clark County, Washington, do hereby

VOUCHER APPROVAL

certify that the merchandise or services hereinafter specified have been received and that the vouchers
listed below are approved for payment in the amount of:

IE 6,566,165.23 |this 5th day of March 2018.

MAYOR

Ve phon

AUDITING OFFICER /

COUNCILMEMBER

COUNCILMEMBER

DATE INCLUSIVE CHECK NUMBERS CHECK TOTAL
February 20 - February 26 Accounts Payable Checks (see attached) $ 3,701,192.97
February 20 - February 26 Visa Refunds (see attached) $ 1,967.76
February 20 - February 26 Payroll Checks (see attached) $ 2,863,004.50
TOTAL $ 6,566,165.23




INVOICE PAYMENTS REPORT

Check Number Check Date Amount Vendor Name Description
119281 20-Feb-2018 79,333.18 BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD OF OR **WIRE*** BLUE CROSS WEEKLY CLAIMS WEEK 2 OF FEBRUARY
119282 21-Feb-2018 3,879.48 HEALTH SMART BENEFITS SOLUTIONS INC **WIRE*** HEALTH SMART CLAIMS FEB WEEK 3
***WIRE*** - 18JAN - PROJ 664927.03 L3 P2 S0 $1 & UV - CUST 003143 - REF
OPERATIONS MANAGEMENT INTERNATIONAL [VANC - OPERATION OF THE VANCOUVER WASTEWATER TREATMENT
119283 22-Feb-2018 527,537.93 INC FACILITIES - MP ENG
119284 23-Feb-2018 750.00 VANCOUVER FIRE COMMAND OFFICERS **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119285 23-Feb-2018 11,345.62 ALLEGIANCE BENEFIT PLAN MANAGEMENT **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119286 23-Feb-2018 15,914.80 WESTERN STATES HEALTH & ***WIRE*** PAYROLL
119287 23-Feb-2018 166,771.44 ICMA CORP ***WII_RE*** PAYBOLL
119288 23-Feb-2018 25,241.87 VANCOUVER FIREFIGHTERS UNION HEALTH |**WIRE*** PAYROLL
119289 23-Feb-2018 153.52 OREGON SDU **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119290 23-Feb-2018 21,125.00 WASHINGTON STATE FIREFIGHTERS **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119291 23-Feb-2018 19,165.30 ING **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119292 23-Feb-2018 51,458.92 STATE OF WASHINGTON 457 **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119293 23-Feb-2018 5,150.66 ICMA 401A **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119294 23-Feb-2018 5,549.05 WASHINGTON SDU **WIRE*** PAYROLL
119295 23-Feb-2018 75.00 HRA VEBA PLAN **WIRE™* PAYROLL - _
i 119296 23-Feb-2018 612,182.12 PNC BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION ***WIRE*** PNC PAYMENT TO COVER 02/20/18 STATMENT
119297 26-Feb-2018 775,509.87 INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE “*WIRE™* 04 2018 PAYROLL TAXES; FEDERAL W/H
i 119298 26-Feb-2018 142,594.46 BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD OF OR ***WIRE*** WEEKLY BLUE CROSS CLAIMS, WEEK 4 OF FEBRUARY
ALI ZULF1 - W/E 01/20/18 - INFO TECH - RECEIPT 132682 BY J SCHOESSLER
588394 21-Feb-2018 3.520.00 ACCENT BUSINESS SERVICES INC PER E-MAIL
01/13/18 - VARIOUS MOVING SERVICES - MULTIPLE CITY LOCATIONS -
588395 21-Feb-2018 851.00 ACCURATE CORPORATE SERVICES INC FACILITES
. 588396 21-Feb-2018 55.10 ADT LLC ELECT PERMIT REFUND - PERMIT WITHDRAWN - CED
| 588397 21-Feb-2018 621.66 ADVANCE STORES CO INC SUMMARY: PARTS FOR REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE - EQUIP SERVICES
| 588398 21-Feb-2018 660.60 AFP SYSTEMS FIRE REVIEW PERMIT REFUND - DUPLICATE PERMIT - CED
PAYER 2363679 - SHIP TO 2335879 - COMPRESSED GAS - 01/23/18 - FIRE
| 588399 21-Feb-2018 4.48 AIRGAS NOR PAC INC STATION 5
" 588400 21-Feb-2018 801.05 Akers, Amanda Marie WORKDAY FINANCIALS - POST TRAVEL
588401 21-Feb-2018 500.00 ALLEGIANCE BENEFIT PLAN MANAGEMENT RETIRED LEOFF 1 POLICE MEDICAL CLAIMS
588402 21-Feb-2018 634.82 ALLEGIANCE BENEFIT PLAN MANAGEMENT RETIRED LEOFF 1 FIRE MEDICAL CLAIMS
588403 21-Feb-2018 209.82 ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES INC SUMMARY: MAT/TOWEL/COVERALL/UNIFORM CLEANING SERVICES
PROJ 18627-HAVEN PARK APTS COV PRED REVIEW - PRJ-157093/LUP-66265 -
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICES OF CLARK 01/19/18-01/23/18 - PREDETERMINATION REVIEW/REPORT - DRS - RECEIPT
588404 21-Feb-2018 120.12 COUNTY LLC 132805 BY B THOMAS PER E-MAIL
ACCR17 - JOB PDX-15253 - BOX SALE OF AMAG SYMMETRY ADD-ON LICENSE
- THRU 12/20/17 - OP CENTER - PO 83654 BY M SHRUM PER E-MAIL/RECEIPT
588405 21-Feb-2018 1,361.66 ARONSON SECURITY GROUP 132216 & 133149
TECH/APPLICATION ENGINEER LABOR - REPL M2100DBU/TESTING -
VPD/WEST - 2800 NE STAPLETON - 01/12/18 - FACILITIES - RECEIPT 132738 BY
588405 21-Feb-2018 2,034.92 ARONSON SECURITY GROUP P NEWTON PER E-MAIL
588406 21-Feb-2018 1,784.30 BERGER ABAM INC PROJ A18.0032.00 - FIRE FACILITATION - THRU 01/19/18 - CMO
588407 21-Feb-2018 6.10 Bishop, Matthew G STATION MOVES
588408 21-Feb-2018 100.50 BOUND TREE MEDICAL LLC ACCT 109894 - ORDER 99560731 - MEDICAL SUPPLIES - FIRE
588408 21-Feb-2018 1,685.68 BOUND TREE MEDICAL LLC ACCT 109894 - ORDER 99569405 - MEDICAL SUPPLIES - FIRE
588409 21-Feb-2018 2,363.01 BROADWAY INVESTORS LLC MAR 18 COLUMBIA BANK PARKING
588409 21-Feb-2018 209.01 BROADWAY INVESTORS LLC TRUE-UP FEB 18 COLUMBIA BANK PARKING
588409 21-Feb-2018 209.01 BROADWAY INVESTORS LLC TRUE-UP JAN 18 COLUMBIA BANK PARKING

*Please contact Procurement Services if you would like to review the justification for EMERGENCY procurement.
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INVOICE PAYMENTS REPORT

Check Number | Check Date Amount Vendor Name Description
ACCR17 - PROJ 148585 - VANCOUVER MERCURY MODULE UPGRADE - THRU
588410 21-Feb-2018 2,094.61 BROWN & CALDWELL 12/31/17 - MP ENG - RECEIPT 132743 BY L JONES PER E-MAIL
588411 21-Feb-2018 8,955.39 BROWN & WILSON PARTNERSHIP LLC MAR 18 DOMESTIC VIOLENCE LEASE
CLIENT VANCO8428 - WO V8A0552 - SAMPLE TESTING SERVICES - PCE & TCE
588412 21-Feb-2018 572.00 BSK ASSOCIATES ONLY - 01/23/18 - OP CENTER - RECEIPT 132741 BY M CORRELL PER E-MAIL
CALIBRATE/REPAIR TEST GUAGE TO NIST STANDARDS - THRU 01/26/18 - OP
588413 21-Feb-2018 160.00 C & E LAWN SPRINKLERS INC CENTER
| 588414 21-Feb-2018 15,064.48 CENTURY WEST ENGINEERING CORP PROJ 41004.010.02 - PEARSON FIELD AIRPORT EA - THRU 01/26/18 - CMO
588415 21-Feb-2018 335.50 Chamberlain, Michael W WORK DAY TRAINING
588416 21-Feb-2018 11.63 CITY OF PORTLAND ACCT 504443 - TELECOMM SERVICES - 18JAN - VPD
CUST 100119 - FIRE CODE INSPECTION/OPERATING PERMIT FEE -
INSPECTION-18-0768 - LOC 1D 2231-0020 - FIRE 9 - 17408 SE 15TH ST - 02/12/18
588417 21-Feb-2018 287.00 CITY OF VANCOUVER - OP CENTER
CUST 100119 - ITM INSPECTION R17-3693-02 - LOC ID 2236-0050 - VPD/EAST -
588417 21-Feb-2018 75.00 CITY OF VANCOUVER 520 SE 155TH AVE - 02/15/18 - OPS CENTER
CUST 226129 - ITM INSPECTION-R17-4054-03 - LOC 1D 2208-0003 - FIRE 5 -
588417 21-Feb-2018 75.00 CITY OF VANCOUVER 7110 NE 63RD ST - 01/11/18 - OP CENTER
CUST 275092 - FIRE SPRINKLER SYSTEM REPORT REVIEW - ITM INSPECTION-
18-0324 - LOC ID 2230-0126 - TOWER MALL - 5411 E MILL PLAIN BLVD -
588417 21-Feb-2018 46.00 CITY OF VANCOUVER 02/13/18 - OP CENTER
588418 21-Feb-2018 3.246.75 CITY OF VANCOUVER ADVANCE TRAVEL REIMBURSE ADVANCE TRAVEL FUND
588419 21-Feb-2018 133,807.29 CLARK COUNTY ACCR16 - CUST 1811 - JAIL SERVICES - 2016 QTR 2,3,4 - BUDGET
ACCR17 - CUST 1808 - GIS 26 LABOR HRS - SIDARS PROJECT PROGRAM
588419 21-Feb-2018 2,395.64 CLARK COUNTY CHANGES - INFO TECH
588419 21-Feb-2018 22,925.29 CLARK COUNTY ACCR17 - CUST 1811 - WITNESS FEES - 2017 QTR 4 - BUDGET
588419 21-Feb-2018 20,851.91 CLARK COUNTY ACCR17 - CUST 1814 - WHATLEY TIPPING FEE - 17DEC - OP CENTER
588419 21-Feb-2018 418.48 CLARK COUNTY ACCR17 - CUST 1817 - DVPC MOTOR POOL CAR JULY-DEC 2017 - LAW
588419 21-Feb-2018 200.00 CLARK COUNTY CUST 1813 - REIMBURSE CLERK'S LIBERTY SOFTWARE LICENSE - 2018 - VPD
CUST 1814 - CLARK PUD SERVICE @ 78TH & ANDRESEN AND 63RD ST &
588419 21-Feb-2018 148.01 CLARK COUNTY ANDRESEN - OPS CENTER
588419 21-Feb-2018 200.00 CLARK COUNTY CUST 1817 - CLERK'S LIBERTY SOFTWARE LICENSE - LAW
588420 21-Feb-2018 9,551.31 CLARK PUBLIC UTILITIES SUMMARY: ELECTRICITY
588421 21-Feb-2018 6,453.97 COLUMBIA RESOURCE COMPANY ACCT #130625 - OPS CENTER
ACCT 990002 - 18JAN - ASH DISPOSAL - MP ENG - RECEIPT 133027 BY L
588421 21-Feb-2018 22,982.95 COLUMBIA RESOURCE COMPANY JONES
588422 21-Feb-2018 154.00 COLUMBIAN PUBLISHING COMPANY ACCT 263636 - ADVERTISING - 02/02/18-02/08/18 - URBAN FORESTRY
588423 21-Feb-2018 13.64 COMCAST CABLE COMMUNICATIONS INC 8778 10 101 2442215 - 02/15/18-03/14/18 - VPD EAST PRECINCT
588424 21-Feb-2018 136.11 COMCAST CABLE COMMUNICATIONS INC 8778 10 101 4482433 - 02/18/18-03/17/18 - VPD WEST PRECINCT
588425 21-Feb-2018 3,236.22 COMPASS MINERALS AMERICA INC CUST 537542 - PROD 2285396 - 30.88 TON - OPS CENTER
588426 21-Feb-2018 310.50 Conjugacion, Michael J WORK DAY
588427 21-Feb-2018 211.10 CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO CUST 23132 - OPERATING SUPPLIES - OPS CENTER
SO 000643108 - REPAIR SERVICES - PIPE RANGER - SERIAL # 13020501 -
ORDER DATE 01/10/18 - OP CENTER - RECEIPT 132707 BY A FIVIAN PER E-
588428 21-Feb-2018 4,061.58 CUES INC MAIL
SO 000643275 - REPAIR SERVICES - OZ-2 CAM - SERIAL # 08090201 - ORDER
588428 21-Feb-2018 1,606.71 CUES INC DATE 01/11/18 - OP CENTER - RECEIPT 132739 BY G COYLE
588429 21-Feb-2018 200.00 DAILY INSIDER ADVERTISING - 12/22/17-01/18/18 - CMO MEDIA SERVICES
588430 21-Feb-2018 3,369.72 DATABAR INC ORDER 45109 - #10 WINDOW ENVELOPES W/ INDICIA - UTILITIES
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ACCR17 - PRE-OFFER ASSESSMENTS - 3 EA - THRU 12/01/17 - VPD - RECEIPT
588431 21-Feb-2018 755.00 DAVID COREY PHD PC 132737 BY A CARMAN
588432 21-Feb-2018 3,631.40 DAVID WOOLLEY UMBRELLA'S FOR NEIGHBORHOOD SPARKLES PROGRAM - 100 EA - CMO
588433 21-Feb-2018 3,288.83 EAGLE WEB PRESS THE MESSENGER POSTAGE - 18MAR - MEDIA SERVICES
588434 21-Feb-2018 4977.13 EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DEPT ACCR17 - 2017 QTR 4 - EMP TAXES-ESD#000-945137-10-1 - HR
ERIC ATWELL DBA ORCHARDS VETERINARY |ACCT 25150 - 01/26/18 - VETERINARY SERVICES - CANINE OFFICER ENZO -
588435 21-Feb-2018 47.50 CLINIC LLC VPD
588436 21-Feb-2018 8,016.42 ESTHER SHORT COMMONS LLP MAR 18 ESTHER SHORT RETAIL SPACE
588437 21-Feb-2018 56.37 EXPERIAN MARKETING SOLUTIONS UTILITY COLLECTIONS ASSISTANCE - UTILITIES
WO 321417 - CUST VANC - WEEKLY DIESEL FIRE PUMP INSPECTION/TESTING
-4 EA - 01/05/18-01/26/18 - FIRSTENBURG COMM CTR - OP CENTER - RECEIPT
588438 21-Feb-2018 823.84 FIRE SYSTEMS WEST 132820 BY P NEWTON PER E-MAIL 3
| 588439 21-Feb-2018 190.00 Fredin, Ronald EMPLOYEE REIMBURSEMENT - BOOT ALLOWANCE - OPS CENTER
01/13/18 - FORESTRY SERVICES - CENTRAL VANCOUVER PLANTING - URBAN
588440 21-Feb-2018 19,901.70 FRIENDS OF TREES FORESTRY
ACCT 253-007-9377-072604-5 - 02/10/18-03/09/18 - FISHERS GROVE LIFT
588441 21-Feb-2018 40.69 FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS STATION
588442 21-Feb-2018 1,446.61 Galicz, Catrina L WORKDAY FUNDAMENTALS TRAINING
588443 21-Feb-2018 5,682.33 GENERAL PACIFIC CUST #101952 - ORDER 1163939 - OPS CENTER
CUST 7970 - 18JAN - PARTS FOR VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT REPAIRS - EQUIP
588444 21-Feb-2018 1,429.35 GENUINE PARTS COMPANY SERVICES
ACCR17 - PROJ W1226 - PAVEMENT EVALUATION - STREET REHABILITATION
588445 21-Feb-2018 34,973.33 GEOTECHNICAL RESOURCES INC DBA GRI PROGRAM - THRU 12/31/17 - OP CENTER
SERVICE CALL - INSTALL PROVIDED LOCK IN EVIDENCE ROOM/INSTALL
PASSAGE LOCK - VPD/EVIDENCE - 2325 W MILL PLAIN BLVD - THRU 01/08/18 -
588446 21-Feb-2018 814.09 HARRYS KEY SERVICE INC OP CENTER
SERVICE CALL - REPLACE 1301 TORMAX DOOR OPERATOR - FIRSTENBURG
588446 21-Feb-2018 4,440.06 HARRYS KEY SERVICE INC COMM CTR - 700 NE 136TH AVE - THRU 01/23/18 - OP CENTER
PROJ 414744 - SMALL BUSINESS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM - 18JAN - CDBG
588447 21-Feb-2018 4,583.33 HISPANIC METROPOLITAN CHAMBER FUNDING
CUST 106747 - ORDER US000111666 - INET GAS MONITORING SUBSCRIPTION
588448 21-Feb-2018 577.61 INDUSTRIAL SCIENTIFIC CORP - 12/23/17-01/22/18 - OP CENTER - RECEIPT 132728 BY P NEWTON PER E-MAIL
ACCR17 - WORKFLOW CONSULTING/CONFIGURATION - 12/28/17 - MEDIA
588449 21-Feb-2018 300.00 J DAVID SPRAKER SERVICES
ACCR17 - ACCT CO19 - CONTRACT CN10150-02 - CANON COPIER/PLOTTER
USAGE CHARGE - SER AAGW4033 - 12/20/17-12/31/17 - CED PERMITS -
588450 21-Feb-2018 224.61 J2 BLUEPRINT SUPPLY CO RECEIPT 132726 BY B THOMAS PER E-MAIL
ACCR17 - ACCT CO19 - CONTRACT CN10213-01 - OCE COLORWAVE 300 - SER
330400748 - 12/30/17-12/31/17 - USAGE CHARGE - MP ENG - RECEIPT 132740
588450 21-Feb-2018 77.51 J2 BLUEPRINT SUPPLY CO BY N KERFOOT PER E-MAIL
ACCR17 - 1GB LGN ACCESS - 17DEC - INFO TECH - PO 89426/ RECEIPT
588451 21-Feb-2018 1,626.00 JAMESTOWN NETWORKS 133096 BY J SCHOESSLER PER E-MAIL
588452 21-Feb-2018 3,000.00 JCI JONES CHEMICALS INC ORDER 549667 - CHLORINE 150 LB CYLINDERS - 12 EA - OP CENTER
JOE TURNER PC MUNICIPAL HEARINGS 01/16/18 - HEARINGS EXAMINER SERVICES - GECHO CONSTRUCTION INC -
588453 21-Feb-2018 806.58 OFFICIAL NCVO E17-000033 - DRS
JOE TURNER PC MUNICIPAL HEARINGS 01/16/18 - HEARINGS EXAMINER SERVICES - NW ELITE HOMES CORP - NCVO
588453 21-Feb-2018 1,454.58 OFFICIAL E17-000030 - DRS
588454 21-Feb-2018 2,344.26 JUBITZ CORPORATION ORDER 42507 - CHEV GLOBAL MV ATF - 17AUG - FIRE
588455 21-Feb-2018 12,600.00 KATHY SEABROOK SETTLEMENT RE: PROPERTY LOSS - K SEABROOK - DOL: 09/28/17 - RISK
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588456 21-Feb-2018 1,270.40 KELLY SERVICES INC SCHMID, L - ORDER A2342 - W/E 02/11/18 - IT
ACCR17 - PROJ 198940 - VANCOUVER TRAFFIC ON CALL - THRU 12/31/17 -
588457 21-Feb-2018 1,403.93 KITTELSON & ASSOC INC FACILITIES - RECEIPT 132705 BY N KERFOOT
JOB 78665 - ASPHALT - EZ STREET ASPHALT - 4.49 TON - THRU 01/22/18 - OPS
588458 21-Feb-2018 535.39 LAKESIDE INDUSTRIES CENTER
588459 21-Feb-2018 2,891.62 LAKEYLAND DBA NORTHWEST SAFETYCLEAN [NFPA ADVANCED CLEANING/REPAIRS/GENERAL REPAIRS - FIRE
TOWING - '06 HYUNDAI SONATA - LIC 350GPE WA - FROM 2508 NE 138TH AVE
588460 21-Feb-2018 188.48 LANGLEYS TOWING TO WEST PRECINCT - CASE 19097 - VPD
588461 21-Feb-2018 200.00 LEE NICHOLAS 01/28/18 - SUNDAY DANCE - MUSICAL ENTERTAINMENT - PARKS
ACCT 1130110 - REPORTS/SEARCHES - 18JAN - CODE ENFORCEMENT -
588462 21-Feb-2018 2114 LEXIS NEXIS RISK DATA MANAGEMENT INC RECEIPT 132932 BY B THOMAS PER E-MAIL
CUST 100794 - JOB L0034229 - DELIVERY SERVICES - 01/17/18-01/22/18 - FIRE
588463 21-Feb-2018 3.028.00 LILE INTERNATIONAL CO STATION 1 MOVE - FACILITIES - RECEIPT 132850 BY J MCGEE
| 588464 21-Feb-2018 165.68 Lloyd, Daniel G TRAVEL TO TACOMA RE: MURRAY AND TRACY MATTERS
. 588465 21-Feb-2018 443.43 LN CURTIS & SONS CUST C32902 - ORDER 379573 - FIRE
| 588466 21-Feb-2018 1,939.00 MACKAY & SPOSITO INC LUP-66801 PERMIT REFUND - SEPA NOT REQUIRED - CED
ACCR17 - PROJ 16874 - BIDDLE WAY SANITARY SEWER - THRU 01/06/18 -
588467 21-Feb-2018 18,788.41 MACKAY & SPOSITO INC TRANSPORTATION - RECEIPT 133139 BY L PETERSEN PER E-MAIL
VPD SHAREPOINT SUPPORT - THRU 01/19/18 - INFO TECH - RECEIPT 132853
588468 21-Feb-2018 2,001.00 MARQUAM GROUP LTD BY J SCHOESSLER PER E-MAIL
588469 21-Feb-2018 1,107.32 McEnerny-Ogle, Anne M POST TRAVEL - DC, JAN
SUMMARY: CITY UTILITIES REFUNDS, PARKS REFUNDS & OTHER MISC
588470 21-Feb-2018 4,772.45 MISCELLANEOUS REFUNDS
|
588479
588480 21-Feb-2018 511.76 MOBES BUSINESS FORMS INC 1,000 THERMAL TRANSFER BAR CODED LABELS - IT
ALBORNOZ-GUTIERREZ SONIA - W/E 02/18/18 - PAYROLL WORKDAY
588481 21-Feb-2018 1,146.60 MOTUS RECRUITING & STAFFING INTL PROJECT
| 588482 21-Feb-2018 10,227.02 MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES INC ACCT C38471 - HFRP TAIL COATS AND PANTS - FIRE
588482 21-Feb-2018 567.54 MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY SERVICES INC CUST C38471 - DYNA FIT SUSPENDERS - FIRE
588483 21-Feb-2018 500.00 NAGRA & ATWAL CORPORATION MAR 18 OPS PARKING LEASE
588484 21-Feb-2018 4,017.36 NATIONAL PARK SERVICE MAR 18 PEARSON AIR PARK LEASE
CUST 20-VANCOUVERPD - TRANSCRIPTION SERVICES - 01/02/18-01/19/18 -
588485 21-Feb-2018 4,194.10 NET TRANSCRIPTS VPD
588486 21-Feb-2018 10,065.78 NORTHWEST STAFFING RESOURCES CITY WIDE TEMPORARY SERVICES - W/E 02/11/18
588486 21-Feb-2018 11,111.78 NORTHWEST STAFFING RESOURCES CITY WIDE TEMPORARY SERVICES - W/E 02/18/18
588487 21-Feb-2018 896.82 NW NATURAL ACCT 1640094-7 - GAS USAGE - 01/16/18-02/13/18 - VPD EAST
588487 21-Feb-2018 164.21 NW NATURAL ACCT 3607142-1 - GAS USAGE - 01/24/18-02/06/18 - OPS CENTER/DAY CENTER
ACCR17 - JOB 0503-0013.00 - SEISMIC IMPROVEMENTS-WATER TOWERS -
588488 21-Feb-2018 18,334.72 OBEC CONSULTING ENGINEERS INC THRU 12/31/17 - MP ENG - RECEIPT 132764 BY L JONES
588489 21-Feb-2018 3,866.67 OREGON NEUROLOGY PC 18JAN - RECORDS REVIEW - WATSON V COV/OFFICER - RISK
588490 21-Feb-2018 180.48 Osborn, Brandy L. EMPLOYEE REIMBURSEMENT - BOOT ALLOWANCE - OPS CENTER
ACCT 2810 - CONTR 2692 - ADVERTISING SERVICES - BILLBOARD DUI
CAMPAIGN ADS - NE ST JOHNS RD 100 FT S/O 78TH ST/N PACIFIC HWY 360
588491 21-Feb-2018 1,800.00 PACIFIC OUTDOOR ADVERTISING LLC FT S/O MINNEHAHA RD - 01/22/18-02/18/18 - VPD
588492 21-Feb-2018 28.96 PETTY CASH CUSTODIAN FCC FRONT DESK STAFF MTG
588492 21-Feb-2018 8.80 PETTY CASH CUSTODIAN PAPER PRODUCTS/JUICE FOR FCC FRONT DESK STAFF MTG
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ACCT 0016498801 - EQUIPMENT SERVICE AGREEMENT - STDSLA - SER
588493 21-Feb-2018 521.36 PITNEY BOWES INC DBA PURCHASE POWER [4C00/3106156 - 02/01/18-01/31/19 - UTILITIES
POLICE RECORDS & INFORMATION VPD RECORDS PROJECT MANAGEMENT - CONSULTING SERVICES - THRU
588494 21-Feb-2018 16,694.23 MANAGEMENT GROUP 01/24/18 - VPD - PO 88907/ RECEIPT 132825 BY A CARMAN PER E-MAIL
CUST 20408 - JOB # SCALE 1 - CRUSHED ASPHALT - 171.89 TON - OPS
588495 21-Feb-2018 1,538.42 PORTER W YETT CO CENTER
588496 21-Feb-2018 8,550.00 PORTLAND ADVENTIST MEDICAL CENTER SUMMARY: MULTIPLE MEDICAL TESTINGS - HR
CUST 73769060 - CO2 LIQUID BULK TANK 450# - THRU 01/23/18 - PARKS & REC
588497 21-Feb-2018 124.73 PRAXAIR DISTRIBUTION INC FCC
CUST 73769060 - CO2 LIQUID BULK TANK 450# - THRU 01/26/18 - PARKS & REC
588497 21-Feb-2018 183.09 PRAXAIR DISTRIBUTION INC FCC
CONTROL PANEL FABRICATION - PRESSURE REDUCING VALVE STATION
588498 21-Feb-2018 12,157.06 PROCESS SOLUTIONS, INC. CONTROL PANEL - THRU 01/24/18 - MP ENG
588499 21-Feb-2018 1.621.80 PROFESSIONAL CREDIT SERVICE SUMMARY: ALARM AND CITATION OVERPAYMENT REFUNDS
588500 21-Feb-2018 9,956.20 QWEST CORP DBA CENTURY LINK CITYWIDE PHONE LINES
EMPLOYEE REIMBURSEMENT - CDL TESTING & ENDORSEMENT - OPS
588501 21-Feb-2018 369.00 Rayner, James Arnold CENTER WATER
CASE 720591174 - REF: V GOHEEN - REVIEW CASE
588502 21-Feb-2018 600.00 ROBERT JULIEN MD PC DOCUMENTS/CD'S/RELATED INFORMATION - 01/03/18-01/06/18 - CMO
588503 21-Feb-2018 368.00 ROTSCHY INC CLIENT 59 - ASPHALT IN, VAC TRUCK DUMP - OPS CENTER
ORDER 24771 - MAINTENANCE PARTS FOR WASTEWATER SYSTEM - OPS
588504 21-Feb-2018 2,089.08 S&B INC CENTER
588505 21-Feb-2018 921.56 SEA WESTERN INC ORDER 78617 - OPERATING SUPPLIES - FIRE
SUMMARY: MULITPLE WINDOWS PLATFORMS, ACROBAT, & ACROBAT
588506 21-Feb-2018 1,082.81 SOFTWARE HOUSE INTERNATIONAL SHI PROFESSIONAL LICENSES - IT
ACCR17 - PROJ JM0203L - CUST 916001288 5 - MATERIAL LAB CHARGES -
588507 21-Feb-2018 3,241.62 STATE OF WASHINGTON 17DEC - CONSTRUCTION
ACCR17 - WO 1550 - MISC ELECTRICAL REPAIRS - 07/05/17-08/02/17 - TOWN
588508 21-Feb-2018 8,166.21 STONER ELECTRIC INC PLAZA - OP CENTER
588509 21-Feb-2018 12,068.00 TEKSYSTEMS SUMMARY: TEMPORARY STAFFING SERVICES - INFO TECH
588510 21-Feb-2018 325.20 TLC TOWING SUMMARY: TOWING SERVICES - VPD
588511 21-Feb-2018 390.00 TOWER ROCK PRODUCTS INC CUST 10070 - BRUSH RECYCLING - 01/14/18 - WAREHOUSE
588512 21-Feb-2018 473.17 TOWING & RECOVERY SERVICES INC SUMMARY: TOWING SERVICES - VPD
PROJ 414647 - REHAB LOAN PROGRAM - P GERING - 3700 X ST # 62- 18JAN -
588513 21-Feb-2018 1,192.40 TREEWISE LLC CDBG REHAB FUNDING
i 588514 21-Feb-2018 1,138.20 TRIPLE J ENTERPRISES SUMMARY: TOWING SERVICES - VPD
| 588515 21-Feb-2018 8,001.65 TWO RIVERS TERMINAL LLC CUST CITVAN - CALCIUM NITRACT SOLUTION - 3747 GAL - OP CENTER
. 588515 21-Feb-2018 8,629.48 TWO RIVERS TERMINAL LLC CUST CITVAN - CALCIUM NITRACT SOLUTION - 4041 GAL - OP CENTER
i 588516 21-Feb-2018 12.45 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE 18FEB - SHIPPER #856018 - SERVICE CHARGES - OPS CENTER
| 588517 21-Feb-2018 75.95 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE 18FEB - SHIPPER #8E9480 - SHIPPING CHARGES - MAIL ROOM
I 588518 21-Feb-2018 144.30 US DOSIMETRY TECHNOLOGY [NC CUST 293 - 2 USERS FOR INSPECTOR RADIATION TESTING - CONSTRUCTION
WATER LINE SURVEY/PINPOINTING PROJECT - THRU 12/21/17 - OP CENTER -
588519 21-Feb-2018 1,147.00 UTILITY SERVICES ASSOCIATES RECEIPTED BY P TANDY PER E-MAIL
VANCOUVER AIRE LLC DBA FRESH AIRE AIR ROUTE 1-3 1 - DEODORIZING SERVICE - THRU 01/23/18 - FIRSTENBURG
588520 21-Feb-2018 66.50 FRESHENERS COMM CTR - RECEIPT 132870 BY P NEWTON PER E-MAIL
2017 LODGING TAX GRANTS - SUPPORT VDA FLOWER BASKET PROGRAM -
588521 21-Feb-2018 16,875.38 VANCOUVER DOWNTOWN ASSOCIATION FMS
E PROJ 221103 - AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT - THE MERIWETHER PLACE
588522 21-Feb-2018 500,000.00 VANCOUVER HOUSING AUTHORITY - THRU 01/31/18 - AFFORDABLE HOUSING FUND
ACCR17 - ABBR 08287R - REALTIME CAPTIONING - CITY OF VANCOUVER
588523 21-Feb-2018 1,454.37 VITAC MEETINGS - 17DEC - MEDIA SERVICES
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| 588524 21-Feb-2018 1,614.51 WALTER E NELSON CO SUMMARY: JANITORIAL SUPPLIES - FIRE
2018 ANNUAL SERVICE AND INSPECTION - 1999 CUSTOM MADE TRAILER
588525 21-Feb-2018 1,077.65 WAPITI NW LLC FLATBED - LIC 26399D - UNIT 5017 - EQUIP SERVICES
2018 ANNUAL SERVICE AND INSPECTION - 2002 BUZ FLATBED - LIC 34010D -
588525 21-Feb-2018 978.71 WAPITINW LLC UNIT 5030 - EQUIP SERVICES
ACCR17 - CUST 1042631 - REF 0009121770 - FOREST LAND ASSESSMENT -
WASHINGTON STATE DEPT OF NATURAL FFPA FPA FUND - FINANCE (SEND TO J CROUCH IN FUTURE YEARS-PER C
588526 21-Feb-2018 39.78 RESOQURCES LEWELLEN) - PO 89444 PER P NEWTON PER E-MAIL
588527 21-Feb-2018 5,722.54 WILCOX & FLEGEL FUEL FOR ENGLISH PIT - CONTRACT PO 78486 - EQUIP SERVICES
588527 21-Feb-2018 26.852.32 WILCOX & FLEGEL FUEL FOR OPS - CONTRACT PO 78486 - EQUIP SERVICES
| 588528 21-Feb-2018 41.59 Wilson, Kevin Michael MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT MORNING MOVES
588529 23-Feb-2018 943.40 WESTERN METAL IND PENSION FUND PAYROLL
588530 23-Feb-2018 1,122.01 UNITED WAY OF THE COLUMBIA WILLAMETTE |[PAYROLL
| 588531 23-Feb-2018 2,762.00 CHAPTER 13 - TRUSTEE PAYROLL
588532 23-Feb-2018 7,641.42 LIFE INSURANCE CO OF NORTH AMERICA PAYROLL
588533 23-Feb-2018 9,330.87 AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSURANCE PAYROLL
588534 23-Feb-2018 722.50 IAM LOCAL #1374 PAYROLL
588535 23-Feb-2018 20,789.58 IAFF LOCAL #452 PAYROLL
588536 23-Feb-2018 14,625.10 VANCOUVER POLICE OFFICER GUILD PAYROLL
| 588537 23-Feb-2018 5,229.98 AFSCME LOCAL #307 PAYROLL
i 588538 23-Feb-2018 5,048.29 OPEIU LOCAL #11 PAYROLL
588539 23-Feb-2018 2,301.85 WESTERN CONFERENCE OF TEAMSTERS PAYROLL
588540 23-Feb-2018 600.00 MFS SERVICE CENTER INC PAYROLL
| 588541 23-Feb-2018 672.00 TEAMSTERS LOCAL #58 PAYROLL
i 588542 23-Feb-2018 280.00 UA LOCAL #290 PAYROLL
588543 23-Feb-2018 72.36 LEGAL SHIELD PAYROLL
20001416 20-Feb-2018 2,428.46 CITY OF VANCOUVER SUMMARY: INFOR CITY PAYMENTS
SUBTOTAL 3,701,192.97
VISA 27-Feb-2018 418.56 MISCELLANEOUS PARKS CLASS REFUNDS - FCC 02/20/18 - 02/26/18
VISA 27-Feb-2018 960.00 MISCELLANEOUS PARKS CLASS REFUNDS - MCC 02/20/18 - 02/26/18
VISA 27-Feb-2018 589.20 MISCELLANEOQUS PARKS CLASS REFUNDS - WREC 02/20/18 - 02/26/18
SUBTOTAL 1,967.76
TOTAL 3,703,160.73
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City of Vancouver
Payroll Council Report
February 20, 2018 - February 26, 2018

Check No. Date Explanation Amount
90428-50516 02/23/18 42018 Payroli S 32,045.12
N/A 02/23/18 4 2018 Direct Deposits S 2,766,671.94
6634-6645 02/23/18 2 2018 Pension Payroll S 10,680.04
N/A 02/23/18 2 2018 Pension Direct Deposits S 53,518.59
90517 02/26/18 Supplemental Earnings S 88.81
$ 2,863,004.50




	00_MIN_Minutes_February 12, 2018
	Pledge of Allegiance
	Oath of Office: Councilmember Laurie Lebowsky
	City Attorney Bronson Potter administered the oath of office for Councilmember Laurie Lebowsky.
	Call to Order and Roll Call
	Approval of Minutes of January 22, 2018
	Motion by Councilmember Topper, seconded by Councilmember Glover, and carried unanimously approved the meeting minutes of January 22, 2018.  Councilmember Stober abstained.
	Proclamation: Every28Days
	Mayor McEnerny-Ogle read and presented a proclamation to Lisa Goodrich, Every28Days campaign coordinator, and Kim Hash, representing Share, recognizing February 19-28, 2018, as the Every28Days campaign.
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