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Form Approved
OMB No. 158-R0110

PROJECT APPROVAL INFORMATION

jtem 1,
“iDoks this ‘assistance raquest State;’ 'ocal regmnal or other priority
., rating? R :

Yes _X__ No

Name of Govermng Body
Priorlty Ratmg

N

om0 T

- Does this assistance- request require State, or local- udvisory, educa
. tional, or health clearances? s B

Yes v No

TY

Name of Agency or
" Board ..

{Attach Documentation)

Itam 3,
Does this assistance request require clearinghouse review in accord-
ance with OMB Circular A-957?

‘ X

Yes No

I

fAttach Comments/

item 4,
Does this assistance request require State, local, regional or other
planning approval?

Yes % __No

Name of Approving Apency,
Date

'ltornS

Is the proposed project covered by an appmved comprehenswe
plan?

X 'Yas [ ‘No

Check one:,, Stete . . [}
Local 13
Regional

Location of Plan City of Portland

ftom 6.
Wil the aulsmnce raquested serve o Federal Installauon?

Yes X __No

Name of Federsl Instaliation
Feda;a! Population benafiting from Project

Item 7,
Will the assistance requested be on Federal land or instatlation?

Yes X No

Name of fFeders! Installation
Location qf Federal Lend
Parcent of Project

Item B,
Will thy ussistance requested have &n impact or effect on the
environment?

X __VYes No

Seu instructions for edditional information o be provided,

See narrative !

Item 8,

Has the project for which assistance is requested caused, since
Janusry 1, 1871, or weili it cause, the displacerment of any individual,
tamily, business, or ferm?

Yes ‘ X No

Number of:
Individuals
Families
Businesses
Farms

Itern 10,
s there other relsted assistance on this project pravious, pending,
or anticipated?

See instructions for additionsl information to be provided,

% Local match from the Portland Development
Yes No . .
Commiseion pending.
htem 11. .
Is prmect ine ‘Designated Fiood Hazerd Aren?
Yes X No

EPA Form 5700:33 (Rev. 10=79)
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PART I}

Negatwe answers will not require an explanatlon uniess the
-Federsl -agency requests more information at 8 later date.
~Providesupplementary data for all “Yes" answers in the

space provuded in accordance with the following mstrucmons S L , .
= . ' “Item 8-Describe briefly the possible beneficial and harmful
. impact on the: environment - of the proposec project. ‘|f an

ltem 1—Provide the name of the governing body establishing
the priority system and the priority r}atmg assqgned to‘th«s
project R

“Mtem 2=Provide the name of the agency or board which
issued the clearance and attach the documentation of status
or approval.

Item 3—Attach the clearinghouse comments for the applica- -

tion in accordance with the instructions contained in Office
of Management and Budget Circular.No. A-85, 1f comments
were submitted previously with a preapplication, do not sub-
mit them again but any additional comments received from
the clearinghouse should be submitted with this application;

Item 4~Furnish the name of the approving agency and the
approval date.

item 5~Show whether the approved comprehensive plan is
State, local or regional, or if none of these, explain the scope
cf the plan, Glive the location where the approved plan is
available for examination and state whether this pro)ect is
in conformance with the plan.

ltem 6-8how the population residing' or working on the
Federal |nstallat|on who will benefit from thls project

SRR AR

EPA Form 5700.33 (Rev. 10w79)

Form Approved
OMB No. 158-R0110

INSTRUCTIONS

Yoty

Item 7-Show the percentage of the project work that will
be conducted on federally-owned or leased land, Give the

name of the Federal instaliation and its location.

adverse environmental impact is anticipated, explain What
action will be taken to minimize the impact. Federal agen-
cies will provide separate instructions if additional data are
needed.

Item 8—~State the number of individuals, families, businesses,

_or farms this project will displace. Federal agencies will pro-

vide separate instructions if additional data are needed.

item 10-Show the Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog
number, the program name, the type of assistance, the status
and the amount of each project where there is related pre-
vious, pending or anticipated assistance. Use additional
sheets, if needed. o

Item 11—Flood Insurance—Check *'Yes" it project or any
nonexpendable property is to be located in 8 special fiood

‘hazard area designated by the Department of Housing and

Urban Development. |f the answer is “/Yes’’ the grantee must
purchase the required flood insurance if required pursuant to
Item 7 of the General Instructions to this application,

ERTTS STANRTES B A RS RN R R e
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rorm A;j)proved
OMB No. 158-R0110

PART I1—BUDGET INFORMATION
SECTION A—BUDGET SUMMARY &
GRANT PROGRAM, FEDERAL ESTIMATED UNOBLIGATED FUNDS NEW OR REVISED BUDGET
FUNCTION OR ACTIVITY CATALOG NO. FEDERAL NON-FEDERAL FEDERAL NON-FEDERA::L : ‘lfOTAjL
{a) {b) {c) ) (e} m e
1. s s $ 64,000 $ 28,000 $ 92,000
3.
4. :
5. TOTALS - s : 3 [ 64,000 -$ 28,000 $ 92,000
SECTION B-SCHEDULE A BUDGET CArecomEé
GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION OR ACTIVITY L
6. Object Class Categories - TOTAL
m Federal ‘(21 local {3} (4} ’ {5}
3. Personnel ¢ 2,000 $ 22,000 * $ 1% 24,000
b. Fringe Benelits 6,000 6,000
c. Travel
d. Equipment
2. Supplies
f. Contractual 61,587
g. Construction
h. Other
i. Total Direct Charges
j. Indirect Charges 413 .
x. TOTALS $ 64,000 s 28,000 $ $ ¢ 92,000 -
7. Program Income $ $ $ $ $
PAGE 7 OF 12

. EPA Form 5700-33 (Rev. 10-79)

SPOEGY



Form Approved

SECTION 8 — SCHEDULE B — BUDGET CATEGORIES

OMB No, 158-R0110

1 6. Program Elements
I

o

FUNDING .

1)

1"

FEDERAL

(2)

NON-FEDERAL

(3)

TOTAL

*MAN-
YEARS

'$

e

i. Total Program Elernents

i. STATE TOTAL

i
i
v
; i
i . :
. H i
B i
i V
{
i
i !
b |
i
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-Form Approved

‘OMB No 158 ROT10

z B R £ . SECTION C-NONFEDERAL RESOURCES - =~ =~ cuo i 7

o R (alGRANTPROGRAM ! {b) APPLICANT () STATE m)omen souaces (¢} TOTALS
:‘82 ,.ontract w1th Portland Dev. -Commission | $ ; $ $ 28 000 {$_ 28,000

$ : $ : $ 28,000 18- 28,000
- - ) SECTION D—FORECASTED CASH NEEDS

SR - R TOTAL FOR Ist YEAR st QUARTER 2nd QUARTER - _3id OQUARTER  4INQUARTER
" ¥3cFedeml. - . ¢ " 18 g4 000 $ 16,000 $ 16,000 $ 16,000 - {5 1g:i000
. 14."NonFederal - 28,000 7,000 7,000 : 7,000 73000
- 15 TOTALS 5. 92,000 $ 23,000 $ 23,000 1% - 23.000 ®. 23,000
- SECTION E—BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDERAL FUNDS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJECT
R , FUTURE FUNDING PERIODS (YEARS) . "
. (@) GRANT PROGRAM (b) FIRST (c) SECOND (d}) THIRD (e} FOURTH =2
16. $ $ $ $ .
17 : : : E p
- 18. - -

2 |: A < ; R B

20, TOTALS s $ s : 35

- SECTION F-OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION
{Attach Additional Sheets If Necessary)

21, DiréélCﬁérgés: s E S0 3 Lo -

EPA Form 570032 {Rev- 10-79) -

PART IV—_PROGRAM NARRATIVE {Attach per instruction)

PAGE 9 OF 12



Form Approved
OMB No. 158-R0O110

INSTRUCTIONS

i

PART HI

“General Instructions

This form is designed so that application can be made for

funds from one or more grant programs. In preparing the
budget, adhere to any existing Federal grantor agency guide-
lines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts
should be separately shown for different functions or activi-
ties within the program. For some programs, grantor apen-
cies may require budpets to be separately shown by function
or activity. For other programs, grantor agencies may not
require a breakdown by function or activity. - Sactions A,
B, C, and D should include budget estimates for the whcie
project except when appiying for assistance which requires
Federal authorization in annual or other funding period in-
crements. In the latter case, Sections A, B, C, and D should
provide the budget for the first budget period fusualiy a
year) and Section E should present the need for Federal as-
sistance in the subseguent budget periods. All appligations
- should contsin & breakdown by the object class categories
shown in Lines a-k of Section B,

Section A, Budget Summary
Lines 1-4, Columns (a) and (b),

For applications pertaining to a single Federal grant pro-
gram (Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog number) and
not requiring 8 functional or activity breakdown, enter on
Line 1 under Column (a) the catalog program title and the
catalog number in Column (b).

For applications pertaining to & single program requiring
budget amounts by multiple functions or activities, enter the
-name of each activity or function on each line in Column (a),
and enter the catalog number in Column (b). For applice-
‘tions pertaining to mu/tiple programs where none of the
programs require a breakdown by function or activity, enter

.the catalog program title on each line in Column (a) and the
" respective catalog number on each line in Column (b).

For applications pertaining to multiple programs where
one or more programs require s breakdown by function or
activity, prepare a separate sheet for each program requiring
the breakdown, Additional sheets should be used when one
form does not provide adequate space for all breakdown of
data required, However, when more than one sheet is used,
the first page should provide the summary totals by programs,

Lines 1-4, Columns (c) through (g).

:For new applications, leave Columns (c) and (cl) blank.
For each line entry in Columns (a) and (b}, enter in Cotumns
(e}, (f), and (g} the appropriate amounts of funds needed to
support the project for the first fundlng period (usually a
yeer).

For contmumg prant program applications, submit these
forms before the end of each funding period as required by

EPA Form 5700-33 (Rev. 1079,

 do not use Columns (c) and (d).

:

the granmr agency Enter in: Columns (c) and {d) the esti-

' mated amounts of funds whlch will remain unobligated at

the end of the grant funding period only if the Federal
grantor agency instructions provide for this, Otherwise,
leave these columns btank, Enter in Columns (e} and (f) the
amounts of funds needed for the upcoming period, The
amount(s) in Column (g} should be the sum of amounts in
Coiumns (e) and (f). '

For supplemental grants and changes to existing grants,
Enter in Column (e) the
amount of the increase or decrease of Federal funds and
enter in Column (f) the amount of the increase or decraase
of non-Federal funds. In Column (g) enter the new totsl
budgeted amount {Federal and non-Federal) which includes
the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or’
minus, as appropriate, the amounts shown in Columns (e)
and (f}. The amount{s) in Column (g) should not equal the
sum of amounts in Columns {e) and (f).

Line 5~Show the totals for all columns used.

Section B. Schedule A—Budget Categories .

in the column headings {1) through {4), enter the titles of the
same programs, functions, and activities shown on Lines 1-4,
Column (s}, Section A, When additional shests were pre-
pared for Section A, provide similar column headings on each
sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill in the total
requirements for funds (both Feceral and non-Fedsral) by
object class categories,

Lines Ga-h—Show the estimated ammount. for each dirsct cost
budget (object class) category for esch calumin with prograrm,
function or activity heading.

Line Gi-fShavv the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column,

Line 6j=Show the amount of indirect cost. Refer to Office
of Management and Budget Circular No, A-87.

Line 6k=Enter the total of amounts of Lines 6i and 6], For
all applications for new grants and continuation grants the
total amount in Column (5), Line 8k, should be the same as
the total amount shown in Section A, Column (g), Line &,
For supplemental grants and changes to grants, the total
amount of the increase or decrease as shown in Columns
(1)-(4), Line 6k should be the same as the sum of the
amounts In Section A, Columns (e) and (f) on Line 6, When
additional sheets were prepared, the last two sentences apply
only to the first page with summary totals,

Line 7—Enter the estimated amount of income, if any, ex-
pectad to be generated from this projact. Do not add or
subtract this amount from the total projoct amount, Show
under the program narrative statement thy nature end source
of income, The estimated amount of program income may
be considered by the Federal grantor agency in determ\ning

”the total amount of the grant,

PAGE 10 OF 12



DE PARTMENT OF
PUGLIC WORKS

“MIKT. LINDBERG
COMMAISSIONER

QFFICE OF
PLUBLIC WORKS
ADMINISTRATOR

az1 SW ALDER
PORTLAMD. OR 97205

15104

January 7, 1981

DICK THIEL

CHIEF ‘
AIR PROGRAMS BRANCH
USEPA REGION X

1200 SIXTH AVENUE
SEATTLE WA 98101

Dear Dick:

Over the past several weeks I have had discussions with Bill Greene

and John Kowalczyk, Dave DeBruyn and George Hofer of your staff,

and Brock Nicholson of RTP concerning the amount of money budgeted

for traffic data in the Portland road dust control study. Since it

is our understanding that the Region has some unexpended prior year 105
dollars available at this time, we would like to take the opportunity
to request some additional support.

When the grant application was originally drafted by DEQ and City
staff, it was assumed that a minimal amount of traffic data would be
required. Since that time we have had a number of discussions with
the project contractor concerning the amount of data which will be
needed to adequately factor out the impact of this variable from the
impact of the experimental street sweeping progran.

Specifically, we would 1ike to be able to measure automobile and
truck volumes (separately) and speeds and typical hourly variations
for each major link in the road network for each study area.

We believe this will entail use of up to 20 mechanical counters
capable of measuring volume and speed on an hourly basis; and the
use of part-time employees (such as college students) to manually
determine automobile/truck mixes at key links. Auto/truck mixes
should be measured at least three times during the six month study
period, We have calculated the cost for these activities to be
approximately $10,000. The work would most 1ikely be carried out
by the City Bureau of Traffic Engineering. After reviewing the
consultant's comments, I am convinced that lack of adequate
traffic data could jeopardize the accuracy of the study results
and strongly urge you to look favorably on our request for a grant
amendment.



’3 3-.‘ L
Dick Thiel 31
" January 7, 1981
Page Two

With respect to another, but related topic, Brock Nicholson
contacted me some time back to pass along a request from the
standards development branch that we expand our proposed monitoring
program for the road dust study to include collection and analysis
of the less than 2.5 um particulate fraction. I indicated to

Brock that we were willing to do the extra work providing RTP

and the Region could provide us with some additional support.

John Bockman has indicated that he strongly prefers the addition

of virtual impactor dichotomous samplers at each monitoring site.
Our contractor owns one such instrument. We would need eijther

the loan from EPA of three additional instruments, or approximately
$6,000 for equipment rental. RTP also indicated that they would
1ike to see mass, chemical mass balance, and elemental analysis
performed on the 2.5 um fraction as well as the high vol and low
vol samples. MWe estimate that analysis of all samples would

run approximately $18,000 - 20,000. Representative samples

would, of course, cost proportionately less.

I have asked Brock Nicholson to contact you directly regarding
RTP's request. MWe at Portland certainly concur that this would
be a valuable addition to our study.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of these requests.
We will, of course, prepare more formal proposals if funds are
indeed available.

Sincerely,

'/,)‘v"‘"‘ P

‘- ’

Maxine Borcherding '
Assistant Public Works Administrator

-
e

ve ! .
,,/',f;/dﬁ;,,y-/ﬂnﬁ.xi ¢
\

E."Jack Weathersbee
Department of Environmental Quality
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Portland Parking Management

«

METRO has forwarded to Region X a copy of the City's Downtown Parking and
Circulation Plan with the air guality analysis and supporting
documentation. The Parking and Circulation Plan is ultimately to become

o the backbone of the new Portland CO SIP. The key features of the Plan

L. are a fixed inventory of 40,055 parking spaces and a Parking Management
Program. A total of $56,000 is needed to fund the first year of the
Parking Management Program: $30,000 for the Parking Manager and $26,000
for Prcgram support {one year only). The city is in the middle of a budget
period and cannot readily fund the startup amount, but should be able to
fund continuation of the program in the future. The Portland Development
Commission is willing to.provide 50% of the required start-up amount, and
EPA is being asked to submit the remainder. We believe this is very
necessary program to insure an effective CO SIP. Therefore, we are
requesting approval of 105 Funds for the other one-half, which amounts
to $28,000., We have attached two memoranda from the City, which detail

the activities for the Parking Management Program and the allocation of
funds.

Start-up funding for the Parking Management Program, as adopted by City
Council on Octcber 30, 1980.




Dick Thiel
- January 7, 1981
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With respect to another, but related topic, Brock Nicholson
contacted me some time back to pass along a request from the
standards development branch that we expand our proposed monitoring
program for the road dust study to include collection and analysis
of the less than 2.5 um particulate fraction. I indicated to

Brock that we were willing to do the extra work providing RTP

and the Region could provide us with some additional support.

John Bockman has indicated that he strongly prefers the addition
of virtual impactor dichotomous samplers at each monitoring site.
Qur contractor owns one such instrument. We would need either

the loan from EPA of three additional instruments, or approximately
$6,000 for equipment rental. RTP also indicated that they would
1ike to see mass, chemical mass balance, and elemental analysis
performed on the 2.5 um fraction as well as the high vol and low
vol samples. We estimate that analysis of all samples would

run approximately $18,000 - 20,000. Representative samples

would, of course, cost proportionately less.

I have asked Brock Nicholson to contact you directly regarding
RTP's request. We at Portland certainly concur that this would
be a valuable addition to our study.

Thank you in advance for your consideration of these requests.

We will, of course, prepare more formal proposals if funds are
indeed available.

Sincerely,
. /,)l"'»’v. ’f . Jeor cred

Maxine Borcherding
Assistant Public Works Administrator

-

i
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-
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E.“Jack Weathersbee
Department of Environmental Quality
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Portland Parking Management '1'

«

METRO has forwarded to Region X a copy of the City's Downtown Parking and
Circulation Plan with the air gquality analysis and supporting
documentation. The Parking and Circulation Plan is ultimately to become
the backbone of the new Portland CC SIP. The key features of the Plan
are a fixed inventory of 40,055 parking spaces and a Parking Management
Program. A total of $56,000 is needed to fund the first year of the
Parking Management Program: $30,000 for the Parking Manager and $26,000
for Prcgzam support (one year only). The city is in the middle of a budget
period and cannot readily fund the startup amount, but should be able to
fund continuation of the program in the future. The Portland Development
Commission is willing to provide 50% of the required start-up amount, and
EPA is being asked to submit the remainder. We believe this is very
necessary program to insure an effective CO SIP. Therefore, we are
requesting approval of 105 Funds for the other one-half, which amounts

to $28,000. We have attached two memoranda from the City, which detail

the activities for the Parking Management Program and the allocation of
funds.

Start-up funding for the Parking Management Program, as adopted by City
Council on October 30, 1980.
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Department of Environmental Quality 2

522 SOUTHWEST 5TH AVE. PORTLAND, OREGON

VICTOR ATIYER MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 1760, PORTLAND, OREGON 87207  (503) 229-5397

GOVERNOR

January 5, 1981

o Dick Thiel, Chief RE@EIWE@ Zr- *“,:x ﬁw?*'TB‘ .
Air Programs Branch . =

- AT
Environmental Protection Agency d e Wl V ?X
Region .X N JA R OC3?vN? =
1200 Sixth. Avenue City of Portland ST
Seattle, Washington 98101 Policy Devel, Section ity e ”W‘Vafd

. L. T EdRdan

Hureay of Elanning

Dear Dick;

Enclosed are two memos from the City of Portland, which support Item 2 in
Bill Young's December 30, 1980 letter to Don Dubois regarding 105 Funding
requests. Also please note that the word "if" was inadvertently left out
after my telephone number on page 2 of that letter.

Sincerely,

w
1]

E. J. Weathershee
Adminisgtrator
Air Quality Division

JPK:h
Enclosures (2)

cet  Cynthia Rurtz-City of Portland
Michael Fisher-City of Portland
Doug Oblitz-Portland Development Commission
Jeanne Roy-Portland Air Quality Advisory Committee
Richard Brandman-Metro

ans



THE CITY_OF
PORTLAKD

ml“
SEDBEAN
&

)
‘ N

v;,j(_:-u:%; }I[ S
> ,,’.'ij,. _,3:
Q%?\“J r'-?('??",}

(S U Wty
‘d};" THY ;\’s’:"

Aan

OREGORM

COMMIE McCREADY
MAYOR

OFFICE OF
PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT

BUREAU OF
PLANNING
621 S.VW/ ALDER ST
PORTLAND, OR 97205

FRANK FROST
ACTING DIRECTOR
248-4253
CODE
ADMINISTRATION
246-4250

LONG RANGE
PLANNING
2484260
SPECIAL

PROJECTS
248-4509

L' TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING
248-4254

HOUSING AND
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e

20 November 1980

MEMORANDUM
TO: Howard Harris, DEQ
FROM: Michael Fisher, Bureau of Planning

SUBJECT: Parking Management Program

j(fii{}ﬁif

You requested additional information on the parking management
program. I have estimated for the parking manager position, the

assistant, and program support activities

, a distribution of

resources by work program element. If you require further explan-

ation, please call me at 248-4254.

1. Parking Manager

a. Administrative responsibilities

(see work program)
b. Parking use survey
C. Recommendations on more effi-

cient use of publicly-owned
parking

d. curb parking plan (and rate changes)

e, carpool parking plan
2. Assistant Parking HManager
a. parking use survey

b, analysis of publicly-owned
parking

c. curb parking plan (and rate changes)

d. carpool parking plan

$30,000

50%
20%

10%
10%
10%
$14,000
50%

10%
20%
20%
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3. Program Support
a. Parking data mapping system"_
b. Administrative suppert

¢. Parking survey (and/or other program
elements) contingencies.*

$12,000
30%

20%

50%

1 \}_i f,r.;f_;l %

*May include additional part-time staff, or consultant assistance.

MF:db
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14 November 1980
MEMORANDUM
T0: John Kowalczyk, Dept. of Environmenta) Quality
FROM: Michael Fisher, Bureau of Planning hh?%;:
SUBJECT: Downtown Parking Management Program

As you are aware the Portland City Council adopted the Updated

Parking and Circulation Policy, Parking Management Program, and
Air Quality Plan on October 30, 1980. To complete this effort,
it would appear that two tasks need completion, bath requiring

your assistance and coordination.

First, the Air Quality Plan needs to be
the Environmental Quality Commission. Our intention would be to
have this done as quickly as possible. Hopefully, a public

hearing will not be needed given the community participation effort

whichhas been accomplished. As you know, two well-publicized public
hearings were held,

reviewed and adopted by

Could you please take the responsibility for settin
process to approve the recommended program?
based on testimony at the City Council
plan, and that final approval

g up the necessary
I have the impression,
hearing, that DEQ supports the
is mostly a formality,

Second, the funding for the Parking Management Program, needs to be
formally committed to the City as soon as possible, Basically, we

want to begin screening applicants for the parking management POST -
tion. The plan is to have a selection committee, with a representen
tive from your department, to interview candidates and to select the

Parking Manager. Hopefully, we can begin the program on January 1,
1987,

The Parking Management Program, as adopted by the City Council, is
attached for your reference. As you are probably aware, the budget
has been reduced to $56,000, which funds the Parking Manager, a
part-time assistant, and materials and service. We felt that the
workscope could be most effectively accomplished without consul tants,
Two work program items from the original program were transferred to
other City programs (flextime and the transit analysis),

We are requesting that the first year of the program be evenly funded
by the DEQ and PDC. After the first vear,:the City;intends: to' fund
the program from revenues from curb parking, Our furding request
from you, therefore, totals $28,000, : o E R
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Could you please advise me on the status of these funds. We are
particularly interested in when the funds could be formally committed
to the City.

Please call me at 248-4254 for additional information,

MF :db
Attachment

cc: Bill Green, DEQ
Howard Harris, DEQ"/,
Doug Obletz, PDC
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Parking Management Program

0~

A.
1.
5.
6.
7.
8.

1.

™o

Administrative Responsibilities

" Process all conditional use requests for parking and make reccumenda -

tions to the Hearings Officer with regard to the number of spaces to
be approved and the proportion to be made available for lTong-term and
short-term use, general public use, carpools, and bicycle storage,

To expedite the approval process, discuss parking and other related
matters with developers at the earliest possihle stages of planning,

Develop and maintain a three-year schedule of approved parking, pro-
grammed removals, and future parking requirements, to enable the City
to have maximum administrative flexibility within the limits of the
established total inventory,

Organize and staff a Downtown Parking Advisory Committee to monitor
the parking management program,

Coordinate the activities of the Downtown Plan staff, the Portland
Development Commission, the Bureau of Traffic Engineering, Tri-Met,
the Bureau of Buildings, METRO, the Office of Generaj Services, and
the Department of Environmental Quality as they relate (g “ho admin-
istration of the parking management progranm,

With the assistance of the DEQ, the Bureau of Traffic Engincering, and
Tri-Met, monitor air Quality, traffic conditions, and transit usage on
a regular basis.

Update key elements of the parking policy at intervals not tg exceed
three years, and make recommendations to the City Council and te
Environmental Quality Commission.

Monitor changes in the number of spaces in existing parking facilities,
and other unapproved parking in downtown. Coordinate with the Bureau
of Buildings action needed to enforce provisions of the policy,

Maintain a schedule of approved parking, particularly parking approved

by revocable permits, and coordinate any necessary enforcement activity,

Parking Data

Update the count of all downtown parking of f-street Spaces on a reqular

basis, Develop a mapping system which shows both curb and off-street
spaces,

Prepare quarterly reports for reviow by the D,E.Q. desériting the
current count and parking-approved for construction., .
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Identify garages (public or private) which nave high potentizl for
more efficient use. Collect additional data indicating how the facil-
jty is used (occupancy, turnover, rates, etc.) and who controle its
use (ownership, lease arrangements, etc.)

As described in Section 4.d of the parking policy, recommend an ad-
Justment to the total inventory based on the initial count of parking
spaces and the current list of parking approved for construction.

C. Programs. The purpose of the following programs ic to encourage the most
efficient use of existing or new parking facilities, and to reduce the
need for parking in downtown.

1.

City Public Garages

(a) MWith the assistance of the Portland Development Commission,
Office of General Services, and the operators of City garages,
_ prepare a detailed analysis of the use of City garages.

(b) Develop recomnendations for review by the Parking Advisory
Cormittee and City Council for the future use of City garages,
including the proportion of long-term and short-term parking,
rate structure, reserved carpool spaces, and bicycle parking,

(c) 1In cooperation with the Portland Development Commission and
other agencies, review the need for additional public parking
facilities which the City should build or acquire. The follow-
ing areas should receive consideration: O0ld Town - Skidmore,
north of Burnside, RX Zone, and the retail core. The Parking
Manager should be responsible for arca-wide parking strategies
for areas to be possibly served by new parking facilities,

Curb Spaces

(a) wWith the assistance of the Bureau of Traffic Engineering, pre-
pare a detailed analysis of the use of curb spaces in downtown,
Prepare a 3-5 year program of curb parking removal, retention,
or replacement, with emphasis on improving transit or traffic
operation, and the provision of needed short-term parking.

(b) With the assistance of the Bureau of Traffic Engineering, develop
recommendations for review by the Parking Advisory Committee and
the City Council for changes in curb parking rates and/or time

limits on meters, (This program aims to encouraqge higher turnover,

reduce circulating traffic and meter feeding, and to increase use
of off-street facilities).

Publicly Owned Parking Facilities
(a) In cooperation with appropriate officials of the federal, state

and county governments, prepare a detailed analysis of the use
of publicly owned parking Tacilities.,

[11-4
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(b) Make recommendations to other governmental bodies through the
{ City Council, and appropriate governmental staff vith regard to

S more shared public use, reserved carpool spaces, bicycle storage,
and transit incentive programs. '
q. . Privately Owned Parking Facilities
| (a) Prepare and maintain a file of existing garages which could poten-
tially share parking with neighboring new developments.
(b) Interview representatives of a number of large business firms to
discuss the possible need for transit incentive and/or parking
i management programs, .
5 5. Rideshare Program
: (a) Jointly develop with Tri-Met's marketing staff a set of guidelines
for rideshare programs jn‘new developments., The program can in-
clude preferred or subsidized parking for carpools or vanpools,
lease or sponsorship of vanpools, transit fare subsidy, or flex-
ible work hours.
(b) Develop a carpoo) parking plan for city garages and curb spaces,
(c) Determine the feasibility of new public off-street parking faci]-
" ities for exclusive use by carpools,
i

0. Staff and Budget
Parking Manager ' $30,000

Program Support (First Year Only)
Part-time Assistance (1400 hours)  $14,000

. Materials and Services 12,000
Total $56,000
3 \
nl")':
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Ordinance

An Ordinance authorizing an application to the United States Environmental
Protection Agency for an Air Quality Program Demonstration Grant,
estimated at $64,000, to aid in air quality planning; authorizing con-
trols; and declaring an emergency.

The City of Portland ordains:
Section 1. The Council finds:

1. The United States Environmental Protection Agency has made available
a demonstration grant to aid in air quality planning.

2. The Council adopted a Parking and Circulation Plan for Downtown
Portland (Resolution No. 32794) that included a Parking Management
Program and Air Quality Plan.

3. The Council has directed the Bureau of Planning to pursue possible
funding sources for implementing the Parking Management Program at
an estimated cost of $56,000.

4, The Council accepted funding for a Street Vacuuming Demonstration
Project (Ordinance No. 149749),

5. This project could be greatly enhanced by procurement of additional
ambient monitoring information and additional traffic data at an
estimated cost of $36,000.

6. Both projects are eligible for funding under the United States
Environmental Protection Agency's Air Quality Grant program, and
the City's efforts in these directions can be furthered by a grant
in aid of such service.

7. Total cost of the projects is estimated at $92,000. A local match
is required and may be available from the Portland Development
Commission through their contribution to the Parking Management
Program. Indirect cost will be in the amount of $413.00.

8. Should the City secure and accept this grant, it will be obligated
to comply with the regulations of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs:

a. The Commissioner of Public Affairs and the Commissioner of Public
Works shall make application to the United States Environmental
Protection Agency for a grant estimated at $64,000 in aid of air

quality planning as per Exhibit A attached to the original only
hereof .
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b hou]d the descn1bed grant be approved, contracts or grant }
greements are authortzed g ; L I

. ' P ; ‘ | sl
c, :The Comm1551oners are author1zed to provi de assurances regardmgI
L thel uselof the grant as may ibe required by the United States' 3

Environmental Protection Agency, the United States Department of”

) Commerce, the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Deve]opment and the United States Department of Transportation.
~dv - The Commissioners are authorized to prov-ide such information and .. . . .. . ..
¢/~ assurances as are required for receipt, expenditure and accounting
. for the-grant project.
‘e’ Expenditures under this grant are not authorized until the United
- - States Environmental Protection Agency has approved the grant; the
A .. Councilihas specifically appropriated the funds; and the system! of
b ., accountability has been approved by the Bureau of Financial Affa1rs.’m
Eﬁ {}h Should the Grant be approved and the Council accepts, the supere
- . ' vision.of the project will be provided by the Bureau of P]ann1ng
o ] and the Office of Public Works. :
) Sect1ph 2. The Council. dec]ares that an emergency exists because regu]at1ons
o governing the grant require immediate application, and delay in applica-i
don tion may result in the loss of opportunity to secure the grant; there-

fore this Ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after 1ts
passage by the Counc11
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