Salt Lake City
Metered Parking
Analysis

Summary Presentation
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Summary of Existing Conditions

@ HISTORICAL TRENDS @ CURRENT USAGE (202D22)

> 852,998

0
45% Total Transactions
Including Payby-A
40% SRR

35%
CHONRS

Number
30%

of Meters* Average Number of Transactions
25% per Meter (Including Pagoy-App)
20%
15% 1.80-2.74
10% % H’ H H I N ok Face (3y Land Usb)
-k
0% 41%- 6

2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- 2019- 2020- 2021- * Number of deployed and operational .
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 meters as of August 2022 FEV ORI SIELS OF UIESEER

(278 in November 2022) for MosStMEters
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Evaluation Criteria

Order of
Priority

Criteria Description Other Considerations & Notes

Criteria Category

By removing meter(s), the resulting number of meters does not fall bg
1 an established minimum for the number of meters that is required per
block face.

Minimum Number of
Meters

Maximum distances allowed may differ for certain land
uses, such as commercial land uses offering human
services.

By removing one or more meters, the distance from any parking spac

Distance between Meters| 2 along a block face to any meter does not exceed the maximum allowsg

Number of Total The number of transactions is lower than a particular established criti
Transactions threshold.

The percentage of payy-app transactions for parking spaces associat¢d

Percent Share Peyy-App | 4 with a multispace meter exceeds a certain established critical threshgld.

Criteria for Removing Meters

Year Transactions Transactions

(260 Days) x (3 Years 1 Day 1 Year (260
Days)

$8k ( - ) 5 1,300
+

Summarized Equation tor Determining Bre&dven Number of Transactions per Year



Evaluation Criteria

Criteria Category lCD)rri((j)(:irt;f Criteria Description Other Considerations & Notes
Minimum Number of 1 Per block face where paid parking exists, an established minimum fo
Meters number of meters that is required per block face is not met.

Maximum distances allowed may differ for certain land
uses, such as commercial land uses offering human
services.

Per block face, the distance between a parking space and a-spaite

Distance between Meters| 2 .
meter exceeds an allowed maximum.

The number of transactions is higher than a particular established cri

Number of Total e . .
umber of Tota 3 threshold, and/or wait times during peak demand times at a meter arg

Transactions . . :

causing undue inconvenience to meter users.

The percentage of pagy-app transactions for parking spaces associatgd
Percent Share Pdyy-App | 4 with a multispace meter falls below a certain established critical

threshold.

Criteria for Adding Meters

Order of
Priority

Criteria Description Other Considerations & Notes

Criteria Category

There is a change in land use from undeveloped, industrial, of Assuming that specific meter requirements, such as the
Land Use Changes N/A low-density residential land uses to any combination of minimum number of meters per block face and maximum
commercial, office, mid/higllensity residential, or retail. distance allowed between meters, are met

Spillover parking is occurring from high parking demand land
Spillover Parking N/A uses/activity centers into adjacent loweensity areas, such as
residential neighborhoods.

Criteria for Installing Meters in Existing Unpaid Areas

Alternative strategies to manage spillover parking could also
considered, such as a residential parking permit program.




Pay-by-App
~ Transactions Usage

ReqUIrementS & ThreShOIdS | Threshold .  Threshold

:. ® Under 1,300 ® Over60% .
= Over 1,300

® Maximum Share
D e
@ : Pay-by-App

CRITERIA Transactions
FOR Minimum
KEEPING Nug;tber
METERS Transactions
2 per

Block

Face
METER £ | 250 Feet Max g o
REQUIREMENT! " ||, Distance et

—y

‘ WALKER TOTAL TRANSACTIONS & PAY-BY-APP A
USAGE OVER/UNDER THRESHOLDS

* Minimum requirements. May differ in some
land use contexts




o 5 RLIR .
@ Candidate for Removal 1

Cost & Quantity Estimates

Cost Estimate Range for %Z
wSLI I OSYSyYyu asusS 2N
280 Meters 263 Met Total Number of Meter
r . e
EIEIS Locations Identified as
$1.4¢ $1.3¢ Potential Candidates for
Densit General Land Use  Corresponding Number of Meters per Full
y Category Selected Zone Block Face
Moderate/High
Residential Density MF 1.00
. Residential
Mid-
Density Non-Residential Secondary CBD 1.22
Mixed-Use Gateway Mixed Use 1.80
Moderate/High
Residential Density MF 1.00
. Residential
Hight
Density Non-Residential CBD 1.69
Mixed-Use Downtown Support 2.00
District

Average Number of Meters that Mde
Thresholdby General Land Use Category

CANDIDATES FOR METER REMOVAL
PER BLOCK FACE
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Cost Estimate Range
for Installation of
New Meters at 2 per $24M C $39M

Block Face

Number of
Meters
Needed to
Cover
Short/Mid-
Term Area at 2
Meters per
Block Face

488

TR : P S e

SALT LAKE CITY METERED PARKING ANALYSIS

KER SHORT- & MID-TERM DOWNTOWN

NSULTANTS

GROWTH AREA (FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS)




Cost & Quantity Estimates

| 4
L) &

MID- TO LONG ERM

Average Number of Minimum

: General Land Use Generalized Meters per Full  Number
Density Category Land Use Block Face Acros of Meters
Color Area that Meet per Block

Threshold Face

Residential _
Mid-Density | Non-Residential
Mixed-Use _
Residential Mid-Density Residential
Non-Residential High-Density Residential
. : Non-Residential . ——
HighDensity (HC;S-I‘] Kitl\ig{t a Mid-Density Mixed-Use
Area)
Mixed-Use
Minimum Number of Meters Needed by s Denelty Commerea!
General Land Use and Land Use Density | .o G
pe r B | OCk Face* SALT LAKE CITY METERED PARKING ANALYSIS

CONSOLIDATED FUTURE LAND USES A
* Based on the length of a Downtown block face (660 feet) BY GENERALIZED LAND USE CATEGORY N




Number of MetersNeeded
to Cover Mid/LongTerm
Area at 2 Meters per Block
Face

310

Cost Estimate Range for
Installation of New Meters
at 2 Meters per Block Fac

$1.6¢C
$2.5M

Number of Meters Neede

to Cover Mid/LongTerm

Area at 1 Meter per Block
Face*

143

Cost Estimate Range for
Installation of New Meters
at 1 Meter per Block Face

$715kc
$1.1M

Study Area Boundary

Short/Mid-Term Growth Area

Mid/Long-Term Growth Area

1k o

SALT LAKE CITY METERED PARKING ANALYSIS
MID- & LONG-TERM
GROWTH AREA (FUTURE LAND USES)




Appendix

Corresponding General Land Uses
Corresponding

Neighborhood

Corresponding
Density

[ | Medium Density

or Sub Area  Color

Land Use
Category
Residential

Specific Land Use from Neighborhood or Sub Area Plan

Color

Land Use/Zone Name

Medium Density Residential

High Density Residential Medium High Density Residential
) ) ) ] Mixed Use- Low Intensity
Sugar House - Medium Density Mixed Use Business District Mixed Us&leighborhood Scale
Master Plan . . . Mixed Use- High Intensity
High Density Mixed Use Business District Mixed Us@own Center Scale
| | Medium Density Commercial Neighborhood Business
High Density Commercial N/A
[ | ) ] o Medium Density Residential
[ ] Medium Density Residential Medium High Density Residential
High Density Residential High Density Residential
Medium Residential/Mixed Use
Medium Density Mixed Use Striped Residential/Office Mixed Use
Central - - - -
. Medium Density Transit Orientated Development
lc\inomtmug:ty High Densi Mixed U High Mixed Use
aster Flan igh Density Ixed Use High Density Transit Orientated Development
Neighborhood Commercial
Medium Density Commercial Community Commercial
Striped Central Business District Support
High Density Commercial Central Business District
Medium Density Residential Medium Density (Residential)
High Density Residential High Density (Residential)
The Avenues Medium Density Mixed Use N/A
Master Plan High Density Mixed Use N/A
Medium Density Commercial Business/Commercial
High Density Commercial N/A
. . . . Medium Density Residential
Medium Density Residential Medium/High Density Residential
High Density Residential - High Density Residential
Capitol Hill Medium Density Mixed Use Str!ped 0) Med!um M.'Xed Qse
Master Plan Striped {) | Medium/High Mixed Use
High Density Mixed Use Crosshatch . . .
(X) High Density Mixed Use
Medium Density Commercial General Commercial
High Density Commercial N/A
Medium Density Residential N/A
High Density Residential N/A
Gateway . . . Striped {) | Residential
District Land High Density Mixed Use White Dots | Commercial
Development Retail
and Master Medium Density Mixed Use Crosshatch
Plan* (X) Secondary Support Commercial
Medium Density Commercial N/A
High Density Commercial | | N/A

Land UseConversion Legend




