BLOOMINGTON TRAFFIC COMMISSION
AGENDA
January 22, 2014
5:30 P.M. - COUNCIL CHAMBERS

l. ROLL CALL
Il. ELECTION OF OFFICERS
I1l.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES - September 25, 2013
IV.  REPORTS AND ANNOUCEMENTS
V. OLD BUSINESS
VI.  NEW BUSINESS

A. 2600 block of East 5th Street - Request from Parking Enforcement
& Sanitation to restrict parking on the north side of East 5th.

VIl.  DISCUSSION

VIIl. ADJOURNMENT



BLOOMINGTON TRAFFIC COMMISSION
MINUTES OF THE MEETING
September 25, 2013

ROLL CALL

Members Present: James Batcho, Judy Maki, Joe Vandeventer, Rayanne Cox (proxy for
Adrian Reid), Sarah Ryterband, Jeff Weber, (Ryan Cobine arrived after roll call).

Members Absent: Mike Avila
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Jeff Weber moved to approve the minutes from July 24, 2013. Sarah Ryterband
seconded. The motion passed unanimously. Minute approved as submitted

REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

Sarah Ryterband asked for an update on the Fairview project. Wykoff reported the
Fairview Sidewalk Project is having the final design finalized. The Street Department
will be doing the construction. Possibly, next week staff will be working with Utilities to
start putting storm inlets in. Staff still needs to meet with a couple of residents reference
driveway relocations. Wykoff added additional projects in the McDoel Neighborhood
include the 2013 Greenways Plan, which is an island construction at Rogers. That work
will begin in the next couple of weeks. This will be at the corner of Allen and Rogers.
This will limit the left hand turn movement for east west traffic and also the north south
traffic.

OLD BUSINESS

None

NEW BUSINESS

A. Zone 9 Extension - Residential Neighborhood Parking Permit Area - Wykoff
explained Council Member Volan's request to extend Zone 9 neighborhood permit
parking. This could go from 2nd Street, to Grant, back over to Lincoln. This is currently
outside Zone 9. There is a portion of Lincoln that goes from 2nd Street down to First
Street, crosses University, also 1st Street and University over to Henderson are open for
discussion.

Wykoff added staff has been pondering this area and felt a solution to this request, in
order to keep migration and other things from occurring, would be to not extend Zone 9,
but create a new zone, Zone 11. Zone 9 seems to be working as it is, recently a portion of
2nd Street was added to Zone 9. The boundaries of what is in Zone 9 and Zone 11 could
be cleaned up.



Steve Volan, representing District 6, introduced himself. He stated this is the extreme
southern edge of the district he represents. He added he is intrigued by Justin's
recommendation, and expected to only be talking about University. Volan stated the first
people to petition him lived on University. Volan stated once he started talking to other
neighbors there was a concern that this was the closest unregulated parking to campus
and it became reasonable to be concerned about what would happen to 1st Street if
University were included in Zone 9. The thought was the parking from the University
would just move down there. Volan stated he was open to discussion about 1st Street and
open to support whatever neighbors think is best with respect to the lower part of the
zone. The appeal of having a Zone 11 is great, however, this was the first he had heard of
it, and he did not feel it was really needed. Volan felt Zone 9 is rather small, and a Zone
11 would be small too. He would prefer not to see what happened before Zones 4
through 7 were broken up. Volan does not feel this zone will be any bigger than the Zone
on the other side of Henderson Street that serves EIm Heights.

Ryan Cobine asked if it was correct that the reason for this was eliminating people going
to campus and looking for a close place to park. Volan stated yes, there was no question,
which is why all the zones exist, to prevent the warehousing of cars. The problem has
been exacerbated with the addition of meters downtown.

John Tork introduced himself. He stated he was the person that asked Mr. VVolan about
the issue. He stated he had recently moved to University Street and it quickly became
apparent that during the day when school is in session there is no parking on his street.
There are two units on the corner and the kids park on his side so they don't have to buy a
permit. The big issue for him currently, since he is doing work on the house, is that there
are no spaces for contractors to park.

Ann Foster introduced herself. She also lives on University Street, and has been there for
about five years. She stated it has always been a street which had a lot of parking from
students going to the law school. The street is empty of parked cars after about 6:00 p.m.
There are a few people on the street that do not have driveways so the parking does affect
them dramatically. Her neighbors do not work 9 - 5 so parking for them is a problem.
This year she stated she has noticed the parking situation has changed dramatically.
Sometimes her neighbors have not been able to get out of their driveways because of
parked cars. The street is apparently not patrolled and the yellow striping has not been
painted so they pack the cars in as close as they can.

Cobine asked Ms. Foster if she saw any pros or cons to having this area the same zone or
having its become its own zone. Ms. Foster stated she used to live in Zone 1, and she
agreed the zone does seem to be small, however, he had no objection to a small zone
because she only wants to park in front of her house. She is sure students would rather
have a larger zone since there tends to be more cars than spaces in student housing, and
this would give them a bigger zone in which to find a place to park. Ms. Foster stated she
feels there would be more parking on 1st Street and it would be dangerous because it is
used for emergency traffic. Foster stated she was very excited to see Lincoln and Grant



included because cars park on those streets very close to the curb which makes it difficult
to see around the corners.

Mr. Tork stated he had no opinion about whether it should be one or two different zones.
It is a 50/50 neighborhood of student rentals. He agreed with the turning problems
because there are cars parked right up to the edge.

Ted Miller introduced himself. He stated he lives at 412 East 1st Street. His house is on
the south side of 1st Street. This is the side where parking is allowed. He has lived here
for 30 years. Mr. Miller stated First Street is an extremely dangerous street for people
who live on the south side who are trying to get their cars out of their driveways onto the
street. He added 1st Street is parked from one end to the other pretty regularly
throughout the day and there are not that many spaces available. He is very supportive of
including 1st Street into the zone. He stated they have had problems getting their cars out
onto 1st Street because of visibility up and down the street due to parked cars.

Cobine asked if both sides will be included in the zone. Wykoff stated yes.

Wykoff stated staff's attraction of separating the zones is so Zone 9 doesn't change
because it is working. By adding a Zone 11 the residents still get the net affect of their
request. It is staff's preference to add a Zone 11, rather than adding to Zone 9.

Erin Cooperman, who lives with Mr. Tork on University, introduced herself. She stated
she does not drive so the parking is not so much an issue for her, but it does significantly
increase the traffic on the street during the day when students are parking there and
coming and going. There are pets and kids in the neighborhood and it just increases the
traffic on the street.

Volan stated someone with more experience has confirmed the need for 1st Street to be
included in whatever zone. Volan stated he had also wanted to comment about the zone
across from Henderson and people parking here because they don't have to pay. Volan
stated his last concern was whether or not to have a separate zone or not. Volan stated he
is inclined to think it not be a separate zone. He doesn't feel Zone 9 is very large, and this
would not add that much to it. He felt that if it were to get bigger then it might need to be
split.

Wykoff stated the City would really like this to be a separate zone. and then everybody
wins.

Cobine noted some apartment buildings and wondered when apartment buildings are in
the zone parking areas, if they are required to provide parking for their residents, or do
they have to buy parking permits. Wykoff stated most of the buildings are older and that
might be a planning and zoning question.

Volan stated Poolside Apartment Building is an example of a building that does not
qualify for Zone 9 permits even though they are in the Zone 9. Zone 9 specifically



excludes buildings like Poolside Apartments. Volan felt Zone 11 could be drawn to
exclude the apartment building. Volan stated his philosophy has been the same as what is
done with sanitation, if there are more than four units then the building is not provided
with parking.

Weber stated he has not heard if the homes in this area have sufficient off street parking
for residences. Volan stated he feels the residents are concerned as much about being
able to use their driveways because they are blocked off by all the parked cars.

Ryterband asked when the last time the curbs in this area were all painted, so people
would know where to park. Anne Foster stated there is no paint and it would really help.
Ryterband added she would hope if they were painted and someone has parked there that
they would be ticketed.

Wykoff stated he could not say when they were last painted. It does tend to go by
request.

Ann Foster stated that the curb paint is an issued, but that is not the only issue. And she
would like to make a request that the curbs be painted, it would be better, because then
residents could get out of the driveway without worrying about hitting other people. She
stated there are 3 or 4 houses on her street that have no driveways, and for them this is a
serious problem. If they come and go anytime between the hours of 8 & 5 they are
probably not going to find a place to park. Ms. Foster added they are surrounded by zone
areas, so if a parking place cannot be found then because of the zones, a resident can't
park anywhere.

Weber wondered if just because students park there is not adequate argument, the
question is there a safety issue or an access issue.

Foster stated she would be more sympathetic to that if EIm Heights did not have zone
parking, because they all have driveways.

Ted Miller stated he believed the primary issue on 1st Street was the safety issue.
Tork added students pretty much fly down the street looking for parking spaces.

Wykoff asked if there were any thoughts or motions for a Zone 11 to include 2nd,
University, 1st, Lincoln and Grant.

Weber made a motion to include streets listed in Zone 9. Weber later changed his motion
to included streets listed into a new Zone 11. Cobine seconded the motion.

Cobine stated once the zone is created and permits are being issued to include buildings
where there is plenty of parking. would it be a difficult thing to rescind in the middle of a
year. WYykoff stated it would probably be rescinded on August 15th when all the permits
come due.



Volan felt it would be a concern of the residents of the new zone 11 as to whether or not
those buildings were included or not.

Foster stated there are two apartment buildings, one in the 300 block of East University
between Lincoln and Grant, and one on Grant Street. Both of the apartment buildings
have sufficient parking, and good parking lots. If they were to be granted residential
parking permits it would allow them to have an additional 2 permits per registered car,
theirs and one for a guest. Foster felt this could make the parking situation worse
immediately because they do sell permits to their friends.

Volan stated he would certainly welcome a recommendations like that. VVolan added he
has been dealing with a problem in Zone 4 that Rayanne knows about where an
apartment building was excluded from the zone, so this would not be setting a precedent.
Zone 9 does exclude a lot of buildings.

Foster stated there is a four unit house across from his house, so therefore, if it were a
four unit as stated by Volan, they would not be able to get a permit. They do have plenty
of parking in the back, but the students there last year and this year do park on the street.

A motion was made and seconded. Ryterband amended the motion to exclude apartment
buildings or units that have more than 4 units from the residential permit. Rayanne Cox
seconded the motion.

Vote was taken on the amendment - all in favor
Vote on the motion - all in favor

B. Vernon Avenue Parking Changes - Wykoff explained this request came from Carol
Darling. The request is to limit the parking on Vernon from N Dunn Street to N Fritz
Drive. On Indiana University game days parking causes problems with the street.
Wykoff explained there is a ditch on the south side and a swale on the north side. The
ditch becomes more pronounced as it gets closer to Dunn Street.

Staff recommendation is to remove parking on one side. With the ditch being on the
south side, staff would recommend removing parking from the south side and allow
parking on the north side. This would allow for an 8 foot wide parking space, and allow
for a 12 foot travel way for police, fire, emergency vehicles, as well as local residents.

Richard Darling introduced himself. He stated he lives in the neighborhood and stated
this is seriously a safety problem on game days. If a fire truck or ambulance needed to
get into the neighborhood on that street it would be impossible. He added if it is just
made parking on one side of VVernon there is also a serious problem with the parking on
Fritz Drive. Coming down toward the bypass is now a dead end and the two houses
closest to the bypass on the eastside of the street are rental houses. On game days and
other times there are large parties in those houses and the same parking problem exists on
Fritz for emergency vehicles. Mr. Darling felt if it is single parking on Vernon and



anyone comes in there to park they will turn the corner and head north on Fritz, and park
further up Fritz. Mr. Darling feels parking restrictions need to be in place on Fritz as
well.

Susan Sandberg, City Council, introduced herself. Ms. Sandberg lives on Fritz and is
across from the two rental houses. She sees the problem first hand every weekend on
game day. The issue with the cul-de-sac is that sometimes the spillover parking from the
student rental houses will park in the "T" which does not allow access to the bypass. Ms.
Sandberg felt that should be considered as well. She stated there is as sign that says "no
outlet” but the sign is covered up by the fact there is a wooden area. People don't see the
sign and barrel through Fritz thinking they can get on the bypass when that turn around
access is used as a parking lot for the student rentals. This forces vehicles to turn around
in her driveway. Ms. Sandberg stated she lives with 90 year old parents, and everyone in
the neighborhood is concerned about having access to fire trucks and emergency rescue
vehicles. Sandberg added because there is a swale on both sides of the street people do
not pull off into the grass, but are parked completely in the roadway making it impossible
for any large vehicle to pass. She wanted to consider Vernon and any other spillover
parking that people might do.

Sharon Yarber introduced herself. Ms. Yarber stated she lives on Fritz and agreed with
what Mr. Darling and Ms. Sandberg have said. She stated there are folks on Saville who
have also been concerned. This is the street over from Vernon that intersects with Fritz
and Dunn. Ms. Yarbe was concerned that if they see that they can't park on Fritz they
may go over to Saville. Some folks in the neighborhood asked that she bring this up as
an issue as well and requested if there is one way parking on VVernon and Fritz that
Saville be included as well to protect that area. This is a situation that happens every
game day. Ms. Yarber's biggest concern as well was the emergency traffic that might
have to come through and there is just no way possible if vehicles are parked on both
side.

Dorothy Granger, City Council, introduced herself. She stated this is her district. Ms.
Granger would like the Commission to consider all three roads tonight so it doesn't have
to be addressed again. She believed this would make the neighbors very happy, and
seems to be a somewhat easy fix for people

Wykoff stated addressing Carol's original request, he would have included more areas,
this is just what she had talked to him about. Wykoff asked if it is in the interest of the
neighborhood to eliminate parking on both sides or one side. The feeling was limiting
parking on one side only. Wykoff stated staff is supported of that as well.

Weber asked about the width of the Street, which Wykoff stated it was approximately 20
feet. Weber asked if that was sufficient to support parking on only one side of the street
and still allow traffic. Wykoff stated that was correct, current City Code requires there be
12 feet unobstructed. Weber added he believed City code did not support parking on
lawns anyway. Wykoff stated that was correct. Weber felt it made a lot of sense to limit



parking to one side of the street. Weber's other question, which was answered by the
neighbors, was if the problem were limited to one street.

Ryterband stated it seemed the ditch on the south side seemed more severe. She was
concerned for anyone parking, especially during the wintertime. It seemed it was very
unsafe and hazardous, and would have a difficult time supporting parking on the south
side. Ryterband asked if the neighbors could speak to this or not. Also, she asked if
there was a sense from the neighbors if there was a preference on Fritz and Saville, as to
the east or west side.

Susan Sandberg stated the drainage ditch is much steeper on the side that only has one
driveway. She felt it would have to be a determination of this body to decide which side
of the street is safest. The side with the two driveways is lawn, and no one is suggesting
that someone park in somebody's lawn. Sandberg added they do it all the time now and
can not say if anyone has driven into the culvert. Ryterband was concerned about exiting
on the passenger side and the hazard to that individual.

Ryterband wondered if there were any ditches or hazards on Fritz or Saville that the
Commission needed to know about to determine either east or west.

Neighbors felt there were no issues with Fritz or Saville as to which side.

Susan Sandberg stated it would not matter to her if they parked on her side of the street or
the rental house side of the street. However, there is a wooden area as the turn is made
from Vernon to Fritz that might cause people issues parking on that particular side of the
street. She also wondered if it would be possible to add no parking in that cul de sac.

Ms. Sandberg did not feel it safe to have a public street that is used as a turn around
option to have vehicles parked there.

Ryterband felt there should be some kind of sign or something there that would attract
someone's attention so they would know they could not get through.

Wykoff stated the Commission could make a recommendation to clarify that, and he
would work with Joe Vandeventer on the signs. Wykoff stated he really would need to
look at the area. Wykoff added a simple recommendation might be since the
conversation is now about Vernon, Fritz and Saville, is to eliminate parking on the
southside because of the ditch, however, with Saville and Fritz if staff could be allowed
to go out and look at the streets and come up with a solution and relay that back to the
neighbors and then move forward from there.

Mr. Darling added Fritz used to empty out onto the bypass, so many, many GPS systems
still say it does. People probably pay more attention to the GPS system than the street
signs.

Ms. Yarber felt a simple solution to the Fritz cul-de-sac would be to trim the limbs back
from the no outlet sign.



Wykoff suggested a motion to state removing the parking on one side of Fritz, Vernon
and Saville and Engineering and Street Department will work together to either clear the
sign or look at additional signage to better demarcate the "no outlet.” Ryterband so
moved with an amendment stating this include there be parking on one side of Fritz,
Vernon and Saville, but on Vernon the parking will be removed from the south side
because of the ditch and that there be no parking in the cul de sac. Weber seconded the
motion. Weber asked with regard to the no outlet sign on south portion of Fritz would it
be appropriate to add a second sign on the eastside of the entry and require property
owners to trim back the foliage so the sign is not obstructed. Wykoff stated he had no
objection to that, but would like to see how successful trimming is. A vote was taken.
All voted in favor. The motion passed.

Judy asked how long a distance on Fritz is being talked about, one block or two blocks.

Wykoff stated with regard to Fritz it would be from Saville, down to the cul de sac, two
blocks.

VI. DISCUSSION
None

ADJOURNMENT
Meeting adjourned at 6:38 p.m.
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