


























Parking Format

Intent: ,Q VRPH GHYHORSPHQWY WKH SXEOLF VHFWRU
solutions. Shown are three acceptable solutions that seek to minimize visual
impact to varying degrees and expenses.

Parking Format Categories:

1). Surface lots (interior to block)
2). Structure Parked (hidden)
3). Structure Parked (wrapped)

Discussion: Council’s selections on this board were split between ‘structure
parked (hidden)’ and ‘structure parked (wrapped)’. ‘Structure Parked
(hidden)’ is characterized by:

Garage is masked through architecture and materials
*URXQG ARRU RI JDUDJH LV JLYHQ DFWLYH XVC
street activity
Can lessen impervious cover by stacking Structure Parked (wrapped)’
is characterized by the following:
ORVW H[SHQVLYH WR EXLOG PRVW HIAFLHQW V
$OORZV IRU FRYHUHG DFFHVV IURP SDUNLQJ \
residential users
Garage is designed to allow for visibility but completely hidden
otherwise to minimize negative visual impact of parking.

Council members would like to accommodate either hidden structure
or wrapped parking. They emphasized the need for convenient and
accessible parking. They also would like it to be concealed visually so that
you don't notice the parking garage. Council members mentioned their
distaste for the Fiesta Casino’s parking garage explaining that it dominates
the site. The Fashion Show Mall parking garages were referenced as an
acceptable example.

One Councilmember inquired about the average cost of parking per space.
Bob Murnane, Director of Public Works estimated the cost at approximately
$20,000 per space.

Summary: Council members supported an overall expectation to conceal
parking. Their selections were divided between ‘structure parked (hidden)’
and ‘structure parked (wrapped).” Upon discussion, Council members
agreed that a combination of these two parking solutions is acceptable
and achieves their overall desire to hide parking through creative design
solutions. Consensus achieved.



