Parking and Transportation Needs at the University vi
of California, San Diego, 2006-07 to 2012-13

Matthew Xavier, presenter, Office of Institutional Research, UC San Diego UC SD

Abstract Method Results, continued Conclusions/Applications
UCSD?’s last in-depth parking and transportation needs The Office of Institutional Research (IR) designed in consultation Table 2 Since 1995, the campus has seen substantial growth in population,
evaluation was completed in November 2001. Since then, the with the offices of Transportation & Parking Services (TPS) and Main Campus Parking Capacity, 2006-07 through 2012-13 but the number of faculty, staff, and students who utilize parking facilities
campus has grown in overall number of students, employees, and Physical Planning (PPO) , the data requirements and analyses that Impact of 0.5% annual increase in parking demand from 2008-09 through 2012-13 has remained relatively stable. Adding to the complexity of this situation,
visitors yet has maintained roughly a 20% vacancy rate in parking at would serve as the foundation of the study. These requirements s oioaced | paded et |55 | e the influence of increased availability of alternative forms of
o h . - ; cademic N - : . !
peak occupancy. Now, as the campus population is projected to included collecting the following data: 1.) past, current and future use year Project Totaspaces | spacss | spaces | Population | spaces | capia | - rate transportation, higher fuel prices, telecommuting, and variable work
grow by 5,300 and the number of parking spaces to decrease by of transportation services, 2.) campus population trends, 3.) parking 200607 | Total Fall Permit and Meter Spaces, Fall 2006 (actual) 14100 w600 | 2960 | 037 21% schedules on parking permit purchase is not easily predictable. These
1,660 spaces by 2012-13, UCSD, through this study, is updating its inventory as a function of the anticipated impact of the capital program, 200708 | Total Fall Permit and Meter Spaces, Fall 2007 (actual) 14634 898 1401 39600 300 | 037 2% uncertainties make financing the building of a new parking structure more
understanding of parking and transportation needs and options for 4.) the relationship between parking space vacancy and campus 200809 Total Fall Permit and Meter Spaces, Fall 2008 (estimatec) 14125 5 o 0400 2dE0 |03 | 18 uncertain than it may have been in the past.
providing adequate, affordable, and cost-effective access to the population, 5.) the types and prices of parking permits, 6.) parking 20090 TotalFalPermit and Vet Spaces, Fall 2009 projected) bl “ 0| A0 0% e
campus. conditions at other UC’s, 7.) financial projections on the cost of new E0L0FL3 | Toal Pl Permitand Witr paces, Fal 2010 rcjecte) 1265 b “ A0 o) 0w To minimize financial risk, the campus may want to emphasize
: " e N 201112 | Total Fall Permit and Meter Sy Fall 2011 (projected) 12,743 150 - 43,100 910 | 030 % ) o -
) ) . parking structures scenarios and 8.) the impact of those costs on future 233 | Tod e ot S 02 wor| o w0 | w0 oz | flexible approaches to providing adequate parking supply that do not
Since 1995-96, the campus population has increased by about parking permit prices. 201213 | Total Fall Permit and Meter Spaces, Winter 2013 (projeced) 1243 202 " 43,900 ss0 | 028 % require capital investment. ‘_I'hese may |nc|ud_e prohlbmn_g resuigr_n
42%,’ or 11,700 people, b_ut only 12%,_ or 1,100, more A, B,and S e e freshmen student§ from buying parkmg permlt's, devglopmg additional
parking spaces are occupied now. This slow rate in increased Throughout the process, members of IR, TPS and PPO met on a Parking Spaces and Porulation at Selected UC Campuses Wonly P orit e of Slected U Campuses means of alternative transportation, or promoting variable work schedules.
parking occupancy may be attributed to improved shuttle and mass frequent basis to interpret the initial analyses as well as the reports by i EETT
transit services and, perhaps, to a reductﬁon in demand associated PDG, the Hoyt Company, and Student Affairs. Once the analyses were o spmots  Pomloton _poplabon permitope | Berkeley  Davis inine  Avgaes san biego T<_) addre_ss futgre parking needs, the Trans;_)ortation Eolicy
with increased parking permit and gasoline costs. In 2006-07, the completed, recommendations were developed that best fit the results. Davis 14121 40498 035 e o o = = o Committee will review and evaluate the alternatives described above and
parking vacancy rate was about 20%—well above the campus IR then wrote a draft report to present the findings and 'L'Zl"ing.kg e s ey Reserved smooNA & ose sm propose a course of action. TPC will recommend a plan to the Vice
standard of 5%, which is consistent with that used at other University recommendations to the Transportation and Parking Committee (TPC) Senbiego | 19943 38000 = Sudent s s s 550 50 Chancellor Business Affairs to provide adequate parking and
of California campuses. for review. TPC consequently conducted open forums with campus Sources: Note: transportation. If TPC recommends constructing a new parking structure
constituencies to obtain feedback on the recommendations. In the near ; :D':E:em’;:'°:‘:‘::”°ﬂ“p”v“'j““f”l'l‘d Adminisrative managers at UCLA ay choose between a mobilty (873 permi or as a means to meet projected demand and the Vice Chancellor Business
If parking demand were to follow the past 10-year trend of future, TPC will vote on which course of action, if any, to take. The frominformation n thei long-tange development plans. arnonresenved (59 pemit Affairs endorses this decision, the Campus/Community Planning
relatively stable occupancy rates even with population growth, it is course of action will then be forwarded to the Vice Chancellor of 3 WICSD population nformation s xrected from carmpus payrol Committee will assess the proposed sites and recommend one that best
atively € pancy pop! g I and personneldata a of October 2005 > prop [€Co
estimated that in 2012-13 there would be 4% vacancy, or about 550 Business Affairs to whom TPC serves as an advisory body. Table 6 promotes the quality of campus and community life.
i i i Projected Parking Permit Fees through 2012-13
spaces empty at peak, which means that additional parking or
imp_lementation»of parking eligibility restrictions similar to thqse that Projected Five  Projected Five In addition to evalugting mechgqisms to manage parking supply ar_1d
are in place at six other UC campuses would be needed to achieve eSU tS Year Cumulative  Year Cumulative ~Projected Average demand, TPC may consider authorizing a regular survey of transportation
Projected Increases in Percent Increases  Annual Increases in i i i i i
the campus target vacancy rate of 5%. Cuent  Momhly  MonthlyParking - Inbonthly . Monthly parking use by fgculty, studem_s, and staff_ as _dgtalled information is not available
Permits Fees _Parking Fees Fees Parking Fees Fees concerning the subtleties of how individuals go about choosing one mode

U Parking Onpaney O Frkin g andrapton Tnds 15556 0 27 of public transport over another nor about what features of campus

a La Jolla Campus.
I nt rOd u Ctl on e ) East Campus vommual 15% parking facilities are seen as desirable and those which need

reforred :: Apermits 593 5116 523 25% S5 improvement.
"Peak’” B permits $81 $101 $20 25% $4
i . . . Canpus Ocaupaney _ Ocoupany Spermits 861 $76 $15 25% 53 . . .

This study analyzes current use of transportation services, anticipated Berkeky sa% WA = TPC recommendations may include one or more of the following
- g . - . Davs 7o oo .
impact of capital improvement projects, and estimated growth in the e 76% o0% University Center %Ifc"r"e:;' 6596 actions:
campus population in order to forecast future need as well as ide_zntify s s - N Apermits 593 $128 53 % 5] 1. Encourage and expand use of Rideshare Programs, campus-run
options for how that need may be met. To ensure UCSD’s continued Riverside 2% o5 B permits  $81 si1 $30 31% $6 shuttles, informal ride sharing, and public transportation,
commitment to providing environmentally sound, operationally pinpill v ot s, Spermits - 361 884 23 o 8 2. Restrict resident student parking access, and, if warranted
efficient, and cost effective access to the campus, four concurrent efforts S e o o G s ek 8.5ty 9% Annual 3. Construct new structured parking.
to examine current parking capacity, track alternative transportation use, i School of Medicine A';‘:r:?‘f e = o e =
forecast future needs, and make recommendations to enhance and vesoe o Sprer 2 Eritert i Bpermits 81 s115 s34 2% s7
expand services have recently been undertaken. e Spermits 61 988 s27 4% s AC kn Owl e d g eme nts

Gostan Sope of Six Potanial Parkig Srcture Models 36 Annual
In May 2007, Sundstrom and Associates completed their report T cotmr Oy wetnew | Revelle Increase 95%

i i i . i e ot e Tourspeces Spate by proet et g Apermits —$93 $148 $55 59% $11 . : . .
entitled, UCSD Altemall_ve Tran_spurlatlon Programs: An Analysis of st Cost e Totalspaces _ Space by Profet_Sp s Bpemits  $81 $127 46 57% 50 Jeffrey Steindorf Associate Vice Chancellor, Campus Planning
Campus Programs. Parking Design Group (PDG) and the Hoyt CrnertyConer S 7000 § 1omeew o s mn D s o Spermits 861 $96 $35 57% s7 Allison Bell, Research and Planning Analyst, Institutional Research
Company conducted a study that focused on projecting future campus S a3 olmin Lo wm o g e am 5% Annual Mary O’Neill, Interim Director, Institutional Research
parking capacity needs. This analysis, Parking Demand Analysis: West - x| DT S0 T E0T U Muir Inoresse 10.2% Sue Peerson, Director, Physical Planning
Campus, Scrlpp_s Institution of Oceanography,_Medlcal Center La Jolla, ng;:::z ;:i ;gg :g; g;ﬁ ié Brad Werdick, Sr. Planner, Physical Planning
was completed in October 2007. Student Affairs produced two reports, w0 s Spemits 61 599 8 6% @ Robert Clossin, Sr. Planner, Physical Planning
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