
Winter 2016 – 2017 Report 

From the  

Parking Appeals Board 

Data and Observations 

In 2016 the total number of parking citations issued was 3,876.  84% of the citations fell in three 

(3) of the Fourteen (14) categories: 

 Residential 20 % 

 Time Restricted. 41% 

 Overnight Snow 22 % 

The Residential and Overnight Snow citations were mainly in the same street locations showing 

where 42% of the parking problems occur in the city.  These are the areas bounded by 400 to 

1200 N and 500 to 900 E, and US 89 to 1100 N and 1200 E to 1500 E. 

For the three Snow months in 2017 (January – March), we do not have specific numbers.  We 

did experience a very large number of appeals on the Overnight Snow citations compared to all 

the other categories. 

Major student and residential parking issues exist around USU in the areas mentioned above. 

Overnight Snow parking regulations were an issue this winter due to: 

 Less than needed parking space being available to residents 

 Large amounts of snow which took away some parking spaces 

 Changed and incorrect information on the dates and times of the overnight snow 

regulation between the ordinance, the Logan City Web site, and signs on 400 N. 

Recommendation 

Change the name of the “Overnight Snow” parking regulation to “Overnight Winter” parking so 

that appeals are not based on the lack of snow.  Change the signs to reflect the new regulation 

and post more signs. 

Observation 

The current Residential Parking regulations will not address the developing need resulting from 

new complexes with insufficient parking space.  Originally the residential parking regulation was 

needed to prevent drive-in students from clogging up all of the curb parking near USU during the 

day.  Now the issue is that the megaplexes (Factory, 1000 N, and 600 E) do not have sufficient 

parking and their residents vehicles spill out into the adjacent residential area, especially at night.   

These new developments were billed as improving the city by providing needed student housing. 

However, the result is cars parked all over, including in no-parking zones up to intersections. 



This is causing unsafe situations due to lack of visibility at intersections, as well as a very 

unattractive environment.  

The proposed change in residential parking by adding 6 blocks and taking out 1 block takes away 

more parking spaces than it adds which will only create more problems, especially around the 

megaplexes.   

Recommendation 

City planners need to take note of the general degradation in the appearance and safety in these 

areas.  Parking requirements need to be modified to prevent future developments that cause these 

issues. 

We recommend that the residential restriction should be 24/7.  This would help with the night 

time parking problem for residents, assuming that residents living in the Campus Residential 

zone are not eligible for residential parking permits.  Unfortunately, this will not help the safety 

issues at intersections such as 600 E and 900 N.  Additional parking enforcement should be 

exercised; see Logan City Code 10.52.010 (no parking within 20’ of a crosswalk, within 30’ of a 

stop sign, etc.)   

Also note that city employees need to be trained on this; the actual parking lines on the road 

painted by city employees were in areas prohibited by 10.52.010, contributing to the problem 

until it was corrected after an alert citizen notified authorities. 

More signage is needed along these streets to inform people not familiar with the area about the 

parking regulation. 

We do not have any recommendation to solve the residential megaplexes parking space problem. 

Observation 

Too few parking spaces are being allowed for new construction of residential buildings.  We see 

the need for the City and USU to focus on finding solutions to the parking spillage into 

residential areas caused by the approval of less than needed parking space for recent 

residential housing complexes.  We also see this trend continuing with a proposed apartment 

building on Main Street.  We estimate that the proposed apartment building on Main Street with 

1 to 1.5 spaces per apartment allowed will be at least 36% or 67 spaces below the number of 

spaces needed.  This will negatively affect adjacent business parking areas. 

The new code amendment allowing shared off-site parking could be a source of conflict when 

one of the businesses in the agreement changes location, and the business that moves in has 

hours that conflict with the business that did not leave.  There will also be a problem as city lots 

that are empty and used as off-site now get built upon. 

 



Recommendation 

We realize that there is an expense for providing parking space.  The fact of our mobile society is 

that many families have more than one vehicle. It is also a fact that more people may live in a 

rented set of rooms than the planners and builder envisioned.  The expense of parking can be 

paid up front by the builder and passed on to the residents over time, or the cost will be paid by 

the residents when they get citations.  City planners need to understand these facts and plan 

accordingly.  


