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CCNCERNS EXPRESSED 
BY CITIZEN RE 
PERMIT PARKING 
IN AREA OF PCP 

CC-16 
·<X:~B (1) . 

-cu.ir~J..L I-11Z.dNG ·· 
APRIL 2, 1986 

Ms. Inez Villa, 817 s. Washington Street, I.odi, appeared 
before the Council stating that it was her intention to 
circulate the following petition in the area of the Pacific 
Coast Producers Plant: 

"We, the undersigned residents of the area which is 
currently in the process of inplenenting restricted parking 
regulations do not SUPJ:X>rt the actions of tha City Cwncil. 

The vote of the council nembers at the meeting of December 
4, 1985 had led the area residents to believe that ' 
alternative D (2) had been approved. 

Since then, on March 20, 1986, letters were received by 
area residents with infonnation regarding the adopted 
alternative B (2), plans .. for irrplenentation, and 
enforcement. The contents were an unwelcaned surprise. 

On December 4, 1985, we had: 

l. (3) l_;hour 00 parki."1g rest:Ifctions 

2. No tNOrries of ronitoring rental unit use and/or abuse 

3. No FEES 

Now, just 3 rrcnths later, We have: 

1. (3) 1-hour no parking restrictions 

2. residential pennit stickers, wr.ich may be a benefit if 
tight enforcement existed 

3. FEES - regardless of the "insignificant arrcunt" to 
sam, the fee is sarething which should not be the 
burden of the area residents in order to inplement a ... 
program to ensure parking of Pacific Coast Producer 
employees into Pacific Coast Producer lots. 

It is in'perative the City Council re-evaluate the intent of 
the area residents and the actions of t.'le Council." 

Ms. Villa asked for detailed docultentation regarc:ling pennit 
parking regulations presently being inplemented in that 
area, stating that she did not feel that the neighborhcx:xi 
was fully apprised of the details. 

Council discussion followed with questions being directed 
to the City Attorney, the City Manager, and Ms. Villa. 
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