PETITION RECEIVED
RE PROBLEMS FACING
MERCHANTS AND
RESIDENTS ON LODI
AVENUE

Mrs. Carol Grenko, 233 S. Pleasant Avenue, Lodi presented
to the Council a petition bearing approxima-ely 170
signatures of residents and merchants on Lodi Avenue
regaxding a limited no parking area on Lodi Avenue -
Hutchins Street to Sacyana: oot 3 i
ing the Council to establish an ordinrance deeming it
unlawful for a.ny person to park, leave standing or cause
or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon any
privately owned off-street parking facility or lot when
the adjoining business or commercial establishment is
not open for business. Mrs. Grenko related that problcms
facing the merchants and residents do not stem from the
movement of cars up and down "the drag "; problems stem
from loitering of young people afoot who, on Friday and
Saturday evenings during the school year and nightly
during vacation periods, can be observed engaging in the
following "recreational activities™ betwezn the
approximate hours of 8:00 p.m. to 2:30 a.m:
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1) Vehiclies are parked at the curb of the 300 block of
West lodi Avenue. Their occupants then sit on top of
these vehicles (or in the bed of pick~up trucks) to
call out, whistle, yell, and throw objects to draw the
attention from passing vehicles. Lawn chairs are
occasionally set out on the sidewalks for additional
seating. Car stereos are played at excessively loud
levels.

Broken bottles, beer cans, food wrappers, cigarette
packages and cigarette butts can be found the next
morning in the street, on the sidewalk, and in flower
boxes and flower beds. The merchants report that urine
must be cleaned off of the sides of buildings and off of
walkways. The merchants also must pick up all refuse
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unnecessary daily clean-ups, bills to pay due to
vandalism, and possible loss of business as customers
are deterred from this area for nightly shopping and
appointments. We feel that the physical imposition of
posted signs (whether they be along the avenue or in

a parking lot) and the mental awareness of an ordinance
that would impose a monetary or restitutional fine will
be an incentive to keep vehicles moving and thus reduce
the probelm of loitering and its side effects.

A very lengthy discussion concerning the matter
followed with questions being directed to the City
Attorney and to Staff.

COMMENTS BY CITY
CGUNCILMEN
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Council directed the City Attorney to meet with Judge
Seibly regarding legality of the proposed ordinance,
and to give Council a report regarding this meeting at
his earliest possible convenience.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Honorabl: : o1 Council
From: Ron Stein, City Attorney
Re: Lodi Avenue

Date: April 8, 1982

In order to properly take care of the problem of people park-
ing on streets and in private parking lots, a two-prong pro-
gram should be initiated:

(1) An ordinance implemented, prohibiting parking on
Lodi Avenue, similar to City Code Section 14-59.3
which limits parking on Laurel Avenue;

(2) An ordinance similar to that of the City of Fairfield
which would prohibit parking in private lots. In
speaking with the City Attorney of Fairfield, I was
told that although there nas been no challenge to
said ordinance, it was his opinion and also that of
the municipal judge of Fairfield, that said ordinance
was constitutional regardless of the fact that there
was no notice provisions therein.

If this Council is desirous of implementing elther part of
this program, please let me know.

RONALD M. STEIN
CITY ATTORNEY
RMS:vc

cc: Judge Thomas Seibly
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The merchants doing business in the area of Lodi Avenue
stated in the petition and the residents living in their homes
and apartments bordering the area of Lodi Avenue stated on the
petition would 1like th=2 Lodi Ciiy Council to consider tholr hvn
recommendations that miaht help to control the loltering and
subsequent vandalism, theft, and littering associated with what
is known as "the draqg."

Problems facing the merchants and residents do not stem
from the movement of cars up and down "the drag"; problems stem
from loitering of younq people afoot who, on Friday and Saturday
evenings during the school year and nightly during vacation
periods, can be observed engaging in the followinrg "recreational
activities"” between the approximate hours of 8:00pm to 2:30am :

l1.) Vehicles are parked at the curb of the 300 block of
West Lodi Avenue., Their occupants then sit on top of
these vehicles (or in the bed of pick-up trucks) to
call out, whistle, yell, and throw objects to draw
the attention from passing vehicles. Lawn chairs are
occasionally set out on the sidewalks for additional
seatinqg. Car steros are played at excessively loud
levels,

Broken bottles, beer cans, food wrappers, cigarette
packages and cigarette butts can be found the next
morning in the street, on the sidewalk, and in flower
boxes and flower beds. The merchants report that
urine must be cleaned off of the sides of buildings
and off of walkways. The merchants alco must pick

up all refuse left behind before the business day

can begin,
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Vehicles are parked at the curb of the 200 block of
West Lodi Avenue, ‘Thelr occupants engage in the
aforementioned activities, but in addition, they
gather in the oprotected garden area of madical offlca:
on this blos':,  Liicer
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in the garden, in addition to the litter left on the
sidewalk and streets,

Vehicles park in area parking lots usvally in groups.
Their occupants also sit on top of cars, in truck beds,
and vell, whistle, and throw objects at passing vehicles
in and around the lot. The congregations last for
hours, with music at excessive levels. Beer bottles,
cans, cigarette butts and other assorted litter is

left behind,

Although it is usually not observed in progress,
vandalism has plagued this section of Lodi Avenuz,
Some examples follow:

a.) Plate glass window broken out at medical office

b.) "No Tresspassing/Loitering” signs ripped down
from buildings and destroyed

c.) plants stolen and/or destroyed (from flower beds
and boxes)

d.) planter with miniature garden destroyed

e.) sign and property stolen from front lawn area
anéd vorch area of a store

f.) property of sentimental value stolen and'destroyed
at barrer shop

g.) threat of serious vandalism/damage from smoldering
cligarette butts left In flower boxes near wood-
frame buildinas

h.) urination on buildings, in gardens, on walkways

R Rl o cad iR P LN
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We merchants and residents in the area of Lodi Avenue be-
tween Hutchins and Sacramento Streets feel that controlling the
stopping and parking of vehicles along the avenue and the closing
of parking lots after business hours will help to alleviate the
loitering that atirzibutos “o noise, vor i 71lon, thofh, and othao
assorted problems associated with "the drag.”

It is an effort not to control the cruisers' civil rights,
but an effort to protect our own. We feel that we deserve the
consideration of relatively quiet neighborhoods after 9:00pm
and we feel that our businesses should be able to remain as clean

and secure as they were left that evening.

Ledi's most established neighborhoods have turned into a
loiterer's recreational area and businesses face unnecessary
daily clean-ups, bills to pay due to vandalism, and possible
loss of business as customers are deterred from this area for
nightly shopping and appointments., e feel that the physical
imposition of posted signs (whether they be along the avenue
or in a parking lot) and the mental awareness of an ordinance
that would impose a monetary or restitutional fine will be an
incentive to keep vehicles moving and thus reduce the problem
of loitering and its side effects.

Addendum:

1.) The parking lot ordinance might also benefit all
businesses in Lodi who provide parking facilities.
It would not be feasible for cruisers/loiterers to
move from this section of Lodi Avenue to congregate
in any other lots in the city as it would be against
the law there also,

2.) The City Attorney Mr, Stein indicated that posting
limited parking signs in the proposed area is legal,
> In addition, Mr, Stein has in his office information
regarding the parking lot ordinance as supplied by
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City of Fzirfield.
Judge Baysinger, Judge Seibly, Chief Yates, and

Captain Williams have been made aware of these
proposals.



To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

c/0 Alice Reimche

Subject: Limited No Farking ares on Lodl Avoon s .aHurohl o
Street to Sacramento Street, and
Frivate larking Lot Crdinance

We, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
Limited No Farkina between the hours of 9:00pm and 6:00am daily,
in the area of Lodi Avenue from lutchins Street to Sacramento
Street,

vWe, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
an ordinance'deemihq it unlawful fcr any person to park, leave
standing or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon
any privately owned offstreet rarking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishment is not open for
bPusiness.

Name Address Date
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

c/o Alice Reimche

Subject: Limited No Parking area onr Lodl Avenuoe-Hutching
Street to Sacramento Street, and
Frivate Parking Lot Crdinance

We, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
Limited No Farking tetween the houré of 9:C0pm and 6:00am daily,
in the area of'Lodi Avenue from Hutchins Street to Sacramento
Street,

vWe, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish :
an ordinance deeming.it unlawful for any person to park, leave v
standing or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon
any privately owned offstreet parking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishment is not open for
business.

Name Address Date
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

c/o Alice Reimche

Subject: Limited No Parkling arsca on Lodl Avomine=Hutching
Street to Sacramento Street, o
Frivate Tarking Lot Crdinance

We, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
Limited No Farkxina between tne hours of 9:00pm and 6:00am daily,
in the area of Lodi Avenue from Hutchins Street to Sacramento
Street.

e, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
“an ordinance deeming it unlawful for any person to park, leave
standing or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon .
any privately owned ofrfstreet rarking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishment is not open for

husiness,
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

c/0 Alice Reimche

Subject: Limited No Parking area on Lodil Avenue~-Hutchins

O e wa oy . Py s vy s ? 3, un . -
Strest O Sacramnto Zoonon,

Frivate Parking Lot Crdinance

We, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
Limited No FTarking betueen the hours of 9:C0pm and 6:00am daily,
in the area of Lodi Avenue from Hutchins Street to Sacramento
ltreet,

vie, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
an oriinance deeminqg it unlawful for any person to park, leave
standing or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon
any privately owned offstreet parking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishiment is not open forf

business.
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To: Hcnorable Mayor and City Council

c/o Alice Reimche

Subject: Limited Mo Parking area on Lodl Avanur--Hutchins
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Frivate Parking Lot Crdinance

We, do herehy petition the Lodi City Council to establish
Limited No Farking between the hours of 9:00pm and 6:00am daily,
in the area of Lodi Avenue from Hutchins Street to Sacramento
Street,

vie, do hereby petition the Lodi City Council to establish
an ordinance deeming it unlawful for any person to park, leave
standing or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon
any privately owned offstreet nrarking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishment is not open for

business.,
. Name Address Date
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4 ~SOUNCIL COMMUNICATON

10 THE CITY COUNCIL
FROM THE CITY MANAOGER'S OFPICE

DATE
April 16, 1982

SUBJECT:
LODI AVENUE

Subsequent to my Memorandum to you dated April 8, 1982
(attached), I did speak with Judge Seibly and he said
that he would implement the ordinance if same were
adopted. It is important for this ~~uncil to know that

at this time,
alternatives:

the Council could consider a number of

(1) Pass an ordinance similar to Lodi Municipal Code
Section 14.59.3 re prohibited parking on Laurel
Avenue (copy attached). This would prohibit park-
ing on Lodi Avenue between the hours of nine p. m.

and six a.m.;

(2) Council could adopt an ordinance similar to that
adopted in Fairfield which would prohibit the
parking of vehicles in any privately owned facility
or lot when the adjoining business is not open for
business (copy attached); or

(3) Council could ask the merchants to "sign® parking
lots according to Lodi City Code Section 15-20 et
seq. so that offenders can be cited by the Police
Department for trespassing (cdpy attached).

I will await Council's further direction in this matter.

RMS:vc

attachments

RONALD M. STEIN
CITY ATTORNEY
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: 1.E59.3 Motas Vebicles and Traffic ¥ 14-61

hetween twelve-thirty pom. and one-thirty p.m. on school days
upon any of the following cnumerated streets:

(2) Walnut Street between Ham Lane and Pacific Avenue:

(1) Quk Street between Ham Lane and Pacific Avenue;

{) Allof Wellington Way;

(d) On the cast side of Pacific Avenue between west Walnut
Street and West Ehn Street. (Ord. No. 1148, § 2 (part).)

Sec. 14-59.3. Parking prohibited on designated part of
Laurel Avenue.

Parking is prohibited on Laurel Avenue from the north line
of Turner Road to the northerly termination of Laurel Avenue
between the hours of nine p.m. and six a.m. In addition to the
other penalties provided by this chapter, the violation of this
Scction authorizes any police officer of the city to remove said
vehicle and store the same at the expense of the registered
owner. Signs shall be posted giving notice of the right of
removal. (Ord. No. 1148, § 2 (part).)

Sec, 14-60. Parki~g prohibited at all times.

When signs are erccted giving notice thereof, no person shall
park a vehicle at any time upon any of the strects of the city
designated by ordinance or resolution as streets upon which
parking is prohibited at all times. (Ord. No. 493, § 151.)

Division 2. Stopping for Loading and Unloading Only.?

Sec. 14-61. Permits for loading or unloading at angie to curb.
The chief of police is authorized to issue special permits to
allow the backing of a vehicle to the curb for the purpose of
loading or unloading merchandise or materials subject to the
terms and conditions of such permit. Such permits may be
issued cither to the owner or lessee of real property or to the
owner of the vehicle and shall grant to such person the privilege
as therein stated and authorized herein, and it shall be unlawful
for any permittee or other person to violate any of the special

2. As to taxicabs stands genesally, see § 24-16 of this Ccde,

126.1 (Lodi 12-15-78)
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Sec. 12.16 Private parking lots.

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person to park, leave standing,
or cause or permit to be left standing any vehicle upon any pxi-
vately owned offstreet parking facility or lot when the adjoining
business or commercial establishments are not open for business
without the written consent of the owner of such privately owned
parking facility or lot.

(b) It shall be unlawful for any person to enter and remain upon
any privately owned offstreet parking facility or lot when the
adjoining business or commercial establishments are not open for
business without the written consent of the owner of such privately
owned parking facility or lot. (0Ord. No. 81-16, § 1.)

. 12-7a (Ord. No. 81-17 eff. 8/3IV81;
. Oord. No. 81-16 eff. 8/3)81)

REV. #12



§ 15-20 Lop1 City Cobx § 15-23

Article II. Trespass and Loitering.
Sec 15- 20 D\,;.s,u,;'u P

For the purposes of this article, the following words and phrases
shall have the meanings respectively ascribed to them by this section:

_ Posted property. Any property specified in section 5-21 which
is posted in the manner provided in section 5-22,

Sign. A board, placard or card not less than one square foot in
area and upon which, in lettering not less than two inches in height,
appear the words “Trespassing-Loitering Forbidden by Law,” and
- any time limit that may be specified thereon. (Ord. No. 941, § 1.) -

S8ec. 15-21. Property subject to posting.

Any property within the city may be posted against trespassing
and loitering in the manner provided in section 5-22, and thereby
become posted property subject to the provisions of this article. The
provisions hereof shall not apply to the following property :

(1) An established and existing right-of-way for public road pur-
poses.

(2) Any property which comes within tne provisions of section
554 of the Penal Code of the state. (Ord. No. 941, § 2.)

Bec. 15-22. Method of posting.

Property may be posted against trespassing and loitering in the fol-
lowing manner :

(1) If the property does not contain any lineal dimension exceeding
three hundred feet, by posting signs at each corner-of the area and at
intervals not exceeding one hundred feet, and, if such property has a
definite entrance or entrances, at cach such entrance.

(2) If the property has lineal dimensions exceeding three hundred

- feet, by posting signs at each corner of the area and at intervals not
exceeding two hundred feet, and, if such property has a definite en-
trance or entrances, at each such entrance. (Ord. No. 941, § 3.)

Sec. 15-23. Trespasson posted property prohibited.

It shall be unlawful for any person to enter & remain on any posted
property without the written permission of the owners, tenant or the
occupant in legal possession or control thereof. (Ord. No. 941, § 4.)

140.2
. Supp. 9-72

The qum\nsnom of
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Sec. 15-24. Exemptions—Peace officers and other public
employces.
The provisions of this article shall not apply to the centry
upon posted property in the course of duty of any peace officer
or other duly authorized public employee. (Ord. No. 941, § §.)

Sec. 15-25. Same—Union activities.

The provisions of this article shall not apply 10 any lawful
activity by which the public is informed of the existence of an
alieged labor dispute. (Ord. No. 941, § 6.)

Sec. 15-26. Destruction of signs prohibited.
It shall be unlawful for any person without authority to tear

down, deface or destroy any sign posted pursuant to this article.
(O1d. No. 941, 8 7)

Sec. 15-27. Stopping, standing or parking vehicles on
posted property.

It shall be unlawful for the operator of any vehicle to stop,
stand, park or leave standing such vehicle at any time within or
upon any posted property without written permission of the
owner, tenant or the occupant in legal posscssion or control
thereof. (Ord. No. 941, § 8.)

Sec. 15-28. Violations.

Any person who is convicted of a violation of any of the pro-
visions of this article shall be deemed guilty of an infraction and
punished accordingly. (Ord. No. 951, § 1))

Article I11. Permit for Use of City Facilities.

Sec. 15-29. Administration.

All city-owned ncighborhood centers, recreational centers,
and other public buildings used for recreational purposes, are
placed under the administrative jurisdiction of the recreation
and parks director. (Ord. No. 1225°§ 1(1).)
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ce: Judge Thomas Seibly

Dear Tom:

Xttached hereto is a copy of my Memc which will be sent
to the City Council. Your comments on the second part of
this memo would be appreciated.

Apparently, the Municipai Court Judge in Fairfield has
stated that there was no problem with there not being
notice provisions therein.

I suppose this ordinance is similar to a number of the
ordinances which have been passed by cities regarding off
street parking of vehicles wherein there is no posting.

As 1 said previously, your comments would be appreciated.

T

RON STEIN
CITY ATTORNEY

Thank you.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Honorablaz Mnyar and Conneil
From: Ron Stein, City Attorney
Re: Lodi Avenue

Date: April 8, 1982

In order to properly take care of the problem of people park-
ing on streets and in private parking lots, a two-prong pro-
gram should be initiated:

(1) An ordinance implemented, prohibiting parking on
Lodi Avenue, similar to City Code Sectiocn 14-59.3
which limits parking on Laurel Avenue;

(2) An ordinance similar to that of the City of Fairfield
which would prohibit parking in private lots. In
speaking with the City Attorney of Fairfield, I was
told that although there has been no chzallenge to
said ordinance, it was his opinion and also that of
the municipal judge of Fairfield, that said ordinance
was constitutional regardless of the fact that there
was no notice provisions therein.

If this Council is desirous of impiementing either part-of
this program, please let me know. ‘

— <

RONALD M. STEINMN ’
CITY ATTORNEY

RMS :vc

cc: Judge Thomas Seibly




