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Rl!.VJ:EW LIMITED 
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IJ:11' FAST SIDE OF 
SACRAMFNro S'I'REE:l' -
PINE 'ro EIM 

council was apprised that the City has recently 
received canplaints fran parties using the 
parking lot located on the east side of 
sacranento Street between Pine and Elm that sare 
of the cars are parked in this lot on a 
continuoUs basis and. inferences were made that 
people might even be living out of. the vehicles 
parked in this lot. 

Based on a parking survey conducted by the City 
over four different days it was found that only 
one car was parking there on a continuous basis. 
This car has a "For Sale" sign on it, and it does 
not appear that people are living out of the 
vehicle. 

It was also detennined that on week days 10 - 15 
cars are parking in the lot i1·1 the same stall for 
oore than 5 hours. The parking survey also 
shoWed that over 60% of the. vehicles using the 
lot are· parking there nore than 2 hours. 

Staff rc-ccmrended that sare type of parking 
enforcem:mt · be implenented on this lot and 
suggested the following alternates: 

1) Reinstate the established 2-hour limited 
parking; 

2) Change the 2-hour parking limitation to 5 
hours (the City presently has a 5-hour lot 
behind the Senior Citizen's building on 
North School Street) ; 

3) Provide a canbination of 2-hour parking on 
the west side and pennit parking on the east 
side. 

~.· 



City Clerk Re.iloctle presented letters received 
fran H & R Block, 8 West Pine Street, and Wright 
Insurance Agency, 2 West Pine Street, IDdi, 
signed by approximately twelve people indicating 
their desire to have the subject lot designated 
for 5-hour parking. 

A lengthy discussion followed with questions 
being directed to Staff. 

Mr. Clayton Sayler, 1034 Lake Hare Drive, 
I£x1i, then ad.dl:'essed the· Council giving his 
observations and expressing his concerns 
regarding the subject parking lot. Additional 
discussion followed with questions being directed 
to Staff and to Mr. Sayler. · 

Mayor Hinchman noved· that the subject parking 
lot be posted for two-hour parking. The notion 
died for lack of a second. 

FollCMing additional discussion on xrotion ,Jf 
Council Member Snider, Reid second, Council 
detennined that no · fonnal action should be taken 
at this tilre regarding limited parking in the 
parking lot located on the east side of 
Sacranento Street between Pine and EJm, but tl-.at 
this area should be. included . in the CCJTq?rehensive 
Downtown Parking Study which was earlier approved 
by Council and due to carm:mce shortly. 

The notion carried by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

Council Members - Olson, Pinkerton, 
Reid, and Snider 

C01.mcil Manbers - Hinchman 

,. . 
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CITY OF LODI COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

TO: City Counci 1 

FROM: City Manager 

DATE: June 13, 1985 

SUBJECT: Revi~w of Parking Limitations on the Parkir.g Lot Located on 
the East Side o.f Sacramento Street Between Pine and Elm 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council review this matter and take the ap­
propriate action. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The subject parking lot is shown on the attached 
Exhibit A. ·Ten years ago the signing of this parking lot was as shown on the 
attached Exhibit B. ·Approxima.tely· 7 or 8 years ago the entrance signing was 
destroyed and never replaced. Since that time, the 2-hour parking ·1 imit on 
the parking lot has not been enforced. Since the completion of ·the Downtown 
lmproveme.nts, this parking lot is being used regularly and is completely filled 
the majority of the time·. · · 

The City has recently received complaints from parties using this lot that some 
of the cars are parked in this lot on a continuous b~sis and inferences were 
made that people might even be 1 iving out of the vehicles parked in this lot. 
Based on ? parking. survey over four different days, it was fou~d that only 
one (1) car was parking there on a·conti.nuous basis. This car has a 11For Sale11 

sign on it and it do.es not appear that people areJ iving out of this vehicle. 
t't was also determined that on week days 10-15 cars are· parking in the lot in 
the same stall for rrore than 5 hours. The parking survey also showed that over 
60% of the vehicle" using the lot are parki_ng there more than 2 hours. · 

It is recommended that some type of parking enforcement be imple~ented on this 
lot. It appears that there are three rea.sonable alternates to be considered: 

1. Reinstate the established 2-hour 1 imited parking;, 
2. Change the 2-hour parking 1 imitation to 5 hou.rs (the City presently 

has· a 5-hour lot behind the Senior Citizen's building on North 
School Street); . 

3. Provide a combination of 2-hour parking on the west side and permit 
parking on the east side. 

The attached notice will be·hand delivered once to all the businesses in the 
area and will be placed on the vehicles in the lot on Friday and Tuesday. 

~ad~ 
JacW.~nsko 
Public Works Director 

Fl LE NO. 
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Entrance to Public Parking Lot 
SE corner of Elm Street and 
Sacramento Street after the old 
infonnational and S.P. liability 
signs were removed on May 13, 1975 

New sign that replaced old sign 

·-·-~------

[Exhibit B 
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THE CITY COUNCIL AT ITS NEXT REGULAR MEETING ON - . . -. ~ .. 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 19, 1985, AT 7:30 P.M. WILL BE DIS-. . . 
. .. . . 

: CUSSING. LIMITING · THE PARKIUG DOWNTOWN AT THE · PARKING .. 

LOT ON~. SACRAMENTO STREET BETWEEN PINE & ELM. SEE 
;~BACK'' 'OF THIS.· SHEET I 

· .. -~~~:··· . -··. - . 

JHREE OF THE ALTERNATES TO BE DISCUSSED ARE: 

1. 2-HOUR LIMITED PARKING 

2 I 5-HOUR LIMITED PARKING 

3, 2-HOUR .. LIMITED PARKING AND CITY PERf1IT 

PARKING . 
-- . . 

THE COUNCIL ,MEETS IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS orr· THE SECOND 

FLOOR OF CITY HALL LOCATED AT 221 WEST PINE STREET. · 

. · .... ·.IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO DISCUSS YOUR . NEEDS OR·.· CONCERNS 

WITH THE CITY COUNCIL ON THIS SUBJECT f'lATTER, PLEASE 

ATTEND THE JUNE 19, 1985J COUNCIL f·1EETING. 



··. City Council 
,.221 W. Pine Street 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Two West Pine Street 
Lodi, Cal~ 95240 

Te!ef!.Jwne: (209) .334-0870 
P.O.· Box 28, Lodz, CA 95241 

RECEIVED 
1985 JU~l J s AN u~ sn 

ALICE H. RaMO£ 
CITY CLERK 

CITY OF LDI}'~ 

June 18, 1985 

RE: Parking Lot--Sacramento Street, Between Pine & Elm 

Gentlemen: 

As ~mpl·o~~es. of a downtown business, we wish to go on record as preferring 
your 5.;;Qour _limited parking alternative.· The 2'-hour limited. parking would 

·not allow enough time betWeen arriving at work and going to lunch· and between 
lunch and gofng home •. With this alternative, anyone p·arking in that lot and 

. workj,ng downtown would have to move their car at least once in the morning 
and 'again in the afternoon· to keep from being ticketed. The 2-hour limited 
·parking and City permit parking would present the same problem on the 2-hour 
parking: portion ()f the lot and having to obtain a parking permit each month 
is an inconvenience we would much prefer to do without. · · · 

. . 

In addition, by putting a 5-hour time limit on this parking lot, you would 
free up the stre~t parking for more customers to more readily gain access to 

.. the downtown businesses. 



. . 
H&R .. ·BLOCK 

a west'. Pine street: 
LoC!.i., ,ca, 95240 
June 19, 1985 

Lodi City Council 
Lodi City Hall 
Lodi, Ca. 95240 

Attention: Alice Reimche 

RECEIVED 
mas JYH 1s PH -~ 03 

ALICE M. REIMCHE 
CITY CLERK 

CITY OFLODI 

· in regard to the dC1NiltcMn. parking Situation for employees 1 we WiS}J. 
to express our agreement w.i.th the letter submitted by Wright In­
surance for five hour parking. 

During taX filing season we have approximately twenty employees 
arriving at various times throughout the day. 

I Will be in attendance at the meeting Wednesday night, June 19th, 
if you have any questions or wish additional information. 

Thank_you. 

G:m 

Sincerely, 

H & R BLOCK . . . 

~-~~ 
Clarice Maxwell 
·.r.'..anager 


