
PUBLIC HEARINGS 

PKBMIT PARKING 
AREA OF CANNERY 

Notice thereof having been published according to 
law, an affidavit of which publication is on file 
in the office of the City Clerk, Mayor Hinchman 
called for the Public Hearing to seek corrmunity 
input regarding the adoption of policy guidelines 
for the designation as to permit parking only of 
the residential area adjacent to the Pacific 
Coast Producers Cannery on South Stockton Street, 
lDdi 1 california • 

The matter was introduced by Staff who presented 
diagrams of the subject area and resrx:>nded to 
questions as were '[X)Sed by Ccuncil. 

T'ne following persons spoke in favor of penni t 
parking in the subject area: 

a) Mr. Ben Kauk, 209 Haple Street, Lcdi 

b) Ms. Inez Villa, 817 s. Washington Street, 
I.OOi 

c) Mr. Albert Castro, 206 Maple Street, lDdi 

d) Pastor Loren G. Stacy, Church of God­
Seventh Day, 245 E. Vine .street, I.odi 

e) Mrs. Darrell Mueller, 412 N. Ham Lane, Dxli, 
owner of property at 735 - 731 S. Washington 
Street, I..odi 

f) Mr. Dale Baumbach, 1453 W. Tokay Street, 
I.OOi, owner of property at 81~ S. 
Washington Street, lDdi 

and to Staff. The following alt.ern<:n: . ...Lve;:, ~ 



gj Mrs. Arnold Schnaible, 7 28 S. Washington 
Street, Lcx:li i 

No persons were in the audience wishing to speak 
in opposition to pennit parking in the subject 
area. 

Mr. Mike Bradley, Executive ~.anager of the Lodi 
District Chamber of Cc:mrerce, addressed t-he 
Council regarding the various actions 'b~t had 
been taken by Pacific Coast Producers over Ll-tE. 
years in attempting to alleviate parking problems 
in the area of ~~eir facility. 

There being no other persons i.."'l the audience 
wishing to speak on the ma.tter the public portion 
of t.'lle hearing was closed. 

Council Member Pinkerton proposed various 
alternatives that could be implen:ented to renedy 
the present parking and traffic problems which 
included arrendrrents to the present ordinance; 
limited t:i.me parking alternat.ives; a canbination 
of limited t:i.me parking and penni t parking. 

Council .l-1ember Pinkerton proposed a penni t 
parking fee of $1.00 for three years; suggested 
police department monitoring of the subject area; 
and proposed that the restrictions be implerrented 

the yearly 9 month period that the cannery is 



---

A lengthY discussion followed with questions 
being directed to those wno had given testi."t''ny 
and to Staff. The following alternatives were 
recapped as possible solutions to the situation: 

1) No parking for 1 hour 

a) 2 tirres/day 
b) 3 tines/day 

2) 1 hour tilre limit during 2 hour period 

a) 2 ti.Ires/day 
b) 3 ti.Ires/day 

3) Resident Pennit plus no parking as set forth 
in item 1 above 

4) Resident Permit plus limited parking as set 
forth in i tern 2 al:· :)Ve. 

5) Permit Parking with one guest pa.ss per 

resident 

6) 2 hour tine limit - all day or scree portion 

of day 

Additional discussion followed· 

On rrotion of eour1cil Mef['ber Snider, Olson second, 
Council directed Staff to bring back to Council, 
at the 2nd eouncil neeting in Octo:ter, a 
written retx>rt detailing the various proposed 
solutions and alternates discussed at this 
meeti..'1g and included in testiirony received at the 
Public Hearing regarding this matter. 
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DATE I NO. TO: 1HE ClrY COU~JCIL 

FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OfFICE September 4, 198~ 
SUBJECT: 

PUBLIC HF.Al<ING - PERMIT PARKING GUIDELINES 

REXMMENDED ACI'ION: That the City Council conduct a public hearing 
on the proposed guidelines for the designation of 
penni t parking areas and take action as deerred 
appropriate 

BACKGROU!\lD INFOHMATION: At its regular adjourned rreeting of July 24, 1985 
the City Council heard concerns expressed by 
reside1:ts in the area of the PCP carmery about 
crowded parking conditions. The Council set this 
rreeting as the date and tirre for a public hearing 
to receive input concerning staff recommendations 
for penni t parking guidelines. All area 
resident.s have been advised of this hearing and 
have received copies of the reccmnended 
guidelines. 

TAP:jj 

Res~lly suJ::mitted, 

---dt;;,.a.~ 
Thomas A. Peterson 
City !>1anager 
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To: Residents 

@rom: City Manager 

Subjec:t: Residential Pennit Parking Guidelines 

At its regular meeting of July 24, the City Council heard comments 
fran residents in your area concerning designating your neighborhood 
as one where street parking would be by :penni t only. This was a 
suggestion offered by .·on.-: -of your neighbors as a zreans to easing the 
parking problems you are now experiencing when the cannery ~-s in full 
operation. 

Attached are: 

A copy of the City's presen·t ordinance concerning 
penni t parking areas. 

A copy of a map of the proposed area to be so 
designated. 

A copy of the proposed permit parking guidelines to 
be discussed by the City Council at its study 
session Tuesday, August 27, 1985 at 7:00a.m. 
:in the City Council Chambers. 

A copy of the notice of the public hearing on 
this matter to be held Wednesday, September 4, 
1985 at 7:30 p.m._ in the City Council Chambers. 

The study session (August 27) is primarily a work meeting for the 
City Council and public input will be limited. This meeting will 
probably be adjourned around 8:15 a.m. It is at the public hearing 
{September 4) that the public will have ample opportunity to address 
the City Council on this matter. 

Should you have any questions or have need for any additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact the City Clerk's 
office, at 333-6700. 

City Attorney 



Oupter 10.32 

RESIDE:"'TIAL PER:IoiiT PARKI:'\G 

Sections: 
10.32.010 
10.32.020 
10.32.030 
10.32.040 
10.32.050 
10.32.060 
10 .. 31.070 
10.32.080 
10.32.090 
10.32.100 

$[a.tutory authority. 
Zone designation. 
Permit required. 
Application for permit. 
Issuance of permir. 
Term of permit. 
Dbpby of permit. 

Fee. 
Exemptions. 
Violation-Infraction. 

10.32.010 Statutory authority. 
The ordinance codified in this chapter 

is enaeted pursuant to the authoritv con­
tained in California Vehicle Cod~ Sec­
tion 22507. (Prior code § 14-84.!0) 

10.32.020 Zone designation. 
A. The council may designate by ordi­

nance cenain residential streets or allevs 
or any portions thereof as a preferenti~l 
parking zone for the benefit of residents 
adjacent thereto in which zone vehicles 
displaying a permit or other authorized 
indicia may be exempt from parking pro­
hibition;; or restrictions otherwise 
posted. marked or noticed. 

B. No preferential parking ordin:mce 
shall apply until signs or markings giving 
adequate notice thereof ha-.-e been 
placed. (Prior code§ 14-84.1) 

10.31.030 Permit required. 
No person shall park or leaYe standing 

on such street or portion thereof anv 
vehicle unless such vehicle has displayed 
thereon an appropri:}\e permit issued bv 
the finance director "hich entitles th~ 
holder thereof to preferential parking 
privileges on the street or portion thereof 
in question. (Prior codt> ~ 14-8-t~} 

10.32.0~0 Applie!ltion for permit. 
Each application for a parking permit 

shall contain information sufficient to 
identify the applic:mt. his residence 
address on J street within the residential 
parl:ing permit areJ.. th~ license number 

of the motor vehicle for which &pplica­
tion is made and such ether information 
that may be deemed relevant bv the 
finance direcror. (Prior code § 14-84.4) 

10.31.050 Issuance of permit. 
A. Parking permits shall be issued bv 

the finance director. Each such permit 
shall state the license number of the 
motor vehicle for which it is issued. No 
more than one parking permit shall be 
issued to e.1ch motor vehicle fer which 
application is made. The finance director 
is authorized to issue such rules and reg­
ulations. not inconsistent with this chap­
ter. governing the manner in which 
persons shall qualify for parking permits. 

B. Parking permits may be issued for 
motor vehicles only upon application of 
a legal resident of property adjacent to a 
street within th~ residential permit park· 
ing area who has a motor vehicle regis­
tered in his name or who has a motor 
vehicle for his exclusive use and under his. 
con_trol. 

C. Proof of residency and motor vehi­
cle owne~hip or vehicle use and control 
shall be demonstrated in a manner deter­
mined by the finance direCtor. (Prior 
code § 14-8-U) 

10.32.060 Term of permit. 
Permits issued pursu:~nt to this chapter 

shall remain effective for a period of one 
calendar year or fraction thereof. or so 
long as the applicant continues to reside 
in a qualified dw'!lling unit for such per­
mit or until the prefe;ential parking zone 
for which such permit was issued is elimi­
n~ted. whiche,·er period of time is less. 
(Prior code* l4-8·U~ 

10..31.070 Display of permit. 
Pennits shall be displayed on the left 

rear bumper of the vehicle for which the 
permit is issued. (Prior code § 14-84.6) 

fl 
10.31.080 Fee. ~ :1 

The finance director shall collect a fee ~. 
" of three dollars for each original permit i 

issued and one dollar for a renewal per- I 
mit. {Prior code § 14-84. 7) ~ 

10.32.090 Exemptions. 
The provisions of this chapter shall not 

apply to any delivery vehicle. which vehi· 
de is under the control of an individual 
providing service to property located on a 
street in a residential permit parking 
area: nor to any emergency motor vehicle 
including. but not limited to. an 
ambulance. fire engine or police vehicle. 
(Prior code§ 14-84.8) 

10.31.100 Violation-Infraction. 
Pursuant to Government Code Sec­

tion 36900. violations of this chapter are 
designated infractions.. (Prior code § 
14-84.9) 
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· Cl1Y OF LODI 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTM~1 ,--., 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING <..-.,..:· 

PROCEDURE fOR ESTABLISHING RESIDENTIAL 

PERMIT PARKING PROGRAMS 

OBJECTIVE OF PROGRAM 

The general objective of the preferential parking program is to provide on­
street parking for residents in their own immediate neighborhoods, to the 
exclusion of non-resident parking on the stre~t. 

The specific social and environmental objectives to be considered in the 
exclusion of non-reside~t parking are the reduction of air pollution, exces­
sive noise, traffic hazards and Jitter, the preservation of the residential 
character of the neighborhood, and the provision of access for residents to 
their homes without unreasonable burden. 

ORDINANCE 

The City Council has enacted an ordinance that will provide the legal basis 
for the program. 

PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY OF RESTRICTED PARKING NEIGHBORHOODS 

a. Petition: At least 60% of the residents living in a reasonably 
sized neighborhood shall sign a petition requesting residential 
permit action. A reasonably sized neighborhood is generally defined 
as one complete block, including both sides of each block (eight block 
faces) with a minimum of 50 residents. 

b. Council Referral: Then City Council may direct the Engineering Division 
of the Public Works Department to conduct surveys and studies to 
determine the eligibility of the neighborhood for which the petition 
is submitted. 

c. Scope of Surveys and Studies: The surveys and studies by the Engineer­
ing Division shall include: 

1. On-street parking space supply. 
2. Off-street parking space supply and accessability. 
3. On-street parking supply vs. demand. 
~. Non-resident vehicles vs. residential vehicles du;ing peak 

hour occupancy. 
5. Percentage of non-resident vehicles that could use off-street 

parking spaces. 
6. Average vehicle turnover per on-street space. 

d. Re Recom~endation and Counci 1 Decision: Upon completion of the 

e. 

an stu •es, t e Engineertng Divtsion will submit a written 
report, together with recommendations, to the City Manager. The 
City Council, at a regular meeting, will decide whether or not to 
designate the area for residential permit parking program. 

Permits: If the City Council, by ordinance, designates a preferential 
parking zone, the application for permits, issuance of permits, 
duration of permits, display of permits, fees, exemptions, penalties, 
and other conditions shall all be in accordance with Ordinance No. 1158 
of the Lodi City Code. 
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f. Regulation: . The permit vehicle will be exempt from the area•s signed 
parking regulations, and all other p~rked vehicles (except those 
specified in Sec. 8, 11 Exemptions 11

) will be in violation of the ordinance. 

g. Fines for Preferential Parking Violations: The fine for a parking viola­
tion in a preferential parking area should be set so that it is prohibitive 
to the extent that it prevents enough violations to meet the primary 
objective of the program, yet in a range that generat~s some revenue to 
pay some of the cost of the program. A fine of at least $5 is recommended 
for the reasons mentioned above. 

DISCUSSION 

A preferential parking area wiil, most certainly, create problems for the 
residents of the area, residents of the surrounding area, enforcement officers, 
and other citizens of the City. Some of the problems that can be anticipated 
are: 

COSTS 

a. Some residents of the area will be opposed to paying a fee to park 
in front of their own homes. 

b. Some residents will object because visitors to their homes will not 
be able to park on the street. 

c. Some non-residents will contend they are being denied what they consider 
their rightful access to public streets and complain of inconveniences 
to them. 

d. Since no arrangements are anticipated for visitors to the area, residents 
will have to make their own arrangements for visitors by parking in the 
street to allow visitors to park in their driveway or garage. 

e. Fraudulent use of permits will be difficult to control. It will be 
easy for a resident. to resell permits at a profit. Detection of this 
kind of violation will be difficult. Counterfeit permits, false proof 
of residence, resale of resident permits - these are some of the many 
problems inherent in this kind of program. 

f. 

g. 

In some areas, commuters will walk the extra distance and park on 
streets just outside of· the program area. This wi 11 create new parking 
problems in areas that are now unaffected. It may req~ire preferential 
parking in areas where there are no parking problems tc begin with. 

Some problems caused by preferential parking are unkn~Nn prior to 
implementation of the program since some neighborhoods will have unique 

.characteristics in terms of traffic and parking not yet realized. 

For the purpose of this report, it is assumed that all 
project are to be borne by those in the benefit area. 
that revenues be set to accomplish this. 

costs relating to the 
It is highly recommended 



NOI'ICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF IODI 'ID .SEEK Cc.MMUNITY INPur REGARDING THE ADOPTION OF 
POLICY GUIDELmES FOR. THE DESIGNATION AS PERMIT PARKING ONLY 

OF THE RESIDENTIAL AREA ADJACENT TO THE PACIFIC COAST 
PRODUCERS CANNERY ON SOTJTH S'l'CX:.IcrDN STREET, LODI, CALIFORNIA 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on September 4 .• 1985 at the hour of 7:30 
pn, or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the I..odi City 
Council will conduct a public hearing in the Council Chambers, City 
Hall, 221 West Pine Street, I..odi, California, to seek cornnunity input 
regarding the adoption of policy guidelines for the designation as 
permit parking only of the residential area adjacent to the Pacific 
Coast Producers cannery on South Stockton Street, Lodi. The subject 
area •NOuld involve all properties within and having frontage on the 
streets bounded by Tokay Str~t on the north, Washington Street on the 
east, Vine Street on the south and Stockton Street on the west, except 
those properties fronting the west side of Stockton Street. 

Infonnation regarding this item including copies of Ordinance No. 1158 
-An Ordinance 1\rrending Lodi City Code Chapter 14, "Motor Vehicles and 
Traffic" by Adding a New Section Thereto Relating to Permit Parking on 
Designated Streets" may be obtained in the office of the City Clerk or 
the Public Works Depart:rrent at 221 West Pine Street, Iodi, California. 

All interested persons are invited to present their views on this 
matter. Written Statements may be filed with the City Clerk at any 
tine prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be 
made at said hearing. 

Dated: August 7, 1985 

By Order of the Lodi City Council 

(};;_w 1h . {{~ 
ALICE H. Ri?~.oiE 
CITY CLERK 



NOriCE OF PUBLIC HEARING BY THE CITY O)tJNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF IODI 'lD SEEK CCMMUNITY INPt!l' REGARDING THE ADOPI'ION OF 
POLICY GUIDELINES FOR THE DESIGNATION AS PERMIT PARKING ONLY 

OF THE RESIDENTIAL. AREA AIXTACENT TO THE PACIFIC COAST 
PRODUCERS CANNERY ON SOUTH STCCKTON STREET, LCDI, Cf\LIPORNIA 

OOI'ICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on September 4, 1985 at the hour of 7:30 
f!ll, or as soon thereafter as the matter may oo heard, the IDdi City 
Council will conduct a public hearing in the Council Chambers, City 
Hall, 221 West Pine Street, I.odi, California, to seek ccmnunity input 
regarding the adoption of policy guidelines for the designation as 
permit parking only of the residential area adjacent to the Pacific 
Coast Producers Cannery on South Stockton Street, Lodi. The subject 
area would involve all prcf>erties within and h..aving frontage on the 
streets rounded by Tokay Street on the north, Washington Street on the 
east I Vine Street on the south and Stockton Street on. the west, except 
those properties fronting the west side of Stockton Street. 

Information regarding this item including copies of Ordinance No. 1158 
-An Ordinance Arrending Lodi City Code Chapter 14, "Motor Vehicles and 
Traffic" by Adding a New Section Thereto Relating to Permit Parking on 
Designated Streets" may be obtained in the office of the City Clerk or 
the Public Works Depa.rtlrent at 221 West Pine Street, lodi 1 California. 

All interested persons are invited to present their views on this 
matter. Written Staterrents may be filed with the City Clerk at any 
ti.rre prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral staterrents may be 
made at said hearing. 

Dated: August 7 1 1985 

By Order of the I.odi City Council 

&cu 7;, · l<t.undv 
ALICE M. m?00re 
CITY CLERK 
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CITY OF LODI 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTME~T 

PROCEDURE FOR ESTABLISHING RESlDENTIAl 

PERMIT PARKING PROGRAMS 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING 

OBJECTIVE OF PROGRAM 

The general objective of the preferential parking program is to provide on­
street parking for residents in their own immediate neighborhoods, to the 
exclusion of non-resident parking on the street. 

The specific social and environmental objectives to be considered in the 
exclusion of non-resident parking are the reduction of air pollution, exces­
sive noise, traffic hazards and litter, the preservation of the residential 
character of the rieighborhood, and the provi~ion of access for residents to 
their horr.es without unreasonab 1e burden. 

ORDINANCE 

The City Council has enacted an ordinance that will provide the legal basis 
for the program. 

PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY OF RESTRICTED PARKING NEIGHBORHOODS 

a. Petition: At teast 60% of the residents living in a reasonably 
sized neighborhood shall sign a petition requesting residential 
permit action. A reasonably sized neighborhood is generally defined 
as one complete block, including both sides of each block {eight block 
faces) with a minimum of 50 residents. 

b. Council Referral: Then City Council may direct the Engineering Division 
of the Public Works Department to conduct surveys and studies to 
determine the eligfbility of the neighborhood for which the petition 
is submitt:ed. 

c. Scope of Surveys and Studies: The surveys and studies by the Engineer­
i ng D i vis ion s ha 11 i nc 1 ude: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

s. . 
6. 

On-street pa~king space supply. 
Off-street parking space supply and accessability. 
On-street parking supply vs. demand. 
Non-resident vehicles vs. residential vehicles during peak 
hour occupancy. 
Percentage of non-resident vehicles that could use off-street 
parking spaces . 
Average vehicle turnover per on-street space. 

d. Report. Recommendation and Council Decision: Upon completion of the 
surveys and studies, the Engineering Div~on will submit a written 

:.- ,. ::. ~- " 
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report, together with recommendations, to the City Manager. The 
City Council, at a regular meeting, will decide whether or not to 
designate the area for residential permit parking program. 

e. Permits: If the City Council, by ordinance, designates a prefere~tial 
parking zone, the application for permits, issuance of permits, 
duration of permi;s, display of permits, fees, exemptions, penalties, 
and other conditions shall all be in accordance with Ordinance No. 1158 
of the Lodi City Code. 

f. Regulation: The permit vehicle will be exempt from the area's signed 
parking regulations, and all other parked vehicles (except those 
specified in Sec. 8, "Exemptions") will be in violation of the ordinance. 

g. Fines for Preferential Parking Violations: The fine for a parking viola­
tion in a preferential parking area should be set s~ that it is prohibitivr: 
to the extent that it prevents enough violations to meet the primary 
objective of the program, yet in a range that generates some revenue to 
pay some of the cost of the program. A fine of at least $5 is recommended 
for the reasons mentioned above. \ 

DISCUSSION 

A preferential parking area will, most certainty, create problems for the 
residents of the area, residents of the surrounding area, enforcement officers, 
and other citizens of the City. Some of the problems that can be anticipated 
are: 

a. Some residents of the area will be opposed to paying a fee to park 
in front of their m~n homes. 

b. Some residents will object because visitors to their homes will not 
be able to park on~the s~reet. 

c. Some non-residents will contend they are being denied what they consider 
their rightful access to public streets and complain of inconveniences 
to them. 

d. Since no arrangements are anticipated for visitors to the area, residents 
will have to make their own arrangements for visitors by parking in the 
street to allow visitors to park in their driveway or garage. 

e. Fraudulent use of permits will be difficult to control. It will be 
easy for a resident to resell permits at a profit. Detection of this 
kind of violation wi 11 be difficult. Counterfeit permits, false proof 

'of residence, resale of resident permits- these are some of the many 
problems inherent in this kind of program. 

. ~; " .... ;_ "; ·:~.:- .... • : • - .... :·· 'if 
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f. 1 n some areas, commuters wi 11 wa 1 k the extra distance and park on 
streets just outside of the program area. This will create new parking 
problems in areas that are now unaffected. It may require preferential 
parking in areas where there are no parking problems to begin with: 

g. Some problems caused by preferential parking are unknown prior to 
implementation of the program since some neighborhoods will have unique 
characteristics in terms of traffic and parking not yet realized. 

COSTS 

Attached is a preliminary rundown on costs and revenues. For the purpose of 
this report, it is assumed that all costs relating to the project are to be 
borne by those in the benefit area. It is highly recommended that revenues 
be set to accomplish this. -

\ 

PERMIT PARKING AREA (CANNERY AREA) 

INITIAL AND ANNUAL COST AND ESTIMATED REVENUE PER YEAR 

This typical district would be bounded, approximately, by the north side of 
Tokay Street, the east side of Washington Street, the south side of Vine Street, 
and the west side of Stockton Street as shown on the attached map. The area 
consists of the equivalent of 24 block faces and would affect approximately 
130 residents. 

INITIAL COST 

Studies & Surveys $ 700.00 

Permits & Administration 8oo.oo 
Signs (including labor, material 

and equipment) 7 , 2 00 . 00 ... 'ct 

TOTAL $ 8,700.00 

ANNUAL OPERATING CO·ST 

Sign Maintenance (10% Replacement) $ 700.00 

Permits & Administration {50%) 40C.OO 

Enforcemen~- 365 hours@ $14.00, , ....._ 5,100.00 
~t.>O ~ ..... G> '';0/k,. (n«",~•"' ~ "t~. ) 
~ 900-.--oo 

TOTAL s 7. 1 oo.oo 
INITIAL REVENUE 

260 Permits @ $3.00 $ 780.00 

,··. 
·--: ' ~ . ·:v· 

\9-BS' 
uf>d.A\t 
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ANNUAL REVENUE 

260 Renewal Permits@ $1.00 (after 1st yr.)$ 260.00 

Citations - 500@ ~5.00 ~ 82% 2 050 00 
-st...o i1 n.oo ..,. 'r?"'L"'L ~ • 

TOTAL $ 2,310.00 

NOTES 

a. Initial Cost: A block face, as used in the estimate, is assumed as 
·400 lineal feet of one side of a street. Studies and surveys were 
estimated at $30 per block face and permits and administration costs 
at $35 per block face. Signs were estimated at $100 each, with three 
signs to be installed in each block face. 

b. Operating Cost: Sign replacement is estimated to be 10% per year 
and permits and administration at 50% of the initial cost. Enforcement 
was calculated on the basis of making one checks of the area per shift or 
three checks per day. Each check of the area will take 18 to 20 minutes 
(actual measurement of run) and does not include any time for writing 
citations. There is also no time figured for call-outs on citizen 
complaints. The Police Dept. felt that twice ihis much time should be spent. 

It is assumed the permit parking area is to be monetarily self-sufficient 
and, to recover the installation cost over a 10-year period, 10% of 
the initial cost has been included as an annual operating expense. 

c. Revenue Per Year: The initial revenue from permits was estimated on 
the assumption of issuing 260 permits (two per dwelling} at $3 per 

·permit. Ordinance No. 1158, Section 7, states, "The Finance Director 
shall collect a fee of $3 for each original permit and $1 for each 
renewal permit." 

Since the only revenue from the area will be from permits and citations, 
and if the area is to be self-sufficient, approximately 1700 citations 
would need to be issued per year to recover the annual Operating Cost. 
This does not appear to be a reasonable estimate of the number of 
citations to be issued, particularly when one realizes that the 
cannery, and the problem, only operates during a portion of each year. 

Four ways, or combinations thereof, exist to fund the district. 

1. Hake up any deficits from the general fund. This solution is 
·. not recommended as being difficult to defend in today's tight 

money situation. 

2. Raise annual permit fees .. While this appears reasonable, the 
actual amount of money obtained by increasing the fee from 
$1 to $3 is insignificant in relation to the amount of money 
needed. If it is felt that residents should pay for the initial 
City costs, the permits would have to be raised to $33 each. 



~ . ·, 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING 
Page.5 

( 

3. Raise the fine from $5 to a figure which will, in fact, provide 
the necessary monies to make the district self-sufficient. 

4. Decrease the amount of time (and money) spent on enforcement, 
particularly during off-season at the cannery. While this 
is the most direct, positive, and controllable way, it does 
have the disadvantage of probably increasing the number of 
"call outs 11 from residents in the area and decreasing the number 
of citations issued. At the same time, it releases police 
officers for other work. 

Probably the best solution would be some combination of 2, 3, and 
4 above. 

-. 
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To: 

@== 
Subject: 

The Honorable ~ayor ar.d 
Members of the City Council 

City Manager 

Residential Permit Parking 

In accordance with the City Council's direction, this topic has been 
placed on the agenda for the "shirtsleeve" session to be held 
Tuesday, August 27, 1985. Attached . is infonnation carpiled for your 
review. Copies o£ L'1e present ord~nance, the proposed guidelines, 
the publication notice a.""ld a map of the area will be distributed to 
residents in the area Friday, August 23, 1985 along with a trenD 

explaining the process. 
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10.28.200 

their enforcement of the provtstons of 
this division. The removal. obliteration 
or concealment of any chalk mark or 
other distinguishing mark or object used 
by any police officer or other employee or 
officer of this city in connection with the 
enforcement of the parking regulations 
of this chapter shall, if done for the pur­
pose of evading the provisions of this 
chapter. constitute such interference or 
obstruction. (Prior code § 14-84 (part). 
(a). (b). (c). (e)) 

10.28.210 Violation-Infraction. 
The provisions of Chapter 1.08 of this 

code are inapplicable. and any nwncr or 
operator who violates or fails to comply 
with this chapter is guilty of an infraction 
punishable by: 

A. A fine not exceeding fifty dollars 
for a first viol<:tion; 

B. A fine not exceeding one hundred 
dollars for a second violation of the same 
ordillance within one year; 

C. A fine not exceeding two hundred 
fifty doliars for each additional violation 
of the same ordinance within one year. 
(Prior code§ 14-84(d)) 

Chapter 10.32 

RESIDE~TIAL PER:\IIT PARKING 

Sections: 
IG.32.0IO 
10.32.020 
10.32.030 
10.32.0-tO 
10.32.050 
10.32:060 
10.32.070 

Statutory authL: ity. 
Zone designation. 
Permit required. 
Application for permit. 
Issuance of permit. 
Term of permit. 
Display of permit. 

174 

10.32.080 
10.32.090 
10.32.100 

Fee. 
Exemptions. 
Violation-Infraction. 

19.32.0 I 0 Statutory au~hority. 
The ordinance codified in this chapter 

is enacted pursuant to the authority con­
tained in California Vehicle Code Sec­
tion 22507. (Prior code§ 14-84.10) 

10.32.020 Zone designation. 
A. The council may dt.!sigmne by ordi­

nance certain residential streets or alleys 
or any portions thereof as a preferer.tial 
parking zone for the benefit of residents 
adjacent thereto in which zone vehicles 
displaying a permit or other authorized 
indicia may be exempt from parking pro­
hibitions or restrictions otherwise 
posted. marked or noticed. 

B. No preferential parking ordinance 
shall apply until signs or markings giving 
adequate notice thereof have been 
placed. (Prior code§ 14-84.1) 

10.32.030 Permit required. 
No person shall park or leave star..ding 

on such street or portion thereof any 
vehicle unless such vehicle has displayed 
thereon an appropriate permit issued by 
the finance director which entitles the 
holder thereof to :::neferenti;tl parking 
privileges on the street or 1>1< ~" !hereof 
in question. (Prior cod.:§ i~· 8-L~) 

10.32.0-tO Application for permit. 
E2ch application for a parking permit 

shall contain information sufficient to 
identify '1he applicmt. his resider:!:e 
address on a street v.:ithin the residential 
parking permit area. the licen~e number 

\ 
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of the motor vehicle for which applica­
tion is mad-! and such other information 
that may be deemed relevant by the 
finance director. (Prior code§ 14-84.4) 

10.32.050 Issuance of permit. 
A. Parking permits shall be issued by 

the finance director. Each such permit 
shall state the license number of the 
motor vehicle for which it is issued. No 
more than one parking permit shall be 
issued to each motor vehicle for whid_ 
application is made. The finance director 
is authorized to issue such rules and reg­
ulations. not inconsistent with this chap­
ter. governing the manner in which 
persons shall qualify for parking permits. 

B. Parking permits may be issued for 
motor vehicles only upon application of 
a legal resident of property adjacent to a 
street within the residential permit park­
ing area who has a motor vehicle regis­
tered in his name or who has a motor 
vehicle for his exclusive use and under his 
control. 

C. Proof of residency and motor vehi­
cle ownership or vehicle use and control 
shall be demonstrated in a manner deter­
mined by the finance director. (Prior 
code § 14-84.3) 

10.32.060 Term of permit. 
Permits issued pursuant to this chapter 

shall remain effective for a period of efteih f't>~ 
calendar yea~ or fraction thereof or so 
long as the applicant continues to reside 
in a qualified dwelling unit for such per-
mit or until the preferential parking zone 
for which such permit was issued is elimi-
n<:!ted. whichever period of time is less. 
(Prior code* 1-+-84.5) 

175 

10.32.040 

!0.32.070 Display of permit. 
Perm~ts shall be displayed on the left 

rear bumper of the vehicle for which the 
permit is issued. (Prio: code § 14-84.6) 

10.32.080 Fee. 
The finance director shall collect a fee 

-
of three dollars for each original permit 
issued and one dollar for a renewal per­
mit. (Prior code§ 14-84.7) 

10.32.090 Exemptions. 
The provisions of this ch~pter shall not 

apply to any delivery vehicle. which vehi­
cle is under the control of an individual 
providing service to property located :.:m a 
street in a residential permit parking 
area: a or to any emergency motor vehicle 
including. but not limited to. an 
ambulance. fire engine or police vehicle. 
(Prior code§ 14-84.8) 

10.32.100 Violation-Infraction. 
Pursuant to Government Code Sec­

tion 36900. violations of this chapter are 
designated infractions. (Prior code § 
14-84.9) 

Chapter 10.36 

ABANDONED~ WRECKED .-\NO 
iNOPERABLE VEHICLES 

Sectiuns: 
10.36.010 
10.36.020 
10.36.030 
10.36.040 

10.36.050 

~uisance. 

Definitions. 
Exemptions. 
Pro~·isions 

supplementary. 
Enforcement-Right of 
entry. 



MEMORANDUM, City of Lodi, Public Works Department 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

City Manager 
City Attorney 

Public Works Director 

Augu_s t 2, 1985 

SUBJECT: Residential Permit Parking 

For your information, I have attached the following information: 

1. Copy of the City Code outlining the residential permit parking 
requirements. 

2. A memo, dated March 19, 1979, to the City Council recommending 
that guidelines for preferential parking be adopted. To my 
knowledge, this has not been acted upon by the City Council. 

3. A memo from the City Attorney outiining the parking problem in 
the area of Pacific Coast Producers and discussing the residenLial 
permit parking ordinance that is adopted. 

As I indicated in my memo of March 19, 1979, I still feel strongly that guide­
lines for preferential parking should be approved by the City Council. It is 
felt that a good way to continue moving ahead on the PCP parking problem is to 
take the attached guidelines in their present form to the Council for discussion 
and final approval. Once the guide! ines have been adopted, the procedures for 
movlng ahead on this problem should fall into place. 

As we discussed at our last meeting o:: this subject, it appears impossible to 
implement permit parking in the cannery area this summer in order to benefit 
the citizens this year. This is due to the fact that it will probably take 
two Council. meetings to implement the Residential Permit Parking in the cannery 
area and it will then take a minimum of 6 to 8 weeks to obtain the special 
signing required for the proposed preferential parking. 

you need any additional information. 

Attachments 

JLR/eeh 
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Pnltlfenttal Pcmcfng 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Council dhcws and take the appropriate •:zctiona 
Wltti respect to tGa attoehed guldellnee for pnferentlol parking. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: bed en the request mocie at the last lhlmluve 
iltiSlon Cl ru:e;aay, };i;iidi 13, 197'9, we are pc-esentlrte the followtng fnfcnnatl(Wu 

o The existing nne t~~tahllshed by tho court few this type of parking lriradlon II 
$5.00 per citation. Of thla omount, the City reCJeiwa 82%. AttocMd fs a 
communlc:ctlon from Judge Seibly regarcHng pc:Gible Increase• In t),~ onount .. 

o The exktfng Ordlncmoe 11158, Section 7, states, •fhe Flnane(J OJ:edcr &hall 
coiled o leo off$.3 for each original permit and $1 fot· each permit renewal .. 
ft Is reeommonded that the City Council consider Increasing the orlgtnal permit 
fee to help recover tho Initial eoab cf tha pc'CgfClm and that the Council also 
consider an lnC'.t'e<Be In the renewal fee. These changes would requtre an 
«dincmco revltlon. 

o ft b al10 rec:ommsnded that the City staff prepw-e & fonn petftk>n which con 
be uaed to cbtaln signatures. In this way, eaeh person signing the petition 
would haw aeeess to aU of the lnfonnatlon needed to dedde whether he/Jho 
wonted pref'llfl&ntlal pcuidng In their Mlghhorhood. 

Comments from the Pollee Depamilent en these ~ guidelines haw already ~n 
race ived wrlxrlly by the CouneU • 

..,.lock L. Ronsko 
Public Worics Director 

EnciORJre 

Jl.R:dt 

·. 
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{~:~iliers 

nf 
judge j. ~hmnas ~eihlg 

( 
MUNICIPAL COURT 

LOOI JUOICIJ.L. CI&TRICT 
230 WEST ELM STREET 

LODI. CALIFORNIA $8240 

T£L£PHCN£ (:ZOO) 361!1·6627 

March 16, 1979 

Nr. Jack Ronsko 
Department of Public Works 
City of LocH 
City H31J 
Loui, Cil. 95240 

RE: HtPACT ~F P.ESIDE:JTIAL PERt1IT PARKI:~G PROGRAH 

Dear Mr. Ronsko: 

In response to the request of Mr. Marvin navis for imput 
concern inn the . imnact on the Lodi l·1unic i naJ. Court as a result 
of inplc·rh~:1tation- of the City of Lodi' s proposed Residential 
P·~rr~i t P-:: rl: in0 Program you shoul c1 he av:are of the following: 

1. The current $5.00 parking violation fee figure is 
~enerally considered sufficient to deter violators 
and is in fact higher than in neighboring jurisdic­
tion. 

2. Implementation of such a progran would in itself 
increase the number of citation filings and corres­
pondingly the work of the Clerk's Office of the 
Court. 

3. l\n increase in the amount of fee per violation \vould 
result in an increase in workload and expense, 

-. 

in addition to the mere filing and handling, in the 
following areas: 

a. Court time - as the fee increases, the per­
centage of persons wishing formal arraignment 
will increase. It beco~es econor.ically feasible 
for a person to come to Court in hopes that the 
fine would be lowered hy the Judge because of 

b. 

~orne mitigating factor not amounting to a defense. 

Police time - as the fine increases and more 
persons are willing to come to Court, you can 
expect more of the matters to he set for trial. 
This results in City employees involvement as 
witnesses and leads ~o costs of time, overtime, etc. 

In general, it is r~cognized that a prohlern exists in parti­
cular areas of the City an(1 it <1p~)e<1rs that the pr0~lOS<:c1 prOCJrar.t 
r.·d·.r solve th·:::! probler:1. It is, ho\-:cvcr, clonbtfu] th.:1t the proqrM:~ 
co~ld be m.:1de more economically feasible Ly an increase of bail. 
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··TO: THE CITY COUNCIL DATE 

FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE September l, 1982 

SUBJECT: Pacific Coast Producers - Parking 

?or the benefit of the new Council ~embers, I thou;ht that I 
would discuss the parki~g pro~le~ near Paci:i8 Coast 
Producers, and the one solution of having permit parkiag, 
and use this situatio~ to show sone of the thoughts which 
must go into deteroining whether or not to put a particular 
ordi~ance into effect. 

Since the City does have within the Lodi City Code, Section 
148Ll et seq. dealing with pernit parking, it would seem 
that it would be an easy solution to the Pacific Coast 
Producers' problem, to put an ordinance into effect 
designating the streets at or near t~e PCP as ?ers~t parki~g 
only. Section 1484.1 et seq. requires that we may designate 
by ordinance, certain residential streets wherein there 
shall be preferential parking for the residents only. Of 
course, the City Attorney must pre:;?are the ordinance, but 
prior to preparing the ordinance, the area to !:>e perl:li t 
parking must be designated. This Hould require the 
Engineering Department to deter::~in·3 vlhich area or areas 
should be designated as residential parking only. 

The reason why the Engineering De?artment would be req~ir~d 
to become involved would be that that Department would have 
to determine from a traffic stand?oint, how far away people 
would necessarily park their vehicles and walk; and map out 
that area for the Council. It sh~~ld be noted that the area 
that the Engineering Department determines is the proper 
area 1 must take into account thc.t · the vehi:::les might then 
park on other streets, so that Engineering would be required 
to determine the area from whic~ persons \vould no longer 
park their vehicles. and walk, a~d will in effect use the 
parking lot. Further, the Engineering Depart~ent or Public 
Works Department would be required to get involved in 
signing the area. 

If the City decides to have per:nit parking, the question 
must then be asked of where resi~ents' guests are going to 
park. The Ordinance has no provision for guest parking, so 
then, either tile Engineering D::!?artr::tent. or the Plan!1ing 
Department must determine the nu.Uer of driveways and other 
areas available where additional ?eople could park if this 
ordinance went into effect. 

The next area that must be considered is the fact that the 
Finance Director must then sell oermits, and at the present 
time there is a fee of $3.00 pe; permit. It is not merely 
selling the permits that becooes involved - each resident 
~ust ~ri~g in ~roof o~ r2siden~v ~~d rnotor ~?hicl~ ow~ershi~ 
in order to h~ve permL: contr;.i.. If ;,;e are going to have 
this ordinance, then we must have enforcement and the Police 

NO. 
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Department must be prepared to enforce this ordinance on a 
24-hour-day basis during the times in which the Cannery is 
in operation. 

What are the costs to the City in putting this ordinance 
into effect? Of course, there is the cost of printing the 
permits, the cost of signing the area, and perhaps the 
necessity of adding a patrol unit to enforce the ordinance. 

It has also been suggested in lieu of doing this permit 
parking, perhaps we might consider doing a lirni ted time 
parking. Again, we must consider the cost of signing the 
area; we must determine the driveways in the area which 
ag·ain, would involve the Planning and/or Engineering 
Department; and we must also consider the cost of 
enforcement of a 4, 6, or 8-hour limited parking area. 

It is my recommendation that you consider the aforementioned 
issues prior to recommending the use of a·permit parking or 
limited t~me parking solution. 

RMS:vc 

RONALD M. STEIH 
City Attorney 



MEMORANDUM, CJTY OF LODI, COMHUNlTY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

TO: Ron Stein, City Attorney 

FROM: David Morimoto, Planning Department 

DATE: August 30, 1982 

SUBJECT: P.C.P. Cannery, On Street Parking 

The Planning Department conducted a study of the parking situation adjacent to 
the P.C.P. Cannery. The study v1as to determine the number of residences in the 
area that had no off-street p3rking available and relied total!y on street park­
ing for their vehicles. 

The survey area included the area from Tokay Street to Mission Street and from 
Stockton Street to Washington Street (See attached map). 

Within the survey area, we found only four (4) parcels that did not appear to 
have any area on the lot to park a vehicle. The remaining parcels had an aver-
age of two (2) spaces per lot for off-street parking. These spaces were garages, 
driveways, or in some cases, simply dirt being used for parking. These spaces 
often did not meet the legal definition of an off-street space. in some cases 
the cars were stacked down a long, narrow driveway or parked on a dirt or gruss 
area adjacent to the house. They did, however, appear to be used by the residents. 

Besides the cannery workers, factors that compound the parking problem appear to 
include narrow streets, narrow lots and a high number of cars per household. Most 
of the streets adjacent to the cannery have less than standard street widths. 
The narrow streets make going in and out of driveways difficult when cars are 
parked on both sides of the ·streets. The narra~ lots also mean that driveways 
are often narrow and in some cases two (2) lots may share a driveway. Finally, 
it appears that many of th~ households have more than two (2) vehicles so some 
of the vehicles must be parked on the street. 

OM/ns 
.• 
Attach~r.ent 
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CITY OF LODI 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

PROCEDURE FOR ESTABLISHING RESIDENTIAL 

PERMIT PARKING PROGRAMS 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING 

OBJECTIVE OF PROGRAM 

The general objective of the preferential parking program is to provide on­
street parking for residents in their own immediate neighborhoods, to the 
exclusion of non-resident parking on the street. 

The specific social and environmental objectives to be considered in the 
exclusion of non-resident parking are the reduction of air pollution, exces­
sive noise, tr~ffic hazards a~d litter, the preservation of the residential 
character of the neighborhood, and the provision of access for residents tc 
their homes without unreasonable burden. 

ORO I NANC::: 

The City Council has enacted an ordinance that will provide the legal basis 
the prograiTa. 

PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY OF RESTRICTED PARKING NEIGHBORHOODS 
pa.l(€ lS 

a. Petition: At least 60% of the Fe:;)\de .. t:~ lioi,!l in a reasonably 
sized neighborhood shall sign a petition requesting residential 
permit action. A reasonably sized neighborhood is generally defined 
as one complete bloc~ including both sides of each block (eight block 
faces) with a minimum of 50 residents. 

Council Referral: Then City Council may direct the Engineering Division 
of the Public Works Oepai"tment to conduct: surveys and studies to 
determine the eligibility of the neighborhood for which the petition 
is submitted. 

c. Scope of Surveys and Studies: The surveys and studies by the Engineer­
ing Division shall include: 

1. On-street parking space supply. 
2. Off-street parking space supply and accessability. 
3. On-street parking supply vs. demand. 
4. Non-resident vehicles vs. residential vehicles during peak 

hour occupancy. 
5. Percentage of non-resident vehicles that could use off-street 

parking spaces. 
6. Average vehicle turnover per on-street space. 

d. Report, Recommendation and Council Decision: Upon completion of the 
surveys and studies, the EngineerinQ Division will submit a written 
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report, together with recommendations, to the City Manager. The 
City Council, a~ a regular meeting, will decid~ whether or not to 
designate the area for residential permit parking program. 

( es 0 lv-h'ov.. 
e. Permits: If the City Council, by ordX:e~Ree, designates a preferential 

parking zone, the application for permits, issuance of permits, 
duration of permits, display of permits, fees, exemptions, penalties, 
and other conditions shall all be in accorddnce with frrdinance No. 1158 
of the Lodi City Code. 

f. Regulation: The permit vehicle will be exempt from the area's signed 
parking regulations, and all other parked vehicles (except those 
specified in Sec. 8, "Exemptions") will be in violation of the ordinance. 

g. Fines for Preferential Parking Violations: The fine for a parking viola­
tion in a preferential parking area should be set so that it is prohib~tive 
to the extent that it prevents enough violations to meet the primary 
objective of the program, yet in a range that generates some revenue to 
pay some of the cost of the program. A fine of at least y; is recommended 
for the reasons _mentioned above. { Z5' \ . 

h. touJi~~ ;f c;.J..a.J?onJ dt> til>+ I!Jol{)~k. 
DISCUSSION 

A preferential parking area will, most certainly, create problems for the 
residents of the area, residents of the surrounding area, enforcement officers, 
and other citizens of the City. Some of the problems that can be anticipated 
are: 

a. Some residents of the area will be opposed to paying a fee to park 
in front of their own homes. 

b. Some residents will object because visitors to their homes will not 
be able to park on_the street. 

c. Some non-residents will contend they are being denied what they consider 
their rightful access to public streets and complain of inconveniences 
to them. 

d. Since nc arrangements are anticipated for VISitors to the area, residents 
will have t.o make their own arrangements for visitors by parking in the 
street to allow visitors to park in their driveway or garage. 

e. Fraudulent use of permits will be difficult to control. It will be 
easy fvr a resident to resell permits at a profit. Detection of this 
kind of violation will be difficult. Counterfeit permits, false proof 

·of residence, resale of resident permits- these are some of the many 
problems inherent in this kind of program. 
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f. 

g. 

In some areas, commuters will walk the extra distance and park on 
streets just outside of the program area. This will create new parking 
problems in areas that are now unaffected. It may require preferential 
parking in areas where there are no parking problems to begin with. 

Some problems caused by preferential parking are unknown prior to 
implementation of the program since some nP.ighborhoods will have unique 
char3cteristics in terms of traffic anP ~arking not yet realized. 

~t~~~~~STS 
' .f' ~'-\,.. Attached is a preliminary rundown on costs and revenues. for the purpose of 

5J this report, it is assumed that all costs relating to the project are to be 
borne by those in the benefit area. It is highly recq~~ended that revenues 
be set to accomplish this. ..~ .--· 

PERMIT PA.IS~l-MG'"AREA (CANNERY AREA) 
.......... -

... -· ESTIMATED REVENUE PER YEAR 

ypical district would be bounded, approximately, by the north side of 
Tokay Street, the east side of Washington Street, the south side of Vine St<eet, 
and the west side of Stockton Street as shown on the attached map. The area 
consists of the equivalent of zq block faces and would affect approximately 

130 residents. \~SS 
uf>d•>;\t 

INITIAL COST 

Studies & Surveys $ 700.00 oltsoo 

Permits & Administration &Jo .oo 8oO 

Signs {including labor, materia 1 
and equipment) 7,200.00-~ottlh scoo 

TOTAL $ 8,700.00 -#C:l_"'l.,OD 

ANNUAL OPERATING CO·ST 

Sign Maintenance (10% Replacement) $ 708.00 li~c:D 

Permits & Administration (50%) 400.00 ,.oo 

Enforcemen".: - 365 hours @ $14. 0.0,. 5,100.00 14 \0 "aoO 

~(pO "'"'"@ ~ ~0/h,.. (o'..4H.f" ~ \.lt'"' ·) 

~f In it i a I Cost: :t~e --
TOTAL $ 7. 100.00 ~ \,,ooo 

INITIAL REVENUE 

260 Permits @ $3.00 $ 780.00 
t,£,0 
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ANNUAL REVENUE 

NOTES 

260 Renewal Permits@ $1.00 (after lst yr.)$ 260.00 

Citations - 500 @ ~5.00 x 82% 2
1
050.00 

-:;c..o ti \"Z. .Do "-~- -rJ"t. ... '-

TOTAL $ 2,310.00 

a. Initial Cost: A block face, as used in the estimate, is assumed as 
400 lineal feet of one side of a street. Studies and surveys were 
estimated at $30 per block face and permits and administration costs 
at $35 per block face. Signs were estimated at $100 each, with three 
signs to be installed in each block face. 

b. Operating Cost: Sign replacement is estimated to be 10% per year 
and permits and administration at 50% of the initial cost. Enforcement 
was calculated on the basis of making one checks of the area per shift or 
three checks per day. Each check of the area will take 18 to 20 minutes 
(actual measurement of run) and does not include any time for writing 
citations. There is also no time figured for call-outs on citizen 
complaints. The Police Dept, felt that twice this much time should be spent. 

It is assumed the permit parking area is to be monetarily self-sufficient 
and, to recover the installation cost over a 10-year period, 10% of 
the initial cost has been inciuded.as an annual operating expense. 

c, Revenue Per Year: The initial revenue from permits was estimated on 
the assumption of issuing 260 permits (two per dwelling) at $3 per 
permit. Ordinance No. 1158, Section 7, states, "The Finance Director 
shall collect a fee of $3 for each original permit and $1 for each 
renewal permit." 

Since the only revenue from the area will be from permits and citations, 
and if the area is to ~e self-sufficient, approximately 1700 citations 
would need to be issued per year to recover the annual Operating Cost. 
This does not appear to be a reasonable estimate of the number of 
citations to be issued, particularly when one realizes that the 
cannery, and the problem, only operates during a portion of each year. 

Four ways, or combinations thereof, exist to fund the district. 

1. Make up any deficits from the general fund. This solution is 
not recommended as being difficult to defend in today's tight 
money situation. 

2. Raise annual permit fees. While this appears reasonable, the 
actual amount of money obtained by increasing the fee from 
$1 to $3 is insignificant in relation to the amount of :'loney 
needed. If 1t is felt that residents should pay for the initial 
City costs, the permits would have to be raised to $33 each. 
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3. Raise the fine from $5 to a figure which will, in fact, provide 
the necessary monies to make the district self-sufficient. 

4. Decrease the amount of time {and money) spent on enforcement, 
particularly during off-season at the cannery. While this 
is the most direct, positive, and controllable way, it does 
have the disadvantage of probably increasing ~he number of 
"call outs" from residents in the area and decreasing the number 
of citations issued. At the same time, it releases police 
officers for other work. 

Probably the best solution would be some combination of 2, 3, ant~ 
4 above. 
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NOI'ICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF T"rlE CITY 
OF IDDI ID SEEK CCMMUNITY ll~UT REX:;ARDING THE AOOPTION OF 
POLICY GUIDELINES FOR THE DESIGNATION AS PERI•1IT PARKING ONLY 

OF THE RESIDENTIAL AREA ADJACJ:..:Vr 'ID THE PACIFIC COAST 
PRODUCERS CANNERY ON SOUTH STCCK'IDN STREET, IDDI, CALIFORNIA 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on September 4, 1985 at the hour of 7:30 
pn, or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the Lodi City 
Council will conduct a public hearing in the Council Chambers, City 
Hall, 2!1 West Pine Street, Lodi, California, to seek cormrunity input 
regardlli.g the adoption of policy guidelines for the designation as 
penni t parking only of the residential ar2a. adjacent to t.'11e Pacific 
Coast Prcx:iucers Cannery on South Stockton Street, Lcx:ii. The subject 
area 'WOUld involve all properties within and having frontage on the 
streets bounded by Tokay Street on the north, Washington Street on the 
east, Vine Street on the south and Stockton Street on the west, except 
those properties fronting the west side of Stockton Street. 

Infonnation regarding this item including copies of· Ordinance No. 1158 
-An Ordinance Amending I£xli City Ccx:ie Chapter 14, "Mot:or Vehicles and 
Traffic" by Adding a New Section Thereto RelatL"1g to Permit Parking on 
Designated Streets., may be obtained in the office of the City Clerk or 
the Public Works Depart:Irent at 221 west Pine Street, IDdi, California. 

All interested persons are invited to present their views on this 
matter. Written Staterrents nay be filed with the City Clerk at any 
t.i.me prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be 
made at said hearing. 

Dated: August 7, 1985 

By Order of the IOOi City Council 

-. 

flJ.uv 7n /itvnub 
ALICE M. REllflfE 
CITY CLERK 
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ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDJNANCE OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AMENDING LODI MUNICIPAL CODE 
TITLE 10, CHA.PTER 10.32 RESIDENTIAL PERr1IT PARKING 

BE IT ORDA1NID BY THE IDDI CITY COUNCIL. 

SECTION 1. 

This ordinanc,- arrendment is enacted pursuant to the authority 

contained in Title 10, Residential Permit Parking, Chapter 10.32, 

Section 10. 32. 010 of the I.ocli Municipal Code and california Vehicle 

Code Section ~2507. 

SECTION 2. 

Title 10, Chapter 10.32 - Residential Pennit Parking, Section 

10.32.020(A) Zone Designation is amended to read as follows: 

"A. The council may designate by resolution fran tine to 

ti.rre, certain residential streets or alleys or any p:::>rtions 

thereof as a preferential parking zone for the benefit of 

residents adjacent thereto in which zone vehicles displaying a 

:permit or other authorized indicia may be exempt fran parking 

prohibitions or restrictions otherwise posted, marked or 

noticed, for such periods of time as designated in the 

:-:esolution." 

SECTION 3. 

Section 10.32.050(A) Issuance of Permit is amended to delete the 

requirerrent that penni t shall state the license number of t..he m::>tor 

vehicle for wt.Lich it is issued as follows: 

- 1-
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"A. Parking pennits shall be issued by the finance 

director. Uin tltiin Hiridt tUl-I tUtri t¥<i U#rit<i ri~ ¢! .-,.: .. 

:tf1!A W/:Jtr/>t "'P'ri'rfi.UU f.¢t ~itn it U Usl/J.¢;¢/. No nore than one 

parking permit shall be issued to each motor vehicle for which 

application is made. The finance director is authorized to 

issue such rules and regulations, not inconsisLent with this 

chapter, governing the manner in which persons shall qualify for 

parking per.mi ts • II 

SECITON 4. 

Section 10.32.080 Fee, is amended to read as follows: 

"The finance director shall collect a fee for each original 

permit issued and fur each rene<;ITcll pennit issued in an axrount to 

be determined from time to time by resolution of the city 

council. Fees are payable for three calendar year periods of 

time only and fees will not be prorated for lesser periods of 

time." 

SECI'ION 5. 

A new section is added to read as foll~~: 

"The pennit parking shall be effective for periods of time as 

designated on the sign giving notice thereof•" 

SECTION 6. 

- 2-



A ne\v section is added to read as follows: 

.:. ·-· --

"No vehicle for which a penni t has been issued hereunder shall 

be parked upon any street or alley in the city in violation of 

any part of this municipal cede or in violation of the 

California Vehicle Code". 

SECITON 7. 

Section 10.32.060 Tenn of per.;Ut is hereby arrended to re2.d as 

follows: 

"Penni ts issued pursuant to this chapter shall remain effective 

for a pericd of three calendar years, or so long as the 

applicant continues to reside in a qualified dwelli11g unit for 

such permit or until the preferential parking zone for which 

such permit was issued is eliminated, wtachever period of time 

is less. Said permits are not transferable." 

SECTION 8. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict 

herewith are repealed insofar as such conflict may exist. 

SECTION 9. This ordinance shall be published one time in the "Lodi 

News Sentinel", a daily newspaper of general circulation printed and 

J?Ublished in the City of I.Ddi and shall be in force and take effect 

~rty days from and after its passage and approval. 

Approved this day of 



w 

Attest: 

ALICE M. REIMCHE 
City Clerk 

State of California 
County of San Joaquin, ss. 

NAY OR 

I, Alice H. Reim:::he, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do he:r-eby certify 
that Ordii1ar1ce No. was introduced at a regular neetir1g of the 
City Council of the City of I.odi held 
and was thereafter passed, adopted a.'ld ordered to print at a regular 
neeting of said Council held by the following vote: 

Ayes: Council Members -

Noes: Council t-lembers -

Absent: Council Members 

Abstain: Council Members -

I :.Lurther certify tha·t Ordinance No. was approved and signed by 
the .Mayor on the date of its passage and the sarre has been published 
pursuant to law. 

Approved as to Fo.rm 

RONAID M. STEIN 
City Attorney 

ordpark 

- 4-

ALICE H. RETI-:K:HE 
City Clerk 

. ~----· 



HEARING TO SEEK COMMUNITY 

INPUT ON ADOPTION OF POLICY GUIDELINES 

FOR DESIGNATION OF PERMIT PARKit~G ONLY 

IN RESIDENTIAL AREA ADJACENT TO 

PACIFIC COAST PRODUCERS CANNERY 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTifJG NOTICE 

Jeff Weisz, says in accordance with instructions given by the City 

Council of the City of Lodi, he distributed a hearing notice and in­

formation packet to all residents/tenants in the cannery area (see 

attached map). 

The said distribution was completed on the 22nd day of August, 1985, 

prior to the date of hearing, whereupon he made and filed this affidavit. 

Signed: 

Subscribed and sworn to be before 
me the ;AJ:td.- day of August, 1985 



MEMORANDUM, City of Lodi, Public Works Department 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

/ 

City iianager / 
City Attorney 

Public Works Director 

August 2, 1985 

SUBJECT: Residential Permit Parking 

For your information, I have attached the following information: 

1. Copy of the City Code outlining the residential permit parking 
requirements. 

2. A memo, dated March 19, 1979, to the City Council recommending 
that guidelines for preferential parking be adopted. To my. 
knowledge, this has not been acted upon by the City Council. 

3. A memo from the City Attorney outlining the parking problem in 
the area of Pacific Coast Producers and discussing the residential 
permit parking ordinance that is adopted. 

As I indicated in my meoo of March 19, 1979, I still feel strongly that guide-
1 ines for preferential parking shoL·ld be approved by the City Council. It is 
felt that a good way to continue moving ahead on the PCP parking problem is to 
takethe attached guidelines in their present form to the Council for discussion 
and final approval. Once the guidelines have been adopted, the procedures for 
moving ahead on this problem should fall into place. 

As we discussed at our last meeting on this subject, it appears impossible to 
implement permit parking in the cannery area this summer in order to benefit 
the citizens this year. This is due to the fact that it will probably take 
two Oounc!l m:etings to imptem:n~ the Residential Permit Parking in the cannery 
area and It wtll then take a :ntntmum of 6 to 8 weeks to obtain the special 
signing required for the proposed preferential parking. · 

Please co~t~'f me if you need any additional information. 

~14!~ 
/\ 
Jack L. Ronsko 
Public Works Director 

/ 

Attachments 

JUVeeh 



March 19, 19'1'9 

~~~a! Pwking 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Courtcll dhcuc end tdce the opproflflate oeHona 
;rn; telp"tct to th1t ~ gvldltlinea I« .-fwentlol pariclng. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Basad on the request mod. at the last~ *'en 011uesaay, MarCh 13, l979, we ewe presentl~ the following lrafmnaticn: 

0 The exbtfnsl nM estabfbMcf by tha court fot this type ol parking lnfradfon It 
$5.00 per eitotlon. Of this omount, the City recelw. 82%. Attaenod Is a 
communkotlcn from Judge Seib!y regarding pcaible lneteusee In this amount. 

o 1M exhtlng Ordlnonc:e '1 158, Section 7, lfQta, •nae Flnonee Director shall 
collect o fee cU$3 for each crfglnal permit end $1 fct' each permit rene'NOI. 
It Is reecmmended thot the Ctty Council consider lrterea~lng the orlgtnol pennlt 
fee to h.lp ntCOYa' the Initial COJts of the progrcmt and that t'- Courtcll o~so 
consider an lncre<ae In the renewal Fee. These changes would requtre on 
ordinance ...mien. 

o It Is abo recommended that the City staff pfOptH"e & fClC'm petition which eon 
be used h) cbtaln signatures. In this way, eaeh penon signing the peHtlon 
would have aeeaa to oil of the Information needed to decide whether he/aho 
~ preferential perking In tholr Mlghbomood. 

Comments from the Pollee Departrilent on these propoMd gvldeUnea have alreody been 
rocelwd 'WH'bally by the Council. 

Jod< L. Rcnsko 
Public Wos4ct Director 

EnelotUre 

Jll:dt 
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(ha::~iliers 

of 
Jurlge j. -tfhmnas Seihly 

MUNICIPAL. COURT 
LODI JUDICIAL DISTRiCT 
230 WEST I[LM lrTRI:ItT 

LODI. CALII'ORHIA lill!2AO 

T£!..£PHON£ (20111) 3fi1Hit127 

March 16, 1979 

}ir. Jack Ronsko 
Department of Public Works 
City of LocH 
City H::d 1 
Locli, CLl. 95240 

RE: I~WACT OF RESIDE?JTIAL PERHIT PARKI:-JG PROGRAH 

Dear Hr. Ronsko: 

In response to the request of Mr. Marvin navis for imput 
concern in<] the impact on the Lodi l'!unicipal Court as a result 
of inplr·rK'ntation of the City of Lor1i' s proposed Residential 
f'•:n~it p.:rl:in~ Program you shoulrl. he <n,·are of the following: 

1. Th~ current $5.00 parking violation ~2e figure is 
qeiierally considered sufficient to deter violators 
and is in fact higher than in neighboring jurisdic­
tion. 

2. Implementation of such a program would in itself 
increase the number of citation filings and corres­
pondingly the work of the Clerk's Office of the 
Court. 

3. An increase in the amount of fee per viol at ion vmuld 
result in an increase in workload and expense, 
in addition to the mere filing and handling, in the 
following areas: 

a. Court time - as the fee increases, the per­
centage of persons wishing formal arraignment 
will increase. It becomes economically feasible 
for a person to come to Court in hopes that the 
fine would be lowered by the Judge because of 
~orne mitigating factor not amounting to a defense. 

b. Police time - as the fine increases and more 
persons are willing to come to Court, you can 
expect more of the matters to be set for trial. 
This results in City employees involvement as 
~itnesses and leads to costs of time, overtime, etc. 

In general, it is recognized that a prohJem exists in parti­
cular arcns of the City and it appears that the pro~os~d proqrarn 
r.-.:r.t solve the pr.oblem. It is, hm..rcver, clonbtful thLlt the proqran 
could be made more econo~ically feasible by an increase of bail. 
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ij· .:?JL.. _-. __ _,__ _____ :-·\COUNCIL COl\1::\IUNICATIO_N_~ -------r---:...--

·j TO: THE CiTY COUNCIL I DATE I NO. 

i FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE September 1 , 19 8 2 _ 

SUBJECT: Pacific Coast Producers - Parking 

For the benefit of the new Coun~~l ~embers, I thouJht that I 
would discuss the parki~g pro~leQ near Paci:i2 Coast 
Producers, and the one sol uti on of having perrni t parking, 
and use this si tuatio!l to shm.; sone of the thoughts \vhich 
must gQ into determining whether or not to put a particular 
ordi~ance into effect. 

Since the City does have within the Lodi City Code, Section 
1484." 1 et seq. dealing with pern.it parking, it would seem 
that it would be an easy solution to the Pacific Coast 
Producers' problem, to put an ordinance into effect 
designating the streets at or nea~ t~e PCP as oer:~~t oarking 
only. Section 1484.1 et seq. requires that we-may de~ignate 
by ordinance, certain residential stre~ts wherein there 
shall be· preferential parking ·for t.he residents only. Of 
course, the City Attorney must prepare the ordinance, but 
prior to preparing the ordinance, the area to !::>e permit 
parking must be designated. This would require the 
Engineering Department to dete~ine which area or areas 
should be designated as residential ~arking only. 

The reason why the Engineering Department would be requir2d 
to become involved would be that that Department ;..rould have 
to determine from a traffic standpoint, how far awa} people 
would necessarily park their vehicles and walk; and map ou~ 
that area for the Council. It should be noted that the araa 
that the Engineering Department determines is the proper 
ar':!a, mu5t take into account that the vehicles might then 
park on other streets, so that Engineering would be required 
to determine the area from whic~ persons "Vlould n() longer 
park· their vehi'cles . and walk, a:l!.d will in effect. use the 
parking lot. Further, the Engineering Depart~ent or Public 
Works Department would be required to get in·;olved in 
signing the area. 

If the City decides to have permit parking, the question 
must then be asked of where re5i~ents' guests are going to 
park. The Ordinance has no provision for guest parking, so 
then, either tne Engineering Department_ or the Planning 
Department must determine the nunber of driveways and other 
areas available where additional people could park if this 
ordinance went into effect. 

The next area th&t must be considered is ~he fact that the 
Finance Director must then sell permits, and at'the present 
time there is a fee of $3.00 per ~ermit. It is not merely 
selling the permits that becomes involved - each resident 
~ust ~ri~g in ~roof o~ residen=y 3~d motor ~~hicle aw~ership 
in order to have permit control. If vle are going to have 
this ordinance, then we must have enforcement and the Police 



.. 

,.. 

(') 
-~~--·· 

Department must be prepared to enforce this ordinance on a 
24-hour-day basis during the times in which the· . .Cannery-.· is 
in operation. 

What are the costs to the City in putting this ordinance 
into effect? Of course, there is the cost of printing the 
permits, the cost of signing the area, and perhaps the 
necessity of adding a patrol unit to enforce the ordinance. 

It has also been suggested in lieu of doing this permit 
parking, perhaps we might consider doing a lir.1i ted time 
parking. Again, we must consider the cost of signing the 
area; we must determine the driveways in the area which 
again, would involve the Planning and/or Engineering 
Department; and we must also consider the cost of 
enforc~ment of a 4r 6, or 8-hour limited parking area. 

It is my recommendation thatyou consider the aforementioned 
issues_prior to recommending the use of a permit parking or 
limited t~me parking solution. 

RMS:vc 

RONALD M. STEIU 
City Attorney 

;· 
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HEMOP~NDUM, CITY OF LODI, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

TO; Ron Stein, City Attorney 

FROM: David Morimoto, Planning Department 

DATE: August 30, 1982 

SUBJECT: P.C.P. Cannery, Or; Street Parking 

The Planning Department conducted a study of the parking situation adjacent to 
the P.C.P. Cannery. The study vzas to determine the nurr.ber of residences in the 
area that had no off-street p~rking available and relied totally on street park­
ing for their vehicles. 

The survey area included the area from Tokay Street 1:0 Mission Street and from 
Stockton Street to Washington Street (See attached map). 

Within the survey area, we found only four (4} parcels that did not appear to 
have any area on the lot to park a vehicle. The remaining parcels had an aver-
age of two (2) spaces per lot for off-street parking. These spaces were garages, 
driveways, or in some cases, simply dirt being used for parking. These spaces 
often did not meet the legal definition of an off-street space. In some cases 
the cars were stacked down a long, narrow driveway or parked on a dirt or grass 
area adjacent to the house. They did, however, appear to be used by the residents. 

Besides the cannery workers, factors that compound the parking problem appear to 
include narrow streets, narrow lots and a high number of cars per household. Most 
of the streets adjacent to the cannery have less than standard street widths. 
The narrow streets make going in and out of driveways difficult when cars are 
parked on both sides of the ·streets. The narrow lots also m~an that driveways 
are often narrow and in some cases two {2) lots may share a driveway. Finally, 
it appears that many of the households have more than two (2) vehicles so sorne 
of the vehicles must be parked on the street. 

DM/ns 
.. 
Attachment 

Mill 
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CITY OF LODI 
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

PROCEDURE FOR ESTABLISHING RESIDENTIAL 

PERMIT PARKING PROGRAMS 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING 

OBJECTIVE OF PROGRAM 

The general objective of the preferential parking program is to provide on­
street parking for residents in their own immediate neighborhoods, to the 
exclusion of non-resident parking on the street. 

The,specific social and environmental objectives to be considered in the 
exclusion of non-resident parking are the reduction of air pollution, exces­
sive noise, traffic hazards and litter, the preservation of the residential 
character of the neighborhood, and the provision of access for residents to 
their homes without unreasonable burden. 

ORDINANCE 

The City Council has enacted an ordinance that will provide the legal basis 
for the program. 

PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY OF RESTRICTED PARKING NEIGHBORHOODS 

a. Petition: At least 60% cf the residents living in a reasonably 
sized neighborhood shall sign a petition requesting residential 
permit action. A reasonably sized neighborhood is generally defined 
as one complete block, including both sides of each block (eight block 
faces) with a minimum of 50 residents. 

b. Council Referral: Then City Council may direct the Engineering Division 
of the Public Works Department to conduct surveys and studies to 
determine the eligibility of the neighborhood for which the petition 
is submitted. 

c. Scope of Surveys and Studies: The surveys and studies by the Engineer­
ing Division shall include: 

I. On-street pa~king spa~e supply. 
2. Off-street parking space supply and accessability. 
3. On-street parking supply vs. demand. 
4. Non-resident vehicles vs. residential vehicles during peak 

hour occupancy. 
5. Percentage of non-resident vehicles that could use off-street 

parking spaces. 
6. Average vehicle turnover per on-street space. 

d. Report, Recommendation and Council Decision: Upon completion of the 
surveys and studies, the Engineering Division will submit a written 
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report, together with recommendations, to the City Manager. The 
City Council, at a regular meeting, will decide whether or not to 
designate the area for residential permit parking program. 

e. Permits: If the City Council, by ordinance, designates a preferential 
parking zone, the application for permits, issuance of permits, 
duration of permits, display of permits, fees, exemptions, penalties~ 
and other conditions shall all be in accordance with Ordinance No. 1158 
of the Lodi City Code. 

f. Regulation: The permit vehicle will be exempt from the area's signed 
parking regulations, and all other parked vehicles (except those 
specified in Sec. 8, 11 Exemptions 11

) will be in violation of the ordinance. 

g. Fines for Preferential Parking Violations: The fine for a parking viola­
tion in a preferential parking area should be set so that it is prohibitive 
to the extent that it prevents enough violations to meet the primary 
objective of the program, yet in a range that generates some revenue to 
pay some of the cost of the program. A fine of at least.$5 is recommended 
for the reasons mentioned above. \ 

DISCUSSION 

A preferential parking area will, most certainly, create ~roble~s for the 
residents of the area, residents of the surrounding area, enforcement officers, 
and other citizens of the City. Some of the problems that can be anticipated 
are: 

a. Some residents of the area will be opposed to paying a fee to park 
in front of their own homes. 

b. Some residents will object because visitors to their homes will not 
be able to park on the street. 

c. Some non-residents will contend they are being denied what they consider 
their rightful access to public streets and complain of inconveniences 
to them. 

d. Since no arrangements are anticipated for viSitors to the area, residents 
will have to make their own arrangements for visitors by parking in the 
street to allow visitors to park in their driveway or garage. 

e. Fraudulent use of permits will be difficult to control. It will be 
easy for a resident to resell permits at a profit. Detection of this 
kind of violation wi 11 be difficult. Counterfeit permits, false proof 

'of residence, resale of resident pernits- these are some of the many 
problems inherent in thls kind of pro1ram. 

.. 
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f. In some areas, commuters wi 11 walk the extra distance and park on 
streets just outside of the program area. This will create new parking 
problems in areas that are now unaffected. It may require preferential 
parking in areas wh~re there are no parking problems to begin with. 

g. Some problems caused by preferential parking are unknown prior to 
imp;ementation of the program since some neighborhoods will have unique 
characteristics in terms of traffic and parking not yet realized. 

COSTS 

Attached is a preliminary rundown on costs and reven•Jes. For the purpose of 
this report, it is assumed that all costs relating to the project are to be 
borne by those in the benefit area. It is highly recommended that revenues 
be set to accomplish this. 

PERMIT PARKING AREA (CANNERY AREA) 

INITIAL AND ANNUAL COST AND ESTIMATED REVENUE PER YEAR 

\ 

This typical district would be bounded, approximately, by the north side of 
Tokay Street, the east side of Washington Street, the south side of Vine Street, 
and the west side of Stockton Street as shown on the attached map. The area 
consists of the equivalent of 24 block faces and would affect approximately 
130 residents. 

INITIAL COST 

Studies & Surveys 

Permits & Administr~tion 

Signs {including labor, material 
and equipment) 

TOTAL 

ANNUAL OPERATING C~ST 

Sign Hainten~nce (10% Replacement) 

Permits & Administration (50%) 

Enforcemen: - 365 hours @ $14.00~ 1 , 

~~b "'"'" Gi' ~~0/k,. (aq,c.t., -l \.It~ • .) 
~t-of l~itial Cos~ 

TOTAL 

INITIAL REVENUE 

260 Permits @ $3.00 

$ 700.00 

&>o.oo 

7,200.00-t.ldl, 

$ 8,700.00 

$ ]00.00 

400.00 

5,100.00 

900;-00 

$ 7' 100.00 

s 780.00 

,~s 
ueJ.A\t: 

4 so 0 

8oO 

So:>O 

.fl q;~oD 

4-00 

14 \ o~oO 
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ANNUAL REVENUE 

NOTES 

260 Renewal Permits@ $1.00 (after lst yr.)$ 260.00 

Citations- 500@ ~5.00 x 82% 2
1
050.00 

-;;~PO i1 l"l. .t>o ..: 'f:t"L"l-

TOTAL s 2,310.00 

a. Initial Cost: A block face, as used in the estimate, is assumed as 
4oo lineal feet of one side of a street. Studies and surveys were 
estimated at $30 per block face and permits and administration costs 
at $35 per block face. Signs were estimated at $100 each, with three 
signs tb be installed in each b1ock face. · 

b. Oper~(ing Cost: Sign replacement is estimated to be 10% per year 
and permits and administration at 50% of the initial cost. Enforcement 
was calculated on the basis of making one checks of the area per shift or 
three checks per day. Each check of the area will take 18 to 20 minutes 
(actual measurement of run) and does not include any time for writing 
citations. There is also no time figured for call-outs on citizen 
complaints. The Police Dept. felt that twice this much time should be spent. 

It is assumed the permit parking area is to be monetarily self-sufficient 
and, to recover the installation cost over a 10-year period, 10% nf 
the initial cost has been included as an annual operating expense. 

c. Revenue Per Year: The initial revenue from permits was estimated on 
the assumption of issuing 260 permits (two per dwelling) at $3 per 
permit. Ordinar:ce No. 1158, Section 7, states, "The Finance Director 
shall collect a fee of $3 for each original permit and $1 for each 
renewal permit." 

Since the only revenue from the area will be from permits and citations, 
and if the area is to be self-sufficient, approximately 1700 citations 
would need to be issued per year to recover the annual Operating Cost. 
This does not appear to be a reasonable estimate of the number of 
citations to be issued, particularly when one realizes that the 
cannery, and the problem, only operates during a portion of each year. 

Four ways, or combinations thereof, exist to fund the district. 

1. Make up any deficits from the general fund. This solution is 
not recommended as being difficult to defend in today•s tight 
money situation. 

2. Raise annual permit fees. While this appears reaso~able, the 
actual amount of money obtained by increasing the fee from 
Sl to $3 is insignificant in relation to the amount of money 
needed. If it is felt that residents should pay for the initial 
City costs, the permits would have to be raised to $33 each. 
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3. Raise the fine from S5 to a figure which will, in fact, provide 
the necessary monies to make the district self-sufficient. 

4. Decrease the an~unt of time (and money) spent on enforcement, 
particularly during off-season at tr.e cannery. While this 
is the most direct, positive, and controllable way, it does 
have the disadvantage of probably increasing the number of 
"call outs'' from residents in the area and decreasing the number 
of citations issued. At the same time, it releases police 
officers for other ~ork. 

Probably the best solution would be some combination of 2, 3, and 4 above. 
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Continued August 7, 1985 

Ha..~ever, the ccxle is quite specific ir. this area. It 
provides: 

"'l'he Council may designate by ordinance certain residential 
streets or alleys or any portion t..ltereof as a preferential 
parking zone for the benefit o£ residents adjacent thereto 
in which zone vehicles displaying a permit or oL~r 
authorized indicia may be exempt from parking prohibitions 
or restrictions otherwise posted, marked or noi:iced". 

City Manager Petersen suggested that it v~uld seem prudent 
that prior to the adoption of an ordinance to establish 
permit parki.ng, that a public hearing be held on the 
subject. It was also suggested L~at the proposed 
preferential parking policy which was developed by the 
PUblic Works Director several years ago be reviewed. 

Mr. Peterson expressed his concern regarding the amount of 
tine required for this process and the fact that it will 
take us well beyond this years canning season but indicated 
that he feels the citizens will be appreciative of the fact 
that th8 problem does not lend itself to a quick and easy 
solution but by taking this more deliberate route not only 
vlill provide the Council with maximum public input, but may 
save us from having to later undo or redo an action wTiich 
would only GDnfuse all involved. 

Following discussion, with questions being directed to 
Staff, Council, on notion of Council Member Pin.lcerton, 
Snider second, directed that th..is matter be placed on the 
agenda for the Info~al Informational Meeting of August 27, 
1985 and set the matter for Public Hearii1g for the RegUlar 

of September 4, 1985. 
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We the undersigned residents of the proposed one-way street system, in the cannery 

... area, do protest the proposed plan! 

ADDRESS NAME 
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ALICE M. REIMCHE 
CITY CLERK 
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\4e the undersigned res-idents of the pt oposed one-way street system, in the cannery 
I 

area, do protest the proposed plan! 
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We the undersigned residents of the proposed one-way street system,. in the cannery 

. area, do protest the proposed planl 

RECEIVE_D 
DATE: ~qa-.1' 

--·· . ·-

ALICE M. REIMCHE 
- -CtTY-ClERK - -

CITY OF LODI 



-"'-<;OUNCIL C01\1I\'1UNICAT~N 

TO THE C:TY COUNCIL -

FROM TV.E CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE _ 

SUBJECT: RESIDENI'IAL PERMI'.r PARKING - CANN..:RY AREA. 
... ~ . ·' .: .. · .. ~· 

I 
DA~E 

August 7, 1985 

REX:CM-1ENDED AcriON: T:.at the City Council review and consider for 
adoption policy guidelin~s for the designation of a residential area as 
permit parking only. 

BAc-.t<GROUND IN~"'ORMld'ION: At the regular adjomn~ City Council rreeting 
of July 24, 198J Lhe City Council held a public hearing to consider tre 
designation oi one-\va.y streets in the reside.11tial area adjacent to the 
Pacific Coa:;t Producers ca.'ll1.ery on South Stockton Street. In the course 
of that he"lring, the Council received testirrony not only in opposition to 
the designation of one-way streets, but a request for some tYl)e of parking 
regulation L'-1-..t would best serve the interests of the residents of the 
area. Street pa-:king in this area by car .... "1ery \'10rkers not only causes 
considerable inco"1venience to the residents of this neighborhood, but also 
severly affects the nonnal traffic flaw there because of the narrow street 
widths. Councilrrember Pinkerton suggested that the area_ be designated for 
pennit parking only, w~.th pennits issued only to residents of the area in 
accordance with a Counci 1.-adopted program. Staff has met on several 
occasions since that Counci..l meeting in an atterrq:>t to bring to the City 
Council a plan of action to resolve what has bee11 an on-going problem for 
:rtt.a.I'l~' years. The good news is that the staff has developed a 
recornnendation that addresses t:1e issue hopefully to the satisfaction of 
the majority of the residents of '-.he area. The bad news is that it 
appears not to be possible to implecent the recommendation prior to tl1e 
end of this year's canning season. 

It is reccm:nended that the City Council ~esignate tl1at area for permit 
parking. Violators could either be cited -..nd fined, or towed away. 
California Vehicle Code Section 22651 provid~s that violators may be tawed 
away provided such procedure is adopted by ord:i..nance. We have no such 
provision in place at this time. 

Enforcement would perhaps best be accomplished on a complaint basis and 
limited patrolling by police officers and/or parY~ng ~forcement 
assistants. However, the code is quite specific in this area. It 
provides: 

"The Council may designate by ordinance 
(emphasis added) certain residential streets 
or alleys or any portion thereof as a 
preferential parking zone for the benefit 
of residents adjacent thereto in which zone 
vehicles displaying a permit or otl1er 
authorized indicia may be exempt from parking 
prohibitions or restrictions otherwise p::>sted, 
marked or noticed" 

In the normal course of things, getting an ordinance introduced, adopted 
and in effect, takes about 45 days. That fact alone carries us past tl1e 

-
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eP..d of the canning season. I would have trouble designating this as an 
urgency ordinance to be effective imrediately since the problem has been 
with us for so long. Additionally 1 we are advised that it will take about 
four weeks to get the actua:l parking penni ts fran the printer 1 and six to 
eight weeks to obtain signs for posting the m:ea. The last hurdle is 
parti~ularly significant, because our Code also provies that: 

"No preferential parking ordinance shall 
apply until signs or markings giving 
adequate notice thereof have been placed" 

It would seem prudent that prior to the adoption of an ordin.ance to 
establish pennit parking, that a public hear.L1g be held on the subject. 
While I am sure the majority of the residents would favor permit parking, 
there could be strong objections to it. Those persons should have the 
opportuni ';.y to be heard also. The Public Works Director 1 about five years 
ago, developed a reccmrended preferential parking policy which was not at 
that ti.rre discussed by the City Council. It is recorrmended that we ''dust 
off" these proposed permit parking policy guidelines and thoroughly review 
the proposal at the Council study session of August ::.3, 1985. Since our 
awn Code imposes same time constraints in the ultimate resolution of this 
matter, it would be in everyone's best interest to nove in an orderly, 
thorough manner to :have a system of preferential parking in place within 
the ne..xt three to f')ur nonths. I atll aware that takes us well beyond the 
canning season. However, I am advised by Pacif:.c Coast Producers 
officials that there are same 270 to 300 people employed at the cannery 
year around. Thus, while the problem is diminished considerably in the 
"off-season" there is still srne on-street parking by cannery employees. 
The employment figures are these: 

CUrrently 
After August 26 
After September 20 
After October 1 

1,500 
850 
425 
270 - 300 (year around) 

These numbers raise another point for consideration: if irrplerrented, 
should a preferential parking plan be limited to the canning season, sare 
longer period, or year around? I believe the City Council would want to 
hear fran the residents .in this regard. While this whole process sounds 
frightfully bureaucratic, taking this nore deliberate route not only will 
provide the Council with maximum public input, but ma.y save us fran having 
to later undo or redo an action which would only serve to confuse all 
involved. wbile it appears we will be unable to respond quickly to the 
pleas of those who appeared at the last City Council neeting, I think they 
will be appreciativ~ ct the fact that the problem does not lend itself to 
a quick and easy solution, and pleased that at an ultimate resolution to 
the problem is in process. 

The staff will be pleased to provide additional .i..nfonuation and answer any 
questions Councilmembers may have. 

Re~stt;J+ly~~tted, 

---~.&. ~--
Thoma~ A. Peterson 
City Manager 



Nal'ICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF IDDI TO SEEK CCMvruNIT'i Th"TPUT REGARDING THE ADOPTIQN OF 
POLIC..."Y GUIDELINEs FOR THE DESIGNATION AS PERMIT PARKING ONLY 

OF 'l'HE RESIDENTIAL A..'t\EA ADJACE1-<"T 'IO THE PAC:IFIC COAST 
PRODUCEF.S CANNERY ON SOTJI'H STCCK'IDN STREEI' 1 I.ODI, CALIFORNIA 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on September 4, 1985 at the hour of 7:30 
pn, or as scxm thereafter as t.~ matter ma.y be heard, the IDdi City 
Council will conduct a public hearing in the Council Olambers, City 
Hall, 221 West Pine Street, IJ:xli., California, to seek corrmunity input 
regarding the adoption of p::>licy guidelines for the designation as 
per.mit parking only of the residential area adjacent to the Pacific 
Coast Producers Cannery on South Stockton Street, Lodi. The subject 
area would involve all properties within and having frontage on the 
streets bounded by Tokay Street on the north, Washington Street on the 
east, Vine Street on the south and Stockton Street on the '\<;rest, except 
those properties fronting the west side of Stockton Street. 

Inforrration regarding this item including copies of Ordinance No. 1158 
-An Ordinance Amending Lodi City Code Chapter 14, "Hotor Vehicles and 
Traffic" by Adding a New Section Thereto Relating to Pennit Parking on 
Designated Streets" ma.y be obtained in the office of the City Clerk or 
the Public Works Depart:Irent at 221 \.Vest Pine Street, IOOi, California. 

All interested persons are invited to present their views on this 
matter. Written Stateirents may be filed with the City Clerk at any 
tine prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be 
made at said hearing. 

Dated: August 7 1 1985 

By Order of the Lodi City Council 

(Jw_L' \h·i f?p'-Y\du 
ALICE M. REIMCHE 
CITY CLERK 


