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Transportation and Community Development Commlttee
Budget and Finance Committee
Sacramento, California . ‘

Honorable Members in Session

SUBJECT: Parking Enforcement/Abandoned Vehicles |
SUMMARY " | - |

Attached are reports from the Police Department, Parking Division’
(Public Works Department) and Planning and Development Department
{Nuisance Abatement Division). The reports are in response to City |
Council and Committee requests concerning parking enforcement in areas
outside the central city and abatement of abandoned vehicles The
reports detail current areas of responsibility and lnqlude proposals by
each department to improve existing services

The Police Department proposal is to transfer their résponslbllities
for abandoned vehicles to the: Planning and Development!Department and .
to improve- parking enforcement by augmenting their cuqrent budget wlth
two additional Community Service Officers. (CSOs 1.4 FTE) and
authorizing all CSOs to enforce parklng violations.

The Planning and Development Department. (Nuisance Abatement Division) -
proposal 1s in agreement with the Police Department lnlconsolldating
the responsibility of abatement of abandoned vehicles within the
Nuisance Abatement Division. A staffing augmentation of five positions
(5.0 FTE) is requested to assume city wide responsibiﬂity for abatement
of abandoned vehicles. L

oy
The Parking Division (Puhllc Works Department) proposad is an
alternative to the Police Department proposal to lmprqwe enforcement of
parking regulations. The Parking Division proposal is to add two
Parking Enforcement Officers (2.0 FTE) to patrol and to respond to

complaints in those areas that they are not currently coverlng
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This report recommends approving the Police Department proposal for
implementation during FY 86/87. Two of the positions identified in the
Planning and Development Department (Nuisance Abatement Division)
proposal are recommended to be funded in FY 86/87. The Parking
Division proposal is recommended to be held pending an evaluation of
the success of the Police Department proposal. The net impact of these
recommendations on the General Fund is $83,845 to be transferred from'
contingency.

D‘BACKGROUND
The City Council, Budget and Finance Committee, and Transportation and

Community Development Committee have requested reports on the City's
parking enforcement in areas. outside the central city and the abatement

" of abandoned vehicles. Parking enforcement is currently handled by the':

Parking Division of Public Works and the Police Department. Abandoned.
vehicle complaints currently involve the Police Department and the
Nuisance Abatement Division of the Planning and Development Department.
" Reports have been prepared by each department detailing current
responsibilities. See attached reports for. additional information
pertaining to each department : I

Abandoned Vehicles:

The- Police Department and the Planning and Development Department
(Nuisance Abatement Division) are in agreement that the Nuisance o
Abatement Division should“assume‘City wide responsibility for the

. - abatement of abandoned vehicles. This responsibility is currently

- being shared by the Police Department ‘and the Nuisance Abatenent
Division o

OnrApril,SO, 1986, the Police Department and the Nuisance Abatement
Division divided the City into two areas of responsibility .
(North/South). .The Police Department was assigned the south and the
Nuisance ‘Abatement Division had responsibility for the north. As a
-result of the area division, it was determined that the Nuisance
Abatement Division can more effectively handle the abatement of
_abandoned vehicles. Between April 30 and June 30 1986, the Nuisance
Abatement Division had 70% more vehicles towed than the Police

Department. To assume total responsibility for abandoned vehiclés, thef~

Nuisance Abatement Division proposed to add five positions (5.0 FTE).:
.These five positions, would bring the total number of staff dedicated
~_to abandoned vehicles to seven full time positions (7.0 FTE). These
seven positions are in addition to the eleven (11.0 FTE) Nuisance
Abatement Officer/Sr. Nuisance Abatement Officers assigned to handle

. other than abandoned vehicle nuisances

This report recommends adding two of the positions identified by the
'Planning and Development Department' (Nuisance Abatement Division). The
two positions will, at minimum, allow the Nuisance Abatement Division

' to assume the level of service currently provided by the Police
Department. The effectiveness of these positions should be evaluated
prior to committing to the total -staffing augmentation proposal.
Alternative actions should be explored. Preventative and cost recovery
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programs should be developed The addition of these two gositions will
bring the total staff dedicated to abandoned vehicles to 4 0 FTE
positions.: This would bring the Nuisance Abatement Division staffing

ievel to 20.0 FTE positions with an operating budget of $ﬁ ,110,000.

4
Parking complaints are currently the responsibilityuof the Parking -
Division (Public Works Department) and the Police Department The
Parking Division is responsible for enforcing parking regulations
within the area bounded by El Camino Avenue on the north,;Howe Avenue
on east, Fruitridge Road on the south, and the Sacramento River on the
weat  (See Fxhihit B of the Parking Division report for a ) map of the .

I

-Parking Enforcement:

i
i
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enforcement is pessible for specific problem areas.

'
'

FINANCIAL

The financial data is summarized below Refer to the attached reports
for additional financial data on each of the proposals. )

.Abandoned Vehicles

r
i
I
i
(
b
F

The budget augmentation required to:fund adding two positions to the
Planning and Development Department (Nuisance Abatement Division) is
.summarized below. :

l
: |

Nulaance Ahatelent Division :
'

2 Vehicle Abatement Staff (2.0 FTE) $ 44,021%
.Start up Augmentation L $ 42,000
Operating Augmentation |

Total 86/87 Budget Augmentation |

*Assumes 9 months costs. Annual Cos&s is $58,694.

R ?

”Parking Enforcement

-The budget augmentation required to fund the proposals from the Police
Department and the Parking Division to improve enforcement of parking
regulation -in areas- ‘not currently covered by the Parking Division are
summarlzed below

, , B
Police Department. , |
. A [
2 Community Service Officers (1 4 FTE) $21,145%*
Start up Augmentation n/a
Operating Augmentationf

' Total 86/87.Budget'AUgmentation

Parking Division

I
|
!
|
*Assumes 5 month costs. Annual c?st is $39,560.
\
!

2 Parking Enforcement Officers (2.0 FTE)  $44,021**
‘Start up Augmentation 1 ) 26,260
Operating'Augmentation ' Lo
{
Total 86/87 Budget Augnentation i $78,181
*¥Agsumes: 9 months costs Annual .cost 1s $58,694.
|
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Revenue Offset- It is estimated that both proposals will generate
addition revenues to offset a major portion of the costs. For
projection purposes, it is estimated that an additional $37,500 will be
generated during FY 86/87. This would more than offset the costs of
the Police Department proposal and result in a net revenue of $16,355,
The net cost of the Parking Division Proposal would be $40,681.

RECOMMENDATIONS
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Honorab]e Members in Sess1on

SUBJECT: REQUESTED INFORMATION - ABANDONED VEHICLE AND PARKING COMPLAINTS

SUMMARY .

Response to illegal parking and'abandoned vehicle complaints is currently a
- responsibility shared by the Police Department, the Parking Division of the -
.. Public Works Department, and the Nuisance Abatement Division of the Planning &
. Development Department. This report recommends the addition of two Community
+ Service Officers (1.4 FTE) to the Police Department-Office of Operations -
budget -and the empowering -of a]] CS0's to enforce parking comp1a1nts and
increase proactive parking enforcement The Police Department is also
. explor1ng the poss1b111ty of amend1ng parking regulations to make enforcement
easier. . : :
. f
In add1t1on, this report recommends that the Nuisance Abatement D1v1510n be
given sole responsibility for the marking and towing of on-street abandoned .
vehicles. The Police Department ''s Report Writing Unit, which is staffed 20 :
hours a day, 7 days a week, will -continue to receive comp1a1nts from citizens.
The reports will be fonwarded to Nuisance Abatement Division for action.

_ The program recommended by the Po]1ce Department will cost $21,145 in fiscal:
year 1986-87 and $39,560 each year thereafter. Increased revenues from =~
citations may make the program largely se]f-supportTng. ' :

|
- BACKGROUND S !
—_— . } .
" Historically, the: Sacramento Po]1ce Department has responded to parking and '

abandoned vehicle complaints on the basis of priority. This priority when
ranked with 1ife-threatening c1rcumstances was,; of necess1ty, quite low.
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Parking Complaints

The Police Department is responsible.for enforcement of parking regulations in
all areas and time periods not covered by the ParkingDivision (Public Works
Department). Parking Division enforces parking regulations in the area
bordered by E1 Camino Avenue (north), Howe Avenue (east), Fruitridge Road
(south), and the Sacramento River (west), during the period 8:00 a.m. to 6:00
p.m., Monday through Friday. The Police Department responds to parking-
canplaints only, except on weekends when proactive parking enforcement is
conducted at Glen Hall Park, M111er Park, Land Park, and on the J Street/L
Street "loop."

During the period-May 30-June 30, 1986, the Police Department received 271
parking complaints. Two-hundred ten (210) complaints.were investigated. The
longest response time was six and one-half hours. Another call had a response
time of four and one-half hours. There were numerous calls where the response
time was between 1 and.3 hours. The average response- time, 38.82 minutes is
deceiving. It is 1mportant to keep in mind that even 38 minutes is a 1ong

time to wait if a car is blocking a driveway and a wait of several hours is

more than an inconvenience.

I1Tegal parking of vehicles is defined in Chapter 25 of the Sacramento City.
Code and-includes sections covering marked curbs, special parking spaces and
zones, parking of commercial vehicles and other sections regulating traffic
flow and encouraging a safe and pleasant environment for the citizens of
Sacramento. The California Vehicle Code also regulates parking on streets and
highways and addresses specia] parking areas such as handicap spaces and fire
lanes. Areas where parking is not allowed, that are an exception to state and

City Codes, are to be posted and clearly marked or identified. Al1 other
-areas are cons1dered to be "parking allowed" although this may be conditional

or of limited duration.

One facet of the parking problem concerns the parkinqéof cammercial vehicles,
rated in excess of 10,000 pounds gross weight, in residential areas. City
Code Section 25.111 allows the parking of these vehicles for business purposes

- or for a maximum of two hours for non-commercial purposes. This provision

pemits a trucker to park the vehicle in a residential area. When a citizen
complains or enforcement personnel observe the 'vehicle, an officer must
respond to mark the vehicle and return two hours later to take enforcement
action. The vehicle may have been illegally parked for several hours, by this
time. Elimination of the provisions allowing parking of these vehicles in
residential and other non-commercial areas for other than commercial purposes,
would reduce the time requ1red to take enforcement action against violators.
The Police Department is exploring the possibility of introducing a resolution
to alter this code section, making enforcement action easier.

The Police Departnént proposes to respond to parking ‘complaints within an hour
by augmenting the 21 budgeted CSO's (15.3 FTE) by 2 CSO's (1.4 FTE), and
empowering all CSO's to handle parking complaints. The additional CSO's




|
i
~ Transportation & Community Development Committee
Budget & Finance Committee
Page Three |
July 28, 1986 f

will be scheduled to work on the days and during the hours when parking
complaints are most likely to occur. Although the additional personnel will .
not be dedicated to handling parking complaints, there will be sufficient .
manpower to ensure availability for timely response. In addition, the CSO's
will be utilized for proactive enforcement of parking regulat1ons in problem
areas. |

. 1
The additional CSO's will not be hired until February, 1987 when the spring
Academy begins. These CSO's will be functional in June, 1987. However,
empowering the existing CSO's to enforce parking regulations should have an
immediate effect on response time to parking complaints.

_Abandoned Vehicles ' !

On-street abandoned vehicles are{defined by statute as vehicles left
unattended in violation of local:parking regulations or under abnormal
conditions such as, in excess ofia specified time period, lack of a valid
registration, or the issuance of citations on successive days for the same
violation without evidence of vehicle movement or other apparent exercise of '
ownership. A vehicle suspected of being abandoned must be properly marked for
towing. and a warning notice placed on it. The vehicle may be legally towed
. if it-has not been moved within 72 hours after marking. (NOTE: Off-street

. abandoned vehicles are the pr1many responsibility of Nuisance Abatement
Division and are not considered in this report.)

. | .
Abandoned vehicle complaints arel numerous. In 1985, over 6,900 abandoned
vehicle complaints were processed. By early June of this year, over 4,200
complaints had been received. At this rate, abandoned vehicle complaints will
exceed 8,000 in 1986. i

The Police Department, until late April, handled the marking and towing of
abandoned vehicles throughout the City. In April, the Police Department _
" trained Nuisance Abatement personnel to handle abandoned veh1c1e complaints. .
.Upon completion of training, as part of an exper1menta1 program, Nuisance
‘Abatement of ficers began to handle complaints.in the downtown (Sector 1) and
““north (Sector 4) areas of the City. The Police Department continued to handle
camplaints in the south (Sector 2) and east (Sector 3) areas.

Between April 30 and June 30 1986 a total of 2,302 abandoned vehicle
canplaints were filed. The Nu1sance Abatement Division, staffed by three full-
.time officers, handled approxlmately 1,455 complaints and towed 273 vehicles.
The Police Department processed approx1mate1y 847 camplaints and towed 162
vehicles. The Police Department s abandoned vehicle program is staffed by one
CSO eight hours per day, five days per week. When possible, this staffing is
augmented by one CSO working four hours per day and by Police Officers on

light duty status. Since October 1984, approximately 2,880 hours have been
“-expended on th1s project by 11ght duty officers.
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While the enforcement of abandoned vehicle v1olat1ons is now a shared
responsibility, the backlog of complaints rema1ns. Dun1ng the two-month
experimental period, Nuisance Abatement personnel 1nvest1gated 63% of all
-abandoned vehicle complaints and made their personnel available to handle
complaints in the south area (Sector 2) as workload pemitted. The Police
Department is not equipped to handle the numerous comp1a1nts due to:
J .
1. The 11m1ted-number of ass1gned‘personnel. y ?”
2. The d1vert1ng of assigned CS0's to handle h1gher'pr1or1ty calls, i.e.,
manning a Command Post, searching for missing persons, a major accident
or other emergency situation. ~ . . }u

3. Canp1a1nts are received erratically, somet1mes 50 or more in one day,
making scheduling difficult. - &_
. ’ ‘ ‘ 1! ’ ’
4, ';Area'"clean ups" (on street) occupy the CSO s for a week or more ma rking
- and towing vehicles. The normal flow of. comp1a1nts cont1nues adding to

the back]og.

~5.,. The time spent wa1t1ng for tow companies to respond hook - the vehicle
~and leave the scene critically affects the‘ab1]1ty of the CSO (or :

off)cer) to .increase work productivity. 'ﬂ .

It is necessary for an off1cer, Cso, or Nu1sance Abatement of ficer to be
present when a vehicle is towed to ver1ﬁy that the vehicle has not been moved
since it was marked, make certain the correct vehicle is towed, prevent
illegal charges to the owner by the tow driver, and to protect the tow driver
from outraged citizens. There is no way to shortcut the process..

The Police Department cannot ded1cate the manpower necessary to combat the
increasing problem of abandoned vehicles on City streets, It is our belief
that it would be more effective if responsibility for abandoned vehicle
complaints was transferred entirely to the Nuisance Abatement Division. The
Police Department is willing to continue accepting abandoned vehicle
complaints and forwarding them to Nuisance Abatement ﬂor action., The Police
Department Report Writing Unit is staffed 20 hours pen day, 7 days per week
and would prov1de more convenience in reporting for c1t1zens.

AFINANCIAL DATA

The 1.4 FTE augmentation of CS0's wou]d have ‘a yearly cost of $39, 560.
However, due to a delay. in hiring to coincide with Poﬂ1ce Academy schedu11ng,
the cost in 1986-87 would be $21, 145. The cost of the additional CSO's would
- be offset by increased revenues received from c1tat1ons. It is unknown how

. much ‘revenue can be anticipated from such a program, but it appears 11ke1y

that: the program would be 1arge1y self-supporting. ‘y'
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'RECOMMENDATION S |

"

It is Fecanme nded thdat the fo]lowfng steps be taken to provide more effectivé‘ﬁ
service to citizens in the hand11ng of parking complaints and abandoned
veh1cles -

1. Transfer all respons1b1l1ty'for abandoned veh1c]es to Nuisance Abatenent‘

Division. , : %

. : \ L ) .

2.-f'.1ncrease the author1zed strength of CSO's by 1.4 FTE ‘

3. Empower all CS0's to enforce park1ng regulations in order to reduce _

response time to parking comp1a1nts in those areas and time periods not |
covered by Parking Division (Pub11c Works Department ).

4, O‘Change the local ordinance regard1ng park1ng of cammerc1a1 vehicles in !
- re51dent1a1 areas to make enforcenent easier and more timely.

Respectfu]]y submitted, A i

APPROVED FOR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION ' o . _ N

Q;L.UMA\ N

SOLON WISHAM, JR. - (\)

L

ASSISTANT CLTY MANAGER | o ;
JPKsket - ' | o R A
REF: 7-76 S %_ e : o
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'CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT o Administration
1231 1" Strest . Sacramento. Ca. 95814 ‘ : - . = . Room 300 448-5571

Building Inspections
Room 200 449-5716

Planning

July 22, 1986 ' o - | o ~ Room 200 449-5604

Budget and Finance E
TransportatIOn and Commun1ty Deve]opment

Honorable Members in Session

Subjeci: Vehicle Abatement Frogram/City Streets

SUMMARY . ‘.
This submittal includes a status and 1nformat1ona] report regarding the
pilot vehicle abatement program and ‘the poss1b1e expans1on of th1s service.

. BACKGROUND . R o L L R ;f' .’{g

Resolution #85-794 approved by Counc11 on October 15, 1985 consolidated =
code enforcement activities into a newly created Nu1sance”Abatement Division
in the Planning and Development Department. The expanded: staff1ng for this
organization was established effective January 6, 1986 {

One of the respons1b111t1es of the Division was to 1mp1ement a six month
pilot program to augment the Police Department's efforts in the abatement
of abandoned vehicles on City streets. The emphasis of th1s program was
to remove bTight cond1t1ons caused by vehicles abandoned on residential
streets.

The start up date for th1s program was Apr11 30, 1986. Delays in receiving
equipment, obtaining council approval for c1tat1on and arrest authority,
arranging required training from the Criminal Justice Center, and coordinating
procedures with the Police Department prec]uded an ear11er program start.

Ana1y51s-

In order to better evaluate the results of this p11ot program, the Police
Department and the Nuisance Abatement Division agreed that our Parking
Enforcement Staff would restrict their activities to the central city and.

the area north of the American River (Police Sectors 1 and 4). (see Exhibit A)
The Police Department was then responsible for vehicle abatement activity

in. the’ south areas. ({Police Sectors 2 and 3)

b
a




The following statistics represent
29, 1986 for the area of our respon
3. O Timited term Park1ng Enforcemen

Investigation

Vehicle Complaints Investigated

Action

Vehicles Marked |

: ~Vehicles Voluﬁtari]& Removed after
Vehic]ee Towed

Under Investigation

% Inc]uded'157_referred by the sac

Although the Nuisance Abatement thr

Marking

1986 to June
Staffing included

the period of April 30,
sibility noted above.
t Officers full time.

Nuisance Abatement

1455%

| 883
532
273

78

ramento Police Department

ee member team has been marking over 90

vehicles per week (average 30/per person/week) and causing to be towed

approximately 35 vehicles per week

(11.7 per person/week), the combined

efforts of both the Nuisance Abatement Division and the Police Department

still do not meet the needs of the entire City..
continuing comp1a1nts from our CounC11 members.

-Alternatives

The Fo]1ow1ng a]ternatwves have bee
abandoned vehicles:

1} Continue the present vehicle ab

This is evidenced by

n considered in-an effort to abate

atement program

The level of service for this program has been reduced due to the

reduction of three limited term
- effective July 1, 1986.

The Police Department will contj
on & priority basis. 1i.e.
Tife threatening calls rate a h
park vehicles.

employees to two full time employees A

inue to respond to complaints only and

injury auto accidents, burglaries, and

igher priority than ank or illegally

2) Consider the use of Nuisance Abatement Officers for enforcement of

abandoned vehicTes and other non-moving traffic violations

The difficulty with this prOposgl is that any additional duties such
as the very time consuming efforts to abate abandoned vehicles on the
street or enforcement of other non-moving traffic violations would

seriously effect the ability of‘

staff to handle the tremendous increase

- inthe number of current and anticipated complaints and pro-active
‘cases.

(see Exhibit B - workload) The present duties of the Nuisance




Abatement Officers include enforcement of generaT nu1sance complaints
such as. junk and debris and junk vehicles on private property,
enforcement of zoning regulations in both res1dent1a1¢and commercial
zones; sign permit and enforcement and the weed, abatement act1V1t1es

3) Expand the existing Nuisance Abatement Division, C1ty¢Street
' VehicTe Abatement Program to provide a "City wide" serv1ce

~This alternative proposes that the Police Department neTinqu1sh their .
abandoned vehicle abatement duties and that the Nuisance Abatement Division
- assume responsibility for abating abandoned vehicles 0n the street throughout
the entire City. This expanded program would require’an additional
four Parking Enforcement Officers and one Senior Nuisance Abatement
‘Officer as a Field Supervisor. With the existing twouPark1ng Enforce-
ment Officers currently on staff, the total number of|field staff
available for abating abandoned veh1c1es would be s1x" The likely
distribution of personnel would be two in the north City area; two
to cover the central and east City areas; and two for. the south C1ty
.oarea. ; .
Conclusion
Abandoned car. removal is one of the most important steps in 1mproving the
* visual condition of a neighborhood. - Our citizens want and appreciate this
service. Their ‘appreciation has been demonstrated many- times these past two -
months by groups. of home owners actually rushing out to the street and - .
cheering as a Junk vehicle is being towed from the1r neTghborhood ‘ '
l

U

~ There is. a need to not only continue this program, but also to expand

it adequately to serve-all City residents. Therefore A]ternat1ve #3 is
our recommended so]ut1on to meet this need. i :

F1nanc1a1 Informat1on

. . . ) . : . ’ ot :
The expans1on of Nuisance Abatement's Division to provide "City wide"
service will require a budget augmentation of $231,777 for the 1986-87

fiscal year This augmentat1on consists of the f0110w1ngtcosts
) o I
Salar1es and Benefits. o L

I il

4 - Parking Enforcement Officers (11 nonths)‘ ! b 3 91;245 :
| { Senfor Nuisance Abatement Officer (11 mpnthk) : | 30,902 :
' Total Seﬂanies."". - S i‘ $122,147
‘Services.and Supplies (11 months) : I ‘{' 37,545 |
" Equipment and Vehicles _ o - 72,085
- Total Program Cost o o ; o $2;3--1,.77?




This budget includes $94 960 in one'time costs, primarily equipment, that

will not be required in future years. The continuation of the expanded

program will cost approx1mate1y $150,000 a year after this start-up year.
t

This expanded program will generate no add1t1ona1 revenue.

CRECOMMENDATION = |

Staff submits this report for information only and reéquests that the Joint
Committees consider expansion of the Nuisance Abatement Division Veh1c1e
Abatement Program.

Submitted,

Respectfull

Mac MaTles
Director of Planning
and Development

FMM/mb -

: . . o ) '
-APPROVED FOR COMMITTEE' RECOMMENDATION:

AT

SOTSN Wisham, Jr.

:; Assistant City Manager

A1l Districts
July 22, 1986
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| EXHIBIT 8

Comparison of a Six(6) Month Period |
from January to and Including June

| éégg 1986 - Increaée % Increése

Inspections | 1,207 2,208 #1001 83%
Reinspections | 3,061 4,361 +1300 42%
Vehicle Abatements 1L130 1,619 + 489 - - 43%

(private Property) | A
Junk and Debris Abatements 5315 ih 149 47%
Nuisance/Zoning Complaints 1L531 1,963 + 432 | 28%
Closed Cases o 1,021 t,505 + 486 47
(Nuisance) - (910) (1,345)

(Zoning) B (111) (160)

There were also 446 litter tomp]aints handled in 1986.
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CITY OF SACRAMENTO

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

PARKING DIVISION
' REF: 8§6-07-20

“August 19,1986

‘*ransportatlon and Community Develonment Commlttee
Budget and Finance Committee

Sacramento, California
Honorable Members in Session:
'SUBJECT: - PARKING ENFORCEMENT IN THZ' OUTER AREAS OF THE CITY

SUMMARY

This ‘is a report back pursuant to directive of tne Transportation
and Community. Development Committee for_  review of the City's
Parking Enforcement Program in ~the areas outside of the Central

directed staff to report back on the provisions required to
implement a more intensive, daily parking enforcement program in
the - outer areas of the City which currently are enforced py the
Police Department on a priority basis. As shown by the Exhibits A
‘and” B, the areas of enforcement would more than double. The
-volumn of citations would not be proportionately larger due to tne
lower density and parking congestion in the outer areas.

; City.

: _ . : : . ; ‘

5 BACKGROUND = . . o ‘

. On  July- 1, 1986,  the . Trahsportation and Community Develovment
E Committee reviewed +*the history and current status of parking
; enforcement in the outer areas of the City. The Committee

1023 .J Street. Room 202 , : Sacramento, CA 95814 ) o {016) 449-5354
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Two additional major outer ‘areas of vparking enforcement are
propesed; a north area which|is north of the American River, anc
a2 south area which 'is sout;'oﬁ Fruitridge Road, both extending 1o
the city limits Enforcement . operations wiil be the
responsibility of the 3Parking Division in +the Department of
Public Works. These two enﬁo cement areas would Treguire itwo
Parking ZEnforcement fficers, one assigned to each area Zach
nfficer wouid reguire a passenger car due to the extent of travel
distance inveolved, in contrast *to the nigh - densgluv/parking
congestion. -in the  centrali h area. Th hours of enforcement
-operations will bvpe from & AM to B 2M¥, Mondav throuygh Friday.
. Enforcement after 5 PM on wee&nlgnts and Taroughouf weekends will
be the responhsipility of the 904 ice Departnment.
" The Police Department willi @ continue en rforcement oI parxing

lor.areas in conjunciion with their

riorizc iuties ' ‘

will e retained

The abandoned - venicle detail in %
by Nuisance Anaitement Qffice

|
- regulations -in - these ~two najc
s - . N L
|
r
Abatement Division and handledf

ax:

Parking’ Division enforcement in the outer areas Wiil ne directed
. towaras _ogt;n . violations  of stancar ¢ par Ring reguliations sucn
; as "Y¥o QParking Angtlme", iocading zones, no parking on sidewaliks,
etc. A-so -nc;uded wiill ipe enforcement 0f truck parking
i regulations; The ty  is %uthorized Dy the Caiifornia Venlicle
- Coae to  restrict barx¢pg in residential areas of venicles having
g 2 manufaciurer'’s - gross venhicle welight rating of 10,000 pounds ox
: ‘more. Large n;cxun trucks ' are just under 10,000 pouncds and
- aimost anv commercial vehicle larger than a large pickup is over
o]

s veniclie welgnt rating”

o

t

10,0600 pounds. ("Manufacturer's gr

means the weight of the fruck inciuding ail fuel, Iubricants,
special equipment, and pavlicad as authorized by +the chassis
manufacturer.) Such 1"z—:stv".u:‘“’“ ns do not apply = rial
areas. ' :

t

!
\
|

o . . . R | v




Transportation and Community Develropment Committee
3udget and Finance Committee ‘
August 19, 1986 5
Page 3 ¢
TINANCIAL DATA ! i
: 13 .
The costs for  implementin dailvy, rduﬁing” parking enforcement
(exclusive of -abandoned vehicle detail) in the ouzer areas of the
City, shown in Exhibit 3, are itemized as follows:
Initial Cost )
1
2 Passenger vehiclies o . § 16,600
2 Two-way radios v v o © 4,000
2 Police handi-talkies ' v 4,480
Uniforms & Misc. supplies 1 1,180
Total | ‘? ' $ 26,260
H . I | .
I o ‘ I
- -~ . First Year Operating Costs
2 Daﬂzlng EZnforcement Cfficers $ 58,694 -
Vehiclie Maintenance 6,000
Radio Maintenance i 312,
Uniform Aliowance i 988
. Misc. -Suppiies.: o ; .. 600 '
- L Total i ¥ 5. 86,594
o btk g K
Total First Year Costs ! : 92,854
Total Es'ima ea Annual Revenue : 5C,0C0
H,.
. RICOMM ENDAT*OV - !
: ' . {
L The foregoing proposal is submitted ito’ ﬁ'e_Tta“sportation and
i : Community Dewveliopment Commitiee o Drov1ce‘tinformation for the
: review of this matter. - ' ¢ i ’
. : ] (T
. J?esoe fuiiv omitted

.o . B -

L

b

E : S 3 Mark Morgan Y

. o o R ‘ , - > irking D1v15¢or Marnjager

; S JWM/ch ' T :

. APPROVED FOR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION.

i SoTon Wisham 9., Fea VZLVIN . JOENSON .

i Assistant Cit 34 Manag ,D;;eqpor of Public Works
Augus't 19, 1986
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