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March 1, 1990 95814-2684

Joint Budget and Finance and . 916-449-5704
Transportation and Community
Development Committee

Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: PARKING POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND INTERIM PARKING . POLICIES

RELATED TO WELLS FARGO FOLLOW-UP REQUEST

SUMMARY

This report responds to the City Council's request of January 23, 1990 to bring forward
within 60 days a set of interim parking policies designed to reduce the environmental
impacts of major projects development.

BACKGROUND

.Upon approving the Special Permit for the Wells Fargo building, the City Council indicated
a strong interest in revising the City's parking standards. Specifically, the Council expressed
a desire to reduce current parking standards, set an absolute maximum on existing standards,
or a combination of these and other changes. The City Council requested a report back

within 60 days with suggestions on how to proceed, including a list of policy options that
the City Council could implement almost immediately.

The theoretical nexus between parking facilities and air quality-is that as parking
availability diminishes more people will choose alternative modes of transportation. The
policy question raised by the City Council's action on Lot A and the Wells Fargo building
as well as the Council's directive to staff to identify interim parking policy options within
sixty days is already generating significant questions within the community such as:

1. Have the City's parking standards been changed and what are they?
2. Does less land required for parking mean more land available for development?

3. Will the new regulations apply to the entire City, the County, both the City
and the County, or just the downtown area?

4. How will the new (lower) standards impact the economic. viability of the
downtown?
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5. What -evidence is there to 1nd1cate that a reduct1on in park:ng facilities .
will lmprove air. quahty‘? - .

6.. What w:ll be the 1mpact upon air quality of lowering parkmg standards wrthm
~ the Central City W1thout correspondmg changes in County and/or regmnal '
p011c1es. : ,

7. What 1mpact would changes in parkmg pohcy ‘for the downtown area have .
" on parkmg in adJacent res1dent1a1 nelghborhoods" h '{" S

-y

"% The" above are but a few 'of the potentlal questlons that w111 need to be answered as the
'-Counml considers new parking policy" ‘options. . In response to the City Council's dtrectwe, -
_staff is.considering a-two-pronged “approach: (1) a comprehensive evaluation of parking

policy alternatives, and (2) a collection of /possible measures that can be:implemented
"in the near term. Due to the complex nature of the Counc11's request, a. continuation -

_*of this item for 'two ‘Weeks. to’‘thé March 27, 1990 Transportatlon and Commumty_f"
. ,Development Commlttee meetmg 1s_.r‘ quested : : T

- None at thlS tlme. g .

: ‘POLICY CONSIDERATIONS L

‘ "Mlchael M Dav1s, Dlrector i ": -_ P ;
R Planmng and Development Department o Dlrector, Pubhc Works Department

:'Reoommendation App_rove‘d: '

' ~.There are no- pohcy con31derat1ons in the staff report. Pollcy con51derat10ns w111 be mcluded . |
L 1n the March 27th report to the Transportatmn and Commumty Development Comm1ttee.~v

‘ Mel dJ ohnson
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: A551stant Clty Manager

Solon Wlsham, Jr. S ! U R b

: Contact Person to Answer Questlons.', A o

, Mlchael M Davns, Dlrector ‘

Planning. and Development T ** March 6,1990
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