
RESOLUTION NO. 2009-677

Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

October 27, 2009

VALET PARKING ORDINANCE

BACKGROUND

A. Permits for valet parking are currently issued as encroachment permits under City
Code section 12.12.

B. The Central City Parking Master Plan, adopted by City Council in September 2006,
recommends providing more specific parking requirements and permitting processes
related to Valet Operations.

C. Input and support from community stakeholders (e.g. Midtown Business Association,
Old Sacramento Business Association Board, Neighborhood Advisory Group, valet
operators, etc.) was a valuable part of developing the Valet Ordinance.

D. The Valet Ordinance will provide a more fair and equitable administration and
enforcement process for valet permits and valet operations.

E. The Valet Ordinance includes two new valet permit fees. The first fee of $200 would
be for valet permits for new valet locations. The second valet permit fee of $65 is an
annual renewal fee for existing valet locations. Valet permits expire December 31 each
year. The fees are cost neutral to the General Fund and offset the City's costs for
evaluating new valet locations and for reviewing and approving the appropriate
documents (e.g. a traffic plan, feasibility of the proposed location, etc.) related to valet
permits. Existing valet locations are inspected annually to ensure ordinance standards
are met.

BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. An Ordinance adding Chapter 10.46 to the Sacramento City Code relating to
Valet Parking is hereby adopted.

Section 2. The following valet parking permit fees are hereby adopted:

New Valet Locations-$200

Annual Renewal Fee-$65
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Adopted by the City of Sacramento City Council on October 27, 2009 by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Cohn, Fong, Hammond, McCarty, Pannell, Sheedy,
Tretheway, Waters, and Mayor Johnson.

Noes: None.

Abstain: None.

Absent: None.

Attest:

Shirley ConEolino, City Clerk
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