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• Commissioner Schwartz said that we are backing into the “Park Once” policy in the 
Funk Zone with no blue print on how to achieve it. 
 

Commissioner Pujo: 
• Commissioner Pujo would like to see taxi services contacted for input, as she does 

not see that they have been included in the dialogue. 
• She differentiated between areas where valet is a convenience vs. a need.  The 

Downtown, Coast Village Road and Funk Zone all have parking challenges.   
• She strongly agrees that we need to be careful with any of the options chosen or not 

chosen because we need to support the “Park Once” Policy.  She agrees with the 
importance of the “Park Once” Policy. 

• She does not agree that public infrastructure and right of way should be used for 
convenience services for businesses.  Any use of the public right of way is going to 
remove public parking spaces. 

• She is concerned with having a valet service usurp some public facilities for a 
private purpose, except if Option D. Establish A Universal Valet Service is properly 
vetted, then the use of the stations for valet service for any user could be a public 
benefit.  She does support Option D if properly done.  It could be done with more 
than one operator. 

• She does like the concept of being able to drop your car off at one location and pick 
it up at another location.  This supports “Park Once” Policy and fosters economic 
benefit to all business, not just the ones that support valet services. 

• She does not support any of the other Options because of their use of public 
facilities.  Any Option selected should use private lots. 

• Hours of operation and cost should be regulated.  The cost should not be less than 
the cost of parking in a public lot and parking your own car.  Public lots should be 
lower cost than valet cost.  The hours should extend to the latest hour that would 
allow someone to go from one business to another and not be forced to leave before 
a business closes. 

• This should be one piece of a larger multi-faceted parking strategy.  If we move 
forward with an ordinance, we need to recognize that there are other types of 
services, like taxis, shuttles, walking, and biking that need to make up the “Park 
Once” policy.  She would like to know that if a valet service is proposed, it is 
proposed in conjunction with an overall policy in our impacted zones.   
 

Commissioner Campanella: 
• Commissioner Campanella supports Option C. Establish a Valet Parking Program. 

subject to licensing requirements. 
• He likes the idea of licensing and insurance requirements.  That way, revocation of 

the license is the ultimate enforcement.  He asked that Staff include basic 
requirements that are not too restrictive but at the same time set the stage for 
reasonableness and cooperation.   

• He supports valet stands on streets. 
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• He looked beyond “Park Once” to “Park Quickly,” which valet parking could help 
accomplish and be in line with our Climate Action Plan.  Parking quickly reduces 
greenhouse gas emissions and reduces congestion. 

• He is not in favor of rate restrictions, but is fine with other requirements in the 
program.   

• With regard to public garage parking, he suggested looking at past and potential 
irritants and communicate them as part of the expectation during required licensing.  
There may be ways to address the current problems without restricting their use 
completely.  He would think twice about eliminating public garages. 

• Suggests staying flexible with the ordinance. 
• He is OK with allowing use of on-street parking spaces by valet since it would 

primarily be at night, when those spaces could alternatively be occupied by one car 
overnight rather than turned over, but it should be discouraged.  Encourage valet 
parking companies to find their own private lots. 

• Overall, he finds valet to be a service to people and businesses. 
 

Commissioner Thompson: 
• Commissioner Thompson stated that the reason that this has come forward is due to 

complaints.  All the illegal parking issues can be taken care of by parking 
enforcement from the Police Department and not necessitate a valet parking 
ordinance.   

• “Park Once” examples apply to the Downtown area.  The problems are at Coast 
Village Road and the Funk Zone where they do not have a public zone of benefit or 
public parking facilities.  Therefore, the “Park Once” Policy is not really applicable 
to these areas. 

• As pointed out by other Commissioners, many, if not all, of the valet operations are 
involved with restaurants for dinner hours and a lot of the “Park Once” issues go 
away at night if you are just going to dinner and not running a lot of errands.   

• In the evening, there are no bicyclists on the bicycle lane on Coast Village Road. 
• Not mentioned in the benefits section is that valet parking reduces individuals 

driving around looking for a parking space, which is a benefit in terms of traffic and 
circulation.  

• In the Staff Report, it is stated that valet parking operations currently exist without 
any City consent or oversight, yet he feels that this is not necessary.  For over 20 
years, valet parking has evolved as mostly trouble free without any regulation. He 
does not think a new ordinance is justified if it is going to take budget and Staff time 
to enforce it.   

• He agrees with Commissioner Higgins’ “do nothing” option.  Option C. Establish a 
Valet Parking Program would be his next choice.  The City doesn’t need to oversee 
everything that goes on. 

• It is not an appropriate use of the public right of way if the valet company is 
charging the public to park on the public street, but if they are providing a service 
and the public can park anyway then he finds it is a valid use of the public right of 
way. 


















