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REPORT to the LA MESA COIvIMUNITY PARKING COtUrvllSSlON
DATE:

March 16,2021

SUBJECT:

Item 8.a. Consideration of Recommending the City Council
Amend
[\4esa Municipal Code Section
2.80.010, Creation-Members-Vote, to Update the
Mesa Community Parking Commission
fvlembership to Two At-Large Members and
Three Business Representatives, Property
Owners, or Residents Residing in the CD/D
Downtown Commercial Zone.
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ISSUING DEPARTTVIENT: CommunityDevelopmentDepartment
SUTVIMARY:

lssues:

1. Should

the La l\ilesa Community Parking Commission

Recommend the City Council Amend La ltIesa Municipal Code
Section 2.80.010, Creation-Members-Vote, to Update the La Mesa
Community Parking Commission Membership to Two At-Large
lVlembers and Three Business Representatives, Property Owners, or
Residents Residing in the CD/D Downtown Commercial Zone?
BACKGROUND:

The La Mesa Community Parking Commission ("Commission") was created on July 27,
2004 by Ordinance No. 2004-2747. The original Commission membership stated, "one
retail merchant, one commercial business member, one resident, and two members at
Iarge shall be appointed as members." No category shall have more than two
representatives on the Commission. At least one of the retail merchants shall be a member
of the La [t/esa Village [/erchants Association. h/erchant representation from east and
west of Spring Street shatl be preferred."

On December 13,2016, the City Council adopted Ordinance No 2016-2850, updating the
Commission membership to consist of "Business representatives, property owners, or
residents residing in the CD/D Downtown Commercial Zone."
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DISCUSSION

From 2016 to present recruitment for the Commission has been difficult due to the
membership requirements. The number of applications received during the recruitment
process has often been less than the number of openings requiring an extension of the
application period. Very few applications have been submitted for the Commission during
the annual recruitments compared to other boards and commissions. which is likely due to
the specific membership requirements for the Commission.
ln October 2019 an unscheduled vacancy was created by a Commissioner resignation and
the seat remained vacant until July 202A. ln September 2020 an unscheduled vacancy
was created after a newly appointed Commissioner resigned before heginning participation
on the Commission. The unscheduled vacancy remains unfilled today. Continued
vacancies on the Commission may lead to cancellations of meetings due to lack of a
quorum and a delay in important City business.
The change being proposed would make two of the five Commission seats "at-large" seats
available to resident electors of the City of La [/esa. The other three seats would remain
subject to the membership requirements implemented in 2016. Filling an at-large seat
would not preclude any applicant that also meets the 2016 membership requirements. lf
the Commission recommends adoption of the change, and the eouncil subsequently
approves it, the current vacancy will become an at-large seat and the second at-large seat
would be activated when the next vacancy occurs.

The Commission provides a vital link between City government and the community for
gathering public input, reviewing projects and making recommendations on parking related
issues. For continued success, it is imperative that Commission vacancies be filled in a
timely fashion. Updating the Commission membership to allow for two at-large seats will
expand the recruitment potential and will add to the experience, expertise, and background
of the Commission makeup.
CONCLUSION:

The Parking Commission should review the proposed changes to the requirement for
Commission membership, discuss the item, and make a recommendation to the City
Council.
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Chris Gonzales
Community Development Program Coordinator

