


                   Meeting Date: June 8, 2010 
                                                                                                                              Prepared by:  Rich Guillen 
 

 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 
 
 

Name:            Consideration of a Resolution authorizing the expenditure of $1,000 from the 
Council’s Discretionary Account to support the Carmel Unified Youth 
Baseball program. 

 
 Description:  Carmel Unified Youth Baseball is a nonprofit 501c (3) organization that 

provides baseball and softball activities for Carmel and Carmel Valley 
youngsters aged five to 14 years.  It is, in fact, the largest organized baseball 
league on the Monterey Peninsula, serving nearly 400 boys and girls and their 
families. Funding for the program, which has an annual budget of about 
$150,000, is derived from player registrations, sign and team sponsors, 
concession sales, and private donations. 

  
 In these difficult economic times, the Carmel Unified Youth Baseball 

program, like other nonprofit organizations, must seek additional funding to 
support its operations and to provide scholarships so all children may have 
financial assistance to participate in valuable youth sports activities.  

  
Overall Cost:   

City Funds:  $1,000 from Council Discretionary Account 01-60207.          
 
Staff Recommendation:  Adopt the Resolution. 
 
Important Considerations:    Carmel Unified Youth Baseball provides an important 

recreational program for area youngsters, aged five to 14 years old.  
  
 Decision Record:  None 
 
  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
______________________________  _________________ 
Rich Guillen, City Administrator   Date 
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CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 
CITY COUNCIL 

 
RESOLUTION 2010- 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 

AUTHORIZING AN EXPENDITURE OF $1,000 FROM THE COUNCIL’S 
DISCRETIONARY ACCOUNT TO SUPPORT THE  

CARMEL UNIFIED YOUTH BASEBALL PROGRAM  
 
 

 WHEREAS, Carmel Unified Youth Baseball is a 501 c (3) nonprofit organization that 
provides baseball and softball programs for area youth aged five to 14 years old; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the program is run by volunteers who are responsible for running the league 
including the lease and maintenance of its ball fields; and   
 
 WHEREAS, difficult economic times have made it more critical for Carmel Unified 
Youth Baseball to seek outside funding for its ongoing operations and to support its scholarship 
program so all children can participate; and   
 
 WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds in the fiscal year 2009-10 Council Discretionary 
budget account 01-60207. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-
SEA DOES: 
 

1. Authorize the expenditure from the Council Discretionary account 01-60207 to 
the Carmel Unified Youth Baseball program in the amount of $1,000 to help 
support the program. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-
SEA this 8th day of June 2010 by the following roll call vote: 

 
 AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

  
  NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
  
  ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

 
 
      SIGNED: 
 
      _________________________ 
      SUE McCLOUD, MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________ 
Heidi Burch, City Clerk 
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     Meeting Date: June 8, 2010 
       Prepared by: Heidi Burch, City Clerk 

 
 
 

City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
 
Name:          Consideration of a Resolution authorizing the destruction of certain records in 

accordance with §34090 et seq. of the Government Code. 
 

Description: The City has adopted the City Clerks’ Association of California Local Government 
Records Retention Guidelines as its records management program.  Departments have 
identified records that are eligible for destruction and are listed in Exhibit “A” attached 
hereto. 

 
 

Overall Cost:   
City Funds:  Between $450 - $500 
Grant Funds: N/A 

 
 

 Staff Recommendation: Adopt the Resolution and authorize staff to proceed with the destruction 
of records. 

 
 

Important Considerations:  Destruction of the records will free up needed document storage 
space and will aid in streamlining research for documents. The City Attorney has reviewed 
the list of documents and has authorized their destruction. 

 
 

Decision Record:  The Council has previously approved Resolutions No. 2000-31, 2006-17, 
2007-66, 2008-77, and 2009-12 authorizing destruction of documents.  

  
  

Reviewed by: 
 
 

 ______________________________  _________________ 
 Rich Guillen, City Administrator   Date 
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CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 
CITY COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION 2010- 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 
AUTHORIZING THE DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN RECORDS IN  

ACCORDANCE WITH §34090 et seq. OF THE GOVERNMENT CODE 
 
 

 WHEREAS, the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea has an ongoing program for the destruction of 
records in accordance with §34090 et seq. of the Government Code of the State of California; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Government Code states that unless otherwise provided by law, records 
that are two years old may be destroyed upon consent of the legislative body; and  
 
 WHEREAS, it has been determined that certain documents are no longer of value to the 
organization of the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, sufficient funds have been budgeted for this program in Fiscal Year 2009/2010. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA DOES: 
 

1. Authorize, in accordance with §34090 et seq. of the Government Code of the State of 
  California, and with the permission of the City Attorney, the destruction of those  
  records described in Exhibit “A”, attached hereto. 

 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-BY-
THE-SEA THIS 8th day of June, 2010 by the following roll call vote:   

 
 AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 

 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 

      SIGNED: 
 
 

ATTEST:      _______________________________ 
      SUE McCLOUD, MAYOR 

_____________________________ 
Heidi Burch, City Clerk 
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                                                                                                                         Meeting Date:  June 8, 2010  
Prepared by:  George E. Rawson

 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 
 

Name:   Consideration of a Resolution amending the Joint Powers Agreement for the 
Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority to include an Addendum related 
to the Monterey Peninsula Airport District. 

 
 
Description:  On May 4, 2010, City Council approved Resolution 2010-36, entering into a 

Joint Powers Agreement for the Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority 
(RTA).   Subsequently, the Monterey Peninsula Airport District requested an 
addendum to the JPA outlining terms of its participation in the RTA. 

               
        

Overall Cost:   
City Funds:   N/A  

 
Staff Recommendation:  

                                                         Staff recommends that City Council approve this Resolution amending the 
JPA to include the Addendum.  Approval of the Addendum does not change 
the terms of the City’s participation, as approved in Resolution 2010-36.   

 
 Also, according to the Transportation Agency for Monterey County 

(TAMC), which is administrator for the RTA, approval of the addendum 
does not bind the City to anything except "to exercise reasonable and good 
faith efforts to explore cost-sharing options for such infrastructure or 
operational expenses as may be necessary to make such an open-entry 
system feasible at the airport”. 

  
 

Important Considerations:   
                       The Sand City Council approved a Resolution approving the JPA with the 

Monterey Peninsula Airport addendum on June 1, 2010.  Other cities have 
this item on future agendas. 

 
 
Decision Record:  
 May 4, 2010: City Council approved Resolution 2010-36, approving the 

City’s participation in the RTA. 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
______________________________  _________________ 
Rich Guillen, City Administrator   Date 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 

 
RESOLUTION 2010-  

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF  

CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA AMENDING THE JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR 
THE MONTEREY COUNTY REGIONAL TAXI AUTHORITY  

TO INCLUDE AN ADDENDUM RELATED TO THE  
MONTEREY PENINSULA AIRPORT DISTRICT   

 

 
WHEREAS, on May 4, 2010, the Carmel-by-the-Sea City Council passed Resolution 

2010-36, approving the City Administrator to sign the Joint Powers Agreement for the City to 
participate in the Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Monterey Peninsula Airport District has subsequently requested 

participating agencies adopt an addendum outlining terms of its participation in the Monterey 
County Regional Taxi Authority; and  
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA DOES: 
 

SECTION 1.  Approve the Addendum to the Monterey County Regional Taxi 
Authority Joint Powers Agreement to include terms outlined by the Monterey Peninsula 
Airport District.  
         

    PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA on this 8th day of June 2010 by the following roll call vote:  

  
AYES:       COUNCIL MEMBERS:        

   
 NOES:       COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:      
             
         
        SIGNED: 
 
               ________________________ 
        SUE McCLOUD, MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
____________________________ 
Heidi Burch, City Clerk 
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ADDENDUM 1 

 TO THE 
 MONTEREY COUNTY REGIONAL TAXI AUTHORITY 
 JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT 
 
This Addendum 1 to the Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority Joint Powers Agreement 
is entered into among the participants who have executed the Monterey County Regional Taxi 
Authority Joint Powers Agreement (the “JPA Agreement”) with reference to the following 
facts and objectives: 
 
 A. Unlike neighboring municipalities, the Monterey Peninsula Airport District 
(“MPAD”) does not presently have access to revenue from property, sales, fuel or transient 
occupancy taxes, and so is dependent on income from sources such as its taxicab franchise. 
 
 B. One of MPAD's primary concerns with respect to taxicab service is that an 
adequate supply of taxicabs continuously be available at the airport to meet the needs of air 
travelers using the airport. 
 
 C. Toward meeting the ends of assuring an appropriate stream of revenue from taxicab 
operations and assuring an appropriate level of taxicab service on an ongoing basis, MPAD 
has used an exclusive taxicab franchise agreement. 
 
 D. MPAD has been exploring and intends to complete within 120 days its 
identification and analysis as to what means and mechanisms would be required to move 
toward an open-entry system for taxicab operators at the airport. 
 
 E. Over the course of the discussions that led to the JPA Agreement, the various 
participants were made aware of MPAD's unique situation and need to preserve an 
appropriate revenue stream and level of service at the airport. Nevertheless, the JPA 
Agreement contains some provisions which, if left unclarified, could create confusion with 
respect to MPAD's ability to continue to meet its needs. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 
 
 1. The provisions of the JPA Agreement notwithstanding, MPAD may continue 
to use an exclusive taxicab franchise agreement at the airport or otherwise control the number 
of taxicab franchises serving the airport. No permit to operate a taxicab issued by the 
Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority (the “RTA”) shall be valid for picking up fares at 
the airport without MPAD's endorsement and approval. 
 
 2. The provisions of the JPA Agreement notwithstanding, MPAD may continue 
to impose or authorize the imposition of a surcharge on airport taxicab trips or otherwise 
regulate or adjust fares on airport taxicab trips. To the extent that any RTA Rules and 
Regulations governing rates for the provision of taxicab services are inconsistent with 
MPAD's approved rates, MPAD's rates shall govern with respect to airport taxicab trips. 
 
 3. MPAD shall continue to exercise reasonable and good faith efforts to 
investigate moving toward an open-entry system for taxicabs at the airport. The other 
participants in the RTA shall continue to exercise reasonable and good faith efforts to explore 
cost-sharing options for such infrastructure or operational expenses as may be necessary to 
make such an open-entry system feasible at the airport. 
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Meeting Date:  8 June 2010 
Prepared by:  Sean Conroy,  

Plng & Bldg Services Manager 
 

City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
Name: Consideration of an Ordinance amending the Mills Act program found in the City’s 

Historic Preservation Ordinance (Second reading).  
 
Description:  This proposal would amend the application requirements of the Mills Act to 

eliminate some of the existing standards, place an emphasis on rehabilitation and 
restoration, and allow historic properties in any zoning district to apply.   

 
City Funds: N/A 
Grant Funds: N/A 

 
Staff Recommendation:  Adopt the Ordinance (2nd Reading).    
 
Important Considerations:  The Mills Act was enacted by the State of California in 1972 as a 

way to encourage partnerships between local governments and property owners of 
historic resources.  Local governments are not required to participate in the Mills Act.   

 
For participating governments, a Mills Act contract may be offered to any property that 
contains an historic resource.  The contract must be for at least 10 years and the property 
owner typically agrees to specific rehabilitation/restoration efforts.  In turn, the property 
owner receives a reduced property tax assessment.  The jurisdiction benefits by having 
historic resources maintained and enhanced, while the property owner benefits by having 
a reduced tax burden.    

     
Decision Record: The Council adopted the first reading of this ordinance on 4 May 2010. 
 
 
Reviewed by: 

 
__________________________  _____________________  
Rich Guillen, City Administrator  Date 
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CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 
 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING AND BUILDING 
 

STAFF REPORT  
 
 
TO:   MAYOR MCCLOUD & COUNCIL MEMEBERS 
 

FROM:  SEAN CONROY, PLNG & BLDG SERVICES MANAGER 
 

THROUGH: RICH GUILLEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
 

DATE:  8 JUNE 2010 
 

SUBJECT:  CONSIDERATION OF AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 
 MILLS ACT PROGRAM FOUND IN THE CITY’S HISTORIC 
 PRESERVATION ORDINANCE (2ND READING)   

  
 
 
BACKGROUND & DESCRIPTION 
The City adopted the Mills Act as part of the Local Coastal Program in 2004.  The City’s 
program establishes findings that must be made in order to approve a contract.  The 
proposed Ordinance amends the City’s Mills Act Program to: 1) establish rehabilitation 
or restoration projects as a priority; 2) open the program to commercial properties;  
3) revise some of the existing required findings; and 4) allow the Council to establish by 
Resolution a limit on the number of contracts that could be approved.   
 

The City Council adopted the first reading of this Ordinance on 4 May 2010.  The 
proposed revisions are shown with strikeout and underline in the attached Exhibit “A”.   
 

A Resolution establishing a limit of three contract approvals per year is listed as a 
separate item on this agenda.  The Resolution also requires that the City Council evaluate 
the Mills Act Program after a period of five years to determine if the program should be 
continued.   
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Adopt the Ordinance amending the Mills Act requirements upon second reading. 
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CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 
 

CITY COUNCIL 
 

ORDINANCE 2010- 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF  
CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA AMENDING THE MILLS ACT PROGRAM  

FOUND IN THE CITY’S HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE    
 
WHEREAS, The City of Carmel-by-the-Sea is a unique community that prides itself in 

its historic character; and  
  
 WHEREAS, the City has adopted a General Plan and Municipal Code that strive to 
protect the village character through clear policies and regulations that guide historic 
preservation; and       

 
WHEREAS, the Mills Act was adopted by the State of California in 1972; and  
 
WHEREAS, jurisdictions are not required to implement the Mills Act; and  
 
WHEREAS, participating jurisdictions may establish specific application requirements to 

suit local needs; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City adopted the Mills Act as a potential benefit to property owners of 

historic resources as part of the Local Coastal Program; and   
 
WHEREAS, the proposed ordinance revises section 17.32.100.B of the Zoning 

Ordinance/Local Coastal Implementation Plan to focus Mills Act contracts on properties that 
have a demonstrable rehabilitation or restoration need; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Resources Board and the Planning Commission unanimously 

recommended adoption of the ordinance; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance on 4 May 2010; 

and   
 

 WHEREAS, this ordinance will be carried out in a manner consistent with the California 
Coastal Act.   
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA does hereby resolve to: 
 

  Amend Municipal Code Section 17.32.100.B revising the Mills Act program in the City 
of Carmel-by-the-Sea as shown in Exhibit “A”.    
 
Severability.  If any part of this ordinance, even as small as a word or phrase, is found to be 
unenforceable such finding shall not affect the enforceability of any other part.   
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Effective Date.  This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after final adoption by the City 
Council or the California Coastal Commission, whichever occurs last. 

 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CARMEL-

BY-THE-SEA this 8th day of June, 2010 by the following roll call vote: 
 
AYES:    COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:    COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT:   COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
         
 
        SIGNED, 
 
 
        ________________________ 
        SUE McCLOUD, MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Heidi Burch, City Clerk 
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Exhibit “A” 
 

City Mills Act Requirements (revisions shown in strikeout and underline)  
 
 

B. Mills Act Historical Property Contracts. (CMC 17.32.10) 
1. Purpose. A Mills Act contract under State law is an agreement between the City of 

Carmel and a property owner of an historic building listed on the Carmel Register. The property 
owner benefits from a reduction in property taxes, and the City is assured that the historic 
building is rehabilitated, maintained and preserved. All Mills Act contracts shall be established, 
processed and approved in conformance with California law.  The primary purpose for 
offering Mills Act contracts in the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea is to assist in the 
rehabilitation or restoration and long-term maintenance of historic resources.  

 
2. Applicability. All properties listed on the City’s Historic Register in all districts 

Properties in the R-1 district that have been, and will be, preserved in their historic size, form 
and design without significant alterations or additions are eligible for Mills Act contracts. Mills 
Act contracts for properties in the R-4 and commercial districts shall be limited to those creating 
new low-, very low- or moderate-income housing through conversion of existing floor space 
occupied by market-rate housing or occupied by nonresidential uses. Properties that are not 
currently on the register shall not be eligible for a Mills Act contracts with the City.   

 
3. Term of Contract. All Mills Act contracts shall have a term of 10 years and one year 

shall be added to this term annually upon each anniversary date of the contract unless one or 
both parties have taken action to terminate the contract. The City Administrator shall be 
authorized to initiate contract termination on behalf of the City based on recommendations of 
the Department. The contract rights and obligations are binding upon all successive owners of 
the property during the life of the contract. The property retains the lower Mills Act tax rate when 
the property is sold. To end a contract, either party may submit a notice of nonrenewal to the 
other party. Such notices shall cause the contract to terminate at the end of the then-current 10-
year contract period. Cancellation of a contract by the City due to noncompliance requires a 
public hearing and, if cancelled, results in the immediate termination of the contract and a 
penalty equal to 12.5 percent of the assessed market value of the property. 

 
4. Contract Requirements. The contract will require that the historic elements of the 

property are maintained in good condition. This will include a plan for rehabilitation and 
maintenance and may include a program to restore deteriorated elements. All recipients of Mills 
Act contracts are required to implement a rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance plan 
prepared by a qualified professional and to submit an annual report to the Department 
specifying all work that has been done to maintain and preserve the historic resource over the 
year in compliance with the approved rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance plan. All 
rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance work shall be completed in conformance with the 
Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. All Mills Act contracts shall specify that the 
rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance plan shall be updated at least every 10 years by a 
qualified professional and approved by both parties. 

 
5. Applications.  
a. Staff shall make available appropriate Mills Act application materials. Applications for 

contracts that will commence in the following calendar year shall be submitted no later than 
June 30th of each year. This annual schedule provides sufficient time from receipt of application 
materials for a recommendation by the Historic Resources Board (HRB), the City Council to 
approve and the City Clerk to cause to be recorded with the Monterey County Recorder 
approved contracts within the calendar year in which application materials are received. The 
contract term would begin January 1st of the year following the application. 
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b. The following materials are required for a complete application: 
i. A completed application form and all filing fees as established by resolution of the City 

Council. 
ii. A full legal description of the property attached and labeled “Exhibit A.” 
iii. A rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance plan for the historic resource prepared 

or reviewed by a qualified professional together with a cost estimate of the work to be done 
attached and labeled as “Exhibit B.” 

iv. Photos of the exterior of the property attached as “to assist in the 
rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance of the property attached as “Exhibit D”. 

 
6. Review Process.  
a. Upon submittal of a complete application, staff will prepare a staff report for review by 

the HRB Board. The HRB Board shall consider each application for a Mills Act contract and 
make recommendations to the City Council to approve, approve with conditions or deny the 
application.  

b. The City Council shall, in a public hearing, consider recommendations from the HRB 
Board and resolve to approve, approve with conditions, or deny the proposed contract with 
sufficient time for action by the City Clerk so that recordation of approved contracts occurs prior 
to December 31st of the year in which the application is received.  

c. To grant approval of a Mills Act contract, the HRB Board and City Council shall make all 
of the following findings:  

i. The building is designated as an historic resource by the City and is listed on the Carmel 
Register. 

ii. The proposed rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance plan is appropriate in scope 
and sufficient in detail to guide long-term rehabilitation/restoration and maintenance.  
Required maintenance and rehabilitation should be more significant than just routine 
maintenance that would be expected for any property. 

iii. Alterations to the historic resource have been in the past, and will continue to be in the 
future, limited to interior work and to exterior rehabilitation and alterations that: 

(A) Comply with the Secretary’s Standards (future additions only), and do not affect the 
basic form and design of the original historic resource , and 

(B) Do not significantly alter, damage or diminish affect any primary elevation or 
character-defining feature, and 

(C) Do not alter, damage or diminish any character-defining feature, and 
(C)(D) Do not increase floor area on the property by more than 15 percent beyond the 

amount established in the documented original or historic design of the resource, and 
(D)(E) Do not result in any second-story addition to a single-story historic resource. , and      
(F) Meet all zoning standards applicable to the location of the property. 
iv. The Mills Act contract will aid in offsetting the costs of rehabilitating and/or maintaining 

the historic resource. and/or will offset potential losses of income that might otherwise be 
achieved on the property.  

v. Approval of the Mills Act contract will represent an equitable balance of public and 
private interests and will not result in substantial adverse financial impact on the City.  

d. Upon approval of a contract by the City Council, the City Clerk shall transmit the 
contract, with the appropriate fee, to the County Recorder’s Office. The property owner is 
responsible for all filing fees. After recordation, the recorded contract shall be transmitted to the 
County Assessor. The Assessor calculates the exact tax savings. Property owners are required 
to report to the State Office of Historic Preservation that a Mills Act contract has been 
completed. 

e.  The City Council may establish by Resolution a limit on the number of contracts 
that can be approved during any calendar year.  
 

34



                                                                                                                        Meeting Date:  June 8, 2010 
Prepared by:  George E. Rawson

 

City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
 

Name:  Consideration of an Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Carmel-by-   
                 the-Sea Amending Chapter 9.80 of the Municipal Code to establish regulations of 
 the Monterey County Regional Taxi Authority (Second reading). 
 

 Description:  The incorporated cities of Monterey County, along with the Monterey Airport 
 and Monterey-Salinas Transit (MST), are forming a Regional Taxi Authority 
 (RTA).  To participate in the RTA, the existing Ordinance must be repealed 
 and replaced with a new Ordinance that incorporates the RTA regulations by 
 reference.   

                      
Overall Cost:   

City Funds:   N/A 
 
Staff Recommendation:  

                                                      Adopt the Ordinance, amending Chapter 9.80 of the Municipal Code related to 
“Taxicab Regulations”. The proposed Ordinance was reviewed and approved in 
form by the City Attorney. 

  
Important Considerations:   
                  The RTA regulations are designed to comply with Government Code  
                  § 53075.5 to protect the health, safety, and welfare of persons utilizing  
                  taxicab services.  
 
 
Decision Record:  City Council passed the first reading of the proposed Ordinance at its 

meeting on May 4, 2010. 
 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
______________________________  _________________ 
Rich Guillen, City Administrator   Date 
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CITY COUNCIL 
CITY OF CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA 

 
           ORDINANCE 2010-  
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF  
CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA AMENDING CHAPTER 9.80 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE 

TO ESTABLISH REGULATIONS OF THE  
MONTEREY COUNTY REGIONAL TAXI AUTHORITY  

 

 
WHEREAS, each municipality in Monterey County is presently responsible for the 

licensing and regulation of taxicab operations within their respective boundaries; and.  
 
WHEREAS, the Transportation Agency for Monterey County (“TAMC”) was asked 

by the Monterey Peninsula Police Chiefs and the Monterey County Hospitality Association to 
prepare a Regional Taxi Study to identify regional issues regarding taxi service, and to make 
recommendations regarding a Regional Taxi Authority (“RTA” or “Authority”) that would 
assume the responsibilities of each jurisdiction for taxi permitting; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Study recommended Monterey-Salinas Transit (“MST”) administer a 

Regional Taxi Authority, to include the MST member jurisdictions and the MPAD, to 
incorporate a “one-stop-shop” for taxi permitting; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council of Carmel by-the Sea (“City”) has the opportunity to 

participate in a Joint Powers Agreement (“JPA”) establishing the Regional Taxi Authority; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, California Government Code § 53075.5 requires each city to adopt an 

ordinance or resolution in regard to taxicab transportation service within the city, including 
the regulation of employment of taxicab drivers, establishment or registration of rates for 
taxicab transportation service, and a drug and alcohol testing program; and  

 
WHEREAS, the proposed ordinance must be adopted by the Council to replace 

existing ordinances and incorporate the RTA regulations by reference, which are designed to 
comply with Government Code § 53075.5 and to protect the health, safety, and welfare of 
persons utilizing taxicab services in member agencies (“Regulations”); and 

 
WHEREAS, the Council desires to adopt the regulations in the form of an 

Amendment to the Municipal Code; and  
 
WHEREAS, notice of the public hearing was published in The Carmel Pine Cone on 

April 23, 2010; and 
  
WHEREAS, this ordinance amends the Municipal Code to repeal and reenact Chapter 

9.80 entitled “Taxicabs” to establish the RTA. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA does hereby resolve to: 
 

Repeal Municipal Code Chapter 9.80 Taxicabs as specified in Attachment “A.”  
Reenact Municipal Code Chapter 9.80 Taxicabs as specified in Attachment “B.” 

 
        Severability.  If any part of this Ordinance, even as small a word or phrase, is found to be 
unenforceable such finding shall not affect the enforceability of any other part. 
 
Effective Date:  This Ordinance shall become effective 30 days after final adoption by the 
City Council. 
 

    PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CARMEL-BY-THE-SEA on this 8th day of June 2010 by the following roll call vote:  

  
AYES:       COUNCIL MEMBERS:    
      

 NOES:       COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
                 SIGNED: 
 
                ____________________________ 
        SUE McCLOUD, MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
____________________________ 
Heidi Burch, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT “A” 

 

Chapter 9.80 
TAXICABS* 

Sections: 
9.80.010    Definitions. 
9.80.020    Permit – Required. 
9.80.030    Permit – Conditions. 
9.80.040    Permit – Renewal – Transfer. 
9.80.050    Permit – Power to Revoke. 
9.80.060    Permit – Application and Renewal Fee. 
9.80.070    Permit – Certificate. 
9.80.080    Chief of Police – Duty to Enforce. 
9.80.090    Appeal – Hearing. 

*    For statutory provisions authorizing local authorities to license and regulate vehicles for hire, see 
Vehicle Code §§ 16501, 2110 and 2112; for provisions on financial responsibility of commercial 
passenger vehicles, see Vehicle Code § 16500 et seq. 

9.80.010 Definitions. 
For the purpose of this title, the following terms shall be deemed and construed to 

have the meanings respectively ascribed to them in this section, unless from the 
particular context it clearly appears that some other meaning is intended. 

A. “Driver” means and includes every person in actual charge and control of any 
taxicab as the driver thereof. 

B. “Motor vehicle” means every self-propelled vehicle used for transportation of 
persons over the public highways otherwise than upon fixed rails of tracks. 

C. “Owner” means and includes every person, firm or corporation owning or 
controlling any taxicab or automobile for hire. 

D. “Taxicab” means and includes every motor vehicle used in the business of 
carrying passengers for hire, the destination and route of which are under the control 
of the passenger or passengers being carried therein. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 1990; 
Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.020 Permit – Required. 
It is unlawful for any driver to operate or drive any taxicab unless the driver thereof 

has obtained a driver’s permit as provided in this title, and the permit is in full force 
and effect. The application for such a driver’s permit shall be made to the Chief of 
Police. The permit shall set forth the following information about the applicant: name, 
age, address, past experience in operating automobiles, the names and addresses of 
employers during the preceding period of three years, driver’s license number, 
whether or not a driver’s license issued to the applicant by the State of California or 
any other State or governmental agency has ever been suspended, cancelled or 
revoked, whether the applicant has ever been convicted of a felony or a 
misdemeanor, the name and address of the owner by whom the applicant will be 
employed as a driver (the owner shall endorse the application), and such additional 
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information as the Chief of Police may require. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 
88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.030 Permit – Conditions. 
A. Upon application for a driver’s permit, and before it shall be issued, the driver, 

whether the owner or otherwise, must evidence a proficient knowledge of the traffic 
laws of the City and of the State, and demonstrate ability to operate the type of motor 
vehicle for which the driver’s permit is sought, to the satisfaction of the Chief of 
Police. Upon satisfying the foregoing requirements, the driver shall be fingerprinted 
by, and her/his record filed in, the Police Department Bureau of Identification. Every 
driver’s permit issued under this chapter shall set forth the name of the owner by 
whom the driver is employed and shall be valid only so long as the driver continues in 
the employ of such owner. Upon the termination of such employment, the driver shall 
forthwith surrender the driver’s permit to the Chief of Police. No such driver’s permit 
shall be granted to any person under the age of 21 years. Such driver’s permit may 
be denied upon substantial evidence of facts of either physical or moral deficiencies 
of the applicant which in the sound discretion of the Chief of Police would render an 
applicant not a competent person to operate a taxicab or automobile for hire; 
provided, however, that no permit shall be issued to any person who shall have been 
convicted in the courts of any State of the United States or any United States’ court of 
any of the following offenses: 

1. Any felony; 
2. Driving a motor vehicle in a reckless manner or while under the influence of 

an intoxicant or narcotics; 
3. Imparting knowledge for the illegal obtaining of narcotics or intoxicating 

liquors; 
4. Assault and battery; 
5. Any law or ordinance involving moral turpitude; 
6. Violating any of the provisions of this chapter. 

B. Convictions which have been expunged or followed by dismissal may be taken 
into consideration by the Chief of Police but shall not automatically result in the denial 
of a permit. Before denying a permit on the basis of substantial evidence of facts of 
either physical or moral deficiencies, the Chief of Police shall inform the applicant of 
the act on which the proposed denial is based and offer the applicant an opportunity 
to present to the Chief of Police facts which would rebut the evidence on which the 
proposed denial is based. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 
1988). 

9.80.040 Permit – Renewal – Transfer. 
No driver’s permit issued pursuant to this code shall be transferable. Each driver’s 

permit shall be issued for one year and shall be renewed annually within two weeks 
prior to the day and month of its issuance. At the time of renewal, any information 
which is no longer accurate which appears on the application for the permit shall be 
updated so that the Police Department is in possession of a completely updated 
application on the date of the renewal. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 
(Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.050 Permit – Power to Revoke. 
The Chief of Police shall have the power to revoke or suspend any driver’s permit 

issued under this title in the event the holder thereof shall be found guilty of a 
violation of any of the provisions of this code or shall be found guilty of reckless 
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driving, or if s/he has violated any other law, which is sufficient evidence of the fact 
that said driver is not a competent person to operate the motor vehicle for which the 
driver’s permit was issued. In the event of such revocation or suspension of a driver’s 
permit, such certificate as may be issued in connection therewith shall be, by the 
holder thereof, forthwith surrendered to the Chief of Police. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 
1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.060 Permit – Application and Renewal Fee. 
To cover administrative costs, application and renewal fees shall be paid by each 

applicant for a driver’s permit. All such fees shall accompany the application or 
request for renewal and shall be collected on behalf of the City by the Chief of Police. 
The amount of said fees shall be established by resolution of the City Council and 
may be amended from time to time. (Ord. 93-29 § 1 (Exh. A), 1993; Ord. 90-5 § 2 
(Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.070 Permit – Certificate. 
When any permit is granted under this chapter, the Chief of Police shall issue to 

the grantee thereof a certificate giving the name and address of the grantee, the 
nature of the permit granted, and the name and address of the owner. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 
(Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.080 Chief of Police – Duty to Enforce. 
It shall be the duty of the Chief of Police of the City to enforce the provisions of this 

chapter. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 (Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 

9.80.090 Appeal – Hearing. 
Any person who shall have been refused an operator’s permit, or whose operator’s 

permit shall have been revoked or renewal refused by the Chief of Police, may, within 
10 days after the receipt of notice thereof, appeal to the City Council for hearing 
thereon. The City Council shall at its next regular meeting hear the appellant and the 
appellant’s witnesses, and its determination in this regard shall be final. If no appeal 
is taken within 10 days, the action of the Chief of Police shall be final. (Ord. 90-5 § 2 
(Exh. A), 1990; Ord. 88-2 § 3 (Exh. C), 1988). 
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