
CITY OF LODl COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

APPROVE 
r u v c 1 . d  DWOI THOMAS A. PETERSON 

AGENDA TITLB: Proposed Residential and Canmercial Refuse Rate Increase 

MBBT1m mm: March 16, 1994 

PRXPARBD BY: Assistant City Manager 

City Managar 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The City Council consider the request for a rate 
adjustment aubcnitted by Sanitary Disposal 
Incorporated for refuse service in the City of Lodi. 
Such adjustment to be effective for all bills 
prepared after April 1, 1994. 

BACKGROUND: In December of 1991 the City Council adopted a "rate 
methodology" to be used to compute refuse rates for 
Sanitary City Disposal Company. 

year the rate would be adjusted on M annual basis--the first year being a full 
review of the costs associated with collection and disposal of residential and 
coamrsrcial refuse and the second year being an adjustment for inflation and 
costs associated with increased levels of service. April 1994 begins the 
second year of a canplete cycle. 

After the first test 

I have reviewed the request subraitted by Sanitary City and find the proposal to 
be in accordance with the agreed upon adjustments with one exception. In the 
proposal there is a request for an automated inventory system which had not 
been discussed in previous years. Even though this system may generate savings 
in the future it is a request not in conformance with my understanding of the 
adopted review mechanism. If this expenditure were not allowed then the 
increased rate would be 8 . 0 %  rather than 8.5%. 

As explained by Ma. Cindy nine, of Barakat and Chamberlain, the main reason 
for the increase is not increased salaries or inflation, it is to pay for the 
costs of operating the material recovery facility for a full year. Over one 
half the requested increase is a direct result of the costs of operating the 
Material This includes not only the cost of 
labor but of depreciation, and interest on the facility itself. 

Recovery Facility for a full year. 

In accordance with the agreed upon procedure Sanitary City is entitled to a 
rate increase of 8 . 0 %  effective April 1, 1994. Therefore the cost of the 
normal residential service would be $15.87 per month (versus the current 
$14.70, an increase of $1.17 per month) and rates for commercial would increase 
by 8 . 0 ) .  



* mmDfl9CI: loot crpplicablo 

Rampectfully nrbmitted, 

L! Glenn 
C i t y  Manager 

.. 



OrnSWmcB wo. 1590 

AN ULOCODIPIED URGEXY ORD- OF TH8 CITY &IL OF THB CITY OF 
IXlDI, RBPPALI100 ORDIlUAXCH 1S70 I# ITS 8llTIRST!?, AloD BSTABLXSXI#O 

XBU RATBS POR R B S I D m  SOLID UASTB COulDcpIoW. 

BE IT ORDAIHRD BY THE CITY cot3L9cIL OF THS CITY OF WDI AS FOLLOWS: 

Ordinance 1570 in m a l e d  in it. entirety. 

mOZO 2, Pursuant to Lodi Municipal Coda Chapter 13.16 - SOLID OSASTE 

- ae it relates to residential eolid waete collection, the following 

monthly rat66 are hereby emtablished: 

A. 

weekly garbage collection shall be: 

For  any private dwelling house or residence, the rate for one 

1. 

2 .  

3. 

For the first 38-gallon waste cart provided by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pounds, Fifteen 

Dollars and Eighty Seven Cents ($15.87) ; 

For the second 38-gallon waete cart provided by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pounds each, Thirty 

Nine Dollare and Sixty Eight Cents ($39.68); 

For the third 38-gallon waste cart provided by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pounds each, Sixty 

Three Dollare and Forty Eight Cent6 ($63.48) ; 

4 .  For one 20-gallon waste cart provided by the 

contractor, Ten Dollars and Eighty Cents ($10.80). 



B. Owner8 or  occupant^^ of flat88 apartments, mobile home space. 

or the tenants or lee6008 thereof shall pay an amaunt equal to Fifteen 

Dollars and Bighty Seven Cent8 ($15.87) t h e  the number of apartment 

units or mobile home epacee owned. Bin services requested shall be 

charged according to the Cotmarcia1 Rate mtructure, but in no event 

shall the City bill the tenants more than the mingle cart rate. 

C. For any residence requeeting "backyard Bernicea for the 

collection of their waste cart(s), there shall be an additional rate of 

Ten Dollars ($10.00) per month, unlesir the residence is granted an 

exemption fran the rate by the Citizen's Advisory Board. 

D. For any residence requesting a commingled recyclablee cart(s) 

and/or a yard/garden waste cart(e), eufficient to meet ite waate 

diversion neede, there shall be no additional charge. 

E. Any residential cuetuner may purchase fran the City or the 

franchisee for the price of Five Dollars ($5.00) each, especially 

marked tags for affixing to trash bags which will then be collected 

with routine waste removal service. Such tags may be used to 

supplement, but not in lieu of other required 60lid waste collection 

eervicee €or reeidences. 

P. Rates set forth in this Ordinance shall be effective on all 

bills which are prepared on or after April 1, 1994. 



* 

-ION 3, A l l  ordinancer, and parto of ordinance8 in canflict herewith 

are repealed insofar a8 8uch conflict may exist. 

S~CTI;ON 4 &  This ie an urgency ordinance under Government code SectioD 

36934, and ill heed on health, eafety and welfare conriclerati~a 

arising fran the need to collect appropriate fees for waste removal. 

=OH 5, This urgency ordinance ehall be published one time in the 

mfndi ~ w s  Sentinel", a daily newspaper of general circulaticua printed 

and publi8hed in the City of Lodi knd shall be in force and take effect 

immediately. 

=ION 6, The City Council of the City of Lodi hereby finds and 

declare8 pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080 that such 

rates necessary and reasonable for the usual operating expenses of 

the franchisee, including employee wages and benefits and for the 

purpose of purchasing facilities, equipment and materials necessary to 

implement and carry out a Council-mandated recycling program, and for 

other health and eafety purposes. 

are 

Approved this 16th day of March 1994 

JACK A. SIEGLOCK 
MAYOR 

Attest: 

JENNIFER M. PHRRIN 
City Clerk 



State of California 9 

County of San Joaquin, am. 

I, Jennifer Y. Perrin, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, 80 hereby 
certify that Ordinance No. 1590 was adopted am an urgency ordinancm at 
a regular meting of the City Council of the City of LodA held March 
16, 1994, and was thereafter paeeed, adapted and =&red to print by 
the following vote: 

Aye8 : Council Members - 
Noes : Council Members - 
Absent : Council Members - 
Abstain: Council Members - 

I further certify that Ordinance No. 1590 was approved and signed by 
the Mayor on the date of Ate passage and the same has been published 
pursuant to law. 

JENNIFER M. PERRIN 
City Clerk 

Approved as to Form 

BOBBY W. MCNA'IT 
City Attorney 



THIS CIOCIFlCATfON TO THE AGREEMENT DATED SEPTEHBER 7, 1988 (The 
Agreement) i s  entered i n t o  t h i s  15% day ofSqft\mh\a 1991 by and between the 
p a r t i e s  t o  the o r i g i n a l  agreement. A l l  terns o f  the o r l g i n a l  agreement, save 
and except those addit ions, delet ions, and modi f icat ions spcclfled hereln shal l  
continue. 

Paragraph 25 o f  the o r i g i n a l  Agreement (Co l lec t ion  Rates) s h a l l  be mod l f led  t o  
read as fo l lows: 

The City sha l l  have the r i g h t  t o  d e t e r d n e  the ra tes  
contractor  may charge t o  customers f o r  re fuse c o l l e c t i o n  
and t ranspor tat ion services. The rates establ ished 
sha l l  be reviewed annual ly 'during the month o f  September 
and, i f  appropriate, adjusted e f f e c t i v e  October 1. I n  
i t s  determination of any appropr iate r a t e  adjustments, 
the City Council may consider, by no t  be l i m i t e d  to, the 
change i n  the Consumer Pr ice  Index and/or o ther  ind ices 
deemed appropriate f o r  the past twelve months, and/or 
any extraordinary increases o r  decreases i n  the cost  of 
equipment, insurance, fue l ,  Federal, State and/or l o c a l  
government taxes, fees, assessments, o r  o ther  specia l  
costs . 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the pa r t i es  hereto have se t  t h e i r  
hands the date and year f irs t  mentioned above. 

C I T Y  OF LODi POSAL COMPANY 

__ .- - -_ - 
/ i&gn c* a 

Thomas A. Peterson 
City Manager 

. 

Approved As To Form: At tes t :  

-- - 'rn w e  
Bob McNatt, C i  ty Attorney 

ORD1522/TXTA.02 3 



ORDIWUWCB m. 1591 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THB CITY CotRoCIL OF THB CITY OF =I As pO]trxIws: 

1. Ordinance No. 1571 ie repealed in it6 entirety. 

mL Lodi &miCipal cod0 Chaptat 13.16 - - 80 it 
relates to conrnernial solid waate collection monthly rate. io hereby 

amended to read as follows: 

Monthly rates. 

A. The monthly rates to be charged for garbage collection earvice 

shall be as follows: 

1. For owners or tenants of business houses, the monthly 

rates shall be: 

a. As set forth in the Camnercial Rate Structure schedule 

attached, when coamrercial bin service is requested. 

b. Fifty Five Dollars and Fifty Cents (SSS.50) per month for 

a c e  per week collection, when a coannercial waste cart provided 

by the contractor of ninety-five gallons and not to exceed one 

hundred and fifty pounds is requested. 

-1- 



B. m1 of th. rate mchedulam Bat forth in  thie roction -1 be 

effective aa all bill8 which a m  prepared OQ or after April 1, 1994. 

A l l  otbiaance8 and part8 of ordinance8 in conflict herewith 

are repealed inmofu am much conflict may exiot. 

~ C T I O N  4, This i m  an urgency ordinance under Government Code Section 

36934, and is based rn health, safety and welfare coneideratione 

arising fran the need to collect appropriate fees for waste removal. 

SBnIoN 5, This urgency ordinance shall be published one time in the 

"Lodi News Sentinel", a daily newspaper of general circulation printed 

and published in the City of Lodi and shall be in force and take eifect 

immediately. 

SECTION 6 ,  The City Council of the City of Lodi hereby finds and 

declares pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080 that such 

rates necessary and reasonable for the usual operating expenses of 

the franchisee, including employee wages and benefits and for the 

purpose of purchasing facilities, equipment and materials necessary to 

implement and carry Out a Council-mandated recycling program, and for 

other health and safety purposes. 

are 

-2- 



Approved thim 16 Of Y.rch 1994 

Atteot: 

J X S H I F B R W .  PBRRXN 
City Clerk 

State of California 
county of san Joaquin, me. 

I, Jennifer Y. Perrin, City Clark of tha City of Lodi, do hereby 
certify that Ordinance NO. 1591 wao adopted am an urgency ordinance at 
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Indi held March 
16, 1994, and wao thereafter passed, adopted and ordered to print by 
the following vote: 

Ayes : Council Member0 - 
N o e s  : Council Mambers - 
Absent : Council Members - 
Abstain : Council Members - 

I further certify that Ordinance No. 1591 was approved and signed by 
the Mayor on the date of its passage and the same has been published 
pursuant to law. 

JGNNIPBRM. PBRRIN 
City Clerk 

Approved as to Form 

BOBBY W. McNATP 
City Attorney 

- 3 -  
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BE XT ORDAIXED BY THE LODI CITY CIOCROCfL, as tollow8: 

t Ordinance No. 1563 ie hereby repealed in Ste entiretyI and 

mhall be of no further force or effect. - 
B s s . L  

A. The rates to be charged for camercial 10 to 50 cubic yard roll-off 

box collection service shall be as follows: 

1. For owners or tenante of business houses, the rates shall be 

as set forth in the Canmercial 10 to SO Cubic Yard Roll-Off Box 

Rate Structure Bchedule attach# :, when  such service is requested. 

B. 11l1 of the rate schedules set forth in this section shall be 

effective on all bills which are prepared on or after April 1, 1994. 

SSCrION All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith 

are repealed insofar as such conflict may exist. 

=ION 4, This is an urgency ordinaxe under Government Code Section 



36934, and is based 011 health, safety and welfare cosraiQerationa 

arising fraa the need to collect appropriate fees for waate r-al. 

SBCpIm 5 ,  Thim urgency ordinance ohall be publimhed OM tinto in tho 

"Lodi News sentinel", a daily newmaper of general circulation printed 

and published in the City of lndi and shall be in force and take eZfect 

inmrediately . 

6, The City Council of the City of hereby fin& m d  

declares pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080 that the 

colnmercial refuse collection rates established in Ordinance 1563 are 

necessary and reasonable for the usual operating expenses of the 

Franchisee, including emplayee wages and benefits and for the purpose 

of purchasing facilities, equipment, and materials. 

Approved this 16th day of March 1994 

JACK A. SIBGLOCK, Mayor 
Attest: 

JENNIFER M. PEFUUlo 
City Clerk 

- 2 -  



State of California 
County of San Joaquin, 06. 

I, Jennifer Y. Perrin, City Clerk of the City of I d l i t  bo herow 
certify that Ordinance Loo. 1592 warr adoptad a6 an urgency ordinsnce at 
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lodi  held March 
16, 1994, and was thereafter -88ede adopted md =&red to print by 
the following vote: 

Ayes : Cauncil Mesnber8 - 
Noes : Council !48rnberr, - 
Absent : council Member6 - 
Abetain: Council Memberat - 

I further certify that Ordinance Loo. 1592 was approved and signed by 
the Mayor on the date of ite passage and the same h a m  been published 
pursuant to law. 

JENNIFER M. PERRIN 
City Clerk 

Approved a6 to Form 

BOBBY MCNATP 
city Attorney 

I 



3. ?r.nchimo Foa 

1. Drap-off/Pick-Up 
Chargo P e r  Box 

1. T a m  Di~po#.d/Bo% 
x Procem~ing Charge 
Procom.iag Chargr 

TOTAL BXLb (1+2+3) 

$111 00 

~$25.00 

$181.30 

~ $ 2 5 . 0 0  



1. 

2. 

3 .  

$111.52 

1. Drop-off/Pick-Vp 
Cbrge Por Box 

$182.14 

~ $ 2 5 . 0 0  

rn1DDDDrnDD.D TOTAL BItL (1+2+3) 

- 6 -  



* 
Toxrlght uei hope t o  give you an alternate View irOar that bard on March 7, 1 ~ &  

whem a l l  speakers W B F ~  against the City "allowfng" the garbage rate to increase, 

We are sure #at each of you have reviewed the contract agresnrarrt signed in 

tbm Of US ~ n t  a inCmaSSe - 
Sentember 1988 as well as the Rufuss Rats Mhodology in the Council ndnutes of 
December &, 1991. (Reference: CG22(b)). 

The third sentence of t h e  contract  shown on bag8 7, oararJrrtl3h 20 and quoted 
by Council Member Davemoz% a t  t he  March 7, 199h Citp Council Soedal Meeting is 
correct but it is taken out  of context. 
of parayraoh 20 are most meaninqful and CAN NOT be overlooked nor i g n O F e d e  
two sentences of pwe 7, paraqmh 20, under the  he- of "Breach by Contractor" 
read as follows: 

The  raced ding and very first ttlo senteaces 
Those 

"In the event Contractor should defaul t  in the performance of any material 
provisions of this lgreemtnt, and the  defaul t  is not cured u i th in  30 dqm 
af te r  receipt  of written no%ice of defaul+, f r o m  City, then City may, at 
its optioa, hold a hearing a t  its next C i t y  Council mbeting t o  d e t e m i n s  
whether th is  Agreement should be terminated, In the  event City decides 
to terminate t h i s  Agreement, City shall s e m  10 days m i t t e n  not ice  of i- 
intention to terminate upon Contractor. ll 

These two sentences are then followed by the vexy sentence which Council Member 
Davenport requested t o  have stated i n t o  t h e  record, here quoted d i rec t ly  from the 
Contract: 

"In the event City exercises its Fight t o  terminate t h i s  Agreement, City 
may, a t  its mtion ,  e i the r  d i r ec t ly  undertake performance of the serv ices  
o r  arrange uith other  oersons t o  oerform t h e  services wfth or without a 
wFftten aqreement. 

To be bluat, we f e e l  there  is no choice but t o  allow t!!e rats increase t o  tho  
Lodl Sanital-~ C i t . ~  M S D O S ~ ~  Camany unless t h e  City f i n d s  reason to question t he  
performance of t h e  Lodi Sanitary Crty i)iSWSal Cornany. 
"Mi0 IS WING TO PAY FOR THIS I N C U E ? "  

The issue here is: 

rlb have never questioned helping those with a real monetary need but  with 
the current bud@, crisis i n  M i  ue should all share equally i n  the necessary 
ra te  increase and resemt the 810.00 trash carts f o r  those who can substantiate 
their need. 

Our presentation before the C t y  Council in 1991 suggested the aforesaid 

Fair i s  Fair and just because a senior does not g e n e r a  much Garbage 
be the way t o  handle this contingency. 
need, 
(trash) in l a t e r  l i f e ,  does not man they are l e s s  responsible for t t e  f i l l i n g  
of land fills i n  e a r l i e r  years, 
kicb pay a l i t t l e  l e s s  because you agree t o  pay a l i t t l e  mre .  

Me again request t h i s  substantf&%kUn of 

Seniors -- consider your blessings -- helD those 

In  closing, ve hope the Council vill take note of the many absent faces  to- 
night -- those uho do not object  t o  the necessary increase and s t a y  home because 
they are  sa t i s f ied  uith the qual i ty  of service arid the vay the City has handled 
the matter. 
mandate. 

They a,-e as oroud as we are Of 

Thank you. Janet C. 

Lodi's record 

Pruss 

e L & ,  

i n  meet& t h e  S t a t e ' s  
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CITY HALL. 221 WEST PlNE STREET 

JAMES W. PINKERTON. 11. LOOI. CALIFORNIA 95241-1910 Citr A- 
FRED M. RE10 (209) 334-5634 

TtltCOntR 12091 333-4795 

4 I l U  COUNCIL THOMAS A. ?Eft RSON 

)WN R. t R m d v )  SNIDER. Mayoc ITY O F  LO 
DAWD M HIWHMAN 

MJW b0 1- 
fvCiYN M OLSON CALL BOX 3006 000 McNATT 

e September 22, 1989 
t I 

Dave Vaccarezza 
C a l i f o r n i a  Waste Removal Systems 
1333 E. Turner Road 
P. 0. Box 319 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Dear Dave: 

I need your  assistance i n  answering a question. I rece ived t h e  a t tached 
copies o f  Vienna Convalescent bills f o r  Browning-Ferris I n d u s t r i e s  (BFI) 
f o r  i n fec t i ous  waste for the  months of May and June. The b i l l  they  
i . x e i v e d  from the  City of Lodi based upon your i n s t r u c t i o n s ,  was more than 

Q u i t e  f rank l y ,  I don ' t  know how t o  answer the i n q u i r y  without making both 

Maybe you can g i ve  me an exp lanat ion  as t o  why your r a t e s  are more than 
double the ra tes  on the  open market. 

9 b l e  the  previous b i l l i n g .  

L o f  US look p r e t t y  bad. -1 
\ Sincerely,  

JLG : br 

J e r r y  L. Glenn 
Assistant City Manager 

Attachment 

cc: City Manager 
Ci ty  Attorney 

ACMLT 13 5 
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p n N  R. (Radr)  SNIDLR, Mayor C-ITY OF LO 
D#,WOM HINCHMAN 

tWlYN M. OLSON 
JAMf) W. ?lNUfRlON. Jr. 
fRtO M REID (209) 334*%34 

Maw 1uw-e CITY MALI. 221 WEST MNf S f R t t t  
C A l l  BOX #lob 

LODI. CALIFORNIA 95241-1910 

I t l t c m I R  lzon,l,.un 

October 11, 1989 OCT 1 3  '89 

David Vaccarerza 
President 
San i ta ry  City Disposal Co., Inc. 
1333 E. Turner Road 
Post  Off ice Box 319 
Lodi, CA 95241-0319 

Subject: Vienna Convalescent Infec t i  ous Waste 

r h o p e  your l e t t e r  o f  September 29, 1989 i s  n o t  the explanat ion you want  me 
t o  g i v e  t o  Ken H e f f e l  regarding my September 22, 1989 l e t t e r  t o  you 
request ing an explanat ion as t o  why your  r a t e s  a re  more than double the 

8 

r a t e s  on t h e  open market. I 

You p rev ious l y  provided the City with in fo rma t ion  regard ing the i n f e c t i o u s  
waste ra tes  being charged by one o r  two o t h e r  disposal  companies. That  
does n o t  g i v e  me the background in fo rma t ion  1 would need i n  order  t o  advise 
M r .  H e f f e l  that i t  i s  appropr ia te t o  double h i s  Costs. If I advise him 
t h a t  t h i s  i s  what an ordinance p a s s g  by the C i t y  Counci l  says, I am sure 
we cari both p r e d i c t  h i s  react ion.  1-1 am conf ident  he will push u n t i l  he 
gets h i s  answer, and I don ' t  t h i n k  we w i l l  look t o o  good.1 

Sincere ly  yours, 

. -dss i s tan t  Ci ty  Manager 

cc: C i ty  Manager 
C i t y  Attorney 

GARBINFE/TXTA.OlV 
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OS/O 1 /89 
05/08/89 
DS/IS/d9 
0 5 / 2 2 / 0 9  

I U f N C  AUJ 

05/31/09 

011340 
04 1605 
d4&681 
012 146 

STMENTS: 

PL 

~ X C K E T  CHARGE 
TICKET CHARGE 
r I C K E I  CHARGE 
TICK- CHANGE 

LOCATION TOTAL 0 0  o 0 0 0 0  0 0 a 0 0 

FINANCE CHARGE 

AD~USTMENT TOTAL 0 m 0 0 0 0 0 

I N V O I C E  T O I A L  0 0 m m 0 0 0 0 m m m m 0 0  

SE RETAIN THIS PORTiON FOR YOUR RECORDS 
'IF 
t3ROUNING-FERRIS INDUSTRIES 
8F1 M E D I C A L  Y A S T E  SYSTEMS 
NORCAL OXSTRICT 

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE 

(2131 263-6400 
P A G E  1 

NO OTHER 9)LLlNG WILL BE MADE 34 

c' o w  - -  

39.00 
39.00 
39 00 
39 00 

s m  37 

se37 

1 6 s  m 3 7  

241  



August 16, 2989 

Hr. Tout Peterson - C i t y  I.lanager 
city of L o d A  
C a l l  Box 3006 
Lodi, C a l i f o m i a  95241 

Ret t L e c t i o u s  waste Rate survey 3 
L 

i3ar Xr. Peterson2 

In following up on the raeeting of July  13, 1989, concerning the 
the infectious waste rates presently being charged, I am enclosing the 
rates charged by a statewide company, American Envirvnmental of Sacramento, 
and a private franchised refuse hauler, Vacaville Sanitary Service, as 
well as Sanitary C i t y  Disposal Company’s charges. In  every case, Sanitary 
C l t y  Disposal Company’s rates are lower or conparable t o  the rate being 
charged for comparable service. 
.c 

I hope this information w i l l  be of use to you. If yuu have any 
questions, please contact me a t  yvur convenience 

David Vaccarezza 
Presi den t 

t 

D V / r j  

end osure 
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COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

420,l e.4-11.8 

0 .OX ).I0 - 1.10 C MAILLTON AVCIIUC 
STOCKTON. CAL:IOc)MII, m.101 

May 2, 1986 

David Vaccarezza 
General Manager 
California Waste ReInoval Systems, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 319 
L o d i ,  CA 95241-0319 

Dear Mr. Vaccarezza: 

I have received a copy of your February 14, 1986, letter to your 
commercial customers in which you state that the establishment of a , 
gate fee at the Harney Lane Landfill will increase rates paid by 
your customers as much as 100% or more. 

As we have informed you in previous correspondence relating to spe- 
cific instances, and as I have personally discussed with you, the 
transdtion from a franchise fee to a gate fee would not justify a. 
e l O O %  increase in your rates. If you w i s h  to increase your rates by 
any amount that is your perogative, however you should not blame 
t h e  increase t o t a l l y  on the establishment of gate fees. 

You are hereby requested to refrain from any such statements i n  the 
future. f 

Very t r u l y  yours, 

7 Q L  
EUGENE 8 .  DELUCCHI 
Deputy Direc tor/Opera tions 

EBD:nj 
N.O. 19.4 

Henry M. Hirata, Director 
Tom Horton, Solid Waste Manager 



COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN 
DEPARTMENT O F  PUBLIC WORKS 

taoet m44 oa.8 

? 0 .OR 1.10 - )a10 C WAXCLTOM AVCNUC 
STOCRTOW C I L l I O * W l 4  *S201 

April 29, 1986 

David Vaccarezza 
General Manager 
SanCo Disposal.Service 
P.O. Box 319 

' Lodi, California 95241-0319 

Subject: RESIDENTIAL REFUSE COLLECTION RATES IN REFUSE SERVICE 
AREA B 

Dear Mr. Vaccarezza: 

On April 28, 1986, Mr. Lynn Beasely, P . O .  Box G, Victor, CA 95253, 
(209) 334-0955, contacted our office and questioned whether SanCo 
can charge $4.50 for collecting an additional can on a one time 
only basis. Mr. Bcasely is currently a one can residential customer. 

The rate established by the Board Of Supervisors for each additional 
can in Refuse Service Area B, which is served by SanCo, is $3.25 per 
month. Since residential rates, for the anincorporated area of - 
the County, are established by the Board of Supervisors, your firm 
may not charge rates higher than those established by the Board. 
Accordingly, please contact Mr. Beasely to arrange for collection 
of his additional can at the $3.25 rate. 
review your residential rates for  customers in the unincorporated 
area of the County to ensure that your rates are not higher than 
those which were established by the Board of Supervisors. 

Very t r u l y  yours, 

Additionally, please 

Tom Horton 
Solid Waste Manager 

TH: JP: 11c 

c: IIcnry M. l i i r a t a ,  Director of Public works 
Lynn basely 



To: Thomas A. Peterson, City Manager 

From: Bob HcNatt, City At torney 

Date: October 18, 1990 

Subject  : SOLID WASTE 

As you know, i n  the past  few weeks, C a l i f o r n i a  Waste Removal System has 
n o t i f i e d  the City o f  several  perceived v i o l a t i o n s  o f  i t s  solid waste 
franchise. I f e e l  sure we are going to  have t o  deal  f u r t h e r  wi th some of 
these issues, so t h i s  memo w i l l  keep you appr lsed of what I have done so 
f a r ,  and o f f e r  some l e g a l  observations. 

As t o  the complaints about Waste Management of Stockton p l a c i n g  a b in  a t  
the i n s u l a t i o n  con t rac t i ng  f i r m  on Black Diamond Way, I think that i s  
resolved. I prepared f o r  Bob Holm's s ignature a l e t t e r  dated October 9, 
1990 t o  Harold Reno o f  Waste Management, and I fo l lowed t h a t  up wi th  a 
phone c a l l  on October 17, 1990. M r .  Reno understands the s i t u a t i o n  ( I  
bel ieve),  i.e., t h a t  a con t rac t i ng  f i r m  i s  probably a commercial user. M r .  
Reno has agreed t o  remove the bin. 

He was a l so  asked about in format ion from C a l i f o r n i a  Waste t h a t  he has l a r g e  
b ins  a t  residences on E l m  Street ,  Hutchins Street ,  Car lo  Way, and 
Fairmont Avenue. He i n d i c a t e d  he d i d  n o t  have spec i f i cs  on these bins.  - 1 
suggested t h a t  i f  they were there t o  serve the  con t rac to rs  engaged i n  
remodeling of homes, they are probably commercial accounts and thus sub jec t  
t o  Ca l i f o rn ia  Waste Removal's f ranchise.  He i n d i c a t e d  he would g e t  back t o  
me a f t e r  look ing i n t o  the s i t u a t i o n .  

;ih On a r e l a t e d  note, I have a copy Of a l e t t e r  from Dave Vaccarezta dated 
October 12, 1990 i n  which he seems t o  say t h a t  he has an exc]ur ive r i g h t  t o  
run a recyc l i ng  center  and t o  c o l l e c t  a l l  recyc lab les i n  the City. I t h i n k  
t h a t  i s  c l e a r l y  wrong, although the  answer i% n o t  completely apparent i n  
reading the f ranchise agreement and Munic ipa l  Ccde. 

Paragraph 3 o f  the franchise agreement s t a t e s  i n  p e r t l n e n t  p a r t :  
"Contractor s h a l l  have the f u l l  and exc lus i ve  r i g h t  t o  a l l  r ecyc lab le  o r  
salvageable mater ia l  c o l l e c t e d  i n  connect ion w i t h  the refuse, . . . I *  

(emphasis added). I n  Municipal  Code Sect ion 13.16.010 I , "Refuse" i s  
defined as '' ... any and a l l  discarded i tems and substances o f  every k i n d  

. When these prov is ions are read together,  the conclusion which seems most 
l o g i c a l  t o  me i s  t h a t  u n t i l  an i tem i s  discarded, i t  i s  n o t  refuse. That 
would mean tha t  the franchisee has a r i g h t  t o  on1 those recyc lab le  
mater ia ls  which are discarded as p a r t  of the refuse co l-? ect ion.  

n .-. ... - -  Wlqqq\o 'Cnc,s\lGv&uh) - 



-/- 
2. Scope o f  Agreement / 

Contractor shall f u r n i s h  a l l  materials and equipment required fo r  the 
orderly collection o f  refuse on a regularly scheduled basis t o  a l l  
residential and comercia1 customers, w i t h i n  the City limits, and t o  
transport the refuse to a disposal s i t e  provided or designated by City. 
Contractor’s services shall be sub jec t  t o  the terms of this Agreement, the 
Lodi Municipal Code, and a l l  other county, s t a t e  and federal laws pertaining 
to  the collection and transportation of refuse to  which Contractor i s  
subject. Contractor shall perform the services provided f o r  i n  this 
Agreement only for  the compensation provided i n  t h i s  Agreement, and not 
othemi se. 

3. Exclusive Nature o f  Agreement 
Contractor shall have w i t h i n  the City limits, subject to t h e  limitations 
contained i n  this Agreement, the exclusive r i g h t  and duty to collect  and 
transport t o  a s i t e  designated by the City a l l  refuse except industrial 
refuse. 1 Contractor shall have the fu l l  and exclusive r i g h t  to a l l  
recyclable or salvageable material collected i n  connection w i t h  the refuse, 
and shall have the exclusive r i g h t  to  any funds realized from the sale  o f  
recycled or salvaged materlals. The exclusive rights granted to  Contractor 
6y this Agreement shall n o t  interfere w i t h  or i n  any way r e s t r i c t  Ci ty’s  
r i g h t  to  collect, transport and dispose of septic t a n k ,  sand trap and grease 



'tlD* W Karcb 10, 1994 





C-E PLACE O W "  ASSOGIAnON 
P.O. BOX $0378 

STOCKTON. CA 05267 
(209) 956-5660 (200) 339-08 1 3 

March 16, I994 

city council 
c i ty  of Lodi California 
221 west Pine strut 
Lodi, califonria 95241-1910 

, I _  ( I  

Re: Proposed Trash Rate Incrcase 

DcarCouncil Members: 

I am writing you this letter to inform you that the City Ordinances No. 1590 and I591 on 
tonight's City Council Meeting agenda arc not in order at this time and a decision should not 
be renderad. This is because, as you are well aware, at the last council meeting Stan Harper 
gaveourcity Attorney, BobMcNatt, acopyofthecontract between thecity ofbdiand Lodi 
Sanitary City Disposal Co., Inc. Mr. McNatt returned the copy to Mr. Harper and informed 
him that the contract was a complete copy. With this in mind and after reviewing the complete 
contract, I feel that I need to inform you that there has been no modification to amend the 
"Modification to Agreement" that wasdated September 18,1991, (ORDl522/rXTA.021). In 
this modilication the City Council changed the revieWing date for annual rate adjustments from 
June to September and the effective date for these rate adjustments were changed from July 1 - 
to October 1. With these City Ordinances in place there should be no decision at tonight's 
meeting other than tabling the decision until September 1994, or the ordinances need to be 
amended. I have attached a copy of the "Modification to Agreement" for your information. 

Ifyou have any questions, please feel free tocontact me at 339-9813 or in Stockton at 956-5640. 
/ 

As agent for 
Cambridge Place Owners' Association 

cc: Board of Directors 
* Comspondence 



March 11,1994 

T O  Mi City Council and Staff, Jerry Glenn, Kirk Evans 
FROM: Vinia Snyder 
RE: Annual curbside pick up of household discarddgahage rate increase 

Okay, I know. You're tired of hearing about this, but it's too important to let M 
opportunity for a valuable city service slip away. As I read it, the mood of Lodi citizens 
Will not stand for fhture garbage rate increases for some time. If we don't include 
curbside pickup in this year's package, it may be years before we can bring it up again. 

In the time allowed, we*= polled as many of the 327 residents on our telephone list as 
possible. Also, approximately eighty five citizens attended our meeting last night, and 
there is a real feeling of anger and betrayal over the garbage increase. EIC has not taken a 
position on the increase, nor do we intend to. 

We have taken a position on a yearly curbside pickup, though. When 1 came before you 
on February 2, 1994 to make this proposal, the mayor directed the matter to be discussed 
at a shirt-sleeve session. I've telephoned the City Clerk several times to find out the date 
for the shirt-sleeve, but it has not been scheduled, so we won't have a chance to dixum 
this with you before your vote. 

This council has demonstrated a willingness to create a vision for Lodi that is impressive, 
and we want to help you hrther that vision. With the garbage increase and proposed 
business license increase, the mood of voters is worrisome. 

. 

With the garbage increase, you are in a position to at least give voters a bonus that might 
assuage some of the resistance that we're seeing. When residents see the very real benefit 
they receive from a curbside pickup, some of the frustration might be abated. As you 
know, the dumpster collection last October was tremendously popular with citizens -- 
people from all over the city brought their rehse to the sites, and we encouraged that. 

Maybe you can create a widwin situation all around by at least giving rate-payers a little 
more for their money. Cal-Waste is asking for a $1.25 per month increase. Dave 
Vaecerezza says twenty-five cents per month will cover the cost of an annual crvrbside 
pickup. Isn't there some room for negotiation to include a curbside pickup in the 
package? Maybe Cal-Waste would include a curbside pickup for the same price, or 
maybe you could split the difference with them. With such a small monthly amount, there 
must be some way to include a curbside pickup in this rate increase. 



March 13,1994 

. 1.. . 
Lodi,CA 65240 

Dear Sirs: 
_ .  . 

I hope to speak at the upcoming March 16 council meeting. However, I have a church 
commitment every Wednesday evening. Therefore, I am expressing my opinions in 
written form in the event I don't make the Wednesday meeting in time. 

I will always have monthly bills. I want to keep those bills as b w  as possible. I also 
realize that there will be periodic increases in my bills. Those increases are natural 
and unavoidable. Such is the case with the proposed rate increase for waste removal. 

As I understand it, tko consultants were hired to figure out what the rate structure 
method would be. One consultant was hired by the city and one hired by CA Waste. 
The consultants did their homework, got together, and brought a proposal to the city 
which approved the projected program. The program included the distinct possibility 
of the proposed rate increase now uitder discussion. I, personally, have expected the 
increase, I just didn't know how much it would be or just when it would happen. 

Some people think CA Waste makes a lot of money from selling recylcables. As I talk 
to people in other communities, they say the recyclable market is not that great. A few 
recyclables pay off, others don't. Thankfully, CA Waste takes many different recyclable 
items to slow the flooding of the landfills, not just those recyclables that are profitable. 
Additionally, more people are recycling than was anticipated under the proposed 
pr0gra.n. That added expense should be dealt with by the community, not CA Waste. 

Finally, I wish to comment on the idea that California Waste should make an annual 
pickup of refrigerators, sofas, etc. I think that's totally unreasonable. I was impressed 
in the past when Ca Waste allowed days where public loads could be brought into the 
site at a drastically reduced rate. I also appreciated those days when extra bagged 
trash has been picked up throughout the community for free. But to expect them to 
pick up everything short of abaildoned cars? 

I'm sure the council is aware that CA Waste funnels a percentage of the recycling 
proceeds back into Lodi schools to be used in the classroom. So I won't belabor that 
point. I'm also confident that the city has the means to audit and monitor the profit 
margin of the company to assure that it's reasonable. So I won't question that aspect. 

What I will do is say again that although I wish my monthly bills never increased, I 
know they occasionally will. As to the waste removal rate increase, I am 
confident that it is necessary and would ask that you, as a council, also 
accept it as such. 

Since re1 y , 



MARCf€ 15 1994 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY OF LODI 
P . 0 .  BOX 3006 
LODI, CAe 95241-1910 

DEAR COUNCILEIEHBERS * 

INCREASING COSTS IS ;I?;'' ;\RE:\ OF OL'H L1\ ES I S  SOT POPULAR BUT AT 
TIMES I T  IS IJECESSARY. WE H A V E  TO LOOK AT THE L0XG TEH?! INVESTMENT 
OF THE COST. THAT LOXG TERY ISVESTWENT 1 S Ol!R CO?I?ll'S\'ITY .AND UC'R 
CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN 



ll”E: 16, 1994 

SUBJ: FEFusERATEIxREAsE 
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Sam & K i m  Hernandez 
427 E. Vine St. 
M i  CA 95240 

March 15, 1994 

City Council Members; 

Regarding California Waste removal systems rate increase. 

It is our understanding that this is a State mandate that cities canply 
or face large fines. The plan that was recarmended by the Citizens Task 
Force and approved by our City Council was implemented by California Waste. 

Although *is never anyone's desire to pay more, this inevitably is what 
happens when State mandates require major restructuring of a current system. 
We personally feel that this increase is justified and should be granted to 
California Waste. 

We have lived in M i  most of our lives and have the utmost respect for 
Dave Vaccarezza and Tan Sanchez as honest hsinessmen who care about our 
comnunity . 
Siucerely ; 

Kim Hernandez 
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March 15. 1994 

City Council 
City of Lodi 
P.O. Box 3006 
Lodin CA. 95241-1910 

Dear Council Members: 

I am an Eastside Lodi resident and I support the increasing garbage rate. 
I, like 80 many others like costs to be kept down, whenever possible. 

Consider the service California Waste brings to out.community; reliable 
service, recycling and jobs. 

The cfty agreed to help implement and finance the waste reduction plan, so 
now let's follow through. 

Sincerely, 

Andrea Madrid 



Much l6,19w 

Mayor Jack S i i  
(2OUdtWRaadysaida 

councilman Roy Davenport 
Couacilmp Steve M m  
Lodi city C Q U d  
C . u B O X 3 0 0 6  
Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

CbUdXlUQpbil kIliDll0 

a . .  . 

J h r  Mayor Sitglock and Councilmanbar 

I am mitiag to you in r e g a d  to the proposed rate inatsrse in our monthly garbage bill. The facts as I understand 
than arc as follow 

1. The City of Lodi adopted the thnc-cart waste colkctior, and recycling program. This program 
included the construction of the match1 recovery facility as *well as other costs (carts, ctc). The program was 
adopted to comply with the Stale of CaUornia mandate. 

2 The City of Lodi recently h i d  an independent accounting firm to conduct an audit of California 
Waste, the results of which indicated that the financial statemats were fairly pmental. 

Fee increases of any type arc naturally unpopular in today's environment. The proposal to raise thc business license 
tax is a direct cxampk. We personally do not haw any significant objection to an increase in the business license 
tax in general. However, we feel the City of Lodi necds to do their homework in devdoping a ncw rate structure 
and work with those impacted. Most importantly, however, is to live up to whatever is adopted. Don't waste 
everybody's time and money and then cbange the program. 

My point is that we fael the City of Lodi is warning on this garbage rate issue. You've done your job. You've 
i m p b t d  a program to comply with the State of California mandate. You've audited the financial records. 
What mort can we ask of California Waste or the Council with respect to this matter. 

We say honor your agr-t with California Waste, approve the increase, and start !ackiing other issues facing the 
City of Lodi. 

Sincerely, 

3026 Rosewood Drive 
M i ,  CA 95242 



-,. r ’  8 DAVID P. WARNER 
Nkrwraf.., 

215 West Oak Stmt 
Lodi, California 95240 

(209) 366-5113 

:; J’ ; 

. #.’. * 
i .:. , 1 .* 

- 

March 15, 1994 

Jack A. Sieglock, Mayor 
City of Lodi 
L o d i ,  CA 

Dear Mr. Sieglock: 

I am writing regarding the request for an increase in garbage 
rates to be considered by the Lodi City Council on March 16, 1994. 
Due to prior cornmitments, I do not anticipate being personally 
present at that meeting. 

I believe I am in agreement with most citizens when I say I 
don’t want an increase of any rates for any reason. While that is 
a rather simple position which is tied to my own financial 
interest, it ignores both the realities of life and the quality of 
life and services which I expect to receive from this city. 

It is a clean, safe 
and efficient city. That can be proven at any time by looking to 
neighboring cities or other cities in this state. Our refuse 
collection and recycling program may be only one part of, but a 
very important part of, that clean city. 

I think we are fortunate to live in m i .  

As a citizen, I want the garbage collection to be done 
cleanly, efficiently, and professionally. The California Waste 
equipment and personnel fit that description. If the service was 
cheaper, would the trucks look as clean? Would the employees look 
as professional? What would the surrounding streets look like 
after they had picked up the trash or recyclables? I k n o w  what it 
would look like and that’s why I live in the city of Lodi. 

The recycling program is a good one and the envy of this 
entire state. We cannot continue to take the cheap way out and 
leave an environment for our children and grandchildren full of 
our discarded materials. The right thing to do is to have such a 
program and pay the price that comes with it, as difficult as that 
pill may be to swallow. 

As a lifetime Lodi citizen, I urge you to make the tough 
decision and keep Lodi the city that it is, a clean, safe and 
efficient commcnity. We have started an excellent refuse and 
recycling program. I urge you to continue to take the steps 



necessary to keep that program in place and operating efficiently. 

If you have any questions regarding my thoughts or opinions, 
please feel free to contact me at either 334-0547 or 368-5175. 
Your time and effort directed towards the welfare of this city is 
appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

& i f ?  & 
David P. Warner 

. 



CLUTCH & BRAKE XCHANGE, INC. 
1800 E. Freaont Street 
Stockton, Ca. 95205 

March 16, 1994 

Lodi City Council: 

Being a vendor of California Waste and a 
business operating In San Joaquin County, we 
know how important i t  is in these economic t imes 
to be able to depend on any projected revenue in- 
creases that would facilitate expansion decistons, 
employment opportunities, and ongoing operat ions. 

We, llke California Waste, do forecasting based 
upon contracts and sales. We need to be able to de- 
pend on our contracts being honored in order to 
remain a viable operation, especlally i f  large capital 
investments are made based on these ongoing agreements. 

Very Truly Yours, 
Clutch & Brake Xqhange 

T. Hltchcock 
President 



March 15, 1994 

City council 
City of Lodi 

Lodi, Ca. 95241-1910 
P.O. BOX 3006 

Dear Council Members: 

There have recently been many nega 
increase in garbage rates in Lodi, 
a couple of positive comments. 

ive comments about an 
I would like to make 

First of all, I would like to comment California Waste 
for providing the city with a recycling program. Not 
only does this program help in conserving the earth, 
but it also saves the city from paying 10,000.00 per day 
in fines. This program has brought down the amount of 
garbage that go into the landfilis and have put 
recyclable materials into good use which has also 
provided the city with more jobs. 

I know that everyone is going through hard times, and 
need all of the money they can spare, a small increase 
is nothing compared to the hundreds of dollars that we 
will be paying to clean up our city after our landfills 
are overfilled. 

Second, we should support California Waste because it 
has helped the city meet the guidelines set by the State 
Recycling Laws, in other words it is a requirement to 
have some kind or' recycling program. California Waste 
has been a well respected company in Lodi that has help 
out the community a lot, and now it's the communities 
turn to give something back. 

When you make your decision, I hope that you consider 
the positive side to the increase, and also consider the 
benefits it will leave for future generations, like a 
beautiful clean city for all to enjoy. 

S-incerely, 

v Cynthia Becerra 



W w 
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! I , ,  I 1 0 0  WEST TOKAY STREET. SUITE B 0 LODI. CALIFORNIA 95240 . 
LODl(209) 334-32S STOCKTON (209) 931-661 I . .  

March 1 5 ,  1994 

Mayor Jack Sieglock 
and Members of the  City Council 
221 W. Pine 
Lodi, CA. 95246 

Dear Honorable Nayor and City Council: 

I am writ ing you r e l a t ing  t o  the  Council meeting of March 1 6 ,  1994 
and the  pending r a t e  increase for  wasteremoval. I have read the  
local  newspaper concerning the  adverse comments, from the  
community, on the increase. 

I would l i k e  t o  inform you tha t  I am a par t  of the  s i l e n t  major i ty  
tha t  never appears before you t o  complain about the  garbage company. 
I f e e l  t h e i r  service i s  outstanding and the rates very affordable  
in  r e l a t ion  t o  other  fixed cos ts  t h a t  are a p a r t  of our household 
budgets. 

The Council has conducted s tudies  on the  garbage col lect ion.  The 
Council has audited the Coqany's business, spending $25,000 of ' 

the tax payers money, t o  see i f  they have been operating within 
the i r  contract  on waste reduction and a r e  honest and fo r th r igh t .  

As a taxpaying c i t i zen ,  homeowner, and user  of the  service,  I would 
suggest t ha t  the  Council has enough infornation t o  vote  i n  favor 
of the r a t e  increase. 

SB/ds 

SPECIALISTS IN DESIGN. SALES A N D  SERVICE OF: 
Personal Lvr Insuram - Business Insurance - Croup Insurance - Estate And Tar Andyris - Pension And Profit Sharing 



. _  
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City Council 
City of Lodi 
P.O. Bax 3006 
L d i ,  California 95241-1910 

.- 

Dear Cduncil Members: 

Thi0 kter is to I& the council know how we a0 a 6rnall lodi bueinees feels 
regarding the waste cart eyetern rate increase. - 
Fir& of all we know tha t  no body likes to hear about price increases, my self 
included, but mmctimes they are necessary to  better our self and our 
surroundings. 

If you look a t  the whole picture this increase is one tha t  will bendit the city a5 
well a5 the business in Lodi, California Waste is not one of those companies 
tha t  take moneys from the local area and spend it out of town. they use local 
vendors for most of there needs keeping revenues local, they also spend time 
and resources for our local schools, which can do nothing but bentfit Lodi in the 
future and not to mention the recycling benefits we scc tha t  will help our 
ecology. 

i 

Also the jobs provided t o  Lodi residents help the local economy and we a5 a 
small Lodi business relay on these things to keep our business running atxl 50 

tha t  we can provide services to the local community just like California Waste. 

I feel that  the rate increase that  the City of Lodi and California Waste have 
been working on for q u i t e  some tima is a fair increase and will not harm the  
residents of Lodi or the City but will only help in the long run. 

Please keep these thing in mind when making your decision regarding this issue. 

Thank You 

Ron Haworth 
owner 

14 Sourk School STREET Lodi CAlifonNiA 9 5240 PhWE 209 1 3 3 3 / 25 59 FAX 209 / 3 3 3 / 701 4 
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Ted W i t t  
101 Rivergate Place 
Lodi, Calif. 95240 

. .  

City Council 
City of Lodi 
P.0. Box 3006 
Lodi ,  Calif. 95241-1910 

Dear councilmembers: 
Regarding the proposed increase in garbage rates in Lodi. 
I have had the oppurtunity to observe Cal-waste while in 

action, This company is among one of the finest operations 
I have ever seen. Cal-waste not  only does it's job removing 
waste from our city, it does much more by looking toward 
the needs of the future, 

I have done business with other garbage companies and none 
are as efficient. The total operation is the best I have seen. 

If a small increase in rate is necassary to have a company 
such as Cal-waste caring for our city, then so be it. 

Sincerely, I 

Ted Witt 
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DAVID P. WARNER 
Allrrry rl LD 

215 West Oak Street 
Mi, California 95240 

(209) 368-5175 

. e . 3  - . -  
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March 15, 1994 

Jack A. Sieglock, Mayor 
City of Lodi 
L o d i ,  CA 

D e a r  M r .  Sieglock: 

I am writing regarding the request for an increase in garbage 
rates to be considered by the Lodi City Council on March 16, 1994. 
Due to prior commitments, I do not anticipate being personally 
present at that meeting. 

I believe I am in agreement with most citizens when I say I 
don't want an increase of any rates for any reason. While that is 
a rather simple position which is tied to my own financial 
interest, it ignores both the realities of life and the quality of 
life and services which I expect to receive from this city. 

It is a clean, safe 
and efficient city. That can be proven at any time by looking to 
neighboring cities or other cities in this state. Our refuse 
collection and recycling program may be only one part of, but a 
very important part of, that clean city. 

I think we are fortunate to live in Lodi. 

As a citizen, I want the garbage collection to be done 
cleanly, efficiently, and professionally. The California Waste 
equipment and personnel fit that description. If the service was 
cheaper, would the trucks look as clean? Would the employees look 
as professional? What would the surrounding streets look like 
after they had picked up the trash or recyclables? I know what it 
would look like and that's why I live in the city of Lodi. 

The recycling program is a good one and the envy of this 
entire state. We cannot continue to take the cheap way out and 
leave an environment for our children and grandchildren full of 
our discarded materials. The right thing to do is to have such a 
program and pay the price that comes with it, as difficult as that 
pill may be to swallow. 

AS a lifetime Lodi citizen, I urge you to make the tough 
decision and keep Lodi the city that it is, a clean, safe and 
efficient community. We have started an excellent refuse and 
recycling program. I urge you to continue to take the steps 



necessary to keep that program in place and operating efficiently. 

If you have any questions regarding my thoughts or opinions, 
please feel free to contact me at either 334-0547 or 368-5175. 
Your time and effort directed towards the welfare of this city is 
appreciated. 

very truly yours, 

&ib4f?  & 
David P. Warner 



March 14, 1994 

Honorable Mayor and City Council 
City Hall 
Lodi, California 

When the State of California passed the Integrated Waste 
Xanagenmnt Act of 1989, that law required every city in the state 
'to divert 25 per cent of it's solid waste from landfill disposal 
by the year 1995. This diversion requirement increases to 50 per 
cent by the year 2000. 

The City of Lodi took a pro-active approach to meeting these 
reqnirementa by appointing a citizen's Solid Waste Management Task 
Force whicn first met in January of 1991. They met many hours 
trying to decide which alternative would be the most efficient way 
to meet these state mandates. The task force recommended the 
present system which included asking California Waste Removal 
Systems to help the city meet the mandates of the state by 
integrating the present system. 

The facility, which California Waste Removal Systems built to 
satisfy the mandate, is a state of the art operation designed to ' 

provide efficient service to the citizens of Lodi while maximizing 
protection of our environment. This construction involved a large 
financial commitment by the company. 

I believe the system is working well and it appears that 
California Waste Removal is doing everything it can to keep costs 
in line. The proposed rate is still less than that of comparable 
surrounding communities, many of whom do not receive the same 
quality of service enjoyed by the citizens of Lodi. 

Sincerely 

+%- Dennis Deg 
Chairman, 
City of Lodi Solid Waste Task Force 

- ., .*-, . . 
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WItch lS, 1994 

City Council 

Lodim CA. 95241-1910 

City of Lodi 
P.O. Box 3006 

Dear Council Members: 

I am an Eastside Lod& realdent and I support the increasing garb8ge rate. 
I, like so u n y  others like costs to be kept down. whenever poaelble. 

Consider the service k l i f o t n h  Waste bring. to our:coamnlty; reliable 
servlce, recycling and job.. 

The city agreed to help Implement and finance the waste reduction plan, so 
now let's follow through. 

Sincerely, 



March 16.1994 

1 am writing to you in regards to t h e w  rateiaa#nin our montbfygmbagcbill The frCrr 8 s I  undemtd 
than arc as follows 

1. The City of Lodi adopted the thra-cart waste collection and rccydin8 posm. Thir pro#ram 
includcd thc mstruction of thc material ncovery facility IW well as other atu ts  (carts, etc). The p r o m  wlb 

rdopted to comply with the State of California mandate. 

2 The City of Lodi recently hired an indepcndertt accounting firm to conduct an  audit of California 
Waste. the m l t s  of which indicatd that thc financial statements were fairly p m e n t d .  

Fa incremes of m y  type nrc natirrally unpopular in today's environment. Thc proposal to raisc the bwinua tics# 
tax is a direct cxampk. We personally do not have any signirkant objection to an inacase in the business ticaUe 
18% in general. Howmr. wc feel the City of Mi n a d s  to do their homcwork in developing a new rate structure 
and work with tho* impacted. Most importantly, however. is to live up to whatever is adopted. Don't waste 
e v a y M y ' s  time and money and then change the program. 

My point iS that we fa1 the City of Lodi h warning on this garbage rate issue. YOU*VC done your job. You've 
impkmtntcd a program to comply with the Statc of California mandate. You've audited the financial records. 
What more can wc ask of California Waste or the Council with respect to this matter. 

We say honor your agreement with California Waste, approve the increase, and start tackling other issues facing the 
City of Lodi. 

Sinatzly, 

Bruce and joy Sasa 
3026 Rosewood Drive 
M i ,  CA 95242 



March 14, 1994 

~ ~ ~ L c l a M F # N v  . * 8 I t  ,_ 9''  , r t  I: 
NOR CAL FfLTeR DIVISION 

W E S T  SACRAHENTO, CA 95691 
2701 DEL MONTE ST. . .  

Lodi City Council 
221 W. Pine 
M i ,  CA 95240 . 
RE: California Waste Removal Systems 

Dear Council nembetra: 

Nor Cal Filter Company has been a supplier to California W a s t e  
Removal Systems for the past twelve years and has enjoyed the 
opportunity to provide goods and services in the Lodi area. Our 
company has always supported the concept of local business as w e  
have multiple locations serving various local markets in the 
Northern California Area. 

It ha8 been brought to our attention that California Waste Removal 
will be appearing before the Council on Wednesday, March 17, 1994, 
to submit a rate increase request based upon a rate making process 
that was agreed to in October of 1992. We understand that California 
Waste Removal has made a four-million dollar investment into the 
community based upon that rate making process. To deviate from that 
agreement could have disastrous effects to the entire California 
Waste Removal Systems program. 

We realize that no one is in favor of rate increases. However, 
may we join with others in expressing our support of t h e  concept 
of maintaining local business and thus keeping the dollars and 
employment in the hands of a company which has the interest of the 
community as well as its own interest in mind. 

Therefore, we respectfully recommend to the Council that you support 
California Waste Removal in their rate increase proposal based upon 
the October 1992 rate making process agreement. 

q*@ Paul Caspar 

Manager 
Nor Cal Filter Co. 

- ~~ 

CORPORATE OFFICE: 455 YOIANOA AVENUE P.O. BOX 428 !%MA ROSA. CA 95402 (707) W47M 





m Thorpe Oil, In % 

361 N. Bedtmn R o d  0 P.O. 80x 367 0 Lodi, CA ~ & l ' i ' ' * . *  I 

Councilman Jack Saiglock 
221 U. Pine St. 
b d i ,  Cc) 9S240 

Dear Jack: 

I want to take this opportunity to tall y o u  that w e  at 
Jim Thorpe Oil, Inc. are solidly behind California Waste 
Removal Systems recycling programs. Having known David and 
Flnnette as long as I have, I believe that  they a m  genuinely 
concerned with supplying the best service possible to our 
comniuni t y. 

I urderstard the huge response to recycling has caused a 
need for- nior-e equipment. The glut of  recyclables on the 
market does not make a lucrative m a r k e t .  I a m  also painfully 
aware that equipment repair and r-eplacement costs continue to 
rise. 

Since California Waste rate making process w a s  set in 
October 1932, I feel that  ta ask that it be continued is not 
out o f  line. I am sure that Cal. Waste has committed very 
substantial funds based upon t h e  pr-ojected rising costs and 
rate irccr-eases founded on cont inuation of the process as 
agreed.  To alter- this planned rate setting process is not 
fair. W e  u r g e  y o u  and your co-c6uncilmen not to deviate from 
the . a g r e e d  upon rate  setting system. 

S i rcer f y ,  

Richara I hot-pe ' 
Pres i uent 



Relying upon the City's support, and designing a progmn to nmt the 
specifications of the City's Task Force, the local garbage company has mpnndcd by 
purchasing cqulpmrnt and trucks, tnd has a strong linmcl.l Investment in this 
Program. It is my understanding thrt the original contract spelka out what On rates 
would be and when a rate increase would be due in order to presem d protect the 
success of the Program. Now the garbage company is simply asking the City to hold 
to ib orlglnal contra& As 8 local business owner, 1 would hope that the City Of Lodi 
would honor its contracts. If not, could I be next? 

Rtspectftrlly, 

Lury €L Crump 
JAMXI Buslness Owner 

cc; Lodi News Sentinel 



Lodi City Council 
Call Box 3006 
Lodi, Ca. 95241 I .  . 
ATTNs City Council Hembers 

Dear Council Hembers, 

I have been interested to read of the concerns 
regarding the proposed garbage rate increase. 

I wrote to you in support of this recycling program 
in October, 1992, when there was much debate about beginning 
this program. I was pleased when the council decided to move 
ahead with this program. I felt it was economically and 
environmentally necessary to adopt a workable solid vaste 
reduction plan. Based on what I read and what I see in my 
own home, I feel this plan has been very successful. It appears 
participation in the program is high; therefore, diverting 
solid waste from the landfill to the recycling center. Since 
this hs one of the aim8 of AB 9398 I believe we are on the 
right path. 

I would not want to 888 Lodi take a step backward in 
our waste reduction efforts. It appears we have a successful 
program run by an efficient, locally-owned company. Shouldn't 
we expect a rea80nable rate increase at this time? I vould like 
to see us continue to support the company that has provided this 
program to us. I hope you will support the rate increase and 
keep our solid waste reduction program moving ahead. 

Finally, on. a social note, it is very encouraging to 
see our children growing up with the thought that not being 
involved with recycling and conservation is unacceptable. 
Let's continue to look ahead as we round a seldom-seen positive 
corner . 

Sincerely yours, 

&ldp- ZC&- 
Brenda Nicholas 
517 Tara Place 
LOdir Ca. 95240 
( 209) 369-7769 
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Mr. Jack Sieglock 
&di City Council 
231 West Pine St. 
Ldi' Ca. 95240 

March 15' 1994 

Dear Councilman Sieglock, 

I am writing to you to express my support and to 
encourage you to approve the rate increase for California 
Waste Removal Systems. In 1992 the @Xisting city Council in 
partnership with Californi3 Waste created a waste reduction 
plan. 
by the State of California. At that time a rate structure 
was agreed upon by the City Council and California Waste. 
Because of this agreement California Waste committed a great 
deal of money to build the facilities needed to implement 
this reduction plan. 

This plan was to reduce our solid waste as mandated 

It is hard to understand how this agreement could now 
be revoked. Is California Waste supposed to take down 
their new building and return their machinery because you 
have changed your mind? What message will it convey to 
other businesses who are now doing business in Lodi, or who 
are considering it? I think that it will show a lack of 
strength and decisiveness and will reflect on the integrity 
of our Council. 

There is one other thing that you should consider and 
As a that is this company's involvement in the community. 

parent of two school age children I am impressed by 
California Waste's involvement in our schools. The 
recycling education program provided by Cal. Waste to all 
our 2nd and 4th graders is excellent. Our students would 
not be guaranteed exposure to this important issue without 
this program. In addition, their monetary contribution to 
our local schools should not be ignored. By contributing, 
they show a sincere desire to help our schools during a timc 
of decreasing discretionary funds from the state. At our 
school we have used the recycling donation to provide our 
students with programs we otherwise would not have been able 
to fund. 
jeopardized. 

I would hate to see either of these programs 

I realize that there are members of the community 
opposing this rate increase, I am sure you have heard from 
them as well. I wonder if these citizens have taken the 

-,,1..-,-..7- .... I ~ I.. ... . -.,.- , _, -_ .I .., , .,. ..,.. . .. . . . 



tine to visit the new recycling center and to sea what is 
going on out there. 
impressed. 
recycling technology. 
industry in our city. 
Acknowledge the Council's agreement. 

If they did, I know that they would  be^ 
California Waste has become a leader in 

We should be proud to have this 
Pleas. show them your support. 

Vote in favor of the - rate increase. 

Thank you for you consideration in the matter, 

Sincerely, 

Laurie Forster 



March 15,1994 

Lodi City Council 

P.O. Box 3006 
City of Lodi 

Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

Dear Council: 

I have recently read a number of articles regarding a garbage rate inmasc  in Lodi and once again the 
subject is surrounded by controversy. I am a resident of Stockton who has had the pleasure of producing 
some videos for California Waste Removal Systems showing your innovative three cart system. 
Through this experience, I have had the opportunity to learn about the solid waste industry and to better 
understand how a variety of different recycling programs work. I think you already know that Lodi is 
way ahead of other Valley communities in recycling programs and waste reduction. 

It was only two years ago that I spoke to the council in regards to Mi ' s  waste reduction program and 
asked you to accept the three cart system. Now I am asking you to support Mi ' s  waste reduction 
system. The increase that California Waste Removal Systems is asking for does not seem unreasonable. 
Considering that I pay $18.35 per month for one can, a periodical leaf pick-up, and a poorly runrecy- 
cling program. 

As Councilmembers, you should support Mi's recycling program. I think a $1.25 per house is a small 
price to pay in order to sustain a good program. 

Sincerely, 

Preside 



March 14 ,  1994 

.. . .. , .- 

City Council 

P . O .  Box 3006 
city of Lodi 

Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

Dear Councilmembers: 

Recently, there hiis been a lot of publicily about incxeasing 
garbage rates in Lodi and most of it has been against the 
increase. 

While it would be nice for costs of services to never increase, 
let's think about this further. Cilifornia Waste provides a good 
service to the community; the service they provide is reliable 
and consistent; their drivers are courteous; they have good 
trucks; and they provide jobs to our community in these difficult 
times. 

California Waste has made it possible for the City of Lodi to 
meet the guidelines of the State Recycling Laws. This, I ' m  told, 
will save the City of Lodi from paying fines of $10,000.00 per 
6ay. 

The increase that California JJaste is requesting does not seem . 
unreasonable. Consider that areas right outside of Lodi in San 
Joaquin County will be paying $20.50 per month. That's for one 
wastecart and no recycling. 

When the City Council makes it's decision, it should consider all 
of these things. Yes, no one likes prices to go up, but, let's 
stop and think about what wefre getting. 

I, and others I have talked with, think the increase is 
reasonable and I support it. 

Sincerely, 

Brian JV Roek 
9 2 4  Greenwood Drive 
Lodi, CA 9 5 2 4 0  



Xlke's Upholstery 
604 E. kkeford mi, calif. 

: I, :: ,' 'I @ * . .  To Whom It May Concern: . . '  
This letter is in response t o  t h e  article in Tuesdd9af%h$~&h6&d'* 

Everytime I receive a b i l l ,  P.G. & E., phone b i l l .  Auto Insar&e, 

dated h r c h  8,  19% e n t i t l e d  W i a n s  Rate Hike i n  Garbage." 

H w  Insurance, you name it the  rat- keep going up. The first t h f n g  I ask 
is am I g e t t i n g  better s e r v i c e s  for t h e  money and i n  most cases t h e  answer 
is no. 

.. 

When it  comes to  the insu rance  i n d u s t r y  you g e t  less. 

Now I want to  t a l k  about  Calif. Waste Removal. I have t h e  weekly waste 
can  and I also go t o  t h e  t r a n s f e r  f a c i l i t y  2 - 3 tinres a month. 
a t  t h e  amount of a c t i v i t y  going on there .  
bu i ld ings  going up a l l  to keep pace wi th  %hat  t h e  State of California now 
r e q u i r e s  for t h e  refuse indus t ry .  
garbage and r ecyc l ing  is t h e  new p ic tu re .  

I'm amazed 
New equipment being i n s t a l l e d ,  new 

Frankly were running o u t  of room to  dump 

We have r:ght he re  i n  Lodi a state of t h e  art Refuse /Rec~c l ing  F a c i l i t y .  
An easy  d r i v e  from anywhere i n  t h e  c i t y .  

C a l i f .  Waste is o f t e n  r e f e r r e d  t o  as exc lus ive  f r anch i se .  Get Real, 
David Vaccarezza and h i s  family r e s i d e  i n  Lodi it is a fami ly  run  bus iness .  
Any p r o f i t s  t h i s  bus iness  gene ra t e s  s t a y s  i n  t h i s  area, not  going to  a n  
o u t  of town corpora t ion .  

I 'll t a k e  my hat o f f  to  Dave and h i s  crew anytime for what t h e r e  doing  
at  1333 E. Turner Rd. I wish t h e  Insurance  companies only  asked f o r  a $1.25 
a month i n c r e a s e  in s t ead  of doubl ing my premiums. 

Mike ' s  Upholstery 



OBlbxlmWcE lm. 1590 

SBCPfON Purrnuant to Lot¶i Nunicipal Co& Chapter 13.16 - SOLID WASTS 

- ao it relate. to reoib.ntial solid wamte collectiaa, the following 

monthly ratem are hereby e8tabliohed: 

A. 

weekly garbage collecti~ .hall be: 

For any private duelling hauoe or reoidencm, the rate for am 

rr 1. For the first 38-gallon waste cart provided by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pounds, Fifteen 

Dollars and Bighty Seven Cents ($15.871; 

2.  For the second 38-gallon waete cart provided by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pounds each, Thirty 

Nine Dollare and Sixty Eight Cents ($39.68); 

3 .  For the third 38-gallon waete cart providad by the 

contractor, not exceeding sixty pound. each, Sixty 

Three Dollars and Forty Eight Cents ($63.48) ; 

4 .  For one 20-gallon waete cart provided by the 

contractor, Ten Dollars and Eighty Cente ($10.80). 

-1- 



5 

8. Owner. or occupaato of flat., apartment., mobile hum -0 

or the tenant. or 10S8ee8 thereof shall pay an amount equal to Piteeon 

Dollarm and Bighty Seven Cent. ($15.87) time8 the number of aputment 

Whit8 or laobi10 hasps d. Bin 8erViC88 mquemted -11 b0 

charged according to the Corrnercial Rate mtructuro, Inat in no event 

shall the City bill the tenantr more than the single cart rate. 

c..  or any remidenca requesting .backyard m e r ~ i ~ ~ .  for the 

collection of their wa8te cart(.), there shall be an additional rate of 

Ten ~ollars ($10.00) per month, unless the residence ie granted an 

exsmptioa from the rate by the CitLzen's Advisory Board. 

D. For any residence requesting a c d n g l e d  recyclable6 cart(#) 

and/or a yard/garden waste cart(s), sufficient to meet its waste 
c 

diversion needs, there shall 

B. Any re8idential 

franchisee for the price 

markad tag8 for affixing 

be no additional charge. 

Customer 

of Five 

to trash 

may purchase from the City or the 

Dollars ( $ 5 . 0 0 )  each, especially 

bags which will then be collected 

with routine waste removal service. Such tags may be used to 

supplement, but not in lieu of other required solid waste collection 

eervices for residences. 

P. Rate8 set forth in this Ordinance ehall be effective on all 

bills which are prepared on or af'rer April 1, 1994. 



ars repealed inaofar as such conflict may ucirt. 

4 &  Thim i m  an uxgency ordinance mar Government Code Sectfoa 

36934, and i 8  bamd a3 health, rafaty uad welfara coollidaraticmm 

ariring from tho need to collect appropriate fee8 for waste r-1. 

B o g 9  5 , -  This urgency ordinance 8-11 be published am t h  in the 

"LOdi N e w  Sentinel., a daily newspaper of general circulation printed 

and published in the City of Indi and ohall be in force and take effect 

irmediat*ly. 

SBCpION 6, The City Council of the City of Inai hereby finds and 

declare8 pureuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080 that euch 
c 

rates necessary and reaeonable for the usual operating expeneee of 

the franchieee, including eatployee wages and benefits and for the 

purpose of purchasing facilities, equipment and material8 necessary to 

implement and carry out a Council-mandated recycling program, and for 

other health and safety purposes. 

are 

JACWA. SIEGLOCK 
MAYOR 

Attest: 



State 02 Calitornia 
County of SM Joaquin, ma. 

I8 Jennifer M. Perrin, City Clerk 02 the City 02 mi, do hereby 
certify that Ordinance No. 1590 w a 8  adopted am an urgency ordinanca at 
a regular meting of the City Council 02 tha City of I d i  held March 
16, 1994, and wae thereafter pa88ed, adapted and ordered to print by 
the following vote: 

aP8 : Council Member. - -8 Pennino, Snider and 
Sieglock (Mayor) 

No00 : Council Mcmbexs - Davenport 

Abesnt : Council Mewbere - H o n e  

Abitain: Council bbmberm - None 

I further certify that Ordinance No. 1590 was approved and oigned by 
the Mayor on the date of ite paseage and the eame ham been publiehed 
pursuant to law. 

rr 

Approved as to Form 

BOBBY W. McNATI' 
City Attorney 



u -  

BE IT ORDAIlQBD BY THE CITY co[JwcIL OF THB CITY OF -1 As FO-: 

Ordinance No. 1571 i m  repealed in it6 entirety. 

-ON 2, Indi Municipal Code Chapter 13.16 - SOLID WASTB - as it 
relatee to coawrcial solid wa8te collection monthly rates is hereby 

amended to read a8 follows: 

Monthly rates. 

A. The monthly rates to be charged for garbage collection service 

mhall be am follova: 
c 

1. For  owners or tenante of bueinese houee8, the monthly 

rates ehall be: 

a. As set forth in the Camnercial Rate Structure schedule 

attached, *en commercial bin service is requested. 

b. Fifty Five Dollare and Fifty Cents ( $ 5 5 . 5 0 )  per month for 

once per ueek collection, when a coamercial waete cart provided 

by the contractor of ninety-five gallone and not to exceed one 

hundred and fifty pounds is requested. 

-1- 



C. 

.. 
m 38 galloo wanto cart colle Q ~ C O  par week, Pifteon 

gallon waste cart88 Thirty Nine Dollare anb Sixty Bight Cent. 

($39.68) per poath; and for three 38 gallon waste carte# Sixty 

W e e  Dollarr urd Forty Eight Cents ($63.48) par ramtho 

8 .  All of the rate mchedulee set forth in thim ~sction mhall be 

effective OR all bill. which are prepared an or after April l8 1994. 

3 b  All ordinance. and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith 

'are repealed insofar as such conflict may exist. 

BpcTIo# 4,  Thim i 8  an urgency ordinance under Government Code Section 

36934, and is h o d  M health, safety and welfare considerations 

arising froan the need to collect appropriate fees for waste removal. 
a- 

-ON 5, This urgency ordinance shall be published one time in the 

"Lodf News Sentinel., a daily newepaper of general circulation printed 

and published in the City of Lodi and shall be in force and take effect 

inmediately . 

-ION k The City Council of the City of Lodi hereby finds and 

declares purswt to Public Reeources Code Section 21080 that such 

rates are necemeary and reasonable for the usual operating expenses of 

the franchisee, including employee wages and benefits and for the 

purpose of purchasing facilitiee, equipment and materials necessary to 

implement and carry out a Council-mandated recycling program, and for 

other health and safety purposes. 

- 2 -  
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A. SI- U 
LQutoR 

Atteet: 

I, Jennifer Y. Perrin? City Clerk of the City of Wi, do hereby 
certify that Ordinance Loo. 1591 wao adopted ae M urgency ordinance at 
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lodi held March 
16, 1994, and was thereafter passed, adopted and ordered to print by 
the following vote: 

A p o  : Council Mambsrs - ldann, Pennino, Snider and 
e Sieglock (Mayor) 

Hoes : Council Membere - Davenport 
Absent : Council Members - ffone 
Abstain : Council Members - Nono 

I further certify that Ordinance Loo. 1591 was approved and signed by 
the Mayor on the date of ite paesage and the same hae &en published 
purouant to law. 

Approved as to Form 

BOBBY W. MC” 
City Attorney 

- 3 -  
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ORDINANCE NO. 1592 

BE IT ORDAINBD BY THB WDI CITY COUNCIL, as followe: 

Ordinance No. 1563 ie hereby repealed in its entirety, and 

rhall be of no further force or effect. 

3 x m 2 G L  

maE& 

A. The rates to be charged for carmarcia1 10 to 50 cubic yard roll-off 

box collection service shall be as follows: 
c 

1. For owners or tenants of business hou6e8, the rates shall be 

as set forth in the Ccunnercial 10 to 50 Cubic Yard Roll-Off Box 

Rate Structure schedule attached, when such service is requeeted. 

8 .  All of the rate schedules set forth in this section shall be 

effective on all bills which are prepared on or after April 1, 1994. 

-ON 3 ,  All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith 

are repealed inaofar as such conflict may exist. 

-1- 



SECpION 4, Thia is an urgency ordinance under Oowrxnment Code Section 

36934, and ir baaed on health, safety and welfare wmsidaratiano 

ariring fram the need to collect apprapriate fees for waate removal. 

SBCTfOlQ 5, Thie urgency ordinance shall be publiehed one time in the 

"Lodi ~ e w s  Sentinel", a daily newspaper of general circulation printed 

and published in the City of Lodi and ahall be in force and take effect 

immsdiately. 

SEePfOIO 6, The City Council of the City of Lodi hereby finds and 

declare. pureuant to Public ReeOUr~e13 Code Section 21080 that the 

canasrcial refuse collection rates eetablished in Ordinance 1563 are 

neceeeaxy and reasonable for the usual operating expeneee of the 

Pranchieee, including employee wages and benefits and for the purpose 

of purchasing facilities, equipment, and materials. 

rp. 

Attort: 
JAWA. SIHGLOCK, Mayor V 



State of California 
County of san aoaquin, an. 

I, Jennifer Y. Perrin, City Clerk of the C i t y  of mi8 do hereby 
certizy that Ordinance No. 1592 waa adopted a n  an urgency ordinance at 
a regular meeting of the C i t y  Counci l  of the City of Lodi held March 
16, 1994, and waa thereafter paased, adapted and ordered to pr in t  by 
the following vote: 

Ayes : C o u n c i l  Members - -8 Pennino, Snider and 
Sieglock (Mayor) 

m e n : .  Council Xembers - D a v e n p o r t  

Abeent : Council Members - None 
Abstain: Council Members - R o n e  

I further cer t i fy  that  Ordinance No. 1592 was approved and signed by 
the Mayor on the date of its paeeage and the erne has been publiehed 
purmant t o  law. 

c 

'city Cle& 

Approved as t o  Form 

BOBBY McNATT 
City Attorney 



10 To 50 --ow a p  

1 Drop-off /Pick-up 
Ch8rgo Por Box 

3. hr.nchiso Po0 

TOT- B f t t  (1+3+3) 

1. Drop-off/Pick-t)p 
Chargo P o r  Box 

2. Tons Dispomod/Box 
x Procemsing Charge 
Procrsming Chargo 

3. Franchim. Peo 

TOTU BILL (1+2+3) 

$111.00 

rS2S *oo 

$181.30 

~ $ 2 5 . 0 0  


