
[ I  COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

APPROVED 
THOMAS A PETERSON recycled pnwr 

AGENDA TITLE: Continued Pub1 i c  Hearing t o  Consider Update of Development 
Impact M i t i g a t i o n  Fees 

MEETING DATE: February 3 ,  1993 

PREPARED BY: Publ ic  Works D i r e c t o r  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council conduct a p u b l i c  hear ing t o  consider 
updating the C i t y ' s  Development Impact M4 t i g a t i o n  Fees and 
adopt a r e s o l u t i o n  gpdating the  fees. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The C i t y ' s  Development Impact M i  t i g a t i o n  Fee Program, 
adopted i n  1991, provides f o r  an annual u date o f  the fees 4 

based on the Engineering News Record (ENR P 20 C i t i e s  
Construct ion Cost Index. Fur ther  adjustments can be made 

i f  there are substant ia l  changes i r  the fee program pro jects ,  t h e i r  costs, o r  o the r  
factors .  The City has used the ENk f o r  updating the storm drainage impact fee s ince 
1972. 

On November 18, 1992, the City Council conducted a hear ing on increasing the fees 
3.61% based on the change i n  the ENR Index. 
spoke i n  opposi t ion t o  the increase. 
index was inappropr ia te f o r  recent condi t ions i n  the Lodi area. 
requested add i t i ona l  background informat ion i n  response and continued the p u b l i c  
hearincj t o  February 3, 1993. 

To more accurately address t h i s  "index" issue, the p ro jec ts  which the impact fees 
are f inanc ing must be broken down i n t o  categories. 
v a r i e t y  o f  c a p i t a l  f a c i l i t i e s  ranging from water we l l s  t o  p o l i c e  cars, each w i t h  
t h e i r  own market condi t ions.  
order o f  t h e i r  propor t ion o f  the t o t a l  fee. 

A t  the hearing, a number o f  people 
They genera l ly  f e l t  the use o f  a nat ional  

The Council 

The fees are paying f o r  a wide 

The fo l l ow ing  discussion focuses on each category i n  

Bu i 1 d i  ngs 

The cost  o f  var ious pub l i c  bu i l d ings  accounts f o r  near ly  one-quarter o f  the t o t a l  
fee. S ince  no buildings have been constructed under the fee program, we cannot 
comare actual  costs t o  the Droqram estimates. There i s  no l o c a l  "index" for 
b u i i d i n g  costs.  
o f  varioi ls cost  indexes ( E x h i b i t  A ) .  Increases range from 1.2% t o  2.9%. A local 

In December' 1992, the Engineering News Record published a sumary 

a r c h i t e c t ' s  o f f i c e  f e l t  an increase o f  between 2% and 3% was appropriate. 
recommended adjustment f o r  bu i ld ings i s  an increase o f  2% except f c r  the C i t y  H a l l  
p ro jec t .  The recent changes i n  the plan f o r  expansion of  City H a l l  a r e  
subs tan t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  the o r i g i n a l ,  underestimated p r o j e c t  which was includtrd 
i n  the fee program. Based on the l a t e s t  plans and cost estimates, the cost  of the 
r o r t i o n  o f  the Dro.iect included i n  the fee Droqram should be increased 22%. 

The 
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Street Improvements 

Typical street improvements, i .e., paving for wide streets, basin and park frontage 
improvements and miscellaneous street and park improvements, account for just over 
20% o f  the total fee. These prices have declined since the fee study. This is 
confirmed by local engineers and the Caltrans Construction Cost Index. However, 
this has been partially offset by two factors. One is that the City hhs paid for 
more street work than estimated in the program, primarily on Kettleman Lane near 
Lower Sacramento Road. The other is that the cost of excess right o f  way was not 
consistently included in the estimates for new ”wide” streets. 
and reimbursement program ordinance, right of way dedications in excess of 68 feet 
are to be reimbursed under the fee program. 

The recommended adjustment for these improvements i s  a decrease of 2%. 

“ther special o r  large-scale street tmprovements, including the Highway 12/99 
interchange, WID Canal crossing widenings, railroad crossings and traffic signals, 
account for nearly 7% o f  the fee. The only work paid by the fees in this category 
has been the signal work at Highway 12/Lower Sacramento Road, and the signal at 
Highway lZ/Tienda Drive. Both were added to the program after the fee was set. 
These two projects would increase the fee by 1.5%. 
Caltrans indicate that the cost of the Highway 12/99 interchange will substantially 
exceed the cost included in the fee program. 
has not increased over the past year, and may be decreasing. 

Under the City’s fee 

Preliminary discussions with 

On the other hand, the cost of signals 

It is recommended there be no adjustment for these projects. 

Lana 

The cost o f  land for storm drainage basins and parks i s  approximately 22% of the 
total fee. The cost of land was estimated in the study to be $100,000 per acre. 
Only one acquisition has been made (E-Basin/Westgate Park) in which the price was 
set at $115,000 per acre. 
than was estimated in the fee calculations. However, this should not be a typical 
occurrence once the Parks Master Plan is adopted. 
another basin which i s  slightly lower than $100,000 per acre. 

- 

In addition, nearly 2 acres (14%) more land was acquired 

We also have an appraisal on 

The recommended adjustment for land is an increase of 4%. 

Water We1 1 s 

New wells account for 11% of the total fee. A significant port 
cost is for granular activated carbon (WC) treatment units for 
provide proper system operetion, we will have to drill some new 
DBCP levels exceeding the allowable limit. Whether or not we w 
of estimated treatment units is unknown at this time. City we1 
slight increase. 

on (40%) o f  t h i s  
DBCP. In order to 
wells in areas with 
1 1  need the number 
costs are showing a 

CPHD IMUP/TXTW . C2M ( CO . COM 1 January 2 5 ,  1993 
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The recommended adjustment f o r  w e l l s  i s  an increase of 1/2%. 

Underground U t i l i t i e s  

Oversiz ing c r e d i t s  fo r  water and sewer l i n e s  and the cost  of master storm l i n e s  
account f o r  5% o f  the t o t a l  fee. Based on l o c a l  engineers' est imates and data 
provided by l o c a l  contractors,  these p r i ces  have e i t h e r  dec l ined o r  stayed the 
same. However, i n  the  few p ro jec ts  i n  which the City has pa id  c red i t s ,  or f o r  
master storm drains,  the footages have exceeded those included i n  the o r i g i n a l  
estimates. 

The recommended adjustment f o r  underground u t i l i t i e s  i s  a decrease o f  1%. 

Equipment 

Po l i ce  cars, f i r e  f i g h t i n g  equipment and other  miscellaneous vehic les and equipment 
account f o r  approximately 4% o f  the t o t a l  fee. Although no purchases have been made 
under the fee program, we do know costs have continued t o  increase. A f u l l y  
equipped p o l i c e  car, est imated t o  cos t  $18,000 i n  January 1990, now costs  $21,000; 
roughly a 5% per  year increase. Cost increases f o r  f i r e  f i g h t i n g  equipment have 
been lower. 

The recommended adjustment f o r  equipment i s  an increase o f  4%. 

Miscellaneous 

This category includes program admin is t ra t ion and the var ious s tud ies f o r  the nex t  
two General Plan updates. The fee study consultants estimated the equiva lent  o f  two 
f u l l - t i m e  pos i t i ons  would be needed t o  administer the program. 
development, i t  has no t  been necessary t o  add pos i t ions although some e x i s t i n g  s t a f f  
t ime and equipment has been charged t o  t h i s  account. 
add i t i ona l  s t a f f  w i l l  be needed i n  the fu ture,  a decrease o f  1.5% i s  recomended. 
For o ther  s tud ies y e t  t o  be done, an iccrease o f  3% i s  recommended. 

With slow 

Given t h i s ,  bu t  assuming 

Agreements 

The City has a number o f  formal agreements and adopted p o l i c i e s  p rov id ing  f o r  
reimbursements t o  e i t h e r  developers o r  the Ci ty f o r  past expenses. 
f o r  j u s t  under 3% o f  the t o t a l  fee. These agreements s p e c i f i c a l l y  c a l l  f o r  an 
adjustment based on the ENR Index. T h i s  adjustment should be 3.61% as i nd i ca ted  i n  
the previous s t a f f  repor t .  

These account 

CPHDIMUP/TXTN.CIZM ( T r 3 . C O M )  J a n u a r y  2 5 ,  1993 
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Lift Stations 

There are three separate sanitary sewer service areas identified in the fee study 
with their own supplemental fee for l i f t  stations. 
paid the fee and installed temporary facil i t ies.  
before i t  i s  necessary t o  construct the permanent l i f t  s ta t ion.  When i t  i s  finally 
necessary t o  construct the permanent l i f t  station, the actual costs will be 
apport ioned to  the areas served. 
amount needed, the City will have to  make up the difference. Thus ,  i t  is important 
t h a t  the fee be kept up to  date.  

In  one case, a development has 
I t  is likely this will occur again 

I f  the fees previously collected are less than  the 

The recmended a j ju s tmen t  for l i f t  stations i s  a 3.5% increase. 

The Ci ty-wide fee categories and subcategories, along w i t h  their relative 
percentages and the recomnended adjustments, are shown on Exhibit B. The total  
adjustment is a 1.93% increase which i s  less t h a n  the 3.61% previously recomnended. 
Exhibit C sumnarizes a l l  the fees and compares the proposed fees t o  the existing 
fees and the previously recommended fees. 
low-density residential use, o r  roughly $160 per single-family dwelling. 

The total increase i s  $800 per acre of 

FUNDING: None required. A 

2k!+ ubli Works Director 

Prepared by Richard C.  Prima, Jr . ,  Assistant Ci ty  Engineer 

JLR/RCP/lm 

Attachments 

cc: Ci ty  Attorney 
Finance Director 
Mailing list 

CPHDIMUP/TXTW .02M ( C O .  COM) 

. ._ 

J a n u a r y  2 5 ,  i993 



* Exhibi t  A 

. +1.7 
+22 
+24 

0.0 ~ 

.na - 
+1A 
+1*1 . 
+lS - 

+1.9 
+1.5 



n 
* Development Impact Mitibadon Fee Update Analysis Exltibii B 

Fee Category % of total fee Ex. FW % of category I tom1 fee Adj. Avg. Adj. NewFee 

Water Wells 80% 11.4% 0.50% 
Oversize mains 9% 1.3% -1.00% 
Service Center 8% 1.1% 2.00% 
Water Tank 2% 0.3% 3.61% 
ClPlMaster Plan 1% 0.1% 3.00% 

Water 

14% $5,710 100% 0.6% 55,740 

Sewer 
Oversize mains 
service center 

37% 1.0% -1.00% 
54% 1.5% 2.00% 

CIPlMaster Plan 9% 0.2% 3.00% 
3% $1,090 100% 1 .O% 51,100 

Storm Drrlnage 
Land 50% 9.896 4.00% 
Basin Improvements 33% 6.5% -2.00% 
Master Unes 14% 2.8% -1.00% 
Reimb. Agreements 3% 0.6% 3.61% 
ClPIMaster Plan 4 % d a  

20% $7,910 100% 1.3% $8,010 

Streets 
Traffic Signals 10% 1.4% 0.00% 
Street Widenings 44% 6.0% -2.00% 
Hwy 12/99 interchange 23% 3.1% 0.00% 

WID crossing widenings 5% 0.7% 0.00% 
RR xing improvements 10% 1.4% 0.00% 

New Dev. share of past widenings 8% 1.1% 3.61% 
ClPlMaster Plan <l% nla 

14% $5,470 100% -0.6% $5,440 

Poilct Protsction 
Police StationlJail Expansion 88% 2.4% 2.00% 
N e w  vehicles 8 Equipment 12% 0.3% 4.00% 

3% $1.110 100% 2.2% $1,130 

Fire Protection 
Station Construction 46% 0.6% 2.00% 
Equipment 54% 0.7% 4.00% 

1% $520 100% 3.1% $540 

Parks U Recreation 
Land 
Park Improvements 
Communrty Buildings 
Admin.lCorp. Yard 

40% 11.9% 4.00% 
29% 8.6% -2.00% 
24% 7.2% 2.00% 
7% 2.1% 2.00% 

Master Plan <1% nla 
30% S11.9PQ 100% 1.6% $12.180 

General City Facilities 
City Hall 27% 4.3% 22.00% 
Library 25% 4.0% 2.00% 
Misc. Projects 8 Equipment 10% 2.9% 4.00% 
Future General Plan Updates 4% 0.6% 3.00% 

1991 General Plan Update 4% 0.6% 3 61% 
Program Admin. 22% 3.5% -1.50% 

16% $6,380 100% 7.1% $6,830 

Totals: 100% $40,170 100 0% 2.0% $40,970 



m 
4 A!wibit c 

1392 Development Impact Mitigation Fee Update 

Fee per Residential Acre Equivalent per Resolution I :  
Nov. 1992 Feb. 1993 

91 -1 72 proposal proposal % change 

Water Facilities $ 5,710. S 5,920. $5,740 0.5% 
Sewer Faciliies - General $ 1,090. 9 1,130. $1,100 0.9% 
- Lift Station 

Kettleman Lane S 1,610. S 1,670. d 1,670 3.5% 
Hamey Lane S 830. S 860. $860 3.5% 
Cluff Ave $ 1,170. S 1,210. $1,210 3.5% 

Storm Drainage Facilities $ 7,910. S 8,200. $8,010 1.3% 
Street lmprovements $ 5,470. S 5,670. 85,440 -0.5% 
Police Protection Facilities $ 1,110. $ 1,150. $1,130 1.8% 
Fire Protection Facilities $ 52C.e ' 9 54* 5540 3.8% 
Parks & Recreation Facilities $ 11,980. S 12,410. 512,180 1.7% 
General City Fac. & Prog. Admin. S 6,380. S 6,610. $6,830 7.1 % 

Total (without lift stadons): $40,170. S 41,630. 9 40,970. 

difference: 3 1,460. $800. 

ENR 481 8 4992 nla 
% change 3.61 % 1.99% 

Note: variation in percentrger due to fee rounding to nearest 3 10.00 per LMC 5 15.64.060. 

FEEUPDT.XLS 



h e  Gbn&I Oqjanbation 
1420 S Mills Avo #€ 
mi, CA 95242 

J e n y ~ n g ~  
619 willow Glen Dr 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Ron ThoInas 
PO Box 1505 
Lcldi, CA 95240 

HaM Builden 
330 S Fairmont Ave 
Ladi, CA 95240 

TEDKATZAJUAN 
777SHAMLN 
LODI, CA 95242 

GRUPE DEVELOPMENT 
4041 W BROOKSIDE RD 
STOCKTON. CA 95207 

BAUMBACH-PIAZZA 
323WELMST 
LODI, CA 95240 

n MAILING LIST 

Lodi Inc 
PO Box 1237 
Lodi, CA 95241 

Bennett & Campton 
PO BOX 1597 
Mi, CA 95241 

OARnGRNME 
PO Box 1210 
LOOI, CA 95241 

JEFF KlRST 
P 0 Box 1259 
W0006RIOGE. CA 95258 

&LON ENGINEERING 
PO BOX2180 
LODI, CA 95241 

~HOMPSOWSEU ENGINEERS PHlLlJPPl ENGINEERING 
1016 12TH ST P O  Box6558 
MODESTO, CA 95354 VACAWLLE, CA 956988558 

HARRYMARZOCF 
445 MADRONE CT 
LODI, CA 95242 

LARRY MlNDT 
PO BOX 782 
LODI, CA 95241 

Fred Baker 
311 W W A m  
Mi. CA 95240 

Goodslrcolummn 
ns3MaggkCr 
Lodi, CA 05240 

hPFtoPEKnES 
3515 COUNTRVCLUB BLVD . 
STOCKTON. CA S204 

SURLAND PROPmTlES 
88HOWARDsT 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 

RW SIEGFRIED & ASSOCJATES 
4045 CORONAOO AWE 
STOCKTON, CA 95201 

CRAIG RASMUSSW 
POBOXSO 
LODI, CA 95241 

hAWAll-SAN FRANCISCO 
2200 P O W  ST ill025 
EMERWILLE, CA 94608 

RILEY-PEARLMAN B R O W  DEVELOPMENT 
11640 SAN WCENTE BLVD #202 100 SWAN WAY S E  206 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90049 OAKLAND, CA 94621 -1459 



Mailing L i s t  - Page 2 

&RAY DEVELOPMENT 
7919 FOLSOM BLM) #320 
SACRAMENTO. -95828 

BRUCE TOWNE 
PoaoX18!5~ 
WALNUT GROVE, CA 95690 

LOWEUFLEMMER 
558 RIVERSIDE DR 
W60DBRIffiE, CA 95258 

MR d MRS. WALTER PRUSS 
2421 DlABLO DR 
LOOI, CA 95212 

n I 

ROBERT BATCH * DEtMAR BATCH 
1767EHARNEYl-N 1819 S CHEROKEE LN -7 

LW1, CA Wlo LODI, CA 95240 

MIK€ PEPPAS 
16100 N MOORE RD 
LOOI, CA 95242 

CHRIS' FASZER 
2927WHlTEOAKWY 
LOOI, CA 95242 



DECLARATION OF MAILING 

On November 24, 1992 in the City of Lodi, S a n  Joaquin Cdunty, California, 
I deposited in the United States mail, envelopes with first-class postage 
prepaid thereon, containing a copy of the Notice attached hereto, marked 
Exhibit 'A"; said envelopes were addressed as is more particularly shown 
on Exhibit *Bn attached hereto. 

There is a regular daily ccmmunication by mail between the City 02 Mi, 
California, and the places to which said envelopes were addreseed. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing ie true and correct. 

Executed on November 24, 1992, at Lodi, CalifOMia. 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

Deputy City Clerk 



Date: February 3, 1993 
CARNEClE FORUM 

For lnformatlon regarding this Public Hearing 
Please Contact: 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Wednesday, at the hour of 7:30 p.m., or as 
soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the City Council will conduct a 
public hearing to consider the following matter: 

February 3, 1993 

a) to consider update of Development Impact Mitigation Fees. 

Background information regarding this matter is on file in the 
City Clerk's office and can be reviewed by the public during 
regular businees hours. 

All interested persons are invited to present their views and comments on this 
matter. Written statements may be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior 
to the hearing scheduled herein, and oral statements may be made at said 
hearing. 

I f  you challenge the subject matter in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised at the Public Hearing described in 
this notice or in written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk, 221 West 
Pine Street, at or prior to the Public Hearing. 

By Order Of the Lodi City Council: 

Alice Qt?LUh.@ M. Reimche 

City Clerk 

Dated: November 18, 1992 

Approved as to form: 

Bobby W. McNatt 
City Attorney 



I *  L. ;J. . - \ \  J- 

Bob Morris 2.. 0t.f. 
--\ + -r- . *‘!nJ; * - 

/Lodi Development Inc 222 w l.ockefwd St 19 
Lo&, CA 95240 

The Giannoni O b a n i a t h  
1420 S Mills Avo #E PO Box 1237 

z Lo&. CA 95241 

Jerry Heminger . 
619 Willow Glen 01 WefltW&SnidW 
Lodi, CA 95240 521 S M L n 8 A  

Lodi, CA 95242 

Ron Thomas 
PO Box 1505 
Lodi, CA 95240 

, B43nn4Jtt&comp##l 

Lodl, CA 95241- 
PO Box 1597 - 

H&M Builders 
330 S Fairmont Avo 
Lodi, CA 95240 

TED KAlZAKlAN 
777 S HAM LN 
LODI, CA 95242 

41 R U S S M ~  
2707 E Remom St 85 
Stockton, CA 95205 

DARYL GEWEKE 
PO BOX 1210 
LODI, CA 95241 

.\ / 

fred Baker 
317 W Lodl Ava 
Lodi, CA 95240 

;tlAProPefdes 
3158 Auto c.ntw Cr XE 
Stoc)rton, CA 95212 

jw mopmnEs 
351 5 COUNTRY CLUB BLVD 
STOCKTON, CA 95204 

7 , b  .&$ \a5 7 iURLAND PROPERTIES 
88 HOWARD ST 

GRUPE DEVELOPMENT 
4041 W BROOKSIDE RD P 
STOCKTON, CA 95207 

Loo1,cA951dQ *;9qw FRANCISCO, CA 94105 
%a58 

I BAUMBACH-PIAZZA DILLON ENGINEERING 
323 WELMST . PO BOX 2180 
LODI, CA 95240 LODI, CA 95241 

RW SIEGFRIED & ASSOClATES 
4045 CORONADO AVE 
STOCICTON, CA 95204 

‘ RON BEARCUE 
’ THOMPSON-HYSRl ENGlNEERS 1 10 GRAND AVE 

1016 12TH ST CAPtTOLA. CA 95010 
MODESTO, CA 95354, VACAVIUE. CA 

\ 

& IOlTONINI 

, CA 95203 

N M  SENTINEL 

HENRY HIRATA 
PO BOX 181 0 
STOCKTON, CA 95201 

. 
‘\ 

ON, CA 95201 1 

RILM-PEARLMAN 
1 1  640 SAN VICEKI+ BLVD 0202 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90049 
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f"T;OsEm BATCH I '  '-.MARBATCH 

LODI, CA 95240 

11 d 
1 -  

CAMRAY DEVElOPMPCT .819 S CHERCKEE LN t67 / 57EHARNMLN I ' 7919 FOLSOM BLVD 1320 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95826 

LODI, CA 95240 
L 

i 

1 ERUCETOWNE 

I WALNLIT GROVE, CA 95690 222 W LOCKEFORD ST #9 
I LODI, CA 95240 STOQCTON, CA 95203 

BUILDING I N D ~ Y  ASSN 
777 N PERSHUJG #2C POBOX185 ivENEllMAmElsL#lwE J 

L O W  FLEMMER MlKE PEPPAS 
558 RIVERSIDE DR 161 09 N MOORE RD ~ ~ D E V n o P M E " C 0  
WOOOBRIDGE, CA 95258 - LOOI, CA 95242 L/ 1920-ST 

NAP& CA 94559 

MR. & MRS. WAlTER PRUSS ' CHRIS FA- BENsaiAFER 
2421 DlABLO DR 2927 WHITE OAK W SCHAFFERSUESS8BOYD 
LOOI, CA 95242 LOOt, CA 95242 122NCHURCHST 

LOO!, CA 95240 

I. 



A RKSOLUTION OF TBE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
UPDATING DEVELOPMENT IMPACT MITIGATION FEES 
FOR ALL DEVBLOPMRNTS WITHIN THE CITY OF IX>DI 

WXEREAS, the Lodi City Council has adopted Ordinance No. 1518 
creating and establishing the authority for imposing and charging 
Development Impact Mitigation Fees in the City of Lodi; and 

-, said ordinance provides for an annual update based on 
the change in the Engineering News Record 20 Cities Construction Cost 
Index; and 

WaEBgAS, the public Works Director has submitted additional 
information regarding project cost changes including public cOarments, 
all of which are included in the record of these proceedings; and 

WHEREAS, the relationship between new development, the needed 
facilities, and the estimated cost(s) of these improvements is 
substantially the same except for inflation as included in the study 
entitled *Development Impact Fee Study" prepared by Nolte and 
Associates and Angus McDonald & Associates dated August 1991; and 

WaKREAS, the Lodi City Council has adopted Resolution No. 
91-172 establishing Development Impact Mitigation Fees; and 

WHKREAS, such information was available for public ixispection 
and review 14 days prior to the public hearing; 

NOW, THBREPORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lodi City Council that: 

1. FEES. 

The City Council hereby axiends the fees specified in Section 2 
"FEES" of Resolution 91-172 as follows: 

FEE CATEGQE 

Citv-Wide Feea 

1. 
2 .  

3 .  
4 .  
5. 
6. 
7. 
6 .  

FEE PER PSSIDPNTIAL ACFS EOUIVALENT (RAE)- 

Water 
Sewer 
Storm Drainage 
Streets 
Police 
Fire 
Parks and Recreation 
General City Facilities 

$ 5 ,690 .00  
S 1,060.00 
$ 7,630.00 
$ 5,440.00 
$ 1,130.00 
$ 540.00 
$11,830.00 
$ 6,830.00 



FEE CATEGORY FEE PER RESI DENTIAL ACRE ESW-ENT (RAB) 

SuDDlemental SDecif ic Area Feea 

A. Kettleman Lane Lift Station $ 1,670.00 
B. Harney Lane Lift Station $ 860.00 
C. Cluff Avenue Lift Station $ 1,210.00 

2 .  All resolutions or portions of resolutione eetting amounts for 
such Development Impact Mitigation fees are repealed. All other 
provisions of Resolution 91-172 remain in effect. 

3. BFFECTIVE D A m  

The Developaent Impact Fees adopted in this Resolution shall take 
effect 60 days after adoption. For projects in which Zeee have been 
deferred under the terms of a public improvement agreement per L o d i  
Municipal Code Section 15.64.040(E), these fees shall be effective one 
year from the date of the agreement. 

Dated: February 3, 1993 

- 
I hereby certify that Resolution No. 93-26 was passed and 

adopted by the Lodi City Council in a regular meeting held February 3, 
1993 by the following vote: 

Ayes : Council Members - 

Noee : Council Members - 

Absent: Council Members - 

Davenport, Mann, Sieglock, Snider 
and Pennino (Mayor) 

None 

None 

City Clgrk 

93-26 

RIiS9326/ TXTA.025 
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C I TY C d U  NC I L 

PHILLIP A PENNINO.  Mayor  

IACK A SIECLOCK 

4 

M a y o r  Pro Tempore 
RAY C DAVENPORT 

IOHN R (Randv) SNIDER 

STEPHEN I .  MANN 

CITY HALL, 221 WEST PINE STREET 
PO BOX 3006 

LODl CALIFORNIA 95241-1910 
(209) 314-5634 
FAX (20’91 311-679’5 

January 26, 1993 

SUBJECT: Continued Pub1 i c  Hearing to  Consider Update of Development 
Impact Mitigation Fees 

Enclosed is  a copy of background information o n  an item t h a t  will be 
discussed a t  the City Council meeting on Wednesday, February 3, 1993, 
a t  7:30 p.m. The meeting will be held i n  the City Council Chamber, 
Carnegie Forum, 305 West Pine Street. You are velcome to attend. 

If you wish  t o  communicate w i t h  the City Council, please contact 
Jennifer Perrin, City Clerk, a t  (209) 333-6702. 

I f  you have any questions about the item, please call Richard Prima 
o r  me a t  (209) 333-6706. 

. Ronsko 
k’orks Director 

JLR/lm 

Fncl osure 

cc: City Clerk 
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