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LETTER RECEIVED 
RE THE ANNEXATION 
OF BATCH ADDITION 

City Clerk Reimche presented a copy of a letter 
written by C.M. Sullivan of Litts, Mullen et al 
and addressed to the Local Agency Formation 
Commission advising that application is hereby 
made pursuant to Government Code Section 56275 
for reconsideration of the action taken by 
LAFCO in Resolution No. 493, disapproving the 
Batch reorganization. The letter goes on to 
say that"we request that the Commission at 
its next meeting, delay action on this request 
until some convenient time after the meeting 
scheduled to explore ways to solve overcrowding 
in the Lodi Unified School District". The 
reasons for this application were listed in 
detail. 
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LOOI, CAL!FOHNIA 95240 

February 17, 1981 

Local Aqency Formation Comminsion 
of ~:an .Joaquin 

Courthouse, Room 153 
222 E. \'Ieber Avenue 
f.tocY.ton, California 95202 

1\TTJ·:NTION: Executive Officer, 
Gerald F. !;cot t 

Rc: Annexation of llatch Addition (LJ\FCO 27-80) 
1\pplication for Amendment of Hesolution Pursuant to 
Government Code Section 56275 

Gentlemen: 

Application is hereby made purGuant to Government Code Sec­
tion 562 75 for reconsideration of the action taken by Ll\FCO 
in nesolution llo. 493, disapproving the natch reorganization. 

\•Ia request that the Commission, at its next meeting, delay 
action on this request until some convenient time after the 
meeting scheduled to explore ways to solve overcrowding in 
the Lodi Unified School District. It is my understanding 
that this meeting will occur on l'el,ruary 23, 1981. The 
reasons for this application are as follows: 

1. The t>roperty owner, and his representatives, were 
not qiven an opportunity to !Je fully heard, since the City 
of l.odi Has the lend aqency on the annexation proposal. 
<.inca the.! property mmor "'as not permitted to speak in re­
l•ntta.l, he could not meet tlw Commi!l~don's request that the 
"need" fot· <-lnnexat.ion J~e r>ho\·,:nG 

l.. l!e<;o]lltion flo. 491, disapprovinq the Batch reor<Jani­
Z.1t.innt dnc:i not. ~~ont~1in findinqn !;uffjr.ient, nr any finrlinqs 
'vJhat·:o~~v· r, !;f!t·t i ll'l forth thP re.1nnn!~ fnr dcni:d of the un­
nn;<at.inu lt~qut•:;t. 't'hin i!i px·cjud.ic~i;\1 to the landO\oJner and 
conld C<!l'.:it· i L11te .1n :tl u:;t·: of di!;cn.!t inn. 

I. 'I'J,! 

j I' I ,;li': l'}l,'d 

<.(\: :·.i~:~;ion \,·.1·· ~;ndc•! t .tt1d,·Jl 1'/ concerned \-.'itil t.i·~c 

n··.1 1' r1ti:1! d._•\'t-11 l·l•t'l\1 •:11tlld hu.ve on the Lodi 
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held on January 16, 1981, if the Lodi Unified School District 
representatives understood U1e consectuences of annexation of 
the Hatch parco l. llnnexation wou.l tl have no im1·act whatsoever 
on the LocH Uni ficd School District, since the property would 
not be prezoned. It Houlrl enter the City ns unclassified 
l1oldin0, which would t>ormit the continued ngricultural une of 
tl1e property. Further, it vould not deprive San Joaquin 
county of "prime ngricultural lane!." The lando1oner has aiJSO­

lutcly no intention of devclopinq the property and would con­
tinue to use it for arrricultural production. ,\t the time the 
oroperty is eventually rleveloped, then the City Council of 
the City of Lodi could set conditions for dove lopment in co­
operation 11ith the Lodi Unified School District, either at the 
tentative map stage, or prior to the issunnce of the building 
parmi ts. 

4. The property immedi.:ttely florth of the Batch parcel 
(Kennedy-Taylor Ranch) has already heen annexed to tl1e City 
of Lodi, and the orderly development of this parcel of real 
property will depend upon the annexation of the Batch parcel. 

5, The annexation of the Mills' rarcel (20 acres ap­
proximately) immediately to the East of the Batch parcel is 
consistent 1~ith good planning, should have been annexed many 
years ago, and will not remove prime agricultural land from 
una, nor 11ill it have any impact on the Lodi Unified School 
District. Annexation of tho Mills' property cannot, under 
any theory of la~1, constitute inverse condemnation. 

1t is, therefore, respectfullv re~uested tl•at thisapf>lica­
tion for reconsideration be tablet! .1ncl that the Commission's 
fin.~l action on thin application l•e nostponecl for a period of 
<tt leant GO to 'JO days, so that the problems presently facing 
t11e Co:·uni,-;,;ion r:.1n he, hoj•efull", renolverl. Thereafter, ap· 
r>lir.c1nt. t'l"<l'.''> thu.t the Commis!'">ion qivc notice <"lntl set the 
!);\fl.(.! fllt" )I;~.IY' I Ilq. 

l 'J ~: ' . o!." 
c,:: f·lr·. ){r'l''~rt !1.1t.(~l1 

rtr. <;col.-fJe J\arl·er 
f.ln. Alice 1\o inchc 
Hr .• 1amos f>chroeder 
llr. Hichaol lkGre'" 

v~..~ry truly ycHlL!> t 

f. I 'i'T::, l~i:l.l,l li, :•t:HOVICJI, 
:'ltl.l.!\'l\:1 f. i;I:t·ITO.l 
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