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= ekt = The proposed application for the Eilers Reorgani-
zation and detachment of territory from the
Woodbridge Rural Fire Protection District was
introduced by Community Development Director
Schroeder. Diagrams of the subject area were
presented by Mr. Schroeder for the perusal of
the Council. A lengthy discussion followed with ‘
guestions being directed to Staff.

The matter died for lack of a motion by the Lodi
City Council.
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TO: Cley Counclil

FROM: City Manager

DATE : March 30, 1981

SUBJECT: Request for Sewer Service from Highway Development at

Highway 12 and 1-5

During January of this year, the Staff had discussions with the developer of the
proposed 52-acre highway oriented commercial development proposed at the south-
east corner of Highway 12 and 1-5 as shown on the attached plan. These dls-
cussions were all relative to allowing their development to tie into lLodi's
sanitary sewer outfall line and asked that the City treat the sewage froum

this County development. We, the Staff, made it clear to the developer that

the Lodi City Code prohibits connections from outside the City timits. Section
20-15 of the Lodl City Code 1s as follows:

Sec. 20-15. Prohibition on connections outside city limits,
No discharge from facilities outside the limits of the city
shall be allowed into the conununity sewer. (Ord Noo jlol,
AR

The developer asked if the Council could change the City's position In this matter,
we indlcated Council did have the authority to change the existing sewer

ordinance and City Code. The City then received the attached letter dated

February 13, 1981, requesting the City Council to allow their development to

tie Into our sewer facilities. We asked our sanitary Sewer consultants, Black &
Veatch, to determine what impact ¢this proposal would have on our faclitities and
specifically the future plant capacity. Black & Veatch's attached letter of
February 24, 1981, indicates that based on present flows, this development would
use 6-8% of cur existing reserve capacity and would displace approximately 260
residential dwelling units.

It Is important for the Council to remember that at the time our sewer plant
expansion grant application was submitted, the City's position was that we
would design the plant for more than the allowed 10-year future capacity.
The City of Lodi designed their plant for 15 years of service area growth
and used City funds to pay for this additional 5 years of growth potential.

In making a decision on this matter, the City Council should be aware that at
least three other highway oriented developments in the area have recelved general
ptan amendment and are currently being processed through the County. The
acceptance of this development would make it difficult to deny other requests.

APPROVED: FILE NO.

\ HENRY A. GLAVES, City Manager
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Councii Lommunication
March 30, 1981
Page 2

If it is the Council's desire to make the Lodi plant a reglonal facility, it
Is requested that Staff be glven reasonable time to work up the use
conditions.
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B7Y3 NGO, PERSHING AVEMNUE SUITE E o STOCKTON, CALIFORMIA §5207 o 2o0B/eBe-7ie1

February 13, 1981

Dear Sirs,

We are the owners of approximately 52 acres of land in the
southeast quadrant of Interstate 5 and Highway 12 in Lodi. We
are ready to begin a major highway service commer.ial development
which should total over £30 million when complet:d. This project
should provide significant tax revenue, and many dollars of income
for the local economy. We are projecting over 500 new jobs to be
added to local employment with this development.

Our present problem is that we have run into a stumbling
block in the sewer service. According to the City Manager of lodi,
their is no way we can presently tie into your plant. However,
the City Manager and City Attorney, did state that if the council
so decided, this could be changed. We are proposing a plan which
over a 10 year term through the use of an assessment on our project,
would provide additional dollars to expand your plant. We are more
than willing to pay our own way on this project, but do seek your
assistance. We would appreciate an appearance in front of the
council to explain our plans in detail.

With warm regards.

CoreyCPdtick,

Executive Vice President

pep 17 1988
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BLACK & VEATCH
— CONSULTING ENGINEERS TeL (41%) 944.5770

e
3470 BUSKIRK AVENUE

PO, BOX 4247

WALNUT CREEK, CA 24308

February 24, 198}
Flie 9010.003

City of Lodi

City Hall

221 West Pine Street
Lodi, Catlifornia 95240

Attn: Mr. Jack L. Ronsko
Gentlemen:

Re: Review of Development Proposal
1 Thornton Road & Highway 12

As per your request, we have reviewed the subject development plan. Our

; review is based upon the information shown on the architectural plan which

SR is subject to considerable Interpretation. Therefore, while the data presented

R in this letter will give the City a basis for evaluating the request for sewer
services, more detailed analysis at a future date is recommended before a
final agreement is reached regarding flow and costs. Our review comments
are as follows:

I. Estimated Discharge:

Average Daily Flow 74,000 gpd
Maximum Daily Flow 146,000 gpd
"Peak Inst. Flow 300,000 gpd

2. lmpact on Existing Capacity:

Based upon current flows at White Slough, which are lower than
historical record because of the drought, this development repre-
sents 6-8 percent of the existing reserve capacity and would
displace 264 two-bedroom dwelling units {Sewer Service Units),
Should flow characteristics return to pre-drought conditions, the
development would represent 25-30 percent of existing reserve
capacity.

About half of the flow will be domestic In nature (i.e.: hotel,
motel, restaurants, etc.) with the balance belng wastewater of
various types. Owvurall, the strength characteristics of the

wastestream should be similar to the existing wasteflow to the

FEB 2 6 1981
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BLACK & VEAT-
City of Lodi February 24, 198}

Mr. Jack L. Ronsko Page 2

Estimated Cost of Expansion:

The smallest reasonable expancsion at White Slough is from 5.8 to
7.0 mgd at an estimated project cost of 2.5 million doflars. The
proposed development share would be $160,000,

Assuming that the development is able to contract with a local farm
for effluent disposal at no cost, construction of on site treatment
would cost about $1,150,000. The cost of conveyance facilities to
White Slough in lieu of on site treatment would cost about $420,000.
Thus, the development realizes a capital cost savings of $730,000,
not including the value of the 7.8 acre treatment plant site which
could be developed and the administrative costs of obtaining a
discharge permit, if wastewater is conveyed to White Slough.

Based upon the apparent capital cosis involved, a negotiated
connection fee between $160,000 and $730,000 would benefit the
developer and protect the City.

Other Considerations:

The overall impact of this development upon the White Slough treat-
ment facility is minimal from a technical sense. Political considera-
tions are the significant factors. The following items came to mind
during the analysis which should be considered in the decision
process:

a. A decision early in the planning of the highway development
regarding whether or not to atlow discharge at Whitn Slough
would reduce the potential of future technica! problems. The
City should insist upon adequate collection facilities to lmit
Infiltration and maintenance problems. Also, the City must be
assured that an industrial discharge with an incompatible waste
Is not allowed into the development without pretreatment
requirements,

b. Should the City decide to accept wastes from the development,
but not annex the area, then the installation of a permanent
flow monitoring station is desirable for billing purposes. An
additional service charge would be necessary for users in this
area to offset costs paid by residents of the City through
general taxes.

c. Collective or individua! pretreatment at the development for
oil and grease due to the large number of restaurants and
service stations should be considered,
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BLACK & VEA';J
City of Lodi
Attn: Mr. Jack L. Ronsko

Supporting calculations are attached for your information.

any questions, please call at your convenience,

Very truly yours,

BLACK & VEATCH

Jm David A. Requa

DAR/JRT:sg
Enclosure

February 2%, 1981
Page 3

Shoutd you have
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St Following a presentation by
4] tive Vice President of Lurtsema-Patick Financial
i{ Company requesting sewer service for the proposed.
Saddleback Junction located at I~5 and Highway
12, Lodi, Council directed the City Manager to

ddhring his presentation to the City Council.
H{Fpllowing the meeting between Patick and the City
HManager, this matter is to be brought back to

the City Council for consideration.




-:-Jusnnmnora OF PROPOSAL - = '
%« Char __fa;&nization Affecting 10&81 &genciea

Agency Formation. Comniaaion of San Joaquin County
sfield, Kxecuttve Officer

 Phone: (209) 944-2196 paes 3-23-81

0 disincOrporate & city
0 dissolve & district .
] detach territory from an agency

15)'c p,es of legal mates and bounds descriptiOﬂ of affected territory -
with andarda scceptable to the County Surveyorts Offica :

!ty Clerk 221 M. Pine Street, Lodl, CA 95240

‘ _ {address)
$ed 6657 €. Hliton Road, linden tA 952136
nnme) e (hddress)

- COMPLETE ALI :QU ST ONNAIRE TTEMS (signed).

1°
- .o annexations' by names
: :};ﬁEILERS REORGANIZATION  Annexation of territory to the Clty of Lodi Detachment
.77 from the Woodbrldge Fire District. Annexation includes the Hbodbridge Senior
'Elementary Schoo! grounds. )

Locallagency organization changees hereby prOpoaed-»deaignate affected agenciea and

”*rovisions governing proceedings:

.ltle 6, mv‘s‘(’“ 1 (commencing with Sec. 56000) of the California Go_vemn;‘en‘f? -
Code Dlstr!ct Reorganlzation Act of 1965, ‘
= Page 1
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or coifidbr"65 @ﬁ£nc6§§6ra€éd'tétéiﬁéfy?,:f

"_hf£§é§§§1;tﬁlihgsf§§¢§g9¢§smgniwor ownexship?

sqpare miles : :ﬂ€%“  | 'aééas 6.34

uind ares af'iééééé_d.f{

t_'res. “"057 7. Nusber of ragisterad voters: 0

ﬁegisterad vote density (per acra)._«wwo 9. Nusber of dwelitng units:

.-wwrﬁéé@é#iéﬁ increase tn ﬁ#?t[w?rmm - 500

2tant Iand*uae of subject area: 1! 5 acres are beling used as elementary schooly
32 acres are belng farmed to. supply an. on~s¥te frult and vegetable stand. :

- Hhat‘itwthe intanded evalopment of | this area: The vacant acreage Is designated
s | der “low density in the Lodi General Plan (1-10 units/acre). Mo specific
' ubm!tted by appl!cant. S .

xenen ings | '
San Joaqu!n County-ZonIng Gﬁri genera! agr!culture - 3 acre mintmum,

scridbe propoaed zoning changes.,will be annexed as U*H, Unciass?fied Hoiding.
Probable uture_zoning wlll be R-i R-2 or Planned Deve!opment

_of ma- s 35 700

Aaaesned;value of_imprOVementa. $ 76'5

vaernmentgl serviceu requlred by thia propoaal which sre not- presently svailables
When loped: the property will require munlc!pal water, sewer, storm dralnage . .=

: d’fire protection. “School. currently has own water & sewer p!us county

:V,t;slternative messures would. provide ‘services listed in Itém 18 above? service

: County serv!ces andlor connectlon to speclal service dfstr!cts In woodbridge, Sy

Hhat_wndific tiona mis ;be made to exiating utility and 3overnmentai facilities to ”
provide oervicea initlated by. this propoual? o :

Extend water,, sewer and storm draln Vines when property [s deveIOped_ff“'

Hh;t'approximate coata will be incurred in accomplishing requirementa of Item 20 abOVe?
'Unkhown.EV o L
How will such costs ba mat?

Developerfof property will pay for utiiity line extensions.
i1l provisions of this proposal impose greater than normal burden on servicing agency
or affected. property?

_bﬂ¢?{he?e‘if‘y§u ars aubmitting further comments and evaluéﬁious én'&ddiﬁioﬁaifﬁége:

Page 2



" EILERS REORGANIZATION., =~

-portion of the Southeast Quarter oF Section 34, Towﬂshfp &

')'ﬁa - follows:

S ,_Beginning at g zoint in the Hes__
ia.polnt tying North 1 00" West, 27. ‘
v.¢4 }corner of sa!d Quarter°'thence North} f»_,.“OO" Vest, a!ong said.

o nf'3“oo" East,’ 560 92 feet

hown_on map of THOMAS®
ecord. June 27, 1878,

',ﬁ@STREET to a point In the Westerly right
_TSOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY; thenc‘
- said"Mesterly right of way 1lne to a polr
. LOMER: SACRAHENTO ROAD; thence Southerly
~.a point_In the North line of the South:
S “Quarter.of Section‘3k,vsaid polnt-als
. of 'HORTH GENERAL MILLS ADDITION as anne
U June’ 5, 1367, by Ordinance No. 836; then
©- . along.the existing City Limits line, an
* LOWER: SACRAMENTO ROAD, 1312.05,feet
of - WEST: TURRER .ROAD ADDITIDN as’ annexe he. City of Ledl,:

August 15, 1975, by Resolution No. 4100 d: point also betng ‘
. in. the North 1ine of TURNER ROAD; ‘thence. est, along the existing
.. . City Limits Vine, and along sald North lln of: runnea ROAD 120& 28

' _',feet to, tha point of beginning. : 4 o . S

Ay, Iina of tha
theasterly, a!ong

he West. 1ine of

¥ saldpwest line to
alf of sald Southeast
he Northwest: corner
he: ctty of Lodi,
outh: 72 12* oov. Uest,
long ‘'sald West ‘Vine of
5int. in: the North tine

Containing 46.34 acres, more or }ess. S

" Horth: Range 6 East, Hount Diabio Base “and Her!dian, belng desaribed_-*'J'




EWERS
REORGANIZATION

' ROAD

LOWER ~SACRAMENTO
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‘ Y given: th City of I.odi Planning Department has S

temined that the fo'l'!owing ‘proposal will have no "Significant - . .
_-,lmact on: the Environment™. " Supporting documentation 1is available R

. "Pre'liminary Environmental Assessment® and {s avaﬂw '

ble for public review in the P‘lanni__ng Department Office, City Hall
‘Building,: 221 Pine: Street.  Anyone wishing to appeal the issuance .-
‘of. this:anec'larat‘lon mthePlanning Commission may do 50 no ‘sater than. .
the indic ‘.'Last date-fto, Appeal" :

Project Tit‘ie= e

EELERS REORGANlZﬁTiON

.--Contact-Person, _JAHES B, SCHROEDER

o City - County: ~
10D} S SAR JOAQUIN

Phone* :
o ‘335—56%

f-grcei -

is.;,.*'*fCramen‘ to Road, Is cies_isﬂated "eswm‘”a“mdmsw

.. (110 units/acre) In the Lodl General Plan.’ The reorganlzation would also

:3¥ﬁ3 {g@pg@fﬁhgfproﬁérﬁv.frpm the Woodbridge Fire District and Noodbqlﬁﬁéﬁif o

\fyrai:irrlgat!on Distrlct N AR
FFoject ‘Location ﬁity ) Project Locatfon County
: S SAN JOAQUIP‘ COUﬂTY

l.a D;ﬁe to Appeal. Address Hhere Pre‘l'iminary Environment
: 5 3 Assessment is Avai]ab‘le. S

LODI CITY PLANNING DEPT.

221 W. Pine St., Lodi, CA. ,915240
Phone: (209) 334-5634
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CINITIAL STUDY.
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NN PROJECT. TITLE " _EILERS REORGANIZATION
_E};‘2. LﬁtAT!OH _North of Turner Road between Lower Sacramento Rd & Lilac Street
- 3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION - The applicant, Henry Eilers, has requested annexatlon
e of » &G-acre parcel ‘to the ctty of Lodl.  The: annexation also Includes the’
"”Hoodbridsp Senlor’ Elementary School. " Tht reavaanization w alsp requl)
. wlthdrawal from the ubodbridge Fire District and tha Ubodbtidqg_ltilgiihﬂlmmw
abisrrict; o _ SRR

“Rest enti-éi (1-10 inits/acre) s Public; (a) ao change., "
Site_descriptlon and surro‘“dlng land usa “The property containg a commercia!

_';aifeu!t“”_éh ionv ithe southern: portion and a school on the northern portlon.
2 The: property Is Surrounded by residential, commercial & agrlcultural uses.-

i B) Proposed (A) GA- . San Joaquin County;'(B} y-4, i
fVill'tha Prbject Have a Sign!f!cant Effect P g e e
Tﬁrough Any of the Fol!oulng_lmpacts? | "'Yes No

Substantiai alterationiofwnatural topography, so!i L
- or Smei] featurGSOOOoaoouotootoon‘auoocoo-hcognno;ea‘ e P x

.
ety cp F ey o,
Ty

b, Substant!a]!y degrade surface or groundwater quality.. o iPTex 0

'”-:cg'_Substantialiy dep]ete surface or. groundwater y

_ ."":;remurceso-o-oncoooooeo-ooaeoouoonoeoo-onpoooaaupoocaﬂ
':__d.f?Substantia%Ey interfere with groundwater flow _ Sy .
* 'OI" nchargaooobunouowon-o-aooaaunooeoeaouutooncnoeaoeo T
"?Qausa a significant affect related to flood, erosfon X
03“ S!ltat'Oﬂnao...., oooooooo onaboooooooao-uooooonooot’w .
Sl _Substantial Interference with the habitat of any
) . SPCC‘BS Of f!sh’ wt‘dlif& Ol"' p!antotsocounoco-tooonoe5’9 x
. 'g. -Violate ambient alr quality standards or create X
... -substantial alr emissions or objectionable odors...... o
h.“iSuhstantlally Increase ambient noise or glare _
'F*glevel for adjoining areas..... eeosos ceocnssces vesesane 1 K
i 1] reduction of existing cropland.i.ceneecceee X
Expose\indlvidua!s or property to geologlic, public o Ex:

;'heaith traffic, flood, seismic or other hazards.....-




Yes . ‘Mo Maybs

Have a'substantial demonstrable, negative aesthetic

effectc°°B¢°ﬂ°00099¢00eobb@b.onabbﬁOboeooool&ooso@ﬂ“ﬁ X
“Result In the disruption or alteration of an X
_archeo!oglca! historical or paleontological sita.,ag
W cause ‘or allow substantial increase in conSumptIon in -
&ny natural resourcassooano.eoeu-wOOBOQOennhau-ooecDD x
"“f»n; Rasuits in the use of waste of substantial amounts of %
"g. f“ﬁl Or enerQYOooooenouoOewtooooonoooooontooomooawoﬁa .
f}jo, Necess!tata maJor. extensions of water, sewer, storm, ' Ce ey
L dra!n, eiectrlca% lines gr public roads..agou..,.e.,, T
‘o LS R IRy - e R Bl P o v i

Substantialiy incréasé demand for or utlltzat!on af
‘public services such as schools or fire or police

protQCttonoooaocoeetoo‘..aﬁ.t..boioﬂoovwhnnooooocoaaz \
+ ey

w

Substantially change . transportat!on patterns . related
T te” exlsting traffic load, street capacity, parking -
”Igava‘)abillty Or traffic safhtyooaouontvnunoh-ae.oﬁ59P

lnduce:substantial growth concentratlon"or dIsplaceﬁ"
mt“of‘impu'ationﬁOOODﬁQQOV‘ODOHDOO F p

RN,

n:an alteration or conf!!é witﬁ ex!sttng‘or
;plan' d.land 171 S S P §4 eve s

*~'Conf3!ct with adopted plans, goal”‘{'
tM c‘ty of wx‘..’o‘ﬂoﬁ@.ﬁ’o'o

brov!ded Clty poi!ce and- f!re profectlon but this will ‘not substantially affect.
- the Police or Fire Departments., Anng;g;}pn will not affect the functioning of.tha»
*. gchool, . * RN s TP T —

Condtt?ona! ﬁééafive B
Declaration

MES B. SCHROEDER
i .nmenta! view Of




i,ODI _CA!JFORNIA 5240

Henry: .)Eilers .
16657 g.gﬂdlton Road

_ eg g this acizion,
please_;-,,feal free to'call either this offize or 'Mr.::

m. ca: R. Reimche
-Ci,ty clerk

_ i._tta, Hullen, Perovich, Sulli\ran and Newton
_r_nttorneys at Law

'(James Schroeder T
Community Development Director; S

. Gerald F. Scott
"LAPCO Executive Officer



