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CITY COUNCIL MEETING~·~'· 
APRIL 4, 1984 .-- -
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FollCMJng introduction of the matter by Staff, Cotmcil , on 
rrotion of Counci 1 Meni>er Pinkerton, Reid second, extenc::led 
the opening date for receipt of bids for Asphalt J1;1ater ials 
to Tuesday, Apri 1 17, 1984. 
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l) Viola Reiswig Parcel No. 043-031-05 

j) Harry Wiebe, Mmager 
Cal Gas, Lodl Parcel No. 043-033-03 

k) Janes B. Flaherty. Secretary 
Lodl Aerie No. 848. 
Fraternal Order of Eagles Parcels No. 043-036-15 

Also addressing the Council regat'dlng the subject was J. 
Paul lbmnt, Senior Vice President, \\\Jlff, Hansen and Co. 
Mr. Ibront responded to questions regarding t·he proposed 
district and the financing Utereof. 

The following persons spoke on behal r of the proposed 
Assessnent District: 

a) Fred Weybret. 125 N. Omrch Street. Lodl 

b) Terry Knutson, 213 S. School Street. Lodl 

c) Jack Bowen, 218 S. School Street, Lodi 

d) nt ff Baffmi, ll8 W Olk Street, Lodl 

e) Mike Lapenta. 1718 E. Edgewood Drive, Lodi 

f) Pastor Richard Lundgren, First Utited M!thodist Olurch 

g) Ann M!yer, Sacranenlo and Pl·ne Street property owner 

The following persons spoke in opposition 

a) Mr. Vass representing the Lodi Senior Ct.t.izens Chil 
113 N. Scho.:-1 Street Pa·rcel No. 043•024-07 

b) Mr. Mark Stevens representing Viola Reiswig. 
13 N. Oturch Street Parcel No. 043-031-05 

c) Mr. Jim Flaherty, represenHng the Fraternal 0rder of 
Eagles Parcel No. 043-036-16 
21 W. Qak St. 

d) Mr. Lloyd Jentoff Parcel No. 043-04'8-0l 
216 and 228 S.Sacr81001lto St. 

e > Mr. Ed DeJong Parcel No. 043-022-67 
101 N. Onlrch St. 

f) l\-1r. C. H. Blewett Pa·rcel No. 043-046-11 and 
221 • 229 S. Sacr81001lto St. 04'3-046-12 

g) IYS. Lela Roberts Parcel No. 043-024-02 
118 N. Omrch Street 

h) Albert Barone Parcel No. 043-026-10 
11 W. Elm Street 

There being no other persons wishing to speak on the matter, 
the public portion of the hearing was closed. 

It was detennined that an 8. 72% protest of the square 
footage within the district had been received. 

Following additional discussion, on 1\bHon of G:luncil Mmber 
Reid, Mlrphy second, Counci I adopted the following 
Resolutions by unanimous vote of all mnbers of the Council 
present: 

a) Resolution No. 84-039 - A Resolution Ordering 
Reduction to Assessnents and Directing .Amenanent 
to Engineer's Report. 
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tn,. FR~t\ TERNAL ORDER OF EAGLES 
lelept.one ( 209) 369-5679 

A pri 1 3, 1984 

Lodi City Council 
c/o Alice Reimche, City Clerk 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

. ·· --:-Meets' Eveiy Thursday . . . . . ·~· . . . 
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The ~raternal Order of Bagles, as owners of property in Zone #2 
of the proposed Downtown Assessment District (Assessment Lot 
Number 90 - Assessors Parcel Number 043-036·15), do protest the 
forming of an Assessment District by some of the merchants at the 
expense of the property owners. 

We do not oppose the improvement of downtown Lodi, only the forming 
of the Assessment District to accomplish these improvements at a 
great expense to the property owne-rs. ·-lie believe far more improve
ments can be accomplished by using the Community Redevelopment Law 
of California, which could have a much broader coverage on improv
ing a larger section of J,odi at little orne additional expense to 
property owners, except what they will be paying in property taxes 
R.nyway. 

An Assessment District that is cosmetic in nature serves enly to 
add an additional expense on the property owners in order to 
subsidiz~ the downtown me .. ~hants. According to the IRS, an 
Assessment is not a tax and is not deductible. This exnense cannot 
be passed onto the lessor unless they agree to pay it on their own. 
Those of us who own property that is not commercial in nature have 
no ~;ay to recover this expense short of selling 0ur property, if 
possible. 

We here the City Council will take a l0ng look at all the property 
anri come up with a solution that is fair to all the property owners, 
not just part of the downtown merchants. 

Very truly yours, 

JEP: sm 

-. 
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CAL GAS -LODI 

\, .. . April 3, 1984 

Alice M. Reimche, City Clerk 
City of Lodi 
LocH CA 95 24{) 

Rea LocH United Do·wntown Assessment District 
Beautification Project 

Dear Mrs. Reimche a 

We, Cal Gas LocH, wish to register a protest 
against the proposed Downtown Assessment District 
Beautification Project (Parcel Q43-033--03). 

We are proposed to the entire eoncept of the 
assessment. The benefits we might receive 
from this improvement seem very minute in 
comparison to the investment. 

- HW/mr 

Sincerely, 

CAL GAS LODI 

~ 
Harry Wiebe 
Manager 

106 WEST ELM STREET • l.ODI, CA 95240 • (209) 368-0681-LOOI • (209) 466-9621-STOCKTON 
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ED DtJONG BURDETTE DEJONG DARYL D. DEJONG _,, . . .• ..• ORVILLE DEJONG 
:· -:"' .... ~; 

DEJONG I N SUR A'N C E.~,,.:~ 
. . . . - ' .. ''. ·~ ._ ... •; .... 

101 NORTH CHURCH STREET ·t ·,--,_:. ~.' .. :-.~~::~·.~:::: 
LODL CALIFORNIA ·"- ~~-~·;• .·~.:_-~-~~-~. 
TEUPHONt: 3&0.3&63 

~larch 30, 1984 

Lodi United Downtown Assessment 
District Beautification Project 
City of Lodi, California 

RE: Parcel 043-02207 Assessment $ 1,562.09 
101 No. Church Street, Lodi, California 

We understand we arc to be included in the above assessment 
district, yet no one has ever approached us tfl be iNcluded. 
We olso understand very little, if anything, will be done to 
our frontage or intersection. This is understandable because 
we have already landscaped our property plus we have nine 
off-street parking spaces. Of the downtolin merchants a·nd/or 
property owners, how many have provided off-street parking 
for their employees and clients? 

Some of the downtown merchants and property o.wners wish to 
beautify their property; also some intersection work, basically 
on School Street--why then don't they pay for this themselves. 
Surely if the benefits of having trees and shrubs along th,eir 
property will keep their f>ropcrty values up a.nd bring more 
customers in, these same property owners should be more than 
willin~ to pay the bill. \\'hy should preperty ewners that al
ready have these improvements on their property help pay for 
these improvements for other owners? 

Talking to some of th~ merchants downtown, we are given the 
impn"ssion that trees, sh1ubs and nice looking intersections 
wi 11 do nothing to bring them more customers. It still contes, 
down to three basic thinr,s that the public leoks for---convenience 
in parking. quality of ~ervice and prices. 

We, therefore. object to bring included in the assessment 
district and paying for someone clses bill to improve their 
property. We funher wish to be excluded from this assessment 
district. 

. --r 
SJ-!(e!!} y, 

du0:t&.:r 
Burdette D 
Partner 



0 

{ \ I 



t 0 ( 0 
Odd Fellows Hall Association of Lo'di .: :·.-· ·.-_,,._ 

,.,.,.,. a.~...,. l, S .'?).;.~.~~AW"t · '.' .... . . ,. , 
LDDI, .:. CALIFORNIA ~' • ... ; .:f" ;· .. 

.. :· .... ' ! ... 

Jt~. C~ Cl~'t>~L,~~. 
~~l\lrf'-

. ' ·' .. 
~L'""· . . _· 

.. ~·}· .. ~ ·... .. ... . >:::: . .. . . ~ ; \ 

A~ evrv 1~ 1 ~~-rt1.DM r~t~""lk-'":l_H~A~~V\ 
of:~,,~- tc )V;x.,~ ~ ti~ tA, 1_\-u,. . 

~ 1 ~ ~ t~ t-~ c~ ~.(VJV 
tv~ ~ ·~~~ '~~-Jt. 

L-tl_a... ~t t~ ~~~ {~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~~tt.«. .t., ~~t ~ f:~ ~ ~,__v...:·c 
~~~ ~ ~ -~~.A-.AA~"" erfJ ~ ~~ 
~ -~---- t~~~~ t(~R._ -t\.u.~~ 
cl!.evvv- t..t (~+~ . 

. ~~~~~ 
<-~~~ 
"J~c.-t;H~~. 

o~ ~~ ~ l.:Xu. ~ ~-u..~ 
043-o::s~-OJ 
0'13- 0"3~- D"1_ 



0 0 

SENIOR 1. • aZENS CLUB OF LODI. INC. 
113 North School StrHt 

lodi. California 95240 .. : ... 
(209) 369-9798 . . . ' 

Lodi, C'ali! •. -:-. ~ . ,, ,. -. 
Harch 29~· '1984"'" ! .•• : -.v 
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Lodi United Dovrntown Assessment ··Dist:. ': 1\ 

Beautifiaction Project · . 
City of Lodi 
c/o Alice M. Reimche, City Clerk 
City Hall 
221 w. Pine 
Lodi, Calif. 95240 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Beaatification Project 
City or Ledi 
Ceunty Assessors Parcel 
Ne. Ol~J-024-07 
Assessment No. '5 

We, the Senior Citizens Club of Lodi, Inc.; a son
profit organization, exempt !Fom State and Federal 
tax, hereby request exemption from assessment No. 65 
for the beautification project of Lodi. 

We have nothing to sell for profit and will receive 
no monetary advantage frem this project. ... 

mb/OP 
c.c. 

tours )Jer~~ru y, 
c~ . . - .· .. . ~i · de, ·resident 

Lodi Senior Citizens Club 
113 No. School St. 
Lodi, Calif. 95240 



. Ookay Quick Pri,L;~_, ____ ___,__ __ (_..:O!il!l!L-__ T_elcph..:...-_on_e<2_09_>368-86_-_. -_17 

S WEST ELM LODI, CALIFORNIA 95240 

March 28, 1984 

Alice M. Reimche, 

City Cler~ 

221 W. Pine 

Vxti, California 95240 

Dear Alice 

........... 
,• . 
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.. . . . ... 
. • --.'a·. 

A11 owner of property Parcel 043-026-16, Assessment Lot Number 139, 5 • 7 West Elm, 
Lodi, in the concept study, Lodi Downtown Improvement Plan. 

I protest and go on record against this concept of imJ>rovements and assessments of 
property involved in this beautification proj~t for the ci-ty of Lodi. 

There have been many changes in the assessment figures and formula, sinoo the original 

figures, especially relative oo Zone 3. Especially in the enormous increase in the amount 

of our assessments. 

J demand a complete re-contact and confi.rmation of all signatures and on all the 
petitions with tht! final accrued assessment figures. 

Since all this gerrymandering has taken place subsequent to the original, this plan is 
inB1.llficient and inequitable to nccomplish the results for which it was intended. 

I challenge the formula that sets Zone 3 so high and the lowering of Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

A Complc.-t~ Une of Quality Offset Printing 
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~Qet.Uett 1)ai~tt.~;:~ 
ICE CREAM AND MILK 

LODI. CALIFORNIA 052 .. ~ _ ·- . . - 1 , - •• -

ll . ... . -
:' ~ ..... · .. _ .·1. ' ... '-·1 . -

.. ,arch 2"" 1984 r ·- , · "·ll' ... c., .. ·;. ·, .:~_·.:h\ 
. . . . ! . ". 

AI.JCE n. RJ:Ir::rm, City Clerk 
City Hall, Lodi, CA. <)52LJ.O 

As O\·Jner of property Parcel No. 0 1+ 3-046-ll, 221 f). Sacrarnent;o 

!~treet and Parcel l:o. 043-046-12, 2~'9 S. Sacramento S~reet in 

the Concept Study, J.odi DO\'lntm\'n Improvement Plan --

I protest and go on record again9t this concept of improve

ments and assessments of property ir.volved in this Beauti

ficAtion Froject for the City of l.odi. 

There have been many chanv.es in the Assessmer.t fir.-ures and 

forr.mla since the orir,inRl ficure, especiall;• relatave to 

Zone 3. 

I demand a complete r~-c0utac t and confirrr:a tion of nll 

sienatures on all the petitions with the final accrued 

assessment fi~ures. 

Since all tbis r,errymnndering has tnken plaee subsequent to 

the original, this plan ls insuffient ~nd inequitable to 

accornplisb the results for whicl' it "'as intended. 

I challenge t~1e forr.:ula that ;;ets Zone 3 so high and 

Zone l lO\>Jer. 

Pespectfully submitted, 

~ • E. BL~':''STT 
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RESOLUTION NO. 84":"0.3.9 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LODI, CALIFORNIA 

A RESOLUTION ORDERING REDUCTION OF ASSESSMENTS 
AND DIRECTING AMENDMENT TO ENGINEER'S REPORT 

LODI UNITED DOWNTOWN ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT 

RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Lodi, California, that 

WHEREAS, on February 22, 1984, said Counci'l adopted its Resolution No. 

84-17, A Resolut.ion ot Intention to Aequire and/or Construct Improvement'S, to order ttM! 

acquisition and/or construction or public improvements, as more partieularly described f.n 

said Resolution; the estlm.ated cost or said improvements wns $851,901.00, and the 

estimated contribution by the City or Lodi was $!13,000 .• 00., leaving a balanee of 

$578,907.00 to be assessed; 

WHEREAS, following the opening of bids tor tfle work, and· the negotia,Uons tor 

the sale of the bonds to be issued upon the unpaid assessments, satd assessments shoUld t;:,e 

reduced to reflect the reduction in the cost or construction, and the estimated amoun·t or 

interest to be earned on the ~roceeds of the bonds pending disbursement for the proj:ect 

costs; 
NOW, Til'EREFOR·E, IT IS HEREBY O:RDEREDas toJ:lows: 

1. The total assessment is hereby reduced to $5S5,638o.G~, and that each of 

the individual assessments be ratably re<:lueed to refiect the reduction fn the cost of 

construction per district zones, and the estimated interett to be earned on tbe investment 

of the bond proceeds pendi:ng disbursement for the project costs. 

2. The Engineer of Work is authorized and directed to ma1ce the changes 

hereinabove OFdered in the Engineer's Report and assessment on tile herein. 

DATE'D: April 4, 1984. 

I, ALICE M. REIM:CHE, City Clerk of the City ot Lodi, do hereby certify that 

Resolution No. 84~ '!r8S passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council 

ot the City ot Lodi, held April 4, 1984, by the !ollowlng vote: 

AYES: Councilmen- Murphy, Pinkerton. Snider, and 
Reid 

NOES: Councilmen- None , 

ABSENT: Councilmen - 0 l son 

ABSTENTIONS: Councilmen- None 

//;t.~, !JJ ~xc.A/ ___ _ 
ALICE M. RElMCRE;Cily Clerk 
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CllYCOUNCil 
~-~ . 
l VM. YN M. OlSON. M.yor :2ITY OF LODf~ 

. HlNR\ il\. CLAVI S. Jr. 
(tty M.ln<~&l!t 

JOHN R. (R~ndy) SNIDER All(( M R( IM(tf[ 
Ctt,.- Cl~rt.. M•vor Pro 1 .m~ 

ROBERT C. MURPHY 

JAMES W. PINICUTON. Jr. 

CITY HAll. 221 WEST PIN( STRUT 
rC>Sl OfFICE BOX 120 

lODI, CAUfORNIA 9S241 
(209) 334·5634 

RONAL{> ,\.\ S Tl IS 

fRED M. REID 

Mr. Timothy Hachman 
141 East Acacia Street 
Stockton. California 

Dear Tim:· 

City AUOtM>y 

Apr i1 10. 1984 

Enclosed herewith please find certified copies o.f Resolutions 
No. 84-039 and 84-042 inclusive perta inln~ to the todi Oownto\'ln 
Assessment District Reautif~catton project. 

Thank you so much f o,r all your- bel p i a thfs m-atter, and 1 f we 
can provide any further info.rrnation or if you have any further 
questions, please d·o not hesitate to call this office. 

AMR:jj 
Enc. 

Very truly yours, 

, . 1~.1 1 

ilii.t:.. 7h. f/<;;"XCfJ 
Alice M. Reimcbe 
City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 84-.Q40 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF Tlf'E CITY OF 
LODJ, CALIFOR NtA 

A RESOLUTION A\\'ARDING CONTRACT 

LODI UNITED DOWNTOWN ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT 

RESQLVED, by the City Council ol the City ol Lodi, California, that 

WHEREAS, on February 22, 1984, said Council adopted its Resolution No. 

84-17, A Resolution of Intention to Acquire and/or Const:-uet Improvements, to order the 

acquisition and/or construction of public improvements, as more particularly described fn 

said Resolution, and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Notice Inviting IUds duly giver. and published by the 

City Clerk ol said City, the City Clerk did fn open session on the 22nd day of March, 1984. 

publicly open, examine and decliU"e aU seated proposals or bids for the work to !H! done and 

Improvements to be made, as described and specified in R~luUon of Intention; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, as follews: 

1. Tllat said Council hereby rejects ail ef said proposals er bids, except that 

hereinafter mentioned, and hereby awards the contract for doing the work and 

Improvements and furnishing the materials, supplies and equipment necessary therefor to 

the lowest responsible bidder, te wit: 

CLAUDE C. WOO~ COMPANY 

at the unit prices named in saJd bid. 

2. That the Mayer of said Clty is hereby authorized to make and enter into a 

written cenlr~tet with Mid successful bidder and to receive and approve aU bonds in 

connection t~~eewlth, and the City Clerk o! :-aid City is hereby directed to attest his 

signature and atrix thereto the oftieial seal ot said City. 

DATED: April4, 1984. 

I, ALICE M. REIMCHE, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby certify that 

ReseluUon No. 84- 040 was passed and adopted at a regular meeting et the City Council 

ot the City of Lodi, held April 4, 1984, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmen- Murphy, Pinkerten, Snider. and 
Reid 

I 

NOES: Councilmen- None 

ABSENT: Councnmen- 01 son 

ABSTENTIONS: Coun~i!:nen - None 
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CllY COUNCIL 

IVUYN M OLSON. M•ror 
JOHN R. (R&IIdy) SNIDER 

~ITY OF LOD~~ 
HlNR~i A "CLAV(S;Jt 

City M"n.Ji'f't 

All({ M R[IMCH£ 
M•vor Pro T flllpore (II~ Clt'tl.. 

ROBERT C. MURPHY 

JAMFS W. PINKlRTON. Jr 
fRED M. REID 

CITY tiAU. 221 WEST PINE STRUT 
POST OffiCE BOX }20 

LOOI. CAliFORNIA 95241 
(209) 314·5634 

RONALD:»\ STUN 

Mr. Timothy Hachman 
141 East Aca-c fa Street 
Stockton, California 

Dear Tim: 

City Attornf'y 

April 10. 1984 

Enclosed berewith please find certified. copies of Resolutio~s 
No. 84-039 and 84-042 inclusive pertaining ta the Lodi eownto\'ln 
Assessment District Beautificatfo~ project. 

Thank you so much for all your help in this matter, and if we 
can provide any further information or if you have any further 
questians, please d·o not hesitate to call thls Gffiee. 

AMR:jj 
Enc. 

Very truly yours, 

, ... ~ l'.i 1 
tJ.;;.c~ lh · ~~;,'7<C/~ 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 8.4-0.41 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LODI, CALIFOR N lA 

A RESOLUTION AWARDING SALE OF BONDS 

LODI UNITED DOWNTOWN ASSESSMENT DlSTlUCT 
BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT 

RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Lodi, California, that 

WHEltEAS, this Council has received a preposal to purchase bonds to be issued 

to ~present unpaid assessments levied in the proceedings under ReSQluUon No. 84-17, A 

Resolution or Intention to Acquire and/or Construct lmpr.ovements, adr:rpted bY said 

Council vn February 22, 1 984, tor the acquisition and/or constructioJt er public 

improvements, as more particularly described in said ResolutioA; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED as follows: 

1. That upon consummation or special assessment disbic·t procee:dittgs said 

bends be, and they are hereby ordered sold to WULFF, HANSEN & CO., San Frant!isco, 

Calitornia, said sale to be subject to all the terms and conditions set forth f.n said 

accepted proposal, and that the interest rate or said bonds be, and the same Is hereby 

fixed at the rate stated in said proposal. 

2. That the Director of Flnance be, and he is het'eby directed to have sa,fd 

bonds printed, and that the same be signed, sealed and deUvered to said purchaser upon 

receipt or the amount therefor, In accordance with the terms and conditions contained in 

said proposal and the proceedings held pursuant to said Resolution and any amendments 

thergto. 

DATED: AprH 4, 1984 • 

.l, ALICE M. REIMCHR, City Clerk of the City of LocH, do hereby certify that 

Resolution No. 8·4- 04 1 w,as passed and adopted at a regular meeUng of the City Council 

of the City of Lodi, held April 4, 1984, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmen- Murphy. Pinkerton. Snider, and 
Reid 

NOES: Councilmen- None 

ABSENT: Councilmen - 01 son 

ABSTENTIONS: Councilmen - Non :~ 
I 

AL C ~M. REIM C~Cit}'Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL 

EVUYN M. OLSON, Mayor 

JOHN R. (Rand\') SNIDER 
M.ayor ProT ~mpo~ 

ROBERT C. MURPHY 

)MUS W. PINKERTON, Jr. 
FRED M. RE 10 

~ITY OF LODJ!I-
CITY HAlt,. 121 WEST PIN£ STRUT 

POs-T OFfiC£ BOX l20 
LOOI, CAUFORNIA 95'241 

(209) 334-5634 

April 10,. 1984 

Mr. Timothy Hachman 
141 East Acacia Street 
Stockton,· California 

Dear Tim:. 

tUXRY /\. ClAVl S. Jr. 
· Citv MafQe~r 

AliCE M R( tMCHE 
Cat~ Cl~rlr. 

RONAlD M SU IS 
Caty Attorn*V 

Enclosed herewith please find certift~d copies of Resolutions 
No. 84-039 and 84-042 incl u.sive pertaining to the le~tt t>ownto\.,n 
Assessment District Beautification JH"eJect. 

Thank you so much for all yeur help in Uds matter, and if we 
can provide any further infGrmati'o-n or if you have any further 
questions, please do not hesitate to call this office. 

AMR: jj 
Enc. 

Very truly yeurs, 

,_ "-f.. /? j 
ilti.tJ ... //} . ~~;"JC<_--...f.J 

Alice M. R~imche 
City Clerk 

• 



) RESOLUTION NO. 84-042 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LODJ, CALIFORNIA 

A RESOLUTION DETERMINING CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
ADOPTING ENGINEER'S REPORT, AS AMENDED, CONFIRMING 

ASSESSMENT, AND ORDERING THE WORK AND IMPROVEMENTS 

LODI UNITED DOWNTOWN ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT 

RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Lo<H, California, that 

WHEREAS, on February 22, 1984, said Council adopted its Resolution No. 

84-17, A Resolution of Intention to Acquire and/or Construct Improvements, declaring 

that thE> public interest, convenience and necessity required, and that i-t intended to order, 

the acquisition and/or construction of certain public improvements, as more particularly 

described In said Resolution, and ref erred the proposed improvements to the Engineer of 

Work of said City, he being the officer having charge and control of the acquisitions and 

Improvements In and for said City of the kind described in said Resolution, and being a 

competent person employed IJy said City for that purpose; 

WHEREAS, said Council thereby directed said Engineer or Work tG make and 

file with the City Clerk of said City a report in writing in accordance with and pursuant 

to the provisions of the Municipal Improvement Act of 1913, Division 12 of the Streets 

and Highways Code; 

WUEREAS, said report was duly made and flied with the City Clerk of said City 

whereupon the Clerk presented it to said Council for considerat-ion; 

WHEREAS, said Council thereupon duly considered said report and each and 

every part thereof, and found that it contained all the matters and things called for by the 

aforesaid provi-sions Gf said Code, including (1) maps and descriptions of lands and 

easements, and a general description of the works or appliances to be acquired, (2) plans 

and specifi-cations of the proposed improvements to be made, (3)esUmate of costs, 

(4)diagram of district, and (S)an assessment according to ~neflts, all of whtchwas done 

in the form and manner required by said Act; 

WHEREAS, said Council found that said report and each and every part thereof 

was sufficient in every particular and determined that it should stand as the report for all 

subsequent proceedings under said Code and Resolution of Intention, whereupon said 

Council pursur..lllt to the requirements of said Code, appointed Wednesday, the 4th day or 

April, 1984, 11t 8:00 P.M. of said ~ay in the regular meeting place of said Council, Council 

Chambers, LocU, California, as the time and place for hearing protests in relation to said: 

proposed acquisitions and/or improvements, and directed the Clerk of said City to give 

notice of said hearing as required by said Act; 

WHERE '.S, it appears that notice of said he&.ring was duly and regularly malled, 

posted and published in the time, form and man';,er required by said Act, as evidenced by 

the declnraUons on file with said City Clerk, wh~reupon Sl\id hearing was duly and 

regularly held at the time and place advertised in said notice; 
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WHEREAS, 13 persons interested, objecting to said acquisitions and/or 

Improvements, or to the extent of the assessment district, or to the proposed assessment 

a diagram, or to the maps and descriptions, or to the grades at which. said work will be 

donf'.., or to the Engineer's estimate of the costs and expenses thereof, filed written 

prot~ts with the Clerk of said City at or before the time set for said hearing, and all 

persons interested desiring to be heard were given an opportunity to be heard, and all 

matters and thl~ pertaining to said acquisitions and/or Improvements were fully heard 

and considered by said Council; 

NOW, THEREFORE, said Council does hereby find, determine and order as 

follows: 

1. That the owners of one-hall of the area of the property to be assessed for the 

cost of said project did not at or prior to the time fixed for said hearing, file written 

protests against the said acquisitions and/or improvements, or as to the Engineer's 

estimate ot costs and expenses or said project, or against the maps and descriptions, or 

against the grades at which said work is proposed to be done, or ag&inst the diagram and 

assessment to pay for the costs and expenses thereof. 

2. That any and all protests made either to the questions of the public Interest, 

convenience and necessity of making said acquisitions and/or improvements under said 

Resolution, or t"o said proposed acquisitions and/or improvements, or the grades to which 

said work Is proposed to be done, or to the extent of the assessment district, or the maps 

and descriptions, or the amounts ot the several assessments, and al11 persons desiring to be 

heard in relation to any of said matters, whether as protestants or otherwise, have been 

fully heard and considered, and said protests are hereby overruled:. 

3. That the public interest, convenience and necessity require the acqui'.dtlons 

and/or Improvements In the manner proposed, and Division 4 of the Streets and Highways 

Code of the State of California shall not apply • 

.c. That the district benefited by said acquisitioos and/or lmprove~ents and to 

be assessed to pay the costs and expenses thereof, and the exterior boundaries thereof, Is 

the district described in said Resolution. 

5. That the Engineer's estimate or the itemized and total costs and expenses of 

said acquisitions and/or Improvements, and or the incidental expenses In connection 

therewith, contained In said report, as amended, be, and it is heret>y finally adopted and 

approved as the Engineer's total and detailed estimate of the costs and expenses c,f said 

acquisitions and/or Improvements. 

6. That the plans and specifications for the proposed improvements, contained' 

In said report, es amended, be, and they are hereby finally adopted and approved as the 

plans and specifications to which said work shall be done as called Cor In said ResoluU&n. 

?. T·hat the maps and descriptions o! the lands and easements to be acquired, as 

contained in said report, as amended, be, and the same are hereby approved and confirmed. 
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8. That the public interest, convenience and necessity requirE', and said Council 

does hereby order the acquisitions and/or improvement~ to be madE' as described in and In 

accordance with said Resolution, on file in the office of the City Clerk of said City, 

reference to which Is hereby made for a more particular description of said acquisitions 

and/or improvements and for further particulars, pursuant to the provisions of said Act. 

9. That the diagram showing the assessment district referred to and described In 

said Resolution, and also the boundaries and dimensions of the respective su~lvisions ·of 

land within said district as the same existed at the time of the passage of said Resolution, 

each or which subdivisions have been given a separate number upon said diagram, as 

eontained in said report, as amended, be, nnd it is hereby finally approved and confirmed 

as the diagram of the properties to be assessed to pay the costs and expenses of said 

acquisitions and improvements. 

1 o. That the assessment of the total amount of costs and expenses of the proposed 

acquisitions and/or Improvements, upon the several subdivisions of land in said assessment 

district in proportion to the estimated benefits to be received by sa,fd subdivisions, 

respectively, from said acquisitions and improvements, and of the expenses incidental 

thereto, as contained in said report, as amended, be, and the same Is hereby finally 

approved and confirmed as the assessment to pay the costs and expenses of said 

Improvements. . 

11. That the Engineer's Report, as amended, be, and the same is hereby fin!lliY 

approved and confirmed as a whole. 

12. That the Clerk of said City shall forthwith deliver to the Director aC Public 

Works ar said City the said assessment together with the diagram thereto attached and 

made a part thereof, as confirmed by this Cauncil, with his certificate or such 

confirmation thereto attached and of the date thereof; and that said Dlrectar af Public 

Works shall record said diagram and assessment in his arfice in a suitable book tabe kept 

tar that purpose, and shall append thereta his certificate af the date at such recarding, 

and such recordatian shall be and constitute the assessment roll herein. 

13. After the recording ~r the assessment and diagram in the affice af the Direetar 

of Public Warks, the City Clerk af said City shall execute and recard a natice at 
assessment in the office at the County Recarder in substantially the form provided in 

Section 3114 af the Streets and Highways Code. 

14. The City Clerk of said City shall file in the affice af the County Reearders a 

copy of the assessment diagram. The County Recorder shall endarse on the eapy af the 

assessment diagram filed with him the time and date at llling and shall fasten the same , 

securely in the Book of Maps of Assessment Citys in which he is obliga,ted ta keep 

boundary maps or assessment districts and shall index such assessment diagram by the 

name of the district canducting the proceedings and by reference ta page at the book of 

maps of assessment districts in which the boundary map of said assessment district was 

filed in said book. 
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15. That said Director of Public Works, upon the recording of said diagram and 

essessment, shall mall to each owner of real property within the assessment district, at 

Ills l ut known address as the same appears on the tax rolls of the City or on file in the 

cffice of the City Clerk, or to both addresses, if S3id address Is not the same, or to 

seneral delivery when no address so appears, a statement containing a designation by 

street number or other description of the property assessed sufficient to enable the owner 

to Identify the same, the amount or the assessment, the date of recordation of satd 

assessment, the time and place of payment thereof, the effect of failure to pay within 

such time, and a statement of the fact that bonds will be Issued upon the unpa,fd 

essessments In the manner provided in Improvement Bond Act of 1915, Division 10 of the 

Streets and Highways Code, and that the applicable provisions of Part U.l of said Act 

providing sn alternative procedure for the advance payment of assessments and the 

calling of bonds, shall apply. The last installment of such bonds shan mature not to 

exceed fourteen (14) years from the second day of July next sueceedfng ten CIO) months 

from their date, principal and interest to be reasonably amortized, the proceeds of said 

bonds to be invested and Interest thereon paid into the redemption fund or said bonds. 

16. That the Director of Public Works shall also cause Notice to Pay Assessments 

to be published once a week for two successive weeks In the Lodi News-sentinel, a 

newspaper publishc'!d and circulated in said City, that said assessment has been recorded, . 
that all sums assessed thereon are due and payable Immediately; that the payment of said 

sums Is to be made within thirty (:30) days after the date of recording said assessmen,t, 

which date shall be stated in said notice, and of the fact that bonds will be issued upon 

unpaid assessments as above provided. 

DATED: April 4, 1984. 

J, ALICE M. REJMCHE, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby cert-Ify that 

Resolution No. 84-~ was passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council 

of the City oC Lodi, held April 4, 1984, by the following vote: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTENTIONS: 

Councilmen- Murphy, Pinkerton, Snider, and 
Reid 

Councilmen- None 

Councilmen- 01 son 

Councilmen - None 

-4-
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GITY COUNCil e e HlNRY A. ClAV£S. If. 

lV(l YN M. OlSON, M.yor 
JOHN.R. (Randy) SNIDER CITY OF LODI 

City~naeer 

ALICE M. IU IMCHE 
~VOl Pro lempore City Cl~r\ 

ROBERT C. ltwiURPHY 

JAMES W. PI~ICUTON. Jr. 
FR£DM. RUD 

CtTY HAll. 221 WIST PIN£ STRUT 
POST OFFICE BOX 120 

tOOl. CALIFORNIA 9S241 
(209) ll+S6)4 

RONALD M STUN 

Hr. Timothy Hachman 
141 East Acacia Street 
Stockton, California 

Dear Tim: 

City A:t~nn 

April 10, 1984 

Enclosed herewith please find certified eopfes of Resolutiens 
No. 84-039 and 84-042 inclusive pertaining to the lodi Downtown 
Assessment District Beautification project. 

Thank you so much for all your h~lp in this matt~r. and if we 
can provide any further infermatfon er if yo.u have any further 
questions. please do net hesitate te call this office. 

AMR:jj 
Enc. 

Very truly yours. 

,. "--1.. ./.1 1 
JLic'-- tn /)i;:"'U"J.c--· 

Alice K. Refmche 
City Clerk 
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LODI UNITED DOWNTOWN ASSESSHENT DISTRICT BEAUTIFICATION PROJECT 
Bid Tabulation Bids Op•n•d 3'22/84 

ArchitKt's Estiutt CIIUdt C. load Co. Tttclllrt l Son 
Jtn lo. hKripUDII Unit Quutity Unit Pritt Tot Prin Uti t ,. Toht Pr Utit Pr Total Pr 

--------------------------------·~-------------------------------------------------------------··---
JattriKtiDIII II Dttliltd 

I Locust/Scllool lu_, Sue 9244.00 9244.00 8892.00 sm.oo 12650.00 12650.00 

" Ela/Scltool lutp Sua 28880.00 28880.00 34-130.00 34130.00 40480.00 40480.00 
c Pint/School Lu1p Sue ~791.00 ~791.00 34834.00 34834.00 40480.00 40480.00 

• DI.,Scllool lutp .:VI 29713.00 29713.00 33903.00 33903.00 37~.00 37950.00 
t Mil nat/School luep Sue 30068.00 30068.00 36429.00 36429.00 43010.00 43010.00 
f lDdi /School lulp Su1 1009t.OO 10094.00 esn.oo 8844.00 ·40480.00 40480.00 
9 Pint/Oiurch Lu1p Su1 28128.00 28128.00 35350.00 m5o.oo 12~.00 12650.00 
II ltlt ont-h•lf of Slcrlltftto/ luep Sue 12081.00 12081.00 20864 .. 00 20864.00 ~300.00 25300.00 

Piat, incl. ont CB l Cl& 
rtpl f • cor. 

2 Scbool St. ~lliY Eltnacn 
I 2 Alltrs bhHI locustl£1• tulip Sue :5:576.00 5576.00 9193.00 9193.00 6600.00 66<'0.00 
b 2 Alleys bt .. Ela/Pilt lutp Su1 5576.00 ~76.00 9312.00 9312.00 5500.00 ~.00 
c I Alley bt• Piat/Oil Lu1p Sua 2788.00 2788.00 4708.00 4708.00 2640.00 2MO.OO 

• I Allty btwa O.t/lilnut lulp Su1 2788.00 2788.00 4707.00 4707.00 4180.00 UIO.OO 

' 2 Alltys bt.n M1lnut/lodi luap Sua 5516.00 5576.00 9420.00 9420.00 3080.00 3080.00 

3 Stripiaq luep Su1 10428.85 10428.85 6457.00 6457.00 6000.00 6000.00 

4 b11dsnpin9 • Zrriv•tion 

' SIIICut .,. trNWlll 1/rn EA 334 74.30 24816.20 42.00 14028.00 22.50 7515.00 

• Fur. l lnst. trHWtll fraH 
a/brid pntrs EA 287 138.40 39720.80 110.00 31570.00 135.00 38745.00 

c Fur. ' lnst. 15 911. trHs EA 3'17 113.45 45039.65 67.20 26678.40 60.00 23820.00 

• Pror ' Inst. C 1 trtt 9r1tt 
on School St. EA '15 ~.80 33896.00 261.71 24862.45 205.00 19475.00 

' Fur. • Inst. lrri91Uon Sys 
in phnhrs I inhntet. EA 22 715.55 15962.10 300.00 6600.00 682.00 15004.00 

f Fur. l Inst. l~adsclpint 
coeplttt t httrsKtions EA 22 506.70 11147.40 240.00 5280.00 409.00 8998.00 

9 Fur. l Inst. lrrif.tUon Sys 
t Arch • Eut Stdt 
SICriMnto St. luap Sui 11000.00 11000.00 4800.00 4800.00 13500.00 IJSOO.OO 

~ Fur. l Inst. L111dK1pin9 
coepl Itt I Arch • Eut 
Sidt S1crutnto Strnt Lu1p Sui 14000.00 14000.00 l'm.oo 29356.00 22500.00 moo.oo 

5 Trlffic Sign1l lashlhtion 
I Pint/School tuap Sua 20000.00 20000.00 25654.00 25654.00 25000.00 2SOOO.OO 
b Pin!/SICrllftllD Lu1p Sua 24000.00 24000.00 31944.00 31944.00 30000.00 30000.00 

6 Arch l.,rovntnts 

• Arc~ ~rctlittetur.t itprov's 
!ut ont-hll f lut~p Su• 55600.00 55600.00 35932.00 35932.00 53000.00 53000.00 

7 JlhetlliDIOUI StrHt ltprov's 
I R01111y EJc•v•tion CY 707 &.00 4242.00 20.00 14140.00 21.00 14847.00 
b C.,Kt Oritinl'l &round SF 14688 0.20 2937.60 0.18 2643.84 0.30 4406.40 
c Conr~ttt Subgrldt Coap1ct. SF 9484 0.80 7587.t0 0.44 4172.'16 0.40 3793.60 

• Aqgrtqltt Jilt T 359 12.00 4308.00 18.89 6781.51 17.00 6103.00 
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Asphl t Concrttt 
Ytrtiul Curb • &utttr 
Sidt~~lt incl. trtt wtll 

T 
IJ 

475 
632 

38.00 18050.00 
l4o00 8848.00 

.I., 20841.75 
10.68 6749.76 

39.00 185~.00 

10.00 6~.00 

optt~ings Sf tl7J2 4.00 46848.00 2.10 24~9~.20 1.68 1967-6.16 
II Colwchl Drivtoy • &. Sf 1977 5.00 9885.00 2.64 ~219:,28 2.65 52~'9.~ 

Strttt Si9n Post EA l 80.00 80.00 200.00 200.00 100.00 IH.OO 
j Sidt Jnltt Cllclt Juin EA 1 500.00 500.00 3300.00 3300.-00 500.00 »0.00 
t 12' Store Dnin lf 719 40.00 28760.00 l6.n 265.,.81 li.OO 27321.00 
1 48' Jt.Molt EA ~ 1000.00 4000.00 HSl-.70 4606.80 1400.00 56&1>.00 
1 Exunti011 S•ftty luap Sua 1494.20 1494.20 100.00 100.00 1500.00 1~.00 
• Slurry St•l SF 217200 0.05 10860,00 0,08 17376.00 .075 16~.00 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ltw Tot1l1 
~tohl Itus 1,2,3, .. -f 3nl14.00 366061.85 3945$7.00 3~7.00 

fDiltricU 
~tot•l Jttts 4q-b,5,6,7 

(City) 

273000.00 265014.91 2142n.21 274222.21 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------
TOTAl 

Alt. ~. 1 Alttrn•tt phnttr 
dthi I, tohl 22 

AJ t. h. 2 t.Jst lr011 trtt 9'. 
in litu of brid 
tohl 36! 

District Tot1l w/Alt l 

Distritt Tot•l w/Alt 2 

District Tohl w/both Alt's 

650314.00 6~1076.76 

20000.00 

69270.00 

386061.85 

668779.21 660779.21 

0.00 o.oo 

42'400.00 42400.00 

394~7 .00 ~7 .oo 

436957.00 42m7. 00 

43:6951. 00 428957. 00 

Dtduct 
fr Jttt l ·8000,00 



• 

• 

< e < e .. . 

. . 
Aq 0/n/ ~i t:R.t~~DMf~tv~~>i~f\~~~·. 

crfr~ ~~ ~~: tc ~~ ~ t:f>~ h, (_\~ 

~1-~r-~t~~ c~~ 
tv ~ Uut.. -~ £LV..:t,~ .. 

L.V;.. ~t ~ t~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

d.. ~~ t, ~t to tr---- '%.. 

~ -~~ ~~"\. 'i~.~ 
~ ~ ·cf~.J.;~ t~d~ ~ 
~ l,t C..,Jl'iL~. 

. ,('. . . "' 

~~ 
:J~ ef; Hc-..li. ~. 

D~ ~cx.L. ~ ~ ~ <vu..t 
04)-03~-01 
011:3- (}'"3~- (J "L.. 



0 

SENIOR C~ .aZENS CLUB OF LODI. INC. 
113 Nord\ School StrHt 

Lodi. California 95240 
(209) 369-9790. ~ . .'.:! ·. t :: :_ 

Lodi, C·al,i! ... ": ..... 
March 29 ;· 1.984·:lt1 r:; .t f: 5 

·' ( ,,-. ~~ 1 
""' '· • • • - • f r• 

•\ . ~·· I . . • •· 'f . 

Lodi Uni t~d Downtown Assessment'~hl~~.t~.i~i~i\-. "·· 
Beautifiaction Project · · · 
City or Lodi 
c/o Alice M. Reimche, City Clerk 
City Hall 
221 w. Pine 
Lodi, Calif. 95240 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Beautifica.tion Project 
City of Lodi 

· County Assessors Parcel 
No. 043-024-07 
Assessment No. 65 

We, the Senior Citizens Club of Lodi, Ine.; a non
profit organization, exempt from State and l''ederal 
tax, hereby request exemption from assessment Ne. 65 
!or the beautification project of Lodi. 

We have nothing to sell for profit and will receive 
no monetary advantage from this project. " 

mb/OP 
c. c. 

Jours .lle~~ujY ~ 
~id~dent 
Lodi Senior Citizens Club 
113 No. School St. 
Lodi, Calif. 95240 

l 

J 

f 

' ' 

I I 

I 

i 



.. UoJuiy Quick p,;,L;f _______ (_0.:::::;· __ T_eJ_cph_on __ e<_z09_) J_68-86_r7 

S WEST ElM lODI, CAUFORNlA 95240 

) 

March 28, 1984 

Alice M. Reimche, 

(,'ity Clerk, 

221 W. Pine 
Lodi, California 95240 

Dear Alice 

"'·_ ... : ~· .. .............. 

.r:n 

. .. -
\•• '~ . .. ., ' 

.!.~1p~·~ ~:.: <:.;;.::: 
_.: . . . . -· , ... 

I ~ ~ •. 

~ owner of property Parcel G43-026-16. Assessment Lot Number 139, 5 • 7 · Wt>St Elm, 

~ in the concept study, Lodi Downtown Improvement Plan. 

I protest and go on record aga;nst this concept of improvements and assessments of 

pn-.perty involved in this beautification proj<.·d for the city of Lodi. 

There have been many changes in the assessment figures and fonnuJa. since the original 

figures. especially relative to Zone 3. Especially in the enormous increase in the ar.ooWlt 

of our assess men t.s. 

I demand a complete re-contact and confirmation of all signatures and on aU the 

petitions with the final accrued assessment rtgUreS. 

Since all this gerrymandering hu taken place subsequent to the original, this plan is 
insumdent and inequitable to accomplish the results fer which it was intended. 

I challenge the formula that 14.!ts Zone 3 so high and the lowering of Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

A Complete Une of Quality Offxt Print ina 



~ . ( ' 

0 
H-:c~=·· .. ··o'dd iellows Hall Association of Lodi 

,,. 'L " · I~ 'I C' "• ~ t , ... O. BOX '24 
L;: • ..... \ L oJ :.. : • u LDDt, ·=· CALtroRNtA 

ILl·"';:,. ~-- .. ··::: 
I, . .,., - a • · - '• · - • ._ r-!T" .... --.. 

•-• J V--'..:.id\ c:·· ... ! -.; 

j(J JL.V 1J/ (t/~Jfl . 

ru /t11 14v.{pv i {/1[1 ~~ 54 

-f..u.D. 1. o. o. r /)t~;_iA, a .-~o/-v-~ ~-t-1/V p~d'J1 u 

/lu tJ-4-M.<}.ml/.rf r--/ ~- F'!J<·tlt; ju tU t-~-~u~ 
I~ Pl1 ~ _f;e tClL~'flt p _,c;-~.,4-t·lt.V)-4 dti:M./¢. 

rt,,£!t- N-f-tl'fJA- t/i..._t- tk< J.du~t .f.c tl t~-li4 ~/t-tt'-n t:~-ttt'ltt--

t<VJJI,.(Il.4bi.L )o.-t 1~~Utl tF All?"'-""~ /wndj ~'J't 

ID ru.~l~1tl~ ./Awo 'l' ~A.Ltr>11A. 
~~ (f"'-"tf· . 
!J" a! )Jv.Jt 

' . 

(hu/&IJI)tr r£ llatl tW4-0~ 

• 



LJ 

\ 

• 



.. 

. ., 

·-----------· 
( ~ ( 

iofetDdt ~ah1..1J.S?··:. 
ICE CREAM AND MILK ' \ ·.. •' ~. -· 

. • • •• .. ,, ~ •• r.· • • • r. ~ 
aat ltouTM BACilAM&NTO STitUT • a••~tla~ ll r.-1 ',• ~·C 

LODI. CALIFORNIA .5240 _ -. t ,. ,... . . . .7! . ' .•• 
:.. \,.··· i'l. . ·'· '·'":-

r-~arcb 22, 1984 · {l: ·•· i : . .'~nr~ 
' . . I ..... 
·' .. ·. 

"LICf4' ... P.T"l''"'~!.,.. Cit Cl · ' ~~ .... ''• ., ..... •. ..., . .a.;., y erK 
City Hall, I1odi, CA. 95240 

As O\·mer of property Parcel No. Ql~)-046-11, 221 s. Sacramento 
Street and Parcel ~~o. 043-046-12, 2:~g s. Sacramento S~reet in 
the Concept Study, Lodi Downtm"n I~~rovemcnt Plan --

I protest and go on record againnt t~is concept of improve
ments and assessments o£ property involved in this neauti
ricntion Project for the City of Lodi. 

There have been man,y chanp,es in the ossessoer.t fi[-ures and 
formula since the original figure, eopeciall~ relative to 
Zone 3. 

I demand a complete re-contact and confirmation of all 
signatures on all the petitions l-tith the final accrued 
assessment figures. 

Since all t1Jis gerrymandering has taken place subsequent to 
the original, this plon is insuffient ond inequitable .to 
accomplish the results for which it w~s intended. 

I challenge the formula that sets Zone 3 so high and 
zone 1 lower. 

res~ectfully submitted, 

(';. E. BL~~·'I:TT 
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