
STAWS REJUU 
rn SANITARY CITY 
DlSIUiAl. CU.lPANY 
ll'-C. HATh 

I ~<;E Rfi' rl:Sr 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
AUGUST 1. 1984 

Assistnnt Ci tv l\\magcr Gh~tU\ gave a brief status report on 
the Snni tnry City Disposnl ~y. Inc., rate increase 
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Hay 11, 1984 

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Coancil 
City of Lodi - City Hall 
221 West Pine Street 
Lodi, California 95240 

Council Members: 

With regard to the Franchise Contract aatter set forth on the 
City Council agenda on May 16, 1984, I would like to SUilllarize the 
basic principlea to be discussed aa follows: 

Sanitary City Disposal Coapany r..nd 1 ·:.a aubaid iary coapaniea 
Ca·l ifornia "'aate llemo•al Syateaa a~ad Sanco Diapoaal Collpany are 
proYiding solid vaste collection and recovery aerYicea for the City of 
Lodi and the northern San Joaquin County area. 

The Lodi co11munity, of course, is the largest co~tributor of 
solid vaate, generating 85% of the total •oluae of the northern San 
Joaquin County area. As a result, our operation is centered around 
fulfilling the solid waste collection and recovery needs of the Lodi 
cnamunity. In ord~r to fulfill these needs, long-tera planning is 
required for both operational and financial planning. 

Hove•er, our current agreement vith the City of Lodi concludes in 
Jun~ of 1989. Consequently, this has ha•pered our ability to 
establiilh a long-t!!ra financial plan to aeet the ongoing equipaent 
needs. Therefore, Sanitary City Disposal Coapany is requeatina the 
City of Lodi to extend the tera of the agreeaent between the City of 
L.odi and SaAitary City Disposal Company to the year 1994, vith an 
option to the year 1999. 

In looking at the needa of Sanitary Cit)' Disposal Coapany in 
teras of ita ability to plan on a long-tera baaia, you auat recognize 
a •ajar problea in ita ability to acquire adequate financing. Aa you 
knov, solid waste collection requiroa the use of highly a.echanized 
equipaent of substantial coat. The efficiency and leYel of service in 
ita operation ia directly effected by the condition of ita equipaent. 
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The average life of well-maintained equipment is approximately seven 
years. Consequently, it is necessary for Sanitary City Disposal 
Company to replace equipaent throughout its contract vtth the City. 
The problem of financing this equipment exists because amortization 
schedules for this type of equipment are based on life of five to 
seven years. Financial institutions look to the ongoin~ capabilities 
of our business when we seek financing. When v~ approach later years 
in our agreement with the City, financial instituti~ns question our 
abilty tc meet pay-back schedules due to the termination date of the 
contract. 

In short, the contract termination date superced~s amortization 
schedules for the financ1ng of our tranafer station/resource rec:cling 
facility as well as repla~ement equipment. The~efore, in order to 
facilitate our present and future finan.cial obligations at the moat 
favorable possible rate, it is o~r request that the tera of the 
contract be extended to meet our amortization sche4ulea. 

In September, 1980, Sanitary City Disposal CompBny caae before 
the C~ty Council with a ai•ilar request for a contract extension. 
That request vas not granted based upon the following reasons: 

"1. A transfer station has not been built and 
theiefore, any savings are only speculative 
at this time. 

2. Until such time es a transfer station is in 
operation, we do not know the effects on refuse 
collection service levels or the actual usage 
of such a facility by the public. 

3. Financing of the transfer station has already 
been obtained and Hr. Vaccarezza is moving 
forvdrd with construction. 

4. The present contract is less than 2 years old 
and it is absolutely premature to consider any 
modifications of that contract." 

Despite that d~cision, Sanitary City Disposal Company •oved 
forward to assuae a 20-year financial obligation to build a $1.5 
million transfer station/reaourc• recycll~g facility open to the 
general public. The facility optned to the general public on August 
20, 1981, and has continuously op,,rated seven days d week ever since. 

The net result to Sanitary City Disposal Coapany and the City of 
Lodi has been a substantial reduction in the cost of labor, fuel, 
repair and •aintenance as they relate to our solid waste collection 
ayate•. · 
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More significant, hoveYer, ia the broad use of the facility by 
the general public. In 1983, oYer 17,000 people used the transfer 
atatio~ facility aa opposed to making the 22-mile round trip to the 
Harney Lane Sanitary Landfill. Some of the benefits realized by the 
coa•unit: in 1983 include: 

1. A reduction of 391,000 miles of traYel on city 
and county roads. 

2. $90,000 in aYoided transoortation costs haYe 
been realized by the gen~ral public (based 
upon $.20 per •ile). 

3. A sig~ificant reduction in the enYironaental 
air pollution produced by the preYioualy 
travele~ distance. 

4. Reduced litter and roadside duaping. 

5. Di•inished effect upon traffic conditions 
to and froa the Harney Lane Landfill. 

Further•ore, through Sanitary City Disposftl Coapany'a insight to 
incorpornte into the syste111 a buy-back recycling prograa and an 
intensive resource recovery progra•, we have bee~ able to further 
enhance public and environ•ental well being. In 1983, 10,000 
custoaers •ade use of the resource recovery/recycling progr"aa 
resultina in benefits to the coaaunity which include: 

1. The generation of revenue in exce:ss of $100,000 
paid out to co••unity youth pr"og!'aas, service 
clubs, local businesses and private individuals. 

2. The recycling of over 5,000 tons of •aterial 
back into the product manufacturing cycle. This 
in turn conserves valuable natural !'esources 
as well as the a4ditional energy required to 
produce the equivalent products froa virgin 
resources. 

3. The avoided cost in excess of $50,000 for 
the collection and transportation of these 
uterials. 

4. The avoided cost of landfill disposal in 
excess of $25,000 realize~ by the citizens 
of Lodi and San Joaquin County. 

5. The conservation of valuable agricultural 
land, resulting fro• the reduced land 
apace required. 
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The departments within the City of Lodi have also realized the 
rewards of our collection. transfer and recovery efforts. In 1983, 
the City of Lodi entered into a fiv~ ye•r agreeaent with Sa,.itary City 
Disposal Company to divert, at no charae to the City, over 7,000 tons 
of leaf collection material out of the landfill and into our resource 
recovery prograa. In addition, the City of Lodi delivere4 to our 
facility, at no charge, 657 loads of solid waste veighing 2,262 tens. 
A conservative estimate (bused upon $.75 per mile) of the avoiri~d cost 
of labor and transportation of solid waste alone exceeds $10,000 1»er 
year. 

Sanitary City Disposal for the past three years has also 
provided, at no direct cost to the City of Lodi, $12,000 per year 
worth of collection services to city owned facilities throughout our 
COIIIIUnity. 

The long-rangtt plan,ning by Sanitary City Disposal in the 1960's 
&nd 1970's has beco11e the reality of the 1980's --~ a reality that 
benefits the entire community by providing it vith a cleaner, 
healthier and safer environment. 

It is, therefore, with the above thoughts in aind that I 11ake 
myself, as a representative of Sanitary City Disposal Coapany, readily 
available to the Council or lta Subcom11lttee for iaaediate reviev of 
this approval. 

Tour early consideration of the above proposal ill appreciated. 

DV/ch 

ccc Henry Glaves 
Jerry Glenn 

Respe,ct~ul J /1 
7 ' ' 
~ /; 

r~ ~~tc', _ 
David V ccarea~a L~ 
General Manager 
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CITY COUNCil. ll HfNR'¥ ~. ClAVlS, Jr. 

City M.an.agt'r 

WALTER KATNICH, M.ayur 

JAMfS A. M<CART'f. M.ayor Ptn lt'm 

RICHARD L HUGHl~ 

CITY OF LODI ~IICf M. RliMCJil 
C•ty Clc-r~ 

ROifRT C. MURPH'¥ 
Ul' HAll. :Z:ZI WlST PINI StRlll 

LOOI. CAliFO:tNIA ')5140 

(lOCh 1 l.J- 'ib.14 

RON~lO M. ~fUN 

IAMIS W. PINICIITON, Jr. 
City .o.uornt'y 

January 12, 1980 

Mr. Dave Vaccarezza 
Sanitary City Disposal Co. 
11G2 N. Cluff Avenue 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Dear Mr. Vacearezza: 

Following a report by Councilman Pinkerton regarding the recent 
meeting you had to consider Sanitary City Disposal Company's 
request for an extension of its franchise, Council concurred 
with the recommendation of its committee that the extensicn Rot 
be qranted for the following reasons: 

1. a transfer station has not been built and, therefore, 
a-ny savings are only speculative at this time 

2. until such time as a transfer station is in opera
tion, we do not know the effects on refuse collection 
service levels or the actual usage of such a facility 
by the public 

3. financing of the transfer station has ·llready been 
obtained and Mr. Vaccarezza is moving forward with 
construction 

4. the present contract is less than 2 years old and 
it is absolutely premature to consider any modi
fications of that cc•ntract 

Should you have any questions reqardin<j the Council's position 
on thi~ matter, please do not hesitate to call. 

ARrdq 

Very truly ~ours, 

I 
I • 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 
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Hay 14, 1984 

Honorable Mayor aRd Heabers of the City Council 
City of Lodl - City Hall 
221 West Pine Street 
Lodi, California 95240 

.... 

With regard to the Franchise Contract aatter set forth on the 
City Council agenda on Hay 16, 1984, I would like to suaaarize the 
basic principles to be discuseed as follows: 

Sanitary City Disposal Coapany and ita subsidiary co•paniea 
California Waste l'e•oval Syateaa and Santto Disposal Co•pany are 
providing solid wa~te collection and recovery services for the City of 
Lodi and the northern San Joaquin County area. 

The Lodi co•aunity, of course, is the largest contributor of 
solid vaate, generating 85% of the total volu•e of th~ northern San 
Joaquin County area. As a rdsult, our operation ia centered around 
fulfillina the solid vaate collection and recovery neeJ~ of the Lo~i 
co•aunity. In ord•r to fulfill these needs, long-ter• plannin3 is 
required for both operational and financial planning. 

However, our current agraeaent with the City of Lodi concludes in 
June of 1989. ~onaequently, this baa ha•pered our ability to 
e4tabliah a long-t•r• financial plan to meet the ongoing equipaent 
needs. Therefore, Sanitary City Disposal Co•pany la requeatlna the 
City of Lodi to extend the ter• of the agreeaent between the City of 
Lodi and Sanitary City Disposal Co•pany to the year 1994, with an 
option to the year 1999. 

In looking at the needs of Sanitary City Disposal Coapany in 
ter•a of ita ability to plan on a long-tera basis, you auat recog~ize 
a aajor problea in ita ability to acquire adequate financing. Aa you 
kGow, solid vaate collection requires the use of highly aechanized 
eq~ipaent of substantial cost. The efficiuncy and level of service in 
ita operation ia directly effected by the condition of ita equip•ent. 
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The average life of well-maintained equipaent is approximately aeven 
years. Consequently, it ia necessary for Sanitary City Disposal 
Company to replace equipment throughout ita contract vith the City. 
The problem of financing this equipment exists because amortization 
schedules for this type of equipment are baaed on life of fiYe to 
seven years. Financial institutions look to the ongoing capabilit~ea 
of our business vhen ve seek financing. When ve approach later years 
in our agreement vith the City, financial institutions question our 
abilty to meet pay-back schedules due to the termination date of the 
contract. 

In short, the contract teraination date supercede& amortization 
schedules for the financing of our transfer station/resource recycling 
facility as vell as repla~ement equipment. Ther•fore, in order to 
facilitate our present and future financial obligations at the moat 
favorable possible rate, it ts our request that the tera of the 
contract be extended to meet our amortization schedules. 

In September, 1980, Sanitary City Disposal Company caae before 
the City Council vith a siailar request for a contract extension. 
That request vas not granted baaed upon the following reasons: 

"1. A. transfer station has not been built and 
therefore, any savings are only speculative 
at this time. 

2. Until such tJge as a transfer station is in 
operation, ve do not knov the effects on refuse 
collection service levels or the actual uaaae 
of such a facility by the public. 

3. Financing of the transfer station has already 
been obtained dnd Hr. Vaccarezza is aoving 
forward vtth construction. 

4. The present contract is leas. than 2 years old 
and it is absolutely premature to consider any 
modifications of that contract." 

Despite that decision, Sanit~ry City Disposal Coapany •o•ed 
forward to assuae a 20-year financial obligation to ~uild a $1.5 
aillion transfer station/resource recycling facility open to the 
generdl public. The facility opened to the general public on Auauat 
20, 1981, and has continuously operated seven days a veek ever since. 

The net result to Sanitary City Disposal Compan1 and the City of 
Lodi has been a substantial reduction in the cost of labor, fuel, 
repair and main~enance as they relate to our solid vaste collection 
aystea. 
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More significant, however, ia the broad use of the facility b7 
the general public. In 1983, over 17,000 people used the transfer 
station facility aa opposed to asking the 22-aile round trip to the 
Barney Lane Sanitary Landfill. Soae of the benef:ts realized by the 
COIIIIUnity in 1983 includez 

I. ! reduction of 391,000 miles ~f travel on city 
and county roads. 

2. $90,000 in avoided transportation coats have 
been realized bJ the general public (baaed 
upon $.20 per 11ile). 

3. A significant reduction in the environaental 
air pollution produced by the previously 
traveled distance. 

4. Reduced litter and roadside du11ping. 

5. Diainished effect upon traffic conditions 
to and froa the Harney Lane Landfill. 

Furtheraore, through Sanitary City Disposal Company's inaiaht to 
incorporate into the ayBtem a buy-back recycling program and an 
intensive resource rec~very program, ve have been able to further 
enhance public and environaental vell being. In 1983, 10,000 
cuatoaers aade uae of the resource recovery/recycling prograa 
resulting in benefits to th• coa11unity which includez 

1. The generation of revenue in excess of $100,000 
paid out to comaunity youth proaraaa, service 
clubs, local buslneaaea and private individuals. 

2. The recycling of over 5,000 tons of •aterial 
back into the product aanufacturing cycle. Thia 
in turn co6•ervea valuabl~ natural resources 
as vall as t\e additicnal energy required to 
produce the equivalent products froa virgin 
resources. 

3. The avoid•d coat in excess of $50,000 for 
the collection and transportation of these 
materials. 

4. The avoided coat ~f landfill disposal in 
excess of $25,000 realized by the citizens 
of Lodi and San Joaquin County. 

5. The conservation of valuable agricultural 
land, resulting froa the reduced land 
apace required. 
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The departaents within the City of Lodi haYe also realized the 
rewards of our collection, transfer and reco'Yery efforts. In 1983, 
the City of Lodi entered into a fiye year agreeaent with Sanitary City 
Diapoaal Coapany to di'Yert, at no charae to the City, oYer 7,000 tons 
of leaf collection aaterial out of the landfill and into our reaoarce 
recoYery prograa. In addition, the City of Lodi deliYered to our 
facility, at no charge, 657 loads of solid waate weighing 2,262 tons. 
A conserYatiYe estiaate (based upon $.75 per aile) of the aYoided coat 
of labor and transportation of solid vaate aloae exceeds $10,000 per 
year. 

Sanitary City Disposal for the paat three years baa also 
proYided, at no direct coat to the City of Lodi, $12,000 per year 
worth of collection aerYicea to city owned facilities throughout our 
coaaunity. 

The long-range planning by Sanitary City Disposal in the 1960's 
and 1970' a has becoae the reality of the 19,80'• --- a reality tha't 
benefits the entire coaaunity by proYiding it with a cleaner, 
healthier and safer enYironaent. 

It ia, therefore, vith the aboYe thoughts in aind tha~ I aake 
•J•elf, aa a repreaentatiYe of Sanltary City Disposal Coapany, readily 
aYailable to the Council or ita Subcoaaittee for iaaediate re'Yiew of 
this approYal. 

Tour early consideration of t~e aboYe proposal is appreciated. 

DV/ch 

ccz Henry GlaYea 
Jerry Glenn 
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CJ1v COUNCIL •~ ('S • 
HfNtt'V A. ClAVIS, Jr. 

City M.tNPf 

WALTII ICATNtCH, ,.Yyot CITY OF LODI IAMU A. Mf:CAITY, Mayor rro '"" 
IICHAID L HUCHlS nn· HAU, %11 WfSl rtNf Sflffl 

tOOl, CAlifORNIA 95240 

C209l ll4·5614 

AliCI M. lliMCHf 

c'" om 

IOitiT C. MUIPHY IOH~D M. llUN 

IAMIS W. rtNKIITON, Jr. Cny At..,.., 

January 12, 1980 

Mr. Dave Vaccarezza 
Sanitary City Disposal Co. 
1102 N. Cluff Avenue 
Lodi, CA 95246 

Dear Mr. Vaccarezza: 

Following a report by Councilman Pinkerton regarding the recent 
meeting you had to consider Sanitary City Disposal Company's 
request for an extension of its franehis.e, Council concurred 
with the recommendation of its committee that the extension not 
be granted for the following reasons: 

1. a tra.nsfer station has ROt. been built and, therefare, 
aRy savings are anly speculative at. this time 

2. untdl such time as a tra.nsfer station is in opera
tion, we da not know the effects on refuse collection 
service levels or the actual usage of such a facility 
by the public 

3. financing of the transfer station has already been 
obtained and Mr. Vaccarezza is moving forward with 
construction 

4. the present contract is less than 2 year:s old and 
it is absolutely premature to consider any modi
fications o.f that contract 

Should you have any questions regarding the Council's position 
on this matter, please do not hesitate to call. 

AR:dg 

Very truly yours, 

lr, ·, , · · '·. , ~ , .' • "·. 
Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

,, .. '""' ... ., ...... tr., ... ________ , _______ _, __ ... 
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May 14, 1984 

Honorable Mayor and Meabers of the City Council 
City of Lodi ~ City Hall 
221 West Pine Street 
Lodi, California 95240 

~ 

With regard to the Franchise Contract aatter set forth on the 
City Council agend·a on May 16, 1984, I -•oald like to suaaariae the 
basic principles to be discussed as fP!lovs: 

Sanitary City Disposal Co11pany an4 its sub•idiary coapan1~s 
Callforaia Waste ReaoYal Systeaa ancl Sanctct D-isposal Coapany are 
proYiding solid vaste collection and recctYery serYicea for the City of 
Lodi and the northern San Joaquin County area~ 

The Lodi coaaunity. of course, is the larg.est contributor of 
solid vaste, renerattng &5% of the total Yolu•e of the northern San 
Joaquin County area-. As a result, our operation is centered arctund 
fulfilling the solid vaate collection and reccnery needs ct-f the Lodi 
coaaunity. In order to fulfill these needs, long~t&ra planning is 
rectuired foF !»oth operational and financial planninr. 

Ho . .,ever, our current agreeaent vith the City of Lodi concludes in 
June o-f 1989. Consequently, this has ha•pered our ability to 
establish a long~ter• financial ~lan to meet the ongoing equipment 
needs. Therefore, Sanitary City 11sposal Coapany is requesting the 
City of Lodi to extend the ter• of the agreeaent betveen the City of 
Lodi and Sanitary City Disposal Coa:-pant to the year 1994, w:'th an 
option to the year 1999. 

In looking at the needs of Sanitary City Disposal Co11pany in 
ter•a of its ability to plan on a long~ter• basis, you auat recognize 
a aajor problea in tta ability to acquire adequate financing. la you 
know, solid waste collection requires the use of highly aechdntzed 
equip•ent of substantial coat. The efficiency and leYel of serYice in 
ita operation i~ directly effect by the condition of ita equipaent. 
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The average life of well-maintained equi;~ent 1a approximately seven 
years. Consequently, it is necessary for Sanf.tary City Disposal 
Coa,any to replace equipment throughoat ita contract vith the City. 
The problea of financing this equipaent exists because amortization 
schedules for this type of equipaent are based on life of five to 
seven years. Financial institutions look to the ongoing capabilities 
of our business vhen ve seek financing. When ve approach later years 
in our agreement vith the City, financial institutions question our 
ability to meet pay-back schedules due to the teaina:tton date of the 
contract. 

In short, the contract termination date supercede& amortization 
schedules for the financing of our transfer station/resou~ce recycling 
facility as vell as replacement equipment. TheFefore, in oFdeF to 
facilitate our present and fu.ture financial obligations at the most 
favorable possible rate, :!t is our Fequest that the term of the 
cant rae t lte extended to meet our amortiza t:lon sched·ulea. 

In September, 1980, Sanitary City Disposal Company came before 
the City Council vith a similar request foF a contTact extension. 
That Fequest vas not granted based upon the following reasoas: 

"1. A transfeF station has not been built and 
therefore, any savings are only IJpecul'ltive 
at this time. 

2. Un,til I!Uch time as a tra.nafer station is in 
opeFation, we do not know the effects on refuse 
collection aeFYice levels oF the actual usage 
of such a facility by the pu1Hic. 

3. Financing of the transfer station has already 
been obtained and Mr. Vac:c:arezza is moYing 
forward with constFuc:tion. 

4. Tho pFesent contract i& leas th•n 2 years old 
and it is absolutely pre•ature to c:onaideF any 
modification of that contr~&t." 

Despite that decision, Sanitary City Disposal Company zoYed 
foFva~d to assume a 20-year financial obligation to build a $1.5 
zillion transfer station/resource Fecycling facility open to the 
geneFal puhlic. The facility opened to the general public on August 
20, 19&1, and has continuously operated seven days a veek ever since. 

The net Feault to Sanitary City Dis~osal CQapa~~ and the City of 
Lodi has been e substantial reduction in the coat of labor, fuel, 
repair aad maintenance as they relate to our solid vaste ~ollection 
system. 
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More significant, hovever, is the broad use of the facility by 
the general public. In 1983, over 17,000 people used the transfer 
station facility as opposed to making the 22-aile rou·nd trtp to the 
Harn&y Lane Sanitary Landfill. Some of the benefits realized by the 
coaaunity in 1983 include: 

1. A reduction of 391,000 miles of travel on city 
and county roads. 

2. $90,000 in avoided transportation costs have 
been realized by the general publia (based 
upon $.20 per alle). 

3. A signifiaant reduction in the environmental 
air pollutl~n produced by the previously 
trbveled distance. 

4. Reduced litter and roadside dumping. 

5. Diminished effect upon traffic conditions 
to and fro• the Harney Lane Land·fill. 

Furthermore, through Sanitary City Disposal Co~~-pany's insight to 
incorporate into the system a bur-•ack recycling prograa and an 
intensive resource recovery prograa, ve haTe been able to further 
enhance public and environaental vell being. In 1983, 10,000 
cuatoaers aade use of the resource recovery/recycling prograa 
resulting in benefits to the coamunity vbich include: 

1. The genera~ion of revenue in excess of $100,000 
paid out to coaaunity youth prograaa, service 
clubs, local businesses and private individuals. 

2. The recycling of over 5,000 tons of aaterial 
back into the product manufacturing cycle. This 
in turn conserves valuable natural resources 
as vell as the additional energy required to 
produce the equivalent products froa virgin 
resources. 

3. The avoided coat in excess of $50,000 for 
the aollection and tran3portation of these 
aateriala. 

4. The avoided coat of landfill disposal in 
excess of $25,000 realized by the citizens 
of Lodi and San Joaquin County. 

5. The conservation of valuable agricultural 
land, resulting fro• the reduced land 
space required. 

-3-
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The departaanta within the City of Lodi haYe also realized tile 
revarda of our tollection, transfer and recoYery efforts. la 1983. 
the City of Lodi entered into a fi•e rear agreeiutnt vith Sanitary City 
Disposal Co.,pany to divert, at no charge to the City, over 7,000 tons 
of leaf collection material out of the landfill and into our resource 
recovery prograa. In addition, the City of Lotti delivered to our 
facility, at no charge, 657 loads of solid vaate vetghing 2,262 tons. 
A conservative estimate (baaed upGn $.7S per aile) of the aYoided coat 
of labor and tranaper:tation of solid vaate alone exceeds $10,000 per 
year. 

Sanitar:y City Disposal for the past three years baa also 
prcovided, at no dir:ect coat to the City of Lodi, $12,000 per: year 
vorth of colle<:tion services to city ovned facilities throughout our 
coaaunity. 

The long-range planning by Sanitary C.tty lU!tpoaal in the 1960' a 
and 1970' a has bec.oae the reality of the 1980' a ... -- a reality that 
ben·efita the entire comm-u·nity by providing it with a cleaner, 
healthier and safer enYironaent. 

lt is, ther:efore, vith the above thoughts in aind that I aake 
ayaelf, as a r:epresentative of Sanitary City Disposal Coapan,y, readily 
available to the Council or ita Subtomaittee fGr immediate review of 
th-is approval. 

Your early consideration of the aboYe proposal is appreciated. 

DV/ch 

cc: Henry Glavea 
Jerry Glenn 

zzt·~~« Davtd~ccare&za ~ 
General Manager 
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CITY COUNCIL ® ~. HlNIY A. CLAV£5, Jr. 
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RONAlD M. STUN 

JAMfS W. I"INICIITON, lr. 

Mr. Dave Vaccare~~a 
Sanitary City Oispos·al Co. 
1102 N. Cluff Avenue 
LocH, CA 9524·0 

Dear Mr. Vaccarezza: 

C•ty Altotnf'Y 

January 12, 1980 

fol1owi~ a I'eport by Ce>uncilman Pinkerton reg.arding the recent 
meeting you had to conside!"' Sanitary City l>.isposa,l Company's 
request for an exterusion of its franchise, couneil concurred 
with the reeommend:ation of its committee that tlle extension not 
be granted for the following reasens: · -· -· 

1. a tran$fer station has 1\G-tt bee-f\ built an<'t, therefo-I'e, 
a-ny savinqs are only s,pec"Qlative at t.his time 

2. until sueh time as a transfer st:atien is in opei'a
tio3, we d(!) 1\:ot know the effects GA refuse cellection 
servi¢e levels e>r the a:etu:al usage of such a faei1ity 
by the public 

3. financing <>f the transfer station has already been 
sbtained aA4 Mr. Vaccatrezza is moving forward with 
c=onsttr\leti(l)n 

4. the presen't eentraet is 1 ess thaR 2 years old a,nd 
it is abs-olu.tely p:rematau:e to eonsider any modi
fieations of that contraczt 

Should you have any questions regarding the Council's position 
on this matter, please de no-t hesi t.ate ta eall. 

AR:dg 

Very truly yours, 

J . . 
/' I . f 1 , ;oJ 

Alice M. Reirnche 
City Clerk 


