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1\PPLICATION TO 
LAF\..:0 FOR 
WOOCK, El' AL 
REORGANIZATION, 
INCLUDING 
ANNEXATION TO 
THE CITY OF LODI 
J\ND DETACHMENT 
FROM THE 
WOODBRIDGE 
IRRIGATION 
DISTRICT. 
APPROVED. 

RES. NO. 81-109 

Agenda item "q" - "Application - Woock, et al 
Reorganization, including annexation to the City 
of Lodi and detachment from the woodbridge 
Fire District and \'loodbridge Irrigation District., 
was introduced by Community Development Director 
Schroeder who presented diagrams of the subject 
area. 

A lengthy discussion followed with questions 
being directed to Staff. 

On motion of Councilman Pinkerton, Hughes 
second, Council adopted Resolution No. 81-109 -
"Resolution Approving the Application of the 
Woock, et al Reorganization, Including Annexation 
to the City of Lodi and Detachment from the 
Woodbridge Fire District and the Woodbridge 
Irrigation District" • 
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JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

FOR REORGANIZATION OR CHANGE OF ORGANIZATION AFFECTING LOCAL AGENCIES 

Filed with: 
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION OF SAN JOAQUIN 
c/o Gerald F. Scott, Executive Officer 
County Courthouse, Room 508 
222 East Weber Avenue 

COUNTY 

Stockton, CA 95202 
Phone: (209) 944-2196 Date: ____ J_u_l~y--13~, __ 19_8_1 __________ _ 

The undersigned, on behalf of the proponents of the subject proposal, hereby 
give notice of intention to: 
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incorporate a city 
form a district 

_disincorporate a city ! 

~ annex territory to an aqency 
____ consolidate existing agencies. 

dissolve a district r 
XX detach territory from an agency < 

To further deliberations by the Commission, we submit the following: 

1. Three (3) copies of this completed "Justification of Proposal". 

2. Fifteen (15) copies of legal metes and bounds description of affected 
territory consistent with standards acceptable tQ the County Surveyor's 
Office. 

3. Fifteen (15) copies of maps showing affected territory and affected 
agencies (maps to be no smaller than 8~" x 11" which is the most 
p~~ferable size and shall be no larger than 18" x 26". 

4. Filing end processing fees in accordance with LAFCO fee schedule. 

The following persons (not to exceed three) are to be mailed copies of the 
Executive Officer's Report and Notice of Commission hearings regarding the 
subject proposal. 

GLEN I. BAUMBACH, c/o BAUMBACH & PIAZZA, 323 W. Oak Street, lodl, CA 952~0 

ALICE H. 

JAMES B. 

(Name) (Address) · 
REIHCHE, CITY CLERK, CITY OF LODI, P. 0. BOX 320, LODI, CA 95241 

(Name) (Address) 
SCHROEDER, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR, CITY OF LODI, P. 0. BOX 320, lODI, CA 

952'11 
(Name) (Address) 

~d~ 
COMPLETE ALL QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS 
If a question is not applicable to your proposal, you may so state. 

1. Local Agency organization changes hereby proposed--designate affected 
agencies and annexations by ~arne: 

WOOCK REORGANIZATION- Annexation to City of Lodi & detachment from Woodbridge 
Fire District & Woodbridge Irrigation District. 

2. Statutory provisions governing proceeGlngs: 

Title 6, Division 1 (commencing with Sec. 56000) of the California Gov't 
Code District Reorganization Act of 1965. 
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Do propo~ed boundar~ create an islana or corr~or of unincorporated K; 
territory? NO ~' ~:-::·,~ 

4. Do proposed boundaries split lines of assessment or owne:.:ship? 
NO 
Square miles ________________ Acres _____ 2_1o_~-----------5. Land area affected: 

6. Population in subject area: 5-10 

7. Number of registered voters: 

a. Registered voter density (per acre): 

9. Number of dwelling units: 2 

10. Estimate of papulation 1ncrease in next 10 years: 

2000 - 3000 persons if fully developed. 

11. 

12. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

Present land use of subject area: 
Agricultural an~ 2 residences •. 

What is the intended development of this area: 
l,ow density residential - 1-10 units per acre. 

Present zonino: 
-GA-40 (S. tJ. County)· 

Describe proposed zoning cnanges: 
U-H, Unclassified Holding (City of lodt) 

Aas~~sed v~lue of land: $ 387.714 

Assessed value of improvements: $ ____ 1_30_·_,9_1_1 __________ _ 

Value of publicly owned land in area: $ ___ 1~5~9~·~22~2~---------

Governmental services required by this proposal which are not presently 
available: None. Future development will require the full range,of 

· Cl ty services. · . 
What alternatives measures would provide services listed in Item 18 above? 
Combination of County services, special service districts & private wells and 

~gt1~1Yf~ations must be made to existing utility and ~overnmental 
facilities to provi~e services initiated by this proposal? 
Extension of streets, water & sewer lines when developed constructton of a stonm 
dralnaJl~ baslo. 

What approx~te costs will be incurred in accomplishing requirements 
of Item 20 above? · 

Unknown at this time. • 
22. How will such costs be met? 

Developer will bear most of cost with sOme City participation. 
23. Will provisions of'this proposal impose greater than normal burden on · 

servicing agency or affected property? 
NO 

24 .. [J Check here if yo;; are submitting further comments and evaluations on 
additional pages. 

·-2- (Rev. 7-.81) 
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WOOCK REORGANIZATION 
1)57-070-17,18 
057-600-01,02,03,04,06,07,08 

---ADOPTED URBAN GROWTH UMITS - fUTURI RniDIENTIAL 

-·-·-·-EXISTING CITY LIMITS ~lllllllllllll FUTURI INDUSTRIAL 
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NEGATIVE DECI ARATION 
........ 

ilotice is hereby givP.n that the City of lodi Pl<mning n~partment ha~ 
determined that the following proposal \·Jill have no ''Significant 
Jmpilct on the Environment".· Supporting documentation is ava i 1..:-• le 
in the fona of a "Preliminary EnvironmPntal }\ssessmcnt .. and is avail
able for public review in the Planning Department Office, City Hall 
Building, 221 W. Pine Strert. Anyune wishing to appeal the issuance 
of this Declaration to the Planning Convniss.ion may do !".o uo later than 
the date indicated as "last date to Appeal". 

,~.i··;·~ 

~~~t.=e .. =====Ju=l=y~-3~.~,q8=,========~===================== 
.. l.<'.&'f ----- Project Title: WOOCK, ET AL. REORGAUI7ATION 

I< : 

lodi rlannfng Dept. tontact Person: DAVID HORIHOTO 

~f PERSON, FIRM, OR AGENCY UNDERTAKING PROJECT: -f"l:) 

• • 

BAUHBACH & PIAZZA 

323 W. E:m Street 

City: 

lodl 

Phone; 
368-6618 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION OF NATURE, PURPOSE, AND lOCATJOtl 

THE SUDJCCT AREA IS UOUNOEO ON Ttl£ WEST BY TilE WOODBRIDGE IR~_IGA!.!QN CANA\ a...-__..,, 

ON "lifE NORTtt BY TttE fUTURE EXTENSION Of CENTURY BLVD. AND ON THE SOUTII 8Y 

lt/\!Wr. Y I MH • 
!Oi----·--- ·-

'-----
Of I 0111 •.t fll lt/\1 1'1/\U. 1111 1\Pf'l I 1'/\UJ 11/\t; NO f'IT~rNr Jli/\N'! ron OfVfl OPf\Utf. 

oc at i 011 1 i 1 r · 

7-13-81 

,,.,·o~i "rT r·i;c: ,;y i, '" 'co"" t y 
SM! ,JO/\f)tllfl COlli ;t Y 

'\dl!t , .. , .• t:h.·tt· l'n· I it·tiu.ll y l11v anuuu··nl 
1\·.•.t";!',ut•·ul i~. 1\v.t i l.thlto: 

LOIH CllY Pl/\NNiflC; Ill Pl. 
2~1 ~J. Pim• St., lodi, (.1\ 9:,2,0 
Phone: (7.09) 334-5611 
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Environmental Assessment 

INITIAL STUDY 

~. PROJECT TITLE __ w_OO.:...C:.;.K:.:.,_ET:.,:__A..:.L_R...:E:.;.D;_RG_AH ___ I z_A.:.;.T..:..I O.:..;,N;__ _________ , __ _ 

2. 

) .. 
LOCATION Bounded by WID Canal, Harney lane, lower Sacramento Road & future 

extension of Century BOulevard. PllOJECT DESCRIPTION ..,, ,-
Applicant is requesting annexation of 2o~t acres of land to the· City of lodl. 

The property fs currently In agricultural use. There are no current plans to 
develop the property. 

~.. General Plan Designation (A) Existing (city), (B) Proposed (A} Agricultural 
(B) Residential-low density (1-10 units per acre). , 

5.; · Site descrtpt ton and surrounding land use The area Is currently agrtcul tu.re 1 
with seatter~di~~sldences •. The ~rea to the east Is developed with 

subdivision. The area to the north ts un-dergoing resfdentlal development. 

6. Zoning (A) Existing, (B). Proposed (A) GA-ltO, general agricul ture-ltO acre; 

7. 

(B) U-H, unclassified holding. 

Will the Projact Have.a Significant Effect 
Through Any of the Following Impacts? 

a. 

b. 
c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

I . 

j. 

Substantial a'teratlon of natural topography, soil 
or subsoil features ..... ~., ............ · ................ · 

Substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality •• 

Substantially deplete surface or groundwater 
resources . ................. , ........................... . 

Substantially Interfere with groundwater flow 
or ~charge •••••••....••.•..........•••••••••••.•.•..• 

Cause a significant affect related to flood, erosion 
or sll tatlon ..........•............................... 

Substantial Interference with the habitat of any 
species of fish, wildlife or plant •••••••••••••••••••• 

VIolate ambient air quality standards or create 
substantial air emissions or objectionable odors •••••• 

Substantially Increase ambient noise or glare 
level for adjoining areas ••• : ••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Substantial reduction of existing cropland.-. •••••••••• 

Expose lndlvtdua1s or property to geologic. publ tc 
he~lth, traffic, flood, selsmlc or other hazards •••••• 

.... 

"'Yes No "Haybe 
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Yes ·No Maybe 
k. 

1. 

m. 

·n. 

o. 

p • 

q. 

r. 

s. 

t. 
.. : 

Have a substantial, demonstrable, negative aesthetic 
·effect .................... ·~························· 
Result In the disruption or alteration of an 
archeol~ical, historical or paleontological site •••• 

Cause or allow subst~ltial increase in consumption in 
any natural resources •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Results In the use or waste of substantial amounts of 
fuel or energy ..................................... ·-·. 

Necessitate major extensions of water, sewer, storm 
dra.fn, electrical lines or public roads •••••••••••••• 

Substantially increase demand for or utilization of 
. pub 1 J c serv.l ces such as schools or fIre or po 1 ice 

protect ron·- •••.....•..•...•............•.••.•....... 0 

Substa~tlally change transportation patterns related 
to existing traffic load, street capacity, parking 
availability or traffic safety ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Induce substantial growth_ concentration or displace-
ment of population ...••...•.••....•..•...•••••.••.... 

Result in an alteration or conflict with existing or 
pI anned 1 and uses . ••.•••.•••••.•.••...•.••••••••••. o 

Conflict with adopted plans, goals or policies of 
tile City of Lodt •.••••••.••.••••••••••••••••••••••• ~~ 

X 

x. 

X 

X 

-
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Adverse Impacts of project and the t r magnItude: __ a_d_d_t_o_c_u_rr_e_n_t _______ _ 

overcrowding of L.u.s.o. 

Mitigation Measures to Reduce Adverse Impacts Identified by lnltlal Study: ______ _ 
Payment of fees to the l.U.S.D. by the developer to help finance 

the constructl90 of additional cfassroom space. 

ftECOHhENDATION 
-

Negative Declaration EIR X Conditional Negative .-.! .. : .:: i. ·. 
-Declaration· 

JAMES B. SCHROEDER 

.. 
""'1'\W~~~""'s~"'"S~tJt/.j.,,,:?.t. 

· · -~~~=:~ 7:trKI 
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Environmental Assessment 

INITIAL STUDY 

PROJECT TITLE WOOCK, ET Al REORGANIZATION 

LOCATION Bounded by WID Canal, Harney lane, lower Sacramento Road & future 
extension of tentury BOulevard. 

PROJECT DESCIUPTIOH _______ ___: ... :.:,:'·:....-------------
Applicant Is reque~tlng annexation of 201t't acres of land to the· Clty of loc:ll. 

The p~rty Is currently In agricultural use. There are no current plans to 
develop the property. 

lt. General Plan Designation (A) Existing (city), (B) Proposed (A) Agricultural 
(B) Residential-low density (1-10 units per acre). 

S. She d~scrlpt ton and surrounding land use The area Is currently agdc;ul tu.ra 1 

w(th seatter~d11tesldenees4 . The area to the east Is developed wlt"h 

subdlvlslon. The area to the north Is undergoing resJdent·ta1 development. 

6. Zoning (A) Existing, (B). Proposed (A) GA-40, general agriculture-ItO acre; 

7. 

(B) U-H, uncla.sslfled holding. 

;:.11 the Project Have .a Significant Effect 
· ~h Any of the Followf ng Impacts? -

a. 

b. 
c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

I . 

J. 

Substantial alteration of natural topography, soil 
or subso·ll features . .... ! ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality •• 

Substantially deplete surface or groundwater 
resources . .•.......................................... 

Substantially Interfere with groundwater flow 
or recharge •••• ~································~····· 
Cause a significant affect related to floodp erosion 
or sll tatl011 ••.•••••••••..•• .••••..••••••••••...•..•• 

Substantial Jnterference.wlth the habitat of any 
species of fish, wildlife or plant •••••••••••••••••••• 

Vlo~ate ambient air quality standards or create 
substantial air emissl<» os or objectionable odors •••••• 

Substantially Increase ambient nolse or glare 
level for adjoining areas .•• : ••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Substantial reduction of existing cropland .••••••••••• 

Expose lndlvldu~1s or property to geologic, public 
health, traffic, flood, seismic or other hazards •••••• 

.... 

·~ ·ves No ·ttaybe 

-

X 

·x 

X 

X 

. .x 

.x 

X 

X 

.x 
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WOOCK ET Al REORGANIZATION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

+ The \.loock Reorganization involves the annexation of 210- acres to the City 
of lodi and the withdrawal of this property from the Woodbridge Rural Fire 
Protection District and the Woodbridge Irrigation District. 

The property is located in southwest lodi. The area is south of the future 
extension of Century Boulevard, west of the Woodbridge Irrigation District 
Canal, north of Harney lane and east of lm~r Sacramento Road. 

The project parcels are in agricultural u~es except for scattered residences. 
The area to the north was recently annexed and there is development activity 
on portions of this area. The area to the east Is developed In residential 
subdivisions. The area to the south, across Harney lane, Is In agricultural 
uses. The land to the west has a mixture of agricultural and residential uses. 
ThIs area contaIns a sma 11 subdIvision. a feed supply ope rat ion. and the area 
known as Henderson Village. Henderson Village contains a school, several small 
businesses and a number of residences. 

The area proposed fo.r annexation Is designated residential low density in the 
CJty of lodi General Plan. This designation permits 1-10 residential units per 
acre. The City of lodi owns a 26.9 acre parcel which Is included in this 
annexation. This is a site for a future storm drainage basin/park. Excluding 
this parcel from the total acreage, there would be approximately 183 acres that 
could be developed. At an average of 6 units per acre the acreage could yield 
approximately 1100 units of housing when fully developed. 

The area Is within the urban growth line and General Plan area of the City of 
lodi and is designated for residential development. The City of lodl has 
developed its utility system to serve this area with water, sanitary sewage, 
stonm drainage and electricity. Future development would require extensions 
of existing utility lines and the construction of streets and other improvements. 

The applicant does not have any current proposal to develop his property. 
property will be given a zoning designation of U-H, Unclasslfled-Holdln9. 
zone does not permit development of urban uses. A rezoning to a specific 
development zone would be required to de~elop this property. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The 
This 

The annexation will have no significant impact on the environment. Future 
development of the property. however, could affect the environment. If developed 
with urban uses, the property would be affected by transforming a primarily 

! 
'• 
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agricultural pro~rty to an urban use. The existing crops would be replaced 
with streets, houses and other related improvements. The existing agri
cultural land would be taken out of production with little likelihood of 
ever returning to agricultural production. 

The Impact of the loss of agricultrual land is mitigated by ~he location of 
the property. The property Is located within the Genera 1 Plan area of tt-.e 
City of lodl and Is designated for residential development. Annexation of 
thIs area provt des for the orderly growth of the tl ty and ali0\>15 for flltiJre 
housing for Its citizens. 

The area has been ·inclUded In the design area of the City's utility system. 
Line and plant capacities have been engineered to service this area as It develops. 
The City has a specific plan for Century Boulevard, a major east-west street, 
along the north property line. The City has also purchased a 23t acre parcel 
for a storm drainage basin and park to service this area. The basin property 
is Included as part of this annexation. 

Development of the property for residential uses could impact the lodi Unified 
School District by generating additional students. The LUSD Is currently exper
iencing problems of overcrowding. This can be mitigated by requiring the 
applicant to enter Into an agreement with the LUSD to provide financial 
assistance to the District. The developer would pay an agreed-upon amount 
to help finance additional classroom space to house new students. They would 
also agree to abide by any recmllllendatlons developed by the Countywide Task
force on school financing • 

FINDINGS .. 
Based on the Initial study, the City of lodl finds that the project will not 
have a significant effect on the environment except for the Impaction on the 
LUSD. This Impaction can be mitigated by the payment of appropriate fees to 
the LUSD by the developer. 

··-t 
. - · .. 

.... -......_..._,.,.,.. _____ , _______ ... 



CITY COUNCIL 

JAME_S A. Mc(.•.RTY, Mayor 

ROBERT C. MUf:PHY, Mayor Pro Ttm 

RICHARD l. HUGHES 
WALTER KATNICH 
JAMES W. PINKERTON, Jr 

Mr. Gerald F. Scott 
Executive Officer 

"'\ c r ' .. , 
./ ' ~ .. 

CITY OF LODI 

• 

CITY HAll. 221 WEST PINE STRHT 
POST OFFICE BOX J20 

tOOl. CAliFORNIA 95241 

(209) 334-5634 

Auqust 18, 1981 

Local Agency FonDAtion Commission 
County Courthouse, Room 153 
222 East Weber Avenue 
Stockton, california 95202 

HENRY A. <-lAVES. Jr. 
City Man~aer 

ALICE M. REIMCHE 
City f:lflk 

RONALD M. STEIN 
City AtlOfMY 

Ret •WOock Addition• Reorganization to the City of Lodi and detachment frozn the 
Woodbridge Rural Fire Protection District and Woodbridge Irrigation District 

Gentlaens 

Encloaed please find the following documents pertaining to the aforementioned 
reorganization and detachment: 

1. Three (3) copies of "Justification of Proposal•. 

2. Fifteen (15) copies of legal metes and bounds deacription of affected territory
conaiate"\t with standards acceptable to the County Surveyor's Office. 

3. ·Fifteen (15) copies of ~aaps showing affected territory and affected agencies 
(area and vicinity maps). 

4. Filing fee of $300.00. 

5. Seven (7) copiea of Resolution No. 01-109 - •Resolution of the Loc!i City Council 
for application to the San Joaquin County Local Aqency Formation COallliaaion in 
the •tter of the proposed WWoock Addition" reorganization, including the 
detacbaent of certain territory within the area proposed for annexation to the 
City of Lodi" 

Also enclosed please find a copy of the Neqative Declaration. 

We have al.o enclosed herewith the subject Environmental DoCumentation. 

Please do not hesitate to call, should you need additional information rega.rdinq 
this matter. 

Enola. 

v•d.t:: ~~~~tdL-
ALICZ H. REI~ 
City Clerk 
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,. . "- _ JUSTIFICATION OF PROPOSA!i..._. ~ 

. . FOR· REORGANIZATION OR CHANGE OF ORGANIZATIO~ AFFBCTING LOCAL AG~NCI~S 

Filed with: 
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION OF SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
c/o Gerald F. Scott, Executive Officer 
County Courthouse, Room 508 
222 East Weber Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95202 
Phone: (209) 944-2196 Date: July 13, 1981 

.. 

The undersigned, on behalf of the proponents of the subject proposal, hereby 
give notice of intention to: 

__ incorporate a city 
_ form a district 

__ disincorporate a city 
dissolve a district 

~ annex.territory to an agency 
____ consolidate existing agencies. 

~detach territory from an agency 

To further deliberations by the Commission, we submit the following: 

1. Three (3) copies of this completed ••Justification of Proposal,.. 

2. Fifteen (15) copies of legal metes and bounds description of affected 
territory consistent with standards acceptable to the County Surveyor's 
Office. 

3. Fifteen (15) copies of maps showing affected territory and affected 
agencies (maps to be no smaller than 8~" x 11" which is the most 
p.;-eferable size and shall be no lar9er than 18" x 26" • . • . . 

4. Filino and processing fees in scco;:dance with LAFCO fee schedule. 

The following persons (not to exceed three) are to be mailed copies of the 
Executive Officer's Report and Notice of Commission hearings regarding the 
subject proposal. 

GLEN I. BAUHBACH, c/o BAUMBACH & PIAZZA, 323 V. Oak Street, Lodi, CA 952~0 

(Name) (Address) 
ALICE H. REIHCHE, CITY CLERK, CITY OF LODI, P. 0. BOX 320, LOOI, CA 952~1 

(Name) (Address) 
JAKES B. SCHROEDER, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR, CITY OF LODI, P. 0. BOX 320. 1001, CA 

952'11 
(Name) (Address) 

COMPLETE ALL QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS 
If a question is not applicable to your proposal, you may so state. .. 

1. Local Aqency organization changes hereby proposed--desionate affected 
aoencies and annexations by name: · 

\IOOCK REORGANIZATION- Annexation to City of lodl 'detachment from Woodbridge .. 
Fire· Dlstrfct 'Woodbridge lrrfgatlon District. 

2. Statutory provisions governing proceedings: 

Title 6, Division 1 (commencing with Sec. 56000) of the California Cov•t 
Code District Reorganization Act of 1965. 

·- ------·----~-
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~ proposed boundarl:es create an islana or cor~idor of unincorporated 
terri tory? NO 

4. Do p~oposed boundaries split lines of assessment or ownership? 

NO 
5 .. Land area affected: 2 to! Square miles.______________________ Acres ____________________ __ 

6o Population in subject area: 5-10 

7. Number of registered voters: 

8. Registered voter density (per acre): 

9. Number of dwelling units: 2 

lOo Estimate of population increase in next 10 years: 

2000 - 3o0o persons If fully developed. 

11 .. . . 

l2o 

13 .. 

14 .. 

"15. 

Present land use of subject area: 
Agricultural an~ 2 residences .. 

What is the intended development of this area: 
l,ow density residential - 1-10 units per acre. 

Present zoning: . 
:-- .G~-lto (S. tJ. County) ~ 
Describe proposed zoning cnanges: 

U-H, Unclassified Holding (City of lodi) 
Ass~~sed value of land: $ 387,711t 

16. Assessed value of improvements: $ _______ 1_3_0_,9_1_1 ______________ _ 

17.. Value of publicly owned land in area: $._.....;..:15:;.::9~,.;;;..22;.;.;;2~.-----

18. 

19. 

20 .. 

21. 

22 .. 

23. 

Governmental services required by this proposal which are not presently 
available: None. Future development will require the full ra_nge.of 

· · C I ty se rv I ce s . · 
What alternatives measures would provide services listed in Item 18 above· 
Combination of County services, special service districts & prtvate wells and 

-~it1~~lYr~ations must be made to existing utility and governmental 
facilities to provi~e services initiated by this proposal? 
Extension of streets, water & sewer lines when developed constructlon of a stonm 
draina_ge basin. 

What approx1mate costs will be incurred in accomplishino requirements 
of Item 20 above? · 

Unknown at this time. 
How will such costs be met? 
Developer will bear most of cost with some City participation. 

Will provisions of'this proposal impose greater than normal burden on 
servicing aoency or affect.ed property? 

NO 
24. C Check here if you are submitting further comments and evaluations· on 

additional paoes. 

·-2- (Rev. 7-:-.81) 



WOOCK. ET AL 
REORGANIZATION 

0 .......... -· 

A portion of the Southwest 1/~ of Section 1~, the Southeast 
1/4 of Section 15, and the Northwest 1/4 of Section 23, Township 3 North, 
Range 6 East being more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at the Southeast corner of said Section 15; thence 
NQrth 0° 07' 30" West6 along the East line of said Section, 1321.07 
feet-; thence North 89 09' 30" Vest, 2612.16 feet so a point In the 
East line of LOWER SACRAMENTO ROAD; thence North 0 01 1 1511 East, along 
said East line, 1319.28 feet to a point In tge North 1 tne of the South-
east 1/~ of said Section 15; thence South 89 11' ~5" East, along said 
North line, 1280.52 feet to the Southwest corner of LOBAUGH SOUTH 
REORGANIZATION as annexed so the City of Lodi by Lodi Clty Resolution 
No. 81-50; thence South 89 11' 45" East, along tt>e Lodl City Llmlt 
line, 1329.17 feet; thence South 89° 12' 00" East, along said City 
timtt llne, llt43.23 feet to the Southeast corner of said LOB~UGH SOUTH 
REORGANIZATION; thence leaving sald City Limlt Line, South 0 05' 52" East, 
780.00 feet; thence South 89° 12' 00" East, lt80.27 feet to a point In 
J. C. BECI<HAN ADDITION as annexed to the City of Lodi by Lodi City 
Ordinance No. 901; thgnce along said City Limit Line the foll~lng three 
courses: (1) South 1 03' 3511 East, 486.61 feet; (2) South 89 20' 15" 

,; East, 700.00 feet; (3) South 0° Olt' 30" East, 136lt.72 feet to the south
west corner of said J. C. BECKMAN ADDITION said point also being a point 
in the South line of HARNEY LANE, agd lying 25.00 feet South of the North 
11ne of Section 23; thence North 89 28' )011 West, along said South line, 
and parallel to said North line, 2~30.15 feet to a point In the West line 
of said Section 23; thence North 0 07' 30" West, along said \Jest line, 
25.00 feet to the point of beginning. 

Containing 210.7 acres, more or less. 
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WOOCK REORGANIZATION 
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--- AOOPT£0 URBAN G~OWTH UNITS fUTURE RESIDENTIAL. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 81-109 

RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY C<XINCI L FOR THE APPLICATION 
TO THE SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PK>POSED "WOOCK ADDITION" REORGANIZATION 
INCWDING DETAOIMENT OF CERTAIN TERRITORY WITHIN THE AREA 
PROPOSED FOR ANNEXATION TO THE CITY ~ LODI 

WHEREAS, this proposal is ~e pursuant to the District Reorganization Act 
of 1965 contained in Division 1 of Title 6 (commencing with Section 56000) of the 
california Govermaent Code, and: ~ 

WHEREAS, the nature of the proposed change of organization is the ann~tion 
of the City of Lodi of an area co;uprising 210 acres;, more or less, and the with
drawal of said 210 acres frooa the Woodbridge Rural Fire Protection District and 
the WOodbridge Irrigation District and described and depicted in Exhibit "A•. 

WHEREAS, no other counties, cities or districts are affected. and; 

WHEREAS, the subject area proposed to be annexed to ths city of Lodi and 
detached from the WOodbridge Rural Fire Protection District and Woodbridge Irrigation 
Diatrict is uninhabited, 

WHEJUtAS, no new districts are proposed to be fonnod by thb nt0r98Jli:tation, andr 

WHBREAS, the reaaona for this proposal are as follows s 

(l) The uninhabited subject area 1a vithin the urban confines of 
the City and vill generate service needs aubatantially aU.ilar 
to that of other incorporated urban areas which require .unicipal 
goverraent service. 

(2) Annexation to the City of Lodi of the subject arfta vill result in 
b;>roved econol'\ics of scale in government operations vhile iJDproving 
coordination in the delivery of plannl09 services. 

(3) The residents and taxpayers of the county of san Joaquin vill benefit 
from the proposed reorganization as a result of savings to the County 
by reduction of COunty required sorvicea in unincorporated but urban 
oriented area. 

(4) The subject area proposed to be annexed to the City of Lodi is 
geographically, socially, economically, and politically part of the 
IIAJI8 urban area of which the City of Lodi ie al80 a part. 
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Page No. 2 

(5) The subject area is within the Lodi sphere of influence. 

(6) Future inhabitants of a City residential subdivision in the 
subject area will gain immediate response in regard to pol.l.ce 
and fire protection, unlimited City garbage and trash collection 
service, street lighting service, a modern sewer system, other 
municipal services, and ~rovement of property values. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lodi that 
the San Joaquin county Local Agency Formation Commission is hereby requested to 
approve the proposed Woock Reorganization, 'Which includes annexation of 21..0 acres 
from the WoodbTidge Rural Fire Protection District and Woodbridge Irrigati:on District 
as described and depicted in Exhibit "A" attached he~cto. This is all subject to 
tho aforementioned terms and conditions. 

Dated1 August 5, 1981 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 81-109 was pa~sed and adopted 
by the City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting he1d 
August 5, 1981 by the following vote: 

Ayes: Councilmen - Hughes, Murphy, Pinkerton, and McCarty 

Noes: CouncilJDen - None 

Absent: Councilmen - Xatnich 

OLu-6 1n J1a.~ 
ALICE M. REIMCHE 
City Clerk 

81-109 
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NEGATIVJ~ Dr:ct AMTION 0 

Uoticc is hcr~by givrm that the City of lodi Plcnmiu:l fl .. ~pilrlu:~nl ha~; 
detcnnincd that the following proposill uill have"" ''Signifir~nt. 
Impilct on the Er1vironmcnt".· Supporting documentation is nv\lil .. :-•le 
in tha fona of a "Preliminary EnvironmPntal Assessment" and is itvJil
able for public rcvh~\'1 in the Plcmning O!!partmcnt Office, City Hall 
Building, 221 ~1. Pine Stre~t. Anycne \·lishing to appeal the issuilnce 
of this Declaration to the Planning C01M1ission may do ~.o 110 lntet· than 
the date iudicated as "last date to Appeal". 

~====--=--= -··===================-:. --· --·-
Project Title: \IOOCK, ET 1\l. REORGJ\tii7ATIOH July 3, Jl'l81 -----

).•.· :': .. 

spo;lsible Agency: lodi Plannin~ Dept. C.ontact Person: OAV I o HOR IUOT() 
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J 

I 
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~~ 
~;....._----....-----------------·-----------------··· 
·~ OF PERSON, FIRM, OR AGENCY UNDERTAKING PROJECT: 

•t I . 
~: 
~::.!:. BAUMBACH & PIAZZA 
... ~-·· . . :·~· .. 

323 W. E!m Street 

Code: 
•. . . (209) 

City: 

LocH 

Phone; 
368-6618 
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Coun 

-
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J.:--------------,..------·--------------..-....L.JCnn.... ___ .... 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION OF NATURE. PURPOSE. AND lOCATIOtl - ·· ·':i 

. ~ •.t .. ,.~ 
THE APPLICANT IS REQUESTING A 20lt+ ACRE AtmEXATIOtl TO THE CITY Of LQ"'D"-~1._.. ____ .• 

·. _ . .. 
THE SUDJCCT AREA IS UOUNDED ON TilE WEST BY TilE WOODBRIDGE IRRIGI\!!.Qtl CANI\\ .....__ 

:·s 

ON litE NORTH BY TttE FUTURE EXTENSION OF CENTURY BLVD. AfiO ON TUE SOUTH BY 

.... .. 
or t ou1 '·' unt/\1 '''""· ,...._ ___ ·-··. 
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Environmental Assessment 

I HIT lfll STUDY 

PROJECT TITLE _ _:_w_o_oc_K~,_:_ET.:.__:_A __ l_R_E.:_O_R_CA_N __ I_ZA_T_:I...:..O_U _____________ _ 

LOCATION Bounded by \.JIO Canal, Harney lane, lower Sacramento Road & future 
extension of Century BOulevard. 

PROJECT DESCR I PT I OH ., • :· 

Applicant is requesting annexation of 201J"t acres of land to the' City of Lodl. 
. 

The property ls currently in agricultural use. There are no current plans to ~---

develop the property. 

If. General Plan Designation {A) Existing (c::ity), (B) Proposed (A) Agricultural 

(B) Residential-low density (f-10 units per acre). , 
5.: Site description and surrounding land use The'area ts currently·agricultu.ral 

,. ·with seatter~d~r.~sldenees •. The llrea to the east Is developed with 

6 •. 

. 
. subdivision.· The area to the north is undergoing rest dent ia 1 development.· 

Zoning (A) ExIst i ng, (B)' Proposed -~(~A:!.) _:G=A.:..-..:.'-..::0.!., ..Jgi!.:en::.=e.:..r::.a :...1 ...:a:..:g~r...:.i.;:;.c_u_lt.;;...u.;;...r.....;:e:....-...:.lt_O_a;...c;;;..;r:....e~;~ 
(B) U-H, unclassified holding. 

... · Y cs No "liaybe 

1· a. Substantial alteration of natural topography, soil 
or subsoil features .•••• :···········: ••••••••••.••.••• X 

"X b. Substantially degrade surface or g~oundwater quality •• 

c. Substantially deplete surface or groundwater 
resources ..............................•.......•.•.... 

d. Substantially interfere wlth groundwater flow 
or recharge .•.. ~ •.•....••...•..••••..•••••••••••.••..• 

e. Cause a significant affect related to flood, erosion 
' .. .or siltation ....•...........................•.•.. ~···· 

: 

.. -

·X 

. X 

• . X ... 

• i 

f. Substantial lnterference.wlth the habltat of any 
species of fish, wlldll fe or plant ••••••••••••••.•.•••• 

-. ,.· .. 
; . ....... 

g. VIolate ambient alr quality standards or create 
substantial alr emissions or objectionable odors •••••• 

h. Substantially increase ambient nolse or glare 

I. 

J. 

... 

level for adjoining areas ••• : ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Substantial reduction of existing cropland.~· •••••••••• 

Expose 'tndtviduals or property to geol.ogtc. publ lc 
health, traffic, flood, seismic or other hazards •••••• 

~-· 

X 

.x 

.X 

. X 

.x 

.... . ' . 

. . .. . . 
. .· 

. ~; . 

..· . . ~, .. 

. . 
~---- .-,..~"._ .... -- ~--.!_M...,....,~ 
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Yes ·Ho . "" Maybe 

( 

1<. Have a substantial, demonstrable. negative aesthetic 
effect .................................. · ..... ········ 

1. Result in the disrupt L.-.• or a 1 tcrat ion of an 
archcol?9ical, historical or paleontological site .... 

M~ Cause or allow substantial increase in consumption in 
any natural resources .••••.•.........••••••••••••..•• 

·n. Results in the use or waste of substantial amounts of 
fuel or energy ••...•.•••••.....•••.•.•...•••••••••.•• 

o. tlecess i tate major extensions of water. sewer' storm 
dra_in. electrical line~ or public roads •••••••••••••• 

p. Substantially Increase demand ior or utllazatlon of 
.. public services such _as schools or fire or pollee 

q. 

. r. 
. . . . 

protection ..••.•.•.••.••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••• o 

Substu~tlally change transportation patterns related 
to existing traffic load, street capacity, parking 
availabll Jty or traffic safety ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Induce substantial g~th, concentration or displace-
ment ~f population .•••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

s. Result In an alteration or conflict with existing or 
planned land uses .•••••••••••..•••.••••••••••••.•.. o 

't. Conflict wlth adopted plans. goals or pollcle~ of 
·.the· Cl ty ·of l.odl .................................... o .. 

"!.· 

X 

X 

X 

X 

- - ----
X 

. X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Adverse Impacts of project and their magnitude: __ •d_d __ t_o_c_u_r_re_n_t _______ _ 

overcroWding of t·.U~S.D. 
----------~~-----------------------------------------------------•. 

'I 

·. : HltJgatlon ·t1easures. to Reduce Adverse Impacts ldenttfl~ by Initial Study• .· ... ----
.. · · Payment of fees to the l.U.S.D. by the developer to help finance 

r 
L 

t 
I 
I 

. . . :. the constructl90 of additional classr()OI'Q space. . , . .. . .. 
.· 0 0 

----------------------------------------------------------. · . 
.. . 

·• 
• .. 

kECC»\KEHDATIOH 

..... .• Negative Declaration 

. .. ~ .. .. .• .. 
' 

EIR X Conditional Negat1ve 
~Declaration· 

. ... - . 

~ .- .· .-... 
... . . 

··~l:~t ... ;.l. :. .. 

·~ . :_· ~__:_,__~__;___ __________ _ 
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\IOOCK ET Al REORGANIZATIOU 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Woock Reorganization involves the annexation of·210~ acres tQ the City 
of Lodl and the withdr~~al of this propcrtT fnDm the Voodbrtdge ~ural Fire 
Protection District ond the Wbodbrfdge lrr gation District. 

The property is located In southwest lodi. The area is south of the future 
extension of Century Boulevard. west of tha ~dbridge lrrigatlQn Distrlct 
~nal, north of Harney lane and east of LO\~r Sacramento ROad. 

The project parcels are fn agricultural uses except for scattered residences. 
The prea to the north was recently annexed and there Is development actlvlty 
on portions of this area. The area to the east Is developed In residential 
subdivisions. The area to the south, across Harney lane, is In agrtcul tural 
uses. The land to the west has a ~lxture of agricultural and residential uses. 
This area contains a $mall subdivision, a feed supply operation, and the •rea 
known as.Henderson Village. Henderson Village contains a school, several small 
businesses and a numbP.r of residences. · · 

The area proposed for annexation is designated residential low density In the 
~Jty of lodl General Plan. This designation penalts 1-10 residential units per 
acre. The Cl ty of lodi owns a 26.9 acre parcel which Is Included In thh 
annexation. This Is a site for a future storm drainage basln/park. Ex~h.tdlng 
this parcel from the total acreage, there would be approximately 18) acres t"hat 
could be developed. At on average of 6 units per acre the acr~&ge could yield 
approximately 1100 units of hou~Jng when fully developed. 

The area Is within the urban gnowth line and General Plan orea of the City of 
Lodl and Is desfgn~ted for residential development. The City of Lodf has 
developed It~ utility system to serve thls area with water, sanitary sewage, 
stonm drainage and electricity. future development would require extensions 
of exhtl_ng utility lines and the construction of streets and other Improvements. 

ll~ applicant does not have any current proposal to develop hfs property. 
property will be given a zoning designation of U-H, Unclasslfled-Holdin9· 
zone does not penmlt development of urban uses. A rezoning to a speclftc 
development zone would be required to develop this property. 

The 
This 

. .. ·. 

ENVI RONI1EtHAL 111PACTS . . .• .• 

The annexation will have no significant lapact on the environment. future . 
d~velopment of th~ property. however. could affect the environment. If developed~ 
with urban uses, tho property would be affected by tran~formlng a prlmarlly 
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agricultural property to an urban use. The existing crops would be replaced 
with streets, houses and other related improvements. The existing agri
cultural land \-tOuld be taken out of production with little likelihood of 
ever returning to agricultural production. 

The Impact of the loss of agrlcultrual land Is mitigated by the location of 
the property. The property h located wl thin the General Plan area of the 
City of lodi and Is designated for residential development. Annexation of 
thJs area provides for the orderly growth of the City and allows for future 
housing for Its citizens. 

The area has beeO·lnelUded ln'the design are-~tof the.City~s utility system. 

--· 

line and plant capacities have been engineered to service this area as It develops. 
The City has a specific plan for Century Boulevard, a major east4West street, 
along the north property line. The City has also purchased a 23t acre parcel 
for a storm drainage basin and park to service this area. The basin property 
Is Included as part of this annexation. 

Development of the property for residential uses could Impact the lodi Untfled 
School Dlntrlct by generating additional students. The LUSD Is currently exper-

. lenclng problems of overcrowding. This can be mitigated by requiring the 
applicant to enter Into an agreement with the LUSD to provide financial 
assistance to the District. The developer would pay an agreed-upon amount 
to help finance additional cla·nroom space to house new students. They ""'Uld 
also agree to abide by any recommendations daveloped by the Countywtde Task
force on school fln~nclng. 

FINDINGS 

Based on the Initial study. the City of lodl finds that the project will not 
have a significant effect on the environment except for the Impaction on the 
LUSD. This Impaction can be mitigated by the payment of appropriate fees to 
the LUSD by the developer. 
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