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:~~~~~ ~ :introdUc~ by City Manaqer G~~ 
··--... --· . . .:-· 

S~~n b~lf. of the document was Richard L~ Ehrhardt:, 
FacilitY P~anner .. Lodi Unified School District.' Mr. · 
-Ehrhardt.·fnaicated that the t.oai unified School District 
declared blpaction ln- the following- school attendanC.e 
areas affected by current and propos.ed dev.elo:Pient.:piana. 
to vi~ ·- · · · · 

. _Clements Elementary School Attendance Area 
-- ·Elkhorn Elementary School Attendance Areas (including OakwooOd).

Heritage Elementary School ,l\ttendance Area 
Lakewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
La~ence El:ementary School Attendance Are~t 
navis Elementary School Attendance Area ,. 
Li.v.e Oak Ele:nentary School Attendance Area
Needbcua Elementary school Attendance--Area 
Leroy Nichols Elementaty School Attendance Area 
Vinewood Elementary School Attendance .Area 
Parklane Elementary School Attendance Area 
Reese Elementary School Attendance Area 
Washington Elementary School Attendance Area 
Morada Middle School Attendance Area 
Senior Elementary Middle School Attendance Area 
Woodbridge Middle School Attendance Area 
Houston Middle School Attendance Area 
Lodi High School Attendance Area 
Tokay High School Attendance Area 

Mr. Ehrhardt further indicated that the 1981-82 Impaction 
Hitigation Plan as contained in the subject document is 
as follows: 
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Based on a projected increase in en~llment oi 9GO-'~tudeB-ts . 
in 1981-82, the District will implement the f;.,Howing · /i· :·" 

plan, subject to receipt 0f revenue-specifically a's ' . ' 
it is resolved by the courts. 

I. 

II. 

III. 

Continue to lease from the State_ of California 
thirty-o.,.o (32) portable classrooms presEil}t;iy': " 
located at six. (6) sites within _the [)is~f~ . : 

Develop and lease the "Maxi-'SchoOl" in 
Estates North Subdivision 

Lease or lease-purchase six-teen (16) J?ortables. :.· . 
for placement at various locations with furnitUre 

and equi~ent ;:~;:~~;).:\'.;····~~~~~:;:j 

There being no other pi;!rsons .wishing to spea_k 6~';~ei·':·:· · 
matter, the public portion of the hearing· was_ c.:losed":' ... ; ~\;,~;<'!':::'. 

Mayor Pro Tempore Murphy outlined recomniendation 
from the recently formed County Task_Force. 

A very lengthy discussion followed with questions 
directed to Staff and to Mr. Ehrhardt. 
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FACIUnUMII- PLANNJNG.nsw."i.OCKEFORD ST .. LOOt. CA.IWO (201)-.,.11~ 41~ G31Jj 

Mr. Hank.- Glaves 
City Managei
Ci:ty ,cf 'Loai 

· 22-1• ·West Pine· Street 
Lodi~ cati.fomia · 95240 

Subject: Impaction Report 

Dear Mr. Glaves! 

August s, 1981 

The Lodi Ulified School District Board of Trustees at its board 
meeting on August 4, 1981, adopted Resolution No. 81-32 declaring 
a state of ~tion in nineteen attendance areas. 

~ . ._ 

Enclosed are siideopies of our updated Declaration of Impaction ,': ... 
,.. ..... for your. use. -This infonnation. may...ba...helpful.~.the .. revie\'1-~d_. --::: -.::-· --:-:-::.:::-:-:::::-:::::;~i::·:-:-

•":~~:.--·-!!l·nn~il!i11::-..,,.f!'~ailvH visions: . -·--- -· ·- . .. . .. . -·-· . 

·.Should. you have any questions, please call my office • 

. '~ ' . . 1: ;; _Sincerely, 

. :-ri.(it&Jt. t.IJ.J~-
·• ;J} •. 

. Richard L. Ehrhardt 
Facility Planner 

·RLB/s 

.(' \::· . .- :....• 
>· · ..... ·.;..,...-""'.' 

~ ...... · .... 
• ·'·"" "-4~ : ..:~ -~··c "'~ .. 
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BBRJUi nE BOlli 0P TRUSTEES OF niE LODI tliiF~samL DlSTRICf 

·OF~- OF SAN ~, SfATB O~troRNIA 

RESOturtm m. Bl-32 
DECLARATIQt OF IMPACTIOO 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - -
. W:f.SRBAS, the development of new residential property resu1 ts in the demand 

for additional school facilities; and . 

WHEREAS, the Governing Board bas made every feasible effort to provide penaanent 
::&cilities; and 

IHEREAS, the financlal ability of the District to provide for permanent 
facilities is lillit.ed or non-existent, and the construction of new residences and 
the resultant inaease of 1llllf>ers of pupils -continues;. ·and 

111ERFAS, students generated by new residential construction in the attendance 
areas already full create an inmediate need for interim classroom solutions, and 

o~;: such solutions require capital expenditures or implementation of undesirable alter
natives by the District; and 

WIEREAS, the District has considered and acted· upon such options as 
(1) presentation to. the wters of bond measures to provide capital ftmds for scboo1 
housing, (2) ~IU'Y buildings, {3) doUble session, (4) bussing, (5) school atten
dance boundary realignment, -and has considered, and for good and sufficient reasons 
chosen not to act upon, (6) year-round school attendance and (7) extended day pro
grams (high school); and 

WHEREAS, ·the City ofl.odi nas· enacted Ordinance No. 1149, the City of 
Stockton has enacted Ordinance No. 13095-C.S., and the County of San Joaquin has 
enacted Ordinance No. 2574 as mitigation measures to assist school districts to 
reduce the impact of new bane construction; and 

WHEREAS, the aforementioned Ordinances require residential developers to 
participate in the cost of interim solutions necessitated by the overcrowding 
of existing classroan facilities due to. new residential construction; and 

WHEREAS, this Board has reviewed the content of the master Site capacity 
Table prepared by staff, a copy of which is attached hereto, and has approved said 
report for public distribution; · 

1HEREFORB, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Lodi · Unified School District 
declares impaction in tl~se school attendance areas affected by current and 
proposed developnent plans, to wit: 

Clements Elesoontary Sc~l Attendance Area 
BlJchorn Elementary SchOol Attendance Area (including Oakwood) 
Heritage Elementary School Attendance Area 
Lakewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
Lawrence Elementary School Attendance Area 
Davis Elementary School Attendance Area 
Live- Oak Elementary School Attendance Area 
Needham Elementary School Attendance Area 
Leroy Nichols Elementary School Attendance Area 
Vinewood E1ementary School Attendance Area 
ParklaM Blementary School Attendance Area 
Ree5e Elementary School Attendance Area 

-1-



1m IT RimER RESOLVED .that the Superintendent be, and he hereby is, 
directed to transmit a certifiecl copy of this ~elution and. the accanpanying 
staff :report to the City Councils of Lodi and Stoclct:on and the "Board of Super
visors of tbe Ccmty· of San . .Jom:tin £or- .the consideration and concux 1ence 
following public bearings before their respectiVe bodies-. 

PASSED AND AOOPI'ED this 4th day of August, 1981, by the followin2 vote of the 
·Board of Trustees, to wit: 

AYES: 

liES: 

ABSFNI': 

.ATI'EST: 

LAlltEL WISIRit, Clerk 
!card of Trustees 

JM4 VAl'SUl.A, &si&iit 
!oanl of Trustees 



tan OOFiF.D slmL DISilUCf 
Facilities and Planning 

July 30. 1981 

1981-82 DPACTIOf MITl~ PLAN-

Based en a pmjected incTease in 1mrollment of -990 students in 1981-82, the District 
will. ~ the-fo~ plan, subject oto· receipt l>f: ·revenue-specifically 
as it h ~ved by the. ())arts,. . 

-I.. Cc:mtinue tO lease from the State of California thirty-two (32) 
portable classl"'<<ftS presently located at six (6) sites within 
the District. 

II ... Develop aDd lease the '?tfaxi-School" in the Colonial Estates 
·Nortll Subdivision. 

III.. tease or leas8-purcbase sixteen {16) portables for placement 
at various locati.ons wi"th furniture ,and equipaent .. 

$ 64,000.00 

160 t ()()(). 00 

230, ()()(}. 00 

$ 454 •. ooo. 00 
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. OPTIONS t$JW."DLING Gltotml~IN A1WS OP ~ 
. ~ . . . . . ' - . . .., 

. Geoeral. Stataeat1 The school dtatri.c:t believee in the concept of neighbOr
hood achooh aacl vUl-Uke every reasonable effort to provide education in 
the -.aleman tar! sradea in the immediate neighborhood of the pu.pil f for pupils 
ill arec!u· 'i GetS, instruction will be provided in the general area; for 
pupils ln the hi&h schOols • instruction will be provided at the school of 
.. lilf'MDt -VId-di vi1l be generally the closest of the two major hl$h schools-
-~.. lrovth COft~- and attendance areu become impacted, the district will :._., ... , 
c:oaaic!er or ha8 conaiderec! the following alternatives to neighborhood achoolaa 

1. lqpa1 load1na of all schools throusl!out the diatrict. 

The c!latrict baa adoptee! an equal loading policy which will cauae all 
schoOla thro.ugbout the district: within a given grac!e epan to bouae the 
•~ pt:OpOrtioD. of student a relative to capacity. Equal loading ta a 
coneapt that cwoda- -well 1a an urban -&rea but pr.oviclea extraorcllnary long 
1Kia rl&.. tor a-tudente when the area of impacti-on ancf srowth is sub
stantially removed from the area wbere claatto011l8' are ava11.able. 

2. Buaains. 

Bunina 1a aed as an .interi!l process to implement the equal load pol:l.ey. 
The board finds -tbat no pupil shoul-d be bussed from his attendance area, 
b~ i.-f necenary, never more thau 10 miles from the "full" ,eehoo-1 to the 
school of redirection. 

3. 'Double aeuiou. 

))Ouh-:la.:.HR.tou.:h t\e pr1Dutty grades retain the -.same ·amount -~ ttme. 
In -each-of the instructional sections, double sessions Go-re peredvea 
aa beiDa cliaadvantaaeoua to the atuden:s attending school in the p.m. 
abUt. . The fabric of · aoc:iety rejects the concept of youna childten 
beinJ :f.D. school from 12:30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. followed by what uy be 
an e'Xteadecl period of t!me on the achool bus. Older children (above 
grade 4)-lose a aignific:ant amount of instructional time through the 
dedce of double aeaaiona, anc! it is perceived as being totally un
acceptable aa other than an extremely short term measure for puptla other 
than K-3. 

4. lxtended dat -,roarau. 

Prograu in the early morning· or in the late afternoon aay be devised 
to utilize a highschool plant at above normal carrying capacity. , Such 
pl-oarau are found to have relatively small pupil/parent interest, are 
not conducive to integration with established bussing schedules, and 
are not viable anavera to impaction • 

.5. Tnporary buildings. 

Temporary buildings are the next beat answer to pe~ent buildings to 
the questions posed by school impaction and growth. It is the feeling 
of tbe: aoverning board that some twenty to twenty-five percent of total 
claasroOII apace at an elementary or middle school should always: be. in 
portables to provide long range flexibility. Portable buildings have _· 

-6-
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... 

been used in the district extensively and would continue to be utilizeci 
in: any balanced program of building. District funds are not available 
to pUrchase needed portable classrooms to meet student growth. 

6. School boundaty realigrunent. 

This device has been used to acconmodate growth in an imnediately adja
cent attendance area. 'Where growth is scattered or substantially resnoved 
£rain school houses with room available, realignment is ineffective. With 
the growth :rate of the several attendance ~ in this district, botmdary 
realignment.- is not a viable pennanent solution beyond that already accom
plished. 

7. Year-round schools. 

Y:eaT round school education has the potentiality of increasing availabJ.e 
classroom space by twenty to twenty-five percent. The district has 
studied YRS and has determined that it is not a viable solution to the 
~stion of pocket growth removed a dista.i1ce from available school houses. 

8. Financial resources: 

The traditional methods of raising ftmds to build school houses include 
the passing-of bond- issues or of tax override measures. Legal opinion 
subsequent to the passage of Proposition 13 has indicated that such 
measures--are no longer valid. 

9. Interim-~ertra- load. 

Long term class load factors are twenty-seven pupils at grades K-3, and 
twenty-eight pupils at grades 4-8; however, it has been necessary because 
of lack o£ space to load the classrooms at an average of thirty pupils 
on an interim basis. · 

10. Emerg!:Do/ school classes. 

Asseui>ly Bill No. 8, signed by the Governor on July 24, 1979, enacted t:he 
Emergency School Classroom Law of 1979. Under this Law, Lodi thified 
School District has received thirty-two (32) portables for use in 1981-82. 
Thes~ buildings are subject to recall by the State of California shoulc..l 
there be greater need elstnvhere in California. 

-7-
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* L -· Locli 1 t, 

-. Ollonial Est~f~~ North ·· 
· sioiieWood Estates 
··GOlden Bear 

S - Stocktcn - =~:<,, ·· ~ 

~~~~tt~:l 
10 I 
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c 
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c 
c 
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Woodbridge Greens 
Ferrero Subdivision 
Rivergate 
BUrlington Manor 
Country View Estates 
Faitway Estates 

Foxi:reek 
Claimont Place 
Cimarron 
Zinfindel Estates 

J.brada Estates North 
Oak Creek 
Fox Creek 
Clairmont Place 
Greenwood Estates 
J.bsher Manor 
Gnekow 
J.brada West 
J.brada Place 

Tolcay High L Beclanan Ranch 
L Matthews - Diablo Meadows 
S Colonial Estates North 
S Bear Creek Estates 
S StonewOod Estates 
L (Lodi South) SU111llerfield 
S Zinfindel 
L Winchester Acres 
L Southeast Lodi--Jolmson-Tandy 
L Wood Brook 
L Grupe - Lake Shore Village 
L Cambridge Place 
S Golden Bear 
S Single Tree Estates 
S Sussex Gardens 
C J.brada Estates North 

7 ·····I 
86 f 

8 .. · I 
10 ' . t 531 ..•.. f 

64 
5l 
60 
10 
64 
7 

257 

35 
198 

70 
125 
428 

15 
19 
17 
65 

2 
20 
4 

16 
2 

160 

42 
8 

80 
12 

125 
18 
62 
15 

517 
18 
92. 
·23 

·. i· 
·.·.~-r: 

l 
~ 
j 

t .. 
I 

f 
r 
l 

I 
··1 

- .. · .. · 

. ·.' .· "<:-
·' ,, 

. . ·" 
. ~::._ .·i,: .' r ~: 

... · 
. :< . 

.. > <;,;i;~~~~ l 
;::·c:., , L English Oaks 6 & 7 
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.<~;'':~·,····.~ ' 
19 
8 

L · ·_ Bergundy Village 
S -- . Fox CTeek · 

_':., ._::·8 
17 

S Clairmont Place 65 
C GreeriwoOd Estates 2 
C Mosher ·Manor 20 
s cimarron 4o·· 
L The Oaks - Grupe 12 
C Gnekow 5 
C Morada Place 2 
C Morada West 27 
S Harpers :=erry 4 
s ~is Oaks s 

1.3-ll 

Lodi High L fbnestead Manor 
L Sun West 
L Rivergate 

14 
8 -30 

it. 

C Lambert Vil.hge 15 
L Burlington Manor 
c Fairway Estates 

s 
4 

L Colony Rancll 43 
L Mokelume Village 26 
L Mill.swoed 17 
c Woodbridge Greens 32 
C Country View l!sta:tes 33 
L Homestea& Oaks 5 
L Aaron Terrace 4 
L Sanguinetti Park 15 
C Ferrero SUbdivision 26 
L Pinewood Court 3 
L Las Casitas 23 

303 

Senior Elementary S. Colonial Estates North 8(', 
s Bear Creek Estates 12 
s Stonewc.-od Estates 168 
s Golden Be-ar Estates 10 
s Single Tree Estates s -·:··. 

. , ... 

s Sussex Gardens 43 
L Beckman Ranch 42 
L Matthews - Diablo Meadows 8 
L The Oaks 12 
L Homestead Manor 14 
L Sun West 8 
s Cimarron 40 
s Harpers Ferry 4 
s Davis Oaks 5 
L (Lodi South) Sunmerfield 18 
L Aaron Terrace .3 
L Winchester Acres 15 

.. . . 

.. -9-. •; 

. -- . -~-~-~-· 
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Leroy Nichols 

WOodbridge 

.Oakwood 

·. Vinewood 

ti2Ir\(~itage 
. ~ . - ·,__, .. 

r~~tx~'), .. ·· 

. . ' ~-

L 
L 
L 
L 
s 
L 
L 
L 
L 

c 
c 
c 

L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 
L 

L 
L 
c 
L 
L 
L 
L 
c 
c 
L 
c 
L 

s 

L 
L 
L 
L 
L 

L 
L 
L 

. ·. SUBDMSI~ · ~ .ADDITIOOAL S'llJDEm'S . . ,· __ . 

Southeast Locli - Johnson-Tandy 
Wood Brook . ' 
Lake Shore Village - Grupe 
Cambridge Place 
Zinfinde1 
Las Casitas 
Bergundy Village 
Stonebrook 
English <>aks 6 6 7 

M>rada Estates Narth 
Oak Creek 
M>sher Manor .. 

Beclanan Ranch 
Matthews - Diablo Meadows 
The Oalcs 
(Lodi South) Stmmerfield 
Winchester Acres 
Wood Brook 
Stonebrook 
English Oaks, Units 6 6 7 

Rivergate 
Burlington Manor 
FailYclY Estates 
Colony Ranch 
MOkelumne Village 
Millswood 
Homestead Oaks 
Country View Estates 
Woodbridge Greens 
Sanguinetti Park 
Ferrero Subdivision 
Pinewood Court 

Bear Cr~k Estates 

Grupe - Lake Shore Village 
Homestead Manor 
Stm West 
Aaron Terrace 
Las Casitas 

Southeast Lodi - Jolmson-Tandy 
Cambridge Place 
Bergundy Village 
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c Lambert Village 32 

c Lambert Village 15 -~ 

··-· 

Brma Reese L Millswood 40 
L Pinewood Court 7 ~ ... 

L Colony. Ranch 
L lbllestead {)aks 

69 
10 

L M:>ke.hmine ·Village 52 
l3l 

Davis c Greenwood Estates 4 
c Qlekow 7 
c J.brada West 54 
c J.brada Place 4 

69 

Washington L Sanguinetti Park 30 
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SUBDIVISIOO- MAP KEY 

1. fairway Estates 

2. tioodbridge Greens 
3. Jurimtton Manor 
4. Ri~te 
5. M>kel~ Village 

6. SangUinetti Park 

7. Colony Ranch 

8. NillSl«XXl 

9. lboestead Oaks 
10. lbnestead Manor 

11. Sun West 

12. Aaron Terrace 

13. Lake SOOre 

14. Becblan Ranch 

15. Diablo Meadows 

16. Woodbrook 

17. Lodi South - Sulmerfield 

18. Southeast Lodi 

19. Winchester Acres or Winchester Oaks 

20. Country View-Estates 

21. Cambridge Manor 

22. t.a casitas 
23. Bergundy Village 

24. P.nglish Oaks Manor - Unit 6 ' _,. 

25. English Oaks Manor - Unit 7 

26. Pinewood 

27. Stonebrook 
-.•. 

28. Stonetree 

29. Ferrero Subdivision 

,.-
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PATittC:IC M. CURitAN 
CM .. , D«~TY COUNTY C-HL June-13, 1978 

Dr. Gaylord A. Nelson 
county Superintendent o~ Schools 
County of San Joaquin 
COurthouse - Fourth Ploor 
Stockton, ca. 95202 

Re: School Bonds 

Dear Dr. Nelson: 

.......... ......... ~ 

Aa you may be aware, county Counsel Gerald Sherwin 
recently provided "Richard Cherry, Superintendent of Manteca
Unified School District. with a memorandum opinion dealinq 
with the affect of Propos.ition 13 on future school bond 
elections. We have been asked to provide this info~ation 
to all. schoOl diatrieta. in tbe-County .and herewith submit 
aame to you for ctiatrl.bu'tlon~ 

Generally apeakinq, tbe issue is whether Proposition ~3 
prohibits a school bond election. Althouqh that measure 
doe• not specifically address the subject, the answer for 
all practical purposes ia "yea". Proposition 13 adds 
Article XIII A to the constitution. Section l(a) of that 
Article provides that the maximum rate of taxes levied 
&cJainat any real property may not exceed one percent ·of 
the full cash value of such property. The one percent so 
levied ia apparently to be distributed among all the taxing 
jurisdictions within the county within whicb the property is 
located. Section l(b) expressly excepts from this limitation 
"ad valorem taxes or spacial assessments to pay the interest 
and redemption charqes on any indebtedness approved by the 
voters prior to th& time this section becomes effective". 

Mr. Sherwin advised Superintendent Cherry that a November 
bond electior, in the Manteca Unified School District would not 
benefit from the exception provided by Section l(b). Although 
much of Proposition 13 is a state of c.:msiderable uncertainty 
which may be resolved only by court action or legislative 
clarification, it appears to us at this time that the one 
percent limitation may not be increased in order to finance 
school bond measures, even though such measures may be ftpproved 
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Dr .. Gaylord A. Nelson 
JUne 13,1978 
Page TWO 

by the requisite percentaqe of voters residing in the 
achool district. In practical terms, school districts 
will. be canpetinq with other taxing entities on a pro 
rata basis for the fixed amount of dollars generated by 
the one percent limitation. At this time it would appear 
tbat the most that could be accomplished: by a bond measure 
would be to increase slightly the proportion of such monies 
to which school diat:ricta wou-ld be entitled .• 

In the event tba.t this· pro rata competition for limi tea 
tax dollars becomes reality, it is unlikely that sufficient 
taxes could be levied for the benefit of a school district 
to satisfy the requirements of the Education code for the 
payment of bonds. Specificall.y, . Education code Section 
15250 provides in pertinent part~ 

"'The tax shall not be less than sufficient 
to pay the interest on the bonds as it becomes 
due and to provide a sinking fund· for the payment 
of the principal on or before maturity and may 
include an .al±owanctJ: for an .. 1lDJlUal. reserve:, 
established for thepurposa cd-avoldinq fluctuating 
tax levies. The tax shall ba a~icient to provide 
funds for the payment of the interest on the bonds. 
aa it becomes due and also such part of the principal 
and interest as is to become due before the proceeds 
of a tax levied at the time for making the next 
general tax levy can be made available for the pay
ment.of the principal and interest.• 

As a result of the foregoing discussion, and in the. 
absence of specific legislative action in this area, it 
would appear that the advancing of a school bond election 
measure would be of little benefit to a school. district 
aa the law stands nov. 

MP01jgs 
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very truly yours, 

GERALD A. SHERWIN 
county counsel 

By 
MARK F. ORNELLAS 
Deputy county counsel 
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llECOMM!NDED MASTEl PLAN PRIOlliTIES 

PHASE I - 1981-82 

Sell ~Ulnood School Site 
Proc~~l with Special Education Development Center Application 

for lunda 
Prepare State Buildina Program Application for: 

A. S:touvood Estate llement&Yy 
B. Clareaont Elementary 
c. Holt Bleaentary 
D. Crupe Elementary 
1. Elkhorn Middle School 

Service Center or Tranaportation Satellite Operation 
IOP/C--Adult !duc:ationCenter Eatabllahed at Lincoln School 

PRASE II - 1983-87 

Sell. trade, or retain EaglialtOaka-
Prepare State Buf.lcliua Program Application for: 

A. .Southern 1li.gh Sc:&ool--..fit Efaaa 
B. Morada Middle School ExpaaaiOD 
c. Jolmaon-Tandy !laentary 
D.. I-S Veat--or Equivalent Bleaenta17 

(Addition to Parklane and Oaltvood) 

NOTEs Projects in Phase II 1114Y be advanced to Phase I schedule aho"ld 
financing become aore readily available or other eventa lead to 
chana••· 
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PROJECT INFORMATION .. 
PHASE I 

Mill~od School Site 
Originally 34 acres vaa acquired by the Woods School District for a future 
Middle School. In 1978, 14 acrea were sold. Baaed on current projections, 
the need for the remaining acreage is less now. Therefore, this site becODMs 
aurplua and· ia reco.ended for disposal. 

Special Education Develop!!!!t Center (Leroy F. Greene Lease Purchase lund) 
Aa the District aovea- to utiafy the undated needs of Special Education, f-t 
becoaea 110re evident that ·the reaponaibllity of educating students in a develop
went center auat be a local reaponaibility. Thia program ia considered in that it 
eaa be ellgible under the Leroy F. Greene Leaae-Purc:haae Law. The moat proobable 
location for this prograa ia to make modification at Washington School. ll:. ta 
u•tl11ed that the cftstrict vill be ..-given" the Trainab.le Mentally Retarded 
facility aov at Dorothy Mahin School by the County. Otherwise, another siallar 
facility vill be neceaaary. 

Stonewood !state ElementarY (Leroy F. Greene Lease Purchase Fund) 
AD 11 acre aite baa been reserved just ~outh of Bear Creek and veat of Thornton 
Road. It 1.e plamled for an elementary school using the "Victor Plan .. , toge.tber 
vith a .Uti-purpoae building and additional permanent and relocatable clas-srooms. 

ClareJaOnt llementan; (Leroy F. Greene Lease Purchase Fund) 
Tbe dev.toper has- reserved approximately 10 acres in the Claremont subdiv:laion 
juat vest of Normandy Village. Planned improvement includes the building 
deaiped in the "Victor Plan", -plus a multi-purpose building-::cand permanent 
aad relocatable elaaaroou. 

Holt Bleraenta!Y (Leroy r. Greeae teaa-e Purchase Fund) 
Thia would be a aehool deelgnated in the Colonial Estates neighborhood nortb 
of Huaer Lane. Preaently, no site b designated. However, a large land parcel 
own~ by the Holt faaily would be studied for an 8 to 10 acres school site. Planned 
iaprovement includes the building designed in the "Victor Plan", plus a multi
purpose building and permanent and relocatable classrooms. 

Grupe Elementary (Leroy F. Greene Lease Purchase Fund) 
A school aite aouthveat of the Lakeshore developa~nt would need to be considered 
aad developed. Planned improvement includes the building designed in the ••victor 
Plan", plus a aulti-purpose building and permanent and relocatable classtoOIIS. 

Elkhorn Middle School (Leroy F. Greene Lease Purchase Fund) 
Preliainary discussion baa occurred with the Beck organization to trade the 
present Elkhorn School aite for 20 acres soutbveat of that location. The 
exchange would provide for the continued use of the Elkhorn School until 
S~onevood !states and Holt Schools were operational. The plan would require 
the construction of a coaprehenaive middle school for 750 students. 

·service Center Facility (Local Funding) 
The planned acquisition of the Hsppyholme site is the preferred approach. However, 
the alternative of developing a transportation yard at Nichols can be considered 
aa en interill solution. 

ROP/C-Adult Education (Local and Categorical Funding) 
The plan provides for developing at the Lincoln School sites facilities for 
the ROP/C claaa~ and related office and service facility for the ·aoP/C
Adult Education Programs. 
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IMPACTI<Il FEB "lOAN" 

mDm AS OF 5/81 

l.ODI 
S'lOCJcr(N 

axMY 

1979-80 (OOPB) 
Relocation of Portables -

·oakwood. 
Parklane. 
Toby. High SChool 

1980-81 atERGBCl :PORTABLES 
Lease Payments to State 

c:Dev.elopDent 

1981-82 PCm'ABLB LEASE PAYMPNfS 
P.ncunbered 

NET BALANCE 

-20-

$ 73,952.00 
417,600.00 
16,631.00 

$ 100,000.00 

$ 60,142.00 
141,400.00 

64,000.00 

.Jl.tlB 30, 1981 

$ 508,183.00 

$ 305,542.00 

$ 142,641.00 

·.· '. _·.-"'' 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING DECLARATION 
OF IMPACTION DATED AUGUST 4, 1981 BY LODI 
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1149, entitled, "An Ordinance o£ 

the City of Lodi to Provide for the Dedication of Land or Fees 

or Both as a Condition to the Approval of New Residential 

Developnen_ts, for the Purpose of Providing Classroom Faci

lities Wbere Conditions of Overcrowding Exist in a Public 

School Attendance A-rea" , which was adopted by the Lodi City 

Council on August 2, 1978, provides that the Governing body of 

a &chool district which operates, in whole or in part, within 

Ute City of Lodi may at any time pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65971, notify the City Council that it bas found that: 

(1) conditions of overcrowding exist in one or more attendance 

areas within the district which will impa-ir the normal function

ing of educational programs including the reason·for such 

conditions existing~ ( 2) all reasonable methods of mitigating 

conditions of overcrowding have been evaluated1 and (3) no 

feasible methods for reducing such conditions exist. Such 

notification shall remain in effect until withdrawn in writing 

b_Y,. the governing body of the school district. 

Upon receipt of such notice, the Ci.ty Council shall 

schedule and conduct a public hearing on the notification for 

the purpose of allowing interested parties to comment on the 

matter. Follouing such hearing, the City Council shall determine 
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whether it concurs in such finding. If the City Council concurs, 

it shall by resolution designate the school as an overcrowded 

school. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RES8LVED that the City Council 

of the City of LOdi does hereby set a Public Hearing on Wednesday, 

September 16, 1981 at the hour of 8:00p.m., or as soon thereafter 

a,s the matter may be heard, in the Council Chambers, City 

Hall, 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California, to receive public 

input on notification received from the Lodi Unified School 

Dis-trict declaring a state of impaction in nineteen attendance 

areas"" 

Information regarding this item may be obtained in the 

ofi:ice of the City Clerk at 221 w. Pine Street, Lodi, California. 

All interested persons are invited to present their vi-ews 

either for or against the above proposal. Written statements 

may be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior to the hearing 

scheduled herein and oral statements may be made at said hearing. 

Dated: August 5, 1981 

By Order of the City Council 

~~·~ 
City Clerk 

r· 
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Jim Pinkerton ... 
Conunents on School 

Impaction. '~-~ · .:;;. 
council Meeting · 
September 16, 1981 

·"".·'' 

0 G ~on· .page 8 you have the Lodi Unified Facilities and Plannimg 
. . . 

all the:waytbrough here and you have the Johnson....:'randy Ranch 

which total.a up to a projection of 2, 064 students--there hasn' :t: 

been a grapevine pulled--there hasn't been a thing done out 

there--and so let's take out the Johnsoa-Tandy Ranch, ? ? 

2,0'64 students.. I •m only taking out one subdiv:is:ion, which is 

a long way from producing 2,000 and you duplicate the 517 twice. 

So in Tokay High School we take out that 517 and Lodi's share 

o·f students in that is 31.55 percent. Stockton bt 57.27 perce-nt 

and San Joaquin County is 11.18 percent--basically 805 students G 

So that school is in the city limits of Lodi and it is impacted, 

basi("·uly,. by the city of Stockton. Then we come .. in to Lodi 

High and the percentage of the Lodi High School people that are 

coming in a-re from the Lodi district which is 63.7 percent and 

the San Joaquin County is coming in at 3~.3 percent. Then we 

go down to the Senior Ela~entary School. 
.. 

After we take out the 

515 people from Johnson-Tandy Ranch you said you were going to 

have, that leaves 307 people at Senior Elementary. And that's 

41.66 percent ? 58. 34 coming in from Stockton. And Lakewood 

San Joaquin County is 72.76 percent of the impaction there. 

So, basically, if you take all the total students that you are 

bringing in in this impaction the city of Lodi is producing 

43.22. pe~cent; Stockton is producing 44.61 pe~cent: and 

San Joaquin county is producing 4.69 percent. And yet you are 

asking the citizens of Lodi, the young people in this town::who 

can't qualify for a house now to pay for something that if :l.t 

were just the city of Lodi we could take care of the people ... 

.. 
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within the city of Lodi school limit. Because every school 

that you've got with Stockton coming in, it's tlie highest 

impaction out of Stockton. I can't see penalizing the young 

people in the City of Lodi who are trying to get started 

If you look at the pages of the Sentinel and the Lodi Life 

and Times, there are young people getting married that can't 

buy homes i-n· town.. if you put another $2SQ to $500 on them, 

they're never going to qualify for a home and where are the 

young people going to go. True--you're saying that these 

people are going to generate kids, but I think someplac.e 

along ,t.ha line the school system is going to have to look 

at its own self and cut back on their costs and their overheaa 

and stop giving a-ll the goodies out and making people star-t to: 

work 12 months out of the year instead of paying them $125 

·--

a day and givinq them four months a year vacation. If you:'ll 

look at the last U.S. News and World Report at how many teachers. 

are out of a job and how many teachers are losing their jobs 

because of population. • • ---? 

.. 
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Jim Pinker ton 
Comments o-n School 

Impaction 
Council Meeting 
September 16 , .19 81 

oOn page 8 you have the Lodi Unified Facilities and Planning 

all the way through here and you have the Johnson-Tandy Ranch 

which totals up to a projection of 2, 064 students--there ha sn • t 

been a grapevine pulled--there hasn't been a thing done out 

there--and so let's take out the Johnson-Tandy Ranch, ? ? 

2, 064 students. I'm on-ly taking out one subdivision, which is 

a long_way from producing 2,000 and you duplicate the 517 twicee 

So in Tokay High School we take out that 517 and Lodi • s share 

of students i-n that is 31.55 percent. Stockton is 57.27 pe-rcent 

and San Joaquin County is 11.18 percent--basically 805 students .. 

So that school is in the city limits of Lodi and it is impacted, 

basically, by the city of Stockton.. Then we come in to Lod:i 

High and the percentage of the Loai High School people that are 

. coming in are from the Lodi district which is 63.7 percent and 

the San Joaquin County is coming in at .36.3 percent. Then we 

go down to the Senior Elementary School. After we take out the 

515 people from Johnson-Tandy Ranch you said you were going to 

have, that leaves 307 people at Senior Elementary. And that's 

41.66 percent ? 58.34 coming in from Stockton. And Lakewood 

San Joaquin County is 72.76 percent of the impaction there. 

So, basically, if you take all the total students that you are 

bringing in in this impaction the city of Lodi is producing 

43.22 percent: Stockton is producing 44.61 percent; and 

San Joaquin County is producing 4. 69 percent. And yet you are 

asking the citizens of Lodi, the young people in this town who 

can't qualify for a house now to pay for something that if it 

were just the city of Lodi we could take care of the people 



within the city of Lodi school limit. Because every school 

that you've got with Stockton coming in, it's the highest 

impaction out of Stockton. I can't see penalizing the young 

people in the City of Lodi who are trying to get started 

If you look at the pages o.f the Sentinel and the Lodi Life 

and Times, there are youJl9 people getting married that can't 

buy homes in town. If you put anether $250 to $500 on them, 

they're never going to qualify for a home and where are the 

young people going to go. True--you're saying that these 

people are c;oing to gen~ate kids, bU-t. 1 think someplace 

along the line the school system is going to have to look 

at its own self and cut back on their costs and their overhead 

and stop giving all the goodies_ out and making people start to 

work 12 months out of the year instead of paying them $125 

a day and giving them four months a year vacation. If you'll 

look at the last u.s. News and World Report at how many teachers 

are out of a job and how many teachers are losing their jobs 

because of --~?-- population. • • 
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Jim Pinkerton 
Comm2nts on School 

lmpaction 
Council Meeting 
September 16, 1981 

• • .on page· 8 you have the Lodi Unified Facilities and Planning 

all the way through here and you h.:we the Johnson-Tandy Ranch 

which totals up to a projection of 2,064 students--there hasn•t 

been a grapevine pulled--th~re hasn't been a thing done out 

there--and so let's take out the Johnson-Tandy Ranch, ? ? 

2,064 students. I'm only taking out one subdivision, which is 

a long way from producing 2,000 ~nd you duplicate the 517 twice. 

So in Tokay High School we take out that 517 and Lodi's share 

of students in that is 31.55 percent. Stockton is 57.27 percent 

and San Joaquin County is ll.lP. percent--basically 805 students. 

So that school is in the city limits of Lodi and it is impacted, 

basical:ly" by the city of Stockton. Then we come in to Lodl 

High and the percentage of the Lodi High School people that are 

coming in are from the Lodi district which is 63.7 percent and 

the San Joaquin County is coming in at 36.3 percent. Then we 

go down to the Senior Elementary School. After we take out the 

515 people from Johnson-Tandy Ranch you said you were going to 

have, that leaves 307 people at Senior Elementary. And that's 

41.66 percent ? 58.34 coming in from Stockton. And Lakewood 

San Joaquin County is 72.76 percent of the impaction there. 

So, basically, if you take all the total students that you are 

bringing in in this impaction the city of Lodi is producing 

43.22 percent; Stockton is producing 44.61 percent; and 

San Joaquin county is producing 4.69 percent. And yet you are 

asking the citizens of Lodi, the young people in this town who 

ca~'t qualify for a house now to pay for something that if it 

were just the city of Lodi we could take care of the people 
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within the city of Lodi school limit. Because every school 

that you've got with Stockton coming in, it's the highest 

impaction out of Stockton. I can't see penalizing the young 

people .in the City of Lodi who are trying to get started 

J:f you look at the pag-es of the Sentinel and the Lodi Life 

and Times, there are young people getting married that can't 

buy homes .in town. If you put another $250 te> $500 on them, 

they're never going. to qualify for a home and where are the 

young people going to go. True--you're saying that these 

people are going to generate kids, but I think someplace 

along the rine the school system is going to have to look 

at i:ts own self and cut back on their costs and their overhead 

and stop giving .. all the goodies out and making people -start to 

work 12 months out of the year instead of paying them $125 

a day and giving them four months a year vaGation. If you'"ll 

look at the last U.S. News and World Report at how many teachers 

are out of a job and how many teachers are losing their jobs 

because of ? population. • • 
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':Wamu:Ast> ~December 26. 197&; ·this Board of Supervi-snrs 

adojjted_lte;~t~~t~ No• It-7.8-2221, under· authority of Ordinance 

No. 2S74, establishing the development fee schedule to be appli

,cable: .in- each o.f the attendance areas of the todi Unified School 

,nt.atrlet" declared to be overcrowded in "Resolution No. R-78-2220; 

and 

WHEREAS, this Board of Supervisors has determined by reference 

to the building cost index published quarterly in the Engineering 

News :Jtecord that the building costs in San Joaquin County have 

risen by -approximately 30 percent since Resolution No. R-78-222·1 

was adopted; 

NOW, THEREFoRE, BE IT RESOLVED that the fee schedule applicable 

to ·tk .o.ver.ercwded s~l a"ttendance areas in the Lcdi Unified 

School District be revised as follows, to wit: 

For mObile spaces the rate shall be $325.00 per space. 

For all other residential dwelling units, including 

units containing a single (one) bedroom, the rate shall be 

·$260.00 per bedroom. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be trans

mitted forthwith to. the County Building Department for implementation. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this th day of August, 1981, by the follow:

ing vote of the Board of Supervisors, to wit: 

AYES: YOSHIKAWA. BARBEl. ALVA, COSTA, wtLHOIT 

NOES: NONE 

"~,,. 
• ATtEST: JORE'l'TA J. HAYDE 

5 (·:::::(Qflita of lht County Cour.sel 
Pi!Piiid ~-· ____ _ 
Direction of""'!. · --:::~-:;,----
Approved by L-?jifq) AUG 18 1981 


