
CITY COG'NCIL MEETING 
SEPrEMBER 17, 1986 

·'· 

,,.;' 



PUBLIC HEARINGS 

CC-6 
ce-ss 

Notice thereof having been published according to law, an 
affidavit of which publication is on file .in the office of 
the City Clerk, Mayor Reid called for the Public 
Hearing regarding the prorosed Hotel Lodi Renovation 
Project. 

HOTEL Iroi The matter was introduced by Ccmnunity Developrent Director 
RENOVATION PRCDECT Jarres Schroeder. 

The history of the project and a CDBG Program Chronology of 
Events regarding the project were presented for Council..- s 
perusal. 

Mr. Schroeder presented a letter that had been received 
from Mr. Robert Stone I Program Manager I State of califom.i.a 
Departnent of Housing and Corrmunity Developrent, which read 
as follows: 

"I am writing in response to your inquiry about the status 
of our SUHRP loan corrmibrent for the Hotel Lodi should the 
City of I.OOi fail to provide the: financial assistance to 
this project described in your SUHRP application. 

In brief, our commitment does not hinge on the availability 
of the City funds. Should you be able to substitute 
private equity capital for these funds, and produce a 
project that is otherwise as approved last March, our 
carmitrrent v.Duld still stand and the project could move 
forward. 

The City's withdrawal of its financial participation would 
be extrerrely disappointing, especially in light of its 
previously stated support in the project's application, and 
at a convocation we attended which included city officials, 
businessrren and residents, on February 28, 1986, to 
encourage the State's approval. Even if the City's 
withdrawal did not render the I.Ddi Hotel project 
infeasible, the quality of the project otherwise 
potentially achievable may be decreased. This v.Duld be to 
the detrirrent of both the coomunity and future residents 
after the Hotel's renovation. 

Should you require further elaboration on this matter, 
please contact Russ Schmunk at 916-323-7244." 

The following persons spoke on behalf o£' the project: 

a) Mr. David F. Beatty, Attorney-at-Law, MCDonough, 
Holland and Allen, representing the developer of the 
proposed project, Daniels C. Logue. 

b) Mr. Jack Carter, 620 Turner Road, Lodi, feels that 
downtown merchants v.Duld be much better off if City 
has control of the project. 

c) Ms. Shirley Kleirn, 216 East oak Street, Locli, 
presented a petition signed by 72 people in support of 
the project. 

d) Mr. Terry Knutson, 29 North Allen Drive, li:xE, stated 
that he believes that if City CDBG funds are kept in 
the City, the City will retain its control. 
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S:;eaking in opposition were: 

a) Mr. Clifford Nitschke, 62 Corinth, Lcxli. 

b) Mr. Mike Lapenta, 1718 Edgewood Drive, Iooi, 
representing the· Lodi Downtown Business ASsociation. 

c) Ms. Judy Peterson, 40 Downtown Mall, Iodi, 
representing the L<xli Downtown Business .1\.ssociation. 

d) Mr. Randy Rosa', 35 South School Street, Iodi. 

e) Mr. Gene Walton, Attorney-at-Law, representing Travel 
by Charles, 220 West Pine Street, I.odi. 

f) Mr. David Rice, 10 North School Street, Lodi. 

g) Mr. Ron Hav.urth, 723 El capitan, IDdi. 

h) Mr. Richard Woolstran, Golden Era Hotel, South Main 
Street, I.odi. 

Other r)ersons addressing the Council on the matter ~re: 

a) Ms. Jody Dante, 224 Louie Avenue, Lod5 .• 

b) Mr. Bill C&1epa, 131 South Orange Street, I.odi. 

Mayor Reid closed the public hearing. 

A lengthy discussion foll~ with questions being directed 
to Staff and to persons who had given testirocmy. 

Council Member Hinchman then noved to withdraw the $110,000 
ecmnun.i ty Developrent Block· Grant Funds. The notion died 
for lack of a second. 

Following additional discussion, on notion of Mayor· Pro 
Tempore Olson, Pinkerton second, :the. Public Hearing was 
continued to the Regulcir Council Meeting of O:tober 1, 1986. 

The notion carried by the follCMing vote: 

Ayes: Council Members -Olson, Snider, and Pinkerton 

Noes: Council Y..embers- Hinchman and Reid (Mayor) 

. Council . Member· Snider then asked Mike Lapenta to have the 
Lodi Downta.vn Business Association consider the following 
questions: .· · 

a) WoUld Logue 
project? 

b) If project goes forward as it is proposed today, 
they (IDBA) \vant the City ,involved? 



COU~CIL COM:VIUNICATION 
-""" . _..-., ___ ------"'lr----_:.... 

·ro: THE CITY COUNCIL 

. FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

PREPARED BY: 

REXXMiENDED ACfiON: 

DATt NO • 

September __ 17, 1986 

City Manager 

That the City Council receive public testinony on the -
Hotel Lcxli Renovation Project and take action as 
deerred appropriate .. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: This matter has .been before the City Colincil and the 
ccmrumity now for several rronths. This is the third 
continuance of this public hearing, one at t.he request 

of the Lcx:li Downtown Business Association (IDBA) and twice at the request o:f 
the project developer. Attached is a packet of infonmation assembled by the 
staff of the Corrmunity Developrent DepartJnent which presents, arrong other 
thiilgs, the chronolOgy of events that have brought us to this point. Also 
enclosed with this agenda packet is a report prepared by the developer which 
addresses several aspects of the proposed project. 

The Ccmnunity Developrent Director will be prepared to present the staff report. 

'l'AP:br 

attach."lent 

Re~~tfully ~~t:ted., 

--f~E.a.~c .····· ... ······-~ 
Thomas A. Peterson 
City Milllager ·.· · 



. DEX::LARATION OF MAILING 

On September 8, 1986 in the City of Lodi, San Joaquin County, california, 
I deposited in the United States mail, envelopes with first-class postage 
prepaid thereon, containing a copy of the Notice attached hereto, marked 
Exhibit "A"; said envelopes were addressed as is nore particularly shown 
on Exhibit "B" attached hereto. 

There is a regular daily ccmnunication by mail between the City of Lodi, 
california, and the ·places to which said envelopes were addressed. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

·Executed on September 8, 1986, at Lcdi, california. 

REIMCHE 



EXHIBIT P. 

Nal'ICE OF CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING 

T.:E CITY COllf\"CIL OF THE CITY OF LCDI 
WILL CONDUCT A CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING 'ID ROCEIVE 

PUBLIC INPUI' REGARDING THE PROPOSED 
HarEL LODI RENOVATION PROJEX::.l' 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on wednesday, September 17, 1986 at 

the hour of 7:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be 

heard, the Lodi City Council will conduct a continued public hearing 

in the COuncil Chambers, City Hall, 221 West Pine Street, I.odi, 

california, to receive public input regarding the prop:>sed HOtel I.odi 

Renovation Project. 

The Hotel Lodi Rehabilitation Project will be a public-private 

partnership project, incorp:>rati.11g participation of the following 

public and private entities and programs: City of Iooi-comuun.ity 

Developrent ~3lock Grant; State of california Office of Housing and 

Gammunity Development-Special User Housing Rehabilitation Program; 

The Savings Association Mortgage Cor.1pany (SAMCX>) ; and the Daniels C. 
c •• ~ • ' .... 

1ogue Development and COnstruction Company of Sacramento. 

Up::>n carpletion the Hotel Lodi, located at the corner of School 

and Pine· Streets, will provide 110 furnished residential rental units 

available to low and moderate income persons. 

If you are interested in further infonnatlon, please ccntact 

· Rick Barnum, Associate Planner, City of. Lodi Ca:rmunity Development 

Depart:rrent, 221 W. Pine Street, lodi, or call 333-6711. 

All interested persons are invited to present th~ views on 

this matter. Written staterrents may be filed with the City Clerk at 

any time prior to the hearing scheduled herein and oral staterrents 
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,Jna./ ~ made at said hea£ing •• 

,·. · If you challenge the subject matter in court you Jl1aY pe limited 

to raising only those issues you or scrceone else raised at>the Public 

Hearing described in this :oot.ice or in written correspondence 

delivered to the City Clerk at, or prior to, the Public Hearing. 

By Order· of the I.Ddi City Council • 

. ~'~}Jt· .. ~. 
Alice .M. Reiroc:he . · · 
City Clerk 

Dated: september 17, 1986 







Terry Knutson 
Chairman 
UDID 
203 South School Street 
IDdi, CA 95240 

Trella Arieda 
Chairman 
Sr. Citizens Ccmnission 
1330 Midvale Drive 
IDdi, CA 95240 

Charlene lange. · .. 
Sr. Citizens raison. 
Hutchins Street Square 
Oak and Hutchins· street 
IDdi, CA 95240 

LOdi· News Sentinel 
125 North Church Street 
LOdi, CA 95240 

David .F. Beatty 
Attorney at raw 
M:::Donough, Holland and Allen 
535 Capital Mall, Suite 950 
Sac:i:ariento, CA 95814 (Sent Certified Mail, retum receipt requested) 

John. Graffigna 
P. 0. Box 388 . 
IOOi, CA 95241 
,· ,,' ,·:·, ·,-· \;'7-" ·-. (·.' . 

. , ...••. ~ ~~fa,. Cimintan 
.IAX!i Downtown Business Assn • 
. The· Toggery ·· 
· .28 South.· School Street 

<i'IOOil CA.95240·· 

Daniels 'c. rogue · · . . 
Developrent and Construction· Co. 
1001 6th Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95814 .· •.. 

Mailing listawr~ byCityAttomey Stein, Canmmity DeveloplElt Director .. · 
SchroedeJ:" and City Clerk Reirrch~ • .. · 



PROOF OF PUBLJCr'JON 

(2015.1 C.C.P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

County of San Joaquin. 

I-~ • citizen of the United States and a _resident of 

the County alo~said; I am over the age of eighteen 

yeius, and not a party to or interested in. the above­

entitled matt•r. I am the principal clerk of the 

printer of the Lodi News--Sentinel, a newspaper of . 

~ cln:ulatlon, printed_·_ and published dally, 

except SWldayS and holidays, in the City of Lodi, 

Call!omia, County of San Joaquin, and which news­

~aper has been adjudged a newspaper of general 

clrculatlon by the Superior Court, Department 3, of 

the' County of San Joaquin, State.· of California, 

under the date of May 26th, 1953, Case Number 

65990: that the notice,.. of which the_ annexed is a 

~ted copy (Ht 1n type not smaller th~ non­

pareil), hu · been published in each regular and 

entint blue of Aid Mwspaper and not in any sup­

plement thereof on the following dates, to-wit: 

. - Sept .. 11, ... . -. - . -- - . 
~ -. ···-····-··-·-.. -··········~·-·············· ······························-··········~· .. ·· 

. 86 
all in the year 19 ....... ;. 

l C:ertlfy (or declare) under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoinl is tru~ ~ eon-eeL 

Dated at Lodl, California, this ...... ~~E.~. day of 

. 86 
·····•·•····• ······ ................... , 19 ........ . 

~-~~-· ............... . 
, Sipature -

ThJs space .or the CountyClerk's Filing Stamp 

·. 

Proof of Publication of 

. . 
-··-··-·-·-················-···········-····-······-··-··--···········.· .. ··--.-··· 
.NOTICE OF CONTINUED PUBLIC.HEARING 
HOTEL LODI RENOVATION PROJECT -··-··-··-······-······························-··········-......................... __ ·-······ 

-···-······-·········-····-···································-····················-·····-···· 

OFCONTINU!DPUBUCHEARING .:, 
; , NOTICI COUNOL OFTHE CITT OF LODI WILL I. 
~ 1Mf CIT~ A CONTINUED PUII&.IC HEARING TO 

COHDU PUBLIC INPUT REGARDING THE PliO' -
.;· RICIIVEHOtnLOOIRtHOVATIONPROJKT • 
~ POS~ IS HERt:aT GIVEN !hot on Wedne.doy. . 
,: ~be< 17. 1986olthe hourol7:30 p,m •• dort~; 
::,. thereafter os tM rnoHet moy ~ ~ • blic '-!)· 
Lod' City Couocit will conduct o cont!n ,r 221 •. : 

. • . 'n the- Council Chambers. Caty Ho • . ~ 
~~~ • Stree-t Lodi Colifornkl. to receive pubhc 
•~n~! ,:;,rdtng •the P,opo5ed Hotel locH ~e~ l.~; 

'~c;l~·~ Lodi Rehobilitotio~ Project_ will. ~n ci -.. 
I" ;vallt partnership p«>je<t, .lncorpOrO g ,.:• 

. ~-oe;patP' "'n ol_ the following public one! prl~tt"< 
· .,...... :~' .... . i of Lodi ·..;_ Com~unt Y ·:; 
·. ent~tt~s :;!,P~~~;o~'! Stote_ of. Colifo~io ~- :_··:-; 
~ ~~pH using ond Community . Development,-h; .:. ':; 
·--~iol u:e-r Ho\,sing .Reh~bilitotion Progrorr.:CO)· .~~ 
~ . s Anoc:iotion Mortgage Company (SAM : ·~ 
• :::~~e DoniE-Is C •. longue OeveJo~~·~!·~·~.5:. ~·;·. 

structton comr o~c:::;:"~i;. tocOt;id. ~t the.··· 
, Upon ~~':d Pine Streets. will provide 110 
=:rh:C. residential rental units ovo~l~.~~~. ~0 ~~.~·~"'~ 
ond moderate inc0f1\e persons. - f . • ·t~ . 

" ore int&r.-sted in further In ormo '(· 
VO" ntoct Rick Bomum. Auociote PtonMr • i• 

pleoc:-L:Si Community t>evefopment Oepart~nt. ~ 
~l w. Pine Str!M't.Loc!i. or ca113:33-~7ll.t~ e~t 

II i terested persons. ore invated pr 
~ -:Ws on this matter. Written statements m,: 
~ ~~t"d with th• City Clerk ot ony lime prior to . heo;t ~chedulod h~rein and oral stot~ments ~ . ~. be: ot said heonng. 

1 choUenge the subject matter In cour1 you , ... 
• 

1 
':: &1m1ted to raising only those is~ues you~~! 
~ else rais-ed ot the Pubhc Hear"~ 
:b':J in this notice or in written co.rrespo~; 
ence delivered to the C•ty Oer~ ot~ ~!'"tO~~~~- . ~ . 

. ·PublicHeoring. _ ·. C · 
11 

· · .. _,_- ';;.__;,~.;;·_ 
By order of thelodt C1ty o~nc • ... .,_.· ... (.:-oJ. :.._ ... ·: \:.to~'J.t 

.. s:ALtCEM.RE.IMCHE . .· ...... • .. ;:· ~~~.' ~- . .,.,.,,,·1_: 
,._,c;~yctm· _ . 
Ooted:~pMmber17,1~ , 

·----~.~!:!): ~~ . __ ,·.·.: ~~ ··< ')·, ~~-. 



TOKAY~P.LAYERS :IN. ·,.::C·····.}/ 
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September 3, 1986 

P.O. Box 1614 
Lodi, CA 95241-1014 

(209} 368-2225 

To the members or the Lodi City Council: 

Due to the fact that several people have asked why Tokay 
Players hasn't ex:pressed public opinion on the matter or the 
Hotel Lodi, we offer the rollowi ng .comments . 

. ·.· ·. ' ;.' ' 

fhree years ago, w.ith a r;ressing need. ror a new location, 
we wen-e lu~ky to rind the, long-vacant Hotel Lodi lC'bby and 
dining areaavailable. With a lot or work from its volunteers we 
cr·eated a theatre. The special atmosphere or the building has 
been enJoyed by all .who have attended our productions; many 
patron~ recall either staying at the hotel or working there. 
It's surely unique among community theaters. 

Obviously, our interests preclude us from speaking in favor 
of' this recent -proposal. We have more then $12,000 invested in 
our. theatre space, most of' which could not .be recovered should 
we have·t.o inove to a new locat;ion. 

Mr~ Grarrigna has f'or many years given us much consider­
ation and a very f'avorable tenancy agreement, and we can exPress 
nothing b·ut. gratitude to him f'or giving us the space to use. By .. 

. ·. charginii us extremely low rent/ we have managed to· keel? our .· 
budget ir1:1in~; however, we have. known f'or some time that our 
occup~~Cy.~f>the'Hotel_L~di i!3 s'ubject._to any r•uture plans: J..Je 
recognize' that the. building is in: need or costly restoration and 
respect Mr. Graf'f'lgna's erf'orts to achieve that goal. . 

. :. ··. . ... . . . 

The boa~d-takes a neu~ral position: on any other issues 
surrounding the proposed new use. f'or the Hotel. 

Yours truly, 

, 



TOKAY PLAYERS, INC. 

September 3, 1986 

P.O. Box 1014 
Lodi, CA 95241-1014 

(209) 368-2225 

To the members of the Lodi City Council: 

Due to the fact that several people have asked why Tokay 
Players hasn't expressed public opinion on the matter of the. 
Hotel Lodi, we offer the following comments. 

Three years ago; with a pressing need for a new loc~tion. 
ve ~Jere lucky to find the long-vacant Hotel Lodi lobby and 
dining area available. With a lot of work from its volunteers ve 
created a theatre. The .f>pecial atmosphere of the buildin& has 
been enJoyed by all vho have attended our productions; many 
patrons recall either staying at the hotel or working there. 
It's surely unique among community theaters. 

Obviously, our interests preclude us from speaking in favor 
of this recent 'proposal. We have more then $12,000 .invested in 
our theatre space, most of which could not be·· r·ecovered should 
ue have to move to a neu locat . .ion. 

Mr. Graffigna has for many years given us much consider­
ationand a very favorable-tenancy agreement. and ve.can express 
nothing but gratitude to him for giving us the space 'to use~ By 
charging us eXtremely lou rent; ve have managed to keep our 
budget in 1 ine; hoi.Tever:. IJe have knovn for. some- time_ that .our' . 
occupancy or the Hotel Lodi is subJect to any fLtture plans. We 
recognize that the building is in need of costly restoration'and 
respect Mr. Graffigna's efforts to achieve that goal. 

The board takes a neutral position on any other issues 
surrounding the proposed new use for the Hotel. 

Yours truly, 
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Dear Mr'. ~laior and Members of th~ Lodi City Council: 

We th~ u~dersigned, being concerned citizens of Lodi, 
project. is a just project and. should be allowed to be 
reasons: 

RECEI.Y80, 
DAtE:··~ ~~/f;J~f\; : .· ·· 

1. There is a definite need for low to moderate income housing in the city. There 
is not enough of this type housing especially for the senior citizens of Lodi, whom 
comprise most of the city's population~ It is hard to find housing in town that is 
not only economical (under $250.00 per month) but also kept in a livable condition 
(many landlords that rent at a cheap rate do not keep the' property in shape). 

2. Being in the downtown area would not only enhance the surroundings because the 
Hotel would be brought back to life and made a place of beauty instead of an eye-sore 
in the downtown area. ·It would also help to bring to life the dying dovmtown · 
shopping •. · These people that would be on foot and within walking distance of the.· 
downtown shopping would be frequenting those places that are,close at. hand to pur­
chase their needs. (this including the restaurants in the area). Wouldn It it be ,, 
nice to relocate the pigeons living on the second floor and repairing the open roof 
and moving in people that would appreciate that roof over their head? .These are the 
people that are currently living in cardboard boxes, cars or just plain living in 
the open because they cannot obtain adequate housing and this is in our liveable city. 
It is too bad that people have to be branded a "low life" person just because of the 
unfortunate circumstances that have placed them in that position. Why not give 
someone a chance before you brand them. 

3. It is not everyday that someone walks into town and is willing to put over 2.5 
million dollars into a project to help the citizens of that town (especially to help 
those people needing this type of help). Maybe certain points of the project are 
undesireable and some have been changed 2lready to meet the oppositions request 
such as bathrooms in every room along with kitchen-ets, we should instead of fighting 
get together to compromise and make sure that we do not loose this much needed 
project and help those, people needing this help • 
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Dear Mr.~ Hayor and Members of the Lodi City Council: 

We the undersigned, being concerned citizens of Lodi, feel that the Hotel Lodi 
project is a just project and should be allowed to be completed ;or. the following 
reasons: 

1. There is a definite need for low to moderate income housing in_ the city. There 
is not enough of this type housing especially for the senior Citizens of Lodi, whom 
comprize 'most of the city's population. It is hard to find housing in town that i?-· 
not only economical (under $250.00 per ~onth) but also kept in a livable conditiori . . .· r 
(many landlords that rent at a cheap rate .do not keep the property in shape). 

2. Being in.the downtown area would not only enhance the surroundings because the 
.Hotel woul~be brought back to life and m~de a place of beauty instead of an eye-sore 
in the downtown area. It would also help"to·bring to life the dyingdowntown . . 
shopping. These people that.would be on.foot and within walking distance. of the? 

·downtown shopping would be frequenting those places that are close. at hand to pur-: 
chase.their.needs (this including.the restaurants in the area).· Wouldn't it be 
nice to relocate the pigeons 1 i ving on the second flo~r and repairing the open roof 
and moving in people that would appreciate that roof over their head? These are t:he 

·people that are currently living in cardboard boxes, cars or just plain living in 
the open because they cannot obtain adequate housing and this is in our liveable city 
It is too bad that people have to be branded a "low life" person just because of the 

.,unforfunate .circumstances that have placed them in that position. Why not give 

.~omeone a ~6ance before you brand them. 

3. It is not everyday that someone walks into town and is willing to put over 2.5 
million dollars into a project to help the citizens of that town (especially to help 
those people needing"this type. of help). Maybe certain points. of the project are · 
undesireable and some have been changed already to meet the oppositions request 
such as bathrooms in every rootn along with kitchen-ets, we should instead of fighting 
get together to compromise .and make sure that we· do not loose this much neede.d 

,,project,tii1d help those people riee~il}g th.~s help. 
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Dear Mr. Mayor and Members of the Lodi City Council: 

We the undersigned, being concerned citizens of Lodi, feel that the Hotel Lodi 
project is a just project and should be allowed to be completed for the following 
reasons: 

1. There is a definite need for low to moderate income housing in the city •. There. 
is not enough of this type housing es.pecially for the senior citizens of Lodi, whom 
comprize most of the city's population. It is hard to find housing in town that 'is 
not only economical (under 1250.00 per month) but also kept in a livable condition 
(many landlords that rent at a'-·cheap rate do not keep the property in shape). 

2. Being .in the downtown area would not only ~nhance the surroundings because the. 
Hotel would be brought back to life and made a place of beauty :i.nsteadof an eye-sore 
in the downtown area. It would also help to bring to life the· dying d~wr~town · .. 
shopping. These people that would be on foot and within walkingdistance'of the 
downtown. ·:hopping would be frequenting those places that are close at hand' to pur­
chase their needs (this including the restaurants in the area). . Wouldn't it be 
niceto relocate the pigeons living on the second floor and repairing the open roof 
and moving in people that would appreciate that roof over their head? These are the 
people that are currently living in cardboard boxes, cars or just plain living in 
the open because they cannot obtain adequate housing and this is in our liveable city 
It is too bad that people have to be branded a "low life" person just because of the 
unfortunate circumstances that have placed them in that position. Why not give 
someone a chance before you 'brand them. 

. . . . -- ~ 

3. It is not everyday that~someone·.._,alks into town and is willing to put over 2.5 
million dollars :i.nto a project to help the citizens of that town (especially to help 
those people needing this type of_ help). Naybe certain points of the project are 
undesireable and some.have~be~n changed already to meet the oppositions request 
such as bathrooms in every room along with kitchen-ets, we should instead of fighting 
get together to. compromise and. make.:sure that we. do not loose this inuch needed .. 
project and help those peopl:~ ~ee9i~g this help. 
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Dear Hr. Hayor and Nembers of tlw Lo<.li City Council: 

We the undersigned, being concerned citizens of Lodi., feel that the Hotel Lodi 
project is a just project an<! should be allowed to be completed for the following 
reasons: 

l. There is a definite need for low to moderate income housing in the city. There 
is not enough of this type housing especially for the senior citizens of Lodi, whom 
comprize most of th~ city's popul~tion. It is hard to find housing in town thac is 
not onl~ economical (under $250.00 per monfh) but also kept in a livable condicion 
(many landlords that rent at a cheap rate do not keep the property in shape). 

2. Being 1n the downtown area would not only enhance the surroundings because che 
l!ote 1 would be brought back to 1 i fe and made a place of beauty instead of an eye-son' 
in the downtown area. It would also help to bring to life the dying downtown 
shopping. Tltese people that would be on foot and within walking distance of the 
downtown shopping would be frequenting those places that are close at hand to pur­
chase their needs (this including the restaurants in the area). Wouldn't it he 
nice to relocate the pigeons living on the second floor and repairing the op~n roof 
and moving in people that would appreciate that roof over their head? These ~re the 
people that are currently living in cardboard boxes, cars or just plain livfng in 
the open because they cannot obtain adequate housing and this is in our liveable city 
It is too bad that people-have to be branded a "low life" person just because of the 
unfortunate circumst<tnces that <tave placed them in that position. Why not give 
someone a chance before you brand them. 

! 3. It is not everyday that son1eone walks into town and is willing tv put over 2.5 
-~-~ million dollars into a project to help the citizens of that town (especially to help 
~S those people needing this type of help). Maybe certain points of the project are 

. ~~ undesireable and some have been changed already to meet the oppositions request 
-'~ such as bathrooms in every room along with kitchen-ets, we should instead of fighting 
1 get together to compromise and make sure that we do not loose this much 
-~~ project and help t:1ose people needing this help\ .....,. 

1 . -~ ~ ~'3, (2) .\J, ~ 
-~·-~,: Sincerely, ~ ;;1 (#, /' · 

I . /fJ~L ~ 

,:.1 r~~ -f~_ ~-.j /b-v~_;(;;-v-L_ ~~ 
·-! -:vd-~ . ~ 
~n ~. · , _J ~a· ~ ~-_ ~ 
'1 ~ [) VV'"' ~ ~:Py 
J ~ ~ NJrv--!u_.~ 
j rf!/}J.Jcf--u,/ f, '#<n'l :tl~ Jx~~ 
I ~ tc (;~J lr.Jvtt aJ~ 
l £/~ zpl(~ ';( c~£:-l1;~1Jr.r 
1 #~ {;(!~:J/;r!ltv;; Jtqz<h~;/[/)c!k(&.a_d:A 

t~--1k~~'' • iiht;~:~ 
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To: Lodi City Council RECEIVED 
We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Bus in~ ~t~9,n, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition -oe·therfise= I 7 
of the Hotel Lodi as a.._ V ae housing project. ALiCE J.1 REI 

CITY. MCHE 
This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxei!Jt~0c;}J:ili{ ImproVement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtowd'IJJWJ 
C.oomunit.y. 

3/74/, ~cd/ *? 
Lf?wfidr~ 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a-.- · WRt housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Community. . 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a ifi:-mume housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District an. will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Cannunity. . 

\ 
\'·' 

. \ 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merChants and citizens, go ·on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a ..illS. 1 a£ housing project. 

1his is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for. as an 
Improvement District and will_ only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Camrunity. 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been ·taxed for as an· 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downt~n Lodi 
Conlmlnity. . 

!~ J. >-\Chao! 21-. 

If/ .· .... N-· . . ~es,'Z~·. 

----------------'!." 



To: Locii City Council 

We the undets:lgned representing the Lodi Oo\mtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Corrr.n.mi t y • 

J. 



'( 
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To: t.odi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a F ~using project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy oUr Downtown Lodi 
Ccmmmity. 



.. To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of L'1e Hotel Lodi as a housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only ser,re to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Connn.mity. 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi.Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a 1 S!;;tiue housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Community. . 

I, 

<:(25 w. r0$1Lh. ~ 133 

./7 .3! . .M l£:~ fc.,,£7, ' 

' . 
AJ. Yl?l'__tl-4 0---.._/~ t 
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.To: Lodi City Ccuncil 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel L.odi as a la~: iz:same housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as a11 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Coomuni ty. 
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To: Lodi City Cotmcil 

We the tmdersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a -- · ! housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Coorm.mity. 

r·._ 
,;-,;.,f. 

I 
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To: Lcxli City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concerned m&chants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a M l :e- housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Camn.mity_. 

·.·~~·.··.· 
{,,' 



To: _Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Dowtown Business Association,· 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a l!!irt itwea housing project. 

'This is· in direct confiict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve .to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Ccmnunity • 

. ·. K£ tTh t?J J:A. lUl.. K. h r ., ·...J 

f~PtLL6N 
j 

; f ·\ ; 
1; 

·.r 
I ~ 
I; ,, 
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To: Lodi City Council 

loJ 

~.··· 
We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association~ 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel L:xli as a .a., f.ua 1 •e housing project. · 

This is in direct confliat to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Cormruni ty. 

\ 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business Association, 
concernoo merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a ion ie::=ce housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Lmprovement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown L~i 
Camrunity. 



To: Lodi City Council 

We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtmm Business Association, 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Lodi as a ._. L 4[ housing project. 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Carmt.mity. 

~I 



To: Lodi City Council 

ROLL CALL VOTE , 
RECORDED AS FOLLOWS: . . . 

OLSON REID 
We the undersigned representing the Lodi Downtown Business AmK»MAftl, PINKERTON 
concerned merchants and citizens, go on record in opposition of the use 
of the Hotel Locii as a low income housing projer..t. SNIDER 

This is in direct conflict to everything we have been taxed for as an 
Improvement District and will only serve· to destroy our Downtown Lodi 
Carmunity. 
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Boston's booming urban rev.iV,;O). 

Faneuil Mar~~tp,(~~e stgrts ~;.;!~~,l,l.c:l 
IM choices doll'~ come eaJy, ~. "There w~ an idea, a vision. but ijlloed. b~i PIOn~ Plac, In P,o 
the· market's c ~ rtsJallfllllta apd . there WJill a lot of risk involved," tacd, Ore:; .lallb9nvU!e [;and In~( 
taverns and 39' fOQd. ~alb 9~U.'ld~. Mc!Mn said. '"We IIIII bere for rlor~~ai al):'IW,IIAU~l~ ~P,Jil,P~:. 
among ~~~tau ~P? '!!' ~e· 6- foyr~r'f~veyearswlthllOreturnon · Jn ClAc•~o..-lltfl , :~11.<1 ~ 
acreslte. •. · . '· ''·. · , lftv~entbecau.sewewer!lPUIJl· working \0 orelltl;!!~J!IIW-l~·l.o 

By K~:N I''RANCKLING 
L!'l ~·eature Writer 

BOSTON lUI'll -1'he weekday 
rowd at ~·,meullllall Marketplace 
s a mix ol bu:illlllllllmen talllnll a 
un•~h break, taurtsl.a who combine 
lghlsL't:lng with Shopping iU)d 
lozens watching the antics of a 
lreet iU!l!ller. 
Ever since the fe:~tive site 

copencd on Aug. 26, 1976, it has 
occn a magnet for downtown 
lostun, key tc the city's booming 
1rhan revivaL 
The market relllalns a tre11d· 

eller. I he first of dozens of "rec· 
ealiundl shopping_ "· areas tbat 
•ave opened In ~~ea all over 
<me rica. 

Rows of C{/lorful pushcarts otter 
. ·rainbow array of belts and 
uspendcrs, T·shirts, buttons, 
rafts, flower~. handmade 
;oolens, origloal art, jewelry, 
rafts and spiCC!S. '· : 
Those who ·arrive with full 

·elllcs lind the wafllng aromas or 
resh baked breads and other food 
oo much ~ ~~~!f,\lltloll to !1'stst. 

Ills a far cry from the~ lOt· ,,plng~gback lllloiL . lbtl clty'J old' N~zy--.PIIIt', ... ·.whla 
ling in the ~~s. Tl!ere .!![~'a :''What )'O!J P_eed for re<:reau:mal reQJ~me~L!hls ... year-.• Tbll w-'r 
wholesale rnarkefQperlltlng at the shopping Is a commltm¢ by the h0!16&-J.jiden.wbarftn.ult ln..ll!)-6.· 
site then, but It waa falling Apllrt. developer, the city, t)le architect be~ OOJOVa~ wil;.b PI~ th 
Its regular VIsitors InclUded ~lnoa; .· anq .Pl! lender, Those fpur pieces call .. for .~op~, ~tw; priVII 
pests, and R&W&~r' 41 the. ha~ r!lil~Q \:these urban · fe!ltlval conccl~lpn sto~~nlfijl,:".(!lrlne~ 
mcnts. ~.JJ'jlll 110 nigbtllfe In- maltetplltcesgo." _ m~an4loftapaeefor1lrtlsts. 
the a~a; ~ri'nlclm~C?d "O~L An,tt!f9}~eybav~ l.'urre,opyj.thcpler offcr3 blstc 
T~~11 • · ·"" ;; • · •. J ,;'••Cidu,_all across the. COIIlltry I~~ frae ~t.P.roarllffi' a1 

· This baa~-~ C}PII tor \lie<; llilve otiunt 011 . their downtowns, fie. W.~et:t,to·,tlle,pu9llc:·~aY• 
rest of dev~IOp4JI~nt In every, 11111• . ..: with retail areas that tend to. focus Haro14 ;~Washington · :,b~ 1.1!: 
)Or clty•·,.where ·feJit,iVolll ORWBier._:..:ll:nearbylaJte,·arJVer, a~ed. ufed~)irleeiJJl6~_· ·•, d\w .. ;jJ 
marketplaces have occurred.~ or even the ocean, as Is hl!ppeol.a& .148 World ~fer~~:·tM~ 
was Ule ca.talyll~!,b~lng ~'~~ • with a new RoU~~e reta!l ~yelop. • : · Porl!M(: . .Ma\11?!-t;.~ifirlrO 
rler to .. the, downto.w~~f',I;IC/· meht ealled Bayside that Is sched· cll!ne.b;u;k to UC11 Hi 'OIV'PM~ ·fll 
America, saysJalll_eaR¥~, QledtoOpellJW:XtyearinMiaml. ~-sp!li'Tell.~~ J:Qdev¢1opme 
Jr .. vice president' 9f Tile. -!l0118e~· -·· · · · . . . : · · of lbo, .~tyl.¥. ,l:llstorlc 9ld Port se 
Co., the Maryland finn that deve!· · · ~A,."ttirpiEe In Ba!Urnore, South tloo. It.s q~lllnt' brlck·and-c\l 
oped FaneuU Hall Marj(e,tpl~; · · SIT,Cet Sell lo .ljew-Y.ork, _Tabor blestolja·. IIKI~ IJas b!KJmc a mil} 
· Alter pioneering· 'ie~linaJ cei!ter lo ver, Mark~t East In tour!JtQr_l\W 
enclosed lih(lpplrig pf~•: ":tp.~_ l"hliadelp)~. ·Naq~ Place I~ ... ;~~ •-. Ill 
1960s, Rolisc turned Ita alp 11:~,11· WaBhlllgton; ·D.C., '!;be ({ranu ~ 're#. 1• '~.~;=:· p 
new concepl for cltl!:lf, 1'~i~i_·:.r,..v.:ou~_ll\· r.iUwa~. ~<I Unjon IIIli _lnte.rut<P.- ... i 

'th Bo ·~ .,, ·. . ... , . ·::":• .... S'·tloo'.ln s• ,, ~·I$ A .... """D to""' I ' J-··· 
WI ~'t'fl•. _. ' i . ; '. ~·! ' ~ . ~ .~ ~." ~,- "' '~~~ ~=d ;~~d.:;. th~rrtiriif 

- · · .. .. L '· ... · d . · . ; .. ~~tlijll'to exprns'tha~ tnt.e 

Ralph. Troving~rs .:r:1ono.r.e .,'. ~:ot ·~;-~=~~~~t,;~a: 
· · · · · ···' · ''I wol!ld lillY the ar£11 hllll.l)e• 

65th on niver~qry.> :l?vff_;.~f\pq~t>Y:. ~~$.~1ti;~ft 
year~rowid-po. · ,•:nJe.~ Halph and Emma 1'rovlngllr 

•bserved their 65th wedding annl· 
tersary at a recent bullet patio 
>arty althclr Acampo home. 

~'Itt y guests at tended the event 
•·hich was hosted by lh<,lt <'hild­
·en, Wilbert 'l'rovlnge•·. H1•rry 
l'rovingcr. John Trovln!ler, Uer­
lice Schmierer, Huth Hleb and 
.lnns Hctldman, all of Lodi. One 
•ther daughter, Mildred Geisler of 
~ork, Pa., was unable to attend. 
fhelr l(randchiltlrcn and great· 
~ramkhildrcn also were present. 

Mr. and 1\trs. Trovmger were 
uarncd on July 2!., lti2l In the 
•'rimtlive M<llhodiot Churct• in Mt. 
:·armcl. l'a. and SJ>tnl their 
wn:~ymo.)u at Niagara E'alls. 

Mr. Trov!ngcr was a·n-anthraclte 
•ard eoal miner In 'Pennsylvania 
:or nwn: .4Hm 30 year:; and t!ame 
o Cahlurnlll In 19-15. He wa~ 
·mpluycd by t:arl Fruit Company 
fnr II years. 

Among tht~ ~·.,.1nls .<lilt! g1fls lht· 
l'rnvlngers· rct'elveJ ·was"4-~. 
!:rat\jlaiOf.>..JaW...iJ.'IIln .~1-. 
t.•n! wlll Mrs. Rct~~ahl Hcag.1n. 

lten1inding 
You 

AIIG. Ia 
No mcctmgs tuday. 

Al't;. l'J 
Singles World voll~yball - 7 to 9 

.m. At gynr~lum, 1>50 W. Cen-
ury lllvtl. -.:; } . . · 

raols ha"'i · . · . WtaNOlll 
trade;~ .. · ppb;g ~I!;HJlle;~:· 

·~F<!f:A;jQng'tllJ)II_ ~or~ w~ 
IJII; fo~~ tradttlonal; port zu 

.. Jlllll'ltlOit putp11ses: It mo.;Uy w~ 
·,uQnoUced and unappreciated I 
- ordinary citilens. Only in the Ia 

five ye<~rs these o(her I<Jnds bu 
lness;:s have 
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STATE Of CAU~IA GEOI!Gf OEUICN.EJIAN. Go..,.,.... 
= 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Community Affairs 
·921 Tenth Street, 3H 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2774 

September 16. 1986 

DanielsC. Logue 
Daniels C. Logue Development 
and Construction Company 

1001 Sixth Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Dan: 

I am writing in response to your inquiry about the status of our SUHRP 
loan commitment for the Hotel Lodi should the City of lodi fail to 
provide the financial assistance to this project described in your 
SUHRP application. · 

In brief, our commitment does not hinge on the availability of the 
City funds. Should you be able to substitute private equity capital 
for these fvnds, and produce a project that is otherwise as approved 
last March, our commitment would still stand and the project could move 
forward. 

The City's withdrawl of its financial participation would be ~xtremely 
disappointing, especially in light of its previously stated support in 
the project's applir:ation, and at a convocation W::? attended which included 
city officials, businessmen and residents, on February 28, 1986, to en­
courage the State's approv'll. E\'en if the City's withdrawl did not render 
the Lodi Hotel project infeasible, the quality of the project otherwise 
potentially achievable may be decreased. Thts would be to the detriment 
of both the community and future residents after the Hotel's rennovation. 

Should you require further elaboration on this matter, please contact 
Russ Schmunk at (916) 323-7244. 

RS:klf 

SEP l? 1986 



Population 
1. LODI · 
)--

Sinele Family 
2 to 4 
5 and up 
Mobile 

Total 

43,29? 

11,551 
1,6:?3 
4,134 

399 

17,707 

Ratio 65.23/34.77 

MAJIITECA 

Population 35,437 

No exact figures. Planning 
Depart!'lent estimates: 

Ratio 75/25 

MODESTO 

Population 

Single Fai:Ji ly 
Con no 
DU!Jlex 
3 ancl up 
Other 

Total 

134,282 

40,987 
2,832 
3,933 
9,890 
2,220 

59,862 

Ratio 68.46/31.54 

O.AXDALE 

Population 

Sint:::le Far1ily 
2 to 4 
5 and ll}) 

l·bhile 

Total 

Rntio 74.?4/?5.76 

9 '951~ ....... 
:?,957 

386 
507 
133 

3,983 

PLEASANTON 

Population 

s~nc:le Family 
2 to 4 
5 and up 
Me> bile 

Total 

45 ,37J 

10,8?8 
1~403 
2,7?3 

345 

Ratb 70.77/29.23 

STOCJ--'TON 

Population 

Sinele Family 
2 to 4 
5 and up 

Total 

1C.1,625 

43,920 
7,426 

18,199 

Ratio 63.13/36.2,7 

TIJRLOCK 

P~:rpulation 

Sine:le Famiiy 
2 to 4 
5 anrl. u:;:> 
1-bbile 

Total 

33,.2_46 

,q,516 
1 '117 
2' 85:-~ 

421 

Ratio 65.95/34.05 

TRAC""i 

PopuJation 

S:>ncJe Fa.'T~:i.b' 
c to l.r •· 

5 and up 
!'~obile 

Total 

?6,300 

6,981 
6;·1 

l,lll 
355 

Ratio ?(·- 73/?3. '?7 



.. . 

# 1 
# 2 & 3 
# 4 
# 5 
# 6 & 7 
# 8 
# 9 

#10 
#11 

# 12 
# 13 
# 14 
# 15 
#16 

#17 ,18,19 

PHOTOS 

View of front of Hotel. 
Two residents approximately 45-55. 
Elderly resident - very neatly dressed. 
Janitor? Made many trtps in and out. 
Younr:er resident - approxirrately 28-30 long hair, beard, unker.:pt. 
Two residents in 50's. 
Three residents - yellow hat 50's, white hat 28-30, long hair, g:)atee 
one entering Hotel. 
Yellow hat and white hat wal~~ng west. 
Two residents loitering in front - one possibly 4~'s, green shirt 
late 50's. 
Elderly resident 60's. 
Elderly resident 60's. 
Blue Ehirt and shorts 20's. 
One entering and one leaving. 
Late 50's e;rly 60's leaving - portly gentleman in shadows under Key 
B:Joth spent much time in and out and leaning on booth. 
Two men in 20's a~tempting to visit a resident. Spent approximate~y 
twenty minutes outside trying to get in. Fianlly located someone to 
gain access. Note drinking from bottle in brown bag. 

r., 
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McDoNOUGH, HoLLA..."IIID &ALLEN 

DAVID F. BEATTY 

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Mr. Ronald Stein 
City Attorney 
City of Lodi 

A PRO~ESS_IONAL CORPORATION 

ATTORNEYS 

555 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE: SSO 

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 

(916) ...... -3900 

September 16, 1986 

221 West Pine Street 
Call Box 3006 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Dear Ron: 

NEWPORT BEACH OFFICE 

40<41 MACARTHUR BOULEVARD. SUITE: ;QI 

NEWPORT BEACH. CALIF"OPNIA 92'660 

(714} BSI-118.0 

OAKLAND Of"f'ICE 

P. 0. BOX 3448 

O.a.KLA.'IO, CALIF'ORNIA 946,P9 

(415) 547~0106 

ARTHUR H. BERNSTEIN 

OJ'" COUN5£L 

I am enclosing a copy of a letter from Robert StoP.e of 
HCD to Dan Logue regarding the status of HCD's loan commit­
ment and its dependence upon the City's CDBG grant. I hope 
the letter will be of assistance to the City Council in its 
deliberations ~vednesday. 

Sin?\ely, . 

I ~ tJ, ,_,.r-----
David F. Beatty 

DFB/kh 

Enclosure 

cc: Daniels Logue 

SEP 17 1986 


