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APPOINIMEN'l' 'IQ 
MFASURE A TASK 
FORCE 

On notion of Council~ Hinchman, Olson second, Council 
concurred with Ha.yor Reid's app:>intrrent of Pat Philastre to 
the Measure A Task Force for an unspecified term. 
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TO: THE CllY COUt~CIL 

"/FROM: THE.CI'rY ~~A'CieR'SOFFICE""" 
- . . .. ·.· -:~::-~<·::<:-·." : .. ·. . . . 

SUBJECT: ,", 

At~ Sept.ernl:a" 17, 1986 Council ~ting, the City Clerk waS directed to make· 
the required p::>sting for a vacancy on :he City of Lodi Measure A Task Force. " 

• Further, Pat Philastre was a:PF.ointed as an interim IrenPer of this Ccmni ttee 
tmtil a penranent appointloont could be made as providec1 by State statute. 

-Copie~ of applicati~ received frcin th:>se persons interested in serving on 
this Task Force are enclosed tmder separate cover directed to the Counci+ •. 

. ... . . : .,_ . 

I w)uld ask that Council, by notion ~ction,· coneurc.wi.th ~ J?eimanent 
appointment of Pat Philastre as a rnember of the Lodi Measure A Task Force for 
an ,unSpecified term. ~" . . · .. " · " · ". . """· " ~" /) ·, . "" . "~ . -~-· .. " " 7 ·;_; . "". " . .. 

· · _y ,, Ji' lin ;cQ£ 
/~~.REID /" ~_.,. --

Mayor 

/ 
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POSTING OF PEliDmG VACANCIES CN 
VARIOUS BOARDS AND CCM-ITSSIONS 

:WOI ARI'S a:rvlMISSICN 

Unexpired tenn of Shawn Allen, which tennis due to expire May 5, 
1987 

MEASURE A TASK FORCE cn1MI'ITEE 

One unspecified term 

:t'OSTI~;;~~ .l\:.~'J:'i10.lUZBD !W THE 
.: C'ITY COUNCIL UF THE CITY OF 

IDDI, CALIFORNIA. CN 
September 17,1986 

Posted9/18/86 
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RECEIVED 
APPLICATION FOR APPOIN.lMEN.r !SSG SEP 2 2 Ai-l iO: 2 5 

MEASURE A TASK FOIO; 

Q Q ALICE M. REIHCHE 
CITY CLERK 

/ # . # ~-- I CITY OF LODI 
Nama: ~ ·~ 

>Mresso e$/J Z ~ ,_~~~ &/r.=¥<> 
Telephone: J'C.tf"-/..3 0 ~ 2¥¥'-o(/'7# ~ 
Date: .~ · /~ /ff? 

At the December 18, 1985 Council meeting, following receipt of a report 
fran the City Attorney regarding the L.I.F.E. vs the City of Lodi 
(Green Edt Initiative} suit and discussion, Council, .on notion of 
Council Member .Snider, Olson second, agreed to proceed with the appeal 
process and to nove forward with the develop:nent of a Task Force to 
seek viable alternatives to Measure A. (See attached rreno fran City 
Attorney dated 12/3/85} 

Please indicate your interest and reasons why you are interested in 
serving on the City of Lodi Measure A Task Force. · 

Signature.· (Applicant) 

MFAS/A06 
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rEcqvr:.-n ... --· . l .... 

APPLICATION FOR APPOINIMENTr.1~ SEP 1 c C'J ": ! f'u. 
MEASURE A TASK FORCE IJIJ... v I' .... 

Name: --~E~i~l~t~·e~n~M~·-s~t~·LY~vuc~a~---------------------------------------

Address: 310 S. Orrunge #60 

Telephone:. __ _LJ3~4~-~9~40~1~--------------------------------------

Date:. ____ .~s~ep~t~e~m=b~e~r~l~6u·-··194S~6~-----------------------------------

At the December 18, 1985 Council meeting, following receipt of a report 
from the City Attorney regarding the L.I.F.E. vs the City of IJ::xli 
(Green Belt Initiative) suit and discussion, Council, on notion of 
Council Member Snider, Olson second, agreed toproceed with the appeal 
process and to IrOVe forward with the devE::loprent of a Task Force to 
seek viable alternatives to Measure A. (See attached nem::> fran City 
Attorney dated 12/3/85) 

Please indicate your interest and reasons why you are interested in 
serving on the City of Lodi Measure A Task Force. 

The best for th City of Lodi, is T!\)"' primary Mncern. I ll;rye e:ttended 

'With the P.xce.ption of nne neotine:1 rll of tb» Mc;Hmre A T;->sk Force 

- ' . . . .·.-: . .·· 

I :om in f?yqr of Hmi ted ""d q1l!jl i ty ~rovth for the City o11' Locli. · ·. 

t •. vote, favoreclt-i~~~e A~ These S".me people reef the:r. ~re being . 

betrayed by the City of Ledir in f<'.vor of the develope~. Prime 

. ._ . .. 

The rcsiident:s vf L::;di de not ..£11/f /J r 

te be .. Stockt~· ~rSncfa.~~nto. · .. 

If eel. thlo.t rr:r knowledg~ of 'the toi.sk fcrce r,.nd its workine:s, 
· Signature (Applicant) 

me vi!! member of thia body, 



; 
l 

.i 

/
·./ 

. ·.·. 
. . 

MENORANDllr-1 

To: Honorable Mayor and Council Members 

From: City Attorney 

Re: L.I.F .E. vs. City of Iodi (Green Belt Initiative) 

Date: December 3, 1985 

On November 25, 1985, Superior Court Judge Janes P. Darrah ruled on a 
Surrmary Judgnent Motion by the L.I.F.E. Ccmnittee (hereinafter referred 
to c:.s "Petitioner") that Measure A (Green Belt Initiative) was 
invalid. The ruling has as its. basis that the rreasure interfe"Ced with 
the process of annexation, \vhlch is a matter of cc::t¥lling State 
interest in which the State has preempted the field, not allowing 
cities by their councils or voters to prescribe any requj.renent 
relating to annexation. 

A number of questions have been asked of this office since the decision 
was rendered, and I feel that it would be very inportant, in order for 
this Council to make . a decision regarding the appeal process, to have 
these questions answered. I am. sure that these· are not the only 
questions, and obviously I will make myself available to answer any 
additional questions regarding this matter. I ±:elt that the fonrat to 
use should be a question and answer type format that would simplify and 
clarify the issues: . 

(1). Q. What did the Court decide? 

A. Before the· Court were two lines of cases which the Court was 
required to apply to its decision on the constitutionality of 

... , , Measure. A.. The first line of cases, in effect, disallowed 
citizens of a muniCipality fran voting ori annexations, discus.:;ed 

. ···.·- .. ~~;:. )-~! :· :E'errfui y .· The City of · San Luis Obis~ (Ferrini) • '1~ 
. '"' ·· :::;~ ·. • second line of . cases ; allowed- the citizens • of a municipality to 

v6te . on zonirig ·. · matters, including .. general · plans discussed in . 
Associated Hare · Builders of the Greater Eastbay v. City of 

·. Li venrore (Li vemore) • 

In the Judge's decision, he determined that. Measure A was in 
effect, an initiative which would allow the citizens to vote on 
annexations, an area which has been preempted by State . law 

· (Ferinni). '/ ,'!be Judge looked at the initiative itself . and . 
determined .that the language of the initiative, the arguments in 
favor· thereof,. and<the. impartial analysis by the City Attorney, 
all referred to annexations. The Judge was of the opinion that 
the initiative was in effect to allow a vote on annexations by the 
citizens (a precondition to annexation); and therefore was invalid. 


