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PUBLIC HERARINGS

LADI WNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT
DBCLARATION OF
IMPACTION

Notice thereof having been published in accordance with

law and affidavit of publication being on file in the office
of the City Clerk, Mayor Olson called for the Public Hearing
to consider the 1983-84 Declaration of Inpaction by the Lodi
Unified School District Board of Trustees.

The matter was introduced by Ellerth E. Larson,
Superintendent of Schools. Mary Joan Starr, Facility
Plammer for the Lodi Unified School District gave a report
concerning the matter and responded to questions regarding
the subject as were posed by members of the City Council.
The following information regarding the subject was provided
Coumneil.

The projected Lodi Unified School District student
enrollment for the 1983-84 school year is 16,433 students.
This is a projected increase of approximately 400 students
over last year and does not take into accoumt any sudden
influx of students which might occur as the result of
significant residential construction within the District.
In January, 1983, local agencies and developars reported
probable sumertime construction of approximately 710
residential units with an additional 5,000 units in the

plamning stages.

18%, or more importantly, 3,047 of the statistically
projected mmber of students plammed for arrival are
considered "unhoused,” meaning that there are insufficient
regular classroans available in the coming school year in
the District, thereby necessitating the implementation of
continued temporary student housing alternatives.

It is the District's plan to house regular, special
education and pull-out program studentf in the following
mamner during the 1983-1984 school year.

431 permanent classrooms.

?222"other” in-school speces, i.e., storage areas, work
rooms, offices, etc. that are "unofficially" used as
classroam space.

12 leased and District-owned trailers

14 mini-school rooms in termporarily converted cuplexes

13 maxi-school rooms in temporarily converted duplexes

45 District-omned relocatable roams

84 State-lease emergency portables

Ln\e following facilities are used to house LUSD programa:
however, Development Fees can not be applied at these
locations:

1 leased house used for deaf-blind student education

6 rooms in leased quarters for the Career Center

7 District-owned relocatable rooms for Adult Education
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LUSD DECLARATICN Enrollment projections and classroom loading are detailed by

OF IMPACTION
(NT''D)

Attendance Area school in Exhibit A.

The marber of "unhoused" students reported for the coming
school year is reduced drastically from the nurber reported
in 1982-83. This is due to a definitional change and not to
a decrease in actusl mmbers of students. In past years,
District-owned relocatable buildings were considered interim
housing; however, they are now counted as permanent
classroons as a result of a re-evaluation of how these
buildings are used over the short and long-term and
clarified information on how they are viewed by State school
building officials. The District will have 46 reiocatable
bui ldings, including eight at the new Stonewood School site.
One of the buildings at Stonewood is plammed for use in the
coming year as a special program/multi-purpose room and is
tamporarily not available as a regular classroan. Inclusion
of the 45 buildings as interim housing would result in an
additional 1,350 "unhoused" students, bringing the total to
4,397, which is an approximate increase of 400 students over
last year.

Based on the known extent of overcrowding, the anticipated
increase in enrollment, and the known potential for all
residential construction activity within the impacted
attendance areas of the Lodi Unified School District, the
Governing Board declared the following attendance areas
inpacted for the purposes of requesting the continued
imposition and collection of development fees by local
goverrments. A copy of Board Resolution 83-45 was also
provided for Council's perusal.

Lodi Unified School District
IMPACTED SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREAS
1983-84

Lodi High School Attendance Area
Tokay High School Attendance Area
Liberty High School Attendance Area

Morada Middle School Attendance Area
Needham Middle School Attondance Area
Woodbridge Middle School Attendance Area

Davis Elementary School Attendance Area
Elkhorn Elementary School Attendance Area
Henderson Elementary School Attendance Area
Heritage Elementary School Attendance Area
Lawrence Elementary School Attendance Area
Leroy Nichois Elementary School Attendance Area
Oakwood Elementary School Attendance Area
Otto Drive Elementary School Attendance Area
Parklane Elementary School Attendance Area
Stonewood Elamentary School Attendance Area
Victor Elementary School Attendance Ares
Vinewood Rlementary School Attendance Area

lAttendmce Areas are determined each year by the Assistant

Superintendent--Elementary Education in cooporation with the
principals and the District Administration and Staff, A
publication, reviewed by the Board is prepared each year.
There may be more than one elementary schoel in an
At tendance Area.

There were no persons in the audience wishing to speak on
the subject and the public portion of the hearing was
closed.




LUSD DBCLARATION A lengthy discussion followed. (n motion of Mayor Pro

OF IMPACTICN
(OONT'D)
RES. NO. 83-117

Tenpore Snider, Reid second, Council, by the following vote
adopted Resolution No. 83-117 designating the following Lodi
Unified School District Schools to be impacted:

Lodi High School Heritage Elementary School
Tokay High School Lawrence Elementsary School
Liberty High School Leroy Nichols Elanentary School
Morada Middle School Oakwood Elementary School
Needham Middle School Otto Drive Elementary School
Woodbridge Middle School Parklane Elementary School
Davis Elementary School Stonewood Elementary School

Elkhom Elamentary School Victor Elementary School
Henderson Elementary School Vinewood Elementary School

Ayes: Council Marbers - Reid, Snider, and Olson (Mayor)
Noes: Council Menbers - Pinkerton

Absent: Council Menbers - Murphy

On motion of Council Member Reid, Snider second, Council

voted, by the following vote, to continue the collection of
Development Fees at the present rate of $200.00 per bedroom.

Ayes: Council Merbers - Reid, Snider, and Olson (Mayor)
Noes: Council Mabers - Pinkerton
Absent: Council Menbers - Murphy




BEFORE: THE. BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE LODI UNIIFED SCHOOL DISTR™~T
w0 OF THE CDIM'Y OF SAN MJIN STA‘I'E OF CALIFORNIA

RB&LUTX(N NO. 83-45
1983-84 DECLARATION OF IMPACTION

WHEREAS, the denlopnnt of new residential property results in the demand
for school facilities. ad

WHEREAS, the construction of new residences and the resultant increase of
students continues; and

WHEREAS, students from new residential units in overerowded' attendance areas
cause an immediate need for classroom soclutions: and

WHEREAS, lodi Unified School District has considered and acted upon such options
as (1) presentation to the voters of bond measures to provide capital funds for per-
manent school housing, (2) temporary buildings, (3) double sessions, (4) bussing,

(5) school attendance boundary realignment, and has considered, and for good and suf-
ficient reasons chosen not to act \pon (6) year-round school attendance and (7) ex-
tended day programs (high school): and

WHEREAS, there have been no developer provided facilities as defined in Govern-
ment Code Section 69578; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 65978 the City of lodi has enacted
Ordinance No. 1149, the City of Stockton has enacted Ordinance No. 3095-C.S., and the
County of San Josquin has enacted Ordinsnce No. 2574 to sassist school districts nti-
pting tho imct of new home constmctim. md

n-aws the Aformtiomd Ordimmos requirc residential dcvelopers o par-
ticipate in the cost of interim solutions necessitated by the overcronding of exist-
ing classroom facilities due eo new residentia} cmstruction. ad

' um. this Board has mimdthnconmt of the Development Fee Report
prepared by staff, a cooy of which is attached hereto, and his approved said repon 7
for public distribution;

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Lodi Unified. School District declares.
Lwaction in these school attmdmce areas affected by axrnnt and proposed lop-

) -nt p!m. to \dt'

Lodi Hi;h School M (Attcndm Ares) mtup Elmury School AA

Tokay High School AA Lawrence Elementary School AA
Liberty High School AA Leroy Nichols Elementary School AA
- Morada *ddle School AA Oakwood Elemsntary- School: AA
Needhan niddlc--,s‘:tnol. M Otto Drive.Elementary School AA
Woodbridge Middle School AA Parklane Elementary School AA
Devis Elementary School AA Stcnewood Elementary School AA
Elkhern Elementary School AA - . Victor Elementary School AA
- Hendurson Elementary: School AA . Vinewood Elementary School AA

BHWM@Mt&WﬁWM.MMWB directod
to- transmit & certified copy of this resolution and the sccompanying staff report -~ : -
tot!nCityCmleof.odi-dStockwnudthtBourdof&mr\risorsoftmety
of San Josquin for their mmntimudcm :

Pmmmmummofm 1903.bythofollodn¢votoof .
the Board of Trustees, to wit:

AYES: Johnstow Ball; Meyer; Derrick; Todd; Vatsula
NOES: None Lo
ABsenT: Dale =




8IS W. LOCKERORD ST.. LODI, CA. 93240
T (209) 349-7411 - 464-0383

October 10, 1983

Mayor Evelyn M. Olson

Members of the Lodi City Council
City Hall

221 W. Pine Street

Lodi, CA 95240

Dear Mayor Olson and Members of the Council:

Transmitted herewith is a copy of the District’'s approved 1983-1984
Development Fee Report, a copy of Resolution 83-45 (1983-1984: Declara-
tion of Impaction), and a copy of the October 1, 1983 Uevelopment Fee
Update for the City of Lodi.

On August 2, 1983, the District Board of Trustees approved the 1983-
1984 Development Fee Report for public distribution and adopted Reso-
lution 83-45 declaring certain school Attendance Areas “impacted."”

On September 27th, the Board commenced discussion on the collection

and use of Development Fees in the City of Lodi area. On October 4,
~ the Board voted 7-0 to request the City of Lodi to continue the col-
‘lection of Development Fees at the present rate of $200 per bedroom.
The Board also directed District staff to continue close monitoring

of the Development Fee revenue and expenditures, and to periodically
report to the Board the status of the Fund.

In taking action, Board members emphasized the District’'s continued,
and ‘escalating, need to supply interim school housing.to serve devel-
oping residential tracts within the City of Lodi, in advance of per-
~ manent - buildirgs to be funded through the State's Leroy F. Greene Pro-

' ‘gram. ‘The Board's determination was made after lengthy discussion of

the alternatives outlined in the Update (attached) and the impact on
sghoolffagi}ities of present and future residential building in the
City of Lodi.

At the October 19th City Council hearing, District representatives will
request that the collection and transmittal of Development Fees con-
tinue at the present rate.



?u :¥@” son ..o
bers- of "the “City Cou
October 10, 1983. - - .
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Thank you for your continued
housing for Lodi students.
the 19th.

Sincerely,

Ellert E. Larson
Superintendent

EEL:eh
Attachments

nc11~:1

support of our efforts to provide school
We look forward to meeting with you on

. -«&J_!"f’-"




» ST . . E
oS S . c e i _
| o . ‘

NOTICE OF 'PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING
1983-84 DECLARATION OF IMPACTION BY

™ LODI UNIFJED SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD

OF TRUSTEES

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1149, entitled, "An Ordinance of the City of Lodi
to provide for the Dedication of Land or Fees or Both as a Condition to the
Approval of New Residential Developments, for the Purpose of Providing Classroom
Facilities Where Conditions of Overcrowding Exist in a Public School Attendance
Area", which was adopted by the Lodi City Council on August 2, 1978, provides
that the Governing body of a school district which operates, 1n whole or in
part, within the City of Lodi may at any time pursuant to Government Code Section
65971, notify the City Council that it has found that: (1) conditions of
overcrowding exist in one or more attendance areas within the district which
will impair the normal functioning of educational programs including the reason
for such conditions existing, (2? all reasonable methods mitigating conditions
of overcrowding have been evaluated; and (3) no feasible methods for reducing
such conditions exist. Such notification shall remain in effect until with-
drawn 1n writing by the governing budy of the school district.

Upon receipt of such notice, the City Council shall schedule and conduct
a public hearing on the notification for the purpose of allowing interested
parties to comment on the matter. Following such hearing, the City Council
shall determine 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 RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lodi
 ~ does hereby set a Public Hearing on Wednesday, October 19, 1983 at the hour of

8:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as 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 District declaring
a state of inpaction.

‘Information regarding this item may be obtained in the office of the
City Clerk.at 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California. All interested persons
are invited to present their views 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: Gctober 6, 1983
_Byidydér’of the City Council

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk

O




LODI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Facilities and Planning

DEVELOPMENT FEE UPDATE

September 1983
Revised Edition
October 1, 1983

INTRODUCTION

On. August 2, 1983, the Board approved the 1983-84 Development Fee Report for
public distribution and adopted Resolution 83-45 declaring certain school at-
tendance areas "impacted." It was anticipated that schools in those atten-
dance areas would be overcrowded in the coming year. This conclusion was based
on an analysis of classroom capacity in relation to projected enrollment at
each site.

The actual énroIlment reached in September of this year exceeded the projection,
resulting in an even greater degree of overcrowding than the supporting docu-
ments in the July, 1983 Development Fee Report indicate.

On September 27th the Board received, and discussed, the first edition of

this report, at which time the Board was also {nformed that staff will be
pursuing the continuation of the Development Fee with the Lodi City Council.
It 1s staff's concern that the Board's intention:with regard to the continued
collection and use of Development Fees from Lodi City developments be properly
addressed. This report {s a reorganization of the earlier report, with an em-
phasis on the concerns addressed by the Board at the last meeting.

REVENUE

The Development Fee revenue received from the City of Lodi 1s detailed in
Table I, below.

TABLE I .
DEVELOPMENT FEE REVENUE--CITY OF LOD1
A B C
Cumulative
Fees -~ Intarest Total: 0011ected

1978 to $252,200 $6,720 $255, 720
March 1983 (Total shown in

Column 1, Exhibit [

of Report)
March 1983 to $ 33,800 ~0- $289;, 520 L
May 1983 . (Amount Reported =
(Trtwsnitted and by Finance Director) ,
on account with N L
District)
To August 1983 $49,200 -0- $338,720 .
(Collected by (Grand Total)
City but not yet :
received)



"

The amount of Development Fee revenue on-account with the District in July,
1983 (from collections through March, 1983}, and the amount collected during
-each of the subsequent quarters to Augus
in Table II, It is rot possible to d1rect1y relate the amounts collected

with the amount received by the District, as the amountscollected are reported
to the District by the City Community Development Department on permit-by-permit
basis. The District maintains a ledger accounting of these collections.
£ the funds received.

District also maintains a ledger accounting o

are deposited into the District's Development Fee Fund upon arrival at the
District. Revenue is transmitted to the District on a periodic basis by the

City of Lodi Finance Department. The amounts transmitted to the District

represent only a lump-sum payment.

receipt of the funds.

[T one takes tﬁe grand total collected {shown in Table I, Column C) and
subtracts the funds exnended as of 7/83 (shown in Exhibit [ of the Report)
and also subtracts the interest (shown in Exhibit I of the Report), the dif-

ference equa)s $187,806, as shown in Table II,

arand -Total Collected

Funds Expended as of 7/83

Interest

1983,

is detailed, by subdivision,

$3s8, 720
- 144,194

5,720

The only accounting by subdivision comes
from the Building Department; therefore, the District frequently knows the
amount collected and on-account at the City well in advance of the District's

Column D, belgw.

TABLE 11
A CowrT e L

NMOUNT ON ACCOUNT  AMOUNT:  AMOUNT .

AT OISTRICT AFTER eou.zcrsn COLLECTED - TOTAL

7/83 EXPENOITURE  FROM 4/83 FROM 7/83 AS OF

TRANSFER: FRON COL-. TO 683 T am 8/83

LECTIONS. THROUGH

MARCH 1963 _ : _
AARON" TERRACE. $ -0- $1,800 §$ 600 - § 2,400
yunund,&r.tr.tuuwc : T .
[ - I -0~ 28,800 Do " 28,800
Mchols, Sr. E1, Tokay MS _ )
LAKESHORE = 42,838 3,000 45,600 91,136
Vinewood, Sr. El, Tokay HS :
NILLSWO00D 8,12 -0- -0~ 8,712
Reess;, Wooddridge, Lodi HS "
PALOMAR OR. (MILLSWOO0) 184 -0- " -0- 184
Reese; Woodbridge, Lodi HS L
STONETREE 38,339 -0- -0- 38,339
Heritage, Sr. E1, Tokay HS .
WINCHESTER ACRE 2,26 -0- <0~ 2,26
Mchols, Sr. :1 Tokay NS '

TOTALS $108,006 $33,600 . $46,200 $187,806

A1l checks
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Extrzcted from:

AQBJ-M .Devetofw,nt tec ‘né‘pm‘s'.n .}agé"to';

EXHIBIT 1

DEVELOPMENT PEES

TOTAL umm MJD BlPBNDITIIIBSl

CITY OF wm
A B_ C D
TOTAL AMOUNT o : 2l
COLLECTED SCHOOLS AND MOUNT S|  TOTAL BALANCE OF UNUSED
SUBDIVISION 1979-83 OF PUNDS BXPENDED ANOUNT SPENT DEVELOPMENT FEES
AAROM TERRACE $ 2,800.00 Sr. lloi. -
) 8§ 2,800.00 | § 2,800.00 $ -0-
'BECKMAN RANCH 17,600 Nichols
'11,350.00
Tokay m;b
T 8,250.00 17,600.00 -8-
 CAMBRIDGE '58,800.00 Toksy
" 54,139.00
Heritage
‘ ,661.00 | § S8,800.00 -0-
LAKESHORB 60,800 Tokay
» 16,804.00
8r. Blen.
: T 1,461.00 18,265.00 42,535.00
NILLSWOOD 34,400.00 Woodsridge
, : 25 eas.00 25,688.00 8,712.00
NO. SCINI. sr‘. 1,200.00 wbrup '
CONDOS 1,200.00 1,200.00 -0-
PALOMAR DRIVE €08.00 Lodi Migh ' -
(musmd) 416,00 416.00 184.00
PINEWOOD 1,606.00 " Lodi Migh |
1,600.00 1,600.00 -0-
STONETREE 39,600.00 Heritage
_ g 4,261.00 4,461.00 35,339.00
WINCHESTER ACRES 34,800.00 Tokay High
T 13,564.00 13,564.00 21,236.00
TOTAL ‘ 3 -
1001 §252,200.00 " | @ $144,194.00 | §144,194.09 §108,006.00

TP—

| .f;l.' ~nrou¢u llnrcb m; e

2. See 1982-8

,Bﬁaeport on Mlocation of Development Fees for further deiails.

"3, Total does pot include _'lnterest of 56 720 00 mich was used for partial payment of expenditures

- at Tokay High School




 EXPENDITURES

Expenditure of Development Fee revenue is made at the end of each fiscal
year by a transferal of funds from the Development Fee Fund to the General
Fund; as determined appropriate after careful analysis of interim housing
expenditures and revenue by school attendance area. Interim housing ex-
penditures are not paid directly out of the Development Fee Fund as they
occur because of the uncertainty of what the revenue will be from year-to-
year, and from where it may come. Also, lease payments are generally due

on July 1 of the new fiscal year. In the past, the District has had to rely
on forthcoming fees as thare was no reserve. This is still the case in most
of the District's impacted attendance areas.

Past Expenditures

Between 1979 and March of 1983, $144,194 in Lodi-generated Development Fee
revenue was spent on interim housing at schools serving the sutdivisions
where the revenue was collected (See page 3--Exhibit I from the Development
Fee Report) and $6,720 in interest was expended for interim housing at Tokay
High School. ‘ v

1 4

1983-84 Expenditure Commitments

An experditure of approximately $81,900 for interim housing at schools serv-
ing Lodi City students is anticipated for the 1983-1984 school year, as de-

- tailed in'Table III. It is noted that the lease, or lease-purchase, of two

new-to-the-District portables is in-process to alleviate some of the over-

crowding at Lodi High School. Lodi High School has been overcrowded since =~

- the institution of .the Development Fee; however, the District has been con- "~ -
_servative in “"loading up the site” with portable units. The concept of CoE
lease-purchasing portable units is discussed in greater detail later in this -

TABLE III

1983-1984 INTERIM HOUSING
LODI AREA SCHOOLS

~-School Portable Lease Costs  Trailer Lease Costs ' Setup Costs Total
Nichols $ 4,000 (2 units) $4,300 MR s § 8,300
Heritage N/A ’ 4,300 CONA 4,30
Lawrence 6,000 (3 units) NA  N/A
Woodbridge 4,000 (2 units) 4,300 N/A.
Lod{: High 4,000 (2 units) N/A UNR T
: 14,000 (2 new lease or ' R

~ lease-purchase units) N/A ©$5,0000 - -

Tokay High 28,000 (14 units) N/A s4,0000 32,0000 7
| $60,000 $12,900 $9,000 < $81,900 =

j}fc§rry-¢vgrwwork from last year's portable setup.

-4-



Revime Figures from Table 1}

and illustrated through the use of a matrix.

Tabie I1) for the 1983-1984 expenditures (see Table IIl).

‘i

The allocation of Development Fees by attendance area is best accomplished
This is the procecure that has
been used in the District's two Development Fee reports and is used in Table
IV to 11lustrate the use of Development Fee revenue currently on account (see

It is unlikely that

there will be any significant increase in the expenditures during this school
year; however, there will be an increase in revenue as more unit are constructed
between now and June 30, 1984.

TABLE IV

Expenditure Figures from Table 111

Nichols
8,300

Heritage
4,300

Lawrence
6,000

Woodbridge
8,300

ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT FEES FOR 1983-1964 EXPENDITURES

Lodt High
23,000

Tokay High
32,000

Balance as
of 8/83

ARON TERRACE
$2400
(Vinewood' Sr. E1; Lodi KS

$ 2,400

BECOWN
m,m
Nichols, Sr. E1) Tokay HS

_$16,000

$ 12,800

LAKESHORE
$91,138
w e, El) Toku .

H!LLS\M
$8,712

Reese) Wooddr _dgg Lodt Hs

Sli.m B

- $ 75,138

7 nlu~n4uLLs¢no

$8,112

STONETREE
335,339

Heritage,; Sr. E) ) Tokay MS

$ 4,300

uxmsm ACRES

ls, § 1LT°M!

$ 8,300

(NPAID )
EXPENDITURES = SZG.NC

-0-

-0

38,116

'suwui

?3131.910 -

( ) Indicates tbou sam! attendance aress not currently declared impacted. This sutus {s expected
to cMm n MIW in tmc ltmam areas are occupied. v N

In addition ta the expenditures 1isted at the schools currently declared 1m-
pacted, there are also the following expenditures for interim housing ‘a
schools not - current]y considered impacted on the basis of the formula which

loads all

slar classrooms at 30 students and special program rooms at 12:

students: A trailer for classroom purposes has been located at Reese Elemen-
‘tary at ‘2 lease cost of $4,300 per year and approximately $4,000 in setup costs,
and there is a trailer at Senior Elementary used for classroom purposes at‘'a

lease cost of $4,300 per year.

It is noted that fees are collected from all

new developments in the County and the two cities because of the high school
attendance areas; however, the elementary school or the middle school serving

-5-
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the subdivision may not be considered impacted on paper and yet there may be
gozgs for interim facilities. This $12,600t must be paid ocut of the General
und.

By the end of this school year, total expenditures for interim facilities serv-
ing students from Lodi subdivision will -=each $225,094, not including the $12,600
expenditure at Reese and Senior Elementary Schools.

Future Expenditures

The District will have a continuing lease cost for interim facilities currently
in-place at schools serving Lodi City students of approximately $60,000 per year.
The two new units at Lodi High School will cost approximately $12,000 to $20,000
per year (depending upon the final lease or lease-purchase agreement). In addi-
tion, the District anticipates a need for more classrooms at both high schools
next year. I[f it becomes necessary to lease and equip portable classrooms

for science and other laboratory-type subjects, it is anticipated that the

costs will be in the tens of thousands of dollars. Although a new high school
is in the planning stages, it will be a minimum of three years before it is
constructed. Projections are unclear but suggest that the existing high schools
will continue to be overcrowded, even after the construction of the new high
school, necessitating the ongoing use of interim facilities until such time

as a potential fourth high school can be constructed.

Another elementary school in the southern part of Lodi is scheduled for construc-
tion (English Oaks). Due to the formula by which State construction funds are
allocated and other State actions, a definite time table cannot be established.
Until that time, schools serving the growing areas of Lodi will be overcrowded.
It is anticipated that additional portable classrooms will be necessary at one
or more of the District's Lodi area schools within the next year or two to pro-
vide sufficient space for students expected from new residential developments.

It is 1ikely that lease costs alone at Lodi area schools will exceed $100,

per year in the near future. g

Relative to expenditures for interim housing, there are three things to re:iember:

1) Once permanent housing is built and the overcrowded conditions at existing
schools are alleviated, interim housing will not be necessary and the
costs will disappear--hence, the need for development fees will not exist.
At this juncture the District is mandated to notify the affected juris-
dictions to cease collection (if there is no impaction);

2) Application cannot even be made for construction funds for permanent.
housing until existing facilities are overcrowded; and -

3) 1In 1981, there were approximately 2,200 unbuilt residential units on
record for construction within the City of Lodi. Assuming one-third
of the units have been constructed in the last two years, there are
sti1l nearly 1,500 approved units to be constructed, not including any
developments which have been approved since 1981 which do not appear
on the listing in the City's Development Information publication. A
substantial number of students will be generated by the as-yet unbuilt
units. '



ALTERNATIVES AND RAMIFICATIONS

The issue of unspent Development Fees needs to-be addressed by the Governing
Board prior to discussing the matter with the Lodi City Council in October
when the Development Fee Report and Declaration of Impaction will be presented
:o :ge Council members at a public hearing. The Council will, at that time,
ecide:

1) to approve or disapprove the District's Declaration of Impaction
statement;

2) if the collection of Development Fees should continue; and
3) to confirm or change the amount of the fees.

There are at least three alternatives which merit examination. There are both
positive and negative ramifications associated with the alternatives. The follow-
ing listing of alternatives and ramifications include all of those items readily
apparent to staff; however, the 1isting should not be construed as being all-
inclusive. There are other ramifications which may not have been readily ap-
gzyentito staff, and there may be others which cannot even be determined at

s time.

Alternative No. 1: Request the City to continue imposition of the Fee and

expend Tees as needed with the unspent balance carried forward to be used in
succeeding years as pupils come from the new houses which have generated the
fees. Review and revise the interim housing plans for Lodi area students in
anticipation of an influx of students from the new residential developments.

Ramifications:

Possible accumulation of excessive unspent dollars; dfi fficulty in returning
unspent dollars at unspecified time in the future, subject to criticism
from other officials and the public; possible cessation of all Development
Fees by City of Lodi, resulting in no Development Fees being available for
expenditures at Lodi city schools.

In nany areas of the City of Lodi there are developments currently under
construction which have already paid Development Fees. The District has
not yet received the students anticipated to come from these deve1opments
This means that funds will be necessary in the future. o

Development fees are a one-time fee on new housing units, meaning that- the R
revernue is available only as long as there are units being constructed; how- -
ever, lease costs are an annual situation until such time as there is adequate
permanent construction. The time relationship between interim and permanent
facilities is discussed in the Future Expenditure section above. L

If Development Fees are expended in total as they are rece’lved each year. )
a point will be reached very quickly where the expenditurc; will exceed.the
Development Fee revernue. This strongly indicates a need for the accumula- .
tion of some funds to carry through until the school can be constructed and
the impaction problem permanently resolved. . :

Alternative No. 2: Request that the City continue the Fee, but decrease the
amount of the Fee collected City-wide or by specific developments in which
significant revenue and 1imited expenditures may be forecast.

-7-
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Ramifications:

Difficulty in determining an appropriate price schedule as some schools
use all available revenue, while other require less revenue; problems
with pricing of units as noted below.

Alternative No. 3: Request that the City stop collecting Development Fees
on a temporary basis (a moratorium).

Ramifications:

Fees will be needed in the future as students begin arriving from units
currently under construction--a moratorium may be very difficult to
reverse; creation of problems for City and developers regarding equitable
pricing of homes where development fees have already been paid.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Although the alternatives delineated above are relatively straightforward,
the issue is much more complex, as there are a number of considerations which
must be taken into account in the analysis of the dlternatives and their po-
tential ramifications. Again, the following listing represents a ‘pulling
together" from many sources of apparent concerns; however, it is by no means
meant to be all-inclusive. .

Oirect Agreements

The District currentiy has direct agreements on four developments 1n the City-
Filley Ranch, Park West, Noma Annexation, and Lobaugh Meadows. . An agreement
is in-process with Grupe Company. for Lakeshore Village. The agreements provide
for the payment of fees directly to the District for use on permanent or in- _
terim scnool facilities to serve the subdivision, G e g

It is obviously in the best 1nterest of the District (and perhaps developerscr-*
and ‘the City of Lodi) to continue the pursuit of direct agreements with devel-:"
opers of new developments. Another dimension worth consideration-is the: nego- " . .
tiation of a? reements relative to the expenditure of funds already collected
This would allow the use of reserve Heve opment - fee revenue to facilitate and
supplement permanant construction. There {s presently no-information availab
on. the legal process to be followed in implementing the. latter concept;: however. %
staff will research this. 1In short, the ramifications of direct-agreements (from ’
the District's viewpoint) are as follows: . Stk s
Will prpvide more flexible use of funds; will provide 3 source of funds
to supplement construction funds for new schools to serve ‘the affected
subdivisions; will provide source of funds to proceed with projects 1f "~
there are delays in State funding; presents some administrative difficulty~;a
relative to the collection of the fees for new agreement would not " require
any administrative difficulties as applied to fees “on account;™ after<’ -  °
the-fact agreement may or may not be consistent with Lodi City ord1nance~- c
wou]d require interpretation. : o

Developers appear to be hesitate to enter into direct agreements for a variety4
of reasors. First, a lien is placed onthe property, necessitating board action

-8-



' Q

and the recording of a new document every time a unit is sold (necessary to
-assure that the conditions of the agreement are binding on the property, re-
‘gardless of owner). The presence of a lien on the property (regardless of
the type) sometimes has an affect on financing of the development. Second,

if the Fee is no longer imposed by the City, most developers want to be sure
they are not paying a fee that is not being imposed equally on all developers.
In all fairness, it must be pointed out that there are some developers who
have expressed willingness to pay for school housing, regardless of an ordinance
(however, their benevolence has not been truly tested). Third, the developers
agree to a number of binding items. Most have indicated that they feel the
District should also be bound to certain actions, not the least of which is
guarantees on the "appropriate" expenditure of the revenue garnered from the
agreements.

Senate 8111 811

Senate Bill 811 is currently on the Governor's desk for signature. The bill
provides for the use of Development Fees for payment of the 10% matching re-
quirement in the Leroy F. Greene Lease-Purchase Program for approved permanent
projects. Continuing Development Fee revenue "on account" for this purpose
would be beneficial to the District by alleviating'General Fund requirements
through the years. In many areas, such as the Elkhorn attendance area, Develop-
ment Fee revenue is being used entirely for interim housing and will not con-
tinue to be collected after the completion of a new school unless that particu-
lar attendance area is considered impacted, based on our formula. If that is
the case, Development Fees will continue to be collected and could be applied
as our 10% match, or, of course, could continue to be used for any necessary
interim housing. , ‘

. Senate Bill 811 also has language regarding the use of dedicated property in
conjunction with the 10% matching. This pertains to those instances where a
dedication of property was accepted in 1ieu of the Development Fee. There are = -
two instances in the City of Lodi where it has been determined that a collection
of Development Fees might be more desirable than a dedication of property, based.
upon analysis of projected enroliments in existing facilities and the less than.
desirable location of the offered property. This does not mean that the District .
should deny all offers of dedication as we will need additional school property
in the City of Lodi. If SB 811 s signed, it may be to the District's advantage to
accept dedication of the property in some situations, regardless of site location. .

,Lease4§ur£ﬁase of Facilities

B A concept, or process, which is currently done in other districts, is the use
B of Development Fee revenue for the lease-purchase of classroom facilities.
| Generally the leases are three to seven years, with lease payments appliediat
Teast in part to the purchase price of the unit. At the end of the lease temm,
the district exercises the option to purchase the unit(s) for a nominal fee.
There is. no question that the need for interim facilities at a pumber of Lodi
area campuses will continue to increase as the student population: increases.
It might be to the District's long-term benefit to consider a lease-purchase
of facilities in 1ieu of straight leases. This would be cost-effective over a
long term as the facilities would ultimately be owned by the District for use
as needed. This could result in a long-term savings to the District (and: pos-
sibly developers) as there would not be the continuing rental fees. “Owned”
facilities (regardless of their relocatable status) count against the District
under the provisions of the Leroy Greene program. The square footage penalty
would count against the District for building program purposes cnly; however,

-9-



'fitﬁis probable that the District will have insufficient priority points in
any one location to qualify for construction of additional permanent facili-
‘ties immediately. A larger inventory of District-owned relocatable buildings
couid be most beneficial.

(X3
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Lodi.Unified School District

1983-84
DEVELOPMENT FEE REPORT

PREPARED BY

FACILITIES AND PLANNING OFFICE

This report has been prepared in fulfillment of the requirements of State
Government Code Sections 65976, 65978, and 65981 and the requirements of the
implementing ordinances of the Ci-ies of Lodi (Ord. 1149, August 2, 1978),
and Stockton (Ord. 3095 D.S., July, 1978), and San Joaquin County (Ord. 2574,
July, 1978). The report is presented in three sections: Declaration of Ia-
paction and Notification of Conditions of Overcrowding for the 1983-84 School
Year: Allocation of Development Feesi and Student Housing Option Update. -

APPROVED BY
THE
GOVERNING BOARD

AUGUST 2, 1983



“The 'followm details the oondxtions of overcrmvding antici ted ‘in’ the com-
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ypistrict-omod relocatable buildings were considered: interin
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‘lh mstrict will ‘have 46 relocatable buildings, ‘including © -
# School- site. One of the buildinxs at” Stonewood
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EXHIBIT A
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Includes the. n-m/mum ‘and_Elkhorn Ming: Schools.:: smu from.old Venlce-Ki

: : ‘Normandy Village Subd 3

clilienel): mwof ‘spacial’ mun am. i.o.. Bgl ‘second

2.5 Nooms ‘are dedicted becsuse they sre loaded at lmthusoto!th

lonts::This column’ i3 intended to include only permsnnt classrooss

o Pfull-ting. " These studests sre assighed to s specific room.”’ Columi
are’ from a regular 30-student class and therefore sre accomted for: in those

o these figures and others used by the District dus to:scheduling modifications .

irty students is used as s multiplier.: Actual losding may.vary with.conditions’ l'ﬁ

93¢, 87e Jocally gensrated enrollsent projections, calculated for the.  of
&hou ‘dons by Office of Local Assistance due to varying consideratioms,

o4 kindergarten rooms with 2 sessions equeling 8 loadings for Elldaom nm

“sossions: at-Davis/Parklane Mini.

11y the sttendance ares (M) and the school are the same: however, in cornin sltnlt !

mmi c:x"u .‘1 e attending a school in another area or areas have been cosbined, ~This $

n Colum 2.
? ;‘I’hn;-{ also be' imorh housing in the permanent facilitjes,

i.e., in closets, offlcos.

Davis School: .
Stonewood  grades 0-6 Oskwood 6th grade to attond Otto Drive.
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ALLOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT FEES

Between implementation of the Impaction Ordinances. and May of 1982 (in-
_clusive) local agencies collected fees from developer/builders for each

to be constructed on parcels created after the effective ‘date of
- the particular ordinance. However, as a result of litigation in Shasta
County, all fees were "impounded" until the State Supreme Court settled
the issue, whereupon the "impounded" fees, totaling $638,942.74, were re-
leased to the District. During the time that the fees were. bemg col-
lected the District expended well in excess of $1,200,000 on interim so-
lutions to the student housing problems. A detaxled accountmg of Develop-
ment Fees allocated in 1982-83 is contained in the July 1, 1982 'Report
on Allocation of Development Fees" which was presented to all affected
jurisdictions last year.

At that time the Board authonzed transfer of SSQS 987. 74 from the Develop~
ment Fee Fund to the General and/or Site Funds as "payback" for expendi-
tures made during the qualifying period. All ™ iture paybacks" were
made on the premise that fees collected from Subdivision’X were to be used
for "'qualifying" expenditures at impacted schools serving Subdivision X.
This is the same philosophy that-has been followed in- tho allocation of
all Development Fees that have been recenred to date

The recomended allocatxon of development fees is based on strict mterpre-'
tation of the enabling legislation.. Government.Code Séctions 65970 - 65981
(SB 201 - 1977) permit local Junsdictions to adopt: ordinances’ Tequiring
land dedication or to exact fees from residential developers: in‘lieu of

land dedication for purposes of providing interim:school: facllgtiese Sec- .
tion 65978 requires that Lodi Unified School District:maintain’an-accounting
of fees, while Section 65980 1limits their use to'strictly‘defined: interim
facilities. In addition, Government Code. Section 65974 (d) states in part, _

The location and amount of land to be dedicated or the’ amunt of e

fees to:be paid, or both, shall bear a'reasonablé relatioriship.
and will be limited to the needs of the commmity: for: interim -
elementary or high school facilities and shall be’ reasombly re- . .. -
. lated and; limited to the need for schools caused by ~ develop-
. ment; . .

B

Based on . the District's desxre to use the Fees only in the mnner intended
by the implementing legislation and the local ordinances,: ass\nptions and

qalifiers were developed in 1982 to guide in the’allocation Of Development™

Fees. With minor modifications, these same assmptmns have ‘been used in
the allocatxon of Development Fees in 1983. ) L ma
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~ area reports.

:Attendance Areas
,Blemntary, Middle and High School Attendance Areas and specific schools

serving each City subdivision paying fees in 1982-83 are listed below. All
County" feea were accounted for permit by permit; therefore, attendance areas
for County developments are listed as coming from individual builders. °

All: attendance:area: infomation was obtained from the. annual attendance

P.xhibit C details the attendance areas for the 1982-1983 school year.
These:attendance areas are applicable to the allocation of development

- fees . received during.the 1982-1983 school year. Although generally

reflective of  the 1983-1984 attendance areas, there are modifications,
including the add1tion of the Stonewood School.

BXHIBIT C
1982-1983
ATTENDANCE AREAS AND SCHOOLS
subdivision/ Elementary Schonl  Middle School High School
~Jutisdiction Attendance Area Attendance Area Attendance Area .
Alm Tmaco Vinewood Senior Eleunﬁry fodi High =~ i
" Beckman Ranch  Nichols Senior Elementary Tokay High
‘ antidp.?hco.-'; ~Heritage Senior Ele—nury_.\ .:Tohy ngh“
" ‘Lakeshore .’ Vinewood Rural Senior Elemsntary - " Tokay. High :
J"”""""j“m}.lwod Thi . Reese - v T Woodbridge ;- . - .Lodli High . ..
School St. , :
Ccndos ‘ Washington Yoodbridge Lodi High -
'Palo—rgbri've - Reese Woodbridge . lodi High
: P .Reese. ‘  Woodbridge l.odi High-
. Stonstree | Meritage . Senidr Elementary
; +;:Minchester Acres Nichols &~~~ ,'Senior Elennury"" - Tokay!
{  City of Stockton | ‘
: - Colonial Estates Elkhom Mini/ Senior ementary
© il Onto Drive T
(Elkom . . Senlor| e-antary‘
Davis/Parklane .  Morada.

F

‘Elkhorn. Mini/ ..

Lakewood

Davis
Live Oak

 Individoal Lockeford/
Bullders Clements




: these units, and the mm-man school leases’ (by spec1al gi

_‘l‘his is the: tc amount that has been transferred to the’ Distric

| was transferred at the end of the 1982- 83 fzscal year to-'
erd Pmdv_,ending balance)

D
J

A' ;‘;‘t

”,"Developaent Fee Reverue - SRR -

Durinc ‘the fourth’ quarter of Fiscal Year 1981-82 a total of 331 850, 00 in..
Development Fees was generated and forwarded to the District. This brough
the total Development Fee Revenue received for that fiscal year to $141,273.5S.
During. the period July, 1982 through March, 1983 a total of $233,266.00 was
received in Developmnt Fees. This is approxunately $123,000 more than the
previous year (for the same time period) and $133,000 more than had been: pro-
jected in last year's report for' receipt- this year. This is: taken as' tangi-
ble evidence that residential building in'the lodi Unified School District:is.
definitely on the increase. It is also noted that a substantial proportion
~of those residences for which permits have been drawn are not yet occupied;
therefore, the District's estimate of 400 new students is probably qm.te con-
servatxve

- lti-Allocaum of Fees

~The basis mon which Development Fees are used for payment of interim housing R

expenditures”is detailed in the introductory portion of. this section’of .the

~ report (above). It is reiterated that the District uses:the most stringent

interpretation®of the State Code and implementing ordinances and directives

7+, in the allocation of Development Fees. At the present-time-Development. Fee.'g .

are used exclusively for the: lease of portables, trailers: andthe se;up of *
on)..

1982-1983 may be paid by Development Fees. -This amo ailable. for
transfer to the General Pund. A“total of $200;654  in expenditm'es were
paid with Development Fees during the period: July, ©1982 “March

Fund - ($70,000 was transferred during the budget: process -in1982;

-

1Refereace is made to Exhibit A - Determination of _ Imact ion, and
District's ‘1983 ‘Attendance Arez Report, available from the Office of the t!p
Assistant Slperintendent Elementary Education.



LODI UNTFIED SGHOOL DISTRICT

INTERIM HOUSING EXPENDITURES
FOR PERIOD JULY, 1982 - MARCH 1483

New
Portable
Lease Cost

Fomb}c
oup

Cost

—O1d
Portable
Lease Cost

- Trailer
Cost

Total

$ 6,389.68

$ 4,859.39

$ .00

1811,209.07

6, 203.36

3,435.26

4,000.00

Tovtzme

10,587.36

3,427.46

o 14,014.82

.00

.00

3,485.28

4,834.16

4,261.20

.00

R 2y

0.319.44

1,424.80

©3,302.61

o0l b

y fR "af‘m u

13,853.44

2,523.38

.00

16.376.82 -

2,323.82

4,764.84

4,261.20

15,585.12

13,052.03

.00

©2,926.32

. 5,862.10

- 426120

4,332.34

178 011.76

4

2,112.28

Cagenae |

R R WO

.00

S I LT T (Rt

.00

03323

R

-00

.00

426120_"

ALK R

25 weawed

§6s,862.18 |

it shown'does not’ include mone ,
5st not reimbursed by the State will
AT 1983-84 yet to be reoorted

yn;cludes $15,600 for the Blkhom ,Mini School and*395,000°

s25,567.20 |
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A summary of the District's Development Fee Revenue and Expenditures for
the first three quarters of Fiscal Year 1982-83 is given in Exhibit E. A
detailed breakdown is given on the Development Fee Revenue/Expenditure
Accounting Forms, included in this report as Exhibits F, G, and H. A total
of $200,654 was transfered by the end of the 1982-83 fis scal year from the

-Development Fee Pund to the General Fund.

EXHIBIT E

SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENT FEE REVENUE AND EXPENDITURES
JULY 1982 - MARCH 1983

REVENUE
Reverc.e Received 1982-83 $233,266
Revemz Forward from 1981-82 + 70,144

Total Revenue on Hand 1982-83 303,410

Reverue Spent 1982-83 200,654
Balance to Carry Forward for 1983-84 $102,756

EXPENDITURE
Total Expenditures for 1982-83 $361,018
E::periditu;‘es Paid with Development Fees -200,654
Unpaid Expenditures (No Eligible Punds) $160,364

A comprehensive summary of Development Fee Revenue and Expenditures by juris-
diction is contained in Exhibits I, J and XK.

The District is currently researching how other districts use Develomwrnt

Fees, as well as legislative nrudosals for alternative uses of develop-
ment fees. A future report to the District's governing board on this sub-
ject is anticipated. Aside from in-lieu agreements (discussed later in this
section of the report) Development Fees are the exclusive means of mitigating
the impaction of new residential development within the Lodi Unified School
District. The District is currently re-s ing the entire area of the im-
paction of residential development on the 1 District as a result of in-
creasing information from other districts, the California Association of School
Business Officials, and the State legislature. recent interpretations of
State legislation; and recent court cases (including a significant case at
the appellate level inE1 Dorado County). Additional information in
this area will also be presented to the Bosrd in the aforementioned report.
kxy consideration of mitigation must be made in relation to the District's
ong-tem plans for student housing. This is to be detailed in the revised
lity Master Plan which is 'currently underway.
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EXHIBIT G . ‘:
LOD! UNIFIED m DISTRICT .

EXPENDITURES BY SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Needham | Morada |Elkhorn [ Bavis Woodbr i
12,11

4,788 | 23,99 | 4,000 | 8,487




EXHIBIT G cont'd
L0DI UNIFIED SQH00L DISTRICT

i
%
¢

$141,273.55 mm. }mmmms TR 1981-82

10,158.00
$151 431 4]

-31.287,55
S 70,144.00




EXHIBIT H

LOD! UMIFIED SCOOL BISTRICT

Emsaenias 2 )




EXHIBIT H cont'd

LOD] UNIFIED SCHMOOL DISTRICTY
DEVELOPMENT FEE REVENUE/EXPENOITURE ACCOUNT FORN

EAE) TN ag 3
o (o m,

Elkhorn |Henderson| Heritage | Lawrence |lockeford|Needham | Nichols | Oskwood | Parklane | Morads T. Elem. Rodi High Righ

I I P N K 9 O PO ) W_,Ha
13,910 v -0
1.560 Q-
-g-
2,560 | -0-
1,200 | .0-

-] 1.502 4. -0-
1.200 | -g-
2.47% $.558 1,522 | 16,377 4 43,597 1. S.408 u..iqm
oa 600 | gas? | .0, | 8,009 9- -0- 9- - n.ElLPE,% 0 g | -0




EXHIBIT I

DEVELOPMENT FEES

TOTAL R!VENUB AND _EXPENDITURES®

CITY OF L0DI
TOTAL ANOUNT LRI g
- ~ - =] COLLBCTED SCHOOLS . AND_AMOUNT . TOTAL. BALANCE.  OF UNUSED.
- 1979-8% OF FUNDS EXPENDED = |~ AMOUNT SPENT DEVELOPMENT FEES
$ 2,800.00 ‘Sr. Blem;, . o
‘ $ 2,800.00 $ 2,800.00 $ -0-
17,600 Nichols
< u1 11, 350.00
Tohy ;L. o
T 8,250.00 17,600.00 -0-
$8,800.00 -Tokay . o "
$4,139.00
Heritage :
4,661.00 $ 58,800.00
60,800 _Tokay -
o ' . 16,804.00
Sr. Elea. o
T LT 1,461.00 18,265.00
34,400.00 loodbridu .
S .25,688.00 25,688.00
“1,200.00 "ooilhiago o -
: ,200.00 1,200.00
’f~soo.oo Lodi High Ve
416.00 416.00
1.ooo no? Lodi High o
'1,600.00 1,600.00 -

S! 600 00 ‘

- 4;263.00.

34 ,800 .00

13,564.00

_$252,200.00

$144,194.00

“*Through March 1983




EXHIBIT J

P AT - DEVELOPMENT FEES
TOTAL REVENUE AND EXPENDITURES®
CITY OF STOCKTON

TOTAL XNOURT - ) : - , e
COLLECTED SCHOOLS AND AMOUNT TOTAL .-BALANCE OF UNUSED
- 1979-83 . OF FUNDS EXPENDED .| _AMOUNT SPENT . |- DEVELOPMENT FEBS _ -

] $ 47,610.00 Parklane § 43,660.00- |
“o T o Tokay - 3,950.00 | § 47,610.00

247,005.00 | ElkhornMini $3,725.00 o
S Elkhorn  12,821.60 - |
Oskwood  185,709.00 | ~ 252,255.00

 4,160.60 | Elkhorn a,160.00 [ 4,260.00 | -0~

Parklane 69,875.00
1 Morads ~23,990.00
Toksy... . 16,000.00

124,495.00 | Davis..  14,630.00

°1,040.00

9,260.00

C25,110.00 | 25,110.00

$463,930.00. | $463,930.00.




' DEVELOPMENT FEES
" TOTAL REVEMUE AND EXPENDITURES®
 SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

cmoLs AXD. o
OF ‘FUNDS" EXPENDED -

. TOTAL
AMOUNT. SPENT

Woodbridge

1,560.00]

$ '1,560.00

$8.00
1,502.00

.8

1,560.00

Lodl High
" Lockeford

1,200.00

" 3,200.00}"

400,00

_,320.00
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In-Lieu Agreements

During the time that Development Fees were impounded, Developers entered into
"in-lieu of development fee' agreements with the District to assure that the
District received fees or a dedication of land to assist in mitigating the
anticipated impact of the proposed residential development. The District has
continued to encourage Developers to willingly enter into these agreements

with the District so that funds generated could be used for long-term solutions
to the housing problems and not just the short-term interim solutions. This

is becoming particularly important as it becomes more difficult to obtain

State funding for new school construction, and as the State imposes District
fund-match requirements.

There are presently 11 in-lieu agreements operative, including one for partial
payment of the Clairmont School Site. The District has agreements for the fol-

lowing developments:

Demnis Noble (Zinfandel Estates) - Stockton
" Cook-John Development (Willow Brook) - Stockton
Eilers Amnexation - Woodbridge
Woodbridge Greens - Woodbridge
Noma Annexation - Lodi
Park West - Lodi
Filley Ranch (Sun West #4) - Lodi
Barmett-Range (Fox Creek 11 § 12) - Stockton
Lobaugh - Lodi
Joaquin Murietta - Stockton
Bamett-Range (Clairmont) - Stockton

To date, no direct-agreement fees have been received, with the exception of
the: Clairmont Subdivision where the fees will be reimbursed to the developor
after receipt from the City in conformance with the agreement of sale for

the’ school site. The District is currently reviewing a draft agreement for
Grupe Commmnities' Lakeshore Village and,as a matter of procedure, all develop-
ers are contacted upon District notification of a proposed development. Since
no fees have been collected by the District as a result of agreements, there
is no expenditure plan and the administrative procedures for coordination
with the affected jurisdictions have not been tried. It is noted, however,
that the City of Stockton requires that reference to anything in-lieu of pay-
. ment of Development Fees through the City must be made a condition of the
Tentative Subdivision Map at the time of approval. In general, the District
has preferred the receipt of fees instead of land dedication, primarily be-
cause of the immediate need for the fees and the difficulties in establish-
ing a time for construction of a school. Location has also been a primary
consideration. This does not mean that the District would not prefer dedica-
tion in the future, depending upon circumstances. A sample of a generalized
agreement sent to developers for their review is included in this report as

Appendix B.

A
, 19
L
!
)



® o

STUDENT HOUSING UPDATE

~ .

A)

. The’ final section of this report is intended to provide all interested parties
an update on other meins of housing students in the District's educational pro-
grams that are currently being pursued.

-

@

e

The 'Lodi Unified School District is actively pursuing solutions to existing
and projected student housing inadequacies on two fronts.

First, the District is continuing to pursue permanent facilities with applica-
tions for seven new schools and expansion of three others through the Leroy

F. Greene Lease-Purchase Program of 1976, and second, the District is making -
every effort to house children in an interim basis with minimal adverse im-
pact on the educational program. ’

Permanent Fa.. 'ities

Since last year, site work at the Stonewood School site in north Stockton has
been nearly completed with arrival of the eight relocatable classrooms antici-
pated by fall of 1983. Plans have been completed and approved by the State for
construction of Clairmont Elementary School (north Stockton), Washington School
Developmental Center for the Handicapped (lLodi), and permanent buildings at Stcne-
wood. All of the projects are ready for construction; however, funds are not
available until the sale of another $75 million in Proposition 1 (November 1982)
bonds. Although the Committee charged with bond sale recommendations has given
the ;go-ahead to sell the bonds, the State Treasurer is not expected to do SO un-
til the fall or early winter of 1983. One mmdred and twenty-five million dollars
in Proposition 1 bonds have been sold to finance already-approved projects whose
funds were transferred by the Governor and the Legislature to the State General
Pund in the February, 1983, budget balancing legislation. The site work and re-
locatable buildings at Stonewood School were included in an earlier a ion-
ment and encumbered by contract prior to the transfer. Upon sale of bonds,
Lodi Unified expects full funding of the projects ready for construction. The -
District has received Phase II approval for the new Middle School (north Stockton)
with apportionment to be made from existing cash-on-hand or from the forthcoming
bond monies. Preliminary plamning money has been received for the permanent
buildings at Oakwood (north Stockton), English Oaks Elementary School (lodi),
and’ Holt Elementary School (north Stockton). Revisions in the District's ampli-
cation and priority points have resulted in a temporary hold on these projects.
It is anticipated that sufficient eligibility will be generated in the. fall of
1983 to proceed with the plans for these projects. Educational specifications,
site selection, and preliminary plans are in-process for the new high school

and .the new continuation high school, both to be located in north Stockton.

Altermatives

An important consideration in determining the most reasonable housing alter-
native is the neighborhood school concept. Also important is the equal’ lcad-
ing policy which causes all schools throughout the District, within a given
grade span, to house the same proportion of students relative to capacity,
where practical. Equal loading is a concept that works well in an urban area
but provides extraordinarily long bus rides for students when the area of
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Impaction and growth is substantially removed from the area where classrooms

ane .available. As growth continues and the schools become overcrowded before
new facilities can be constructed, the District has considered and will con-

time to consider the following alternatives:

Busing:

Busing is used as an interim process to implement the equal load policy.
The Board finds that no pupil should be bused from his attendance area,
but if necessary, never more than 10 mnes from the 'full" school to the
school of redirection.

Double Sessims- Elementary Schools:

3

Double sessions in the primary grades retain the same amount of m-class
time. In each of the instructional sections, double sessions are per-
ceived as being disadvantageous to the students attending school in the
p.m. shift. Ti= fabric of society rejects the concept of young children.
being in school fiom 12:30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. followedbywhatmybem
extended period of time on the school bus. Older children. (above grade 4)
lose a significant amount of instructional time through the device of =
double sessions; therefore, it is not considered feasible for the inter-
mediate grades. Double sessions are perceived as being acceptable an nn
extremely short-term measure for grades 1-3 pupils.

. Extended Day Protrams High Schools: T

in the early morning or in the late afternoon may be devised to
utilize a high school plant at above-normal carrying capacity. Such pro- -
grams are found to have relatively small pupil/parent interest, are not-

- conducive to intergration with established busing schedules, and am mt
a viable answer to impaction.

School Bomdary Realignment:

This device has been used to accomodate growth in an mnedxately adja- T
‘cent attendance area, Where growth is scattered or substantially re-.
moved. from school houses with room available, realigmment .is ineffective.
Bomdary realignment is not a viable permanent solution beyond that-al-" -
cﬁlished considering the growth rate of the several att-mdance o
s dietrict and their close proximity to each other. A de-
a:mxation of territory (formation of a new district or transfer of tér- = -
ritory ‘to an existing neighboring district) is not considered a politicala,
reality.

Year-Round Schools

A year-round school program could have the potential of increasing awil- L
able classroom space by 18% to 25%. Over the last two+ years District. . =
staff, Board members, and the Year-Round School Committee met and stuiiedi S
the appropriateness of Year-Round School in Ledi Unified and to determine - -
those schools most suited for possible implementation of such a program. = =
in this, or subsequent, school years. Meetings with parents of students:
in pot?ntial YRS attendance areas were held during the.last school .year.
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In some cases parents were polled in writing. Based on constituont
disapproval the governing Board set aside consideration of YRS in all
areas except the "greater" Elkhorn Attendance Area. As an aside, it
has been found that many districts that had year round schools have
returned to conventional scheduling, and all districts with year-round
school have indicated that the program will not work unless it has
ls)igni{icant parent support, which s not present in Lodi Unified School
. District.

State Lease Bmergency Classrooms:

‘Assembly Bill 8, signed by the Governor on July 24, 1979, enacted the
.Emergency Classroom Law of 1979. Under this law, Lodi Unified School
‘District has received 84 portables. The District must qualify for re-
ceipt of these units on the basis of our State School Construction Ap-
plication. Separate application must be made each year and receipt of
the units is subject to availability. This program has provided the
-most significant relief to Lodi's overcrowding situation. These units
are subject to recall by the State of California should there be a
greatei need elsewhere in the State. These units can be used for regu-
lar classroom programs only and must be loaded at the rate of 30 stu-
dents per unit. Although the units are quite utilitarian and most sites
have room on an interim basis, support facilities, such as play area,
bathrooms, cafeteria, multi-purpose room, lockers, otc., are taxed well
beyond capacity with the additional classroom units.

Trailers:

The District currently leases a mumber of trailers to house special edu-
cation programs. The capacity of these units is approximately 1Z stu-

.dents and the lease and setup costs are two to three times the cost of

‘the State portables. The District will attempt to phase out all trailers

¢in favor of State lease portables where possible. This will require o
Bt moving special education classes into regular classrooms and regular pro-. -
.grams into the portables.

Relocatable Units:

‘Relocatables are herein defined as portable units owned by the District
Many of these units are more than 15 years old; however, “have; been "
quite serviceable. As a matter of policy, all new schools are being de-
signed with a certain mmber of relocatable portables in amticipation
of a declining enrollment situation in the future. This will give the
District flexibility in housing students in the future and the use of .-
relocatables in the site master nlan gives the District bomus points which
can be applied towards additional square footage in permanent buildings.:
. As noted earlier, these units are now included in the District's:inven--
.tory of permanent classrooms. When the various older units will be’ be-
-yond repair and perhaps unsafe for occupancy has not been determined. -
‘The District currently retains these units for use wherever needed,
altli\ough many of the units are basically permanent at their present lo-"
~cation.
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' “Shared Facilities:

Other altermatives that are in use in other Districts include the use of
schodl builldings in adjoining districts which are not needed by that
-disttict. This is not considered a viable altarnative for Lodi as facili-
‘ties in 411 adjoining districts, except Stockton Unified, are used to
the maximm extent. The Stockton Unified facilities within a reasonsble
-distance of Lodi Unified also do not have surplus capacity, while vacant
_ classroom space is not located within a reasonable transportation dis-
“tance. - - :

(3.3
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APPENDIX A

STATE CODE

Chapter 8.7. School Facilities

63970, The Legislature f{inds and declares as follows:

(a) Adequate school facilities should be available for
children residing in new residential developments.

(b) Public and private residential developments may
require the expansion of existing public schools or
the construction of nev school facilities.

(c) In many areas of the state, the funds for- the
construction of new classroom facilities are not
available when new development occurs, resulting
in the overcrowding of existing schools.

{d) New housing developments frequently cause condi-
tions of overcrowding in existing school facilities
which cannot be alleviated under existing law with-
in a reasonable period of time.

{e) That, for these reasons, new and improved methods
of financing for interim school facilities necessi-
tated by new development are needed in California.

(Added by Stats. 1977, Ch. 953.)

63971, It the governing body of a school district which operates
an elementary or high school makes a finding supported by clear
and convincing evidence that: (a) conditions of overcrowding exist
in one or more attendance areas within the district which will
impair the normal functioning of educational prograins including
the reason for such conditions existing; and (b) that all reasonable
methods of mitigating conditions of overcrowding have been eval-
uated and no feasible method for reducing such conditions exist,
the governing body of the school district shall notify the city
council or boa.d of supervisors of the city or county within which
the school district lies. The notice of findings sent to the city or
county shall specily the mitigation measures considered by the
school district. 1If the city council or board of supervisors concurs
in such tindings the provisions of Section 63972 shall be applicable
to actions taken on residential development by such council or
board.
{Added by Stats. 1977, Ch. 953.)

635972, Within the attendance arez where it has been determined
pursuant to Section 63971 that conditions of overcrowding exist,
the city council or board of supervisors shall not approve an
ordinance reroning property to a residential use, grant a discre-
tionary permit for residential use, or approve a tentative subdivision
map for residential purposes, within such area, unless the city
council or board of supervisors makes one of the following findings:

tw
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Exceptions (1) That an ordinance pursuant to Section 65974 has
been adopted, or
(2) That there are specific overriding fiscal, economic,
social, or environmental factors which in the judg-
ment of the city council or board of supervisors
would benefit the city or county, thereby justifying
the approval of a residential development otherwise
subject to Section 63974.
(Added by Stats. 1977, Ch. 955.)

Definitions 65973, As wed.in this chapter:

(a) “Conditions of overcrowding" means that the total
enrollment of a school, including enroliment from
proposed development, exceeds the capacity of such
school as determined by the governing body of the
district.

(b) "Reasonable methods for mitigating conditions of
overcrowding” shall include, but are not limited to,
agreements between a subdivider and the affected
school district whereby temporary-use buildings will
be leased to the school district or temporary-use
buildings owned by the school district will be used.

(c) "Residential development” means a project contain-
ing residential dwellings, including mobilehomes, of
one or more units or a subdivision of land for the
purpose of constructing one or more residential
dwelling units.

(Added by Stats. 1977, Ch. 955.)

Interim facilities 63974, For the purpose of establishing an interim method of

by providing classroom facilities where overcrowding conditions exist,

dedication or fee as determined necessary pursuant to Section 65971, and notwith-

as condition of standing Section 66478, a city, county, or city and county may, by

approval ordinance, require the dedication of land, the payment of fees in

lieu thereof, or a combination of both, for classroom and related

facilities for elementary or high schools as a condition to the

| approval of a residential development, provided that all of the
following occur:

. (a) The general plan provides for the location of public

- schools.

: (b) The ordinance has been in effect for a period of
30 days prior to the impletnentation of the dedi-
cation or fee requirement.

(c) The land or fees, or both, transferred to a school
district shall be wsed only for the purpose of
providing interim elementary or high school class-
room and related facilities.

(d) The location and amount of land to be dedicated
or the amount of fees to be pald, or both, shall
bear a reasonabic relationship and will be limited
to the needs of the community for interim elemen-
tary or high school facilities and shall be reasonably
related and limited to the need for schocls caused
by the development; provided, the fees shall not
exceed the amount necessary to pay five annual
lease payments for the interim facilities. In lleu
of the fees, the builder of a residential development

}
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Limitation cn 63979, One year after receipt of an apportionment pursuant to
interim facil ties the Leroy F. Greene State School Building Lease-Purchase Law of
1976 (Chapter 22 (commencing with Section 17700 of Part 10 of

; the EBducation Code) for the construction of a school, the city or

county shall not be permitted thereafter, pursuant to this chapter
or pursuant to any other school facilities financing arrangement
such district may have with builders of residential development, to
levy any fee or to require the dedication of any land within the
attendance area of the district. However, any time after receipt,
of the apportionment there may be a determination of overcrowding
pursuant to Section 63971, if there is the further finding that
(1) during the period of construction additional overcrowding would
occur from continued residential development, and (2) that any fee
levied and any required dedication of land levied after the receipt
of the construction apportionment can be used to avoid the addi-
tiona] overcrowding prior to the school being available for use by
the school district.

Any amounts of fees collected or land dedicated after the
receipt of the construction apportionment and not used to avoid
overcrowding shall be returned to the person who paid the fee or
made the land dedication.

(Amended by Stats. 1980, Ch. 1334.)

Dufinition of interim 63980. For the purposes of Section 65978, "classroom facilities,"
facilities “classroom and related facilities,” and "elementary or high school
facilities® mean "interim facilities” as defined in this section and
shall include no other facilities.
Interim facilities for the purposes of Section 63974 shall be
limited to the following:
(a) Temporary classrooms not constructed with perma-
nent foundation and defined as a structure contain-
ing one or more rooms, each of which is designed,
. intended, and equipped for use as a place for formal
instruction of pupils by a teacher in a school.
.b)  Temporary classroom toilet facilities not construct-
ed with permanent foundations.
(c) Reasonable site preparation and installation of tem-
porary classrooms.
{Amended by Stats. 1980, Ch. 1334.)

Recommendation on fees 65981, I{ an ordinance has been adopted pursuant to Section
63973 which provides for the school district governing body to
recommend the fees {or providing interim facilities that are to be
assessed on a development as a condition of city or county approval
of a subdivision, such recommendation shall be required to be
submitted to the respective city or county within 60 days following
the issuance of the initial permit for the development. Failure to
provide the recommendation of fees to be assessed within the
60-day period shall constitute a waiver by the governing hody of
the school district of its authority to request fees pursuant to this
chapter.

(Added by Stats. 1979, Ch. 282. Effective July 2%, 1979.)



65979, One year after receipt of an apportionment pursuant to
the Leroy F. Greene State School Building Lease-Purchase Law of
1976 (Chapter 22 (commencing with Section 17700 of Part 10 of
the Education Code) for the construction of a school, the city or
county shall not be permitted thereafter, pursuant to this chapter
or pursuant to any other school facilities financing arrangement
such district may have with builders of residential development, to
levy any fee or to require the dedication of any land within the
attendance area of the district. However, any time after receipt:
of the apportionment there may be a determination of overcrowding
runuant to Section 65971, if there is the further finding that

1) during the period of construction additional overcrowding would
occur from continued residential development, and (2) that any fee
levied and any required dedication of land levied after the receipt
of the construction apportionment can be used to avoid the addi-
tional overcrowding prior to the school being available for use by
the schoo! district.

Any amounts of fees coliected or land dedicated after the
receipt of the construction apportionment and not used to avoid
overcrowding shall be retirned to the person who paid the fee or
made the land dedication.

(Amended by Stats. 1980, Ch. 135%.)

65980, For the purposes of Section 6597b "classroom taclntiu,
“classroom and ‘related facilities,” and "elementary or. high school
facilities” mean “interim facilities” as defined in this section and
shdl include no other facilities.

“Interim facilities for the purposes of Section 6597%° shall be

,_Jlmited to the following:

(a) Temporary classrooms not constructed with perma-
nent-foundation and defined as a structure confain-
ing one or more rooms, each of which s designed,
intended, and equipped for use as a place for formal
instruction of pupils by a teacher in a school.

(b) Temporary classroom toilet facilities not construct-
ed with permanent foundations.

(c) Reasonable site preparation and installation of tem-
‘porary classrooms.

(Amended by Stats. 1980, Ch. 1354.)

65981, " an ordinance has been adopted pursuant to Sectlon
65978 which provides for the school district governing body to
recommend the fees for providing interim facilities that are to be
assessed on a development as a condition of city or county approval
of a subdivision, such recommendation shall be required to be
submitted to the respective city or county within 60 days following .
the issuance of the initial permit for the development. Fallure to
provide the recommendation of fees to be assessed within the
60-day period shall constitute a waiver by the governing body of
the school district of its authority to request fees pursuant to this

(Added by Stats. 1979, Ch. 282. Effective July 2¢, 1979.)
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APPENDIX B

SAMPLE

IN-LIEU DEVELOPMENT FEE AGREEMENT

This AGREEMENT made and entered 1nto this day of by and

between having its principal
pPlace ot business 1in ' California (hereinafter,

"DEVELOPER"), and LODT UNIFIED 'CHOOL DISTRICT OF SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY, a Political Subdivision of the State of California
(hereinafter, "LODI UNIFIED").

WITNESSETH

These parties hereto acknowledge and mutually agree that:

1. During a period covering approximately years, Developer
plans to construct approximately res13ent1al units
within the district governed by Lodi Unified, as part of a
project commonly known as _ consisting
of approximately acres located 1n the " of

_ » San Joaquln County, Caleornxa.

2. .Construct on of said residential units will cause 1ncreased
enrollment in the d15tr1ct, compounding the current problems
faced by Lodi Unified in providing facilities for students.

3. Developer desires to alleviate the impact upon Lodi Unified of
said ‘anticipated increase in enrollment ’ ,

4. The real property constltutxng the site upon which the here-
tofore mentioned project is to be constructed is more part1cu-
larly described as: ,

S e
raks

(insert legal description)

5. Lpd1 Unified has no objection to Developer s R
- project; provided the Developer make a reasonable and approp-
riate contribution to mitigate the impact- that the project maye
have on Lodi Unified. .

6. Developer shall make such reasonable and appropriate contr1but10nfff‘
to mitigate school overcrowding by either;at the-election of S
Lodi Unified: (a) Depositing with Lodi Un1fled an.amount equal
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to, and in lieu of, any sums prescribed te be deposited for
such residential develonment by Ordinance
Number , of the Code, commonly
referred to as the "School Facilities Dedication Ordinance."

(1) It is understood by the parties hereto that the fee
. schedule, under the provisions of said ordinance, is set
by the periodically by resolution.

(2) The rate of fees applxcable to this Agreement shall be
the rate in effect on the date payment becomes due under
the terms of this Agreement.

(3) In no event shall the fees excsed two percent (2%) of the
actual construction cost of the Developer.

(4) In the event that said Ordinance is declared unconstitu-
tional by any court of law having jurisdiction over the

, the applicable rate of fees shall be the last

rate set by the prior to the effective ‘date

of the Court's ruling. 35aid declaration of unconstitution-

ality shall have no force or effect upon Lodi Unified’'s

‘ability or right to collect the fees set by this Agreement.

(5) .Said fees shall be due and deposited with Lodi Unified at
such time as Developer or builder shall be in a position
to receive from the all building permits for
vresxdentlal structures necessary for the construction of
buildings on such portion of the development as Developer
or builder is then currently plann1ng.

(6) Upon receipt of the fees provided for by th1s Agreement,
Lodi Unified shall notify the
of its receipt thereof and request that the Developer or
builder be exempt from any fee imposed upon the same
residential units by B 0rd1nance Number

(7) In the event that the , , shall collect any fees
under said ordinance, upon residential units for which
Developer has already paid a fee under this Agreement, Lodi
Unified shall reimburse Developer for any duplication =
of payment based upon the same residential units and in
no event shall Lodi "Unified collect the fee both under said
Ordinance and this Agreement.

(b) Providing for, and dedicating, a(n) ; ‘school
site for the benefit and use of Lodi Uﬁ1f1ea. R
(1) 1It is understood by the parties hereto that. such a scheol
site must be approved by various State agencies, including.
-the Bureau of School Planning.

{2) Im no event, shall the total area of said school sxte
o exceed acres.
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7. In the event that school facilities are constructed with proceeds
from the sale of bonds and/or levy of a special override tax
- by Lodi Unified e11m1nat1ng the student housing shortage caused
by Developer's project mrior to completion of said project,
Developer shall be released from its obligation under this
Agreement, and shall be refunded all unexpended monies then on
deposit with Lodi Unified.

8. In the event that the Develoner should breach any term of this
Agreement, Lodi Unified reserves the right to notify the
of said breach and request that the
withdraw approvals until Developer agrees to remedy the breach
-or otherwise mitigate the impact of its project on Lodi Unified’'s
.overcrowded classroom conditions. Lodi Unified's reserved right
under this paragraph shall be in addition to, and shall in no
.way preclude, its right to pursue other lawful remedies for
.breach of this Agreement.

-

9. Lodi Unified shall record a copy of this Agreement in the Offi-
‘cial Records of San Joaquin County. From and after the date of
such recording, the obligation to pay any fee under this
Agreement shall constitute a lien on the title to each resi-
dential unit contained in the Development
until such time as the lien is extinguished by payment of the
appropriate fee(s). Lodi Unified shall execute appropriate
releases for each residential unit upon receipt of fees
pursuant to this Agreement.

10. In the event any portion of this Agreement shall be found or
declared by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid,
the remaining terms and conditions hereof not expressly

- declared invalid shall remain in full force and effect. A

| legislative or judicial amendment or declaration alterzng or

o .eliminating the authority conferred upon the

by the provisions of Government Code Section §59/0, et seq.,

or otherwise declaring the School Facilities Dedication

Ordinance to be invalid, shall not affect the rights and

obligations created by this Agreement, except as specifical-

ly provided hereinbefore.

11. In the cvent that either party to this Agreement resorts to

‘ litigation to enforce the terms and conditions hereof or to _
- seek declaratory relief or to collect damages for breach hereof,
- the prevailing party in such litigati- , shall be entitled to
‘ recover reasonable attorney's fees.

12. All notices and payments to be given or made under this Agree-
ment shall be in writing and shall be delivered either
personally or by first - class United States mail, postage
prepaid, to the following persons at the location specified:

FOR THE DISTRICT FOR THE DEVELOPER
Facility Planner , . -
Lodi Unified School District

815 West Lockeford Street

Lodi, CA 95240

31



BSButy CbuntyACBunseI’

13 TBRH.Y This Agreement shall be effective the date first above
~written and shall terminate upon completion of the construction
of the final residential unit in the pro;ect, unless otherwlse
~agreed by the parties.

14. MODIFICATION. This Agreement contains each and eévery term

and condition agreed to by the parties and may not be amended
except by mutual written agreement.

(other terms as agreed by District e
and Developer)

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have entered into this
Axree-cnt the day and year first written above.

By

- Hereinabove Called "DEVELOPER"

LODI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT OF
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, a Political
Subdivision of the’ State of
Caleornxa

Ellerth E. Larson, Superintendent: -

- Hereinabove Called "LODI UNIEIEDf:;i;

Approved as to Form

ntto
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MEMORANDUM

T0: Henry A. Glaves, Jr., City Manager

FROM: Robert H. Holm, Finance Director

Septewber 19, 1983
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ATy coupen”
EVELYN M. OLSON, Mayor
JOHN K. (Randy) SNIDER

Mayor Pro Tempore
ROBERT C. MURPHY

JAMES W. PINKERTON, }s.
FRED M. REID

CITY OF LODI

LODI, CALIFORNIA 95241
(209) 334-5634

HENRY A. GLAVES, Jr.
City Manager

ALICE M. REIMCHE
City Clerk

RONALD M. STEIN
City Attorney

October 24, 1983

Mr. Ellerth Larsen
Superintent

Lodi Unified School District
815 West Lockeford Street
Lodi, CA 95240

Dear Mr. Larsen:

Enclosed herewith pleass find a certified copy of Resolution No. '83-117

whereby the Lodi City Council designated the following Lodi . lhitied
School Distriet Schools to be inpacted:

“Lodi High School
" Liberty High School
"'Needham Middle School -
Davis. Blanentary School

Tokay High School

Morada Middle School o
‘Woodbridge Middle School
Elkhorn Elementary School

Hendérson Elementary School
Lewrence Elementary School
- Oakwood Elementary School
Parklane Elementary School
Victor Blanentary School -

Otto Drive’ Blemantary

" Heritage® Elementary School

Leroy Nichols: BlmntaryASctl\ool_

Stonewood Elementary Schoo'l
Vinewood Blementary School

developnem fees at the preaent rate of 3200 00 per - o
This action was taken at a regular City Council meeting held October 19 o
1983 following a Public’ Hearing on the matter. AT

Should you have any questions regarding. the matter, please do not '
hesitate to call this office. RIS

r o

Very truly yours,

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk
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RESOLUTICN NO. 83-117

RESOLUTION OONCURRING wim THE FINDINGS OF THE

LODI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT REGARDING IMPACTION

AND DECLARING AN STATE OF IMPACTION IN EIGHTEEN

ATTENDANCE ARFAS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1149, entitled, "An Ordinance of the
City of lodi to Provide for the Dedication of Land or Fees or Both as a
Condition to the Approval of New Residential Developments, for the
Purpose of Providing Classroom Facilities Where Conditions of
Overcromding Exist in a Public School Attendance Area", which was
adopted by the Lodi City Council on August 2, 1978, provides that the
Governing body of a school district which operates, in whole or in part,
within the City of Lodi may at any time pursuant to Goverrment Code
Section 65971. notify the City Council that it has found that:
¢)) cmd'itions 'orf overcrowding exist in one or more attendance areas
within the district which will impair the normal functioning of

educational programs including the reason for such conditions existing,

(2) all reasonable methods of mitigating conditions of overcrowding have

been evaluated; and (3) no feasible methods for reducing such conditions

‘exist. Such notification shall remasin in effect until withdrawn in
‘writing by the governing body of the school district. | .

M pursuant to Ordinance No. 1149, following reééibt |
of the Declaration of Inpaction by the Lodi Unified School District
dated August 5, 1983, the City Council scheduled and conducted a public
hearing on October 19, 1983 on the notification for the purpose of -

allowing interested parties to comment on the matter.



A - NOW, 'nmm BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the

C ty— of Lodi following the receipt of public testimony concerning the

mtter. does hereby concur with the findings of the Lodi Unified School
District ln declaring inpaction in those school attendance areas
affected by current and proposed development plans, to wit:

Elkhorn Blamntary School Attendance Area
Heritage Elementary School Attendance Area
Lawrence Elementary School Attendance Area

- Davis Elementary School Attendance Area
'Needham:Elementary School Attendance Area
Leroy Nichols Elementary School Attendance Area
Stonewood Elementary School Attend  ~~e Area
Liberty High School School Attendance Area
Henderson Elementary School Attendance Area
'Oakwood 'Elementary School Attendance Area
.Otto Drive Elementary School Attendance Area
Vinewood Elementary School Attendance Area
Parkland Elementary School Attendance Area
Victor Blemmtary School Attendane Area
Morada Middle School Attendance Area

_ Woodbridge Middle School Attendance Area
Lodi'High School Attendance Area
Tokay High School Attendance Area

BE IT FURDHER RESOLVED that City Council of the City ot Lodi
: does hereby authorize the cont inued col lection of Devwelopnent I'ees at
-the preaent rate of $200.00 per bedroam. '
EE IT FURTHER RESCLVED that the City Clerk of the City or B
Lodi 18 hereby directed to tranamit a certified copy of this Reaoluticn o
'to«me Gaveming Board of the Lodi Unified School Dlstrict. o
Dated: October 19, 1983 | -
l hereby certify that Resolution No. 83—117 was
passed and adopted by the City Council of the:
City of Lodi in a regular meeting held October
19, 1983 by the following vote: | N
Ayes:  Council Members - Reid, Snider, & Olson Ohyor)
Noes:  Council Members - Pinkerton L

Absent: Council Menbers -
,..éﬁs“‘/

Alice M. Re
City Clerk




