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CROSSI~G GUARD 
REQUEST AT 
HAM AND 
HIGHWAY 12 

City Clerk Reimche presented the following letter which had been 
t-eceived from Mary Jo W1lliams, President, Leroy Nichols PTA 
and Jerome Abatangle, Principal: 

"0ur P.T.A. has been watching with some concern our student 
crossings on Highway 12. The traffic has increased considerably 
and therefore pose a danger to our students. The Hutchins 
c:rossing has a guard to walk the children, but still some danger 
exists. Students are beginning to use the Ham Lane and Highway 
12 more as housing begins to develop i'1 the wester·n area of the 
Beckman Ranch Subdivision. We feel that consideration should 
be given to placing a crossing guard at that point also. 

We urge you to consider the guard at the Ham Lane and Highway 12 
crossing and reply to us as soon as possible." 

With the tacit concurrence of the Council, Mayor Reid referred 
the matter to Staff for investigation and information. 

'~~----~--~~~~ 
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City of Lodi 
City Council 
City Hall 
LocH, CA 95240 

Sirs: 

/~ • ' ~, I.,~ 

F" .· . . -.. """~-

Our· P. T .A. has been watching with some concern our student 
cTOssings on Highway 12. The traffic bas incTeased considerably 
and therefore pose a danger to our students. The Hutchin1s crossing 
bas a guaTd to walk the children but still some danger exist •· Students 
are be ginning to use the Ham Lane and Highway 12 more as housing 
begins to develop in the werJtern area of the Beckman Ranch subdivhion. 
We feel that consideration :should 'be given to placing a crossing guard 
at that point also. 

We urge you to consider the guard at the Ham Lane and lfighway 12 
crossing and reply to us as soon as possible. 

Since :-ely, 

jrrlOJ1f w~~ 
Mary Jo Williams, President 

LEROY NICHOLS P. T;A•· 

MJW:djs Jelm'::::ta*~ 
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INfROUJCT I ON 

A Report on 

ALLOCATION OF DEVELOflt.1ENf FEES 

1he purpose of this report is to discuss the process used by Lodi Unified 
School District to relate development fee revenue to expenditures for 
temporary school facilities. 

Contained within is a discussion on thP- impounded developw.ent fees and a 
s\..UTIMry of revenue arootmts by jurisdiction; a sunrnary of expenditures 
incurred during the Umpoundment period; a fixed figure representing the 
amount of development fee. revenue which can be returned to the General 
and/or Site Ftmds as a "payback;" complete detai 1 on how t.hat figure was 
calculated; a corr:plet~ listing of asstunptions and qualifiers relative to 
the process of allocation; an outline of the process to be used in 
allocation by the District; and a Slll'liMlJ. of income and expenditures 
beyond tho~e related to the impounded fees. 

DEVELOflt.fE'IT FEE REVENUE 

In 1978 the Cities of Lodi and Stockton and the County of San Joaquin 
adopted ordinances requiring the collection of per bedroom fees for the 
mitigation of the impact of development on specified overcrowded schools 
in the Lodi Unified School District. Between 1979 and ~1ay, 1982 (inclusive) 
the local agencies collected fees at the time building permits were taken 
out for residences on parcels created after the date of the ordina.~ce; 
however, as a result of litigation in Shasta County, all fees were "im­
pounded" until the State Supreme Court ~ettled the issue, lt.'hereupon the 
"impounded'' fees, plus interest, were released to the School District. 

A summary of the impomlded develo~nent fees (also called the bedroom tax 
and impaction fee) is shown beiow. 

Since release of the "impounded" fees each jurisdiction sends the District 
a check as fees are received and an accotmting of wbere the subject 
residence is locateJ hy subJivision. Tt is this infonnation which 
enables the District to allocate the fees by attendance area or school. 



IMPOUNDED DEVELOPMENf FEE REVENUE 

SQU)l Ai1"e«Wa AREA 

~lOJ?Ill!!lt Pees - Lodi as of l/16/82 

Heritag~ - Sr. Elem - Tokay High 

Nkhols - Sr. Elen • Tokay High 

Reese - Woodbridge • Lodi tligh 

SUBDIVISIOO 

Cambridge Place 

Becbam Ranch 

Winchester Oaks 

Millswood 

Vinewood/Henderson - Sr. El - Tcuy lakttshore Village 

Developaent ~s • Stockton as of March, 1982 

Elkhorn - Sr. Ela · Tokay Hiih Colonial Estates No. 

O.Vis - t-brada • Tokay High Fox Creek 

Clail"!lQ''t 11 

Parklanr • Sr. Eleoaa • ToJ..ay High Sumerplace II I 

FEES (l)Ll.ECTED 

s 4·' ,094. Ml 

6,063.01 

36,170.18 

30,190.40 

9,801.79 s 126,3\9.74 $ 

s 273,232.00 

141,662.00 

S-4,174.00 

10,46.3.00 

1st Pentecostal Church 6,680.00 
i U6,zu.oo 

Dcrvelopient Fees • Ssn lo!guin County as of 4jJ0/82 S 25,41~.00 

listed with Reveme/bpencHture Acccunting Forms 

s 631,94:. n ·· 
• Int•rest included in each subdivision total • Lodi - S 6,719.74 

Stockton - S8 , 906. 00 

•• Last l/4 ~~ for 1981-82 • $3,.380 
(See Ouart at end of Report). 

INfERIM FACILITY EXPENDITIIRES 

Between 1977 !md 1982 the District incurr~' a JUII1ber of expenditures for 
the purpose of provid1ng interim housing facilities. consistL~t with the 
provisions of tOO State Government Code. All of these expenditures were 
made from Fund 01 (the General Fund) and Pund 03 (the Site Pund) , and ros t 
were made with the expressed intention of 9.pplying development fee revenue 
towards those expeooitures when it became av!lilable. Inte·rim housing expen­
ditures during this period are detailed below. 

- ~-



OTirinal E.xpmdi ture 
Fiscal Year 

77 . 78 

7S - 79 

79 • 80 

80 - 81 

8l • 82 

ALL YEARS 

-
INTERIM lDUSING EXPENDITURE REVIE\~ 

School Expenditures Through June lO, 1982 
Pund 03 • Pund 01 •• 

Parklane Mini 0 

Relocate Portables 

Loc~ford(2)Elkhonn(l) t S22,S62 0 

Relocate Portables • Elkhorn s 24,018 

Relccate Portables 

Parklano (9)0akwood (6)/ 442,875 
Tokay HiP~ (2) t $26,051.47 

Elkhorn Mini 9,S25 

State Portables I $2.000 + setup (leese prorated) 

Oab«Jod ( 8) 

Elkhorn (2) 

~Tada (4) 

Parklane ( 8) 

Tokay High (8) 

Woodbridge (2) 

Mini School Leases 

Otto Drive Maxi School 

Mini School Leases 

StatePortables • Sl,OOO (see above) 

Lease Trailers ••• 

72,887 

Z,406 

2,890 

5,874 

706 

0 

0 

0 

s 93,169 

67,686 

0 

0 

44,200 

11),587 

47,210 

35,162 

8,772 

33,600 

Moodbridge 1,211 
~rada (2} 15,990 
Davis 8,417 

Heritaae 4,661 

Nt-eilluua 4 • 388 

Subtotal 

GltOO TOfAL 

$565,270 

! 1,217,870.00 

tund 03 - Special Reserve, or Site Ptmd 

1\md 01 - General Ftu.d 

• •• Exper¥H tures for Lease Trailers J>Testaned to be rnt ire ly fran General Pund 

-3-
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Al.IOCATTQ'l OF REVENUES 

In May, 1982, Lodi Unified received $638,942.74 from local jursidictions. 
This was the total amount of Development Fee Revenue, plus interest, that 
had been ccllected, and impounded, between 1979 and the date of release. 

It has been determined that $595,987.74 of the $638,942.74 collected could 
be returnea to the General and/or Site Funds as payback for expenditures 
made during the qualifying period. In ~my of 1982 the Board authorized a 
transfer of $138,558.00 from the Development Fee Ftmd to the General Fund 
to cover the startup costs for Henderson and Needham Schools for school year 
1982-19S3. $457~429.74 remains which can be, transferred OU! of,the . 
Devel?f""111 r\t Fee tmd to the General and/or St te FtUldS at th1s t1me. It 1s 
antictpa <.I that additional 1 eveiUle may also be transferred from fourth 
quarter revenue recently received as payback for 1981-1982 expenditures; 
however, those figures are not included here. Below is a summary of the 
disposition of the impounded Development Fee Revenue. 

Sll+tARY OF ALLOCATION OF IMPOUNDED DEVEW~tENT FEES 

Fiscal Year Deve 1 opment Fee Total ~ li fying Total Expenditures Total Revenue 'Unexpendable" ToU! 1 Expenditure 
Revt!IUI Expetdi tures ''Recovered'' Applied to Qualify- Revenue to be 

ina Bxpendi tures Carried Fonrard 
(2) 3 7 

1979-1980 s 274,370.17 s 496,600.00 s 279,221.74 s 268,370.17 s 6,000.00 

lSIS0-1981 2SS ,149.02 248,560.00 247 ,4:S8. 00 250,991.02 (4) 4,158.00 

1981-19!2 109,423.55 106,137.00 69,328.00 76,626.55 (5) 32,797.00 
( 3 quarters) 

Totals s 638.942. 74 (1) 851,297.00 595,987.74 595,987.74 (6) 42,955.00 

( 1} Alllount that was i~ by lodi, Stockton, and s.n Joaquin County and sent to UJSD in May, 1982 
en See chart "lnteTill Housina Expetditun RevJew" lnd discussion on as~tions and qualifiers 
(3) See Develop~ent Fee Revenue/Expenditure Accomtina Fonas for expenditures relative to income by year 
(4) Includes $3,553.02 in interest which was applied to 1979-1980 expenditures - see qualifiers 

Not ''Recove!'ed" 

s Zl7,371.26 

1,122.00 

36,109.00 

255,309.26 

(5) Includes $7,298.55 in interest which was applied to 1979-1980 expenditures - see qualifiers 
(6) $595,987.74 - $1:s&,ssa.oo (transferred S/82 as a ''pay back" to Ge-Mral Pmd to cover Needhaa and Hendel'S\:J4 

School sta~ costs) • $457,429.1.$ for transfer to Genonal and/or Site FUnds at this tbe (as "payback") 
(7) Anent.» from C"Midentia1 developments in attendance areas where there -re not equal qualifyi.na expenditures 

On July 6, 1982 the Board received a copy of this report. Following discussion 
it was rooved, seconded (Todd; ~yer) and unani.Ioously approved to authoriz.e the 
immediate transfer of $457p429.74 to the r~neral Pund from the Develapnent Fee 
Pund as "repayment" for Interim ~using Expenditures. 

--4-
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The Process 

The process developed for allocation of Impounded Develo~nt F~ Revenue 
hinges around the need to directly relate revenue from res1dent1al develop­
ments to the school or attendance area serving that development. "Plan A" 
adopted by the Board in March, 1979, to guide the distribution of impact fee 
revenue states, 

Apply the total fee to any one of the attendance area~ that is impacted, even 
though all three attenda.n.;:o aMas qualify within the geographic_element. Advan­
taees: 1) 1110re flexibility in the use of funds~ 2) ll>re rap~d aco.mulation 
of funds· 3) less likely that unenctllbered balances will rems1n. Disadvan­
tl\&es: i) mre likelihood of respond ina to local ited poli t led pressure; 
2) greater difficulty in resp.:Ming to criticiSII that 'l.odi rooMY is used in 
Stotkton' and vice ver~a; 3) ireater difficulty in convincing elected officials 
that resources collected are u'\ed in the illaediate area. 

This process implements the Board's formula. The steps in development of the 
process were: 1) establish assumptions and qualifiers as a basis for deterw~ning 
qualifying and eligible expenditures and allocating revenues in less than clear­
cut cases; 2) determination of attendance areas by year for each development; 
3) charting of revenue~ by development and expenditures by school for each fiscal 
year since adoption of t~e ordinances up to release of the impounded fees; 
4) allocation of the revenues to each expenditure on the ''Development Fee Revenue/ 
Expenditure Accounting Fonns;" 5) stmming all figures to provide a "Stmmary of 
Allocation of Impctmded Development Fees;" and 6) adaptation of the process to 
the ongoing situation. 

Asstunptions and Qualifiers 

Inherent in ~ny process is the need to establish a base. 

The reconmended allocation of deveiopn~nt fees is ba.sed on strict interpretation 
of the enabling legislation. C10vemment Code Sections 65970-65978 (SB 201 - 1968) 
permit local jurisdictions to adopt ordinances to exact fees fran residential devel­
opers in lieu of land dedication for purposes of providing inter~ school facilities. 
Lodi, Stockton and San Joaquin County adopted ordinances in late 1978 and immedi­
ately started collecting fees from builders whose parcels were created aftt:r the 
effective date of the applicable ordinance. Section 65978 requires t}~t Lodi 
Unified School District maintain an accmmting of fees, while Section 65980 limits 
their use to strictly definalinterim facilities. In addition, Government Code 
Section 65974 (d) states in part, 

The location and aiOOtmt of land to be dedicated or the aJOOl.mt of 
fees to be paid, or both, shall bear a reasonable relationship 
and wi 11 be limited to the needs of the cOIJI3U11' ty for interim 
elementary or high school facilities and shal~ be reasonably re­
lated and limited to the need for schools caused by the develop­
ment; . . . 

-s-



In relating income and expenditures by attenJancc area anJ school for each, the 
following were assumed or used as a basis for decision: 

1. 

z. 

:s. 

4. 

s. 

b. 

7. 

s. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

ASSlf.1PfiONS AND QUALIFIERS 

Th~ stnrtmg date- for allocatior: is fiscal 1979-1980. The fisc:1l year is ust>d as a time tmit; 
however, some rcovenue anJ expenditures may have origi!Uit<.od bet~en Jnnuary-Juw. 1979. It is 
assumed that these figures are negligible for the purpose and arc, therefore, incorporat~ 
with t~ i979-l980 figures In the matrices anJ ::.IJl!lllllry charts. Expenditures before 1979 
($184,87:>.00) ~re not CC!lsidered "eligible," and, tl-itireforc, do not appear in any tot;.ls. 

ilase-J on a.\980 change in tb~ definition of interim, a St<Jte P.ttomt'y General Opinion i9-6ZS 
(10-lb-79). and the advise of Count) C01.Ulsel, the t•xpense of Otto Drive ~laxi S.:hool in the 
amount of $114,500 was not considered digible, .md, therefore, doc~ not appear in any totals. 

Elkhorn Minl was consicered eligible because ti1e lease afld eOCllllbranccs predate the change in 
lan~ge of 'iection bS980 and the facility is clearly interim. The lease renewal will not 
qualify in 1982-1983. 

The nrt 8JIUII\t of "eligible" or qualifying" e-.<penditures was reduc~d to $851,297.00, ftom a 
rross aDCUnt of S\,150,670.00. 

Consistent with Govennent \.ode Section 65974, all ~xpendi tures !lUSt be rc.lated to the iq)acted 
11ttendancc :1rea containing the cootributing residential de\·eloplllent. Expenditures by school 
we~ "credited" on the basi5 cf the District's Declaration of Int>act ion Report and the Board 
fonruh. Non-lnt>&cted schr:lOh are not considered el igi~le. 

Expenditures ~~:ade at a school not in the attendan:e area containing the deve lopnr':~~ • but which 
wu used to house children from that subJivi5ion, as outllned in the :u-.nual atten..-;.;nce area 
roports prerare1i by the Assi!tant Superintendent~ offices, were considered elieibif" on the 
basis of t~ Di~trict's ~1 l03ding policy. This ~Jld incluJe Woodbridge taking the over· 
flow £1"0111 Senior Elementary and Lodi High School takintt the overf!ow from Tokay High School. 

In those ettendance areas with several schools (spe~ ifically Elkhorn), it is recognized that 
the ~t of any sr.~cific dev<llor-nent h on the entire attendance ar~a; therefore, expen.-U­
'CU'res mde for any schvol in the attendan.:e area are con~idered relatb·e to any payina dcvel· 
opment bui 1 t in the atterdnnce area. 

'Ulpaid" or '\m!'t'Covered" expenditures made !n any given year are not carried to the next ye-ar. 
It is rea.ionrd that if expenditures for interim facilities aust relate to need, they· are lo~i­
cally aade after the building permit is taken ~ut on the reo;idence and not in advance. It is 
understood that facilities in place certai»ly sel'Vf" the ~ ~tudents as well. 

"Unspent" fees or ·~.ble" revemJe receh-ed in my given year is carr.ied fT'OIII year to 
year on the basu that the need frJr interilll fadlitie5 tfl sen~ childr~ rT'OIII the related 
&nrehrpments 1118)' not arise until SOllie time after t~ building pel'lllit (at which tillle the !aes 
tlre collected). Such reverue lft!IY be used in any socceeding year fo:- schooh '''rvina that 
&eve lop!llellt . 

Interest waJS a ~-ti.Jftc income to the di.:strict as a result ·)f fee impoundments. The interost 
~id not coae f~ any developer and was, therefore, allocated at Distrir.t discretion 6or any 
"eligible" expenditure. It was ~lied: howev-:r, only to qualifying expenditures and not for 
arr.t other district purpo~. although tlu1.t ay technically be possible. Since the local juris­
dictitJn5 willin~ly turned this revenue over to the Uistrict. it is r~)lt that the only proper 
use is in the .-nner ascribed. 

Lease trailers financed di rect.ly, or indirectly, by the Genera 1 Pund are includrd in the 
1981-1982 cn:penditures. Students hous.'<i in le?.se treilers are substantially frnn the atten­
dance area of tht.' scho01 wMre they are locate-.!. 

-6-



Attendance Areas 

Elementary, Hiddle and High School Attendance Areas and specific schools serving 
each City subdivision paying fees, are listed below. All Cotmty fees were 
accotmted for permit by pennit; therefore, attendance cireas for Cotmty develop­
ments are listed with the fees on the Development Fee Revenue/Expenditure/Account­
ing fonns. All attendance area infonnation was obtained from the annual attendance 
area reports. 

AITENDANCE AREAS AND SQroLS 

DEV'EL£'>Pt-IM 1981·1982 1980·1981 1979-1980 

Colonial E~tates No. l·Elkhorn Mini K·Elkhorn Mini I.-Elkhorn Mini 
1· 6 Needham and 1· 6 Needhala 1·3 Elkhorn 

Elkhorn M Maxi School Sr. El 4 Henderson 
Sr. El and Tokay Tokay S Washinaton 

6 Needha1ll 
Sr. El ' Tokay Hi&h 

Fox Creek l·Parlllane Mini l·Parklane Mini l·Parklane Mini 
1·6 Davis 1·6 Davis l·S Davis 

Davis M tot>rada ).bra& 6 ParUane 
Tokay Tokay tot>rada 

Tokay 

Clairaatt tl l·?arklane Mini K·Parltlane Mini 
2 • 6 Parltlane 2·6 Parltlane 

DavisM Sr. El Sr. El 
(assume assignment Tokay Tokay 
same as Normandy 
Village) 

Suallerplace I II l·6 Parldane iC-6 Parklane 

Parklane M Sr. El Sr. El 

(CiNrron) Tokay Tokay 

Pentecostal Ourch K-6 Parklane 
Sr. El 
Tokay 

Calrbridge Place l-6 Heritage K-6 Heritage l·S Heritage 
Sr. El Sr. El 6 Needha 

Heritaae M Tokay Tohy Sr. El 
Tokay .... 

Becloaan Ra,.;h l·6 Nichols X-6 Nichols K·6 Nichol6 
Sr. El Sr. El Sr. El 

Nichols M Tokay Tokay Tokay 
--· 

Winchester Oaks 1·6 Nichols l-6 Nichols K-6 Nichols 
Sr. El Sr. El Sr. E1 

Nichols M Tokay Tokay Tokay 

Millswod l-6 Reece K-6 Reece 1·6 Reece 
Woodbridge Noodbridp Woodbridge 

Reece M Lodi Lodi todi 

Lakeshore Village Henderson 
Sr. El 

Vi~ rural Tokay 

.. 7-



Devefopment Fee Revenue/Expenditure Accounting Forms 

This form was developed to provide a format for allocating revenues to expen­
ditures. Included herein are the completed fo~~ and allocations for fiscal 
years 1979-1980 and 1980-1981 and the first three quarters of 1981-1982. It 
is anticipated that the form can be used for ongoing accounting of Development 
Fee Revenue/Expenditure allocations. 

The steps in filling-out the form, and thereby allocating revenues are as follows: 

ALLOCATING DEVELOPMENT FEE REVENUE 

l. Det~rmine reporting period. ie. fiscal year, quarter, JIDilth, etc. Note on form. 

2. On foTlR, enter each subdivision and the !lllkJ\mt of fee revenue recl"ived from th&t o;uh· 
division during the ~riod. • 

J. Determine the attendance area and schools serving tt.at subdivision. 

4. On fo1111, enter each school and the aJOOUnt of eligible expenditures. 

S. On the form enter the amount of revenue brought fo{1o-ard from carl ier periods, fot each 
devtlopment. · 

6. Work acrc'.s the fom allocating the fee-revenue recieved to the schools or attendance areas 
serving the development; or work Jown assigning expenditures to each dc.-velopment. 

7. Expenditures for which there is no revenue are totaled at the bottom of the fonn, and 
revenues for ...nic:h there is no qualifying ~iture are totaled on the right. Onlt 
revenue ..:an be c~rried foTWard, by develcpment, for eJq.--mditure in a future period. (Be 
watchful of attendance area c1'1Mlges fro:n year to year - docurent any relationship to 
revenue carried forward hy development). ExpenditUTes arc not carried foNard. If the 
amount spent exceeds the revenue, funds presumably come from the C.enenil and/or Site P\md. 
Facilities paid through categorical program nnxb are not considered eligi~le. 

8. Development Fee revenue from developments covered by an Agreement should he kept on a fona 
separate from those shok·:n~ revenur received via local agenci~s. as fees from a~ts 
uy be spent on any school faC: lit if's which ~rve the development. There h no lilllitation 
to intHilll facilities. 

RJnjR.E EXPEND ITIJR.ES 

Expenditures for interim fat.:ilities is ongoing 1n the District. In 1982-1983 
an anticipated $296,132 will be expended for the lease and setup of an 
additional 52 State portables, lease rent.~1-¥a1 on 32 State portables and 
lease renewal on at least 76 trailers, as shown on the following chart. 
All of these leases are eligible for payn~t cilrectly from Development 
Fee revenues. It is anticipated that expenditures will exceed revenue, 
primarily because of the depressed IK\using industry. In addition to the 
eligible leases, the District will continue lease of the Maxi School ar:d 
the two Mini Schools totaling $126,600. The District will also lease 
additional trailers for categorical pro:srams. 

-8-



Am'ICIPATED INrERIM 1-D.JSING EXPFNDITIJRES 1982-1983 

School New Portables Old Portables Trailers Total 

Henderson $24,000 $24,000 

Oakwood $36,000 $16,000 $52,000 

Needham $3Z,ooa $32,000 

~rada $16,000 $ 8,000 $8,749 $32,749 

Elkhorn $16,000 $ 4,000 $20,000 

Davis $16,000 $16,000 

Lawrence $12,000 $12,000 

Parklane $ 8,000 $16,000 $24,000 

Nichols $ 8,000 $ 8,000 

Tokay $24,000 $16,000 $40,000 

Lodi High $ 8,000 $6,334 $14,334 

Lockeford $ 4,000 $ 4,000 

Live Oak $ 4,900 $ 4,000 

Heritage $4,661 $ 4,661 

Woodbridge $ 4,000 $4,388 $ 8,388 

$208,000 $64,000 $24,132 $296,132 

-9-



...... 
0 

I 

FEE REVEM.E RECEIVED 
BY DEVEI.QA.fffi' . 

Ollhom 
K1n1 

53,725 
Fox Creek. 

69,875 

Colonial Heights No. 
l53,b60 53 725 

m llswood 
4,8oo 

County - Morada 
8,800 

Carnbrid§e Place 
l ,400 

County - Lod1 High 
1,200 

Interest 
17,635.17 

Interest from 8o-81 
3,553.02 

Int~rest from 81-82 
7,298.55 

"unpaid n 

expl"udi tures 0-

LOOI OOFIED SCHDL DISTlUcr 

IEVEJ..,()AoENI FEE RJ:VBU: I EXPellli\ft I£(IUll"lNG ~ 

For Period !979-1980 

ElPIM>nuu:.5 BY SOIXK. CR ATICMW«:E AAfA 

Parklane O&l<wood Tokay ~ 

l56,3Q8.8 ~ 2:)ll,463 52,103.1 ~ 

o9 875 

99.935 

R ~on 

18,400 

17.635.1 

3,553.0~ 

3,583.56 3, 714. gc 

86 ,433;82,130', 9'4.:;. 4~ -0-

• See separate listin& for attendance area ~/or school servina each subdivision or dewlop~~~mt 

Paee_1 _oc_1 __ 

REV&UC ro CARRY R:JnWU> 
FIOI 

TillS PERIOO CM.Y PAST PER !ODS 

-0-

-0-

4 800 

-0-

-0- ----

1,200 

-0-

-0-

-0-
j 

---

'-· .~-~·~· ~ :··~, <;;!,". No.""'-..-:.~.-..• --.~ •• ;:.:· ~~-':".0:" 



tool lM FlED somL DIS11llCT 
l 2 Pase __ _of __ _ 

~ FEE RJM:NJE I EXPEMlrnJU: A£llXMTNG R»f 

For Period 1930-1981 

FEE REVENlE REO:IVED R.:::VEHU:. 
BY DEVEl.Ofl~elT . BROUGliT EXJ>afJJn.RES BY 5CKX)L CJl A'J11Ml.W:E A1f13A R£VBU: ·ro CAARY Fa~WARD 

ROI 
FOH',/}.~~ ParK lane El~<:'lom Oakwood t W<.."ldbr1d~e Tokay .~orarla 

?0,100 12,821 113,132 9,478 41,036 21,993 
llflS PERIOO CM.Y PAST PER I OOS 

Sur~'!.!':le 51 ace 
. 

,440 6 440 -0-
e 

Cl a 1 --mont 
47,610 43,660 ' qr:,n -n-

:olonial Estates !:o. 
98,595 .12.821 85 774 -0-

::a:-:1b r tr! 3e Pln~c 
.22 ,llOO 

22.400 -0-

· · 1 nches te r Oa:·.r 
16,000 13,564 2.436 --· 

..... .lJ.llrt-IOOd I 
l0,6oo 4,800 9 478 1 122 4 800 

County-T.od1 !!1-.;h 

1,200 1,200 
~ounty - Clem/Lock, 
Houstog~LoJ1 High nOO -County - Live Onr., 
:.~or&da, Tokay 6 00 ~00 -0-
County - Vine~:ood, 
s r • .W., Tol~ay 6oo 600 -0--
County - Davis, 
Mor&da, Tok2'.y 56oo 5,600 -0-

• See separate listing for atundance area 6llli/or school servin& each Sl.biivision or develor-mt 
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FEE REVENi£ K.ECE IVED 
BY r.:YEUJlt.ENT ~ 

Ir.•.erest 46,104.02 
--

"·Jnpa1u" 
expenditures 

-

f 

-

----· 

!.001 OOFIED SODJL DISrRH.T 

~FEE lUMMI! I EXPal>tTI.RE A£XUHTINC RBI 

For Period l98o-l981 

EXPE.'I>~ tlY SOtJOl ~ ATJ'IHWCE All.£4 

Park lane ElKhorn t 
O~w09~ Woodbr1d~e ro~~~· 

27 358 

-0- -0- -0- -0- 522 

-

----f--

I 
• See separate 11stina fo'l" att~ area and/or sdloal servina each 5\tldlvision or developnent 
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REVINJE TO CARRY FORKARD 
FlOI 

TillS PERIOD ~LY P A5T PER 1005 

Morad a --to 79-80 
15 1Q3 3 553.02 

) 

600 

-

I 

) 
-

-
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FEE K.t."VENl£ REO: IVED 
BY DE\'E UJPt.!ENT . 

---·-----
!_;u:.L.1~ rpl ace 

2, 760 

!-'ex C:·eer, 
·;:.4 1 Gc:o 

~olu~1!..al Esta.tes fio. 
12,1 :i5 

Pent.~cc,stal Cf .. urch 
5,GI3o 

1\c-C::r:.an Ra.r.-:t1 
6 ,0()1) 

Alnchester Acres 
18,800 

H1:;.1s.,ooa 
1,3,000 

'.a:.~:;l:ore Vllla•e 
9.6o0 ... 

County-L1ve0ak, 
l~orada, Tokay 7Bo 

County - Clem/Lock., 
Houston, Lodi H15h 

Cour.t.y - DAVis 1 1\Vra.da 
To::ay 2,320 

.~.,·.mty- Lod1 lU:l:.tl 
Interest 7,29~.55 

"unpaid" expenditures 

RI:.VENi.iE 
BROUGHT 
FOJ..iiAnD 

2 436 

5,922 

600 

1,200 

1.001 LtHFirD SO'OOL Dlsrn.ICf 

OOVE1..IJPI.EJ{ FEE R.EVEMJE I EXPEM> 11\Rf MXXJ..NJ"ING R)Jllo( 

FoT PeTiod 1981-1982 3 quart.crs 

EXPfM) ITtR.ES BY somL OR AT11l~IWCE AAEA 

Oakwood Needhazr. Morad a t Elkhorn {)a ViE 
16 000 I: .788 23.990 4,000 8 4'17 

23.990 8,487 

-

' 

I 

16,000 4,788 -0- 4,000 -0-

Page_l_of-=2'----

REYfMJE TO CARRY JUaWID 
AOI 

Paritlant' nus PERIOO CHJ...Y PAST PERICXIS 
16 000 

2.7fi0 

5.880 

-· 

7,360 

e 

e 
E 
!._~ F·' 

n 
j;~ 
~-~ 
'-~ 

~~f 
~ ~: 
;~t 

;; 
'.; 

-.:, 

/ 
·:,~: 
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FEE RfVB«E RECEIVED 
BY IS'E~ . 

Sum.."ne rp1ace 

r'o:r. creek 

Colonial Estates No. 

Pente~oatal Church 

3ecr.:r.a.1 Ranch 

~lncheeter A~rea 

HllllhoQt:! 

.LaKeshOre Village 

:ounty- r:Ive <:ia.k, 
,..;ora.da, To:~a.,y 

County - ClemlDSck, 
Houston, Lodi Hi 

Count:; - Davia, 
Mo r&d a, Tokay High 

County - Lod 1 Hi~h 

-· 
unp&idw ex~cnditu~e• 

Tokay 
16,000 

16 000 

-0-

1.001 OOFIED SOmt. DI.st1l1Cf 

~FEE REVEllE I EXYal>llUt£ Aall.M'ING R:liiN 

For Periodl9Sl-1982 3 quarters 

ElPEM) rnRES BY sorot. CJl AlilHWa /l.il.£l. 

Woodbr1d~ Heritage t 12,211 4,661 

12_..211 

-0- 4,661 

Pa~_2_of 2 ---

REVINJE TO CARRY R)UiAJU) 

FJO.I 

nUS PEJUOO CM.Y PASr PERIOOS 

-0-

6 143 
(Fees coll1 

-12 '135 error - rei - --
-u-

-

6,000 
HS,!:SUU Z,436-

789 5,922 

9,600 

7RO 

600 

z 820 

1,200 
J(HI !;_._ t-n 

79-80 

) 

cted in 
mbursed) 

J 
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FEE Rf.VeU RE<:EI\'el l BY lll:VEl!XM..NT • 
REVaUE 

~ 

Fo" CrC<'Ir. 6 14:5 

Colonia! Estates No. ·12,135 

Bee 1-.:m:m Ran::h 6,000 

Winchester Acres 2!·;~ A 

r JOlcP<;Iv" re Vi 11""" 9600 

C.oun~r-Live Oak 
780 

County-Clcaents, 
Lockeford, Houston, 
i.oJ i Hi l!:h Z 600 600 

County· Davis, ~rada, 
Tl>by 2,820 

Cou'lty . Lodi High 1,200 

780 
. County·Lak~, u,_. ··- .... · . 

l.......,iA ~ 

tool lMFIED SJIX>l. DlSTRicr 

IEVE!~ FEE REVellE I EXPIH>Irute .AOIXM'IHG RllM 

For Period L.ut l/4 - 1931·82 

EXl'BC)ITlJU'.S SY SOlX>L CR A~ AIU:A 

Needha Elkhorn t Parklane Heritage Oakwood 

16,000 4,788 4,000 7,360 4,661 

,,. non 4 7JUI 41_000 7.:560 4_661 

• See sepante listing fo1· attendance area »d/or idlool M!Vin& each 5\biivision OT develop~~ent 

Paae_l_of--=1:;......__ 

REVeU:: TO CARRY F<lRWARD 
f':U.I 

TIUS Pf.JUOO OO.Y PAST P'ElUOOS 

6,143 e 
·12,135 

6,000 

2!·;~ 

9 600 

780 

1,600 600 

2,820 - (9 
1,200 

780 
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1982 - 1983 

DECLARATION OF IMPACfiON REPORT 

This report declaring cyntinued conditions of :>tudent overcrowding in certain 
school attendance areas in the Lodi Unified School Di5trict, has been prepared 
in fulfillment of the requirements of State Government Code Section 65!J78 
and the requi~its of the implementinR ordinances of the Cities of Stockton and 
l..ocli :md San Jo;tquin Cotmty. 

DECLARATION OF IMPACfiON 

In January of 1982 approximately 4,970 students in the Lodi Unified School 
District were considered "unhoused" by the State Allocation Board, meaning 
that there were insufficient permanent cla.;srooms to adequately house that 
tu..zmber of students. Enrollment pro)ectior.s indicate the number of ;.mhoused 
students will contiooe to exceed 4,500 in the 1982-1983 school year, thereby 
necessitating continued and additional temporary student housing al~ern.atives. 

It is the District's plan to house regular, special education and pull-out 
program students in the following manner during the 1982 - 1983 school year. 

4.20 permanent classrooms 
. 

??? "other" in-school spaces, ie. storage areas, work roans, offices, 
etc. that are used as classroom space 

16 leased and District-owned trailers 

8 mini-school rooms in temporarily converted duplexes 

16 maxi-school rooms in temporarily converted duplexe~ 

37 District-owned relocatable rooms 

7 District-owned relocatable rooms for Adult Education 

84 State-leas& emergency portables (32 in-place, 52 new) 

6 rooms in leased quarters for the Career Center 

1 leased house used for blind student education 

Attendance Areas are determined each year by the Assistant Superin­
tendent, Elementary Education in cooperation with the District Administration 
and Staff. A publication, revie~ed by the Board, is prepared each year. 
There may be more than one elementary school in an Attendance Area. 
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Jnrollment projections and classroom loading are detailed by Attendance 
.'.rea school in E:xhibi t A. New enroll.Jocnt for the 1982-1983 year is expected 
to re slightly h•ss than or equal to that in previous years as a result of 
the stagnant housing market; however, a sharp economic turnaround. could 
result in a sudden influx of new students if only a fraction of approximately 
6 330 NEW RESIDENTIAL UNITS WITIUN rnE lODI UNIFIED SQWL DISTRICf a1t11i til}& 
a rova a: or tmancm are con:}truct . n addition, one could expect 
acce erat su 1v1s1on o acreage now shown en local General Plar, Maps for 
eventual residential development, the greenbelt initiatives notwithstanding. 

Based on the known extent of overcrowding. the anticipated increase in 
cnrolltnent, and the known potential for all subdivision activity within the 
inpacted attendance areas of the Lodi Unified School District, the Governing 
Board declared the following attendance areas impacted for the purposes of 
requesting the continued imposition and collection of devel~nent fees by 
local goverments. A copy of Board Resolution 82-40 and amending Resolution 
SZ-43 are set forth as Exhibits B and C in this report. 

Locli Unified School District 

IMPACrED SQIX)L ATIENDANCE AREAS 
198:! - 1983 

LocH High School Attendance Area 
Tokay High Schoc-1 Attendance Area 
Liberty High School Attendan:e .:\rea 

r.t>rada Middle School Attendance AreH 
Senior Elemffitary School Attendance Area 
Woodbridge MidcUe School Attendance ;\rea 
Needham Middl~ School Attendance Area 

Davis Eleroontary School Attendance Area 
Elkhorn Elementary· School Attendance Area 
Henderson Elementary School AttE':ndance Area 
Heritage Elew,entary School Attendance Area 
Lakewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
I..awreoce Elementary School Attendance Ar*'a 
Lockeford/Clements Elementary School Attendance Area 
Leroy Nichols Elementary School Attendance Area 
Oakwood Elementary School Attendance Area 
O!tc Drive Elementary School Attendance Area 
Parklane Ele'JJ'entary School Attendance Area 
Victor Elementary School Attt?ndanc~ Area 
Vinewood Elementary School Attendance Area 



EXHIBIT A 

DETERMINATION OF IMPACTION 
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;;;:;aa~-School 12 • 2 • 10 lOO 24 324 sso • 2l6 9 1 

~dee Middle 17 · l • 14 420 l6 456 575 • 119 2 1 
s.u"" Y..t~r..ry l2 • 2 • ~ 900 24 924 II ,., . 63 • 3 

tleecftiM Midd~J!L 13 • 1 I . 12 36\1 u :m 500 • 140 I • 

IS.iYs -urr 
El~A'II £1-tary(l) 
~ Elftllm. (J) 
Heri u,. n-tary 
ttoustm Ele.nt•ryl4} 
vN'C;iWDOd iil i.atarr 
1..tatnDa £11L'entaly 
Uw CtJ!i £1~ry 
l#"..Uford Ela.n, (S) 

6 

l 

2 
2 
1 

:t 

-= 

6(17) 
1(17) 

2 
2 iT$ 'i!e.n. s • -

lnoy !f'..chol.s Elo. (7) • 
Olbood m-t.rr c•> · 

u 
I'll I"N\\ 

Otto .!'riM r.t-. (9) 1 · . 
P,d:l.llnt 11~. 00) 2 I • 1oA1. '" 

s 
.. 

liT El..atary 0 • 0 I 90 67 • Zl 
Tumer 1!1-ury (11) • 2 60 0 60 Sl • 7 
£Jwa 11eetc El~tary 1 u uo l6 456 esc • z 
Toka; Colony Ele. (12) j · 4 120 o 120 97 • 23 
Victor Jt.\-ury • I Z40 1Z . ZSZ ZS2 0 

1 

Yl~ tiU-taf)' llifc~~-T I l I . I 16 II 410 I l6 I S16 II 603 I - 17 II I I I 
tlasbUICtOn El-~ry ~~ . 1 3 • t: l60 l6 396 392 • 4 - • • • 

KYI'ATI~ 

1•1 

(tl 

Ul 

, ... 
'" 

~,.,.,_,_,.,._of _ _. __ •ut•-•~~r:..--u--
of Clio""'- .. ---· - o-.., _.,.·I .. -· ... 1 .... -"" ____ " _ _._, .. -·- ... -................ _ = '-::!.:: t't.~M!.r:.=":.!!l'~ ................ tt# ~~- ... -............ ~ ... ,..., .... ,, ................... ~ .... 
c,o/1" , .• ,. ....................... , .. a-.. 

Ill! - , .... - ,_...., ~ ... .-.... - .. - Uw ... 

CIS! -- n <-oc---·- t t8 •-• a Dr.cttttr -. ..... -
flfl •-on- tt# -..s--· •·.....,. • •....,. :r.::l--.'~ucy.-

:t:!!'.!::'lo~ .::::.:--... ~ ...::::-,::r .::..'"'~:"' ..::J:r .:--- ..: ~ -:s:.: 't:: ... ---·--... _ _.,. ... __ , __ ---........ •. 
:.::·~-... :::::.· _...,.,._ ::-.. "': :::: = . eoo: = ::.:-·.:-::.:·.' -··---- ..... ·------~----·_--,...~· .. ,._,; 

(Ill ..... -.-· .. --.---....-.--...-.~- . .. "'- ...... __ ,.,.-to ... - --.lc ~- tt#--·-- ,:·' . 

1161 :=-.. ':.. ~'!.c-=' =·= ..,"':m:.":·t!.J-=::.::0 -=-~ :=c:::-- "- . 

-• 

:Q: 

~i 

1111 ........ ---·"*-- .. - (tfl --··-.........- .... , ___ , ... ·~ ... -- ... ·--~-- •>;-'> 

,._ ..... __________ . .. 

(Ill .,._..," ... ·-- (MJ ...... -- ... -· - ... - ·-- (00 .... _, ... -··-- .. ·--.... ·---·-·--------~· ................ ..-t •• ,_.... ...... 1. 

(., ...,...,., tJIOII dw .W ......_.~ M .Ct-' lbdrltlt 

(t) a.... l·l t-..-.......: MlllttrMI~ W~ .._..... ..at•u._ kt••poewn at• ......... ...._.. 
.. ,~ .. ,,.,. ........ cw .. wwu• ~··nwu -~ lU:MN ..... 

. ·. ~ :· 

m o-..: ... ....., •• ,....,, .... ~.....,......,._. 
'''' --·'"· .. --..... ,. __ u .......... -.--.-. --~ .·.·:, 

(I~ ·······- ·-- .. - ,., ·-- '"""" -"'·-
(Jit ··~ ~· ~· !1 .. :':·· 

(Ill - •. , ,,_ ...... ..- ..... -- (11) -..., I& ,_,ol iHIIMoo -·- -tflct----M--Mill--; ·"- . · .. <.r~~·~. ·.<.:·. 



4. 

EXHIBIT B 
JlER.JU! n£ lOARD OF TlUJSTEES OF mE 1.001 lJIIFIED SODOL DISrRICT 

OF TiiE ax.NI'Y OF SAN JOAQUIN, STATE OF CALIAJRNIA 

~UTTI~ 00. 82-40 
1982-1983 DECLAAATI~ OF IMPACTI~ 

lttERFA'i, the lkv~lopment of lle'oi residential property results in the dealand 
for Khool facilities; and 

llltEREAS, the corstruction of new rt-sidences and the resultant increase of 
students conti~s; and 

MIEREAS, students froa new residential units in overcrowded attendance areas 
cause an immediate need for classroom solutions; and 

liHEREAS, Lodi Unified School District has considered an.' acted upon such 
options 6'3 (1) presentation to the voters of bond measures to p.-ovick capital 
funds for penunent school housing, (2) teii"{JOrary buildings, {3) double l'lessions, 
(4} bussing, (S} school attendance boundary realigment, and has considered, and 
for JOOd and sufficient reasons chosen not to act upon, (6) year-round school 
attendance and (7) extended day progri!IIIIS (hl&h school); and 

MI:REAS, then: have been no developer provided facilities as defined in 
Govemoaent Code Section 65978. 

lti:REAS, pursuant to Govenwnent Code Section 65978 the City of Lodi has 
enacted Ordinance No. 3095-C.S., and the County of San Joaquin has em1cted Ordi­
nance No. 2S74 to assist school districts miti&ating the impact of new home construc­
tion: and 

\flERF..AS, the aforementioned Ordinances require residential developers to 
participate in the cost of interim solutions necessitated by the ~rcrowding of 
existing classroom facilities due to new residential construction; ~1 

~. this Board has reviewed the content of the 11111ster Sitoe Capacity 
Table pre-pared by staff, a copy of which is attached hereto, and has approved said 
report for public distribution: 

lliERElaU:, IT IS l£REBY RE3JLVED that the Lodi tklified School District de­
clares i~tion in these school attendance areas affected by current and proposed 
development plans, to wit: 

Davis Elementary School Attendance Area 
Elkhorn Eleamtarv School Attendance Area 
Heri tate Elemt"ntary School Attendaoce Area 
lakf'WOO<l Element.ary School Attendance A~a 
Lawrence Elementary School At tC'fl<lance A~a 
leroy Nichols Elementary School Attendance Area 
OaJo..ood Elementary School Attffidance Area 
Vinewood Elementary School Attendance Area 
~J;ad,a Middle School Attel.ld.mca Mea 
WoodbridJle Middle School Attendance Area 
Lodi Hiatt School Attendance Area 
Tokay Hiah School Attendance Area 
liberty Hi&h School Attendance Area 

BE IT RJR1HER RESOLVED that the Superintendent be, and he hereby is, directed 
to triiJ\SJait a c~rtified copy of this re~olution and the acconq>anying staff report to 
the City Councils of lodi and Stockton and the Board of Supervisors of the Colmty of 
San Joaquin for the considerntion and concunence follow· ng public hearings before 
their respective bodies. 

PASSED AND AOOPTED this 3rd day of August, 1982, by the following vote of the 
Board of Trustees, to wit: 

AYES: Vataula, Meyor, Johnatoo, Todd, Derrick, Dale, Ball 

NJI!S: lfoae 

(~~ .... 
\....../ Board of Trustees 

ATreST: 



EXHIBIT C 

lEFOR! Tll! BO.U» OF TRUST!!S Of THX LODI l1Nl1tD> SCHOOL 
DISTRICT 01 no: COUNTY OP SAN JOJ.QUlN, SlATE Ot CALIP0.9.KIA 

U:SOLUTION 82-4) 

l!SOLlTTION AHENDIItC USOLUTION 82-40 1982-lll DECLARATION OF IMPACTION 

WHEREAS, on the lrd day of Auzuat, 1982, thla Board of Truatee~ ouly 

adopted Reaolutlon 8:-40 1982-8) Declaration of lapact1on, and; 

\ffl!R!.AS, oald leao1ut1on aeta forth the Diatrtct'a condition of over-

crovded claaarooa. and deteralnee thu 1apacted attendance areaa; 

5 . 

NOW, THER!FOR!, BE IT USOLVED that leaolutlon ~2-~0, 1a h•reby ... nded 

by alterins the 11at of Iapacted Attendance Areaa to ~ncluda the follow1n,l 

Live Oak Attendance Area 

Lockeford/Cl ... nt~ Attendance Area 

Parklane Attendance Area 

Victor Attendance Area 

Meedha. Middle School Attendance Area 

Bender.on Attendance Area 

Otto Drive Attendance ~rea 

PASSED AMP ADOPTED th1a 7th day of Sept.-her 1982, ~y the follovi~ 

vote of the Board of Truateea of tne Lodl Un~fled School D1atr1ct. to viti 

AYts: Vatsula, Johnston, Meyer, Ball, Dcrri~k. Todd 

MOltS I 

AJSr..NT: Nont' 

---:~--k/;1; !;;.~r_ --
ATTEST: 

/ JOHN fATSULA, Pr .. ld•ut 
Board oi T~ateea 
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llXJSING Of1f10NS 

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

First, the District is ~rsuing permanent facilities with applications for 
eight new schools and expansion of two others in-process with the Office of 
Local Assistance at the State level. A summary of the status of these appli­
cations is contained in the "Facility Project Update ReJXlrt" presented to 
the District Board on August 3, 1982. ln December, 1982 student hous~1g 
needs will be re-evaluated by the District, the State Board of Education and 
the Office of Local Assistance. The District's applications will be reviewed 
and consideration will be given to amendment or addition of projects based 
on the number of unhoused students and the rn.unber of priority points. 

Secondly,the District is making every effort to house children on an interim 
basis with minimal adverse impact on the edt~cational program. An important 
consideration in determining the most reasonable housing alternative is the 
neighborhood school concept. Also Unportant is the equal loading policy 
which causes all schools tiuoughout 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 "-'Orks well in an urban area 
but provides extraordinarily long bus rides for students when the area of 
impaction and growth is substantially removed from the area where classrooms 
are available. As growth continues, and the schools become overcrowdt'd 
before new facilities can be constructed, the District has considered and will 
contir.ue to consider the following alternatives: 

Bussing 

Bussing is used as an interim process to implement the equal load policy. The 
Board finds that no pupil should be bu."sed from his attendanc.e area, but if 
necessary, never rore than 10 mi lcs from the "full" school to the school of 
redirection. 

Double sessions - Elementary Schools 

Double sessions in the primary grades retain the same amount of in-class 
time. In each of the instructional sections, double sessions are preceived 
as being disadvantageous to the students attending school in the p.m. shift. 
The fabric of society rejects the concept of yotmg children being in school 
from 12 ;30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. followed by what may be an 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, and it 
is perceived as being totally tmacceptable as other than llil extremely short­
term meawre for grade 1 - 3 pup i 1 s . 

Extended day programs - High Schools 

Progrrua." in the early 100rning -.}r in the late afternoon may be devised to 
utilize a high schocl plant at above - no~l carrying capacity. Such 
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programs are found to have relatively small pupil/parent interest. are not 
conducive to intergration with established cussing schedules. and are not viable 
answers to impaction. 

School boundary realignment 

This device has been used to accomodate growth in an immediately adjacent 
attendance area. Where gro~~h is scattered or substantially removed f~ 
school houses with room available. realigrunent is ineffective. Boundary 
realignment is not a viable pennanent solution beyond that already accomplishd 
considering the grm~h rate of the several attendance areas in this District 
and their close proxllnity to each other. A de-annexation of territory 
(formation of a new district or transfer of territory to an existing neighboring 
district) is not considered a political reality. 

Year-r~~d School~ 

A year-~~ schocl program has the potential of increasing available classroom 
space by 18\ to 25\ or more. District staff, Board members and the YRS Conwittee 
are continuing studies on the appropriateness of YRS in WSD and to determine 
those schools most suited for possible implementation of such a program in the 
1983-1984 school year. 

Long term class load factors have been 27 ~lils at grades K-3, 
and 28 pupils at grades 4-8; however, it has heen necessary because of lack 
of space, to load the classr~ at an average of 30 pupils per room. 
Classloading is a contractual item with teachers. 

Emergency classrooms- State l£ase Portables 

Assembly Bill 8, signed by the Governor on July 24, 1979, enacted 
the Emergency Classroom Law of 1979. Under tl.is Law, Lodi Unified School 
District has received thirty two (32) portable~ for use in 1981-1982 and will 
receive 52 portables for usc- in 1982-1983. TI1e~·e units are subject to recall 
by the State of Californja should there be a gre~ter need elsewheie in the 
State. These lUli ts can be used for regular clas~ room programs only and nust be 
loaded at the rate of 30 students per unit. Although the units are quite 
utilitarian and most sites ha\·e room on an interim basis, support facilities 
such as play area, bathrooms, cafeteria, multi-puDY0Se ~. lockers, etc. 
are taxed well beyond capacity with the additional classroom units. 

Trailers 

The District currently leJses a number of trailers to house special education 
programs. The capactiy of these units is approxunately 12 students and 
the lease and setL~ costs are two to three times the cost cf the State p~rtables. 
The District will attempt to phase out all trailers in favor of State lease 
portables where possib1e. This will require moving special edu~ation classes 
into r~gular classro~~ and regular programs into the portables. 
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Temporary Buildings 

The District currently leases duplex units for classrooms in North Stockton. 
A spot amendment to legislation was necessary to permit their use as 
they do not meet earthquake safety standards. The legislation exrires in 
1986. These units were also very costly to setup and rents far exceed the 
cos~ of State portables. However, they arc self-contained sets. The District 
alsn !et&Se5 a store building for the ROP program. 

Relocatable Units 

Relocatables are herein defined as portable units owned by the District. Many 
of these units are ~re than 1~ years old; however, they have been quite 
serviceable. As a matter of policy, all new schools are being designed 
with a certain number of relocatable portables in anticipation of a declining 
enrollment situation in the fUture. This will give the District flexibili~y 
in housing students in the future and the use of relocatables in the 
master plans gives the District bonus points which can be applied towards 
additional square footage in permanent buildings. 

DEVELOPMEm' FEE$ 

The Development Fee has become an important means for the provision of interim 
housing solutions in the· Lodi Unified School District, and will become 
increasingly so as the District receives dccressed State cppropriations. Since 
1978, the Lodi Unified School District has spent $1,150,670.00 to provi~e 
interim housing (not including the $204,000 budgeted for the new portables). 
In total $666,992.00 has been collected in Development Fees through June, 1982. 
Consistent with the requirements of State law and the intent of local ordinances, 
Development Fee revenue has been Q~ed to provide ir.tcrirn facilities in the 
attendance area where it was collected. A detailed explanation and breakdown 
of revenues and expenditures is in the Jm1e, 1982 report, "Allocation of 
Development F~s." 

The District can use development fees only for interim facilities which are 
strictly defined in the State C~vet~nt Code. Basically portables only. 

1 
Section 65980 of the Stat~ ~n-nt Code statt's, 

For the purposes of Section 6597.1, 'classTOOIII and related faciliti~s,' llnd • ~leL'"!ltllry or hlp 
schoQl faciliti~s· mean 'interilll facilities' as defined in this section Md shall include no other 
facilities. 

"Int~riJD faciliti~s for the purpo~s of Section 65974 shall be lillited to the f'ollawina: 

(a) T~rary class~ not CO!l$tn..:ted with pcl"'IIIIUlellt fovndations and defined as structure,; 
cmtainina ~or liiOre rooms, each of '-tlich is designed, intended, mnd equipped for use u a place f'or 
fo~l inllt ruction of pupi l5 by " teacher in a schoo i. 

(b) Te111p0nary clas!room toilet faci! it ie!> not COMtnJCted with peranent fuundations. 

(c) Reasonable site preparation and installation of t~rary classt'OOIIIS." 

Althou&h definitely of llTl i.nteriJn nature. the mini and IIWti school!! are excluded by definitJ.au 
therefon-, development fee rrvcmtJt> can not ~ U5ed for the Blli1U8l lease paymenu of $126,000. 

.. I 
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During the time the developnent fees were impounded, the Lodi Unified School 
District negotiated nine separate agreements with developPrs for direct 
pay:nent of fees to the District in-lieu of payment of the ''bedroom tax" at the 
time of the building pennits. To date, no fees have been collected tmder 
an agreement. The District is now contacting each developer during the 
project planning and arrroval stage to request that they voluntarily enter 
into an in-lieu agreement. · 

Fcesand funds collected by the District under the authority of an agreement 
can be used for any school facilities serving the attendance area. The 
School District is tentatively projecting 150 new units in the 1982-1983 
school year with an average fee of $700/tmit which will provide a projected 
revenue of approximately $105,000. 


