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REQUEST FOR REQU I RJ:o:
MENT TO COHPLETE 
INSTALL.Z\TION OF 
SIDEWALKS ON EAST 
SIDE OF SOUTH SUN
SET DRIVF., SOUTH OF 
l.DDI AVENUE 
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City Clerk Reimche apprised Council that a letter had 
been received from Hr. Bill Stemler, 1200 \-1. Locli Avenue 
and Mr. Earl 11. Johnson 305 s. Sunset Drive, requesting 
that Council require completion of installation of side
walks on the east side of South Sunset Drive, south of 
Lodi Avenue. Following Council discussion, with the 
tacit concurrence of the Council, this matter was 
referred to Staff . 

I 



Mr. Henr;or Glaves, City Manager 
City Hall 
Lodi, 
California 95240 

Dear Mr. GlaTeS; 

0 

I refer you to a •eti.ng vhich vas held the later part of July 
195~ at the ho• of Mrs. !1. B. Rencher. At this ... tins tU 
requirelMtnta were diacuaaed regarding illprovementa which were 
to be •de after South Sunset Drive vas annexed to the City of 
Lodi. 

Tour letter of 5 August 195~ indicated that the property owners 
did not vant tn form a Special AaSMsment District, but preferred 
to pay for the improve menta in adnnce to the city. This alao 
includeJ installment of sidewalks at the coat of ench property 
owner. 

For ao.e reason 110st of the property on the East aide of SUDSet 
Drive south of Lodi Avenue did not then and han not to this date 
fulfilled their agreeaent to i.Mtall sidewal.ka. All of the W.at 
Side of the street has sidevalk. 

I request that the City or Lodi i.Jipleftl(·nt procedures provided 
in the ordi.Dances of the city to require completion of installation 
of aidevalke in the area on South S\lUet Drive, south of Lodi 
Avenue. 

'l'l-!a will also, increase safety for pedestrians, because people 
valle in the street due to lack of the sidevalka on the east a1.de 
of the street. 



• CITY COlJNCil 

JAMES A McCARTY. M.lyor 

ROBERT C MURPHY. M.lvor Pro TMI 
RICHARD l. HUCHES 

CITY OF LODI 
WALTER KATNICH 

JAMES \'II PINKERTON. Jr. 

Mr, Bill. Stemler 
1200 w. Lodi Avenue 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Mr. Earl H. Johnson 
305 S. Sunset Drive 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Gentlemen: 

CITY HALL. 221 WEST PINl STRUT 
POS 1 OffiCE BOX 120 

tOOl, CALIFORNIA 95241 
(209) 334-5634 

December 11, 1981 

HINRY A CLAVES. Jr 
City M.1nagt'r 

AliCt M. Rf 111-'CHE 
City Ck-rk 

RONALD M. STEIN 
City Attorney 

Your November 17, 1981 letter requesting that the City of Lodi 
implement procedures provided in the Ordinances of the City 
to require completion of installation of sidewalks in the ar~ 
on South Sunset Drive, south of Lodi Avenue was presented to the 
Lodi City Council at an adjourned r~gular meeting held December 
9, 1981. 

Following discussion, the matter was referred to staff for review 
and recommendation. 

You llill be apprised when staff has completed its report and the 
matter is brought back to the City Council. 

AR:dg 

Very truly yours, 

.") ~) . . . . ., . .. •.. ' . (. (ftt..'i.' JJ, I P..-J t( ,,. •-
Al1ce M. Refmche 
City Clerk 



17 November 1981 

Mr. Henry GlAves, City Manager 
City Ha11 
Lodi, 
California 95240 

Dear Mr. Glaves, 

(\ 

There is before the City Council a petition to restrict parki~ on 
the west aide o! South Sunset Drive immediately south of Lodi venue. 

I vish to express ~ opposition to this proposal. Such action vill 
only increase parking in front of ~ property vhich is immediately to 
the south of the proposed property to be restricted. 

The problems referred to in.the petition are not month in and month out 
conditions. 

We nov have a condition that i! you park in front of ll certain parcel 
of property the owner immediRtely calls the police to protest. This 
requires that the police department must take time to check out the 
matter only to find that there is no illegality involved. 

Reduction of parking may increase the parking in front of this 
property vhich may require more time of a department vith mor" important 
problema than parked cars in front of this persons property. 

If this parking restriction is imposed the property owner vill be 
restricted from parking in front of his home on Sundet Drive. It 
certainly is not possible to park on Lodi Avenue. 

In fairness to the property owners immediately adjacent to the area 
proposed !or restriction, I request that the proposed restrictions 
be denied. 

How ~ ~ ~N<ffi8~I..P.:fq;J\ ,)IJ. thin the first four parcels tr 
proper~~_!imcfi.aTeiy sou~ ot''l:Odi Avenue eigned the petition?~ 

/ 

son, 
et Drive 

lif. 9524o 
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17 November 1981 

Mr. Henry Gl:Jlves, City Manager 
City Hall 
Lodi, 
California 95240 

Dear Mr. Glaves, 

There is befo~e the City Council a petition to restrict parkinf on 
the vest side or South Sunset Drive immediately south of Lodj venue. 

I vish to express my opposition to this proposal. Such action will 
only increase parking in front or my property which is immediately to 
the south or the proposed property to be restricted. 

The problems referred to in.the petition are not month in and month out 
conditions. 

We now have a condition that if you park in front or a certain parce1 
ot property the owner immedi~tely calls the police to protest. This 
requires that the police department must take time to check out the 
matter only to find that there is no illegality involved. 

Reduction of parking may increase the parking in front of this 
property vhich may require more time of a department vi th more important 
problems than parked cars in front of this persons property. 

I! this parking restriction is imposed the property owner will be 
restricted from parking in front of his home on Sundet Drive. It 
certainly is not possible to park on Lodi Avenue. 

In fairness to the property owners immediately adjacent to the area 
proposed tor restriction, I request that the proposed restrictions 
be denied. 

How~~ U\e.,Jlr~I...P~~f\,)IJ.thin the first four parcels •f 
properl:ylllme'ct!aTet'y s ... o"'ut'lf of'"l:::cfi Avenue signed the petition?' 

son, 
et Drive 

lif. 9524o 




