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City Clerk Reimche presented the following letter which had 
tNen received fran Mr. Steven A. 1-Jc!n.m of the Jaw finn of 
Neuni ller and Beardslee: 

"rtbrbers of the Co\Dlcil: 

This office represents Lodians In Favor of Free Filterprise 
(LIFE). Without in any way waiving our legal opinion that 
IDdi's ~en Belt Initiative ordinance is invalid, we wiSh to 
cmment on the proposal to 1 imi t a landowner's right to 
petition for election to once a year. 

l. If the City is correct that the subject rmt ter of such an 
election is only an mnel'ldrent to its General Plan, then why 
is the landowner restricted to only one elect ion per year? 
By law a landowner is otherwise provided the right to 
petit ion for a change to the General Plan designation four 
tines a year. Will landowners who are not within the Green 
Belt area be similarly affected? If not. what is the 
underlying justification for creating t\\U classes of 
landowners for purposes of General Plan snel'ldrents? 

2. Will all Measure A e 1 ecti ons be held at one time. or rmy 
they be spread throughout the year? 

ln short. LIFE believes that no 1 imitation upon the yearly 
nmi>er of elections should be inposed. To do so would be 
detrimental to the econanic growth of LodL 

Very truly yours, 

LIFE <IM\tl'ITEE 

By s/Steven A. Hen.m 

Counci 1 was !lpprised that Staff was preparing a report and 
recannendatlon on this subject for presentation to the 
Council at the January 16, 1985 Regular Meeting. 
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STBVEN A. HERL"M 

Neumiller & Beardslee 
A PROFE:SSIONAL CORPORATION 

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS 

FIF"TM FLOOR WATERFRONT OFFICE: TOWE:R II 

e.og WE:ST WE:9E:R AvE:NUE 

STOC>\TON. CALIFORNIA 95ZOZ 

December 18, 1984 

HONORABLE CITY COUNCIL 
City of Locli 
City Hall 
Lodi, California 95240 

i-l~mbers of the Council: 
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This office represents Lodians In Favor of Free 
Enterprise {LIFE). Without in any way waiving our legal 
opinion that Lodi's Green Belt Initiative ordinance is 
invalid, we wish to comment on the proposal to limit a land
owner's right to petition for election to onc:e a year. 

1. If the City is correct that the suaject 
matter of such an election is only an amendment te its 
General Plan, then why is the landowner restrictes to enly 
one election per year? By law a landowner is atherwise 
provided the right to petition for a change to the General 
Plan designation four times a year. Will landewners who are 
not within the Green Belt area be similarly affected? If 
not, what is the underlying justification fel! eore.ating two 
classes of landowners for purposes of General Plan amendments? 

2. Will all Measure A eleetions be held at one 
time, or may they be spread throughout the year? 

In short, LIFE believes that no limitation upon 
the yearly Rurnber of elections should be imposed. To do so 
would be detrimental to the economie growth of Lodi. 

Very truly yours, 

LIFE COMMITTEE 

By--=~=-==-· ~· ~~~1.---. 
STEVEN A. HERUM 

SAH/sd 

ce: A. Frederic Baker, Fsq. 



CITY COUNCIL 

JOHN R (RAndy) SNIDER. M.tyor 

DAVID M HINCHMAN 
M.tvor Pro T t'mpor• 
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)AMES W PINKERTON. Jr 

FRED M RliD 
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CITY OF LODI 
CITY Hlo.!l. 221 WEST PINE STREET 

POST OFFICf BOX 128 
LOOt. CALIFORNIA 95241 

(209) l.l4-5634 

January 2. 1985 

~.n, I'loor, Waterfront Office To-Yer I I 
509 \'Jest \\Ieber Avenue 
Stockton, California 

Dear Mr. IJerun: 

HlNRY A GLAVES. Jr 
City M.tn.ta•r 

AliCE M IUIMCHE 
City Cl•rk 

RONALD M SHIN 
City AttorMV 

Please be advised that your Decmi>er 18, 1984 letter, canrenting on the 
proposal to Umit a land~ers right to petition for election ta ance a year, 
was presented to the Lodi City Council at its regular meeting of Decmi>er 19, 
1984. 

Follaving a brief discussion.Counci 1 eli rected the City Clerk ta place this i tern 
on the Rgenda far the Regular CO\.mci 1 meeting of J;anuary 16. 1985. Counci 1 
packets for that meeting will be pre1'8t-ed on Friday. January 11th and should 
you hav~ any additional imfonnat ion that you wish to provide the Counci 1 
concerning this rmtter ,please feel free to send it to my attention prior to 
January 11th so that it rmy be inchxk"'<i in the packet. 

Should you have any questions regarding this rmtter, please do not hesitate to 
call this office. 

Very truly yours, 

~~·~ 
Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

MR:jj 



CITY COUNCIL H[NRY A. GLAVES, Jr. 

CTTY OF LODI 
C1ty Man.aaer 

JOHN R tlt•ndvl SNIOfR. Mavor 

DAVID M tUN(HMAN ALICE M. RE IMCHE 

Mavor Pro f •mpot• City Clerk 

IVIl"YN M OlSON 

JAMI\ W PINKIRfON. Jr 
tRtl>MNIIO 

CITY HAll. 221 WEST PIN( STREET 
POST OFFICE BOX )20 

tOOl, CAlifORNIA 952-41 
(209) ll4- 5&34 

RONALD M STEIN 

~1r. Steven A. llenn 
At t orney n t l.Aw 
fJc~• 1i I I er • Ben rds 1 ee 
~.n l'lcor. Waterfront Office To.ver II 
509 \'Jest Weber Avenue 
Stockton, California 

Dear !\1r. llcn.m: 

City Attorney 

January 2. 1985 

Plcnse he advised that your IX!cmi>er 18, 1984 letter, c<IllOOnting on the 
proposal to limit a land~mers right to petition for election to once a year, 
wns presented to the Locli City Cotmci l at its regula,r meeting of Decmt>er 19, 
1984. 

Following a brief cliscussion.Counci 1 directed the City Clerk te place this item 
on the agenda for the Regular Counci 1 meeting ef January Hi. 1985. Ceunci 1 
pllckets for that meeting will be prepared on Frhlny, January lith and should 
you have RllY addi tiona 1 imfonnation thnt you wish to provide the Counei 1 
concerning this rmt ter ,please feel free to send it to my at tent ion pri0r to 
January lith so that lt rmy be included in the packet. 

Should you hnve any questions regnroing this matter, please do not hesitate to 
cull this office. 

MR: j j 

Very truly yours, 

fb_t.~·~ 
Alice M. ~imche 
City Clerk 


