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LODI CITY COUNCIL 
Carnegie Forum 

305 West Pine Street, Lodi 
TM 

AGENDA – REGULAR MEETING 
Date: May 5, 2010 
Time: Closed Session 6:30 p.m. 
 Regular Meeting 7:00 p.m. 

For information regarding this Agenda please contact: 
Randi Johl, City Clerk  

Telephone: (209) 333-6702 

6:55 p.m. Invocation/Call to Civic Responsibility. Invocations may be offered by any of the various religious 
and non-religious organizations within and around the City of Lodi. Invocations are voluntary offerings of private 
citizens, to and for the benefit of the Council. The views or beliefs expressed by the Invocation Speaker have not been 
previously reviewed or approved by the Council, and the Council does not endorse the beliefs or views of any speaker. 

NOTE: All staff reports or other written documentation relating to each item of business referred to on the agenda are on 
file in the Office of the City Clerk, located at 221 W. Pine Street, Lodi, and are available for public inspection. If requested, 
the agenda shall be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 
202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132), and the federal rules and regulations adopted 
in implementation thereof. To make a request for disability-related modification or accommodation contact the City 
Clerk’s Office as soon as possible and at least 24 hours prior to the meeting date.  
 
C-1 Call to Order / Roll Call 
C-2 Announcement of Closed Session 
 a) Conference with Dean Gualco, Human Resources Manager (Labor Negotiator), Regarding 

Unrepresented Executive Management, Lodi City Mid-Management Association, 
Unrepresented Confidential Employees, AFSCME General Services and Maintenance & 
Operators, Police Mid-Managers, Lodi Police Officers Association, Lodi Police Dispatchers 
Association, International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Fire Mid-Managers, and Lodi 
Professional Firefighters Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6 

C-3 Adjourn to Closed Session 
 
NOTE:  THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WILL COMMENCE NO SOONER THAN 7:00 P.M. 
 
C-4 Return to Open Session / Disclosure of Action 

A. Call to Order / Roll call 

B. Pledge of Allegiance 

C. Presentations 

C-1 National Tourism Week Proclamation  
C-2 National Letter Carrier Food Drive Day Proclamation 
C-3 Salvation Army Week Proclamation 
C-4 National Public Works Week Proclamation (PW) 
C-5 Peace Officer Memorial Month Proclamation (PD) 

D. Consent Calendar (Reading; Comments by the Public; Council Action) 

 D-1 Receive Register of Claims in the Amount of $2,992,808.55 (FIN) 

 D-2 Approve Minutes (CLK) 
a) April 7, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 
b) April 20, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session) 
c) April 21, 2010 (Special Meeting) 
d) April 21, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
MAY 5, 2010 
PAGE TWO 
 
 
 D-3 Accept the Quarterly Investment Report as Required by Government Code Section 53646 and 

the City of Lodi Investment Policy (CM) 

Res. D-4 Adopt Resolution Awarding the Purchase of Three Pad Mount Liquid Insulated Vacuum 
Switchgear and Load-Fault Interrupters to Trayer Engineering Corporation, of San Francisco 
($97,552.03) (EUD) 

Res. D-5 Adopt Resolution Rejecting Non-Responsive Bids, Awarding Contract for Municipal Service 
Center PBX Replacement Project to AdvanTel Networks, of Sacramento ($183,856.91), and 
Appropriating Funds ($200,000) (PW) 

Res. D-6 Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Professional Services Agreement 
with Neil O. Anderson and Associates, of Lodi, for Testing and Inspection Services for Lodi 
Avenue Reconstruction Project ($43,149) and DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain Improvement 
Project ($10,224) (PW) 

Res. D-7 Adopt Resolution Revising Fee Payment Agreement for 1341 East Kettleman Lane (PW) 

Res. D-8 Adopt Resolution Establishing a Standardized Questionnaire for Bidder Qualification as 
Provided by Public Contracts Code 20101 (PW) 

 D-9 Authorize the Mayor, on Behalf of the City Council, to Send a Letter in Support of AB 1594 
Regarding Prohibiting Construction of the Peripheral Canal (CM) 

 D-10 Authorize the Mayor, on Behalf of the City Council, to Send a Letter in Support of H.R. 4812, 
the “Local Jobs for America Act” (CM) 

E. Comments by the Public on Non-Agenda Items 
THE TIME ALLOWED PER NON-AGENDA ITEM FOR COMMENTS MADE BY THE PUBLIC IS 
LIMITED TO FIVE MINUTES. 
The City Council cannot deliberate or take any action on a non-agenda item unless there is factual 
evidence presented to the City Council indicating that the subject brought up by the public does fall into 
one of the exceptions under Government Code Section 54954.2 in that (a) there is an emergency 
situation, or (b) the need to take action on the item arose subsequent to the agenda's being posted. 
Unless the City Council is presented with this factual evidence, the City Council will refer the matter for 
review and placement on a future City Council agenda. 

F. Comments by the City Council Members on Non-Agenda Items 
 
G. Comments by the City Manager on Non-Agenda Items 
 
H. Public Hearings 

Res. H-1 Public Hearing to Approve the Final 2010/11 Action Plan for the Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) Program and to Consider Reallocation of Available Urban County CDBG Funds 
(CD) 

Res. H-2 Public Hearing to Consider the Appeals of Brandt-Hawley Law Group on Behalf of Charles and 
Melissa Katzakian Regarding the Decision of the Planning Commission to Approve: (CD) 

  a) SPARC Review and Use Permit for Costco Wholesale Development; and 

  b) SPARC Review for Reynolds Ranch Shopping Center and Home Depot 
 
I. Communications 

 I-1 Re-Post for Expiring Terms and Vacancies on the Greater Lodi Area Youth Commission (CLK) 

J. Regular Calendar 

Res. J-1 Adopt Resolution Certifying Concurrence with California Energy Commission Environmental 
Findings and Approving Agreements with the Northern California Power Agency for Power 
Sales, Project Management and Operation, Ground Lease, and Recycled Water Supply (EUD) 
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 J-2 Consider Notice of Cost to Grant Two Years Additional Service Credit under Government Code 

Section 20903 (CM) 

 J-3 Presentation on Major Components of Fiscal Year 2010/11 Budget (CM) 

K. Ordinances – None 
 
L. Adjournment 
 
 
Pursuant to Section 54954.2(a) of the Government Code of the State of California, this agenda was posted at least 
72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting at a public place freely accessible to the public 24 hours a day. 
 
 
 
 
        ________________________ 
        Randi Johl 
        City Clerk 



  AGENDA ITEM C-01 
 

 
 

APPROVED: _______________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

council/councom/Presentation1.doc 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: National Tourism Week  
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Clerk 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Mayor Katzakian present a proclamation proclaiming the week of 

May 8 – 16, 2010, as “National Tourism Week” in the City of Lodi. 
 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The Mayor was requested to present a proclamation proclaiming the 

week of May 8 – 16, 2010, as “National Tourism Week” in the City of 
Lodi. Nancy Beckman, President and CEO of Visit Lodi! Conference 
& Visitors Bureau, will be at the meeting to accept the proclamation. 

 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: None. 
 
 
 
 
     ____________________________________ 
     Randi Johl 
     City Clerk 
 
RJ/JMR 
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  AGENDA ITEM C-02 
 

 
 

APPROVED: ______________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

council/councom/Presentation2.doc 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: National Letter Carrier Food Drive Day 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Clerk 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Mayor Katzakian present a proclamation proclaiming Saturday, 

May 8, 2010, as “National Letter Carrier Food Drive Day” in the City 
of Lodi. 

 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The Mayor was requested to present a proclamation proclaiming 

Saturday, May 8, 2010, as “National Letter Carrier Food Drive Day” 
in the City of Lodi. Robert Lombana with the Lodi Post Office will be 
at the meeting to accept the proclamation. 

 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: None. 
 
 
 
 
      ____________________________ 
      Randi Johl 
      City Clerk 
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  AGENDA ITEM C-03 
 

 
 

APPROVED: _______________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 
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CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Salvation Army Week 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Clerk 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  Mayor Katzakian present a proclamation proclaiming the week of 

May 10 – 16, 2010, as “Salvation Army Week” in the City of Lodi. 
 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The Mayor was requested to present a proclamation proclaiming the 

week of May 10 – 16, 2010, as “Salvation Army Week” in the City of 
Lodi. Lieutenant Dan Williams with the Salvation Army and Pat 
Patrick, President/CEO of the Chamber of Commerce, will be at the 
meeting to accept the proclamation. 

 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: None. 
 
 
 
      _____________________________ 
      Randi Johl 
      City Clerk 
 
RJ/JMR 
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 AGENDA ITEM C-04 
 

 

CITY OF LODI 
 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: National Public Works Week Proclamation 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Public Works Director 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Present a proclamation proclaiming the week of May 16 - 23, 2010, 

as “National Public Works Week” in Lodi. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Public Works Week is a national event to educate the public on how 

important the contribution of Public Works is to their daily lives.  This 
year’s theme is “Public Works:  Above, Below, & All Around You.”  
National Public Works Week calls attention to the importance of  

Public Works in community life and seeks to enhance the prestige of the often-unsung heroes of our 
society – the professionals who serve the public good every day with quiet dedication.  These unsung 
heroes are the men and women in Public Works who plan, design, build, and maintain our water, 
wastewater, drainage and street systems, City buildings, and fleet; who are responsible for the City’s 
transit and solid waste services; who play a role in the quality of life in our community; and who are 
helping to move life forward.  
 
A representative of the Public Works Department will be present to accept the proclamation. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: None. 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not applicable. 
 
 
 
 
    _______________________________ 
    F. Wally Sandelin 
    Public Works Director 
 
Prepared by Rebecca Areida-Yadav, Management Analyst 
 
FWS/RAY/pmf 
 

 
APPROVED: ___________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
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  AGENDA ITEM  

 

 

 
APPROVED: __________________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 

 

AGENDA TITLE: Peace Officer Memorial Month 
 

MEETING DATE: May 5, 2009 
 

PREPARED BY: Interim Chief of Police 
 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Proclaim the Month of May, 2010, to be known as Peace Officer 
Memorial Month throughout the City of Lodi. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The Lodi Police Department requests that the Council make  

this proclamation in keeping with such tributes at the state and 
national level.  This year, the week of May 9 through May 15 

is designated National Police Week, while May 7 is the date of the California Peace Officer 
Memorial Ceremony.  These ceremonies are held annually to honor the memory of over 18,425 
law enforcement officers who have lost their lives in the line of duty throughout the United  
States.  Of the 125 line-of-duty deaths in 2009, California’s loss was six officers.   
 
Members of the Lodi Police Department, led by its Honor Guard, will hold a ceremony early the morning 
of May 5 at the gravesite of Officer Rick Cromwell (5/7/63 – 12/9/98), the only Lodi police officer killed in 
the line of duty.  The group will then participate in the Stockton Police Officers Association’s Memorial 
Services honoring fallen law enforcement officers from throughout San Joaquin County.  On Friday,  
May 7, the Lodi Police Honor Guard will participate in the California Peace Officers’ Memorial Enrollment 
Ceremony in Sacramento. 
 
An inscription at the California State Memorial reads: “Go, stranger, and tell the (people) that we lie here 
in obedience to their laws.”  We urge the City Council to join in this message, honoring our fallen peace 
officers. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: N/A 
 

 
 
  
     _______________________________ 
    Captain Gary Benincasa 
    Interim Chief of Police 
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APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

 
 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Receive Register of Claims through April 15, 2010 in the Total Amount of 

$2,992,808.55 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Financial Services Manager 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive the attached Register of Claims for $2,992,808.55. 
 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Attached is the Register of Claims in the amount of $2,992,808.55  
  through 04/15/10.  Also attached is Payroll in the amount of 

$1,178,354.49. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  n/a 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: As per attached report. 
 
 
 
 
 
     ___________________________________ 
     Ruby R. Paiste, Financial Services Manager 
 
 
RRP/rp 
 
Attachments 
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                               Accounts Payable         Page       -        1 
                                Council Report          Date       - 04/15/10 
   As of   Fund          Name                          Amount 
 Thursday 
 --------- ----- ------------------------------ -------------------- 
 04/15/10  00100 General Fund                       1,016,172.48 
           00120 Vehicle Replacement Fund              18,528.23 
           00123 Info Systems Replacement Fund          8,041.83 
           00160 Electric Utility Fund                 61,388.98 
           00161 Utility Outlay Reserve Fund           96,741.57 
           00164 Public Benefits Fund                  39,381.39 
           00170 Waste Water Utility Fund             907,220.85 
           00171 Waste Wtr Util-Capital Outlay         17,835.01 
           00180 Water Utility Fund                    44,594.39 
           00181 Water Utility-Capital Outlay          78,309.42 
           00182 IMF Water Facilities                   8,943.64 
           00210 Library Fund                           7,146.51 
           00230 Asset Seizure Fund                       999.00 
           00234 Local Law Enforce Block Grant          2,540.01 
           00235 LPD-Public Safety Prog AB 1913            61.27 
           00260 Internal Service/Equip Maint          29,013.99 
           00270 Employee Benefits                    466,494.74 
           00300 General Liabilities                    1,261.14 
           00310 Worker's Comp Insurance               22,450.76 
           00321 Gas Tax                               14,861.04 
           00325 Measure K Funds                        6,479.32 
           00330 RTIF County/COG                           83.72 
           00339 Prop.1B-Local Streets & Roads         12,883.16 
           00340 Comm Dev Special Rev Fund                232.04 
           00345 Community Center                      15,797.74 
           00346 Recreation Fund                       12,642.49 
           00459 H U D                                  3,854.34 
           00502 L&L Dist Z1-Almond Estates               346.19 
           00503 L&L Dist Z2-Century Meadows I            220.17 
           00506 L&L Dist Z5-Legacy I,II,Kirst            569.78 
           00507 L&L Dist Z6-The Villas                   478.86 
           00509 L&L Dist Z8-Vintage Oaks                 185.24 
           00510 SJ MultiSpecies Habitat Conser        13,398.80 
           00550 SJC Facilities Fees-Future Dev           157.67 
           01211 Capital Outlay/General Fund            4,169.51 
           01212 Parks & Rec Capital                   26,401.67 
           01214 Arts in Public Places                 15,000.00 
           01218 IMF General Facilities-Adm             1,989.26 
           01241 LTF-Pedestrian/Bike                    5,022.00 
           01250 Dial-a-Ride/Transportation             6,827.46 
           01410 Expendable Trust                      23,766.66 
                                                  --------------- 
Sum                                                 2,992,492.33 
           00184 Water PCE-TCE-Settlements                316.22 
                                                  --------------- 
Sum                                                       316.22 
                                                  --------------- 
Total 
Sum                                                 2,992,808.55 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                           Council Report for Payroll     Page       -        1 
                                                          Date       - 04/15/10 
            Pay Per   Co           Name                           Gross 
  Payroll     Date                                                 Pay 
 ---------- -------  ----- ------------------------------ -------------------- 
 Regular    04/04/10 00100 General Fund                         738,328.70 
                     00160 Electric Utility Fund                160,499.48 
                     00164 Public Benefits Fund                   4,976.05 
                     00170 Waste Water Utility Fund              91,719.06 
                     00180 Water Utility Fund                       283.92 
                     00210 Library Fund                          27,288.99 
                     00235 LPD-Public Safety Prog AB 1913         1,942.40 
                     00260 Internal Service/Equip Maint          21,518.45 
                     00321 Gas Tax                               40,988.11 
                     00340 Comm Dev Special Rev Fund             22,488.19 
                     00345 Community Center                      22,334.20 
                     00346 Recreation Fund                       39,655.24 
                     01250 Dial-a-Ride/Transportation             6,331.70 
                                                            --------------- 
Pay Period Total: 
Sum                                                           1,178,354.49 



  AGENDA ITEM D-02 
 

 

 
APPROVED: ______________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
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CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Approve Minutes 

a) April 7, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 
b) April 20, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session) 
c) April 21, 2010 (Special Meeting) 
d) April 21, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 
 

MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Clerk 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the following minutes as prepared: 

a) April 7, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 
b) April 20, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session) 
c) April 21, 2010 (Special Meeting) 
d) April 21, 2010 (Regular Meeting) 

 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Attached are copies of the subject minutes marked Exhibit A 

through D. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: None required. 
 
 
 
      __________________________ 
      Randi Johl 
      City Clerk 
 
 
Attachments 
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LODI CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 7, 2010  

 

 

 

 

 

 
The Regular City Council meeting of April 7, 2010, was called to order by Mayor Katzakian at 
7:05 p.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, 
and Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Council Member Mounce 
Also Present:    City Manager King, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 

 

 
Mayor Katzakian presented a proclamation to Julie Phillips, representing the Women’s Center of 
San Joaquin County, proclaiming the month of April 2010 as “Sexual Assault Awareness Month” 
in the City of Lodi. 
 

 
Mayor Katzakian presented a proclamation to Nancy Martinez, Library Services Director, 
proclaiming the week of April 11 – 17, 2010, as "National Library Week” and Tuesday, April 13, 
2010, as “National Library Workers’ Day” in the City of Lodi 
 

 
Mayor Katzakian presented a proclamation to Neighborhood Services Manager Joseph Wood 
and Waste Management representative Jennelle Bechthold proclaiming the month of April 2010 
as “Keep Lodi Beautiful Month” in the City of Lodi. 
 

 
Police Captain Gary Benincasa presented the Silver Star award to Officer Eric Bradley for his 
outstanding bravery above and beyond what is expected in the normal course of duty. 
 

 
Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock made a motion, second by Council Member Johnson, to approve 
the following items hereinafter set forth in accordance with the report and recommendation of the 

C-1 Call to Order / Roll Call - N/A

C-2 Announcement of Closed Session - N/A

C-3 Adjourn to Closed Session - N/A

C-4 Return to Open Session / Disclosure of Action - N/A

A. Call to Order / Roll call

B. Pledge of Allegiance

C. Presentations

C-1 Sexual Assault Awareness Month Proclamation

C-2 National Library Week / National Library Workers’ Day Proclamation (LIB)

C-3 Keep Lodi Beautiful Month Proclamation (CD)

C-4 Presentation of Police Silver Star Award (PD)

D. Consent Calendar (Reading; Comments by the Public; Council Action)

1
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City Manager.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 
Claims were approved in the amount of $7,206,118.89. 
 

 
The minutes of March 16, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session), March 17, 2010 (Regular Meeting), March 
23, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session), March 30, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session), and March 30, 2010 
(Special Meeting) were approved as written. 
 

 
Approved the plans and specifications and authorized advertisement for bids for Kofu Park 
Community Building Energy Efficiency Project. 
 

 
Approved the plans and specifications and authorized advertisement for bids for 2010 Street 
Improvements Project. 
 

 
Approved the specifications and authorized advertisement for bids for the rejuvenation of 15,290 
feet of underground electric cable in English Oaks Phase One. 
 

 
Approved the issuance of request for proposals for A-87 compliant cost allocation plans and 
indirect cost rates. 
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-37 approving the purchase of telescopic boom for transit vehicle 
maintenance   
facility from United Rentals, of Lodi, in the amount of $54,827.27, and appropriating grant funds in 
the amount of $55,000.  
 

D-1 Receive Register of Claims in the Amount of $7,206,118.89 (FIN)

D-2 Approve Minutes (CLK)

D-3 Approve Plans and Specifications and Authorize Advertisement for Bids for Kofu Park 
Community Building Energy Efficiency Project (PW)

D-4 Approve Plans and Specifications and Authorize Advertisement for Bids for 2010 Street 
Improvements Project (PW)

D-5 Approve Specifications and Authorize Advertisement for Bids for the Rejuvenation of 
15,290 Feet of Underground Electric Cable in English Oaks Phase One ($145,000) (EUD)

D-6 Approve Issuance of Request for Proposals for A-87 Compliant Cost Allocation Plans and 
Indirect Cost Rates (CM)

D-7 Adopt Resolution Approving Purchase of Telescopic Boom for Transit Vehicle 
Maintenance Facility from United Rentals, of Lodi ($54,827.27), and Appropriating Grant 
Funds ($55,000) (PW)

D-8 Adopt Resolution Awarding Contract for DeBenedetti Park - Electrical Improvements, 
2350 South Lower Sacramento Road, to Angelo Utilities, of Sacramento ($223,025), and 

Continued April 7, 2010

2



 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-38 awarding contract for DeBenedetti Park - Electrical 
Improvements, 2350 South Lower Sacramento Road, to Angelo Utilities, of Sacramento, in the 
amount of $223,025, and appropriating funds in the amount of $270,000.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-39 awarding contract for Lodi GrapeLine bus stop improvements to 
Mo/Jas Construction Company, of Stockton, in the amount of $35,314.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-40 approving GrapeLine Fixed Route Senior/Disabled/Medicare 
Fare.  
 

 
Kari Chadwick spoke in regard to March for California’s Future and the path of the march toward 
Sacramento with a stop in Lodi. Ms. Chadwick encouraged attendance at the Lodi Rally at 
Hutchins Street Square on April 13, 2010, at 5:30 p.m. 
 
Stacey Ramsey, representing his security firm, spoke in regard to loitering and vandalizing in the 
downtown area and offered volunteer services to assist with this challenge. 
 
Diane Sulton, a business owner in downtown, spoke in regard to the growing problem with 
loitering and vandalism in the downtown area. 
 
Suzanne Houck, a business owner in downtown, spoke in regard to the growing problem with 
loitering and vandalism in the downtown area. 
 
Ralph Lee spoke in regard to his concern about the lack of parking near the Department of Motor 
Vehicle building in the City and the process associated with ticketing.  
 

 
Council Member Hansen reported on his attendance at the San Joaquin Council of Governments 
meeting and budget for the same.  
 

 
City Manager King stated staff will follow up with a community meeting regarding concerns about 
Elm Street. He also stated parking on the bridge near the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) 
facility is prohibited and the City does not benefit from tickets issued for State Code violations. In 
response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. King stated DMV is proceeding with the relocation to 

Appropriating Funds ($270,000) (PW)

D-9 Adopt Resolution Awarding Contract for Lodi GrapeLine Bus Stop Improvements to 
Mo/Jas Construction Company, of Stockton ($35,314) (PW)

D-10 Adopt Resolution Approving GrapeLine Fixed Route Senior/Disabled/Medicare Fare (PW)

E. Comments by the Public on Non-Agenda Items 
THE TIME ALLOWED PER NON-AGENDA ITEM FOR COMMENTS MADE BY THE 
PUBLIC IS LIMITED TO FIVE MINUTES. The City Council cannot deliberate or take any 
action on a non-agenda item unless there is factual evidence presented to the City Council 
indicating that the subject brought up by the public does fall into one of the exceptions 
under Government Code Section 54954.2 in that (a) there is an emergency situation, or (b) 
the need to take action on the item arose subsequent to the agenda’s being posted. 
Unless the City Council is presented with this factual evidence, the City Council will refer 
the matter for review and placement on a future City Council agenda. 

F. Comments by the City Council Members on Non-Agenda Items

G. Comments by the City Manager on Non-Agenda Items 

Continued April 7, 2010
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a new office, although the specifics of the parking at the new office are not known.  
 

 

 
Notice thereof having been published according to law, an affidavit of which publication is on file 
in the office of the City Clerk, Mayor Katzakian called for the public hearing to consider the 
certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and adoption of the General Plan.  
 
City Manager King provided a brief introduction to the subject matter of the City of Lodi General 
Plan. 
 
Community Development Director Rad Bartlam and Consultant Rajeev Bhatia provided a 
PowerPoint presentation regarding the City of Lodi General Plan. Specific topics of discussion 
included purpose of the General Plan, the planning process, public participation, contents of the 
General Plan, introduction, land use, growth management and infrastructure, community design 
and livability, transportation, parks and open space, conservation, safety, noise, implementation 
of the General Plan, other appendices to the General Plan, changes since August 2009, and 
recommended action to certify the Final EIR and adopt the General Plan.  
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bhatia stated that, with respect to the policy 
regarding recreation and joint development of parks and drainage basins, the new policy reflects 
a separate space for recreation. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bartlam stated the proposed General 
Plan seeks to separate the spaces for parks and drainage basins because there is a technical 
need, the standards for the Clean Water Act require additional treatment before such spaces are 
jointly used, there was an overall desire for park space to be park space only, and the numbers 
reflect what is actually on the ground with respect to parks and basins. Mr. King stated the overall 
yield is higher with the proposed acres for park land versus joint usage. 
 
Mayor Katzakian opened the public hearing to receive comments from the public. 
 
Mike Carouba spoke in support of the proposed General Plan and its pending adoption. 
 
Ann Cerney spoke in regard to her concerns about mitigation with an acre-for-acre policy, which 
reflects land acquisition instead of money.  
 
Mayor Katzakian closed the public hearing after receiving no further comments from the public. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Public Works Director Wally Sandelin reviewed the 
past and current practices of parks and drainage basins, joint usage, and the standards regarding 
the same. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Sandelin confirmed that State regulations are 
changing and the City may not be able to jointly use the spaces in the future. Mr. Sandelin stated 
he is not sure how other communities are handling the jointly used spaces. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bhatia reviewed neighborhood and community 
park standards and funding, impact fees application to such spaces, and the Quimby Act. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Interim Parks and Recreation Director James Rodems 

H. Public Hearings

H-1 Public Hearing to Consider the Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report and 
Adoption of the General Plan (CD)

Continued April 7, 2010
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stated dual capacity will be lost from this point forward but there is no loss of existing recreation 
use. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bartlam stated there will be more park space 
available in the future as a result of the proposed plan based on the built plan and actual 
numbers.  
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bartlam confirmed that the past policy was not 
fully implemented. 
 
In response to Mayor Katzakian, Mr. Bartlam stated the proposed space calculation excludes 
school park land. 
  
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Bartlam stated there will be more opportunities for 
parks such as the Century Meadows Park to be built in the future as the parks will be built as a 
part of the development rather than at a later date. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Bartlam stated staff disagrees with the analysis in 
the Farm Bureau letter, the study area is not a land use designation, the County is free to do and 
act as it will, Section 7.34 outlines the framework for an agricultural conservation program, and 
the specifics of the policy will take some time to create and implement as various parties will need 
to assist with that effort. 
 
A brief discussion ensued between Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock and Mr. Bhatia regarding the 
addition of language reflecting that recreational space be maximized.  
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bhatia stated the parks and drainage basin is 
not an issue that is common to cities outside of a certain radius because water drainage is 
different in different locations. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bhatia confirmed that park impact fees are not 
driving current policies for park space. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Bartlam stated four park acres per 1,000 
residents could be changed to five park acres per 1,000 residents to alleviate park space 
concerns.  
 
Council Member Johnson made a motion, second by Council Member Hansen, to adopt 
Resolution No. 2010-41 certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report and General Plan; State 
Clearinghouse No. 009022075.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 

 

I. Communications - None

J. Regular Calendar

J-1 Receive Report on Response to Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Assessment for I-5 Widening from Stockton to Southerly Limits of 

Continued April 7, 2010
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This item was continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting. 
 

 
City Manager King provided a brief introduction to the subject matter of the Waste Management 
proposal. Specific topics of discussion included the conditional offer to provide $1 million for the 
Grape Bowl renovation project over an extended period of time, the term of the existing franchise 
agreement, the proposal associated with the conditional offer including an option to extend the 
current agreement beyond 2023 by seven years to 2030.  
 
Tom Sanchez, Business Manager for Waste Management, provided a brief overview of the 
organization’s personal and professional reasons to contribute $1,000,000 to the Grape Bowl 
renovation project as outlined in the letter provided by Waste Management. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Sanchez stated Waste Management has 
approximately 22,000 residential customers and he is not sure about the commercial numbers. 
 
Mayor Katzakian asked for public comment on the item. 
 
Ann Cerney spoke in regard to her concern about the level of commitment to the Grape Bowl 
project and California Environmental Quality Act application. 
 
Jason Altnow spoke in favor of the proposed contribution based on possible benefit to the 
community. 
 
Greg Bishop spoke in support of the proposed contribution based on possible benefit to the 
community. In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Bishop stated that, based on his 
experience as a coach and former football player, the artificial turf will be a good surface for 
multiple uses. 
 
Erin Aitken spoke in support of the proposed contribution and field improvements based on 
possible benefit to the community. 
 
David Curran spoke in support of the proposed contribution and Grape Bowl improvements 
based on possible benefit to the community. 
 
Todd Dillon spoke in support of the proposed contribution and improvements based on possible 
benefit to the community. 
 
Roy Bitz spoke in opposition to the proposed contribution if it is tied to an extension because he 
believes the services should be competitively bid. 
 
David Akin, representative from the Parks and Recreation Commission, provided an overview of 
the discussion at the Commission level, stating that, while there was not a formal vote, the overall 
discussion of the Commission was positive and in support. 
  
Bob Sheppard spoke in support of the proposed contribution based on the overall benefits and 
history associated with having the Grape Bowl facility in the City. 
 
Jerry Shuman spoke in support of the proposed contribution, stating the rates and services 

the White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility (CD) NOTE: This item is carried over 
from the meeting of 3/17/10

J-2 Consider Waste Management’s Proposal to Provide $1,000,000 for Grape Bowl 
Renovation (CM)

Continued April 7, 2010
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should be shopped at the appropriate time. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. King stated customer service is an element of the 
contract and there are options if the customer service declines. 
 
Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock stated that, while she acknowledges the good service that Waste 
Management provides, she will not be able to support the matter without additional information 
regarding possible costs associated with the extension. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. King stated rates is a separate piece of the contract 
entirely and is not tied to the current proposal.  
 
Council Member Hansen made a motion, second by Council Member Johnson, to accept Waste 
Management’s proposal to provide $1,000,000 for Grape Bowl renovations.   
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, and Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the contract for the all-weather surface 
project and the proposed purchase and installation of the same.  
 
Public Works Director Wally Sandelin provided a brief presentation regarding the proposed award 
of contract for the all-weather surface project and the purchase and installation of the same as 
discussed in the relevant staff report.  
 
Council Member Johnson made a motion, second by Council Member Hansen, to adopt 
Resolution No. 2010-42 awarding contract for Lodi Grape Bowl All-Weather Surface Project to 
Western Engineering Contractors, Inc., of Loomis, in the amount of $592,675, approving 
purchase and installation of all-weather surface through Fieldturf USA, Inc., of Montreal, Quebec, 
in the amount of $686,000, and appropriating funds in the amount of $1,366,000.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, and Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the proposed amendment to the fee 
payment agreement for the Holiday Inn Express. 
 
Beth Kim, owner of the Holiday Inn Express, provided an overview of the family owned and 
operated business, the affect of the negative economy on the business, and the request for the 
amendment to the current fee agreement. 

J-3 Adopt Resolution Awarding Contract for Lodi Grape Bowl All-Weather Surface Project to 
Western Engineering Contractors, Inc., of Loomis ($592,675), Approving Purchase and 
Installation of All-Weather Surface through Fieldturf USA, Inc., of Montreal, Quebec 
($686,000), and Appropriating Funds ($1,366,000) (PW)

J-4 Provide Direction to Amend Fee Payment Agreement for 1341 East Kettleman Lane 
(Holiday Inn Express) (CM)

Continued April 7, 2010
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In response to Council Member Hansen, Ms. Kim stated a significant portion of the business is 
handled through on line reservations and it is the largest contribution due to business because of 
the brand. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. King and Ms. Kim confirmed that the eight months 
may not be a good time frame and the hotel has the ability to generate $80,000 to $100,000 in 
Transient Occupancy Tax based on a $2 million annually at 9% formula. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. King stated the amendment to the fee 
agreement may set a precedent, although it would not impact any current projects, and the City 
has previously allowed deferrals with Council approval. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. King stated the Council could do a deferral based 
upon some other structure depending upon preference, with the idea that the deferral should only 
occur once with an adequate amount of relief for the one-year period.  
 
Council Member Hansen made a motion, second by Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, to 
authorize staff to review options for a mutually acceptable deferral, amend the Fee Payment 
Agreement for 1341 East Kettleman Lane (Holiday In Express) accordingly, and bring back the 
item for final approval.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the Eden Housing Purchase and 
Development Agreement. 
 
Neighborhood Services Manager Joseph Wood provided a PowerPoint regarding the Purchase 
and Development Agreement with Eden Housing. Specific topics of discussion included terms 
and conditions, history of the project to date, public outreach, Planning Commission approval, 
and the next steps. 
  
In response to Council Member Hansen, Katie Lamont of Eden Housing, stated Eden Housing 
is advantaged in competition and Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funding 
based on its good track record. She stated five applications were submitted to HUD this year, 
Eden applied for all 39 units and there is a one in five chance of approval. Ms. Blackman stated 
she is confident that the HUD housing will come through and there are a variety of options if it 
does not. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Ms. Lamont stated the quality of the project remains the 
same regardless of the funding source, the tenant mix will be seniors, and the only variable is the 
age and whether it will start at 55 or 62. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Ms. Lamont stated the project will remain an 
affordable senior housing project and the only variance will be the age of the seniors. 

J-5 Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Purchase and Development 
Agreement with Eden Housing, Inc. Regarding Senior Housing Project at 2245 Tienda 
Drive (CD)

Continued April 7, 2010
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In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Wood stated all funding options for the park 
and housing are being explored and a passive park incorporating the existing oaks is planned.  
 
A brief discussion ensued between Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. King, and 
Mr. Schwabauer regarding an overview of the improvements sought, how impact fees may be 
applied, and the requirement to spend the money on specific projects.  
 
Council Member Hansen made a motion, second by Council Member Johnson, to adopt 
Resolution No. 2010-43 authorizing the City Manager to execute a Purchase and Development 
Agreement with Eden Housing, Inc. regarding senior housing project at 2245 Tienda Drive.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the proposed new sales tax rate 
discount. 
 
Interim Electric Utility Director Ken Weisel provided a PowerPoint presentation regarding the 
proposed new sales tax rate discount. Specific topics of discussion included goals, qualifications, 
discount, timeline, and recommended action. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Weisel stated it is difficult to say if the 
proposed discount will be a cost or benefit to the Electric Fund, although it is a positive for the 
General Fund. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Weisel stated the majority of the customer cost 
is fixed in the base rate and the discount can be affordably given. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Weisel stated the process will include getting an 
estimate from the customer, validating the amount, and entering into an agreement.  
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Weisel stated staff is making sure the discount is 
given to those who can use it, it is unknown whether customers will take advantage of the 
discount, and it is more of a pilot program at this time. 
 
Council Member Johnson made a motion, second by Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, to receive 
presentation on proposed new sales tax electric rate discount and authorize staff to move forward 
with the program as recommended.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

J-6 Receive Presentation on Proposed New Sales Tax Electric Rate Discount and Provide 
Electric Utility Department with Direction (EUD)

Continued April 7, 2010

9



 
Interim Electric Utility Director Ken Weisel provided a brief PowerPoint presentation regarding the 
proposed salary range and reclassification for the Substation/Meter Superintendent. Specific 
topics of discussion included substations, organizational structure, concerns, recruitment, skills, 
internal pay comparisons, and the proposed recommendation. 
 
In response to Council Member Hansen, Mr. Weisel stated staff has performed external 
comparisons and the position is currently about 16% below average. He stated the lack of a good 
candidate pool may be the result of several things but pay and reclassification is what staff is 
aware of at this time. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Mr. Weisel stated the retail meter supervisions has 
been added to the job description and the position has been vacant for some time. 
 
In response to Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, Human Resources Manager Dean Gualco stated 
typically staff attaches a summary to a reclassification request, the comparisons are consistent 
with a superintendent and not a supervisor, and the salary change is consistent with the title and 
duty change.  
 
Council Member Hansen made a motion, second by Council Member Johnson, to adopt 
Resolution No. 2010-44 approving salary range and reclassification for the position of 
Substation/Meter Superintendent.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock, and 
Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Mounce  
 

 

 
There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned at 
11:55 p.m. 
 
 

J-7 Adopt Resolution Approving Salary Range and Reclassification for the Position of 
Substation/Meter Superintendent (CM)

K. Ordinances - None

L. Adjournment

ATTEST:  
 
 
Randi Johl 
City Clerk

Continued April 7, 2010
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LODI CITY COUNCIL 
SHIRTSLEEVE SESSION 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 2010  

 

 
An Informal Informational Meeting ("Shirtsleeve" Session) of the Lodi City Council was held 
Tuesday, April 20, 2010, commencing at 7:02 a.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock 
Also Present:    City Manager King, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 

 
City Manager King provided a brief introduction to the subject matters of fire agency cost recovery 
programs for emergency services and the use of municipal administrative citations. 
 
Fire Chief Kevin Donnelly provided a PowerPoint presentation regarding the fire agency cost 
recovery programs for emergency services within San Joaquin County. Specific topics of 
discussion included 11 county fire agencies surveyed, Cal Fire, applicable laws, jurisdiction, 
mutual aid, special response, negligence, EMS, USA Rescue, individual agencies, Tracy 
contract, specialized equipment and training, residential taxes, rising costs, annual recovery, and 
Lodi Fire services and fee schedule. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Donnelly stated a special call could be a hazmat 
spill on the freeway once it is determined to be hazmat and fault is assigned for recovery 
purposes. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Chief Donnelly stated there is a handful of companies 
that do collections for fire services. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Donnelly stated some agencies are charging for 
basic life support fees per unit based on a survey of the department and the average cost is $300 
per call. Chief Donnelly stated that fee covers training, equipment, and actual services and Tracy 
charges additional for ALS calls. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Donnelly reviewed the Tracy fee program and 
cost recovery program. He stated the Tracy consultant says as much as $800,000 could be 
recovered but staff is taking a more conservative approach because the subscription fee program 
needs to be marketed and promoted.  
 
In response to Mayor Katzakian, Chief Donnelly stated the average subscription fees could range 
from $38 to $50 annually. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Donnelly stated he is not sure if Tracy has a 
public safety sales tax and will get back to Council regarding the same. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Schwabauer stated the DUI fees can be assessed 
against the insurance company and/or the driver.  

A. Roll Call by City Clerk

B. Topic(s)

B-1 Report on Fire Agency Cost Recovery Programs for Emergency Services within 
San Joaquin County (FD)

1
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Interim Police Chief Gary Benincasa provided a PowerPoint presentation regarding the 
administrative traffic citations and the Roseville model. Specific topics of discussion included 
competing traffic citation models, traffic court model, Roseville model, City benefits, driver 
benefits, disadvantage of the Roseville model, and the recommendation to not pursue a Roseville 
model at the current time in light of the challenges of the model. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Benincasa stated he is not sure about the specific 
bail amounts as there are more than 100 separate fees.  
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Schwabauer stated the bail amount varies 
depending upon the violation and could start at $150 not including court costs. Mr. Schwabauer 
stated a stop sign violation could cost up to $220 with the court costs and the City would get 
anywhere from a quarter to a third of the actual fine amount.  
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. King stated he is not sure about the time line for 
SB 949. Mr. Schwabauer stated the legislation appears to apply retroactively if it goes through as 
is currently written.  
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. King stated a letter of opposition could be sent to 
Senator Orpeza, the author of SB 949, if the Council so desired. Mr. King stated the letter could 
be written in a broader context with a focus on the local government and court relationship. 
Mr. Schwabauer stated it could be agendized and the letter could be sent prior to the hearing on 
SB 994. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Mr. Schwabauer stated the City would need to hire an 
administrative hearing officer at a minimum and there is a risk of a due process claim that a City 
employee may be bias based on the City recovering fines. 
 
In response to Council Member Johnson, Chief Benincasa stated he will forward the specific bail 
amounts for the Roseville model to the City Council as requested. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Schwabauer stated the presentation for recreational 
vehicles is complete, will be presented by Jeannie Biskup, and is scheduled for an upcoming 
Shirtsleeve Session.  
 

 
None. 
 

 
No action was taken by the City Council.  The meeting was adjourned at 7:49 a.m.  
 
 

B-2 Report on the Use of Municipal Administrative Citations to Process Traffic Citations (PD)

C. Comments by Public on Non-Agenda Items

D. Adjournment

ATTEST:  
 
 
Randi Johl 
City Clerk

Continued April 20, 2010
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LODI CITY COUNCIL 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 21, 2010  

 

 
The Special City Council meeting of April 21, 2010, was called to order by Mayor Katzakian at 
6:00 p.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Hansen, Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and 
Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock 
Also Present:    City Manager King, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 
At 6:00 p.m., Mayor Katzakian adjourned the meeting to a Closed Session to discuss the 
following matters.  
 

 

 

 
The Closed Session adjourned at 6:20 p.m.  
 

 
At 7:01 p.m., Mayor Katzakian reconvened the City Council meeting, and City Attorney 
Schwabauer disclosed that both items were negotiating direction only. 
 
There being no further business to come before the City Council, the special meeting was 
adjourned at 6:20 p.m. 
 
 

A. Roll Call

B. Closed Session

(A) Threatened Litigation: Government Code §54956.9(b); One Case, Potential Suit By 
Charles and Melissa Katzakian Regarding Costco, Home Depot and Reynolds Ranch 
Shopping Center Approvals Against the City of Lodi

(B) Exposure to Litigation: Government Code §54956.9(b)(3)(1); One Case, Facts and 
Circumstances that Might Result in Litigation Against the City of Lodi, But Which Are Not 
Yet Known; Parties Not Disclosed

C. Adjournment

D. Disclosure of Closed Session Action

ATTEST:  
 
 
Randi Johl 
City Clerk

1
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LODI CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 21, 2010  

 

 
The City Council Closed Session meeting of April 21, 2010, was called to order by Mayor 
Katzakian at 6:30 p.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock 
Also Present:    City Manager King, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 

 

 
At 6:30 p.m., Mayor Katzakian adjourned the meeting to a Closed Session to discuss the above 
matter. The Closed Session adjourned at 6:52 p.m.  
 

 
At 7:01 p.m., Mayor Katzakian reconvened the City Council meeting, and City Attorney 
Schwabauer disclosed the following actions. 
 
In regard to Item B(a) and B(b) of the Special Closed Session Meeting, both items were 
negotiating direction only. 
 
In regard to Item C-2 (a) of the Regular Meeting, this item was discussion only.  
 

 
The Regular City Council meeting of April 21, 2010, was called to order by Mayor Katzakian at 
7:01 p.m.  
 
Present:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian 
Absent:     Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock 
Also Present:    City Manager King, City Attorney Schwabauer, and City Clerk Johl 
 

 

 

 
Mayor Katzakian presented a proclamation to Courtney Thommen, Event Manager for the Lodi 

C-1 Call to Order / Roll Call

C-2 Announcement of Closed Session

a) Conference with Dean Gualco, Human Resources Manager (Labor Negotiator), Regarding 
Unrepresented Executive Management, Lodi City Mid-Management Association, 
Unrepresented Confidential Employees, AFSCME General Services and Maintenance & 
Operators, Police Mid-Managers, Lodi Police Officers Association, Lodi Police Dispatchers 
Association, International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Fire Mid-Managers, and Lodi 
Professional Firefighters Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6

C-3 Adjourn to Closed Session

C-4 Return to Open Session / Disclosure of Action

A. Call to Order / Roll call

B. Pledge of Allegiance

C. Presentations

C-1 Zinfandel Month Proclamation

1

JRobison
Text Box
EXHIBIT D



Winegrape Commission, proclaiming the month of May 2010 as “Zinfandel Month” in the City of 
Lodi. 
 

 
Following introductory comments by Barry Fisher, Construction & Maintenance Supervisor, Mayor 
Katzakian presented Certificates of Recognition to Josh Ramos and Cody Ellis for their 
performance at the Tenth Public Power Lineworkers Rodeo. 
 

 
Council Member Johnson made a motion, second by Council Member Mounce, to approve the 
following items hereinafter set forth, except those otherwise noted, in accordance with the 
report and recommendation of the City Manager.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock  
 

 
Claims were approved in the amount of $6,722,276.96. 
 

 
The minutes of April 6, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session), April 6, 2010 (Special Meeting), April 7, 2010 
(Special Meeting), April 13, 2010 (Shirtsleeve Session), and April 13, 2010 (Special Meeting) 
were approved as written. 
 

 
Received the report of sale of surplus equipment. 
 

 
Approved the specifications and authorized advertisement for bids for janitorial services for City 
facilities. 
 

 
Approved request for authorization to solicit proposals to engage an executive recruiting firm to 
provide services associated with the recruitment of a City Manager. 
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-46 awarding contract for maintenance of Lodi Consolidated 
Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No. 2003-1, for Fiscal Year 2010/11, to Creative 

C-2 Presentation of Certificate of Recognition to Lodi Electric Utility Electric Line Apprentices 
for Their Performance at the Tenth Public Power Lineworkers Rodeo (EUD)

D. Consent Calendar (Reading; Comments by the Public; Council Action)

D-1 Receive Register of Claims in the Amount of $6,722,276.96 (FIN)

D-2 Approve Minutes (CLK)

D-3 Receive Report of Sale of Surplus Equipment (PW)

D-4 Approve Specifications and Authorize Advertisement for Bids for Janitorial Services for 
City Facilities (PW)

D-5 Request for Authorization to Solicit Proposals to Engage an Executive Recruiting Firm to 
Provide Services Associated with the Recruitment of a City Manager (CM)

D-6 Adopt Resolution Awarding Contract for Maintenance of Lodi Consolidated Landscape 
Maintenance Assessment District No. 2003-1, for Fiscal Year 2010/11, to Creative Outdoor 
Environment, Inc., of Lathrop ($18,447) (PW)

Continued April 21, 2010
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Outdoor Environment, Inc., of Lathrop, in the amount of $18,447.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-47 authorizing the City Manager to execute Task Order Nos. 3 and 
5 of the City of Lodi Soil and Groundwater Remediation Projects with Stantec Consulting 
Corporation, of Rancho Cordova, for groundwater monitoring services and value engineering 
services in the amount of $65,000.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-48 approving the agreement between the City of Lodi and Spare 
Time, Inc., dba Twin Arbors Athletic Club, for the Summer Swim League Program.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-49 authorizing the City Manager to execute contract amendment 
for grant-funded public safety radio replacement project with Delta Wireless and Network 
Solutions, Inc., in the amount of $80,984.72.  
 

 
Adopted Resolution No. 2010-50 authorizing the City Manager to file claim for 2009/10 
Transportation Development Act funds in the amount of $1,930,253 from Local Transportation 
Fund and $1,500 from State Transit Assistance Fund.  
 

 
The item was pulled from the agenda pursuant to staff request.  
 

 
Approved rate increases for Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann & Girard for legal services rendered 
to the City of Lodi in the amount of $5 to $10 per hour per professional. 
 

 
Authorized the Deputy City Manager/Treasurer to enter into agreement with Farmers and 
Merchants Bank of Central California for the issuance of a City credit card for Interim Police Chief 
Gary Benincasa and Interim City Manager Rad Bartlam. 
 

D-7 Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Task Order Nos. 3 and 5 of the 
City of Lodi Soil and Groundwater Remediation Projects with Stantec Consulting 
Corporation, of Rancho Cordova, for Groundwater Monitoring Services and Value 
Engineering Services ($65,000) (PW)

D-8 Adopt Resolution Approving the Agreement Between the City of Lodi and Spare Time, Inc., 
dba Twin Arbors Athletic Club, for the Summer Swim League Program (PR)

D-9 Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Contract Amendment for Grant-
Funded Public Safety Radio Replacement Project with Delta Wireless and Network 
Solutions, Inc. ($80,984.72) (CM)

D-10 Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to File Claim for 2009/10 Transportation 
Development Act Funds in the Amount of $1,930,253 from Local Transportation Fund and 
$1,500 from State Transit Assistance Fund (PW)

D-11 Receive Information Regarding New Meeting Time for the Lodi Arts Commission (COM)

D-12 Approve Rate Increases for Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann & Girard for Legal Services 
Rendered to the City of Lodi ($5 to $10 Per Hour Per Professional) (CA)

D-13 Authorize the Deputy City Manager/Treasurer to Enter into Agreement with Farmers and 
Merchants Bank of Central California for the Issuance of a City Credit Card for Interim 
Police Chief Gary Benincasa and Interim City Manager Rad Bartlam (CM)

D-14 Set Public Hearing for May 5, 2010, to Approve the Final 2010/11 Action Plan for the 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and to Consider Reallocation of 

Continued April 21, 2010
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Set public hearing for May 5, 2010, to approve the Final 2010/11 Action Plan for the Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and to consider reallocation of available Urban 
County CDBG funds. 
 

 
Set public hearing for May 5, 2010, to consider the appeal of Brandt-Hawley Law Group on behalf 
of Charles and Melissa Katzakian regarding the decision of the Planning Commission to approve 
a SPARC review for the Reynolds Ranch Commercial Development. 
 

 
Set public hearing for May 19, 2010, to introduce ordinance amending Lodi Municipal Code 
Chapter 13.20, "Electrical Service," by adding new Section 13.20.320 titled, "Schedule NST - 
New Sales Tax Economic Development Rate."  
 

 
Jane Kenworthy of the Stockton Symphony spoke in support of the grant provided to the 
symphony program and the benefits of the program to the community. 
 
Alex Aliferis spoke in regard to his concerns about overgrown trees on the east side of town and 
the need for tree trimming in light of the recent storms.  
 

 
Council Member Johnson reviewed an article from the Sacramento Bee regarding AB 155, which 
would make it more difficult for local governments to file bankruptcy by requiring prior approval 
from the California Debt Commission. 
 
Mayor Katzakian reported on his attendance at the Groundwater Banking Authority meeting 
and discussed groundwater management efforts at the State level.  
 

 
City Manager King reported on the meeting to address concerns regarding Elm Street. He stated 
property owners, business owners, and youth were present and, although there are no specific 
crimes that are occurring, the concerns were noted and the meeting was positive. 
 

Available Urban County CDBG Funds (CD)

D-15 Set Public Hearing for May 5, 2010, to Consider the Appeal of Brandt-Hawley Law Group 
on Behalf of Charles and Melissa Katzakian Regarding the Decision of the Planning 
Commission to Approve a SPARC Review for the Reynolds Ranch Commercial 
Development (CD)

D-16 Set Public Hearing for May 19, 2010, to Introduce Ordinance Amending Lodi Municipal 
Code Chapter 13.20, "Electrical Service," by Adding New Section 13.20.320 Titled, 
"Schedule NST - New Sales Tax Economic Development Rate" (EUD)

E. Comments by the Public on Non-Agenda Items 
THE TIME ALLOWED PER NON-AGENDA ITEM FOR COMMENTS MADE BY THE 
PUBLIC IS LIMITED TO FIVE MINUTES. The City Council cannot deliberate or take any 
action on a non-agenda item unless there is factual evidence presented to the City Council 
indicating that the subject brought up by the public does fall into one of the exceptions 
under Government Code Section 54954.2 in that (a) there is an emergency situation, or (b) 
the need to take action on the item arose subsequent to the agenda’s being posted. 
Unless the City Council is presented with this factual evidence, the City Council will refer 
the matter for review and placement on a future City Council agenda. 

F. Comments by the City Council Members on Non-Agenda Items 

G. Comments by the City Manager on Non-Agenda Items

Continued April 21, 2010

4



In response to Council Member Mounce and responding to the citizen concern about tree 
trimming, Mr. King stated the City does have a trained arborist on staff and a tree trimming 
program for monitoring and trimming City-owned trees.  
 
Public Works Director Wally Sandelin stated the City is divided into six districts for tree trimming 
purposes, the tree trimming activity has been consistent for the past five years, and staff will 
follow-up with the citizen regarding his concerns about a specific area that needs tree trimming.  
 

 

 

 
Council Member Johnson made a motion, second by Council Member Mounce, to direct the City 
Clerk to post for the following expiring terms and re-post for two openings on the Lodi 
Budget/Finance Committee: 
 
Library Board of Trustees 
George Neely, Term to expire June 30, 2010 
Robert Emmer, Term to expire June 30, 2010 
 
Lodi Arts Commission 
Teri Turrentine, Term to expire July 1, 2010 
Margie Lawson, Term to expire July 1, 2010 
Bonnie Mayer, Term to expire July 1, 2010 
 
Planning Commission 
Tim Mattheis, Term to expire June 30, 2010 
 
Lodi Budget/Finance Committee 
Two Vacancies, Terms to expire June 30, 2013  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock  
 

 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the response to comments on the draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the I-5 widening. 
 
Community Development Director Rad Bartlam provided an overview of the response to 
comments on the draft EIR for the I-5 widening project from Stockton to the White Slough Water 
Pollution Control Facility. Specific topics of discussion included the previous presentation seeking 

H. Public Hearings - None

I. Communications

I-1 Post for Expiring Terms on the Library Board of Trustees, Lodi Arts Commission, and 
Planning Commission and Re-Post for Two Openings on the Lodi Budget/Finance 
Committee (CLK)

J. Regular Calendar

J-1 Receive Report on Response to Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Assessment for I-5 Widening from Stockton to Southerly Limits of 
the White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility (CD) NOTE: This item is carried over 
from the meetings of 3/17/10 and 4/7/10

Continued April 21, 2010
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authorization to provide comments, the anticipated improvements from Central Stockton at 
Charter Way to north of Eight Mile Road, submission of comments on the draft EIR outlining 
various impacts from the proposed project, the proposed interchange north of Eight Mile 
Road, CalTrans response to the City’s comments essentially dismissing each of the comments 
without further analysis, the City’s position that the interchange and widening north of Eight Mile 
Road is premature, the likelihood of additional discussion although the interchange may not be 
removed from the document, CalTrans notifying the City prior to any action on the final EIR, and 
the City’s option of litigation if there are no additional changes. Mr. Schwabauer stated if nothing 
changed, staff would schedule a closed session and give the City Council an assessment on the 
exposure that CalTrans has on the document. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Bartlam stated the life of an EIR depends upon the 
type of EIR, as a broad-based EIR has a longer life span because additional work is expected on 
more specific projects, while a project-based EIR such as the I-5 widening would be valid for 
approximately five years depending upon the circumstances.  
 

 
City Manager King briefly introduced the subject matter of the "Crane Dance" sculpture. 
 
Interim Parks and Recreation Director James Rodems reviewed the original proposal for the 
sculpture, previous approval of the donation, follow-up conversation with the artist regarding the 
withdrawal of the donation, the current proposal seeking $50,000 for the sculpture, and the 
recommendation from the Lodi Arts Commission to reject the current proposal in light of the 
added conditions. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Council Member Johnson stated he is not sure what 
specifically soured along the way, he met with the father of the artist and saw the art in the 
foundry, and believes it was a bait and switch. 
 
In response to Council Member Mounce, Mr. Rodems stated the hours of service for installation 
are no longer included in the $50,000 price and will be an additional cost for the City to acquire 
the art if it so chose. 
 
Dave Kirsten, representing the Art in Public Places Committee, stated the current proposal to 
acquire the piece could exceed $80,000, the art piece is no longer a donation, and the Committee 
recommends rejection of the proposal based on the fact that the proposal, which now includes a 
purchase price, did not go through the standard policy for acquiring public art in the City.  
 
Council Member Mounce made a motion, second by Council Member Johnson, to reject the 
proposal from Harvey Gorrell for the sculpture, "Crane Dance" (formerly "Rite of Spring"), from 
artist Scott Wampler.  
 
VOTE:  
The above motion carried by the following vote:  
Ayes:    Council Member Johnson, Council Member Mounce, and Mayor Katzakian  
Noes:    None  
Absent: Council Member Hansen, and Mayor Pro Tempore Hitchcock  
 

 

 

J-2 Reject Proposal from Harvey Gorrell for the Sculpture, "Crane Dance" (Formerly "Rite of 
Spring"), from Artist Scott Wampler (COM)

K. Ordinances - None

L. Adjournment
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There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned at 
7:55 p.m. in memory of Frank Taormina. 
 
 

ATTEST:  
 
 
Randi Johl 
City Clerk
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  AGENDA ITEM D-03 
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Accept the Quarterly Investment Report as Required by Government Code Section 

53646 and the City of Lodi Investment Policy 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Deputy City Manager 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Accept the quarterly investment report as required by Government 

Code Section 53646 and the City of Lodi Investment Policy. 
 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Government Code Section 53646 and the City of Lodi Investment 

Policy require that local agency treasurers submit a quarterly report 
on investments to the legislative body of the local agency. 

 
The total of all invested funds as of the quarter ending March 31, 2010 is $73,379,468.48. 
The average annualized return on all invested funds over the quarter has been 0.58 percent. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  N/A 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: As per attached report. 
 
   
 
 
            
    Jordan Ayers 
    Treasurer 
     
 
 
 
Attachment 
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CITY OF LODI 
INTERNAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
BUDGET DIVISION 

 

 
March 31, 2010 INVESTMENT STATEMENT 

 
 

Local Agency Investment Funds * 77.9% of Portfolio  
Average interest earnings as of 03-31-10 0.55% 
LODI Local Agency Inv Fund (LODI) 33,158,925.63
LPIC Local Agency Inv Fund (LPIC) 23,998,356.25
 Subtotal LAIF 57,157,281.88
  
Certificates of Deposit 0.7% of Portfolio 
matures 03/08/2011 Bank of Ag. & Comm. (cost) 1.21% int. 250,000.00
matures 03/03/2011 UMPQUA Bank (cost) 1.26% int. 250,000.00
 Subtotal CD 500,000.00
  
Passbook/Checking Accounts 21.4% of Portfolio 
Farmers & Merchants demand account - no interest earnings **2,321,928.17
Farmers & Merchants - Money Mkt. 0.72% interest earnings 5,376,558.72
Farmers & Merchants - Payroll demand account - no interest earnings 36,450.99
Farmers & Merchants - Central Plume demand account - no interest earnings 9,257.87
Farmers & Merchants - CP Money Mkt. 0.72% interest earnings 7,977,990.85
 Subtotal P/C Accts 15,722,186.60
  
 TOTAL   73,379,468.48

 
 
Based on the approved budget and to the extent the budget is adhered to, liquidity is available, 
and the City will be able to meet its expenditure requirements for the next six months. This 
portfolio is in compliance with the City of Lodi Investment Policy. 
 
 
 
__________________________________                                   _____04/16/10______ 
Kirk J Evans                                                                    Date 
Management Analyst 
 
 
* In accordance with the terms of the Local Agency Investment Fund, invested funds may be utilized on 

the same day if transaction is initiated before 10:00 a.m. 
 
** This amount is a compensating balance, subject to an earnings credit rate of 1%, which offsets bank 

service charges. 



 AGENDA ITEM D-04
   

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Awarding the Purchase of Three Pad Mount Liquid Insulated Vacuum 
 Switchgear & Load-Fault Interrupters to Trayer Engineering Corporation of San 
 Francisco, California ($97,552.03) (EUD) 
  
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010  
 
PREPARED BY: Interim Electric Utility Director 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution awarding the purchase of three Pad Mount Liquid 

Insulated Vacuum Switchgear & Load-Fault Interrupters to Trayer 
Engineering Corporation of San Francisco, California ($97,552.03). 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  On January 20, 2010, the City Council approved specifications and 

authorized advertisement for bids to procure three Pad Mount Liquid 
Insulated Vacuum Switchgear & Load-Fault Interrupters. They are being 
purchased on an as-needed basis. 

 
The Electric Utility Department advertised bid documents on March 13, 2010 and the bid document was sent out to 
three manufacturers and suppliers. On April 8, 2010, staff received bid proposals as follows: 
    Bid Item # 1 Bid Item # 2  Bid Item # 3 Total  
                Trayer Engineering Corporation 
               of San Francisco, California       $26,251,17 $35,837.48 $35,463.38        $97,552.03 
               Cooper Power System Waukesha WI Not Provided Not Provided Not Provided 
               S & C of Chicago, IL   Not Provided Not Provided Not Provided 
 
Staff reviewed the proposal from Trayer Engineering Corporation of San Francisco, California and found it complies 
with the bid documents and within the estimated budget. Further, the existing switchgears in the City distribution 
system are from Trayer Corporation, which is an advantage to minimize the number of the spare switchgears in 
stock. Two switchgears will be used in DeBenedetti Park Project Phase 1 and one as a spare for the Reynolds 
Ranch site. 
 
Staff recommends City Council award the purchase of three Pad Mount Liquid Insulated Vacuum Switchgear & 
Load-Fault Interrupters from Trayer Engineering Corporation.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Funds in Electric Utility FY2009/10 Budget. 
  
FUNDING: Included in FY 2009/10 Budget Account No. 160651.7720: $50,000.00 and transfer from 

160651.7713 to 160651.7720: $47,552.03.  
  
 _______________________________________ 
 Jordan Ayers 
 Deputy City Manager/Interim Services director       
       __________________   
                Kenneth A. Weisel  
       Interim Electric Utility Director 
 
PREPARED BY:  Demy Bucaneg, Jr., P.E., Assistant Electric Utility Director 
KAW/DB/lst 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
AWARDING PURCHASE OF PAD MOUNT LIQUID 

INSULATED VACUUM SWITCHGEAR & LOAD /FAULT 
INTERRUPTER 

================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, in answer to notice duly published in accordance with law and the 
order of this City Council, sealed bids were received and publicly opened on April 8, 
2010 at 11:00 a.m., for the purchase of three pad mount liquid insulated vacuum 
switchgears & load interrupters, described in the specifications therefore approved by 
the City Council on January 20, 2010; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, said bids have been compared, checked, and tabulated and a report 
thereof filed with the City Manager as follows:  
 
 Trayer Engineering Corporation, San Francisco, CA  $97,552.03 
 Cooper Power System Waukesha WI   Not Provided 
 S & C of Chicago, IL      Not Provided 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council hereby 
authorizes the purchase of three pad mount liquid insulated vacuum switchgear & load 
interrupter from Trayer Engineering Corporation of San Francisco, CA. in the total 
amount of $97,552.03. 

 
Dated:  May 5, 2010 
=================================================================== 
 
 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010- ____ was passed and adopted by the 
City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
 AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  

 
 
 
 

RANDI JOHL 
       City Clerk 
 
 
 
 

2010-____ 



 AGENDA ITEM D-05  
 

 

CITY OF LODI 
 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Rejecting Non-Responsive Bids, Awarding Contract for Municipal 

Service Center PBX Replacement Project to AdvanTel Networks, of Sacramento 
($183,856.91) and Appropriating Funds ($200,000) 

 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Public Works Director 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution rejecting non-responsive bids, awarding the 

contract for the Municipal Service Center PBX Replacement Project 
to AdvanTel Networks, of Sacramento, in the amount of 
$183,856.91 and appropriating funds in the amount of $200,000. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: This project consists of replacing the Municipal Service Center (MSC) 

PBX with a new Voice Over Internet Protocol (VOIP) system to 
provide expanded phone system capabilities and to provide pathways 
for technology-based communications throughout the MSC complex.   

Facilities served by the existing MSC PBX include: Public Works, Transit Vehicle Maintenance Facility, 
Warehouse, Animal Services and the Electric Utility Department.  
 
The Request for Proposals for this project was approved by City Council on February 3, 2010.  The City 
received the following four proposals for this project on March 16, 2010.   
 

Bidder Location Proposal 
Engineer’s Estimate $150,000.00 
AdvanTel Networks Sacramento $183,856.91 
Vox Network Solutions Sacramento $231,852.85 

*NetVersant, Inc. (non-responsive) Fremont $162,948.75 
*Cross Telecom (non-responsive) San Jose $182,166.88 

 
*The NetVersant Solutions and Cross Telecom bids included “Bid Clarification” comments and have been 
determined to be non-responsive by the City Attorney.  A city is required to reject a bid as non-responsive 
when the response: 1) affects the amount of the bid; 2) gives a bidder an advantage over others; 
3) provides a potential vehicle for favoritism; 4) might cause other potential bidders to refrain from bidding; 
or 5) affects the ability to make bid comparisons (Ghillotti v. City of Richmond (1996) 45 Cal.App.4th 897).  
NetVersant’s and Cross Telecom’s clarifications give them an advantage, affect the amount of the bid and 
affect bid comparisons because they state they will not provide services required in the bid package. 
 
Staff is recommending the appropriation of $200,000 to cover construction costs, testing and inspection, 
City staff time, and contingencies. 
 

 
APPROVED: ___________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
K:\WP\PROJECTS\MISC\MSC PBX Replacement Project\CAward MSC PBX.doc 4/23/2010 

JRobison
Highlight



Adopt Resolution Rejecting Non-Responsive Bids, Awarding Contract for Municipal Service Center PBX 
Replacement Project to AdvanTel Networks, of Sacramento ($183,856.91) and Appropriating Funds 
($200,000) 
May 5, 2010 
Page 2 
 
 
 

K:\WP\PROJECTS\MISC\MSC PBX Replacement Project\CAward MSC PBX.doc 4/23/2010 

FISCAL IMPACT: Funding will be from Electric Utility, Water Utility, Wastewater Utility and 
Transit funds. 

 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Requested Appropriation: 
 Electric Utility (161) $50,000,000 
 Water Utility (181) $50,000,000 
 Wastewater Utility (171) $50,000,000 
 Transit (1250) $50,000,000 
 
 
 ______________________________________ 
 Jordan Ayers 
 Deputy City Manager/Internal Services Director 
 
 
 
    _______________________________ 
    F. Wally Sandelin 
    Public Works Director 
 
Prepared by Gary Wiman, Construction Project Manager 
FWS/GW/pmf 
cc: City Attorney 

Purchasing Officer 
Management Analyst Areida-Yadav 



City of Lodi
MSC PBX Replacement Project CONTRÁ,CT

CITY OF LODI, CALIFORNIA

THIS CONTRACT made by and befween the CITY OF LODI, State of California, herein referred to as
the "city," and ADVANTEL NETWORKS, herein referred to as the "contractor."

WITNESSETH:

That the parties hereto have mutually covenanted and agreed, and by these presents do covenant and
agree with each other, as follows:

The complete Contract consists of the following documents which are incorporated herein by this
reference, to-wit:

Request for Design/Build Proposal
Bridging Documents
Bid Proposal (Contractor Provided Schedule of Values)
Special Provisions
Contract
Contract Bonds
Addenda

All of the above documents, sometimes hereinafter referred to as the "Contract Documents," are intended
to cooperate so that any work called for in one and not mentioned in the other is to be executed the same
as if mentioned in all said documents.

ARTICLE I - That for and in consideration of the payments and agreements hereinafter mentioned, to be
made and performed by the City and under the condition expressed in the two bonds bearing even date
with these presents and hereunto annexed, the Contractor agrees with the City, at Contractor's cost and
expense, to do all the work, fumish all labor and furnish all the materials except such as are mentioned in
the specifications to be fumished by the City, necessary to construct and complete in a good
workmanlike and substantial manner and to the satisfaction of the City the proposed improvemenis as
shown and described in the Contract Documents which are hereby made a part of the Contract.

ARTICLE II - The City hereby promises and agrees with the Contractor to employ, and does hereby
employ, the Contractor to provide all materials and services not supplied by the City and to do the worl
according to the terms and conditions for the price herein, and hereby contracts to pay the same as set
forth in Clauses 65 and 66 Special Conditions, in the manner and upon the conditions above set forth;
and the said parties for themselves, their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns, do
hereby agree to the full performance ofthe covenants herein contained.

ARTICLE III - The Contractor agrees to conform to the provisions of Chapter 1, Part 7, Division 2 of the
Labor Code. The Contractor and any Subcontractor will pay the general prevailing wage rate and other
employer payments for health and welfare, pension, vacation, travel time, and subsistence pay,
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apprenticeship or other training programs. The responsibility for compliance with these Labor Code
requirements is on the prime contractor.

ARTICLE IV - And the Contractor agrees to receive and accept the following prices as full compensation
for furnishing all materials and for doing all the work contemplated and embraced in this agreement; also
for all loss or damage arising out of the nature of the work aforesaid or from the action of the elements,
or from any unforeseen difficulties or obstructions which may arise or be encountered in the prosecution
of the work until its acceptance by the City, and for all risks of every description connected with the
work; also for all expenses incurred by or in consequence of the suspension or discontinuance of work
and for well and faithfully completing the work, and the whole thereof, in the manner and according to
the Plans and Contract Documents and the requirements of the Engineer under them, to-wit:

TOTAL CONTRACT AMOI]NT
Guaranteed Maximum Price

*$183,856.91

*Exhibit A is the Schedule of Values from Contractor dated March 15, 2010.

ARTICLE V - By my signature hereunder, as Contractor, I certiff that I am aware of the provisions of
Section 3700 of the Labor Code, which requires every employer to be insured against liability for
workers' compensation or to undertake self-insurance in accordance with the provisions of that code, and
I will comply with such provisions before commencing the performance of the work of this contract.

ARTICLE VI - It is further expressly agreed by and between the parties hereto that, should there be any
conflict between the terms of this instrument and the Bid Proposal of the Contractor, then this instrument
shall control and nothing herein shall be considered as an acceptance ofthe said terms of said proposal
conflicting herewith.

ARTICLE VII - The City is to furnish the necessary rights-oÊway and easements for the work as

specified under the Special Provisions. All labor or materials not mentioned specifically as being done
by the City will be supplied by the Contractor to accomplish the work as outlined in the documents.

ARTICLE VIII - The Contractor agrees to commence work pursuant to this contract and to diligently
prosecute to completion in accordance with the following schedule:

1. Complete design and submission of plans to the City of Lodi Building Department within 60 calendar
days after the Notice to Proceed;

2. City of Lodi Design Review Time: 15 Calendar Days
3. Complete construction 30 calendar days after the date of the City of Lodi Building Permit issuance.
4. Total Construction Project (excluding Building Department Permit Review): 105 calendar days.

When signing this contract, the Contractor agrees that the times of completion for this contract are
reasonable, that failure to meet the milestones completion shall result in the assessment of liquidated
damages charges to the Contractor, and that the Contractor agrees to pay the City liquidated damages of
$1,000.00 per day for each day the work is not totally completed beyond the times specified in the
preceding paragraph. Contractor agrees that this amount may be deducted from the amount due the
Contractor under the contract.
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By:

IN WITNESS WIIEREOF, the parties to these presents have hereunto set their hands the year and date

written below.

CONTRACTOR: CITY OF LODI

By:
Blair King, City Manager

Date:

Attest:

Randi Johl, City Clerk

(coRPoRATE SEAL)

Approved as to form:

D. Stephen Sehwabauer, City Attorney

Title
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Exhibit A
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
REJECTING NON-RESPONSIVE BIDS;  AWARDING 

CONTRACT FOR MUNICIPAL SERVICE CENTER PBX 
REPLACEMENT PROJECT AND FURTHER 

APPROPRIATING FUNDS 
=================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, in answer to notice duly published in accordance with law and the 
order of this City Council, sealed proposals were received and publicly opened on March 
16, 2010, at 2:00 p.m. for the Municipal Service Center PBX Replacement Project, 
described in the Request for Proposals therefore approved by the City Council on 
February 3, 2010; and 
 
 WHEREAS, said proposals have been checked and tabulated and a report 
thereof filed with the City Manager as follows: 

 
Bidder Proposal 
AdvanTel Networks $183,856.91 
Vox Network Solutions $231,852.85 
NetVersant, Inc. (non-responsive)* $162,948.75 
Cross Telecom (non-responsive)* $182,166.88 

 
 WHEREAS, the NetVersant and Cross Telecom proposals included “Bid 
Clarification” comments and have been determined to be non-responsive by the City 
Attorney.  A city is required to reject a bid as non-responsive when the response: 1) 
affects the amount of the bid; 2) gives a bidder an advantage over others; 3) provides a 
potential vehicle for favoritism; 4) might cause other potential bidders to refrain from 
bidding; or 5) affects the ability to make bid comparisons (Ghillotti v City of Richmond 
(1996) 45 Cal.App.4th 897).  The NetVersant Solutions’ and Cross Telecoms’ 
clarifications give them an advantage, affect the amount of the bid and affect bid 
comparisons because they decline to provide services required in the bid package; and 

 
 WHEREAS, staff recommends awarding the contract for the Municipal Service 
Center PBX Replacement Project to the lowest responsive bidder, AdvenTel Networks, 
of Sacramento, California; and 
 
 WHEREAS, staff recommends appropriating $200,000 to cover construction 
costs, testing and inspection, City staff time, and contingencies. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby  
determine that the NetVersant and Cross Telecom proposals which included “Bid 
Clarification” comments to be non-responsive and rejects those bids; and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby award the 
contract for the Municipal Service Center PBX Replacement Project to the lowest 
responsive bidder, AdvanTel Networks, of Sacramento, California, in the amount of 
$183,856.91; and 
 



 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that funds in the amount of $200,000 be 
appropriated for the project from Electric Utility, Water Utility, Wastewater Utility and 
Transit funds. 
 
Dated: May 5, 2010 
=================================================================== 

 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
 AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
    
 
 
 
   RANDI JOHL 
   City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2010-____ 



 AGENDA ITEM D-06 
 

 

CITY OF LODI 
 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Authorizing City Manager to Execute Professional Services 

Agreement with Neil O. Anderson and Associates, of Lodi, for Testing and 
Inspection Services for Lodi Avenue Reconstruction Project ($43,149) and 
DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain Improvement Project ($10,224)  

 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Public Works Director 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a 

professional services agreement with Neil O. Anderson and 
Associates, of Lodi, for testing and inspection services for the 
Lodi Avenue Reconstruction Project in the amount of $43,149 and  

DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain Improvement Project in the amount of $10,224.  
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: City Council awarded the construction contracts and appropriated 

funds for the DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain Project on 
October 7, 2009, and the Lodi Avenue Reconstruction Project on 
October 21, 2009.  The firm performing the testing and inspection  

services had not been selected and, therefore, was not named.  Council approval is required so the City 
may contract with the service provider.  
 
The staff at Neil O. Anderson and Associates will provide technical support and special inspection 
services required by the projects’ construction specifications.  They will also provide support staff to 
supplement City inspection services on these projects.  Some of the services include geotechnical 
analyses, concrete strength testing, asphalt gradation and compaction testing.  Results of the testing are 
used to affirm the contractors’ work has been completed in conformance with the contract. 
 
The scope of services and fees for the Neil O. Anderson and Associates agreement is attached. 
 
Staff recommends the Council authorize the City Manager to execute a professional services agreement 
with Neil O. Anderson and Associates. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Funding for these services was appropriated with the project funding at the 

time of the construction contract award. 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not applicable. 
 
 
 
    _______________________________ 
    F. Wally Sandelin 
    Public Works Director 
 
Prepared by Gary Wiman, Construction Project Manager 
FWS/pmf 
Attachment 

 
APPROVED: ___________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
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AGREEMENT FOR CONSULTING SERVICES

ARTICLE I
.PARTIES AND PURPOSE

Section 1.1 Parties

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into on , by and between the

CITY OF LODI, a municipal corporation (hereinafter "C|TY"), and NEIL O. ANDERSON

AND ASSOCIATES (hereinafter "CONSULTANT").

Section 1.2 Purpose

CITY selected the CONSULTANT to provide the technical support and special

inspection services required in accordance with attached scope of services, Exhibit A.

CITY wishes to enter into an agreement with CONSULTANT for Lodi Avenue

Reconstruction and DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain lmprovements projects (hereinafter

"Project") as set forth in the Scope of Services attached here as Exhibit A.

ARTICLE 2
SCOPE OF SERVICES

Section 2.1 Scope of Services

CONSULTANT, for the benefit and at the direction of CITY, shall perform the

scope of services as set forth in Exhibit A, attached and incorporated by this reference.

Section 2.2 Time For Gommencement and Completion of Work

CONSULTANT shall commence work within ten (10) days of executing this

Agreement or as directed by City, and complete work under this Agreement based on a

mutually agreed upon timeline.

Section 2.3 Meetinqs

Not Used

Section 2.4 Staffinq

CONSULTANT acknowledges that CITY has relied on CONSULTANT's

capabilities and on the qualifications of CONSULTANT's principals and staff as identified

in its proposal to CITY. The scope of services shall be performed by CONSULTANT,

unless agreed to othenruise by CITY in writing. CITY shall be notified by CONSULTANT

of any change of Project Manager and CITY is granted the right of approval of all

original, additional and replacement personnel in CITY's sole discretion and shall be

notified by CONSULTANT of any changes of CONSULTANT's project staff prior to any

change.
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CONSULTANT represents that it is prepared to and can perform all serviceç

within the scope of services specified in Exhibit A. CONSULTANT represents that it has,

or will have at the time this Agreement is executed, all licenses, permits, qualifications,

insurance and approvals of whatsoever nature are legally required for CONSULTANT to

practice its profession, and that CONSULTANT shall, at its own cost and expense, keep

in effect during the life of this Agreement all such licenses, permits, qualifications,

insurance and approvals.

Section2.S Subcontracts

CITY acknowledges that CONSULTANT may subcontract certain portions of the

scope of services to subconsultants as specified and identified in Exhibit A. Should any

subconsultants be replaced or added after CITY's approval, CITY shall be notified within

ten (10) days and said subconsultants shall be subject to CITY's approval prior to

initiating any work on the Project. CONSULTANT shall remain fully responsible for the

complete and full performance of said services and shall pay all such subconsultants.

ARTICLE 3
COMPENSATION

Section3.l Compensation

CONSULTANT's compensation for al! work under this .Agreement shall not

exceed the amount of Fee Proposal, attached as a portion of Exhibit A.

CONSULTANT shall not undeÉake any work beyond the scope of this

Agreement unless such additionalwork is approved in advance and in writing by CITY.

Section 3.2 Method of Pavment

CONSULTANT shall submit invoices for completed work on a monthly basis,

providing, without limitation, details as to amount of hours, individual performing said

work, hourly rate, and indicating to what aspect of the scope of services said work is

attributable.

Section 3.3 Gosts

The fees shown on Exhibit A include all reimbursable costs required for the

performance of the índividual work tasks by CONSULTANT and/or subconsultant and

references to reimbursable costs located on any fee schedules shall not apply. Payment

of additional reimbursable costs considered to be over and above those inherent in the

original Scope of Services shall be approved in advance, in writing, by CITY.
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CONSULTANT charge rates are attached and incorporated with Exhibit A. The

charge rates for CONSULTANT shall remain in effect and unchanged for the duration of

the Project unless approved by CITY.

Section 3.4 Auditinq

CITY reserves the right to periodically audit all charges made by CONSULTANT

to CITY for services under this Agreement. Upon request, CONSULTANT agrees to

furnish CITY, or a designated representative, with necessary information and assistance.

CONSULTANT agrees that CITY or its delegate will have the right to review,

obtain and copy all records pertaining to performance of this Agreement.

CONSULTANT agrees to provide CITY or its delegate with any relevant information

requested and shall permit CITY or its delegate access to its premises, upon reasonable

notice, during normal business hours for the purpose of interviewing employees and

inspecting and copying such books, records, accounts, and other material that may be

relevant to a matter under investigation for the purpose of determining compliance with

this requirement. CONSULTANT further agrees to maintain such records for a period of

three (3) years after final payment under this Agreement'

ARTICLE 4
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Section4.l Nondiscrimination

ln performing services under this Agreement, CONSULTANT shall not

discriminate in the employment of its employees or in the engagement of any

subconsultants on the basis of race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, marital

status, national origin, ancestry, age, or any other criteria prohibited by law.

Section 4.2 Responsibilitv for Damaqe

CONSULTANT shall indemnify and save harmless the City of Lodi, the City

Council, elected and appointed Boards, Commissions, all officers and employees or

agent from any suits, claims or actions brought by any person or persons for or on

account of any injuries or damages sustained or arising from the services performed in

this Agreement but only to the extent caused by the negligent acts, errors or omissions

of the consultant and except those injuries or damages arising out of the active

negligence of the City of Lodi or its agents, officers or agents.
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Section 4.3 No Personal Liabilitv

Neither the City Council, the City Engineer, nor any other officer or authorized

assistant or agent or employee shall be personally responsible for any liability arising

under this Agreement.

Section 4.4 Responsibilitv of CITY

CITY shall not be held responsible for the care or protection of any material or

parts of the work prior to final acceptance, except as expressly provided herein.

Section 4.5 lnsurance Requirements for GONSULTANT

CONSULTANT shall take out and maintain during the life of this Agreement,

insurance coverage as listed below. These insurance policies shall protect

CONSULTANT and any subcontractor performing work covered by this Agreement from

claims for damages for personal injury, including accidental death, as well as from

claims for property damages, which may arise from CONSULTANT'S operations under

this Agreement, whether such operations be by CONSULTANT or by any subcontractor

or by anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of them, and the amount of such

insurance shall be as follows:

1. COMPREHENSIVEGENERAL LIABILIÏY

$1,000,000 Bodily lnjury -

Ea. Occurrence/Aggregate

$1,000,000 Property Damage -

Ea. Occurrence/Aggregate

or

$1,000,000 Combined Single Limits

2. COMPREHENSIVE AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY

$1,000,000 Bodily lnjury - Ea. Person

$1,000,000 Bodily lnjury - Ea. Occurrence

$1,000,000 Property Damage - Ea. Occurrence

or

$1,000,000 Combined Single Limits

NOTE: CONSULTANT agrees and stipulates that any insurance coverage

provided to CITY shall provide for a claims period following termination of coverage.
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A copy of the certificate of insurance with the following endorsements shall be

furnished to CITY:

(a) Additional Named lnsured Endorsement

Such insurance as is afforded by this policy shall also apply to the City of Lodi, its

elected and appointed Boards, Commissions, Officers, Agents, Employees and

Volunteers as additional named insureds insofar as work performed by the insured

under written Agreement with CITY. (This endorsement shall be on a form furnished

to CITY and shall be included with CONSULTANT'S policies.)

(b) Primarv lnsurance Endorsement

Such insurance as is afforded by the endorsement for the Additional lnsureds shall

apply as primary insurance. Any other insurance maintained by the City of Lodi or

its officers and employees shall be excess only and not contributing with the

insurance afforded by this endorsement.

(c) Severabilitv of lnterest Clause

The term "insured" is used severally and not collectively, but the inclusion herein of

more than one insured shall not operate to increase the limit of the company's

liability.

(d) Notice of Cancellation or Chanqe in Coveraqe Endorsement

This policy may not be canceled by the company without 30 days' prior written

notice of such cancellation to the City Attorney, City of Lodi, P.O. Box 3006, Lodi,

cA 95241.

(e) CONSULTANT agrees and stipulates that any insurance coverage provided to

CITY shall provide for a claims period following termination of coverage which is at

least consistent with the claims period or statutes of limitations found in the

California Torl Claims Act (California Government Code Section 810 et seq.).

"Claims made" coverage requiring the insureds to give notice of any potential

liability during a time period shorter than that found in the Tort Claims Act shall be

unacceptable.

Section 4.6 Worker's Gompensation lnsurance

CONSULTANT shall take out and maintain during the life of this Agreement,

Worker's Compensation lnsurance for all of CONSULTANT'S employees employed at

the site of the project and, if any work is sublet, CONSULTANT shall require the

subcontractor similarly to provide Worker's Compensation lnsurance for all of the latter's

employees unless such employees are covered by the protection afforded by the
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CONSULTANT. ln case any class of employees engaged in hazardous work under this

Agreement at the site of the project is not protected under the Worker's Compensation

Statute, CONSULTANT shall provide and shall cause each subcontractor to provide

insurance for the protection of said employees. This policy may not be canceled nor the

coverage reduced by the company without 30 days' prior written notice of such

cancellation or reduction in coverage to the City Attorney, City of Lodi, P.O. Box 3006,

Lodi, CA, 95241.

Section 4.7 Attornev'q Fees

ln the event any dispute between the parties arises under or regarding this

Agreement, the prevailing party in any litigation of the dispute shall be entitled to

reasonable attorney's fees from the party who does not prevail as determined by the

court.

Section 4.8 Successors and Assiqns

CITY and CONSULTANT each bind themselves, their partners, successors,

assigns, and legal representatives to this Agreement without the written consent of the

others. CONSULTANT shall not assign or transfer any interest in this Agreement

without the prior written consent of CITY. Consent to any such transfer shall be at the

sole discretion of CITY.

Section 4.9 Notices

Any notice required to be given by the terms of this Agreement shall be deemed

to have been given when the same is personally served or sent by certified mail or

express or overnight delivery, postage prepaid, addressed to the respective parties as

follows:

To CITY: City of Lodi
F. Wally Sandelin, Public Works Director
221 West Pine Street
P.O. Box 3006
Lodi, CA 95241-1910

To CONSULTANT:

Section 4.10 Gooperation of GITY

CITY shall cooperate fully in a timely manner in providing relevant information

that it has at its disposal.
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Section 4.11 GONSULTANT is Not an Emplovee of CITY

It is understood that CONSULTANT is not acting hereunder in any manner as an

employee of CITY, but solely under this Agreement as an independent contractor.

Section 4.12 Termination

ClTy may terminate this Agreement by giving CONSULTANT at least ten (10)

days written notice. Where phases are anticipated within the Scope of Services, at

which an intermediate decision is required concerning whether to proceed further, CITY

may terminate at the conclusion of any such phase. Upon termination, CONSULTANT

shall be enti¡ed to payment as set forth in the attached Exhibit A to the extent that the

work has been performed. Upon termination, CONSULTANT shall immediately suspend

all work on the Project and deliver any documents or work in progress to CITY'

However, CITY shall assume no liability for costs, expenses or lost profits resulting from

services not completed or for contracts entered into by CONSULTANT with third parties

in reliance upon this Agreement.

Section 4.13 Severabilitv

The invalidity in whole or in part of any provision of this Agreement shall not void

or affect the validity of any other provision of this Agreement.

Section 4.14 Captions

The captions of the sections and subsections of this Agreement are for

convenience only and shall not be deemed to be relevant in resolving any question or

interpretation or intent.

Section 4.15 lntesration and Modification

This Agreement represents the entire integrated Agreement between

CONSULTANT and CITY; supersedes all prior negotiations, representations, or

Agreements, whether written or oral, between the parties; and may be amended only be

written instrument signed by CONSULTANT and CITY.

Section 4.16 Applicable Law and Venue

This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California. Venue

for any court proceeding brought under this Agreement will be with the San Joaquin

County Superior Court.
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Section 4.17 Contract Terms Prevail

All exhibits and this Agreement are intended to be construed as a single

document. Should any inconsistency occur between the specific terms of this

Agreement and the attached exhibits, the terms of this Agreement shall prevail.

Section 4.18 Authoritv

The undersigned hereby represent and warrant that they are authorized by the

parties to execute this Agreement.

Section 4.19 Ownership of Documents

All documents, photographs, reports, analyses, audits, computer tapes or cards,

or other material documents or data, and working papers, whether or not in final form,

which have been obtained or prepared for this project, shall be deemed the property of

ClTy. Upon CITY's request, CONSULTANT shall allow CITY to inspect all such

documents during regular business hours. Upon termination or completion, all

information collected, work product and documents shall be delivered by CONSULTANT

to CITY within ten (10) daYs.

ClTy agrees to indemnify, defend and hold CONSULTANT harmless from any

liability resulting from CITY's use of such documents for any purpose other than thg

purpose for which they were prepared.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, CITY ANd CONSULTANT hAVE EXECUICd this

Agreement as of the date first above written'

CITY OF LODI, a municipal corporation

ATTEST:

ByBy
RANDI JOHL
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BLAIR KING
CITY MANAGER

By:

Its:

By

Dated:

D. STEPHEN SCHWABAUER
CITY ATTORNEYffi)
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NOA is SBE & CDOT CeÉifled
March 31, 2010

E-Mail:
ProPosal No.: 2815

Mr. Gary Wiman, Project Manager
City of Lodi Public Works Department
221 West Pine Street
Lodi CA 95240

Subject: Proposal for Quality Assurance Services - REVISED
Lodi Avenue Reconstruction - ARRA Funded - Lodi, California

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this all inclusive proposal to provide QA services for the subject project.

Serv¡ce, providéd oñ á time and materials basis, which means yott are invoiced in 2,4,6 and 8 hour minimums.

If you have any questions, contact our office at (2ffi)367-3701 or e-mail rv rô or

Seruice

200 hours
30 hours

2 each
1 each

56 hours
28 hours
14 hours

B hours
6 hours
B hours

14 each
2 each

26 each
1 each
2 each

26 each
14 each
14 each

1 each
1 each
1 each
1 each
1 each

Rate EgÊ-
Fiqld/Lqþ Serviçes ProVidedþv NOA
Project tnspector
Field Density Tesüng
4" Proctor
6" Proctor
AC Tester - Day Rate - Regular Time
AC Plant Inspector (Sample at Plant)
AC Coring - Day Rate,
gIM 125 Sample Hwy Material
CTM 231 Rel Comp w/NucGauge
CTM 539 Sampling Fresh Conrete - Slump & o/o Air
Core Bit Chargæ
Cll,tl202 Sieve Fine Coarse Agg.

CTM 206 Specific Gravity
CfM 214 Soundness
CTM 216 RelComp Untreat
C-ll'Il 217 Sand Equivalent
CTM 308 Bulk Specífic Gravity Bit Mix
CfM 382 Æphalt Content lgn Oven
CTM 518 Density Fresh Concrete
CTM 521 Comp Strength Cylinders (3/set)
Los Angeles Rattler
Grab & Sample Cement
R-Value

g 8,1,00/hour

$ 84,00/hour
$190,O0/each
$200.0O/each
$ 84.00/hour
$ 78.00/hour
$145.00/hour
$ 78.00/hour
$ 84,00/hour
$ 78,00/hour
$ 34.00/each
$ 80.00/each
$140,00.each
$350.00/each
$200.00/each
$140.00/each
$ 50.00/each
$160,O0/each
$ 40.00ieach
$ 78.00/each
$550.0Oieach
$ 45.00ieach
(?60 00/each

$ 16,800.00

$ 2,520.00

$ 380.oo

$ 200,00

ç 4,70400
$ 2,184.00

$ 2,030.00

$ 624.00
s04,00
62+,00
476,00
160.00

$ 3,640.00

$
$

350.00

$ 3,640,00

$ 700,00

ç 2,240.00

$ 40.00
78.00

ss0,00
45.00

260.00

$
$
$
$

$
$

$
*

400.00

PRICES VALID 1 YEAR FROM THE DATE OF PROPOSAL Estimated QC Total $ 43,149.00

Marketing Director

L g}zhrdustrialWay . Lodi,CA 95240 . 209.367,3701 . FAX209-333-8303 ' wwu'.noanderson.com

Exhibit A



March 31, 2010

E-Mail:
Proposal No.: 2821

Mr. Gary Wiman, Project Manager
CiW of Lodi Public Works DePaftment
221 West Pine Street
Lod¡ CA 95240

Subject: Proposal for Testing & Observation Services - REVISED
DeBenedetti Park - Phase I Improvements - Lodi, Califomia

Dear Mr. Wiman:

Thank you for the oppoÊunity to submit this all-inclusive proposal to provide construction observation

and testing seruices for the subject project.

Seruices provided on a time and materials basis, which means you are invoiced in 2, 4,6 and 8 hour

minimums porul to portal. A shift differential of $3.00/hour is charged for servicæ provided after 7:00

p.m. Overtime is billed at 1,5 times the hourly rate for work after the first 8 hours of the workday and

Saturday. Double time is charged for work after 8 hours of Saturday, Sunday and holidays.

If you have questions, please call me at (209)367-3701or e-mail larry,mathews@noanderson.com'

Sincerely,

Larry Mathews
Marketing Director

.[r. I

g02lndustialWay. Lodi,CA95240 .2æ.367.3701 . F¡ù(209-333-8303 . www.noanderson.com

Seruice Hours/Units Rate Fee

Soils
Field Density Testing - Site/Pad/Ut¡lity Trench
4" Proctor
6" Proctor

20 hours
1 each
1 each

$ 84.00/hour
$190.O0/each
$200.0O/each

$
$
$

1,680.00
190.00
200.00

Estimated Soils Total $ 2.070.00

Concrete
Concrete Observation - SidewalVü PC Piæ/OutfallÂ¡t/eir

Rebar Obse¡vation
Com pression Test Cyli nder
Samole Pick Up

68 hours
20 hours
40 each
10 trios

ô 7Q flñ/Þrnr ¡r.P /Lr,VV/rrVUr

$ 78,00/hour
$ 26.00/each
$ 25.00/trio

$
$
$
$

tr ?ñá nn

1,560.00
1,040.00

2s0.00
Estimated Concrete Total $ 8.154.00

Estimated Grand Total $ L0,224.00



RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING  
THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
AGREEMENT WITH NEIL O. ANDERSON AND ASSOCIATES FOR 

TESTING AND INSPECTION SERVICES FOR LODI AVENUE 
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT AND DEBENEDETTI PARK  

STORM DRAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 
 
======================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, City Council awarded the construction contracts and appropriated funds for 
the DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain Project on October 7, 2009, and the Lodi Avenue 
Reconstruction Project on October 21, 2009, but the firm performing the testing and inspection 
services was not named.  Council approval is required so the City may contract with the service 
provider; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Neil O. Anderson and Associates staff will provide technical support and 
special inspection services required by code.  They will also provide support staff to supplement 
City inspection services on these projects; and 
 
 WHEREAS, staff recommends City Council authorize the City Manager to execute a 
professional services agreement with Neil O. Anderson and Associates. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby 
authorize the City Manager to execute a Professional Services Agreement for Testing and 
Inspection Services with Neil O. Anderson and Associates, of Lodi, California, for the Lodi 
Avenue Reconstruction Project in the amount of $43,149 and the DeBenedetti Park Storm Drain 
Improvement Project in the amount of $10,244. 
 
Dated: May 5, 2010 
======================================================================== 

 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
 AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
    
 
 
   RANDI JOHL 
   City Clerk 

 
 
 
 
 

2010-____ 



 AGENDA ITEM D-07  
 

 

CITY OF LODI 
 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Revising Fee Payment Agreement for 1341 East Kettleman Lane 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Public Works Director  
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution revising the Fee Payment Agreement for 

1341 East Kettleman Lane. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The City Council, at the April 7, 2010 meeting, directed staff to 

prepare an amended fee payment agreement that lowered the 
interest rate, provided a delayed first payment, included an 
adjustable rate of interest, and capped the interest rate.  Staff’s  

recommendation is the Fee Payment Agreement will be revised each January 1 to reflect the LAIF rate 
plus one percent in effect on that date.  The initial interest rate would be 1.6 percent until the first 
payment.  Two first payment dates were discussed: July 1, 2011 and January 1, 2012.  Staff is 
recommending January 1, 2012 be the date for the first payment.  In addition, staff is recommending that 
the interest rate be capped at four percent (a maximum LAIF rate of three percent). 
 
KFP Galt, LLC operates a business that generates substantial new property tax and occupancy tax 
revenue for the City.  KFP Galt, LLC has substantiated a significant financial need in its request for 
consideration from the City.  City staff has reviewed this request and, after consideration of the above 
factors, recommends the balance of the Development Impact Mitigation Fees and Wastewater Capacity 
Impact fees be paid per the attached amortization schedule. 
 
Staff recommends adoption of a resolution that amends the Fee Payment Agreement to include a start 
date of January 1, 2012, an initial interest rate of 1.6 percent, and semi-annual payments for a 10-year 
period.   
 
FISCAL IMPACT: Not Applicable.   
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not Applicable.   
 
 
    _______________________________ 
    F. Wally Sandelin 
    Public Works Director 
 
Prepared by Wesley K. Fujitani, Senior Civil Engineer 
FWS/WKF/pmf 
Attachment 
cc:  KFP Galt, LLC 

 
APPROVED: ___________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
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WHEN RECORDED, RETURN TO:
City Clerk
City of Lodi
221 WestPine Street
Lodi, CA 95240

REVISED FEE PAYMENT AGREEMENT
l34l E. Kettleman Lane

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the CITY OF LODI, hereinafter referred to

as "City" and KFP GALT LLC, hereinafter referred to as "Owner".

RECITALS:

Owner is the owner of that certain real property situated in the City of Lodi, County of San Joaquin, and

described as follows:

Parcel2, as shown on that certain parcel map filed for record March 14,

2008 in Book 24 of Parcel Maps, Page 176, San Joaquin County Records,

Owner is desirous of complying with existing City ordinances and policies regarding payment of the

Wastewater Capacity Impact Fee and Development Impact Mitigation Fees as set forth in Titlel3, Chapter

13.12 andTitle 15, Chapter 15.64, respectively, of the Lodi Municipal Code. Owner had previously

entered into a Fee Payment Agreement with the City on March 19,2008 to cover these costs' However,

Owner has requested that this Agreement be revised to reflect the current Local Agency Investment Fund

(LAIF) interest rate.

Council of the City will approve the payment of the remaining fees in twenty (20) semi-annual installments

on condition that the owner first enter into and execute this agreement with the City'

NOW THEREFORE, in order to insure satisfactory performance by Owner of Owner's obligations under

said City Code, the parties agree as follows:

1. Owner has provided the City with three payments of TWENTY EIGHT THOUSAND FOUR AND
571100 DOLLARS ($28,004.57). The remaining balance due for the Development Impact Mitigation

Fees and Wastewater CapaciTy Fees is now THREE HUNDRED SEVENTY ONE THOUSAND SIX

HUNDRED EIGHTY TWO AND 921 t00 DOLLARS (537 r,682.92).

2. Owner agrees to pay the balance of the Development Impact Mitigation Fees and Wastewater Capacity

Impact Fèe in fwenty (20) semi-annual pa¡nnents at an interest rate of 1,600 percent as shown on the

atàchedDevelopment Impact Mitigation Fee Payment Amortization Schedule Sheet (Exhibit A).

3. The first payment shall be due no later than January 1,2012. All subsequent payments are due no later

than January I and July I ofeach year,

4. Interest will be reset on January I ofeach year and charged at the LAIF interest rate plus one percent;

the interest rate shall not exceed 4 percent.

5. Each payment shall be credited lnst on interest due and the remainder on principal.
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6. Upon sale, transfer or any other conveyance ofthe property, all fees payable under this agreement shall
become immediately due and payable. This agreement shall have no right of assignment.

7. If Owner fails to meet any specified payment as set forth in Item #2 through Item#4 above within
fifteen (15) days following the due date, the City Manager or the City Council may serve written notice
upon Owner for breach of this agreement and the default of Owner.

8. In the event of any such notice of breach, Owner shall have the duty to pay, in full, the balance of the
required fees. If the Owner, within five days after the serving of notice, does not give the Cþ written
notice of its intention to pay in full the balance of the unpaid development impact mitigation fees and
wastewater capacþ impact fee, and does not make such payment within five days after its notice to
Cþ, this agreement shall be considered void. City shall institute legal proceedings to recover the
balance ofthe unpaid fees and for any excess cost or damage occasioned City thereby,

9. A copy of the Agreement shall be recorded in the office of the San Joaquin County Records, P. O. Box
1968, Stockton, Califomia 95201-1968.

10. All notices herein required shall be in writing, and delivered in person or sent by registered mail,
postage prepaid.

Notices required to be given to City shall be addressed as follows:

F. Wally Sandelin
Public Vy'orks Director
City of Lodi
P. O. Box 3006
Lodi, CA 95240-1910

Notices required to be given to Owner shall be addressed as follows:

KFP Galt, LLC
2552 Cottonwood Dr.
Lodi,CA 95242
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands the da¡ month and year appearing

opposile their names.

CITY OF LODI, a Municþal Corporation

Dated: 2008 By:
Blair King, City Manager

Attest:
Randi Johl, Cþ Clerk

KFP GALTLLC

Dated: 2008

Approved as to form:
D. Stephen Schwaba

City Attorney

Dated: 2008
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE 

A REVISED FEE PAYMENT AGREEMENT FOR 
1341 EAST KETTLEMAN LANE 

======================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, a Fee Payment Agreement with KFP GALT, LLC, for Development Impact 
Mitigation Fees and Wastewater Capacity Impact Fees for 1341 East Kettleman Lane were 
approved by the Lodi City Council on March 19, 2008; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the agreement provided that the payment of fees be made in 20 equal semi-
annual installments over a 10-year period with interest being charged at the March 2008 Local 
Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) rate plus one percent (5.801%); and 
 
 WHEREAS, in the two years since the agreement was executed, the LAIF has dropped 
to 0.60%, and KFP GALT, LLC has requested a revised Fee Payment Agreement using the 
current LAIF rate plus one percent; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Fee Payment Agreement will be revised each January 1 to reflect the 
LAIF rate plus one percent in effect on that date.  Staff also recommends that the interest rate 
on the Fee Payment Agreement be capped at 4 percent (a maximum LAIF rate of 3 percent); 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, staff is recommending that the first payment of this revised agreement be 
due on January 1, 2012, with the remaining payments being made in 20 semi-annual 
installments over a 10-year period. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby 
authorize the City Manager to execute a Revised Fee Payment Agreement with KFP Galt, LLC, 
for Development Impact Mitigation Fees and Wastewater Capacity Impact Fees for project 
located at 1341 East Kettleman Lane. 
 
Dated: May 5, 2010 
======================================================================== 

 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
 AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
    
 
   RANDI JOHL 
   City Clerk 

 
 
 

2010-____ 



 AGENDA ITEM D-08 
 

 

CITY OF LODI 
 

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 
 

AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Establishing a Standardized Questionnaire for Bidder 
Qualification as Provided by Public Contracts Code Section 20101 

 

MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 

PREPARED BY: Public Works Director 
 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution establishing a standardized questionnaire for bidder 
qualification as provided by Public Contracts Code Section 20101. 

 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Public Contracts Code Section 20101 gives public entities the right to 
use a Bidder Qualification Questionnaire in order to ensure that 
prospective bidders have the appropriate experience, qualifications 
and financial stability to perform the work for a specific project.  The  

Code requires “the Public Agency to adopt and apply a uniform system of rating bidders on the basis of the 
completed questionnaire and financial statements, in order to determine both the minimum requirements 
permitted for qualification to bid, and the type and size of the contracts upon which each bidder shall be 
deemed qualified to bid.”  The uniform system of rating prospective bidders shall be based on objective 
criteria.  An appeals process is also required to permit bidders to appeal the rating. 
 

The proposed City of Lodi questionnaire (attached) is compiled from and modeled after an example 
questionnaire created by the State of California Department of Industrial Relations.  The qualification 
questionnaire is an information and scoring utility that provides the City with contractor information 
regarding 1) history of the business and organizational performance, 2) compliance with occupational 
safety and health laws and workers’ compensation and other labor legislation, 3) completion of recent 
projects and quality of performance, and 4) experience and resumes of project personnel.  It is intended 
that project specific information will be added on a project-by-project basis.  The qualification process will 
typically be used on very large projects or projects where specialty expertise and experience is required.  
Some projects will require the prime contractor, as well as major subcontractors, to be qualified.   
 

The qualification process has been used with great success on previous City projects, such as 
Hutchins Street Square, White Sough Water Pollution Control Facility, Lodi Station Parking Structure, 
Police Facility and Central Plume PCE/TCE Interim Improvements Measures.  Establishing a Standardized 
Questionnaire will eliminate the need for City Council to approve the pre-qualification questionnaire on a 
project-by-project basis.  The Surface Water Treatment Plant construction project will be the next project 
the questionnaire is used for. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: Qualification of bidders for specific projects will help ensure the citizens of Lodi 
are receiving only experienced and qualified contractors to perform work. 

 

FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not required. 
 
 

    _______________________________ 
    F. Wally Sandelin 
    Public Works Director 
 

Prepared by Gary Wiman, Construction Project Manager 
FWS/GW/pmf 
Attachment 
cc: City Attorney 

 
APPROVED: ___________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
K:\WP\PROJECTS\Project Boiler Plate Specifications\CAdopt Bidder Qualification Questionnaire.doc 4/23/2010 
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Cþ oflodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification Date

DATE

The City of Lodi is seeking Qualification of Bidders for the Construction of the PROJECT. This Qualification is
for Candidates seeking qual¡f¡cat¡on as Pr¡me contractor.

Qualification Packets can be requested by emailing to qwiman@lodi.qov or by faxing the Public
Works Department at (209) 333-6710. A return email address must be included to receive the
documents.

All pertinent information is enclosed in the Qualification Packet and this Request.

The City of Lodi is issuing this Request for Qualifications ("RFQ) in search of Prime Gontractors ("Candidates")
who have the necessary qualifications as set forth in this RFQ to be pre-qualified to bid. Whether a Candidate
has such qualifications will be determined through the evaluation process described in this RFQ. Candidates
chose through this process ("Qualified Candidates") will be notified of their eligibility to bid on the PROJECT.

Candidates responding to this RFQ do so with the understanding that they are not guaranteed the awarding of
contracts and work.

Each Questionnaire must be signed under penalty of perjury by an individualwho has the legal authority to bind
the Contractor on whose behalf that person is signing. lf any information provided by the Contractor becomes
inaccurate, the Contractor must immediately notify the City of Lodi and provide updated accurate information in
writing, under penalty of perjury.

The City of Lodi reserves the right to limit, suspend or rescind the pre-qualification status based on subsequently
learning information and after giving notice of the proposed action to the Contractor and an opportunity for a
hearing consistent with the hearing procedures described for appealing a pre-qualification determination.

Each Candidate shall complete and submit one (1) copy of Parts l, ll, lll and lV; and allother information as
requested in the RFQ. Completed questionnaires may be delivered in person or via courier or U.S. mail
(other means of transmission, including facsimile, will not be accepted). Submittals must be signed and
dated. No telephone or telegraphic submittals will be accepted. Any submittal received after the deadline
will not be considered regardless of postmark or reason for late delivery.

INFORMATION MUST BE IN A SEALED PACKAGE AND CLEARLY MARKED AS FOLLOWS:

"Qualification of Bidders for the Construction of the PROJECT.

Hand Delivery or Courier:

City of Lodi
Public Works Department
Attn: GaryWiman
221West Pine Street
Lodi, CA 95240

U.S. Mail:

City of Lodi
Public Works Department
Attn: GaryWiman
P.O. Box 3006
Lodi, CA 95241-1910

The City of Lodi may refuse to grant pre-qualification status where the requested information and materials are
not provided. There is no appeal from a denial due to an incomplete application; however, the Candidate will be
informed which documents or information are required to complete the application and shall be permitted two (2)

working days to submit a complete application.

AII information must be received no later than 5:00 p.m. on DATE.

Firms submitting the required information by the due date and meeting the minimum scoring
requirements will be invited to bid on the project. The city of Lodiwill evaluate the submittals and strive to
make determinations in a timely manner.

Sincerely,

Gary R. Wiman
Construction Project Manager
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City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification

GENERAL INFORMATION

Failure to complete the following requirements tnay result in the City of Lodi refusing to list the
Contractor as an approved bidder. Failure to completely address the required criteria may result in
disqualification.

Firms submitting a proposal shall designate a person responsible for questions and clarifications for
the Prequalification Statement. Submission of an RFQ constitutes Bidder's consent for the City to
conduct reasonable investigations and reference checks of the Bidder, proposed subcontractors,
suppliers and other persons and organizations.

Any questions regarding pre-qualifications shall be directed to Gary Wiman at (209) 333-6800
ext 2054, Fax (209) 333-6710 or email at qwiman@lodi.qov.

A) Project Description:

1) The City of Lodi PRoJECT consists of:

a)

b)

c)

B) Schedule:

1) lllustrate that the company has sufficient resources available to meet the Project Schedule.

Provide a bar chart showing all ongoing work, and planned work that is to be undertaken
between DATE.

2) The project is anticipated to bid in DATE with a construction schedule of 

-months.G) Project Gonstruction Estimate:

1) The current pro.¡ect construction cost estimate is $000

D) Contractor Qualification Questionnaire and lnstructions

1) Complete the following Sections

BP Contractor Qualification Questionaire.doc 2of30 411412010



Cþ oflodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Preoualification Date

Draft Site Plan
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CoxTRACToR

Qurr,rFrcATroN
QuEsrIoNf{ArRE

These forms are intended for City of Lodi use only. The City will attempt to maintain
confidentiality subject to the requirements of the California Public Records Act.
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Cþ oflodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification Date

CONTACT INFORMATION

Firm Name: Check One: Corporation
Partnership
Sole Prop.

(as it appears on license)

Contact Person:

Address:

Phone: Fax: Email:

If firm is a sole proprietor or partnership:

Owner(s) of Company

Contractor's License Number(s) and expiration dates (list all licenses held):

Tax ID Number:

General Tax Exemption Number:

Dunn and BradstreetNumber (if applicable):

Each prospective contractor must have a CLASS California Contractor's license which is current,

active andin good standing with the California Contractors State License Board (CSLB), on the date

and time the request for qualifications submittal is due and must submitthis request for qualification

with alt portions completed, including required attachments. Each prospective Contractor must answer

all of the following questions and provide all requested information, where applicable. Any
prospective Contractor failing to do so may be deemed unqualified to bid. It is critical that prospective

Òontractors fill out all information required accurately, completely, truthfully and to the best of their

knowledge. Ambiguous or incomplete information may lead to an unfavorable evaluation resulting in
a determination of non-qualification.

I, the undersigned, certiff and declare that I have read all the answers to this prequalification

questionnaire and know their contents. The Matters stated in the questionnaire answers are true of my

own knowledge and belief, except as to those matters stated on information and beliet and as to those

matters stated on information and beliet and as to those matters I believe them to be true. I declare

under penaþ of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia, that the foregoing is correct.

Signature Date

PrintName

T
n
T

BP Contractor Qualification Questionaire.doc 5 of30 411412010



City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification Date

QuEsrroNs
Axu SCORING INSTRUCTIONS

Contractor must complete all answers

QUESTIONS AND TI{E SCORING INSTRUCTIONS

The questions arise in four different areas:

(I) History of the business and organizational performance;

other labor legislation;

(IID Completion of recent projects and quality of performance:

lIV) Exoerience and Resumes.

Note: Not all questions in the questionnaire are scorable; some questions simply ask for

information about the contractor firm's structure, officers and history.

Scores Needed for Qualification

To qualify, a contractor would be required to have a passing grade within Sections I, II
and III referred to below.

Section I, History of the business and organizational performance. a passing score of 65 on

this portion of the questionnaire (of a maximum score of 76 on this portion of the

questionnaire). Total of 16 questions.

Section ¡¡, Compliance with occupational safety and health laws. workers' compensation

and other labor legislation a passing score of 45 on this portion of the questionnaire (of a

maximum score of 55 points on this portion of the questionnaire). Total of 1 1 questions'

Section III, Completion of recent projects, a passing score of 70 on this portion of the

questionnaire (of a maximum score of 90 points on this portion of the questionnaire). Total of 3

projects. Scores are based off information provided from the 3 references for the 3 reference

projects. A score of 1,7 or lower on any one reference will disqualify the candidate.

Section IV, Experience and Resumes, respond to the questions and provide the information

requested. Section [V is not scored. Information provided in Section IV will assist the City of
Lodi in evaluating the candidates experience related specifically to Water Treatment Plant

construction.

The City of Lodi will compile the scores based on the contractor's responses and the returned

reference questionnaires. The City of Lodi will atso consider the thoroughness of the submitted

RFQ documentso attention to instruction and completeness of package. Candidates may be found

not qualified if the ¡¡iQ submission package does not include all required items.

(II)
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City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalifi cation

3.

4.

PART I. ESSENTIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR QUALIFICATION

Contractor wiil be immediately disqualified if the ânswer to any of questions 1 through 5

is ttno.tt

Contractor MAY be disqualified if the answer to any of question s 6, 7 , 8 or 9 is "yes." If
the answer to question I is "yes," and if debarment would be the sole reason for denial of
pre-qualifïcation, any pre-qualification issued will exclude the debarment period.

If a Joint Venture, each contractor must answer the Part L and Part 2 Questions.

Contractor possesses a valid and current California Contractor's license for the project or

projects for which it intends to submit a bid.

! Yes INo
Contractor has a liability insurance policy issued by a Company licensed to do business in the

state of Califomia with a policy limit of at least $000 per occrrrrence and $000 aggregate.

Ives ENo

Contractor has current workers' compensation insurance policy as required by the Labor Code

or is legally self-insured pursuant to Labor Code section3700 et' seq.

I Yes I No I Contractor is exempt from this requirement, because it has no employees

Have you attached your latest copy of a reviewed or audited financial statement with
accompanying notes and supplemental information?

Eves nNo

NOTE: A financial statement that is not either reviewed or audited is not acceptable. A
letter veriffing availability of a line of credit may also be attached; however' it will be

considered as supplemental information only, and is not a substitute for the required
financial statement.

Have you attached a notarized statement from an admitted surety insurer (approved by the

Califomia Department of Insurance) and authorized to issue bonds in the State of Califomia,

which states: (a) that your current bonding capacity is suffrcient for the project for which you

seek pre-qualification if you are seeking pre-qualification for a single project; or (if you are

seeking pre-qualification valid for a year) (b) your current available bonding capacity?

Ives ENo
NOTE: Notarized statement must be from the surety company, not an agent or broker.
A sample letter is attached as exhibit "A".

Has your contractor's license been revoked at any time in the last ten years?

Ives nNo

Has a surety firm completed a contract on your behalf, or paid for completion because your

firm was default terminated by the project owner within the last Ten (10) years?

I Yes ENo

1.

2.

6.

7.

5,
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At the time of submitting this pre-qualification form, is your firm ineligible to bid on or be

awarded a public works contract, or perform as a subcontractor on a public works contract,

pursuant to either Labor Code sectionlT7T .l or Labor Code sectiot1777.7?

IYes INo
If the answer is o'Yes," state the beginning and ending dates of the period of debarment:

g. At any time during the last ten years, has your firm or any of its owners or officers been

convicted of a crime involving the awarding of a contract of a govemment construction project,

or the bidding or performance of a govemment contract?

E Yes ENo

PART II. ORGANIZATION, HISTORY, ORGANIZATIONAL PERFORMANCE'
COMPLIANCE WITH CIVI AND CRIMINAL LAWS

Current Organtzation and Structure of the Business

For Firms That Are Corporations:

la. Date incorporated:
lb. Under the laws of what state: 

-

lc. Provide all the following information for each person who is either (a) an officer of the

corporation þresident, vice president, secretary, treasurer), or (b) the owner of at least ten per

Identiff every construction firm that any person listed above has been associated with (as

owner, general partner, limited partner or officer) atany time during the last five years.

NOTE: For this question, ttownert' and otpartnertt refer to ownership of ten per cent or
more of the or 10 per cent or more of its if the business is a

ld.

Years with Co.

Dates of Person's Participation
with FirmPerson's Name
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Cþ oflodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification

1a.

1b.

lc.

For Firms That Are Partnerships:

Date of formation:
Under the laws of what state:

Provide all the fotlowing information for each partner who owns 10 per cent or more of the

firm.

Name Position Years with Co. o/o Ownership Social Securiw #

Identiff every construction company that any partner has been associated with (as owner,

general partner, limited partner or officer) atany time during the last five years.

more of the business, or ten per cent or more of its if the business is a ration.

For Firms That Are Sole Proprietorships:

Date of commencement of business.

Social security number of company owner.

Identifr every construction firm that the business owner has been associated with (as owner,

general partner, limited partner or officer) at any time during the last five years.

NOTE: For this question, t'o\rynertt and ttpartner" refer to ownership of ten per cent or
more of the or ten per cent or more of its if the business is a

1d.

la.
1b.

1c.

NOTE: For this question, ttownertt and ttpartner" refer to ownership of ten per cent or

Dates of Person's Participation

Dates of Person's Participation
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City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification Date

to bid on one or more Droiects:
o/o Ownership of Joint VentureName of firm

la.
1b.

For Firms That Intend to Make a Bid as Part of a Joint Venture:

Date of commencement ofjoint venture.
Provide all of the following information for each firm that is a member of the joint venture that

History of the Business and Organizational Performance

Has there been any change in ownership of the firm at any time during the last three years?

NOTE: A corporation whose shares are publicly traded is not required to answer this
question.

!Yes INo
If "yes," explain on a separate signed page.

Is the firm a subsidiary, parent, holding company or affiliate of another construction firm?
NOTE: Include information about other firms if one firm owns 50 per cent or more of
another, or if an owner, partner, or officer of your firm holds a similar position in
another firm.

2.

J.

4.

f, Yes
If "yes,"

T No
explain on a separate signed page.

Are any corporate officers, partners or owners connected to any other construction firms?

NOTE: Include information about other firms if an owner, partner, or officer of your
firm holds a similar position in another firm.
Ives nNo
If "yes," explain on a separate signed page.

State your firm's gross revenues for each of the last three years:

If any of your firm's license(s) are held in the name of a corporation or parürership, list below
the names of the qualifring individual(s) listed on the CSLB records who meet(s) the

experience and examination requirements for each license.

Has your firm changed names or license number in the past five years?

!Yes INo
If "yes," explain on a separate signed page, including the reason for the change.

Has any owner, partner or (for corporations): officer of your firm operated a construction

firm under any other name in the last five years?

!Yes nNo
If ooyes," explain on a separate signed page, including the reason for the change.

5.

7.

8.

9.
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10. Bonding capacity: Provide documentation from your surety identifring the following:

City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor Prequalification

Name of bonding company/surety:

Name of surety agent, address and telephone number:

11. List all other sureties (name and full address) that have written bonds for your firm during the

last five ye¿rs, including the dates during which each wrote the bonds:

End of Section
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Cþ oflodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor

Example: CERTIFICATION of SURVEY Exhibit A

(To be submitted on agency letterhead)

Date:

To:

Name of Contractor:

City/State:

City of Lodi
Public Works Department
Attn: Gary Wiman
P.O. Box 3006
Lodi, CA 95241-1910

(Name of Bonding AgencY)
and payment bonds fór tñe above-named contractor subject to the following conditions:

1. Contract price of any one contract does not exceed $-'

2. Total amount of uncbmpleted work on hand, both bonded and unbonded, does not exceed

is authorized to execute bid, performance,

3. This work authority exPires unless previously rescinded in writing. Written

notice of rescission w¡it Oe prwided to the above addressee within seven days of such

rescission.

Signed by:
(Authorized Bonding Agency Representative)
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City of Lodi
PROJECT
Prime Contractor ification

2.

J.

1.

Section I
Ouestions about Historv of the Business and Orsanizational Performance

(16 Questions)

How many years has your organization been in business in Califomia as a contractor under your present

license number? Years.

Less then 3 years = 0 points
3 years to 5 years:3 points
5 years to 10 years:4 points.
10 years or more = 5 points

Is your firm cunentþ the debtor in a bankruptcy case?

n ves! No
66Nott=3 points" r'Yestt= 0 points

Was your firm in bankruptcy any time during the last ten years? (This question refers only to a

bankruptcy action that was not described in answer to question 7, above).

! Yesn No
66Nott:3points.t 6(Yestt:0points

If "yes," please attacha copy of the bankruptcy petition, showing the case number and the date on

which thé petition was frled, and a copy of the Bankruptcy Court's discharge order, or of any other

document that ended the case, if no discharge order was issued.

Has any CSLB license held by your firm or its Responsible Managing Employee (RME) or

Responsible Managing Offrcer (RMO) been suspended within the last ten years?

! vesfl No
No:5 points Yes:0 points

If "yes," please explain on a separate signed sheet.

At any time in the last ten years, has your firm been assessed and paid liquidated damages after

completion of a project, under a construction contract with either a public or private owner?

n ves! No
No projects with liquidated damages:5 points.
Yesanswer=0points
If yes, explain on a separate signed page, identifying all such projects by owner, owner's address, the

daie of completion of the project, amount of liquidated damages assessed and all other information

necessary to fully explain the assessment of liquidated damages.

6. ln the last ten years has your firm, or any firm with which any of your company's owners, offtcers or

partners was associated, been debarred, disqualified, removed or otherwise prevented from bidding on,

or completing, anY govemment agency or public works project for any reason?

NOTE: ,,Associated with" refers to another construction firm in which an owner' partner or
ofTicer of your fïrm hetd a similar position, and which is listed in response to question lc or ld on

this form.
fl vesfl No
No = 5 points Yes:0 points
If '!es,; explain on a sepaiate signed page. State whether the firm involved was the firm applying for

pre-qualificãtion here or another firm. Identiff by name of the company, the name of the person within
youift - who was associated with that company, the year of the event, the owner of the project, the

project and the basis for the action.

4.

5.
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Cþ oflodi
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7. In the last ten years, has your firm been denied an award of a public works contract based on a finding
by a public agency that your company was not a responsible bidder?

n vesE No
No=5 points Yes=0 points

If 'J,es," explain on a separate signed page. Identiff the year of the event, the owner, the project and the

basis for the finding by the public agency.

NOTE: The following two questions refer only to disputes between your firm and the owner of a project.
You need not include information about disputes between your firm and a supplier, another contractor,
or subcontractor. You need not include information about "pass-through" disputes in which the actual
dispute is between a sub-contractor and a project owner. Also, you may omit reference to all disputes

about amounts of less than $25,000.

8. In the past ten years, has any claim asainst your firm conceming your firm's work on a construction
project, been filed in court or arbitration?
! vesn No If '!es" How Many?
5 points for ttNott.

3 points for ooYes" indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if 2 or more instances.
If "yes," on separate signed sheets of paper identiff the claim(s) by providing the project name, date

of the claim, name of the claimant, a brief description of the nature of the claim, the court in which
the case was filed and a brief description of the status of the claim (pending or, if resolved, a brief
description of the resolution).

9. In the past ten years, has your firm made any claim against a project owner concerning work on a
proiect or payment for a contract, and filed that claim in court or arbitration?
n Yes fl No If ']es" How Many? _
5 points for "Nott.
3 points for *Yes'indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if 2 or more instances
If "yes," on separate signed sheets of paper identiff the claim by providing the project name, date of
the claim, name of the entity (or entities) against whom the claim was filed, a brief description of the

nature of the claim, the court in which the case was filed and a brief description of the status of the

claim (pending, or if resolved, a brief description of the resolution).

10. At any time during the past ten years, has any surety company made any payments on your firm's
behalf as a result of a default, to satisfo any claims made against a performance or payment bond
issued on your firm's behalf in connection with a construction project, either public or private?

! vesn No If o'yes" How Many?
5 points for *No".

3 points for *Yes' indicating no more than 1 such claim
0 points for "Yes" if 2 more instances
Subtract five points for "Yes" if more than 2 such claims
If "yes," explain on a separate signed page the amount of each such claim, the name and telephone

number of the claimant, the date of the claim, the grounds for the claim, the present status of the

claim, the date of resolution of such claim if resolved, the method by which such was resolved if
resolved, the nature of the resolution and the amount, if any, at which the claim was resolved.
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I 1. In the last ten years, has any insurance carrier, for any form of insurance, refused to renew the

insurance policy for your firm?
n YesE No lf'!es"HowMany?
5 points for toNott.

3 points for'oYes" indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if more than 1 such instances.
If;lres," explain on a separate signed page. Name the insurance carrier, the form of insurance and the

year of the refusal.

12. Has your frm or any of its owners, officers, or partners ever been found liable in a civil suit, or

found guilty in a criminal action, for making any false claim or material misrepresentation to any

public agency or entity?

n vesn No
No = 5 points Yes: subtract 5 points
If "yes,; explain on a separate signed page, including identiffing who was involved, the name of the

public agency, the date of the investigation and the grounds for the f,rnding.

13 . Has your firm or any of its owners, officers or partners ever been convicted of a crime involving any

federal, state, or local law related to construction?

E Yes! No
No:5 points Yes = subtract 5 points
If "yes," explain on a separate signed page, including identifling who was involved, the name of the

public agency, the date ofthe conviction and the grounds for the conviction.

14. Has your firm or any of its owners, officers or partners ever been convicted of a federal or state

crime of fraud, theft, or any other act of dishonesty?

n ves! No
No = 5 points Yes: subtract 5 points
If"yes,; identiff on a separate signed page the person or persons convicted, the court (the county ifa
state court, the district or location of the federal court), the year and the criminal conduct.

15. If your firm was required to pay a premium of more than one per cent for a performance and

payment bond on any project(s) on which your firm worked at any time during the last three years,

state the percentage that your firm was required to pay. You may provide an explanation for a
percentage rate higher than one per cent, if you wish to do so'

#morethano.S%o
3 points if the rate was no higher than 1.07o

0 points for any other answer.

16. During the last ten years, has your firm ever been denied bond credit by a surety company, or has there

ever been a period of time when your frrm had no surety bond in place during a public construction

project when one was required?

f] YesE tto
No = 5 points Yes:0 points
If yes, provide details on a separate signed sheet indicating the date when your firm was denied

coverage and the name of the company or companies which denied coverage; and the period during

which you had no surety bond in place.

End of Section I

Date
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Section II
Ouestions about compliance with safetv. workem compensation. nrevailins wase and apprenticeshiD laws.

(11 questions)

1. Has CAL OSHA cited and assessed penalties against your firm for any "serious," "willful" or "repeat"

violations of its safety or health regulations in the past ten years?

Note: If you have filed an appeal of a citation and the Occupational Safety and Health Appeals

Board has not yet ruled on your appeal, you need not include information about it.

fl ves ! No If '!es" HowMany?

5 points for "No" such instance.
3 points for "Yes'o indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if more than I such instances.
If "yes," attached a separate signed page describing the citations, including information about the

dates of the citations, the nature of the violation, the project on which the citation(s) was or were

issued, the amount of penalty paid, if any. If the citation was appealed to the Occupational Safety

and Health Appeals Board and a decision has been issued, state the case number and the date of the

decision.

Has the federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration cited and assessed penalties against

your firm in the past ten years?

Note: Ifyou have filed an appeal ofa citation and the appropriate appeals Board has not yet

ruled on your appeal, you need not include information about it.

n vesn No If '!es" How Many?

If yes, altacha separate signed page describing each citation.
5 points for *No'such instance.
3 points for "Yes" indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if more than I such instance.
If"yes," attach a separate signed page describing each citation.

Has the EPA or any Air Quality Management District or any Regional Water Quality Control Board

cited and assessed penalties against either your firm or the owner of a project on which your firm
was the contractor, in the past ten years?

NOTE: If you have filed an appeal of a citation and the Appeals Board has not yet ruled on

your appeal, or if there is a court appeal pending, you need not include information about the

citation.

n vesE No If "yes" HowMany?

5 points for *No'such instance.
3 points for "Yes" indicating I such instance.
0 points for "Yes" if more than 1 such instance.
If"yes," attach a separate signed page describing each citation.

4. How often do you require documented safety meetings to be held for construction employees and field

supervisors during the course of a project?

5 Points for answer of twice each week or more often.
3 points for an answer of once each week
0 points for any other answer

Date

2.

aJ.
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5. List your firm's Experience Modification Rate (EMR) (California workers' compensation insurance) for

each of the past three premium years:

NOTE: An Experience Modification Rate is issued to your firm annuatly by your workers'
compensation insurance carrier.
Current year:
Previous year:
Year prior to previous year:

If your EMR for any of these three years is or was 1.00 or higher, you may, if you wish, attach a

letter of explanation.

NOTE: An Experience Modification Rate is issued to your firm annuatly by your workers'
compensation insurance carrier.
5 points for three-year average EMR of .85 or less

3 points for three-year ayerage of EMR of more than .85 but no more than 1.00

0 points for any other EMR

Within the last ten years, has there ever been a period when your f,rrm had employees but was without

workers' compensation insurance or state-approved self-insurance?

!Yes []No
5 points for "Nott.
0 points for or (6Yes"

If '!es," please explain the reason for the absence of workers' compensation insurance on a separate

signed page. If "No," please provide a statement by your current workers' compensation insurance

canier that verifies periods of workers' compensation insurance coverage for the last five years. (If your

firm has been in the construction business for less than five years, provide a statement by your workers'

compensation insurance canier verifying continuous workers' compensation insurance coverage for the

period that your firm has been in the construction business.)

Has there been more than one occasion during the last five years on which your firm was required to pay

either back wages or penalties for your own frrm's failure to comply with the state's prevailing wage

laws?

n vesn No If '!es" HowMany?

NOTE: This question refers only to your own firm's violation of prevailing wage laws, not to

violations of the prevailing wage laws by a subcontractor.
5 points for "No" such instance.
3 points for "Yes" indicating I such instance.
0 points for o'Yes" and more than 1 such instance.
If "yes," attach a separate signed page or pages, describing the nature of each violation, identiffing the

name of the projeci, the date of its completion, the public agency for which it was constructed; the

number of employees who were initially underpaid and the amount of back wages and penalties that you

were required to pay.

7.
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9.

During the last five years, has there been more than one occasion on which your own firm has been

penaliãed or required to pay back wages for failure to comply with the federal Davis-Bacon prevailing

wage requirements?

I vesn No If "yes" HowMany?

5 points for "No" such instance.
3 points for "Yes" indicating 1 such instance.
0 points for "Yes" and more than 1 such instance.

If .,yes," attach a separate signed page or pages describing the nature of the violation, identiSing the

name of the project, the daté of its õompletion, the public agency for which it was constructed; the

number of employees who were initially underpaid, the amount of back wages you were required to

pay along with the amount of any penalty paid.

provide the name, address and telephone number of the apprenticeship program sponsor(s)

(approved by the California Division of Apprenticeship Standards) that will provide apprentices to

y*r .o.puny for use on any public work project for which you are awarded a contract by the Cþ
of Lodi.

gram is listed.

0 points for any other answer.

State the number of individuals who were:

(a) Employed by your f,rrm as apprentices at any time during the past three years

(b) Identiff the craft or crafts in which your ftrm employed apprenticeship training in the past

three years.

(c) State the number of individuals who, during the past three years, completed apprenticeships in

each craft while employed by your firm. 

-

5 points if one or more persons completed apprenticeship while employed by your firm'
0 þoints if no persons completed apprenticeship white employed by your firm.

At any time during the last five years, has your firm been found to have violated any provision of
Califórnia apprenticeship laws oi regulations, or the laws pertaining to use of apprentices on public

works?

n vesE No. If "yes" How Many?

If yes, provide the date(s) of such frndings, and attach copies of the Department's final decision(s).

5 points for either "Nor'o or 'oYes" indicating either I or 2 such instance.

3 points for "Yes" indicating 3 such instances.
0 points for "Yes" and more than 3 such instances.
Ifi,yes," provide the date(s) of such frndings, and attach copies of the Department's frnal decision(s).

End of Section II

10.

11.
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Section III
Ouestion concerning recent construction proiects completed

Project Examples

Using the attached Project Data Sheets, you must submit three (3) of the largest
(Dollar Value) completed or ongoing projects in the last five (5) years that are more
thanTSo/o complete by your firm, and which demonstrate technical complexity in

materials and construction methods for projects similar to the City of Lodi
PROJECT.

Provide the names of the projects, the owners, the project managers, the size of the
projects and when those projects were completed (if completed) as well as all other
information requested on the attached "Project Data Sheet", for each project. The
Citv will forward the reference questionnaire directly to the listed owners for
completion and return to the City of Lodi. The individual furnishing the information
in the reference questionnaire should be the project managers or the heads of the
department in charge of the construction of the projects listed. The City of Lodi
reserves the right to seek additional information from any individual who has
information about the listed projects.

To effectuate the candid completion of the information requested in the reference
questionnaire in section lll, you are required to execute and submit the attached
Release and Waiver of Liability in favor of each individual furnishing information
requested in the questionnaire.

The highest possible score for each reference is 30 points. lf a contractor scores
less than 17 points on a single reference, the contractor is NOT qualified to bid on
this project.
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Candidate Name: Date:

PROJECT DATA SHEET (One of Three References)

Project Name:

Location:

Owner:

Owner Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Architect or Engineer:

Architect or Engineer Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Construction Manager (name, email and current phone number):

Registered Managing Employee (name, email and current phone number):

Description of Project, Scope of Work Performed:

TotalValue of Construction (including change orders):

Original Scheduled Completion Date:

Time Extensions Granted (number of days):

Actual Date of Completion:

Liquidated Damages? Yes 

- 

No 

- 

Claims? Yes 

- 

No
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Candidate Name:

PROJECT DATA SHEET (Two of Three References)

Project Name:

Location:

Owner:

Owner Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Architect or Engineer:

Architect or Engineer Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Construction Manager (name, emailand current phone number):

Registered Managing Employee (name, email and current phone number):

Description of Project, Scope of Work Performed:

TotalValue of Construction (including change orders):

Original Scheduled Completion Date:

Time Extensions Granted (number of days):

Actual Date of ComPletion:

Liquidated Damages? Yes 

- 

No Claims? Yes
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Candidate Name: Date:

PROJECT DATA SHEET (Three of Three References)

Project Name:

Location:

Owner:

Owner Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Architect or Engineer:

Architect or Engineer Contact (name, email and current phone number):

Construction Manager (name, email and current phone number):

Registered Managing Employee (name, emailand current phone number):

Description of Project, Scope of Work Performed:

Total Value of Construction (including change orders):

Original Scheduled Completion Date:

Time Extensions Granted (number of days):

Actual Date of Completion:

Liquidated Damages? Yes 

- 

No 

- 

Claims? Yes 

- 

No
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RELEASE AND WAIVER AGREEMENT

This Release and Waiver of Liability (hereinafter the "Release") is entered into between the

City of Lodi (City) and

"General Contractot'').

a general contractor (hereinafter

REGITALS

1. The City of Lodi has issued a Request for Pre-qualification to establish a pool of general

contractors qualified to bid on the PROJEcT.

Z. General Coniractor has submitted a response to the City's Request for Pre-qualifications and

has submitted three projects and three owners as references for its qualifications'

3. The City seeks candid iomments on the General Contractor's performance on the listed

projects from the owners and the owners' representatives'

RELEASE AND WAIVER

General Contractor hereby fully and forever releases, exonerates, discharges, and covenants

not to sue the City, its commissioñs and boards, officers and employees, and all individuals and

entities furnishing comments on general contractors' performance from and for any and all claims,

causes of action, demands, damáges and any and all other liabilities of any kind or description, in law,

equity, or otherwise arising out of information furnished about General Contractor's performance on

the projects.

I NTENDED BENEFICIARI ES

The City, its commissions and boards, officers and employees and all individuals and entities

furnishing any i-nformation relating to General Contractor's qualifications are intended beneficiaries of

this Release and Waiver and are entitled to enforce its terms.

Dated:

GENERAL CONTRACTOR
Authorized Representative
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THIS PAGE PROVIDED FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY

REFERENCE QUESTTONNAi/RE (for City of Lodi distribution to Contractor References)

The City of Lodi is undertaking a process to pre-qualify general contractors for the PROJECT.

The following general contractor: , has provided the City of

Lodi with the name of your organization and the following proJect:

:-'.'"+î:ffi ,[:,x'''n:x'13.?:"1'i'iiJ"'.:ffJiü:i3l"9'
Liability form as to the information you provide, a copy of which is attached for your reference.

Please complete and return the questionnaire to:
City of Lodi Public Works Department
Attention: Gary Wiman
P.O. Box 3006, Lodi, GA, 95241'1910.

Please give a brief description of the proJect; be sure to include the value of the project and the scope

of work involved.

1. On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, did the Contractor respond in a timely and responsible

manner to stop notices or liens on the pro.¡ect?

2. On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, did the Contractor provide adequate equipment,
personnel and supervision on the job?

3. On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, was the Contractor timely in providing

papenruork, including change order paperwork and scheduling updates?
reports and other

On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, rate how the Contractor performed in the area of turning

in Operations and Maintenance manuals, completing as-built drawings, providing required training

and taking care of warranty items.

On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, how would you rate the quality of work overall?

On a scale of 1-5, with 5 being the best, would you like to have this contractor perform work on a

similar contract for you in the future?

Initials of person fïtling out form Date

4.

5.

b.
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This form must be completed and submitted along with the Candidate Contact lnformation Form,
parts, I, ll and lll of the Request for QualificationJin addition to the company resume and resumes of

"ny 
ti"tf identified in this questionnaire if you wish to be considered a qualified candidate for:

PROJECT

Experience:

1) Do you - as a company or among your principal staff - have experience in constructing at
' 

rcaõt three (3) pROiEci each witñ á minimum construction cost of $000 within the last 10

years?

sEcTloN lv
Experience and Resumes

Candidate Name: Date:

YES NO

On a separate sheet of paper, please describe qualifying pro¡ect experience, including;

a) Project name and location,
b) Names of principal staff responsible for delivery of project,

c) Scope of work Performed,
d) List the treatment processes constructed or modified,

e) The owners name and contact information,

Ð cM firm (if applicable) including name and contact information,

él Original òoniräct amounvfinal contract amount (if different please explain, include

description of sig nificant contract mod if ications),

h) Original contraò[duration/final duration (if different please explain, include description of

sig n ificant events/strateg ies im pacti ng schedu le changes)
i) List names and contactJfor each of the major subcontractors managed on each listed

pro.¡ect. Please describe specific work performed by others and indicate your relationship

with these otherfirms.

2) Do you - as a company or among your principal staff - have a minimum of 10 years of
pRóJEcT construci¡on-experience within the last 10 years in the following?

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

On a separate sheet of paper, please describe qualifying project experience, including;

a) Project name and location,
b) Scope of work Performed,
c) Original contract start date and final completion date,

d) If managed only, list names of involved sub-contractors,

"i lf relying on priñcipal staff experience, please list names and individual years of

experience.

No
No
No
No

BP Contractor Qualification Questionaire.doc 25 of30 411412010



3) Do you - as a company or among your principal staff - have 5 years experience in the

construction or modification of the following facilities?

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

On a separate sheet of paper, please describe qualifying project experience, including;

f) Prolect name and location,
g) Scope of work Performed,
h) Original contract start date and final completion date,

i) lf managed only, list names of involved sub-contractors,
ji lf relying on priñcipal staff experience, please list names and individual years of

experience.

4) Do you - as a company or among your principal staff - have 10 years experience in

managing or building?

Yes
Yes
Yes

On a separate sheet of paper, please describe qualifying project experience, including;

k) Project name and location,
l) Scope of work Performed,
m) Original contract start date and final completion date,

n) lf managed only, list names of involved sub-contractors'
oi lf relying on priñcipal staff experience, please list names and individual years of

experience.

S) Does your company have field engineers and/or superintendents with a minimum of five
years experience in PROJECT work within the last 10 years?

YES NO

On a separate sheet of paper, please list names of field engineers and/or superintendents, individual

years of experience and their pump station project experience. Please include projecl start and end

äates, as well as each field engineer's or superintendent's position and affiliation during each project.

PLEASE PROVIDE GOMPANY RESUME AND RESUMES OF PRINCIPAL STAFF IDENTIFIED

ABOVE TO DEMONSTRATE REQUIRED EXPERIENCE.

End of Section

No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
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APPENDIXA

QUALIFICATION PROTE,ST
PROCEDURES
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PROTEST PROCEDURES

Under certain circumstances, an interested party to a procurement may protest to the City of

Lodi the Qualifications to bid on a specific project or contract.

All solicitation documents shall include Qualification Protest Procedures, either explicitly or by

reference. These procedures are intended to ensure that valid complaints are properly handled and

responded to

The term protest is utilized to describe the controversies that arise during the Qualification
process as an objéction to a decision on Qualification to provide a proposal or bid. The protests are

"hull"ng", 
to actual or proposed actions of the contracting officers on specific procurements. These

objectiJns are brought ùy ðfr..otr, prospective offerors, or other interested parties who contend that

they have been impropeily treated in the procurement process. All protests must be submitted in

writing.

CITY OF LODI PROTEST PROCEDT]RES
GENERAL CONDITIONS

The City of Lodi's review of any protest will be limited to violations of state or local laws or

regulations, vioiations of the City of Lodi;s purchasing procedures, or violations of the Cþ of Lodi's

protest procedures or failure to review a complaint or protest'

protests must be received by the City of Lodi within a reasonable time after the Contractor

receipt of notice of non-qualification but no later than fifteen (15) calendar days after the issuance of

the nãn-qualification by th* City. All other protests must be received by the City of Lodi within five

(5) days of the action on which the protest is based.

The initial protest filed with the City of Lodi shall be in writing and shall:

1. Include the name, address and telephone number of the protester; and the name of a contact

person.
2. Identiff the number, date and description of the solicitation.

3. Contain a statement of the grounds for protest and any supporting documentation. The

grounds for the protest must be supported to the fullest extent feasible. Additional

materials in support of an initial protest will be considered only if filed within the time

limits specified.
4. Indicate the ruling or relief desired from the City of Lodi'

A protest may be considered, even if the initial filing is late, under the following circumstances:

1. Good cause based on compelling reasons beyond the protester's control, whereby the

lateness is due to the faultãf the City of Lodi in the handling of his/her protest submission.

2. The City of Lodi determines the protest raised significant issues to a procurement practice

or procedure.

3. A court of competent jurisdiction requests, expects or otherwise expresses interest in the

City of Lodi's decision.
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No formal brieß or other technical forms of pleading or motion are required, but a protest and

other submissions should be concise, logically arranged, clear and legible.

Any additional information requested or required by the City of Lodi from the protester, or

interested putti.r shall be submitted as expeditiously as possible, but in no case later than five (5) days

after the reìeþ of such request unless specifically excepted by the City of Lodi'

CONFIDENTIALITY

Materials submiued by a protester will not be wittrheld from any interested party outside of the

City of Lodi or from any Govemment agency which may be involved in the protest, except to the

extãnt that the withholding of information is permitted or required by law or regulation. If the protester

considers that the protest ðontains proprietary materials which should be withheld, a statement advising

of this fact may bó affrxed to the front page of the protest document and the alleged proprietary

information must be so identified wherever it appears.

FTJRNISHING OF INFORMATION ON PROTESTS

The City of Lodi shall, upon request, make available to any interested pafty, information

bearing on the substance of the protest, including:

1. Any other documents that pertain to the protest, including correspondence with the bidders;

and
Z. A statement by the City of Lodi explaining its actions and the reasons for them'

A conference on the merits of the protest with members of the City of Lodi Protest Review

panel (defined below) may be held at the iequest of the protester. The request for a conference should

be maàe in a timely manner so as not to interfere with the resolution of the protest and not later than

twenty (20) days after the initial protest was filed.

WITHHOLDING OF'AWARI)

'When 
a protest has been filed before the opening of bids the City of Lodi will not make an

award for five dãys following its decision on the protest. When a protest has been filed after the award

but prior to the execution of á contract, the City of Lodi will not proceed with the execution of the

contìact prior to the resolution of the protest. Exceptions to the above may occur if the City of Lodi

determines that:

1. The items to be procured are urgently required; or

Z. Delivery o, prrfto*ur"e will be unduly delayed by failure to either make the award

promptly or to continue with the procurement; or

3. Failure io make prompt award or to continue with the procurement will otherwise cause

undue hardship to the City of Lodi or other local, state or federal govemments.
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PROTEST REVIEW-LEVEL OII-E

Upon receipt of a protest, the Cþ Manager will appoint an ad hoc City of Lodi Protest Review

panel to rèview all relevant materials associated with the protest. The panel will be comprised of three

(3) representatives of the City of Lodi appointed by the CityManager; Including the City Department

Hâ¿, Construction Project Manager, and one other City staff member knowledgeable in the specific

projecf The Panel shatl determine the validity of the protest and whæ actions will be taken.

The panel will be directed to prepare a report within fifteen (15) calendar days. The Panel will
notify the prãtester and any interested parties of their findings and actions and of the procedures for

requestingreconsideration. The report shall include the following as relevant:

1. Copies of all relevant documents;

2. A Copy of the Invitation for Bid or Request for Proposal, including pertinent provisions of
the specifications.

PROTEST REVIEW-LEVEL TWO

Reconsideration of a decision by the City of Lodi may be requested by the protester or any

interested pW.The request for reconsideration shall contain a detailed statement of the factual and

legal groundr ,rpott which reversal or modification is deemed warranted, speci$ing any errors of law

or fact made.
The request for reconsideration of the City of Lodi Protest Review Panel's decision shall be

filed no later than ten (10) days after the Panel issues its written report, and shall be filed with the City

Attorney.
Ûpott receipt of the request for reconsideration, the Cþ Manger shall schedule an informal

administrative hearing with the aggrieved party and the City of Lodi Protest Review Panel. The

hearing shall be held ãot hter than fiteen (tS; days after the receipt of the request for reconsideration.

The City Attomey shall issue, in writing, the Cþ of Lodi's final determination of the reconsidered

protest *it¡itr nvã (s) days of the administrative hearing. The appellant process ends with the Cþ
Àfiorney's decision; however, the aggrieved party may ask the City Council to review the City

Attorney,s decision. The aggrievedparty has those remedies afforded by the state courts, as well.

The City of Lodi mãy refuseìo decide any protest where the matter involved is the subject of
litigation before a court of competent jurisdiction.

The City of Lodi shall not be responsible for any protests not filed in a timely manner.

End of Section
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
ESTABLISHING A STANDARDIZED QUESTIONNAIRE 

FOR BIDDER QUALIFICATIONS AS PROVIDED BY 
PUBLIC CONTRACTS CODE 20101 

=================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, Public Contracts Code Section 20101 gives public entities the right 
to use a Bidder Qualification Questionnaire in order to ensure that prospective bidders 
have the appropriate experience, qualifications and financial stability to perform the work 
for a specific project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Code requires the Public Agency to adopt and apply a uniform 
system of rating bidders on the basis of the completed questionnaire and financial 
statements, in order to determine both the minimum requirements permitted for 
qualification to bid, and the type and size of the contracts upon which each bidder shall 
be deemed qualified to bid.  The uniform system of rating prospective bidders shall be 
based on objective criteria.  An appeals process is also required to permit bidders to 
appeal the rating; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Lodi questionnaire is comprised from and modeled after 
an example questionnaire created by the State of California Department of Industrial 
Relations; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the qualification process will typically be used on very large projects 
or technically-challenging projects where expertise and experience in certain trades is 
required.  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Lodi City Council does hereby 
establish a standardized questionnaire for bidder qualifications as provided by Public 
Contracts Code Section 20101. 
 
Dated: May 5, 2010 
=================================================================== 

 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the 
City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
 AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
    
 
 
   RANDI JOHL 
   City Clerk 

 
 
 

2010-____ 



  AGENDA ITEM D-09  
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Authorize the Mayor, on Behalf of the City Council, to Send a Letter in Support of 

AB 1594 Regarding Prohibiting Construction of the Peripheral Canal 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010    
 
PREPARED BY: City Manager 
 
  
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the City Council, to send a letter in 

support of AB 1594 regarding prohibiting construction of the 
Peripheral Canal. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Assemblywoman Huber’s office has asked the City of Lodi to send a 

letter supporting AB 1594, which would prohibit construction of a 
peripheral canal unless authorized by the State Legislature via a 
public vote. 

 
In addition, the bill would require several steps prior to construction of a peripheral canal: 
 

 The Legislative Analyst’s Office would have to complete an economic feasibility analysis before 
the Legislature could authorize construction; 

 Construction and operation of a peripheral canal may not diminish or negatively affect water 
supplies, water rights or quality of water for water users within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta 
watershed; 

 A canal may not impose any new burdens on infrastructure within, or financial burdens on 
persons residing in the Delta or Delta watershed. 

 
The City has several reasons to support this legislation, which is largely opposed by water agencies in 
favor of exporting more Delta water to the south. The City has a long-term contract to purchase 
Mokelumne River water and does not want that agreement affected by interests outside this area; the 
Mokelumne River provides recreational and quality-of-life benefits to Lodi that may be affected by a 
peripheral canal, and the Lodi community has made significant investments in wastewater treatment and 
electricity generation on City property near Interstate 5, facilities whose operations may be adversely 
affected by a peripheral canal.  

 
 
    _______________________________ 
    Blair King 
    City Manager 
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  AGENDA ITEM D-10 
 

 

 
APPROVED: _____________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Authorize the Mayor, on Behalf of the City Council, to Send a 

Letter in Support of H.R. 4812, the “Local Jobs for America Act”  
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Manager 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the City Council, to send a letter in 

support of H.R. 4812, the “Local Jobs for America Act.”  
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The League of California Cities is asking cities to contact their 

congressional representatives in support of H.R. 4812 (Miller, D-7), 
the “Local Jobs for America Act.”  

The legislation is the first major federal jobs proposal to provide cities and towns, not just states, fiscal 
assistance to save and create jobs in their local communities. The National League of Cities (“NLC”) and 
city officials helped develop the bill which would put Americans back to work by restoring services in local 
communities, in both public and private sector jobs.  

Through a funding formula based on the Community Development Block Grant program, the bill would 
direct $75 billion to cities, towns and counties to save municipal jobs and prevent layoffs. Of the $75 
billion, $52.5 billion would go directly to communities with at least 50,000 residents, and $22.5 billion 
would go directly to states to distribute to communities with fewer than 50,000 residents.  

H.R. 4812 also includes $23 billion to help states support an estimated 250,000 education jobs; $1.18 
billion to put 5,500 law enforcement officers on the beat; and $500 million to hire and retain fire fighters 
and $500 million for approximately 50,000 additional on-the-job training slots to help private business 
expand employment.  

The League of California Cities has taken a support position and sent a letter reflecting that position to 
the relevant members of the Legislature. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT:  Not applicable at this time as the final bill has yet to pass. 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not applicable.  
 
 
 
      _________________________ 
      Blair King 
      City Manager 
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Council Meeting of  
           May 5, 2010 

 

 
Comments by the public on non-agenda items 
 
 
THE TIME ALLOWED PER NON-AGENDA ITEM FOR COMMENTS MADE BY THE PUBLIC IS 
LIMITED TO FIVE MINUTES. 
 
The City Council cannot deliberate or take any action on a non-agenda item unless there is factual 
evidence presented to the City Council indicating that the subject brought up by the public does fall into 
one of the exceptions under Government Code Section 54954.2 in that (a) there is an emergency 
situation, or (b) the need to take action on the item arose subsequent to the agenda’s being posted. 
 
Unless the City Council is presented with this factual evidence, the City Council will refer the matter for 
review and placement on a future City Council agenda. 
 
 



Council Meeting of  
           May 5, 2010 

 

 
Comments by the City Council Members on non-agenda items 
 



  AGENDA ITEM H-01 
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Conduct a Public Hearing to Approve the Final 2010/11 Action Plan for the 

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and to Consider 
Reallocation of Available Urban County CDBG Funds 

 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: Community Development Department 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Conduct a public hearing to consider and approve the Final 2010/11 

Action Plan for the Community Development Block Grant Program, 
and the reallocation of available Urban County CDBG funding. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The 2010/11 Action Plan is the annual implementing document that 

provides a detailed description of each activity proposed for the 
fiscal year, as well as the City’s CDBG budget and goals for the 
fiscal year.   

 
The City will receive $810,608 in CDBG funds from the federal government for the coming fiscal year.  
This represents a 7.9-percent increase in CDBG funds as compared to the 2009/10 allocation. 
 
As per federal regulations, the Action Plan documents have been available for public review and 
comment the past 30 days.  During that period no comments from the Lodi community were received and 
the documents will be forwarded for approval as submitted.  The City Council should authorize staff to 
make minor changes to the Consolidated Plan documents in response to comments received and 
deemed necessary by the U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development.  
 
CDBG funds can be used for a wide range of community development projects as long as they meet a 
national objective.  The national objectives are 1) to address the needs of low- to moderate-income 
persons, 2) to eliminate slum or blighted conditions, and 3) to resolve an urgent need.  During the 
program year that begins July 1, 2010, the City plans to fund public facilities improvements, 
infrastructure, public services, economic development activities and program administration. 
 
CDBG Funding Recommendations 
Funding recommendations for the following categories: Planning & Administration, City projects, City 
service programs, community-based organization (CBO) projects, and CBO service programs, are listed 
below, with additional detail on the applicants and recommendations in Exhibit A (Summary of Final 
2010/11 Recommendations). 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

JRobison
Highlight



Final CDBG Action Plan for 2010/11 
May 5, 2010 
Page 2 of 3 
 
PLANNING & ADMINISTRATION 

• Program Administration ($162,122) 
 

CITY PROJECTS  ($457,417)  
• Water Meter Installation Program ($212,417) 
• Van Buskirk Playground Replacement ($165,000) 
• Economic Development – RLF Program ($80,000) 

 
CITY SERVICE PROGRAMS ($91,591) 

• Spay/Neuter Program ($15,000) 
• Graffiti Abatement ($76,591) 

 
CBO CAPITAL PROJECTS  ($69,478) 

• 180 Teen Center Expansion ($37,260) 
• HVAC Replacement for Housing Authority – 719 S. Washington ($32,218) 

 
CBO SERVICE PROGRAMS  ($30,000) 

• San Joaquin Fair Housing – Fair Housing Services ($20,000) 
• Second Harvest Food Bank - Food Assistance Programs ($10,000) 

 
 

To supplement the 2010/11 CDBG allocation from HUD, an additional $206,475.13 in Urban County 
CDBG funds is available for reallocation from the following projects or services from previous years: 
 

• 06-12 Economic Dev. – Job Creation $  80,000.00 
• 07-03 Grape Bowl ADA Design   $101,639.75 
• 08-01 Blakely Park North Pool Deck  $    5,997.94 
• 08-03 Elm Street Demo    $       610.28 
• 08-05 Salvation Army Freezer   $    1,948.98 
• 08-06 Salvation Army Hope Harbor   $         40.53 
• 08-10 Program Admin    $    1,413.65 
• 08-20 W. Elm Street Handicapped Parking $  14,824.00  

 
     Total  $206,475.13 
 
 
Funding recommendations for these reallocated Urban County Funds are listed below, with additional 
detail on recommendations in Exhibit B (City Manager’s Recommendations for Urban County 
Reallocations). 
 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES  ($80,000) 

• Economic Development Strategy Study $   80,000.00 
o Consultant services to develop a comprehensive Economic Development Strategy for the 

City of Lodi, to help create jobs, foster more stable and diversified economies, and 
improve living conditions, especially for the LMI population of this community.  With the 
completion of the General Plan Update process, this study will provide a tool to help focus 
our resources more effectively to meet the goals and objectives for economic 
development.  Using comparable cities that have completed this type of activity, staff has 
determined that the requested allocation amount is sufficient to complete the task.  If 
approved, a Request for Proposals will be circulated to procure the required services for a 
negotiated fee.  



Final CDBG Action Plan for 2010/11 
May 5, 2010 
Page 3 of 3 
 
CITY PROJECTS  ($126,475) 

• Handicap Ramp Retrofit   $126, 475.13 
o Replace curb returns with ADA compliant handicap ramps at key locations in the Target 

Area and around public facilities.  If approved, a contractor will be selected through the 
sealed bid process. 

 
 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  CDBG are federal funds.  Capital improvements allow for maintenance  
  costs to be reduced.  Administration costs are paid via a 20 percent set- 
  aside of the grant funds. 
   
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: 2010/11 Community Development Block Grant 
  Urban County CDBG Funding 
 
 
  __________________________________ 
  Jordan Ayers, Deputy City Manager 
   
 
          
    Konradt Bartlam 
    Community Development Director 
 
 
Attachments: 
 Exhibit A – Summary of Final 2010/11Recommendations 
 Exhibit B – City Manager’s Recommendations for Urban County Reallocations 
 2009-10 Action Plan 



Summary of Final 2010/11 Funding Recommendations

Project - Organization Project Description Draft 
Recomm.

Final 
Recomm.

Program Administration                
Community Development Dept.

Overall program management, coordination, monitoring, 
evaluation, planning and promotion of CDBG activities. $150,242 $162,122

Water Meter Installation Program 
Public Works Dept.

Provide a grant to very-low and low-income residential 
property owners to assist with the cost of required water 
meter installation.  The increased allocation amount for 
2010/11 provided an additional $48,461 for this program. 

$163,956 $212,417

Van Buskirk Playground 
Replacement                                   
Parks & Recreation Dept.

Remove and replace the existing playground equipment and 
surfacing material to meet current playground regulations.  $165,000 $165,000

Economic Development - 
Revolving Loan Program               
Community Development Dept.

Provide funding for the existing Economic Development - 
RLF Program to facilitate business expansion and job 
creation to benefit Low- to Moderate-Income persons.

$80,000 $80,000

Spay and Neuter Program         
Animal Services

Continue the Spay/Neuter Program that offers free 
spay/neuter services to feral cats and cats and pit bulls 
owned by low-income households.  Animals are also given 
a rabies shot if needed.

$15,000 $15,000

Graffiti Abatement                          
Public Works

Abate graffiti on public and private properties in the CDBG 
Target Areas.  An additional $8,909 was allocated to this 
project to provide the appropriate level of funding based 
upon previous year's activities.

$67,682 $76,591

Facility Expansion                          
One-Eighty Teen Center

Interior renovations to dwelling at 11 W. Lockeford to 
accommodate expanded use for youth counseling services.  
An additional 8 percent ($2,760) was added to cover project 
delivery costs for this project.

$34,500 $37,260

HVAC Replacement - 719 S. 
Washington                               
Housing Authority of SJC

Replace the existing 15+ year old HVAC systems for the 6-
unit affordable housing apartment complex owned and 
operated by the Housing Authority at 719 S. Washington.  
An additional 8 percent ($2,387) was added to cover project 
delivery costs for this project.

$29,831 $32,218

Phase III - Food Bank Expansion 
Project                                       
Emergency Food Bank of Greater 
Stockton

Phase III of the Emergency Food Bank's ongoing expansion 
of their facilities located at 7 W. Scotts Avenue in Stockton. 
Due to the current contract status of this project, 2010/11 
funds would not be appropriate.  Therefore those funds 
have been distributed to other activities that were approved 
during the Draft Action Plan process.

$15,000 $0

Fair Housing Services                    
San Joaquin Fair Housing

Provide required fair housing services, including telephone 
hotline for tenants and landlords, investigation of 
complaints, and fair housing testing.

$20,000 $20,000

Food Distribution Programs          
Second Harvest Food Bank

Provide support for the administration of the Food 
Assistance and Senior Brown Bag Programs. $10,000 $10,000

TOTAL FUNDING $810,608

Exhibit A



City Manager's Recommendations for Reallocation of Urban County 
CDBG Funds

Project - Organization Project Description Recommended Funding 
Amount

Economic Development 
Strategies Study                        
City Manager's Office

Consultant services to develop a comprehensive Economic 
Development Strategy for the City of Lodi, to help create 
jobs, foster more stable and diversified economies, and 
improve living conditions, especially for the LMI population 
of this community.

$80,000

Handicap Ramp Retrofit Project   
Public Works Dept.

Replace curb returns with ADA compliant handicap ramps 
at key locations in the Target Area and around public 
facilities. 

$126,475

TOTAL FUNDING $206,475

Exhibit B



RESOLUTION NO. 2010-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
APPROVING THE FINAL 2010-11 ACTION PLAN FOR 

THE FEDERAL ALLOCATION OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS, AND 

FURTHER ALLOCATION OF AVAILABLE CDBG FUNDS 
THROUGH THE URBAN COUNTY 

=================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, the Department of Housing and Urban Development has determined 
that the City of Lodi, California, is entitled to Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) as an entitlement community for fiscal year 2010-11 Federal allocation; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Lodi has been made aware of the 
amount of the CDBG funds available for the 2010-11 Federal allocation of fiscal program 
year being $810,608; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Lodi has held, with proper notification and at the 
completion of the mandatory 30 day public comment period, a public hearing at the City 
Council meeting of May 5, 2010, to receive comments and proposals from the public 
regarding the projected use of CDBG funds and provided the public with adequate 
information concerning the amount of funds available for community development 
activities, the range of eligible activities, and other important requirements; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Lodi, California, has received public input regarding the 
proposed use of CDBG funds; and  
 
  WHEREAS, staff therefore recommends the allocation of 2010-11 CDBG as 
indicated in Exhibit A; and 

 
  WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Lodi has been made aware of the 
need to reallocate unused Urban County CDBG funds from the following sources: 
 
Sources of Reallocated CDBG Funds 

• 06-12 Economic Dev. – Job Creation $  80,000.00 
• 07-03 Grape Bowl ADA Design   $101,639.75 
• 08-01 Blakely Park North Pool Deck  $    5,997.94 
• 08-03 Elm Street Demo    $       610.28 
• 08-05 Salvation Army Freezer   $    1,948.98 
• 08-06 Salvation Army Hope Harbor   $         40.53 
• 08-10 Program Admin    $    1,413.65 
• 08-20 W. Elm Street Handicapped Parking $  14,824.00  

 
     Total  $206,475.13 
  
  WHEREAS, staff therefore recommends the reallocation of $206,475.13 of 
available Urban County CDBG funds from previous program years as indicated in 
Exhibit B. 
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lodi 
does hereby approve the Final 2010-11 Action Plan with the Federal allocations of 
CDBG funds to the projects recommended by staff in the amount of $810.608, as 
indicated in the attached Exhibit A; and 



 
  BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council does also authorize staff to make minor 
changes to the Consolidated Plan documents in response to comments and/or directions 
received and deemed necessary by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development; and 
 
  BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lodi does also hereby 
approve the reallocation of available Urban County CDBG funds, as indicated in the 
attached Exhibit B. 
 
Dated: May 5, 2010 
=================================================================== 
 
 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the 
City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
 AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 
 
 
 
 
        RANDI JOHL 
        City Clerk 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2010-____ 



Summary of Final 2010/11 Funding Recommendations

Project - Organization Project Description Draft 
Recomm.

Final 
Recomm.

Program Administration                
Community Development Dept.

Overall program management, coordination, monitoring, 
evaluation, planning and promotion of CDBG activities. $150,242 $162,122

Water Meter Installation Program 
Public Works Dept.

Provide a grant to very-low and low-income residential 
property owners to assist with the cost of required water 
meter installation.  The increased allocation amount for 
2010/11 provided an additional $48,461 for this program. 

$163,956 $212,417

Van Buskirk Playground 
Replacement                                   
Parks & Recreation Dept.

Remove and replace the existing playground equipment and 
surfacing material to meet current playground regulations.  $165,000 $165,000

Economic Development - 
Revolving Loan Program               
Community Development Dept.

Provide funding for the existing Economic Development - 
RLF Program to facilitate business expansion and job 
creation to benefit Low- to Moderate-Income persons.

$80,000 $80,000

Spay and Neuter Program         
Animal Services

Continue the Spay/Neuter Program that offers free 
spay/neuter services to feral cats and cats and pit bulls 
owned by low-income households.  Animals are also given 
a rabies shot if needed.

$15,000 $15,000

Graffiti Abatement                          
Public Works

Abate graffiti on public and private properties in the CDBG 
Target Areas.  An additional $8,909 was allocated to this 
project to provide the appropriate level of funding based 
upon previous year's activities.

$67,682 $76,591

Facility Expansion                          
One-Eighty Teen Center

Interior renovations to dwelling at 11 W. Lockeford to 
accommodate expanded use for youth counseling services.  
An additional 8 percent ($2,760) was added to cover project 
delivery costs for this project.

$34,500 $37,260

HVAC Replacement - 719 S. 
Washington                               
Housing Authority of SJC

Replace the existing 15+ year old HVAC systems for the 6-
unit affordable housing apartment complex owned and 
operated by the Housing Authority at 719 S. Washington.  
An additional 8 percent ($2,387) was added to cover project 
delivery costs for this project.

$29,831 $32,218

Phase III - Food Bank Expansion 
Project                                       
Emergency Food Bank of Greater 
Stockton

Phase III of the Emergency Food Bank's ongoing expansion 
of their facilities located at 7 W. Scotts Avenue in Stockton. 
Due to the current contract status of this project, 2010/11 
funds would not be appropriate.  Therefore those funds 
have been distributed to other activities that were approved 
during the Draft Action Plan process.

$15,000 $0

Fair Housing Services                    
San Joaquin Fair Housing

Provide required fair housing services, including telephone 
hotline for tenants and landlords, investigation of 
complaints, and fair housing testing.

$20,000 $20,000

Food Distribution Programs          
Second Harvest Food Bank

Provide support for the administration of the Food 
Assistance and Senior Brown Bag Programs. $10,000 $10,000

TOTAL FUNDING $810,608

Exhibit A



City Manager's Recommendations for Reallocation of Urban County 
CDBG Funds

Project - Organization Project Description Recommended Funding 
Amount

Economic Development 
Strategies Study                        
City Manager's Office

Consultant services to develop a comprehensive Economic 
Development Strategy for the City of Lodi, to help create 
jobs, foster more stable and diversified economies, and 
improve living conditions, especially for the LMI population 
of this community.

$80,000

Handicap Ramp Retrofit Project   
Public Works Dept.

Replace curb returns with ADA compliant handicap ramps 
at key locations in the Target Area and around public 
facilities. 

$126,475

TOTAL FUNDING $206,475

Exhibit B













 AGENDA ITEM H-02  
 

 

 
APPROVED: ______________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
 
AGENDA TITLE:  Conduct a Public Hearing to Consider the Appeals of Brandt-

Hawley Law Group on behalf of Charles and Melissa Katzakian 
Regarding the Decision of the Planning Commission to Approve: 
• SPARC Review and Use Permit for COSTCO Wholesale 
 Development; and 
• SPARC Review for Reynolds Ranch Shopping Center 
 including the Home Depot 

 
MEETING DATE:  May 5, 2010  
 
PREPARED BY:  Community Development Director 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  Conduct a Public Hearing to Consider the Appeals of 
   Brandt-Hawley Law Group on behalf of Charles and 
   Melissa Katzakian Regarding the Decision of the Planning 
   Commission to Approve: 

• SPARC Review and Use Permit for COSTCO Wholesale Development; and 
• SPARC Review for Reynolds Ranch Shopping Center including the Home Depot 

 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The appellant, Brandt-Hawley Law Group, represents 
   property owners Charles and Melissa Katzakian. The 
appeals have been filed for two separate Planning Commission actions that pertain to the 
Reynolds Ranch commercial center. The first appeal was filed following the Planning 
Commission approval on February 10, 2010 of a Use Permit and SPARC review for the 
COSTCO Wholesale portion of the center. The second appeal was filed following the Planning 
Commission approval on March 24, 2010 of a SPARC review for the Reynolds Ranch 
commercial center, which includes the proposed Home Depot. Pursuant to Lodi Municipal Code 
Section 17.72.110 and 17.81.070, the appeals were filed in a timely manner and the appropriate 
fees were paid.  
 
The Katzakians own and reside in the property that is bounded on the north, west and south by 
the development along the Highway 99 frontage Road. The house is also known as the Morse-
Skinner Ranch House, which was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1986. It is 
this background that the Katzakians are basing their appeal. They argue that the original 
Reynolds Ranch project and Environmental Impact Report anticipated that the property would 
be converted from residential use to some commercial land use that would be more compatible 
with the proposed commercial center. This reuse has not taken place, nor is it planned in the 
immediate future. The attorney representing the Katzakians believes this constitutes a change 
in circumstance and therefore a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report should be required. 
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The Katzakians were aware of the original Reynolds Ranch application. Their property was 
included in the project description environmental document and all subsequent approvals. The 
Final Environmental Impact Report did consider the historic resource and mitigation measures 
were adopted consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act. The Katzakians did not 
protest these actions. Since the approval of the project, the negotiations between the applicant 
and the Katzakians have not been successful. At this time, the residence is a legal non-
conforming use that has the required commercial entitlements to be used for other activities.  
The environmental review was appropriate and still provides the required review for these 
contemplated approvals to proceed. There is nothing contained in the documents that require 
the conversion of this property at the time of adjacent development. In fact, the project was 
always thought to be a multi-phased endeavor. We believe that at some point in the future, the 
property will be used for commercial purposes and the anticipated development of Reynolds 
Ranch will be completed. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:   Not Applicable 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE:   Not Applicable 
 
 
     ______________________ 
     Konradt Bartlam  
     Community Development Director 
 
KB/kjc 
 
Attachments: 

1. Planning Commission Resolution PC 10-06 and 10-07 
2. Staff Reports from the February 10, 2010 and March 24, 2010, Planning Commission meeting 
3. Minutes for the February 10, 2010 and March 24, 2010, Planning Commission meeting 
4. Appeal letters 



RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 10-06 
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI FOR THE APPROVAL 
OF THE REQUEST OF DAVID BABCOCK, ON BEHALF OF COSTCO WHOLESALE FOR A USE 
PERMIT TO ALLOW FOR AN OFF-SALE BEER, WINE AND DISTILLED SPIRITS ALCOHOLIC 

BEVERAGE CONTROL LICENSE AND SPARC REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED COSTCO 
WHOLESALE WAREHOUSE LOCATED 322 EAST HARNEY LANE 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Lodi has heretofore held a duly noticed public 
hearing, as required by law, on the requested Use Permit and Site Plan and 
Architectural Review in accordance with the Government Code and Lodi Municipal 
Code Chapter 17.84, Amendments; and 

WHEREAS, an application was filed by David Babcock, on behalf of COSTCO Wholesale, 3581 
Mount Diablo Blvd., Suite 235, Lafayette, CA 94549; and 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 322 East Harney Lane, more particularly described as 
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 058-130-09 and 058-130-10 and portion of 058-130-11; 
and 

WHEREAS, the project site is zoned Planned Development 39; and 

WHEREAS,  the Project is consistent with all elements of the General Plan, and in particular, the 
following General Plan Goals and Policies: 

A. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, “To provide adequate land 
and support for the development of commercial uses providing goods and 
services to Lodi residents and Lodi’s market share.” 

B. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, Policy 7, “In approving new 
commercial projects, the City shall seek to ensure that such projects reflect the 
City’s concern for achieving and maintaining high quality.” 

C. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, Policy 3, “The City shall 
encourage new large-scale commercial centers to be located along major arterials 
and at the intersections of major arterials and freeways.” 

WHEREAS,  the design and improvement of the site is consistent with all applicable standards 
adopted by the City. Specifically, the project has met the requirements of the Lodi 
Zoning Ordinance with particular emphasis on the standards for large retail 
establishments; and 

WHEREAS,  approval of the requested architectural drawings will allow the construction of a 
commercial building that will comply with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and Building 
Code regulations; and 

WHEREAS,  the design of the proposed project and type of improvements are not likely to cause 
public health or safety problems in that all improvements will be constructed to the City 
of Lodi standards; and 

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department prepared an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR), consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and 

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, including comments and responses to comments, was certified by the 
City Council on August 30, 2006; and 

WHEREAS, an Addendum to the certified and Final EIR, including comments and responses to 
comments, was certified by the City Council on September 17, 2008; and 



WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the approval of this request have occurred. 

Based upon the evidence in the staff report and project file, the Planning Commission makes the 
following findings: 

1. The approval of the project to construct a new 148,234 square foot COSTCO Wholesale 
warehouse and associated 16-pump gasoline station was considered as part of a previously 
approved EIR, whereby it was determined that there would not be significant impacts on the 
environment, cumulative or otherwise, provided mitigation measures were implemented.  Those 
mitigation measures, which consists of intersection upgrades, will be implemented prior to a 
Certificate of Occupancy. 

2. No new impacts were identified in the public testimony that were not addressed as normal 
conditions of project approval in the Initial Study. 

3. The development takes into consideration physical and environmental constraints in that the new 
warehouse and gasoline station have been designed to take advantage of the existing grades 
and be integrated with the planned overpass improvements. 

4. The development complies with the intent of the City development policies and regulations in 
that the General Plan, Goal E, Policy 3, which encourages increasing the tax base, creating 
employment opportunities for residents and attracting new businesses.  The proposed Costco 
warehouse and associated gasoline station will not only add to the city’s tax base but will also 
provide employment opportunities for residents. 

5. The proposed development will be operated in a manner determined to acceptable and 
compatible with surrounding development in that conditions have been added that require the 
operator to maintain the property. 

6. The sale of alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption as part of a COSTCO Wholesale 
warehouse is a permitted use in the Planned Development 39 zoning District. 

7. The sale of alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption is a normal part of COSTCO 
Wholesale business operations and provides a convenience for customers of the business. 

8. Steps can be taken by the Applicant/Operator to reduce the number of incidents resulting from 
the over-consumption of alcohol including the proper training and monitoring of employees 
serving alcohol; the careful screening of IDs of customers to avoid sales to under-aged 
individuals; limiting the number of drinks sold to individual customers to avoid over-consumption; 
providing properly trained on-site security to monitor customer behavior both in and outside of 
the COSTCO Wholesale; and working with the Lodi Police Dept. to resolve any problems that 
may arise. 

9. The sale of alcohol beverages at COSTCO Wholesale warehouse is compatible with the 
surrounding use and neighborhood if the business is conducted properly and if the 
Applicant/Operator works with neighboring businesses and residents to resolve any problems 
that may occur. 

10. The sale of alcoholic beverages at this location can meet the intent of the Planned Development 
39 zoning district and can provide a public convenience or necessity for customers of the 
business. 

11. No variance from the Lodi Municipal Code is approved by this action. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the 
City of Lodi that Use Permit Application No. 09-U-15 and SPARC Application No. 09-SP-06 is 
hereby approved, subject to the following conditions: 



Community Development Department, Planning: 
1. The developer will defend, indemnify, and hold the City, its agents, officers, and employees 

harmless of any claim, action, or proceeding to attack, set aside, void, or annul this approval, so 
long as the City promptly notifies the developer of any claim, action, or proceedings, and the City 
cooperates fully in defense of the action or proceedings. 

2. No outside storage of material, crates, boxes, etc. shall be permitted anywhere on site, except 
within the trash enclosure areas as permitted by fire codes.  No material shall be stacked higher 
than the height of any trash enclosure screen wall and gate. 

3. No outdoor storage or display of merchandise shall be permitted at the project unless a specific 
plan for such display is approved by SPARC (approved plan attached).  At no time shall outdoor 
storage or display be allowed within the parking area, drive aisle or required sidewalks of the 
center. 

4. All storage of cardboard bales and pallets shall be contained within the area designated for such 
use.  No storage of cardboard or pallets shall be visible from public right the way. 

5. The project proponent shall take reasonable necessary steps to assure the orderly conduct of 
employees, patrons and visitors on the premises to the degree that surrounding residents and 
commercial uses would not be bothered and that loitering is not permitted. 

6. A minimum of two trash receptacles shall be placed at the customer entry to the Costco warehouse.  
Trash receptacles shall be a decorative, pre-cast concrete or metal type with a self-closing metal lid.  
Design of the receptacles shall be submitted with the building permit application for tenant 
improvements for approval by the Community Development Director. 

7. Trash enclosures shall be designed to accommodate separate facilities for trash and recyclable 
materials.  Trash enclosures having connections to the wastewater system shall install a 
sand/grease trap conforming to Standard Plan 205 and shall be covered. 

8. The owner shall maintain in good repair all building exteriors, walls, lighting, trash enclosure, 
drainage facilities, driveways and parking areas.  The premises shall be kept clean.  Any graffiti 
painted on the property shall be painted out or removed within 48 hours of occurrence. 

9. Vending machines, video games, amusement games, children’s rides, recycling machines, 
vendor carts or similar items shall be prohibited in the outside area of all storefronts.  The 
storefront placement of drinking fountains and ATM machines shall be permitted subject to the 
review and approval of the Community Development Director. 

10. The applicant shall submit appropriate plans to the Community Development Department for 
plan check and building permit.  The final plans shall include the architectural features such as 
the approved colors, the building elevations including the cornice, trim caps, and curbed canopy, 
and other elements approved by the Planning Commission. Any significant alteration to the 
building elevations as approved by the Planning Commission shall require approval by the 
Planning Commission.  

11. The finished building shall be consistent with the plans approved by the Planning Commission 
and as conditioned herein. 

12. All buildings shall comply with the requirements of Planned Development 39 zoning district and 
meet setback requirements. All buildings shall implement building elements and materials 
illustrated on the submitted elevation or otherwise consistent with the architectural theme 
presented on the submitted elevation of the major tenant building.   

13. A final color palette shall be submitted with the building permit application and shall be in 
substantial conformance with colors and materials approved by the Lodi Planning Commission 



for the balance of the Reynolds Ranch development and shall be reviewed and approved by the 
Community Development Director.  

14. The proposed building must comply with all Planning Commission requirements; as well as the 
requirements of the Community Development, the Public Works, the Electric Utility and the Fire 
Departments; and all other utility agencies. 

15. The location and details of the cart corrals within the parking lot shall be submitted with the 
building permit application for review and approval by the Community Development Director. Cart 
corrals shall be provided in the parking lot adjacent to COSTCO Wholesale building and 
distributed evenly throughout the lot rather than concentrated along the main drive aisle. In 
addition, physical measures to prevent the removal of carts from the property shall be provided. 
Such measures shall be submitted with the building permit application. Further, cart corrals shall 
be permanent with a design that is consistent with the theme of the COSTCO Wholesale 
building. Portable metal corrals shall be prohibited.  

16. All signage shall be in compliance with a detailed Sign Program that shall be submitted to the 
Development Community Director for review and approval with the first building plan review. 
Said program shall require all signs to be individual channel letter at the standards provided by 
the zoning ordinance. 

17. Any bollards installed in a storefront location shall be decorative in style and consistent with the 
theme of the shopping center. Plain concrete bollards, or concrete filled steel pipe bollards shall 
not be permitted. 

18. Hardscape items, including tables, benches/seats, trashcans, bike racks, drinking fountains, etc. 
shall be uniform for all stores throughout the shopping center 

19. All roof mechanical equipment and any satellite dish equipment shall be fully screened from 
ground-level view within 150 feet of the property. 

20. The loading area shown in front of the plans shall be stripped and posted with “NO PARKING – 
LOADING ONLY” signs to the satisfaction of the Community Development Director.  

21. A photometric exterior lighting plan and fixture specification shall be submitted for review and 
approval of the Community development Director prior to the issuance of any building permit. 
Said plans and specification shall address the following:  

a) All project lighting shall be confined to the premises. No spillover beyond the property 
line is permitted. 

b) The equivalent of one (1) foot-candle of illumination shall be maintained throughout 
the parking area. 

c) All parking light fixtures shall be a maximum of twenty-five 25 feet in height. 
d) All fixtures shall be consistent throughout the center. 

 
22. Exterior lighting fixtures on the face of the buildings shall be consistent with the theme of the 

center. No wallpacks or other floodlights shall be permitted. All building mounted lighting shall 
have a 90-degree horizontal flat cut-off lens unless the fixture is for decorative purposes. 

23. All exterior construction activity shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday 
through Saturday. No exterior construction activity is permitted on Sundays or legal holidays. 

24. A reciprocal agreement for ingress, egress, and parking shall be executed between all parties 
within the proposed shopping center and that document shall be provided to the City prior to the 
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. 



25. Sidewalks and parking lots must be kept free of litter and debris to minimize the amount of wind-
blown debris into surrounding properties.  If pressure washed, debris must be trapped and 
collected to prevent entry to the storm drain system.  No cleaning agent may be discharged to 
the storm drain.  If any cleaning agent or degreaser is used, washwater shall not discharge to the 
storm drains; wash waters should be collected and discharged to the sanitary sewer.  
Discharges to the sanitary sewer are subject to the review, approval, and conditions of the City 
wastewater treatment plant. 

26. The applicant shall install a decorative concrete block wall, a minimum of six feet in height and a 
maximum of eight feet in height at the top of slope for the length of the northern and eastern 
boundary line at the time of ultimate Harney Lane improvements. Said decorative wall shall be 
provided with creping vine or similar landscape treatment in order to discourage graffiti and other 
types of vandalism. In the interim, the landscape plan for the project shall concentrate screening 
material along the northern property frontage adjacent to Harney Lane. 

27. The applicant shall submit a landscaping and irrigation plan to the Community Development 
Department for review and approval. Landscaping materials indicated on the conceptual 
landscape and irrigation plan may be changed per the review of the Community Development 
Director or designee but shall not be reduced in amount. 

28. The applicant shall select and note on all plans common tree species for the parking lot and 
perimeter areas from the list of large trees as identified in the Local Government Commission’s 
“Tree Guidelines for the San Joaquin Valley”. 

29. Project must receive and comply with all terms of the Cal Trans encroachment Permit necessary. 
Any conditions imposed by Cal Trans for the encroachment permit that result in site plan 
modifications shall be reviewed by City staff for consistency with Project approvals.  

30. All landscaped area shall be kept free from weeds and debris, maintained in a healthy growing 
condition and shall receive regular pruning, fertilizing, mowing, and trimming. Unhealthy, dead, 
or damaged plant materials shall be removed and replaced promptly. 

31. No seasonal, temporary or permanent outdoor storage or display of merchandise shall be 
permitted.  

32. COSTCO Wholesale shall operate and abide by the requirements and conditions of the State of 
California Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control License Type 21. The Type 21 License 
shall be limited to the sale of beer, wine, and liquor (distilled spirits) for consumption off the 
license premised where sold during the hours that the business is open.  

33. COSTCO Wholesale shall insure that the sale of alcohol does not cause any condition that will 
cause or result in repeated activities that are harmful to the health, peace or safety of persons 
residing or working in the surrounding area.  This includes, but is not limited to:  disturbances of 
the peace, illegal drug activity, public intoxication, drinking in public, harassment of people 
passing by, assaults, batteries, acts of vandalism, loitering, excessive littering, illegal parking, 
excessive loud noises, traffic violations or traffic safety based upon last drink statistics, curfew 
violations, lewd conduct, or police detention and arrests. 

34. The Lodi Police Department may, at any time, request that the Planning Commission conduct a 
hearing on the Use Permit for the purpose of amending or adding new conditions to the Use 
Permit or to consider revocation of the Use Permit if the Use Permit becomes a serious policing 
problem. 

35. The Use Permit shall require COSTCO Wholesale to secure an Alcoholic Beverage Control 
License Type 21 Off-Sale General – Package Store. 



36. This Use Permit is subject to periodic review to monitor potential problems associated to the sale 
of alcoholic beverages. 

37. Prior to the issuance of a Type 21 license by the State of California Alcoholic Beverage Control 
Department, the management of the COSTCO Wholesale store shall complete the Licensee 
Education on Alcohol and Drugs (LEAD) as provided by the State Alcoholic Beverage Control 
Department. In the event that COSTCO has training that is equivalent to the LEAD program, 
such documentation shall be submitted to the Community Development Director for review and 
approval. 

38. No person who is in a state of intoxication shall be permitted within the business nor shall an 
intoxicated patron be sold additional alcoholic beverages. It is the responsibility of the business 
owner/operator to ensure no patron in state of intoxication is allowed into the building. 

39. The operator of the business shall police the area surrounding the business to prevent patrons 
from congregating/loitering outside the premises and to prevent excessive noise or other 
objectionable behavior.  Noise levels shall be monitored to insure that noise shall not violate the 
City’s Noise Ordinance Section 9.24.020 and Section 9.24.030. 

40. The project shall incorporate all mitigation measures as specified in the adopted Final 
Environmental Impact Report for Reynolds Ranch Project (State Clearinghouse Number 
2006012113) 

41. The operation of the business shall comply with all applicable requirements of the Municipal 
Code. 

42. Prior to any ground disturbance, the applicant shall notify the San Joaquin County Council of 
Governments (SJCOG, Inc), and shall schedule a pre-ground disturbance survey, to be 
performed by an SJMSCP biologist, to determine applicable Incidental Take Minimization 
Measures (ITMMS). The City shall not authorize any form of site disturbance until it receives an 
Agreement to Implement ITMMS from SJCOG, Inc.  

43. The City shall not issue a building permit for the proposed project until the San Joaquin County 
Council of Governments determine what, if any, Incidental Take Minimization Measures (ITMMS) 
apply to the project and until the San Joaquin County Council of Governments verifies all 
applicable ITMMs have been fully and faithfully implemented. 

44. No variance from any City of Lodi adopted code, policy or specification is granted or implied by 
this approval.  

45. This resolution does not constitute a complete plan check. Complete plan check shall be 
completed during building permit process. 

Community Development Department, Building: 

46. All plan submittals shall be based on the City of Lodi Building Regulations and currently adopted 
2007 California Building code. 

47. Cooking equipment that generate grease laden vapors, including but not limited to ranges, 
griddles, fryers, ovens and pizza ovens shall be required to be equipped with a Type I hood. 
Equipment that generates heat, steam or odors only shall be required to be equipped with a 
Type II hood.  2007 CMC, Chapter 5. 

48. Each structure including, underground fuel tank, canopy, signage, and main building are required 
to be submitted under separate permits.  2007 CBC, Appendix Chapter 1 Administration, Section 
105.1 



49. The canopy and supports over the fuel pumps shall be of non-combustible, fire resistive treated 
wood, 1 hour rated construction or Type IV construction.  2007 CBC, Section 406.5.2 

50. 2007 CBC, Section 406.5.1 requires that motor fuel dispensing facilities meet the construction 
requirements of the California Fire Code. The facility shall meet the requirements of Chapter 22 
of the CFC and the requirements of the Fire Chief. 

51. 2007 CBC, Section 413.1 requires that high pile or rack storage meet the requirements of the 
California Fire Code.  Sprinkler system, fire detection system, building access, smoke and heat 
venting and draft curtains shall be provided as required by 2007 CFC, Chapter 23 and Table 
2306.2 and all requirements of the Fire Chief. 

52. Storage racks over 6’ high shall be submitted under separate permit and cover.  Structural 
calculations required for racks over 8’ high.  Policy and Procedure No.: B-[08]-[09]. 

53. Walkways and sidewalks along accessible routes of travel shall be in compliance with the 2007 
CBC, Section 1133B.8.5. 

54. Number of Accessible parking spaces shall be provided as specified in 2007 CBC, Table 11B-6. 

55. All entrances and ground floor exits must be provided with an accessible path of travel to the 
public way.  2007 CBC, Section 1133B.1.1.1.1 

Public Works Department: 

56. Provide specifications and calculations for the Kristar Stormwater System.  The Stormwater 
Development Standards Plan Worksheet must be provided before the issuance of the Building 
Permit. 

57. Outdoor loading/unloading dock areas must conform to City of Lodi’s Stormwater Development 
Standards Plan section 3.1.5. 

58. The trash enclosure shall conform to the Stormwater Design Standards section 3.1.4.  The trash 
enclosure should be wide enough to provide separate containers for recyclable materials and 
other solid waste. 

59. Reduce the number of connections into the City water main to one connection, conforming to 
Standard Plan 407 for the fire/domestic/irrigation service.   

60. All project design and construction shall be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA). Project compliance with ADA standards is the developer’s responsibility. 

61. Payment of the following prior to building permit issuance unless noted otherwise: 

a) Filing and processing fees and charges for services performed by City forces per the Public 
Works Fee and Service Charge Schedule.  

b) Habitat Conservation Fee. 
c) Stormwater Compliance Inspection Fee prior to building permit issuance or commencement 

of construction operations, whichever occurs first. 
62. Payment of the following prior to temporary occupancy or occupancy of the building unless noted 

otherwise: 

b) Development Impact Mitigation Fees 
c) Wastewater Capacity Impact Mitigation Fee. 
d) County Facilities Fees. 
e) Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF). 
f) Water Treatment Facility Impact Mitigation Fee. 
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RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 10-07 
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI FOR THE APPROVAL OF 

THE REQUEST OF JENNIFER KRAUTER, RMB ARCHITECTS ON BEHALF OF SAN JOAQUIN 
VALLEY LAND CO., FOR SPARC REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED REYNOLDS RANCH SHOPPING 

CENTER LOCATED 322 EAST HARNEY LANE 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Lodi has heretofore held a duly noticed public 

hearing, as required by law, on the requested Use Permit and Site Plan and Architectural 
Review in accordance with the Government Code and Lodi Municipal Code Chapter 17.84, 
Amendments; and 

WHEREAS, an application was filed by Jennifer Krauter, RMB Architects on behalf of San Joaquin Valley 
Land Co., LLC., 227 Watt Avenue., Second Floor., Sacramento, CA; and 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 322 East Harney Lane, more particularly described as 
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 058-130-17, 058-130-18, 058-130-19, portion of 058-130-16 
and portion of 058-110-55; and 

WHEREAS, the project site is zoned Planned Development 39; and 

WHEREAS,  the Project is consistent with all elements of the General Plan, and in particular, the 
following General Plan Goals and Policies: 

A. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, “To provide adequate land and 
support for the development of commercial uses providing goods and services to Lodi 
residents and Lodi’s market share.” 

B. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, Policy 7, “In approving new 
commercial projects, the City shall seek to ensure that such projects reflect the City’s 
concern for achieving and maintaining high quality.” 

C. Land Use and Growth Management Element, Goal E, Policy 3, “The City shall 
encourage new large-scale commercial centers to be located along major arterials 
and at the intersections of major arterials and freeways.” 

WHEREAS,  the design and improvement of the site is consistent with all applicable standards adopted 
by the City. Specifically, the project has met the requirements of the Lodi Zoning Ordinance 
with particular emphasis on the standards for large retail establishments; and 

WHEREAS,  approval of the requested architectural drawings will allow the construction of a commercial 
buildings that will comply with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and Building Code regulations; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the design of the proposed project and type of improvements are not likely to cause public 
health or safety problems in that all improvements will be constructed to the City of Lodi 
standards; and 

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department prepared an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), 
consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and 

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, including comments and responses to comments, was certified by the City 
Council on August 30, 2006; and 

WHEREAS, an Addendum to the certified and Final EIR, including comments and responses to 
comments, was certified by the City Council on September 17, 2008; and 

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the approval of this request have occurred. 

Based upon the evidence in the staff report and project file, the Planning Commission makes the 
following findings: 



 2

1. The approval of the proposed commercial development was considered as part of a previously 
approved EIR, whereby it was determined that there would not be significant impacts on the 
environment, cumulative or otherwise, provided mitigation measures were implemented.  

2. No new impacts were identified in the public testimony that were not addressed as normal conditions 
of project approval in the Initial Study. 

3. The project site is physically suitable for the proposed type of developed and proposed builing 
configurations.  

4. The development complies with the intent of the City development policies and regulations in that the 
General Plan, Goal E, Policy 3, which encourages increasing the tax base, creating employment 
opportunities for residents and attracting new businesses.  The proposed commercial shopping 
center will also provide employment opportunities for residents. 

5. The design of the proposed project and type of improvements are not likely to cause public health or 
safety problems in that all improvements will be constructed to the City of Lodi standards. 

6. The proposed development will be operated in a manner determined to acceptable and compatible 
with surrounding development in that conditions have been added that require the operator to 
maintain the property. 

7. No variance from the Lodi Municipal Code is approved by this action. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of 
Lodi that SPARC Application No. 10-SP-02 is hereby approved, subject to the following conditions: 

Community Development Department, Planning: 
1. The developer will defend, indemnify, and hold the City, its agents, officers, and employees harmless 

of any claim, action, or proceeding to attack, set aside, void, or annul this approval, so long as the 
City promptly notifies the developer of any claim, action, or proceedings, and the City cooperates fully 
in defense of the action or proceedings. 

2. No outside storage of material, crates, boxes, etc. shall be permitted anywhere on site, except within 
the trash enclosure areas as permitted by fire codes.  No material shall be stacked higher than the 
height of any trash enclosure screen wall and gate. 

3. All storage of cardboard bales and pallets shall be contained within the area designated for such use.  
No storage of cardboard or pallets shall be visible from public right the way. 

4. Outdoor display and/or sale of merchandise shall be limited to the specific area for such display is 
approved by SPARC (marked as attachment A). At no time shall outdoor storage or display be 
allowed outside of the specifically approved area or within the parking area, drive aisle or required 
sidewalks and ADA path of travel of the center. 

5. No seasonal, temporary or permanent outdoor storage or display of merchandise shall be permitted 
within the parking lot, except as otherwise permitted by the City through the special events review 
process. 

6. The project proponent shall provide a trash enclosure or compactor for each building. The said 
enclosures shall be constructed of split face C.M.U. block and shall match the color of the buildings 
so that the visual and acoustic impacts of these functions are fully contained and out of view from 
adjacent properties and public streets, and no attention is attracted to the functions by the use of 
screening materials that are different from or inferior to the principal materials of the building and 
landscape. The enclosures shall also have metal gates and shall have roof features per the City’s 
Stormwater Design Standard Plan requirements.  

7. Trash enclosures shall be designed to accommodate separate facilities for trash and recyclable 
materials. Trash enclosures having connections to the wastewater system shall install a sand/grease 
trap conforming to Standard Plan 205 and shall be covered. 
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8. A minimum of two trash receptacles shall be placed at a customer entry to each building.  Trash 
receptacles shall be a decorative, pre-cast concrete or metal type with a self-closing metal lid.  Design of 
the receptacles shall be submitted with the building permit application for tenant improvements for review 
and approval by the Community Development Director. 

9. The project proponent shall take reasonable necessary steps to assure the orderly conduct of 
employees, patrons and visitors on the premises to the degree that surrounding residents and 
commercial uses would not be bothered and that loitering is not permitted. 

10. No recreational vehicles, including trailers, shall be parked or stored overnight at the shopping center. 
Further, no vehicle, including trailers, shall be parked at the shopping center for the principal purpose 
of advertising or display. It shall be a prim facie violation if the advertising medium utilized on the 
vehicle is a sign, device, or structure separate from the vehicle, or if the sign or device is integrally 
affixed to the vehicle and the copy is readily changeable and such sign, device or structure exceeds 
nine square feet in area and the vehicle is parked on the business premises for which the advertising 
relates, or in reasonable proximity thereto, and the location of the advertising is reasonably calculated 
to direct an observer towards the business. It shall still be considered that advertising was the 
principal purpose of the parking, notwithstanding the fact that the vehicle is driven to and from the 
business premises on daily basis.  

11. The owner shall maintain in good repair all building exteriors, walls, lighting, trash enclosures, 
drainage facilities, driveways and parking areas.  The premises shall be kept clean.  Any graffiti 
painted on the property shall be painted out or removed within 48 hours of occurrence. 

12. Vending machines, video games, amusement games, children’s rides, recycling machines, vendor 
carts or similar items shall be prohibited in the outside area of all storefronts.  The storefront 
placement of drinking fountains and ATM machines shall be permitted subject to the review and 
approval of the Community Development Director. 

13. The applicant shall submit appropriate plans to the Community Development Department for plan 
check and building permit.  The final plans shall include the architectural features such as the 
approved colors, the building elevations including the cornice, trim caps, and curbed canopy, and 
other elements approved by the Planning Commission. Any significant alteration to the building 
elevations as approved by the Planning Commission shall require approval by the Planning 
Commission.  

14. The finished building shall be consistent with the plans approved by the Planning Commission and as 
conditioned herein. 

15. All buildings shall comply with the requirements of Planned Development 39 zoning district and meet 
setback requirements. All buildings shall implement building elements and materials illustrated on the 
submitted elevation or otherwise consistent with the architectural theme presented on the submitted 
elevation of the major tenant building.   

16. A final color palette shall be submitted with the first building permit application and shall be in 
substantial conformance with colors and materials approved by the Lodi Planning Commission.  

17. The proposed building must comply with all Planning Commission requirements; as well as the 
requirements of the Community Development, the Public Works, the Electric Utility and the Fire 
Departments; and all other utility agencies. 

18. The location and details of the cart corrals within the parking lot shall be submitted with the building 
permit application for review and approval by the Community Development Director. Cart corrals shall 
be provided in the parking lot adjacent to buildings and distributed evenly throughout the parking lot 
rather than concentrated along the main drive aisle. In addition, physical measures to prevent the 
removal of carts from the property shall be provided. Such measures shall be submitted with the building 
permit application. Further, cart corrals shall be permanent with a design that is consistent with the 
theme of the Reynolds Ranch shopping center. Portable metal corrals shall be prohibited.  
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19. All signage shall be in compliance with a detailed Sign Program that shall be submitted to the 
Development Community Director for review and approval with the first building plan review. Said 
program shall require all signs to be individual channel letter at the standards provided by the zoning 
ordinance. 

20. Any bollards installed in a storefront location shall be decorative in style and consistent with the 
theme of the shopping center. Plain concrete bollards, or concrete filled steel pipe bollards shall not 
be permitted. 

21. Hardscape items, including tables, benches/seats, trashcans, bike racks, drinking fountains, etc. shall 
be uniform for all stores throughout the shopping center. 

22. All roof mechanical equipment and any satellite dish equipment shall be fully screened from ground-
level view within 150 feet of the property. 

23. The loading area shown in front of the plans shall be stripped and posted with “NO PARKING – 
LOADING ONLY” signs to the satisfaction of the Community Development Director.  

24. Fire Lanes shall be identified and marked per Lodi Municipal Code Sec 15.40.100 in locations 
determined by the Fire Marshall. Plans with marked fire lanes shall be returned to planning and copy 
kept at the Fire Prevention office. 

25. A photometric exterior lighting plan and fixture specification shall be submitted for review and 
approval of the Community development Director prior to the issuance of any building permit. Said 
plans and specification shall address the following:  

a) All project lighting shall be confined to the premises. No spillover beyond the property line 
is permitted. 

b) The equivalent of one (1) foot-candle of illumination shall be maintained throughout the 
parking area. 

c) All parking light fixtures shall be a maximum of twenty-five 25 feet in height. 
d) All fixtures shall be consistent throughout the center. 

 
26. Exterior lighting fixtures on the face of the buildings shall be consistent with the theme of the center. 

No wallpacks or other floodlights shall be permitted. All building mounted lighting shall have a 90-
degree horizontal flat cut-off lens unless the fixture is for decorative purposes. 

27. All exterior construction activity shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through 
Saturday. No exterior construction activity is permitted on Sundays or legal holidays. 

28. A reciprocal agreement for ingress, egress, and parking shall be executed between all parties within 
the proposed shopping center and that document shall be provided to the City prior to the issuance of 
a Certificate of Occupancy. 

29. Sidewalks and parking lots must be kept free of litter and debris to minimize the amount of wind-
blown debris into surrounding properties.  If pressure washed, debris must be trapped and collected 
to prevent entry to the storm drain system.  No cleaning agent may be discharged to the storm drain.  
If any cleaning agent or degreaser is used, washwater shall not discharge to the storm drains; wash 
waters should be collected and discharged to the sanitary sewer.  Discharges to the sanitary sewer 
are subject to the review, approval, and conditions of the City wastewater treatment plant. 

30. The applicant shall submit a landscaping and irrigation plan to the Community Development 
Department for review and approval. Landscaping materials indicated on the conceptual landscape 
and irrigation plan may be changed per the review of the Community Development Director or 
designee but shall not be reduced in amount. The applicant shall provide, at minimum, 433 large 
parking lot trees to be distributed within the parking lot.  
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31. The applicant shall select and note on all plans common tree species for the parking lot and 
perimeter areas from the list of large trees as identified in the Local Government Commission’s “Tree 
Guidelines for the San Joaquin Valley”. 

32. Project must receive and comply with all terms of the Cal Trans encroachment Permit necessary. Any 
conditions imposed by Cal Trans for the encroachment permit that result in site plan modifications 
shall be reviewed by City staff for consistency with Project approvals.  

33. All landscaped area shall be kept free from weeds and debris, maintained in a healthy growing 
condition and shall receive regular pruning, fertilizing, mowing, and trimming. Unhealthy, dead, or 
damaged plant materials shall be removed and replaced promptly. 

34. The operation of the business shall comply with all applicable requirements of the Municipal Code. 

35. The project shall incorporate all mitigation measures as specified in the adopted Final Environmental 
Impact Report for Reynolds Ranch Project (State Clearinghouse Number 2006012113). 

36. Prior to any ground disturbance, the applicant shall notify the San Joaquin County Council of 
Governments (SJCOG, Inc), and shall schedule a pre-ground disturbance survey, to be performed by 
an SJMSCP biologist, to determine applicable Incidental Take Minimization Measures (ITMMS). The 
City shall not authorize any form of site disturbance until it receives an Agreement to Implement 
ITMMS from SJCOG, Inc.  

37. The City shall not issue a building permit for the proposed project until the San Joaquin County 
Council of Governments determine what, if any, Incidental Take Minimization Measures (ITMMS) 
apply to the project and until the San Joaquin County Council of Governments verifies all applicable 
ITMMs have been fully and faithfully implemented. 

38. The project shall incorporate all mitigation measures as specified in the adopted Final Environmental 
Impact Report for Reynolds Ranch Project (State Clearinghouse Number 2006012113). Specifically, 
Mitigation Measure 3.2.2 subjects the Reynolds Ranch development to participate in the San Joaquin 
County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (SJMSCP). This includes payment 
of Open Space Conversion fees in accordance with the fee schedule in-effect at the time construction 
commences. The applicant shall pay, in accordance with the SJMSCP fee schedule, the fees based 
on the gross acreage of the overall Reynolds Ranch project as described above, and include all 
public use acreage as outlined in a “per acre” schedule to be prepared in cooperation with the 
developer, subject to the approval of the Community Development Director prior to the issuance of 
the next building permit within the project by the applicant or any subsequent property owner.  

39. All ground level utilities shall be screened from public view. All screening shall be done using 
materials that are architecturally compatible with the buildings(s) or shall be screened by landscape  

40. No variance from any City of Lodi adopted code, policy or specification is granted or implied by this 
resolution. 

41. This resolution does not constitute a complete plan check. Additional comments and conditions will 
be provided when more complete plans are submitted for building permit application review for the 
project. 

Community Development Department, Building: 

42. All plan submittals shall be based on the City of Lodi Building Regulations and currently adopted 
2007 California Building code. 

43. Southwest Quadrant:  It appears the following sites will require additional accessible parking spaces 
as required by CBC 1129B Table 11B-6 

a) Major D & Major C providing 288 parking spaces 4 H/C parking spaces shown 7 H/C Parking 
Spaces Required. 
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b) Shops 5, Shops 6a, Shops 6 providing117 parking spaces 4 H/C parking spaces shown 5 H/C 
Parking Spaces Required. 

c) Shops 7 providing 87 parking spaces 2 H/C parking spaces shown 4 H/C Parking Spaces 
Required. 

d) Shops 8 providing 87 parking spaces 2 H/C parking spaces shown 4 H/C Parking Spaces 
Required. 

44. Walkways and sidewalks along the accessible routes of travel (1) shall be continuously accessible, 
(2) have maximum 1/2" changes in elevation, (3) are minimum 48" in width, (4) have a maximum 1/4" 
per foot side slope, and (5) where necessary to change elevation at a slope exceeding 5% (i.e., 1:20) 
shall have ramps complying with 2007 CBC, Section 1133B.5.  Where a walk crosses or adjoins a 
vehicular way, and the walking surfaces are not separated by curbs, railings or other elements 
between the pedestrian areas and vehicular areas shall be defined by a continuous detectable 
warning which is 36” wide, complying with 2007 CBC, Section 1133B.8.5. 

45. All entrances and exterior ground floor exit doors to buildings and facilities shall be made accessible 
to persons with disabilities. Such entrances shall be connected by an accessible rout (complying with 
Section CBC 1114B1.2) to public transportation stops, to accessible parking and passenger loading 
zones and to public streets or sidewalks. All accessible routs are also required to comply with 
Detectable warnings at hazardous vehicular area CBC 1133B.8.5. Currently the partial site plans fails 
to show how any of the requirements will be achieved around the following buildings. Major B, Major 
A-1, Major, A-2, Major A-3, Major D,  Major C and Drug 1.  

46. Fire rated construction of walls and protection of openings shall be provided where required due to 
construction type, occupancy and location on property or proximity to other structures.  2007 CBC, 
Sections 702, 704.3, 704.8 and Tables 601, 602, 704.8 

Public Works Department: 

47. The applicant shall provide specifications and calculations for the Kristar Stormwater System. The 
Stormwater Development Standards Plan Worksheet must be provided before the issuance of the 
Building Permit. 

48. Remove the eastbound stops located at the four-way stop just east of the Reynolds Ranch Pkwy and 
Rocky Lane intersection.  By removing the stops at this intersection the traffic will have less of a 
chance to backup into Reynolds Ranch Pkwy. 

49. The site must conform to the Stormwater Development Standards Plan (DSP) requirements.  The 
DSP Worksheet must be provided before the issuance of the Building Permit. 

50. Outdoor loading/unloading dock areas must conform to City of Lodi’s Stormwater Development 
Standards Plan section 3.1.5. 

51. The applicant shall provide a truck route for the entire site with the building permit plans for review 
and approval by the Public Works Department. The entrances shall be STAA Long truck compliant 
(see Highway Design Manuel pg 400-11).   

52. The applicant shall provide locations of all utilities throughout the site with the building permit plan for 
review and approval by the Public Works Department. Utilities along the truck routes must be 
protected. 

53. All offsite improvements must be completed or substantially completed and bonded at or before the 
time of the first Certificate of Occupancy within the project.  

54. Payment of the following prior to building permit issuance unless noted otherwise: 

a. Filing and processing fees and charges for services performed by City forces per the Public 
Works Fee and Service Charge Schedule.  

b. Habitat Conservation Fee. 







 

LODI 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
Staff Report 

    MEETING DATE: February 10, 2010 
     
APPLICATION NO: Use Permit 09-U-15 

Site Plan and Architectural Review 09-SP-06 

REQUEST: Request for Planning Commission approval of a Use Permit to allow 
the sale of alcoholic beverages and approve the SPARC application 
concerning the COSTCO Wholesale building. (Applicant: David 
Babcock, on behalf of COSTCO Wholesale. File Number: 09-U-15 
and 09-SP-15). 

LOCATION: 322 East Harney Lane.  Approximately 15 acres located at the 
southwest corner of Harney Lane and State HWY 99.   

 
APPLICANT: David Babcock, 3581 Mount Diablo Blvd., Suite 235, Lafayette, CA, 

CA  94549   
 
PROPERTY OWNER: San Joaquin Valley Land Company LLC, 1420 S. Mills Ave., Suite K, 

Lodi, CA  95242 
 
       
RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the Use 
Permit and SPARC requests subject to the conditions listed in the attached draft resolution.  
 
PROJECT/AREA DESCRIPTION 

General Plan Designation:  NCC- Neighborhood Community Commercial. 
Zoning Designation:  Planned Development (39). 
Property Size:              Approximately 15 acres 

Adjacent General Plan, Zoning and Land Use: 

 General Plan Zone Land Use 

North LDR, Low density residential; 
MDR, Medium density residential 

Planned Development 
(39) 

Residences 

South NCC, community commercial and 
O –Office 

Planned Development 
(39) 

Vacant parcels and Blue 
Shield office. 

East GA, General Agriculture (San 
Joaquin County) 

AG-40, Agricultural 
Uses (San Joaquin 
County) 

State Highway 99, and east 
of that Agricultural, 
residential and cemetery 
uses. 

West NCC, community commercial and 
O –Office 

Planned Development 
(39) 

Agricultural Uses and east 
of that are residential uses 
within the Reynolds Ranch 
annexation. 

 



 

BACKGROUND: 
The Reynolds Ranch project was annexed in to the City of Lodi in 2006 as a mixed-use 
development. As part of the annexation process, an environmental impact report was prepared and 
certified, new General Plan and zoning designations were approved and a Development Agreement 
was signed. The development includes retail and residential uses, public park, fire station, self-
storage facility, and the Blue Shield office complex, a major component of the development. 
Subsequently, portions of the project site have been developed, including the 20.5 acre Blue Shield 
office complex as well as some of the street and infrastructure improvements. Surrounding uses to 
this component consist of residential uses to the north, office uses to the south, commercial zoned 
vacant land to the west, and State Hwy. 99 as well as a single family dwelling to the east. 
 
In the summer of 2008, the developer submitted applications for a General Plan Amendment that 
would increase the size of the commercial acreage from 40.5 acres to 75.6 acres, reduce the 
residential acreage from 96.6 acres to 78 acres, eliminate the school site, amend the environmental 
impact report (EIR), amend the Land Use map for Planned Development (39) to reflect the general 
plan changes  requested, and approve a Vesting Tentative Map. The applicant’s request was first 
considered by the Planning Commission at its hearing of August 27, 2008 and continued to 
September 10, 2008. At that hearing, the Planning Commission approved the Vesting Tentative 
Map and recommended the City Council amend the General Plan for the Reynolds Ranch 
development.  The City Council, acting upon the Planning Commission’s recommendation for 
approval, amended the General Plan at their meeting of September 17, 2008.  
 
ANALYSIS 
Use Permit: 
COSTCO Wholesale is seeking approval of a Use Permit that would allow a Type 21 Off-Sale 
General ABC license. Type 21 ABC license authorizes the sale of beer, wine, and distilled spirits for 
consumption off the license premised where sold. Typically, grocery stores, gas stations and 
neighborhood stores have Type 21 ABC licenses. The Planning Commission has previously found 
that the sale of alcoholic beverages is incidental to a grocery store operation and that is what is 
being requested. 
 
The project area belongs to Census Tract 41.02. Census Tract 41.02 covers the area Curry 
Avenue, east of Lower Sacramento Road, South of Harney Lane and north of Hogan Lane 
(approximately .16 miles north of Hogan Lane). According to ABC, Census Tract 41.02 contains 3 
existing off-sale licenses with 5 licenses allowed based on the ABC criteria. Because this census 
tract is not over-concentrated, the Planning Commission a does not need to make a finding of 
public necessity and/or convenience in order to approve the Use Permit.  
 
Site Plan and Architecture Review: 
The petitioner requests approval of site plan and architecture of the proposed COSTCO Wholesale 
warehouse and the surrounding site improvements. The project site consists of the Costco 
Wholesale building as well as associated gas pumps and parking areas on an approximately 15.35 
acre lot located at 322 East Harney Lane. The applicant has submitted preliminary elevations, 
landscape plans, conceptual signage for the development and location of a gas station. As 
illustrated on the plans, COSTCO Wholesale warehouse would measure 148,234 square feet and 
includes a gas station with six one-way lanes for fuel dispensing (16-pump stations). The COSTCO 
building would be located on the northeast portion of the project site, and the building entrance 
would face southwest toward the main interior parking lot and Reynolds Ranch Parkway. The 
architectural theme of the building is a contemporary style and uses construction materials 
commonly used in commercial shopping center developments such as concrete masonry block and 
metal panels. The body of the building includes split face concrete masonry block, architectural box-



 

ribbed and textured metal wall panels with accent awnings in warm earth tone colors. The store 
would have one customer entrance located at the southwest corner. Lighting fixtures are distributed 
approximately every 40 feet around the exterior of the building. The proposed COSTCO Wholesale 
warehouse is subject to the requirements of the City’s Section 17.58 of the Municipal Code Design 
Standards for Large Retail Establishments. 
 
The intent of the building design is to emulate similar materials, colors, and textures of Costco 
warehouse and gasoline stations located elsewhere. The body of the building is broken up by an 
offset parapet, articulated entry vestibule, and accent wall materials and colors. These architectural 
articulations are applied throughout the building. The northern elevation, which is adjacent to 
Harney Lane and residential property across the street, receives identical architectural treatment as 
the rest of the building. Due to the uncertainty of the timeframe for final development of a shopping 
center, Staff has analyzed the proposal to determine if the project can function as a stand alone 
development while at the same time, be incorporated into the final shopping center site design and 
layout. Although no application has been made for the rest of the shopping center, staff expects the 
rest of the shopping center to establish visually harmonious architectural theme and identity as 
required by the  City’s large scale retail ordinance which mandates the architecture and signs of a 
shopping center work together to establish a coherent visual identity. 
 
As mentioned previously, the COSTCO Wholesale warehouse includes an associated gas station. 
The gas station includes a 2,816 square foot canopy and will be located in the southeast corner of 
the site along the main Reynolds Ranch Development drive and adjacent to Highway 99. A 75 
square foot controller enclosure will be on the north side of the fuel station. It will be built with steel 
walls and finished with paint to match the warehouse building colors. There will be four covered 
fueling bays, each with two gas pumps which could fuel two cars each. The gas station will thus 
have fueling capacity for 16 cars at a time. The fueling station will also have eight stacking lanes 
which will allow 40 cars to wait for pumps at any given time in addition to the 16 at the fueling 
pumps. The gas station is automated and self-serving facility requiring a membership card. The gas 
station hours are identical to the warehouse hours of operation, which is Monday through Friday 
from 10:00 am to 8:30 pm, Saturday from 9:30 am to 6:00 pm, and Sunday from 10:00 am to 6:00 
pm. Since the gas station functions as a complimentary use to the retail, there are a large 
proportion of shared trips between the two, which indicates that there is a minimal amount of 
additional trips generated by the gas station. While staff is generally supportive of the proposed 
architectural articulations, there are few site plan modifications that are being recommended. 
 
Traffic Circulation/Parking 
The site plan indicates two access points along the frontage on Harney Lane. The main access to 
the proposed shopping center is provided from Harney Lane via Reynolds Ranch Parkway. The 
main entrance to the project parking lot is from the proposed signaled drive which intersects 
Reynolds Ranch Parkway. A secondary access point is provided from Harney Lane, which is 
restricted to right in/right out movement. Traffic access to the shopping center is also provided from 
the south, though this has limited access at the moment. The project necessitates off-site 
improvements such installation of sidewalks, curbs and gutter along Harney Lane. Improvements to 
Harney Lane are proposed to occur in two phases. The initial phase will widen the street from 
roughly Stockton Street to the entry into the shopping center east of Reynolds Ranch Parkway. 
Transitional improvements will occur from that drive to the Hwy. 99 overpass. These improvements 
will need to be implemented prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy. The ultimate 
improvements will include a new overpass and ramps. There will be a grade difference between the 
existing condition and the northeast corner of the shopping center of approximately 15 feet. 
 



 

Onsite parking is provided on the south and west of the COSTCO building in order to reduce the 
visual impact of one large paved surface. The Costco development, including the proposed gas 
station, requires a total 742 parking spaces (General Retail 5/1000), 755 spaces are being provided 
(5.09/1000), which includes fifteen ADA compliant parking stalls are also provided. The City’s large 
box ordinance states that maximum number of off-street parking spaces cannot exceed five spaces 
for every one thousand square feet of building space. In this case, the applicants have provided 
thirteen (13) more spaces than the maximum allowable parking spaces. As shown on the site plan, 
there are a total of nine cart corrals distributed throughout the parking lot. Staff recommends the 
applicants provide at least one cart corral per driving isle in order to reduce the total number of 
parking spaces to conform to applicable City rules and to provide safe and pleasant shopping 
experience to their customers. In addition, the proposed cart corrals should be permanent with a 
design that is consistent with the theme of the COSTCO Wholesale building and the balance of the 
center.  
 
Landscape/Signage 
Projects of this size are required to provide one tree for every 500 square feet of open space and 
one shade tree for each 4 parking spaces. The applicant has submitted a generic landscape plan, 
which calls for various large shade trees, smaller trees, shrubs and ground covers distributed 
throughout the parking lot and on the north and east edges of the project site. Given the size of the 
building, the project proponent is required to provide 193 larger shade (parking lots trees) 
distributed within the parking lot interior and additional one tree for every 500 open space. 
According to the applicant project description, a substantial amount of the proposed plant material 
for the new site is drought tolerant and will use less water than other common species. The 
proposed irrigation system will use deep root watering bubblers for parking lot shade trees to 
minimize usage and ensure that water goes directly to the intended planting areas. 
 
The approval of project signage is not a part of the current review and would be subject to City of 
Lodi codes and requirements to ensure they complement the building architecture and landscaping 
of the building. Signage applications and approvals would be completed separately. However, the 
applicant have illustrated the location and design of the signs they intend to use. The wall signs 
consist of the trademark red and blue raised reverse pan metal letters. It is unclear at the moment if 
the project will include free standing signs. 
 
The proposed development is consistent with the City’s General Plan and is an attractive addition to 
the City in that the proposed Costco warehouse and gasoline station will provide much needed 
services to the City of Lodi and enhance the City’s economic viability and increase the tax base. 
The proposed Costco warehouse and associated gasoline station will not only add to the city’s tax 
base but will also provide employment opportunities for residents. The COSTCO building is in full 
conformance with the City’s Section 17.58 of the Municipal Code Design Standards for Large Retail 
Establishments. These standards were adopted in 2004 specifically to deal with the design of large 
scale retail establishments like COSTCO. The applicant has met or exceeded each of these 
standards as presented and conditioned. Therefore, staff is recommending that the Planning 
Commission approve this request. 
 
As mentioned previously, the Costco building has frontage along Harney Lane, but ultimately this 
frontage will be separated by as much as 15 feet. The interim and ultimate conditions will be quite 
different. We believe the City code requires that a decorative masonry wall be constructed at the 
top of slope along this frontage. However, this will have to be done with the ultimate improvements 
as the grade difference will not exist until this project is complete. A condition of approval has been 
included in the Resolution to accommodate this situation.    
 



 

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE: 
Legal Notice for the Use Permit was published on January 27, 2010. 52 public hearing notices were 
sent to all property owners of record within a 300-foot radius of the subject property as required by 
California State Law §65091 (a) 3. Public notice also was mailed to interested parties who had 
expressed their interest of the project. No protest letter has been received. 
 
ALTERNATIVE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS: 

• Approve with additional/different conditions 
• Deny the Use Permit/SPARC 
• Continue the requests 

Respectfully Submitted,  Concur, 

Immanuel Bereket  Konradt Bartlam  
Assistant Planner  Community Development Director 

 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A. Vicinity Map 
B. Site Plan  
C. Resolution 
 
 

 
 

















LODI
PLANNING COMMISSION 
Staff Report 

    MEETING DATE: March 24, 2010

APPLICATION NO: SPARC: 10-SP-02

REQUEST: Request for Planning Commission approval of a SPARC application 
concerning the Reynolds Ranch Shopping Center. (Applicant: Jennifer 
Krauter, RMB Architects on behalf of San Joaquin Valley Land Co., 
LLC. File No.  10-SP-02). 

LOCATION: 322 East Harney Lane. Approximately 15 acres located at the 
southwest corner of Harney Lane and State HWY 99.

APPLICANT: Jennifer Krauter, RMB Architects on behalf of San Joaquin Valley 
Land Co., LLC., 227 Watt Avenue., Second Floor., Sacramento, CA.

PROPERTY OWNER: San Joaquin Valley Land Company CO.,LLC, 1420 S. Mills Ave., 
Suite K, Lodi, CA  95242 

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the Planning Commission approve the site and 
architectural plan of the proposed Reynolds Ranch shopping center, subject to the conditions listed 
in the attached draft resolution.  

PROJECT/AREA DESCRIPTION

General Plan Designation:  NCC- Neighborhood Community Commercial. 
Zoning Designation:  Planned Development (39). 
Property Size:         Approximately 50 acres. 

Adjacent General Plan, Zoning and Land Use: 

General Plan Zone Existing Conditions 

North NCC- Neighborhood Community 
Commercial. 

Planned Development 
(39) 

COSTCO site and further north 
are residences 

South NCC, community commercial and O 
–Office 

Planned Development 
(39) 

Vacant parcels and Blue 
Shield office. 

East GA, General Agriculture (San 
Joaquin County) 

AG-40, Agricultural 
Uses (San Joaquin 
County) 

State Highway 99, and east of 
that Agricultural, residential 
and cemetery uses. 

West NCC, community commercial and O 
–Office 

Planned Development 
(39) 

Agricultural Uses and east of 
that are residential uses within 
the Reynolds Ranch 
annexation. 

SUMMARY 
The project proponent requests approval of site plan and architecture of the Reynolds Ranch 
shopping center. The City’s Zoning Code requires all plot plans for projects within the commercial 
zoning districts receive site plan and architecture review approval. The proposed Reynolds Ranch 



commercial development involves the construction of approximately 345,795 square feet of 
commercial retail uses, representing a variety of retail sales and services, to be contained in 19 
buildings of varying sizes. The primary use will be a Home Depot. Since the Planning Commission 
approved the COSTCO, and since this project is within the same shopping center, staff feels the 
Planning Commission should review the site plan and architecture of the remainder of the shopping 
center to ensure consistency and architectural coherence.  

BACKGROUND: 
The Reynolds Ranch project was annexed in to the City of Lodi in 2006 as a mixed-use 
development. As part of the annexation process, an environmental impact report was prepared and 
certified, new General Plan and zoning designations were approved and a Development Agreement 
was signed. The development includes retail and residential uses, Public Park, fire station, self-
storage facility, and the Blue Shield office complex, a major component of the development.  

In the summer of 2008, the developer requested to amend previous approvals. Specifically, the 
developer requested a General Plan Amendment to increase the size of the commercial acreage 
from 40.5 acres to 75.6 acres and reduce the residential acreage from 96.6 acres to 78 acres. The 
applicant’s request was first considered by the Planning Commission at its hearing of August 27, 
2008 and continued to September 10, 2008. At that hearing, the Planning Commission approved 
the Vesting Tentative Map and recommended the City Council amend the General Plan for the 
Reynolds Ranch development. The City Council, acting upon the Planning Commission’s 
recommendation for approval, amended the General Plan at their meeting of September 17, 2008.  

On February 10, 2010, COSTCO Wholesale requested approval of a Use Permit to allow the sale of 
alcoholic beverages and approval of site plan and building elevation of the COSTCO Wholesale 
warehouse. At their regular hearing of February 10, 2010, the Planning Commission approved the 
COSTCO Wholesale’s request for a Use Permit and SPARC application. The COSTCO Wholesale 
site is immediately north of the project site.  

ANALYSIS:
Site Plan:
The project proponent requests approval of site plan and architecture of the Reynolds Ranch 
shopping center. The City’s Zoning Code requires all plot plans for projects within the commercial 
zoning districts receive site plan and architecture review approval. Over time, this review has been 
done through the Use Permit process for shopping centers and through SPARC review for 
individual buildings. This item has been brought to the Planning Commission because it requires 
site plan and architecture review and approval. Since the Planning Commission approved the 
COSTCO warehouse, and since this project is within the same shopping center, staff feels the 
Planning Commission should review the site plan and architecture of the remainder of the shopping 
center to ensure consistency and architectural coherence.  

The proposed Reynolds Ranch commercial development involves the construction of approximately 
345,795 square feet of commercial retail uses, representing a variety of retail sales and services, to 
be contained in 19 buildings of varying sizes (excluding the COSTCO building). The site layout 
places buildings close to streets and access points. The primary use will be Home Depot, which will 
occupy approximately 106,154 square feet of floor area, including approximately 28,086 square feet 
for a garden center. Two moderate sized retailers would be located on in the eastern portion of the 
center. Three moderately sized spaces ranging in size from 22,000 to 33,000 sq. ft. will be located 
southwest of the site (west of the proposed Home Depot). The remaining shell buildings will be 
distributed throughout the site and will range in size from 13,225 square feet to 3,200 square feet. 



These buildings will be occupied by fast food franchises, sit-down restaurants, financial 
services/bank, professional/business services, and other retail sales and services. 

The Home Depot warehouse proposes seasonal and permanent outdoor display and sales area. 
The proposed seasonal outdoor display and sales area would be located within the parking lot north 
of the building (10,000 sq. ft), a permanent outdoor storage area would be located within the 
parking lot west of the building (170 sq. ft), and permanent display area immediately outside of the 
building. The larger seasonal outdoor display and sales area would displace approximately 40 
parking spaces while the western storage area would be permanent and would occupy 17 parking 
stalls (attachment C). The seasonal display and sales area would be for seasonal items such as 
Christmas trees, trees, plants, and nursery materials etc. The permanent outdoor display area 
would be for items such as propane, and promotional items. 

In the past the City’s Planning, Building, and Fire departments have all worked diligently with 
applicants on concerns regarding the location of outdoor display areas. Outdoor sale and display 
area often cause concerns regarding safety. Outdoor display and sale of items within a parking lot 
of a store disrupt traffic circulation, and force patrons to load their purchases within the fire lane 
whereby fire lanes could be blocked, which would threaten public safety by restricting emergency 
vehicle access. Further, items displayed in outdoor display and sales area often cause non-storm 
water flows and other deleterious materials to enter the storm drain system. The most effectively 
way to reduce non-stormwater discharges to the stormwater drainage system is to eliminate 
sources of pollutants. In addition, outdoor merchandise could spill out into the drive aisles and 
disrupt vehicle and pedestrian circulations patterns, thereby creating safety issues.  

In the past the Planning Commission has approved similar requests for outdoor display areas, 
particularly for home improvement businesses such as Lowe’s and Lodi Shopping Center. In both of 
those cases the approved outdoor display area is limited to the area immediately outside of the 
buildings. Outdoor display, storage or sale of merchandise within the parking lot has been explicitly 
prohibited. Staff recommends that conditions be placed on the proposed project to limit outdoor 
sales immediately outside of the building (similar to Lowe’s) and no additional permanent or 
seasonal outdoor storage/display area be permitted, unless the design is made permanent with 
appropriate fencing, landscaping, etc.  

Architecture:
The architectural theme of the shopping center is early agricultural style articulated by canopies, 
overhangs, wood type siding, recessed columns, metal roofing, red bricks, and tower elements. 
Additionally, there is a free standing arch element provided. Sample elevations are provided under 
Attachment D. The proposed colors for the Home Depot include shades of gray and silver, 
accented with awnings, metal roof and decorative architectural elements designed to break up the 
mass appearance. Although the proposed architectural design of the center is consistent with the 
building design standards and design elements established in the LMC 17.58 Design Standards for 
Large Retail Establishments, architectural design of the previously approved COSTCO building 
drastically differs from the remainder of the shopping center. Staff will work with both applicants to 
ensure architectural coherence for the site is achieved consistent with the municipal code and 
conditions placed on the COSTCO approval. 

Signage:
The approval of project signage is not a part of the current review and would be subject to City of 
Lodi codes and requirements to ensure they complement the building architecture and landscaping. 
Signage applications and approvals would be completed separately. However, the applicants have 
illustrated the location and design of the signs they intend to use. All wall mounted signs will have to 



be individual letters and no cabinet “canned” signs would be permitted. This would be consistent 
with previously approved shopping centers (condition #19). It is unclear at the moment if the project 
will include free standing signs. One free standing sign per shopping center is permitted under the 
LMC 17.63 Signs. A free standing sign will require a separate building permit and, if necessary, 
SPARC review and approval. 

Traffic Circulation/Parking:
As shown the site plan, the primary access to the proposed shopping center is provided from 
Harney Lane via Reynolds Ranch Parkway. As shown on the site plan, the main entrance to the 
project parking lot is from the proposed signaled drive which intersects Reynolds Ranch Parkway. 
Three secondary access points are also provided from Reynolds Ranch Parkway, located further 
south. These access points provide satisfactory traffic circulation in and out of the shopping center.  

In accordance with Lodi Municipal Code (LMC) Section 17.58.110, buildings are located close to 
streets and parking is provide behind the buildings, which reduces the undesirable visual impact of 
the paved parking surface. Parking spaces are distributed around all buildings. The City’s large 
design standards for large retail establishments allows a maximum parking stalls five spaces for 
every one thousand square feet of building space. The proposed shopping center contains total of 
345,795 square feet of tenant spaces. The proposed development allows a total 1,729 parking 
spaces (General Retail 5/1000), 1,728 spaces are being provided, which includes ADA compliant 
parking stalls for each building. Consistent with the COSTCO approval conditions and the existing 
Blue Shield development, parking lot light fixtures must be a maximum of twenty-five feet in height 
and no spillover beyond the property line will be permitted. This would ensure all light fixtures 
throughout the center are consistent. A condition has been added to require the applicant to provide 
a photometric plan prior to the issuance of building permits (condition # 25). 

Landscaping:
In accordance with Lodi Municipal Code (LMC) Section 17.58.110, landscaping requirements for 
these types of projects are one shading tree per four parking spaces, one large tree per 500 sq. ft. of 
open space, 25% of all trees must be 15 gal. or larger, 25% of all shrubs must be 5 gal. or larger, and 

groundcover must be provided where necessary. Landscaping must achieve minimum fifty percent 
shading requirement within five years of planting. The applicant has submitted a generic landscape 
plan, which calls for various large shade trees, smaller trees, shrubs and ground covers distributed 
throughout the parking. Given the size of the building, the project proponent is required to provide 
433 larger shade (one tree per four stalls) distributed within the parking lot interior and additional 
one tree for every 500 sq. ft. open space. As shown the plans, the applicant provides 418 large 
parking lot trees and 353 open space shading tree. Supplementing the trees, there would also be a 
variety of medium to small shrubs, ground cover and special grasses for swale areas for the Home 
Depot parking lot. Conditions of approval require the applicant to provide additional parking lot trees 
to reduce island-heat effect and to meet the City’s standards (condition # 30). As shown the 
landscape palette, substantial amount of the proposed plant material for the new site would be 
drought tolerant and would use less water than other common species. The proposed irrigation 
system uses deep root watering bubblers for parking lot shade trees to minimize usage and ensure 
that water goes directly to the intended planting areas.  

Once site development and construction is completed, the proposed Home Depot alone will employ 
approximately 100 to 150 employees during three daily shifts (the store proposes to be open 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week). The proposed development is consistent with the City’s General Plan 
and is an attractive addition to the City in that the proposed commercial development will provide 
much needed services to the City of Lodi, enhance the City’s economic viability, increase the tax 
base and provide employment opportunities for residents. The proposed development is in full 



conformance with the applicable City regulations, including LMC Section 17.58 of the Municipal 
Code Design Standards for Large Retail Establishments. These standards were adopted in 2004 
specifically to deal with the design of large scale retail establishments. The applicant’s project 
meets or exceeded each of these standards as presented and conditioned. Therefore, staff is 
recommending that the Planning Commission approve this request. 

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE:
Legal Notice for the Use Permit was published on March 13, 2010. 52 public hearing notices were 
sent to all property owners of record within a 300-foot radius of the project site as required by 
California State Law §65091 (a) 3. Public notice also was mailed to interested parties who had 
expressed their interest of the project. No protest letter has been received. 

ALTERNATIVE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS:

 Approve with additional/different conditions 

 Deny the SPARC request 

 Continue the request 

Respectfully Submitted,  Concur, 

Immanuel Bereket  Konradt Bartlam  
Assistant Planner  Community Development Director 

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Vicinity Map 
B. Site Plan (including truck path and landscape plans) 
C. Color Elevation 
D. Resolution 
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TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 190

NUMBER OF PARKING LOT TREES: 67

NUMBER OF OTHER TREES: 79

TOTAL TREES: 146
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THE OFFICE OF
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Conceptual

SYMBOL Botanical Name WATER

COMMON NAME USE

CATEGORY

TREES - All trees will be 15 gallon size

Trees 30' diameter Cedrus deodara Medium

canopy such as: DEODAR CEDAR

Gingko biloba 'Autumn Gold' Medium

AUTUMN GOLD GINGKO

Koelreuteria bipinnata Medium

CHINESE FLAME TREE

Pistacia chinensis Medium

CHINESE PISTACHE

Quercus agrifolia Very Low

COAST LIVE OAK

Ulmus parvifolia 'True Green' Medium

TRUE GREEN CHINESE ELM

Zelkova s. 'Village Green' Medium

VILLAGE GREEN ZELKOVA

Trees 25' diameter Acer rubrum 'Red Sunset' Medium

canopy such as: Red Sunset Maple

Gleditsia triacanthos 'Skyline' Medium

SKYLINE HONEY LOCUST

Laurus N. 'Saratoga' Medium

SARATOGA SWEET BAY

Nyssa sylvatica Medium

SOUR GUM

Olea 'Wilsoni' Low

WILSON OLIVE

Pyrus c. 'Redspire' Medium

REDSPIRE PEAR

Trees 20' diameter Lagerstroemia 'Dynamite' Low

canopy such as: DYNAMITE CRAPE MYRTLE

Lagerstroemia 'Natchez' Low

NATCHEZ CRAPE MYRTLE

Pyrus kawakamii Medium

EVERGREEN PEAR

SHRUBS - 25% will be five gallon size and 75% will be one gallon size

Tall Shrubs such as: Bambusa 'Alphonse Karr' Low

ALPHONSE KARR BAMBOO

Heteromeles arbutifolia Low

TOYON

Phormium tenax Low

NEW ZEALAND FLAX

Prunus lusitanica Low

PORTUGUESE LAUREL

Rhaphiolepis 'Majestic Beauty' Low

NCN

Medium Shrubs such as: Euonymus j. 'Green Spire' Low

GREEN SPIRE EUONYMUS

Mahonia p. 'Ken Hartman' Low

KEN HARTMAN MAHONIA

Myrsine africana Low

AFRICAN BOXWOOD

Myrtus communis Low

MYRTLE

Nandina d. 'Compacta' Low

DWARF HEAVENLY BAMBOO

SYMBOL Botanical Name WATER

COMMON NAME USE

CATEGORY

Nandina d. 'Gulfstream' Low

GULFSTREAM HEAVENLY BAMBOO

Phlomis fruticosa Low

JERUSALEM SAGE

Small Shrubs such as: Callistemon v. 'Little John' Low

LITTLE JOHN WEEPING BOTTLEBRUSH

Dietes bicolor Low

FORTNIGHT LILY

Euonymus j. 'Silver Princess' Low

SILVER PRINCESS EUONYMUS

Juniperus r. conferta Low

SHORE JUNIPER

Mahonia repens Low

CREEPING MAHONIA

Nandina d. 'Harbor Dwarf' Low

HARBOR DWARF HEAVENLY BAMBOO

Rhaphiolepis u. 'Minor' Low

DWARF YEDDO HAWTHORN

PERENNIALS - will come from one gallon cans

Perennials such as: Kniphofia uvaria Low

RED HOT POKER

Lantana Low

NCN

Pelargonium hortorum Low

GARDEN GERANIUM

Pennisetum a. 'Hameln' Low

HAMELN FOUNTAIN GRASS

Salvia greggiii Low

AUTUMN SAGE

Scaevola 'Mauve Clusters' Low

NCN

Stachys b. 'Silver Carpet' Low

SILVER CARPET LAMB'S EARS

GROUNDCOVERS - will be from flats or one gallon cans

Groundcovers such as: Aptenia 'Red Apple' Low

RED APPLE APTENIA

Arctostaphylos 'Emerald Carpet' Low

EMERALD CARPET MANZANITA

Coprosma p. 'Verde Vista' Low

NCN

Drosanthemum hispidum. Low

NCN

Lampranthus spectabilis Low

TRAILING ICEPLANT

Mow Free Turf Grass Blend Medium

Myoporum parvifolium Low

NCN

Osteospermum fruticosum Low

TRAILING AFRICAN DAISY

Verbena 'Tapien' Low

NCN

VINES - will be one gallon or five gallon size

Vines such as: Gelsemium sempervirens Low

CAROLINA JESSAMINE

NORTHWEST QUADRANT:

PARKING AND TREE SUMMARY

IRRIGATION SYSTEM STATEMENT

The Irrigation System will be a water efficient, low pressure,

subsurface system designed to provide adequate support

of plant growth and promote deeply rooted plant material.

The irrigation controller will be programmable such that the

system can operate during early morning hours.  The

schedule will be based on historic and present-day

evapotranspiration data from CIMIS (the California Irrigation

Management System) so that the amount of water applied

more closely approximates the amount of water needed by

the plant material.  This will reduce over-watering

PLANT PALETTE

The plants have been chosen with a view toward limiting

the choices to those with relatively lower water

requirements while still reflecting the regional character of

our landscape.  The trees are low to medium water users

while the shrubs and perennials are primarily low water

users (based on WUCOLS, the Water Use Classifications

of Landscape Species as published by UC Cooperative

Extension).  Mown turf grass will not be part of this project.

7 X U I V W \ O H J U R X Q G F R Y H U V Z L O O E H ‡ P R Z I U H H · W X U
meadow grasses which have less demand for irrigation,

fertilization and maintenance.  In particular, the plant palette

has been selected with a view toward minimizing

maintenance as well as low water consumption.
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A07-150 02.03.10

Conceptual Design

Shop / Bank Buildings 1

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

STUCCO
SW 6363 Gingery

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

DECORATIVE IRON

GUSSET

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

VINTAGE CRATE LABEL ARTWORK

THROUGHOUT PROJECT�
STUCCO

SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

 STUCCO
SW 6363 Gingery

PLANT TRELLIS STRUCTURE WITH 

WISTERIA AND UPLIGHTS AT COLUMNS
BRICK CLAD MONUMENT WALLS
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

CORRUGATED METAL
AEP SPAN Zincalume Plus

1



A07-150 02.03.10

Conceptual Design

Shop / Bank Buildings 1

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

DECORATIVE IRON

GUSSET

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

BRICK CLAD PILASTER�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

STUCCO
SW 6363 Gingery

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

DECORATIVE DOORS

ENCLOSING SWITCHGEAR

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

FIRESIST FABRIC AWNING

SUNBRELLA

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

STUCCO
SW 7044 Amazing Gray

STUCCO
SW2834 Birdseye Maple

2
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Conceptual Design

Shops Buildings 5, 6A and 6B 

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

DECORATIVE IRON

GUSSET

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 6363 Gingery

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

FIRESIST FABRIC AWNING

SUNBRELLA

3

STUCCO
SW 6363 Gingery

METAL CANOPY�

SW 6117 Smokey Topaz
STUCCO

SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

FIRESIST FABRIC AWNING

SUNBRELLA

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

PLANT TRELLIS STRUCTURE WITH �

WISTERIA AND UPLIGHTS AT COLUMNS CORRUGATED METAL PANELS�
AEP Cool Zatique II

VINTAGE CRATE LABEL ARTWORK �

THROUGHOUT CENTER
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Conceptual Design

Major A1, A2 and A3

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

4

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING�

SW 6192 Coastal Plain

STUCCO�
SW 6130 Mannered Gold

SPLIT FACE CMU�
Basalite D380

SPLIT FACE CMU - SOLDIER COURSE�
Basalite D113

  CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING�

SW 6165 Connected Gray 

STUCCO
SW 2835 Craftsman Brown

STUCCO
SW 7044 Amazing Gray
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Conceptual Design

Major A1, A2 and A3

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

5

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING�

SW 6192 Coastal Plain

STUCCO�
SW 6130 Mannered Gold

SPLIT FACE CMU�
Basalite D380 

SPLIT FACE CMU - SOLDIER COURSE�
Basalite D113

STUCCO
SW 2835 Craftsman Brown

STUCCO
SW 7044 Amazing Gray

STUCCO
SW 2835 Craftsman Brown

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING�

SW 6192 Coastal Plain

CORRUGATED METAL

AEP Zincalume Plus

METAL TRELLIS�
SW 6180 Oakmoss

SHUTTER�
SW 2835 Craftsman Brown

STUCCO
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle
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Conceptual Design

Major C and D

Highway 99 & Harney Way

Lodi, CA

STANDING SEAM
AEP Cool Zatique II

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

6

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

SPLIT FACE CMU�
Basalite D380 

SPLIT FACE CMU - SOLDIER COURSE�
Basalite D113

CORRUGATED METAL

AEP Tahoe Blue

METAL TRELLIS�
SW 6180 Oakmoss

BRICK SOLDIER COURSE�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

SPLIT FACE CMU�
Basalite D380 

METAL TRELLIS�
SW 6180 Oakmoss

TIMBER
SW 2841 Weathered Shingle

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2833 Roycroft Vellum

STUCCO
SW 2834 Birdseye Maple

BRICK CLAD PEDESTAL�
HC MUDDOX Monterey Bay Flash

CEMENTITIOUS HORIZONTAL SIDING
SW 2815 Renwick Olive













LODI PLANNING COMMISSION 
REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 2010 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

 

The Regular Planning Commission meeting of February 10, 2010, was called to order by 
Chair Cummins at 7:00 p.m. 

Present:  Planning Commissioners – Heinitz, Hennecke, Kirsten, Kiser, Olson, and Chair Cummins 

Absent: Planning Commissioners – Mattheis 

Also Present: Community Development Director Konradt Bartlam, Deputy City Attorney Janice 
Magdich, Assistant Planner Immanuel Bereket, Public Works Director Wally Sandelin 
and Administrative Secretary Kari Chadwick 

 
2. MINUTES 

“January 27, 2010” 

MOTION / VOTE: 

The Planning Commission, on motion of Commissioner Kirsten, Kiser second, approved the 
Minutes of January 27, 2010 as written. (Commissioner Olson and Chair Cummins abstained 
because they were not in attendance of the subject meeting) 

 
 
 
3. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

a) Notice thereof having been published according to law, an affidavit of which publication is on file in 
the Community Development Department, Chair Cummins called for the public hearing to consider 
the request to certify the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 08-ND-03 as adequate 
environmental documentation for the proposed project; request for a Tentative Parcel Map to divide 
one parcel in to two lots and approve the site plan and architecture of the proposed development 
including affordable housing development standard concessions at 2245 Tienda Drive. (Applicant: 
Eden Housing. File Number 09-MND-03, 09-P-01 and 09-SP-04) 

 
Director Konradt Bartlam gave a brief PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.  There is 
one concession that is being asked for and that is for the number of parking spaces.  There 
currently is not a separate parking requirement for senior housing.  The closest requirement is for 
multi-family housing which is two spaces per unit.  The applicant is asking for three-quarters of a 
space per unit.  Staff has reviewed this and compared it to comparable projects and believes it is a 
reasonable standard for the project proposed.  Staff is recommending approval of the project as 
presented. 
 
Commissioner Heinitz stated his concerns regarding the lack of parking and the nature of Tienda 
Drive as a thoroughfare to the Target Shopping Center.  There is also the school directly across the 
street.  Tienda Drive is somewhat of an upscale neighborhood entering into Sunwest.  He also 
added that if he were to bring a project before staff for an apartment building two covered parking 
spaces would be required per unit.  The parking that is being recommended isn’t even covered.  
The units on Wimbledon which closely resembles this project seems to have more parking spaces 
and with all the empty hard spaces that are on the plan he fells that there could be more parking 
provided.  Director Bartlam stated that there are examples in town, like the Arbor project and the 
Vintage, that supply less than two parking spaces per unit and they are straight senior projects with 
no income restriction.  The project located in Manteca which Mr. Bartlam visited a couple of times 
has the same situation as this project and has less than one space per unit and not all of the 
spaces are being utilized.  The average age of the tenants is close to 80 and the income is in the 
very low range.  Heinitz stated that there are transportation and other amenities that are being 
supplied to those other projects that are not being offered with this project. 
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Commissioner Olson stated her concerns regarding the parking also and would like to know which 
demographic sector is being targeted.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the demographics here will be the 
same as the demographics in Manteca, income earnings will be $10,000-$15,000 per year in most 
cases.  Rents will be gauged to be no more than thirty percent of their income.  The target group 
that is in need and the one that staff and Eden Housing feels will be reached is the single female in 
their seventies.  Olson asked what kind of stock Lodi currently has.  Bartlam stated that there are 
only a couple of projects just for seniors, the Arbors and the LOEL Center has sixteen units mostly 
within walking distance of the center.  The downtown hotel is also an example that would be at the 
same income level and it has no parking.  Olson asked if overflow parking would be on the street.  
Mr. Bartlam stated that it would, but overflow parking is not anticipated. 

 
 

 Hearing Opened to the Public 

• Faye Blackman, Eden Housing representative, came forward to answer questions.  Ms. 
Blackman gave a brief presentation of the company’s assets and introduced the rest of the 
team that accompanied her here tonight.  The target tenant is the single female in her 
seventies. 

• Chair Cummins asked if the target age is over 70 years of age.  Ms. Blackman stated that 
that is correct. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked about the other developments managed by Eden and what 
types of amenities are offered in and around the property.  Ms Blackman stated that other 
projects are in and around public transport.  Eden also creates relationships with local 
senior centers and has reached out to the LOEL Center and the Senior Center located at 
Hutchins Street Square and is looking forward to working with them.  Heinitz asked about 
transportation for grocery shopping, doctor’s appointments, etc.  Ms Blackman stated that 
there is a bus stop about a quarter mile away that services four lines and for the seniors 
that don’t use the bus , or the City’s Dial-a-Ride system Eden feels there will be other 
support groups to assist them. 

• Vice Chair Hennecke asked if there will be more demand for the 55 to 70 in the near future.  
Ms Blackman stated that she does not foresee any demand issues in this category.  
Hennecke asked if any one bedroom units have couples living in them.  Ms Blackman 
stated that there are few couples living in the one bedroom units.  Eden allows up to three 
people living in the one bedroom units, a couple with their care provider, but this is not very 
common.  Hennecke asked if in the case where there are two or more people living in the 
residence does only one of them have to be 55 or older.  Ms Blackman stated that only one 
needs to be 55 years of age. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated his concerns with the lack of parking, his concern over a senior 
having to walk a quarter mile to catch a bus, and his concern over three people sharing a 
one bedroom apartment.  Ms Blackman stated that three people in a one bedroom 
apartment is very rare and isn’t expected, but is allowed.  Kiser asked if there will be a bus 
service to take the residents to the LOEL Center for dinner since this project does not 
provide dinners.  Ms Blackman stated that Eden is working with the LOEL Center to provide 
this type of service.  Kiser stated that he will have a problem approving the project if those 
amenities are not in place. 

• Commissioner Olson stated that she is hearing a great deal of support by City staff and is 
confident that staff will make sure that the transportation is provided.  Olson pointed out the 
potential PV System and asked why it is just a potential system.  Ms. Blackman stated that 
the PV system is very expensive and Eden is trying to identify a funding source.  Mr. 
Bartlam stated that Staff has been working with the Electric Utilities Department to help find 
a funding source.  

• Commissioner Heinitz stated his concern with three people living in a one bedroom unit and 
whether or not that is legal under the Uniform Housing Codes, and if there are three people 
one would probably be a support staff that will have need of a vehicle.  Peter Waller, 
architect for the project, came forward to address the concerns with the lack of parking 
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spaces.  There is a strong push for an open space concept with this project and adding 
additional parking contradicts that goal.  One of the reasons is for on site storm water 
management.  This allows for less impact on the City wide storm drainage system.  If this 
was a regular multi-family complex then two parking spaces per unit would be provided, but 
it isn’t and Eden is just asking for the project to be pictured as what it is.  Mr. Waller 
explained some of the items that will be used to make this project as green as possible.  
Heinitz stated that he is in total support of this project, but has an issue with the lack of 
parking because of the overflow being on Tienda Drive.  Mr. Waller stated that there has 
not with all of the other projects done by Eden been parking issue.  It would not be 
beneficial for Eden to not supply enough parking for their tenants, or supply too much 
parking. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated that in addition to concerns with parking there is a concern with 
the PV System being shown that may not happen and the roofing material that is being 
used is not going to fit in with the surrounding area.  Kiser is concerned that what is being 
shown to the Commission isn’t going to happen.  Mr. Waller stated that the roofing shingles 
will be a thirty or forty year shingle.  Kiser stated that what is shown is not a thirty or forty 
year composition shingle and the PV System that is shown may not be used.  Mr. Waller 
stated that the solar is being shown because the intention is to put them on the buildings 
and there may have been objections if they were not shown and added later and the roofing 
shingles will be a thirty or forty year asphalt shingle.  Kiser would like to be shown what is 
going to be done not what could be.  

• Commissioner Hennecke asked about the spaces next to the office being designated as 
visitor parking.  Mr. Waller stated that they will be designated for visitors. 

• Commissioner Heinitz stated his concern for the quality of the project being presented for 
this area and the emphasis that is being placed on expense.  Mr. Waller asked if there is a 
specific answer that would be more satisfactory that would be satisfactory for the roof.  
Heinitz stated that he doesn’t want a verbal promise, he wants it in writing. 

• Director Bartlam stated that this is the site plan and architectural review and if the 
Commission wishes to require architectural changes to the project then they have discretion 
to do so.  Mr. Bartlam pointed out that the Wine and Roses project used an asphalt shingle.  
This is a two phase project, so maybe the Commission could place conditions for one 
parking space per unit on the first phase and at the appropriate time Eden can bring back 
the second phase for any alterations, but conditioning it this way could cost valuable living 
units.  If there are specific conditions the Commission wants to place on the type of roofing 
shingles or the PV System used, then that is your prerogative and now is the time to do it. 

• Commissioner Olson stated that she is very excited about the project and that she feels the 
Commission’s questions are valid.  She also stated that the City could have made this go a 
little easier by showing that there would be support services going to this location, and then 
.75 parking spaces would be great.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the City has a very 
accomplished Dial-A-Ride program.  Staff is bringing forward a recommendation for what is 
believed to be a project that is in the best interest of the community based on staff’s 
experience.  Olson stated that she is all for giving the builder the benefit of the doubt, but 
believes that there are other support issues beyond the building that will make this a 
successful project.  She is inclined to work with Eden through the first phase rather than not 
have the senior housing that is so desperately needed. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated his agreement with Commissioner Olson, but would like to see 
a condition requiring an architectural roofing shingle. 

• Katie Lamont, representative for Eden Housing, came forward to address concerns.  The 
seniors that come to live at an Eden project stay with Eden until they can no longer live on 
their own.  The facilities are staffed with a coordinator that is there to make sure that the 
amenities that are needed get supplied.  This project when put to an internal test for green 
point scale rating rated a 127, so the commitment to green building is a very high priority.  
Solar isn’t the first item that is looked at for a project because there are so many other items 
that are higher on the green scale.  The parking has been determined by past experiences 
with all the projects that Eden has done, and would not be brought to the Commission for 
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approval with inadequate parking as suggested.  After having many discussions with Tracy 
Williams with the LOEL Center there is transportation services to and from the project site 
to the center through the public bus transportation system and Dial-A-Ride.  The LOEL 
Center has five vans at their disposal that Eden is in discussions with Ms. Williams for the 
use of one of them to help with the transportation of Eden’s residents to and from the 
Center and home.  There will also be other support areas such as family and friends that 
will provide transportation.   

• Commissioner Kirsten asked if there is a demand for senior housing in Lodi.  Ms. Lamont 
stated that the City sending out a RFP (Request For Proposals) for the project indicates the 
need.  Ms Blackman stated that there is a waiting list with 150 people on it for the current 
senior housing units in Lodi.  Kirsten stated that the market drives this type of project.  Ms 
Blackman agreed.  Kirsten stated his understanding of the cost factor for the affordability 
and wanted to know if the concerns that are being expressed could drive up the cost or are 
the items doable from an affordability aspect.  Ms Blackman stated that there is a point that 
will put the project out of the affordability range.  Eden is an owner/builder/manager 
company and the projects are built to a lasting standard.  Kirsten stated that he is 
concerned about the lack of parking also, but will defer that to Eden at this time.  He would 
not like to see the project loose units at the cost of parking.  Kirsten asked about other 
projects having PV systems and the return they have had.  Ms Blackman stated that there 
is one project that is currently having a PV system installed. 

• Keith Land, former board member for the LOEL Center, came forward to support the 
project.  The LOEL Center has 16 units and only 7 parking spaces are utilized because of 
the cost of maintaining the vehicles.  The Center offers congregational meals and currently 
serves 53 meals per day.  Through the CDBG program offered by the City of Lodi the 
Center has received enough money to remodel the kitchen and with the remodel the meal 
capacity will be 500 meals per day.  The goal of the LOEL Center is to start providing 
Meals-On-Wheels to seniors all around the City.  Mr. Land stated that he sat on the board 
that chose Eden Housing for this project and stated that in his opinion Eden is the cream of 
the crop.  Mr. Land has been to the Manteca project site five times and there is always 
parking even during the grand opening. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked how the seniors get around town.  Mr. Land stated that 
there is a combination of ways, family, bus, and Dial-A-Ride that get the seniors around to 
their various appointments. 

 
 Public Portion of Hearing Closed 
  

• Commissioner Hennecke asked if there is a way to incorporate a bus stop in front of this 
project.  Director Sandelin stated that a bus route does not currently go down Tienda Drive.  
A route study would have to be done to determine the need, but based on the clientele 
being served here Mr. Sandelin feels they would much rather use Dial-A-Ride. 

• Chair Cummins stated that Commissioner Mattheis and he were a part of the group that 
picked Eden for this project and feels that this is a benefit to the City.  He does not feel that 
this project should be held to the same standards as a single family custom built home like 
the ones you will find in the adjacent development.  Cummins shared that his mother lives 
in a similar type development in Michigan and it is very nice. 

• Commissioner Heinitz stated that his main concern is the lack of parking.  If the 
Commission were to leave the condition at .75 spaces per unit for phase one would phase 
two come back, so that it can be determined if that was adequate.  Mr. Bartlam stated that 
he recommends changing the condition to reflect the one space per unit for the first phase 
then let Eden come back to request less if they find that one space is more than enough.  
Worst case scenario Eden looses a few units in the back on phase two. 

• Commissioner Kirsten stated that there is an urgent need for this type of housing in our 
area and is comfortable with the parking assessments provided by Eden and would hesitate 
to increase the parking at this time.  Kirsten would like the Commission to not condition the 
project out of the affordability range or to take away any of the green space. 



Continued  
 

5 

• Commissioner Olson stated her agreement with Commissioner Kirsten and would support 
the project with the current parking so as to not loose any units and with an added condition 
for the architectural roofing shingles if that is something the other Commissioners felt 
strongly about. 

• Commissioner Heinitz agreed with his fellow Commissioners other than erring on the side 
of caution for the first phase and requiring one parking space per unit and then going with 
the .5 spaces per unit on the second phase which would then equal out to be .75. 

• Commissioner Hennecke stated his agreement with Commissioner Kiser regarding the 
architectural roof shingles and as far as the parking he is comfortable with the plan as 
proposed.  He then asked if staff new what the utilization of the bus transit and Dial-A-Ride 
system is for the other senior housing projects.  Mr. Bartlam and Sandelin stated that they 
did not have those numbers directly in front of them, but could get them and bring them 
back. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated appreciation to his fellow Commissioners in their support for the 
architectural roofing shingles.  He would also like to err on the side of caution for the 
parking spaces and require one per unit now and let Eden come back and ask to alter it for 
phase two. 

• Director Bartlam stated the possible added language for the altered condition #5: 
o At a minimum a thirty year architectural grade shingle will be used. 

• Commissioner Kirsten added to condition #4; that there be a 1 to 1 ratio for parking for 
phase one. 

 
MOTION / VOTE: 

 The Planning Commission, on motion of Kirsten, Kiser second, approved the request of the 
Planning Commission to certify the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 08-ND-03 as 
adequate environmental documentation for the proposed project at 2245 Tienda Drive subject 
to the conditions in the Resolution. and; 

Approved the request of the Planning Commission for a Tentative Parcel Map to divide one 
parcel in to two lots and approve the site plan and architecture of the proposed development 
including affordable housing development standard concessions at 2245 Tienda Drive subject 
to the conditions in the Resolution with the added verbiage as stated above.  The motion 
carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes:   Commissioners – Heinitz, Hennecke, Kirsten, Kiser, Olson, and Chair Cummins 
Noes:   Commissioners – None 

 Absent:   Commissioners – Mattheis 
 
 
b) Notice thereof having been published according to law, an affidavit of which publication is on file in 

the Community Development Department, Chair Cummins called for the public hearing to consider 
the request for a Use Permit to allow the sale of alcoholic beverages and approve the SPARC 
application concerning the COSTCO Wholesale building. (Applicant: David Babcock, on behalf of 
COSTCO Wholesale. File Number: 09-U-15 and 09-SP-15) 

Director Konradt Bartlam gave a brief PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report.  Mr. 
Bartlam provided a look at what is proposed for the balance of the center that was submitted after 
the packet delivery. 

Commissioner Kiser asked what the time line is for the reconstruction build out for Harney Lane.  
Director Sandelin stated that the widening of Harney Lane west of Stockton Street running easterly 
to a point east of the second Costco driveway should be completed prior to the store opening.  
There are some additional interchange improvements that will be complete prior to the store 
opening.  Kiser asked when the store is projected to be open.  Mr. Bartlam stated no later than late 
summer.  Kiser asked if the Haney Lane improvements would be complete in time.  Mr. Sandelin 
stated they would. 

Commissioner Heinitz asked about the Highway interchange improvements making the traffic more 
difficult.  Director Sandelin stated that one of the original mitigation measures was to make 
improvements to the two wrap intersections, one on the east side of the interchange and the other 
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on the west side.  Staff is working with CalTrans and has received a verbal commitment from them 
to have those improvements done by late summer. 

Director Bartlam pointed out that there have been a few changes made to the Resolution which are 
shown on the Resolution provided on the Blue Sheets. 

 
 

 Hearing Opened to the Public 

• David Babcock, Real-estate Development Director for Costco, came forward to answer 
questions.  Mr. Babcock provided some background information on the Costco Company 
and the positive effects that the company has on the communities that they reside. 

• Commissioner Kirsten asked if having the Costco visible from the freeway will help attract 
traffic that wouldn’t normally stop in Lodi into the shopping center helping to create sale tax 
dollars for Lodi.  Mr. Babcock stated that if you are a Costco member you are able to stop 
at any center to do your shopping and when you purchase something the zip code related 
to that card is recorded and there are many occasions that an out of the area member is 
found shopping at other out of their area warehouses.  Kirsten stated that he and his family 
shop at the Costco in Stockton as do other families from Lodi, so this should help to bring 
those tax dollars back to our town. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked if the numbers of how many shoppers from the 95240 area 
shop at the Stockton store.  Mr. Babcock stated that he does not have access to those 
numbers. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked if this store is likely to bring in customers from outside the 
immediate area.  Mr. Babcock stated that it is projected to serve not only Lodi, but the 
surrounding area.  

• Chair Cummins asked how many new stores that are being built or in the planning stages of 
being built in California.  Mr. Babcock stated that this is the only store currently being built in 
northern California. 

• Commissioner Olson stated her concerns over the amount of asphalt and would like to here 
more about the areas that are being addressed in regards to sustainability.  Mr. Babcock 
stated that the lighting inside the store is being supplemented with skylights and the heating 
and cooling are regulated very closely with very sophisticated controls.  Landscaping is a 
major part of the project that will help to deflect heat from the outside to inside.  This all 
lends a hand in reducing the energy consumption of the building. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked if there will be any additional items such as solar panels 
being used on the project.  Mr. Babcock stated that with the amount of skylights that are 
proposed with this project it would be unbeneficial to cover them up with solar panels. 

• Melissa and Charles Katzakian, owners of the Morse-Skinner Ranch, came forward to 
object to the project.  The project is relying on the 2006 project description and EIR.  The 
developer has failed to comply with mitigations which require protection of the historical 
property, Morse/Skinner Ranch, via conversion to commercial use.  Condition number five 
of the resolution has not been met because of the residential use of our property being 
surrounded by the commercial development with this project and future projects to the site.  
As part of the City’s Resolution 2006-162 which approved the original project states that the 
project would adaptively reuse the Morse-Skinner Ranch and water tower, but to date this 
has not happened.  There has not been an EIR analysis to consider the incompatibility of 
the continued residential land use of our property.  Mrs. Katzakian does not believe that this 
project can be approved until a supplemental EIR has been done to take in to account the 
residential use of the property. 

• Kathy Curley, property owner on Harney Lane directly north of the project, came forward to 
request clarification on the timeline of the project being finished and the improvements 
made to Harney Lane.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the questions will be addressed once the 
public hearing is closed to the public. 
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 Public Portion of Hearing Closed 
  

• Director Sandlin stated that there are two different improvement projects that are scheduled 
to occur prior to the opening of the first use at the Reynolds Ranch Project.  The four lane 
widening generally between Stockton Street and just east of the driveway entering the 
project site.  The second improvement project which is being processed now as an 
encroachment permit through CalTrans will add turn lane improvements on both ends of the 
interchange and will also add signalized intersection improvements at the intersections of 
the existing ramps. 

 
Hearing Re-opened to the Public 

• David Babcock came forward to question a few of the conditions in the Resolution. 

o #3 – Costco would like to have an outdoor display area. 

o #15 – While accommodating this condition a few parking spaces may need to be 
sacrificed.  This may limit any expansion requests in the future which would 
require more parking spaces to be sacrificed.  Chair Cummins stated that 
Costco currently has thirteen more spaces than required.  Mr. Babcock 
stated that that is correct. 

o #21c – The parking lot light fixture height is set at 25 feet; Costco would like to put 
theirs up at 35 feet.   

o #53 and 55 – These two items talk about specific ADA requirements and the 
concern is that they may be too specific in their verbiage.  ADA 
requirements are legal requirements that Costco will follow to the legal letter. 

• Chair Cummins asked about the parking lot fixtures being increased to a height of 35 feet.  
Bartlam stated that the 25 foot height is typical of what has been required in the Lodi area.  
When you get to the 35 foot level there is more light spilling over into the outlining areas. 

• Chair Cummins asked for clarification on what the request is on outside storage.  Babcock 
stated that he would like to be able to take care of the occasional outside displays on an 
administrative level.  Cummins asked if the concern on condition number 53 and 55 was 
with the specific language not the requirements to ADA.  Mr. Babcock stated that that is 
correct. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated the understanding for wanting the 35 foot high light fixtures but 
is concerned with the light spilling over into the residential windows at night.  Mr. Babcock 
stated that every precaution would be taken to ensure that light would not be spilling over 
into the surrounding residential areas.  Kiser asked if staff prefers the 25 foot standard.  
Bartlam stated that the recommendation is at the 25 foot level because staff feels that is 
adequate. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked about the clarification on the outside storage based on past 
experiences.  Mr. Babcock stated that the outside storage would be on a temporary part-
time basis.  Heinitz asked if the verbiage regarding the outside storage being on a 
temporary part-time basis.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the condition does not state that there 
can not be any outdoor storage just that the area for storage needs to be approved by 
SPARC.  

• Commissioner Olson asked if the rest of the center is desirous of having the lighting 
standards at the 35 foot level.  Mr. Babcock stated that yes they are.  Mr. Bartlam stated 
that staff has not had a chance to take a good look at the plans for the rest of the shopping 
center, but staff will want the lighting to be consistent throughout the center. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked if the outdoor display would be similar to the one at the 
Stockton store near the tire shop.  Mr. Babcock stated that it would.  Hennecke asked if 
there were any special conditions placed on the Lowes outdoor storage.  Bartlam stated 
that Lowes currently has an outdoor storage plan that has been approved by the City. 
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Public Portion of Hearing Closed 

• Director Bartlam stated that there is enough flexibility in condition number 15 to allow for 
outdoor storage with the plan submitted by Costco.  The concerns regarding condition 53 
and 55 comes down to the fact that the ADA requirements will have to be met and 
approved by the Building Division.  Condition number 53 can be shortened if it is the desire 
of the Commission to read:   

o Walkways and sidewalks along accessible routes of travel shall be in 
compliance  (1) continuously accessible, (2) have maximum 1/2" changes in 
elevation, (3) are minimum 48" in width, (4) have a maximum 1/4" per foot side 
slope, and (5) where necessary to change elevation at a slope exceeding 5% 
(i.e., 1:20) shall have ramps complying with 2007 CBC, Section 1133B.5.  
Where a walk crosses or adjoins a vehicular way, and the walking surfaces are 
not separated by curbs, railings or other elements between the pedestrian 
areas and vehicular areas shall be defined by a continuous detectable warning 
which is 36” wide, complying with the 2007 CBC, Section 1133B.8.5. 

• Chair Cummins asked for clarification on the language allowing the outdoor storage.  Mr. 
Bartlam stated that the floor plan slide from the PowerPoint which shows the outdoor 
storage could be added to the resolution as an attachment constituting the approval of the 
outdoor storage if that is the Commissions desire. 

• Commissioner Kiser stated his concerns with the request in increasing the height of the 
light standards.  The Blue Shield project has the light standards at 25 foot. 

 
MOTION / VOTE: 
The Planning Commission, on motion of Commissioner Kirsten, Kiser second, approved the 
request of the Planning Commission for a Use Permit to allow the sale of alcoholic beverages 
and approved the SPARC application concerning the COSTCO Wholesale building located at 
the SW corner of Harney Lane and Hwy 99 subject to the conditions in the Blue Sheet 
Resolution with the changes discussed above.  The motion carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes:   Commissioners – Heinitz, Hennecke, Kirsten, Kiser, Olson, and Chair Cummins 
Noes:   Commissioners – None 

 Absent:   Commissioners – Mattheis 
 

4. PLANNING MATTERS/FOLLOW-UP ITEMS 

None 
 
5. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 

None 
 
6. ACTIONS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

Director Bartlam referenced the memo in the packet and stated that staff is available for questions. 
 
7. GENERAL PLAN UPDATE/DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE 

None 
 
8. ACTIONS OF THE SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

None 
 
9. ART IN PUBLIC PLACES 

None 
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10. COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC 

None 
 
11. COMMENTS BY STAFF AND COMMISSIONERS  

None 
 
12. ADJOURNMENT 

 
There being no further business to come before the Planning Commission, the meeting was adjourned 
at 9:37 p.m. 

 
       ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
       Konradt Bartlam 
       Planning Commission Secretary 



LODI PLANNING COMMISSION 
REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY,  MARCH 24, 2010 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

 

The Regular Planning Commission meeting of March 24, 2010, was called to order by Chair Cummins 
at 7:00 p.m. 

Present:  Planning Commissioners – Heinitz, Hennecke, Kirsten, Kiser, Olson, and Chair Cummins 

Absent: Planning Commissioners – Mattheis 

Also Present: Community Development Director Konradt Bartlam, Deputy City Attorney Janice 
Magdich, Assistant Planner Immanuel Bereket, and Administrative Secretary Kari 
Chadwick 

 
2. MINUTES 

“February 10, 2010” 

MOTION / VOTE: 

The Planning Commission, on motion of Commissioner Heinitz, Kiser second, approved the 
Minutes of February 10, 2010 as written. 

 
 
3. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

a) Notice thereof having been published according to law, an affidavit of which publication is on file in 
the Community Development Department, Chair Cummins called for the public hearing to consider 
the request for approval of a SPARC application concerning the Reynolds Ranch Shopping Center. 
(Applicant: Jennifer Krauter, RMB Architects on behalf of San Joaquin Valley Land Co., LLC. File 
No.  10-SP-02) 
 
Director Bartlam gave a brief PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report. 

 
Commissioner Olson asked if the Morse/Skinner Ranch is on a historical registry or if the 
owners have a State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Letter.  Director Bartlam stated that it 
is on a federal registry. 
 
Commissioner Kiser asked if the timeline for the Harney lane improvements is still gong to be 
on schedule with the opening of the center.  Director Bartlam stated that the off site 
improvements for Harney Lane are included in condition number 53. 
 

 Hearing Opened to the Public 

• Dale Gillespie, applicant, came forward to answer questions.  Mr. Gillespie asked to revise 
condition number 38 of the resolution which pertains to the Habitat Fees.  He would like to 
create a schedule for the Community Development Director showing the fees for the roads 
and detention basin distributed evenly amongst all of the permits for the project. 

 
• Commissioner Heinitz asked when the first planning for this project started.  Gillespie stated 

that the planning of this project started in late 2005 early 2006. 
 

• Kiser asked for clarification regarding the fees being distributed.  Mr. Gillespie stated that 
for all of the public spaces he would like to have a schedule dividing those spaces evenly 
amongst all of the permits within the project area. 

 
• Hennecke asked if there was a fee schedule already presented.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the 

fee schedule that is referenced in the condition is the San Joaquin COG schedule.  The fee 
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schedule that Mr. Gillespie is referring to is something he is going to be presenting.  Mr. 
Bartlam stated that he will read into the record the proposed language at the appropriate 
time.  Hennecke asked if this will impact the construction of the basin or other public 
spaces.  Mr. Bartlam stated that the basin and pumping station were constructed at the time 
of the Blue Shield project.  Mr. Gillespie added that it isn’t the intention to have any of the 
fees frozen, just distributed evenly. 

 
• Kiser asked if this is similar to what Manteca is proposing to help spur the economy.  Mr. 

Bartlam stated that this is not similar.  This is meant to be more of a fair share proposal for 
the entire project. 

 
• Chair Cummins asked if there is a groundbreaking date set.  Mr. Gillespie stated that 

possibly in July of this year. 
 
 Public Portion of Hearing Closed 
  

• Commissioner Kiser stated his appreciation of the architecture of the project and 
recommends approval. 

• Commissioner Kirsten stated that there are legitimate concerns regarding the traffic, but 
doesn’t feel that there is anyone that would like to stand in the way of the project.  He also 
feels that the traffic issues will get worked out in the end. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked to hear the revised verbiage for condition number 38.  Mr. 
Bartlam stated that: 

o The project shall incorporate all mitigation measures as specified in the adopted 
Final Environmental Impact Report for Reynolds Ranch Project (State 
Clearinghouse Number 2006012113). Specifically, Mitigation Measure 3.2.2 
subjects the Reynolds Ranch development to participate in the San Joaquin County 
Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (SJMHCP). This 
includes payment of Open Space Conversion fees in accordance with the fee 
schedule in-effect at the time of construction commences. Prior to issuance of the 
first building permit for the Reynolds Ranch development, the applicant shall pay, in 
accordance SJMHCP fee schedule, for the construction and completion of the on 
site detention basin (9.93 acres), Reynolds Ranch Parkway (11.98 acres), pump 
station (.20 acre) and easement A (5.24 acres) the applicant shall pay in 
accordance with the San Joaquin Multi-Species Habitat Plan fee schedule the fees 
based upon the gross acreage of the overall Reynolds Ranch Project as described 
and include all public use acreage as outlined in a per acre schedule to be 
prepared with the developer which will be subject to the approval of the Community 
Development Director prior to the next building permit issuance within the project 
by the applicant or any other subsequent property owner. 

 
 
MOTION / VOTE: 

 The Planning Commission, on motion of Kiser, Heinitz second, approved the request of the 
Planning Commission for a SPARC application concerning the Reynolds Ranch Shopping 
Center subject to the conditions in the Resolution.  The motioned carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes:   Commissioners – Heinitz, Hennecke, Kirsten, Kiser, Olson, and Chair Cummins 
Noes:   Commissioners – None 
Absent:   Commissioners – Mattheis 
 
 

4. PLANNING MATTERS/FOLLOW-UP ITEMS 

None 
 
5. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 
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None 
 
6. ACTIONS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

Director Bartlam referenced the memo in the packet and stated that staff is available for questions.  Mr. 
Bartlam added that the appeal that was filed on the Costco approval is set to go to the City Council on 
May 5th. 

 
7. GENERAL PLAN UPDATE/DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE 

Director Bartlam stated that the General Plan is scheduled for adoption on the April 7th City Council 
meeting.  Within the next thirty days a draft Housing Element should be ready for the Commission’s 
review. 

 
8. ACTIONS OF THE SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

None 
 
9. ART IN PUBLIC PLACES 

Commissioner Kirsten stated that the Committee met today and the donation of the “Right to Spring” 
sculpture may have hit a snag.  The owner has decided to place some conditions on the donation that 
would place penalties on the project if it wasn’t in place where they wanted it placed by a certain date.  
The owner also mentioned that the item is still for sale, so if the City doesn’t act in time the donation 
could just go away. 

 
10. COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC 

None 
 
11. COMMENTS BY STAFF AND COMMISSIONERS  

Director Bartlam stated that the 700 Forms are due by April 1st in the City Clerk’s office. 
 
12. ADJOURNMENT 

 
There being no further business to come before the Planning Commission, the meeting was adjourned 
at 7:35 p.m. 

 
       ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
       Konradt Bartlam 
       Planning Commission Secretary 

































  AGENDA ITEM I-01 
 

 

 
APPROVED: _____________________________ 

 Blair King, City Manager 
council/councom/PostingRepost.doc 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Re-Post for Expiring Terms and Vacancies on the Greater Lodi Area Youth 

Commission 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Clerk 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Direct the City Clerk to re-post for the expiring terms and vacancies 

on the Greater Lodi Area Youth Commission. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: At the March 3, 2010, City Council meeting, the City Clerk’s Office 

was directed to post for the expiring terms and vacancies on the 
Greater Lodi Area Youth Commission, and since that time, another  

Student Appointee has resigned. Due to the fact that none of the current Commissioners are seeking 
reappointment and there were too few applications received, it is recommended that the following 
vacancies be re-posted for another 15-day period. 
 
Greater Lodi Area Youth Commission 
(Adult Advisor) 
David Molvik  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
(Student Appointees) 
Evan Beau Benko  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
Shelby Gotelli  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
Joshua Gums  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
Mykenzie Mattheis  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
Emily McConahey  Term to expire May 31, 2010 
Priyank Patel  Term to expire May 31, 2011 
Gordon Wong Term to expire May 31, 2011 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  None. 
 
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: None required. 
 
 
      _________________________________ 
      Randi Johl 
      City Clerk 
 
RJ/JMP 

 

JRobison
Highlight



  AGENDA ITEM J-01 
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Adopt Resolution Certifying Concurrence with California Energy Commission 

Environmental Findings and Approving Agreements with the Northern California 
Power Agency for Power Sales, Project Management and Operation, Ground 
Lease, and Recycled Water Supply (EUD) 

 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Interim Electric Utility Director 
 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution certifying concurrence with California Energy 

Commission environmental findings and approving agreements with 
the Northern California Power Agency for power sales, project 
management and operation, ground lease, and water supply. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Lodi Energy Center (LEC) will be a 280-megawatt combined-cycle  
     powerplant built and owned by the Northern California Power  
     Agency on City of Lodi property. The plant will be built south of 
Lodi’s White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility, between the NCPA Combustion Turbine Plant 2 
(CT-2 or STIG) and I-5. Upon completion, LEC will be the most energy efficient gas-powered power plant 
in Northern California. 
 
Based on an average price of $7 per million British thermal units for natural gas fuel, the LEC is expected 
to produce electricity at an all-in cost of about 7.2 cents per kilowatt hour, while emitting 28 percent less 
carbon dioxide than the sources it will displace. Due to a variety of factors, the plant’s actual average 
capability is expected to be 296 MW. 
 
The California Energy Commission unanimously approved the license for the Lodi Energy Center on April 
21. That set the stage for the power sale agreement, which NCPA will use to obtain financing for project 
construction, and the management and operation agreement, which sets the rules for the plant’s 
operation. 
 
CEQA  
 
The California Energy Commission (CEC) is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality 
Act for LEC.  The CEC Final Decision on NCPA’s Application for Certification (AFC) includes 
environmental analysis, findings, and mitigation measures and serves as the environmental impact report 
for LEC.  On April 21, 2010, the CEC issued its Final Decision that LEC, as conditioned, will not have any 
significant environmental impact.  Because Lodi is a "responsible agency" under CEQA, it must consider 
the lead agency’s findings for each significant effect of the Project and make its own appropriate findings. 
The attached resolution makes all necessary findings for Lodi acting as a responsible agency. A copy of 
the order approving the AFC is forthcoming. Lodi must file a Notice of Determination (attached) of its 
approval with the San Joaquin County Clerk. 
 

 

JRobison
Highlight



Adopt Resolution Certifying Concurrence with California Energy Commission Environmental Findings and Approving 
Agreements with the Northern California Power Agency for Power Sales, Project Management and Operation, Ground Lease, 
and Recycled Water Supply May 5, 2010 
Page 2 of 2 
 
 
Power Sale Agreement 
 
NCPA must have 100 percent subscription before financing the project. Lodi’s currently designated 
9.3561 percent Generation Entitlement Share (GES) of LEC would provide 26.20 MW and about 40 
percent of Lodi’s annual electric energy need.  Since other participants may seek an increase or reduce 
their participation levels, staff recommends that the City Council authorize a range in Lodi’s GES from 
8.57 percent to 10 percent (or about 24 to 28 MW at a 280 MW LEC capacity level), and authorize the 
City Manager to set that level prior to execution of the Power Sale Agreement (PSA). 
 
The PSA provides that the LEC will be governed by a Project Participant Committee (PPC). Each 
participant will have one representative on the PPC, with votes weighted based upon GES. There are 14 
LEC participants. 
 
Other PSA highlights are similar to other NCPA projects in which Lodi participates. The PSA is attached. 
 
Project Management and Operation 
 
The Project Management and Operation Agreement (PMOA) provides that NCPA manage and operate 
the LEC Project based on NCPA’s capabilities and experience in operating similar projects.  The PMOA 
is attached. 
 
Other Agreements 
 
In addition, the final water supply agreement and final ground lease, implementing the Memorandum of 
Understanding which Council previously approved on September 2, 2009, are attached.  A Purchase and 
Sale Agreement for the Giant Garter Snake Mitigation Conservation Easement will be on the May 19 
Agenda after SJCOG sets the final mitigation easement terms. 
 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  For Lodi electric ratepayers, the savings are projected to range from $42 million to  
   $49 million over the projected 30-year life of the LEC. Upon project financing, the  
   Electric Utility Department will receive a $4.7 million reimbursement for its share of  

project development costs. In addition, the City will receive $40,000 in annual 
 lease payments, plus a minimum of $960,000 from recycled water sales, both 

   escalating at 2.5 percent a year for at least 10 years. 
 
FUNDING: Lodi’s share of the LEC will be paid through future electric rates (160652). 
 
 _______________________________________ 
 Jordan Ayers,  
 Deputy City Manager/Internal Services Director 
 
 
 
  ______________________________ 
  Kenneth A. Weisel, 
  Interim Electric Utility Director 
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RESOLUTION  NO.____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LODI MAKING FINDINGS AS A 
RESPONSIBLE AGENCY UNDER CEQA; APPROVING THE LODI ENERGY 

CENTER POWER SALES AGREEMENT AND THE PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
AND OPERATION AGREEMENT; AND APPROVING THE LODI ENERGY 

CENTER AMENDED AND RESTATED GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT AND 
AGREEMENT TO SUPPLY RECYCLED WATER 

======================================================================== 
 
 WHEREAS, Lodi has elected to participate in the 280 MW (nominal) Lodi Energy Center 
(LEC) being developed by NCPA, and;  
 
 WHEREAS, Lodi’s Generation Entitlement Share in the LEC is 9.3561% or a nominal 
26.20 MW, and; 
 
 WHEREAS, the California Energy Commission (CEC) has approved the LEC Application 
for Certification (AFC) on April 21, 2010 and such approval by the CEC includes various 
environmental analysis, findings and mitigation measures under the terms of the Warren-Alquist 
Act (Public Resources Code Section 25500 et seq.).  The CEC’s analysis, findings, and 
mitigation measures, constitute the equivalent of an environmental impact report for purposes of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) 
as a "certified regulatory program" pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15251(j). The CEC 
has acted as the "lead agency" for this Project for purposes of environmental analysis.  As a 
consequence, rather than conducting its own independent environmental analysis under CEQA,  
Lodi is acting as a "responsible agency" under CEQA and is thus responsible for considering 
the analysis, findings and mitigation measures of the CEC and reaching Lodi’s independent 
conclusions on whether and how to approve the LEC. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15096.), and    
  
 WHEREAS,  Lodi acting as a responsible agency has independently considered the 
analysis, findings, and mitigation measures prepared by CEC as reflected in Exhibit A attached 
to this Resolution, and  
 
 WHEREAS, NCPA and Participants have prepared a Power Sales Agreement (PSA) 
which upon execution by all the LEC Participants and NCPA will permit financing, construction 
and operation of the Project, and; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Lodi City Council understands that if one or more other Project 
Participants reduce or increase their GES,  Lodi may revise its GES to a GES between a 
minimum of 8.57% and a maximum of 10% to effectuate Project financing and construction, 
and; 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Lodi is desirous of NCPA managing and operating the LEC on its 
behalf, and on behalf of other Project participants, and NCPA and Participants have prepared a 
Project Management and Operation Agreement (PMOA) which upon execution by LEC 
Participants and NCPA provides for LEC management and operation by NCPA, and; 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Lodi acknowledges that the PSA forms a Project Participant 
Committee (PPC) which will provide Project governance and to establish, and from time to time 
revise, directives related to LEC capital expenditures, budgets, operations and maintenance, 
among other items, and that Lodi is to designate a Lodi official responsible for serving as Lodi’s 
representative and alternate representative on the PPC, and; 
 
 WHEREAS, NCPA and the City of Lodi have prepared an Amended and Restated 
Ground Lease Agreement which upon execution by the City of Lodi and NCPA will provide 



payment to the City of Lodi for the LEC’s location and use of land owned by the City of Lodi for 
the life of the LEC, and; 
 
 WHEREAS, NCPA and the City of Lodi have prepared an Agreement to Supply 
Recycled Water which upon execution by the City of Lodi and NCPA will provide recycled water 
to LEC from the City of Lodi’s White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility for the life of the 
LEC,  
 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council hereby acting in its 
capacity as a responsible agency for purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), Lodi hereby makes the findings as provided in Exhibit A of this resolution and hereby 
directs the City Manager or his designee to record a Notice of Determination in the County of 
San Joaquin reflecting these findings; and  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby approves the Power Sales 

Agreement and the Project Management and Operation Agreement, and authorizes the City 
Manager or his designee to execute these two agreements with such non-substantive changes 
as the City Manager finds beneficial on behalf of Lodi and to adjust Lodi’s Generation 
Entitlement Share as reflected in the PSA and PMOA to between a minimum of 8.57% and a 
maximum of 10% to effectuate Project financing and construction and authorizes the Electric 
Utility Director to administer these agreements; and  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby designates the Electric Utility 

Director or his designee as the Lodi’s representative on the PPC and authorizing the Electric 
Utility Director to designate alternate representatives and notify NCPA of such designations; and  

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby approves the Amended and 
Restated Ground Lease Agreement and the Agreement to Supply Recycled Water between 
NCPA and the City of Lodi and authorizes the City Manager or his designee to execute these 
agreements with such non-substantive changes as the City Manager finds beneficial on behalf 
of the City of Lodi and authorizes the City Manager or his designee to administer these 
agreements. 
 
Dated:  May 5, 2010 
======================================================================== 
 
 I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2010-____ was passed and adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held May 5, 2010, by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS – 
 
 NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  

 
 
 

RANDI JOHL 
       City Clerk 
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EXHIBIT A 
 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS 
 

 The Participant makes the following findings pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (“CEQA”), Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., and the Guidelines implementing 
CEQA (“CEQA Guidelines”) Code of Regulations, title 14, Section 15000 et seq.  
 

1. The California Energy Commission (“CEC”) is the lead agency for this Project under 
CEQA. 

 
2. The CEC is a certified regulatory agency pursuant to CEQA Section 21080.5 and CEQA 

Guidelines Sections 15250 – 15253. 
 

3. As a certified regulatory agency, rather than an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”), 
the CEC prepares an “EIR substitute” as the CEQA documentation for the Project. 

 
4. The CEC’s EIR substitute for this Project is the Presiding Member’s Proposed Decision 

(“PMPD”) released on March 10, 2010 and approved by the CEC on April 21, 2010 
without substantive change.  

 
5. Participant is a responsible agency for the Project under CEQA. 

 
6. Participant finds that the CEC’s process meet all of the conditions of CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15253 that would allow Participant to use and rely upon the CEC findings.  
Specifically, Participant finds that: 

 
a. The CEC is the first to grant a discretionary approval for the Project. 
 
b. The CEC provided Participant the opportunity to consult with the CEC and to 

comment on the PMPD. 
 

c. The PMPD considers both the significant environmental impacts of the Project 
that are within the jurisdiction of  the Participant, if any, and considers 
alternatives to the Project. 

 
d. The CEC exercised its powers as lead agency by considering all of the 

environmental impacts of the Project and made the appropriate findings pursuant 
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 for each significant impact of the Project. 

 
7. Participant has considered the PMPD and the environmental impacts of the Project 

described in the PMPD, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15096 subdivision (f). 
 
8. The PMPD concludes that, as conditioned, the Project will not have any significant 

adverse effects on the environment.  Thus, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15096 
subdivision (g), Participant finds that there are no alternatives or mitigation measures 
within the powers of Participant to adopt that would substantially reduce or avoid any 
significant environmental impact of the Project. 

 



9. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15096 subdivision (h), Participant is required to make 
findings pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 for each significant impact of the 
Project.  Participant has considered the PMPD, the description of the Project’s 
environmental impacts contained therein, the findings of fact and conclusions of law 
contained therein, and the conditions of certification contained therein, and, exercising its 
independent judgment, Participant finds the following: 

 
a. For all environmental impacts of the Project, changes or alterations have been 

required in, or incorporated into, the Project which will avoid or substantially 
lessen the significant environmental effects as identified in the PMPD. 

 
b. These findings are supported by substantial evidence in the record. 

 
c. The conditions of certification imposed on the Project by the CEC are within the 

authority of the CEC and will be monitored and enforced by the CEC.  
 

10.  That approval of both the Power Sales Agreement and Project Management and 
Operation Agreement, providing for the financing, construction and operation of the 
Project has no impacts on the environment not addressed within the prior CEC analysis. 

 



Authority cited:  Section 21083, Public Resources Code. 
Reference:  Sections 21000-21174, Public Resources Code.                Revised  2005 

Notice of Determination                      Appendix D 
 
To: 

□ Office of Planning and Research 
For U.S. Mail:                        Street Address: 
P.O. Box 3044                         1400 Tenth St. 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044  Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

 County Clerk 
County of:  San Joaquin    
  44 North San Joaquin Street, #260  
Address:    Stockton, CA 952002    

 Phone: (209) 468-3939    
 

 

From: 
Public Agency:   City of Lodi Electric Utility    
Address:    1331 South Ham Lane    
  Lodi, CA  95242-3995    
Contact:    Ken Weisel    
Phone:  209-333-6764     
 
Lead Agency (if different from above): 

California Energy Commission 
Address: 1516 Ninth Street, MS- 15  
  Sacramento, CA 95814 
Contact:  Rod Jones 
Phone:    916-654-5191

 
SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code. 
 
State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse):                                             . 
Project Title:             Lodi Energy Center (“LEC”) Project. 
Project Location (include county): The site for the LEC project is 4.4 acres of land in the city of Lodi, 6 miles 
west of the Lodi city center, located near Interstate-5 (I-5) approximately 1.7 miles south of State Route 12. (San 
Joaquin County). 
Project Description: 
 
The LEC is a natural gas-fired, combined-cycle nominal 296-megawatt (MW) power generation facility located in the 
City of Lodi, CA. 
 
This is to advise that the City of Lodi Electric Utility has approved the above described project on 
                                                Lead Agency or    Responsible Agency 
 
________________________ and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project: 
                  (Date) 
 
1. The project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment. 
2. The California Energy Commission (“CEC”) is a certified regulatory agency under Public Resources Code 

section 21080.5 and CEQA Guidelines section 15251.  The CEC prepared a substitute document for an 
Environmental Impact Report pursuant to Guidelines section 15252. 

3. Measures to mitigate the impacts of the LEC were made conditions of approval of the project.   
4. The CEC, through a Compliance Project Manager, will monitor, oversee, and verify compliance with the 

conditions of CEC approval of the project.   
5. A Statement of Overriding Consideration WAS NOT adopted for the project.   
6. Findings WERE made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.   
 
This is to certify that the CEC’s substitute document in place of an EIR and the record of project approval is 
available to the General Public at:   
   1331 South Ham Lane, Lodi, CA       
 
Signature (Public Agency) ______________________________ 
Title_____________________________________ 
 
Date ___________________________ Date Received for filing at OPR______________________________ 
 
 





































































































































































































































































































































































































































































  AGENDA ITEM J-02 
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Consider Notice of Cost to Grant Two Years Additional Service Credit Under 

Government Code Section 20903.  
  
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
  
SUBMITTED BY: Human Resources Manager 
  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Consider notice of cost to grant two years additional service credit 

Government Code Section 20903. 
  
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The CalPERS two-year additional service credit program, as 
established under California Government Code Section 20903, allows the City (as part of a budget 
reduction process) to offer a retirement incentive of two years service credit to employees.  The current 
PERS contract allows the City, with Council approval, to offer the program to Miscellaneous and Fire 
(sworn) employees.   
 
The specific resolution would limit the two-year additional service credit incentive to the current Street 
Maintenance Worker II, Park Maintenance Worker II, and Fire Captain classifications.   
 
The program requires that participating employees be at least 50 years of age, have five years of service 
credit with PERS, and retire within a specified period of time as identified by the City.  The intended effect 
of offering this incentive is an overall reduction in the workforce.   
 
Government Code Section 7507 requires that the costs to provide this benefit as stated in Attachment A 
be made public at a public meeting at least two weeks prior to the adoption of the resolution.  This 
communication serves as that public notice.   
 
As stated earlier, the cost of the program must be made public for a minimum of two weeks.  At the May 
19, 2010 Council meeting, staff will present the resolution adopting the two years service credit purchase 
for those employees who will be offered this retirement option. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: The cost of this benefit will be amortized over 20 years and included in the City’s 

CalPERS employer contribution rate beginning in FY 2012/2013.  
 
FUNDING AVAILABLE: Not applicable.   
 
    
   Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
   _________________________________    
   Dean Gualco, Human Resources Manager 
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TWO YEARS ADDITIONAL SERVICE CREDIT
Section 20903

ATTACHMENT A

Classification Name
Annual 
Pay Rate

Cost 
Factor

PRSA*
Yes or No

No 
PRSA

COLA 
3%, 4%, 5%

Additional Employer 
Contributions

Streets Maintenance Worker II Daniel Guerrero 46,411.48$       0.56 Yes No 25,990.43$                      
Streets Maintenance Worker II Dana Watt 46,411.48$       0.47 Yes No 21,813.40$                      
Park Maintenance Worker II Jorge Estrella 44,207.26$       0.53 Yes No 23,429.85$                      
Park Maintenance Worker II Antonio Gonzalez 44,207.26$       0.57 Yes No 25,198.14$                      
Fire Captain Pete Iturraran 86,842.68$       0.87 No 0.95 No 71,775.48$                      
Fire Captain Rick Gerlack 86,842.68$       0.87 No 0.95 No 71,775.48$                      
Fire Captain Timothy Thalken 86,842.68$       0.87 No 0.95 No 71,775.48$                      
Fire Captain Brian Jungeblut 86,842.68$       0.87 No 0.95 No 71,775.48$                      

Salary Savings: 528,608.20$     
Estimated Increase in Employer Contribution: 0.001267345

(Based on $22,857,080 annual payroll for Misc. & Fire)

Actual Annual Cost: 28,297.87$                      

Estimated Employer Cost

N:\Administration\Personnel\Cristina's\Estimated buy-out cost2010.xls



  AGENDA ITEM J-03 
 

 
 

APPROVED: __________________________________ 
 Blair King, City Manager 

CITY OF LODI 
COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 
 

TM 

 
AGENDA TITLE: Presentation on Major Components of Fiscal Year 2010/11 Budget 
 
MEETING DATE: May 5, 2010 
 
PREPARED BY: City Manager 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  Receive presentation on major components of Fiscal Year 2010/11 
   Budget.  
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The    Fiscal   Year  (FY) 2010/11  budget  will  be  balanced   with 
   revenues   in   excess   of expenses.     The   budget  has   several 
   components, policy decisions, and a major cornerstone.  The major 
cornerstone of the FY 2010/11 budget is proposed labor agreements that prevent the necessity of lay-
offs and major service reductions.  Currently, management is meeting with all labor groups and 
agreements are expected to be reached soon.   Until, at a minimum, tentative agreements have been 
reached, it is premature to release the FY 2010/11 budget.  Again, it is expected that agreements are 
forthcoming in the very near future.  A total of eight agreements need to be reached. 
 
The budget is on schedule to be ready for public review mid-May in time for adoption in early June. 
 
It is proposed, depending upon the status of the budget, to provide the Council with the basic information 
and major variables that make up the FY 2010/11 budget. 
 
For example: 
 

• General Fund Budget will be balanced without the use of reserves; 
• Status of unrestricted General Fund reserves; 
• Impacts of the Lodi Energy Center on the budget; 
• Unintended consequences of cutting costs in the FY 2009/10 budget – the build up of 

Compensatory Time Off; 
• Impact of increased cost for retirement and health insurance; 
• The proportionate distribution of the General Fund revenue among departments; 
• Efforts to reduce Police Department costs; 
• No proposed changes in funding for arts programs, 4th of July, economic development, and 

contribution to organizations; 
• Labor costs; and 
• Capital projects. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: The All Funds budget expenditures for FY 2010/11 are $179,630,540.  The 
General Fund is $41,321,750.    

 
 
    _______________________________ 
    Blair King 
    City Manager 
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