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AGENDA 
LODI  

PLANNING COMMISSION
 

REGULAR SESSION 
WEDNESDAY, 

AUGUST 26, 2009 
@ 7:00 PM 

 

For information regarding this agenda please contact: 
Kari Chadwick @ (209) 333-6711 

Community Development Secretary  

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 Community Development Department, 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 Community Development Department as soon as possible and at 
least 24 hours prior to the meeting date.  

 
 

1. ROLL CALL 

2. MINUTES – “June 24, 2009” 

3. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

a. Request for Planning Commission approval of a Use Permit to allow a Type 2 (Winery) 
Alcoholic Beverage Control License at 1220 East Victor Road.   (Applicant: Donatalli 
Cellars LLC; File Number: 09-U-07) – continued to a future meeting 

b. Request for Planning Commission approval of a Use Permit to allow a Type 51 and 52 
on-sale General ABC license at 217 East Lockeford Street. (Applicant: Lodi Eagle 
Lodge. File Number:  09-U-08). 

c. Request for Planning Commission approval of a Variance to increase the allowable 
maximum size of a second dwelling unit from 400 square feet to 640 square feet at 325 
East Locust Street (Applicant: Salvador Saldana. File Number: 09-A-01) 

NOTE:  The above items are quasi-judicial hearings and require disclosure of ex parte communications as set forth in 
Resolution No. 2006-31 

4. PLANNING MATTERS/FOLLOW-UP ITEMS 

5. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 

6. ACTIONS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

a. Summary Memo Attached  

7. GENERAL PLAN UPDATE/DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE 

a. General Plan Update and Introduction 

8. ACTIONS OF THE SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

9. ART IN PUBLIC PLACES 

10. COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC 

11. COMMENTS BY THE PLANNING COMMISSIONERS & STAFF 
 



12. REORGANIZATION 

a.  Planning Commission Chair & Vice Chair 
b. Appoint Planning Commission Representative to SPARC, Art In Public Places, and 

Greenbelt Task Force. 

13. 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. 
 
**NOTICE:  Pursuant to Government Code §54954.3(a), public comments may be directed to the legislative body 
concerning any item contained on the agenda for this meeting before (in the case of a Closed Session item) or 
during consideration of the item. 
Right of Appeal: 
If you disagree with the decision of the commission, you have a right of appeal.  Only persons who participated in 
the review process by submitting written or oral testimony, or by attending the public hearing, may appeal.  
Pursuant to Lodi Municipal Code Section 17.72.110, actions of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the 
City Council by filing, within ten (10) business days, a written appeal with the City Clerk and payment of $300.00 
appeal fee.  The appeal shall be processed in accordance with Chapter 17.88, Appeals, of the Lodi Municipal Code.  
Contact:  City Clerk, City Hall 2nd Floor, 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California 95240 – Phone:  (209) 333-6702. 
 



LODI PLANNING COMMISSION 
REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING 

CARNEGIE FORUM, 305 WEST PINE STREET 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 24, 2009 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

 

The Regular Planning Commission meeting of June 24, 2009, was called to order by Chair Kiser at 7:00 
p.m. 

Present:  Planning Commissioners – Cummins, Heinitz, Hennecke, Olson, and Chair Kiser 

Absent: Planning Commissioners – Mattheis and Kirsten 

Also Present: Community Development Director Konradt Bartlam, Deputy City Attorney Janice 
Magdich, Assistant Planner Immanuel Bereket, and Administrative Secretary Kari 
Chadwick 

 
2. MINUTES 

“May 27, 2009” 

MOTION / VOTE: 

The Planning Commission, on motion of Vice Chair Cummins, Olson second, approved the Minutes 
of May 27, 2009 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 Kiser called for the public hearing to consider the 
request for a Use Permit to allow a Type 48 on-sale General ABC license at 17 West Pine Street. 
  

Assistant Planner Bereket gave a brief PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report. 
 
Commissioner Heinitz asked what a Type 48 ABC License allows.  Mr. Bereket stated that this 
license includes Wine, Beer, and Distilled Spirits.  Heinitz stated his disappointment in the way 
that this project has been presented as a wine bar when it is actually a nightclub style bar. 
 
 

 Hearing Opened to the Public 

• Sonney Keophimane, applicant, came forward to answer questions. 

• Commission Heinitz stated that everything to date indicates that this establishment will be 
serving wine, but the license is for distilled spirits also.  Is this a bar?  Mr. Keophimane 
stated that it is a bar. 

 
 Public Portion of Hearing Closed 
  

• Vice Chair Cummins asked if this application is just for the ABC license.  Director Bartlam 
stated that that is correct. 

• Chair Kiser disclosed that he spoke with the applicant regarding this project. 
• Commissioner Olson asked about the timeline for the Live Entertainment.  Director Bartlam 

stated that staff expects that the application to be filed by the applicant when approval is 
given for this project.  The second phase is for the second story space which will be used 
for wine tasting.  There will be some significant building code upgrades needed for this part 
of the project which is why the applicants are phasing it in.    

• Commissioner Hennecke asked why the Police Department didn’t have a problem with this 
project, but has had problems with this type of project in the past.  Director Bartlam stated 
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that the Police Department has become more pro-active in addressing these types of 
applications and has met with this applicant prior to them making their comments. 

• Vice Chair Cummins asked if the City follows-up on whether or not the applicants complete 
the Certification Program for the State.  Director Bartlam stated that that is verified with 
Alcohol Beverage Control Office. 

• Chair Kiser asked about security.  Director Bartlam stated that there is a set condition for 
these types of projects based on the Police Department’s comfort level. 

• Commissioner Olson asked if staff believes that this is consistent with the vision for 
downtown.  Director Bartlam stated that it is. 

• Commissioner Heinitz stated that he is torn with this project.  He would like to have had this 
project presented as what it was intended to be not just a wine lounge.  Commissioner 
Heinitz asked to have the public hearing re-opened to the public. 

 
Hearing Re-Opened to the Public 

• Mr. Keophimane came forward to answer questions from Commissioners. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked why the project has been presented the way it has.  Mr. 
Keophimane stated that it was not the applicants’ intention to misrepresent the project.  
Heinitz asked why not the other way around, a wine lounge to a bar.  Mr. Keophimane 
stated that the project has been presented as a wine lounge because that is the clientele 
they want to attract and image they want to present.  The distilled spirits are there to attract 
the people that do not want to drink wine. 

• Commissioner Olson asked how many establishments the partners have managed and in 
how many years.  Mr. Keophimane stated four establishments over seven years.  Olson 
stated that establishments like this typically have problems during down economic times 
and wanted to know if the partners are aware of the area that they are trying to move into.  
Mr. Keophimane stated that they are aware of the risks and the area. 

• Chair Kiser asked if Mr. Keophimane to give the Commission a breakdown of the 
experience that the partners possess.  Mr. Keophimane stated that he managed two 
establishments prior to this project.  He then introduced the other partners to represent their 
experience. 

• Ermelindo Paiste came forward to give his background and experience. 

• Rodney Paiste came forward to give is background and experience. 

• Commissioner Olson asked what the target market is.  Mr. Paiste stated that the target is 
the people in the downtown getting off work that would like to stop in to have a drink and 
relax before going home.  Later in the evening the crowd will get younger. 

• Vice Chair Cummins asked what the timeline is for the opening.  Mr. Paiste stated that they 
would like to open in September. 

• Edward Augustine came forward to give his background and experience.  

Public Portion Closed 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked if there is a provision in the resolution allowing the Planning 
Commission to revisit this item in the future.  Vice Chair Cummins stated that condition 
number 4 has a review provision. 

 
MOTION / VOTE: 
The Planning Commission, on motion of Vice Chair Cummins, Olson second, approved the 
request of the Planning Commission for a Use Permit to allow a Type 48 on-sale General ABC 
license at 17 West Pine Street subject to the conditions in the resolution.  The motion carried by 
the following vote: 
 
Ayes: Commissioners – Cummins, Heinitz, Hennecke, Olson, and Chair Kiser 
Noes: Commissioners – None 
Absent: Commissioners – Kirsten and Mattheis 
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b) Notice thereof having been published according to law, an affidavit of which publication is on file in 

the Community Development Department, Chair Kiser called for the public hearing to consider the 
request for a Use Permit to allow a Type 2 (Winery) Alcoholic Beverage Control License at 2 West 
Lockeford Street. 
 
Assistant Planner Bereket gave a brief PowerPoint presentation based on the staff report. 
 
Chair Kiser asked if there were any forseen problems with the traction line on Lockeford Street.  
Director Bartlam stated that that line is only used for General Mills, so there is no forseen problem. 
 
Commissioner Olson asked about the wastewater problem with the pumas left over from the 
crushing process.  Director Bartlam stated that the pumas and lees will be hauled off to Waste 
Management or a suitable vineyard for disposal. 
 
Commissioner Heinitz stated that the conditions regarding the hauling away of crushing debris were 
more stringent for the Dancing Fox and would like to see the time frame for the hauling away of the 
pumas and lees stated specifically in the resolution. 

 
 

 Hearing Opened to the Public 

• Nick Sikeotis, applicant, came forward to address questions. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked if there would be a problem with adding a condition to make 
sure the skins and debris get hauled away within hours.  Mr. Sikeotis stated that he would 
not have a problem with that. 

• Commissioner Hennecke asked about the amount of product to be turned around at this 
facility.  Mr. Sikeotis stated that they would crush about 120 to 150 tons the first year.  
There are 6 - 3100 gallon tanks right now and there is room for expansion which will allow 
growth up to 300 to 350 tons.  Hennecke asked how the trucks will be staged to avoid back-
ups.  Mr. Sikeotis stated that the deliveries will be scheduled with the grower so that the 
trucks don’t show up all at the same time.  Hennecke asked staff to put the plot plan up on 
the overhead screen so that the truck delivery route could be demonstrated.  Mr. Sikeotis 
stated that the winery has an agreement with the owner of the property directly to the west 
to stage delivery trucks if it becomes necessary. 

• Commissioner Heinitz asked if any pumas would be stored on the lot to the west and if it 
would be agreeable to add a condition stating that the cueing of trucks is to take place on 
the property to the west of the project site.  Mr. Sikeotis stated that there would not be any 
storage of pumas or other crushing debris on the lot that the winery is leasing to the west 
and has no problem with the added condition regarding the cueing of trucks to take place 
on that property. 

 
 Public Portion of Hearing Closed 
  

• Commissioner Hennecke asked if there was a provision with the Dancing Fox to provide for 
future reviews.  Mr. Bereket stated that there was not a provision for future review placed 
on that project.  Commissioner Hennecke stated that he would feel better about approving 
the project if there was a provision added for future review.  

 
MOTION / VOTE: 
The Planning Commission, on motion of Commissioner Heinitz, Olson second, approved the 
request of the Planning Commission for a Use Permit to allow a Type 2 (Winery) Alcoholic 
Beverage Control License at 2 West Lockeford Street subject to the conditions in the resolution 
with added verbiage below: 
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Director Bartlam stated the verbiage for the two conditions to be added to the Resolution:   
• All winery waste shall not be stored outside and shall be properly disposed of within 

24 hours of crush activity. 
• All delivery truck cueing shall take place off of the public right-of-way. 

 
The motion carried by the following vote: 
 
Ayes: Commissioners – Cummins, Heinitz, Hennecke, Olson, and Chair Kiser 
Noes: Commissioners – None 
Absent: Commissioners – Kirsten and Mattheis 
 

4. PLANNING MATTERS/FOLLOW-UP ITEMS 

None 
 
5. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE 

Director Bartlam stated that even though a budget has been adopted by the City Council we are still 
waiting for the results of the State Budget.  Senior Planner David Morimoto has submitted his letter of 
retirement which will take effect August 27th.  He has 35 years in with the City and we hope to recognize 
that achievement at a meeting closer to his last day. 

 
6. ACTIONS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

Director Bartlam stated that he is available to answer any questions regarding the memo in the packet.  
He also stated there has been approval to move forward with the Environmental Document for the 
Electric Utility’s Power Line Project. 

 
7. GENERAL PLAN UPDATE/DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE 

Director Bartlam stated that the Administrative Draft Policies are still being reviewed by the departments 
and as soon as the draft policies are ready they will be brought to the Commission for review. 

 
8. ACTIONS OF THE SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

None 
 
9. ART IN PUBLIC PLACES 

None 
 
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 8:03 p.m. 

 
       ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
       Konradt Bartlam 
       Planning Commission Secretary 
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CONTINUED TO FUTURE MEETING
Use Permit - Donatalli Cellars @ 1220 E. Victor Rd.



 
Item 3b. 

Use Permit - Lodi Eagle Lodge @ 217 E. Lockeford St.
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CITY OF LODI 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
Staff Report 

MEETING DATE: August 26, 2009 

APPLICATION NO: Use Permit:  09-U-08 

REQUEST: Request for Planning Commission approval of a Use Permit to 
allow Type 51 and 52 on-sale General ABC licenses at 217 East 
Lockeford Street. (Applicant: Lodi Eagle Lodge. File Number:  09-
U-08) 

LOCATION: 217 East Lockeford Street. 
APN: 041-220-02 

APPLICANT: Lodi Eagle Lodge 
217 East Lockeford Street. 
Lodi, CA  95240 

PROPERTY OWNER: The same as above 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission conditionally approve the request of Lodi 
Eagle Lodge for a Use Permit to allow Type-51 and Type-52 Club Alcoholic Beverage Control 
licenses at 217 East Lockeford Street, subject to the conditions in the attached resolution.   

PROJECT/AREA DESCRIPTION 
General Plan Designation:        LI, Light Industrial and PQP, Public Quasi Public. 

Zoning Designation: M-1, Light Industrial and PUB, Public. 

Property Size:                            The project parcel contains three legal lots measuring 
approximately 59,590 sq. ft. (1.368 acres). The proposed 
Eagle Lodge building will occupy a single parcel measuring 
19,123 sq. ft. (.439 ac). The building itself measures 
approximately 6,000 sq. ft. in area. 

The adjacent zoning and land use are as follows: 

North:             RE-1, Single Family Residence, Eastside. The properties north of the project 
area are zoned single family residences. However, with the exception of a 
privately held parcel, the area immediately north of the project is City owned 
property.  

South:            M-1, Light Industrial. There are a variety of light industrial uses to the south and 
vacant parcels.  

East:              PUB, Public. The use east of the project site is City owned property, Grape Bowl.  

West:             M-2, Heavy Industrial. The area to the west is zoned industrial and contains a  
variety of uses including commercial businesses, residential and other uses.  

 
SUMMARY 
The applicants, Lodi Eagle Lodge fraternity, are requesting approval for a Use Permit to transfer 
their existing Type-51 Club and Type-52 Veteran’s Club Alcoholic Beverage Control licenses to 
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217 East Lockeford Street. The Zoning Ordinance requires a Conditional Use Permit for sale of 
alcoholic beverages. A "Determination of Public Convenience or Necessity" does not apply to 
fraternity type establishments per the State Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control 
regulations. Furthermore, since this is a request in transfer of an existing ABC licenses, it would 
not have resulted in a net increase.  
 
BACKGROUND  
The Lodi Eagle Lodge is local chapter of the Fraternal Order of Eagles Inc. They were 
previously located at 21 West Oak Street, Lodi. The project site contains three parcels. The 
parcel on the east and west are Zoned Public and the parcel in the middle is Zoned Industrial 
(attachment 2). The parcel in the middle previously contained a residential structure that has 
since been removed. The applicants acquired the property from the City late last year. They 
applicants have a building permit pending with the City for construction of a hall approximately 
6,000 square feet in area. 

 
ANALYSIS 
As previously noted, the applicants are seeking to transfer Alcoholic Beverage Control Licenses 
Type-51 Club and Type-52 Veteran’s to 217 East Lockeford Street. Type-51 ABC license 
authorizes the sale of beer, wine and distilled spirits to members and guests only for onsite 
consumption. It does not authorize off-sale and no food service is required although the 
applicants do have catering license. Type-52 ABC license authorizes on and off sale of sale of 
beer, wine and distilled spirits to members and guests only. Both licenses permit minors on the 
premise. The applicants currently hold these two ABC licenses from their previous location at 21 
West Oak Street. Type 51 ABC License permits private parties such as weddings, private 
functions etc. The applicants do intend to rent the hall for such private functions as weddings, 
birthday parties etc and those are permitted under the ABC Type 51. 
 
The applicants acquired the property from the City late last year. The parcel contains two zoning 
designations (Attachment 2). The parcel is divided into three legal parcels. The parcels on the 
east and west are zoned PUB, Public while the parcel in the middle is zoned M-1, Light 
Industrial. The proposed construction will only occupy the middle parcel that is zoned M-1, Light 
Industrial. Light Industrial zoning district permits the proposed use, an assembly hall.  
 
The applicants are in the process of obtaining a building permit to construct a hall. The 
proposed building is approximately 6,000 sq. ft. in area. The Eagle’s Lodge fraternity club would 
occupy the entire building. The applicants submitted a floor plan showing the overall layout of 
the building. The floor plan shows the kitchen, bar, office, dining, storage and bathroom 
facilities. The facility will have sufficient parking spaces to accommodate the anticipated need. 
The general hours of operation for the Eagle Lodge are proposed to be from 3:00 p.m. to 8:00 
p.m. Thursday through Monday.  
 
Section 17.72.040 of the Lodi Municipal Code requires a Use Permit for new On-Sale liquor 
licenses. The City established the Use Permit requirement to maintain local control over 
whether or not the sale of alcohol is appropriate for a particular location.  The State Department 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control primarily controls issuance of new liquor licenses based on 
existing concentration of licenses within a particular census tract. However, according to rules 
and regulations of the State Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control, ABC licenses Type-51 
(Club) and Type-52 (Veteran’s) are exempt from over-concentration rules. A veteran’s club is 
considered a primary on-sale alcoholic beverage establishment for members only. It is important 
to note that Type 51 (Club) license is neither for a night club nor a dance hall. Rather, it is a for 
fraternity type establishments where membership is required and events are not open to the 
public.  
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The applicants’ Use Permit request has been reviewed by various City departments. The Lodi 
Police Department was not opposed to the issuance of the Use Permit. The Alcohol Beverage 
Control board had no negative reports for the Eagle’s Lodge. Staff is recommending approval of 
the proposed alcohol use for the veteran’s club because it meets all the requirements of the 
zone, and issuance of the requested Use Permit will serve a specific community need and will 
not adversely affect nearby property, uses, or residents. As they have demonstrated in the past, 
the applicants will conduct their club in a manner that will maintain a pleasant “gathering place” 
for the veterans within the community. Considering the applicants have conducted their 
operation in a manner consistent with all applicable rules and regulations, staff recommends 
that the Planning Commission approve the applicant’s request, subject to the attached 
resolution. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT: 
The project was found to be categorically exempt according to the California Environmental 
Quality Act, Article 19 15321 Class 21 (a) (2).  The project is classified as an “Enforcement 
Action by Regulatory Agencies” because it is the “adoption of an administrative decision or 
order enforcing…the lease, permit, license, certificate, or entitlement for use or enforcing the 
general rule, standard, or objective.” The project was also found to be categorically exempt 
according to the California Environmental Quality Act, Article 19 15332 Class 32 (a) (b) (c) (d) 
and (e). The project is classified as in-fill development meeting the conditions described therein. 
No significant impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. No 
significant impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. 

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE: 
Legal Notice for the Use Permit was published on August 14, 2009. 31 public hearing notices 
were sent for both meetings to all property owners of record within a 300-foot radius of the 
subject property as required by California State Law §65091 (a) 3. 
 
ALTERNATIVE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS: 
• Approve the request with attached or alternate conditions 
• Deny the request  
• Continue the request 

Respectfully Submitted, Concur, 

Immanuel Bereket Konradt Bartlam  
Assistant Planner Community Development Director 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Vicinity Map  
2. Zoning Map 
3. Site Plan 
4. Floor Plan 
5. Resolution 

 
 







.t
Ã
(tì
I
f[z
or-
\J
$c
ñ
fn

-I
o
o
i
z
0
U
fn
-1

r

3\
ã...\

o'8 0
Ãõ¡ng-
^Ìdõ
i"ciA

4¡
hÞ

i6
o

t
q

o'

¡

g
a
A
Ãt
2lGì\
T
o
i #+

J
eì

+(\\

I

¡

q

>
o
l

q

Â
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RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 09- 
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI APPROVING OF THE 
REQUEST OF LODI EAGLE LODGE FOR A USE PERMIT TO ALLOW TYPE 51 AND 52 ON-SALE 

GENERAL ABC LICENSES AT 217 EAST LOCKEFORD STREET.  
 

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, in accordance with the 
Lodi Municipal Code, Section 17.72.070; and  

WHEREAS, the project proponent is Lodi Eagle Lodge, 217 East Lockeford Street, Lodi CA 
95240; and 

WHEREAS, the project is located at 217 East Lockeford Street, (APN: 041-220-02) Lodi CA 
95240; and 

WHEREAS, the project parcel has a General Plan designation of LI, Light Industrial and is zoned 
M-1, Light Industrial; and 

WHEREAS, the project parcel is owned by Lodi Eagle Lodge, 217 East Lockeford Street, Lodi, CA 
95240 (APN 043-035-18) and:  

WHEREAS, the requested Use Permit to allow the sale of beer, wine and distilled spirits for on-
site consumption is an enforcement action in accordance with the City of Lodi Zoning 
Ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the State Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control has training available that clearly 
communicates State law concerning the sale of alcoholic beverages.  

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred; and 

Based upon the evidence within the staff report and project file the Planning Commission finds: 

1. The project was found to be categorically exempt according to the California Environmental 
Quality Act, Article 19 15321 Class 21 (a) (2).  The project is classified as an “Enforcement Action 
by Regulatory Agencies” because it is the “adoption of an administrative decision or order 
enforcing…the lease, permit, license, certificate, or entitlement for use or enforcing the general 
rule, standard, or objective.” The project was also found to be categorically exempt according to 
the California Environmental Quality Act, Article 19 15332 Class 32 (a) (b) (c) (d) and (e). The 
project is classified as in-fill development meeting the conditions described therein. No significant 
impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. No significant impacts 
are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. 

2. The sale of alcoholic beverages for on-premise consumption as part of a fraternity is a permitted 
use at this location, 217 east Lockeford Street.  

3. The sale of alcoholic beverages for on-premise consumption is a normal part of business 
operations and provides a convenience for its members. 

4. The sale and consumption of alcohol can sometimes result in customer behavior problems that 
can require police intervention. 

5. Steps can be taken by the Lodi Eagle Lodge 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 
establishment; and working with the Lodi Police Dept. to resolve any problems that may arise. 
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6. The proposed use can be compatible with the surrounding use and neighborhood if the fraternity 
private association is conducted properly and if the Lodi Eagle Lodge works with neighboring 
businesses and residents to resolve any problems that may occur. 

7. The sale of alcoholic beverages at this location can meet the intent of the General Plan. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City 
of Lodi that Use Permit Application No. 09-U-08 is hereby approved, subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. The project proponent 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 
Use Permit, 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. The project proponent shall insure that the serving 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. 

3. The project proponent shall operate and abide by the requirements and conditions of the State 
of California Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control License Type 51 and Type -52. The 
Type 51 and Type 52 Licenses shall be limited to on-site sale and consumption of beer, wine 
and distilled sprits to members only and during the hours the establishment is open. There 
shall be no off-sale of alcoholic beverage. 

4. 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. 

5. Prior to the issuance of transfer of licenses,  the project proponent shall complete Licensee 
Education on Alcohol and Drugs as provided by the State Department of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control. 

10. No person who is in a state of intoxication shall be permitted within the establishment nor shall 
an intoxicated member or guest already in the bar be served additional alcoholic beverages. It 
is the responsibility of the project proponent to ensure no patron in state of intoxication is 
allowed into the building. 

12. Noise emanating from the property shall be within the limitations prescribed by the City's Noise 
Ordinance and shall not create a nuisance to surrounding residential neighborhoods, and/or 
commercial establishments.  

13. Within 60 days of hire, any employee who sells or serves alcoholic beverages shall be 
required to complete a State of California certified program that meets the standards of the 
California Coordinating Council on Responsible Beverage Service (CCC/RBS). The applicant 
shall ensure that a file is maintained on the premise which contains the certificates of training 
completion for each employee who is required to complete this program. 

14. The project proponent of the club 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. The project proponent shall be responsible for the maintenance 
of the exterior of the premise, including all entries to the business, the rear parking lot and the 
sidewalk area in front of the building. Exterior walls of the business shall be maintained in a 
neat and clean manner, and maintained free of graffiti at all times. 

DRAFT
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15. No Live Entertainment shall be permitted as part of this Use Permit. No exterior amplified 
music shall be permitted as part of this Use Permit approval. 

16. The operation of the fraternity shall comply with all applicable requirements of the Municipal 
Code. 

17. No variance from any City of Lodi adopted code, policy or specification is granted or implied by 
this approval.  

 

Dated:  August 26, 2009 

I certify that Resolution No. 09- was passed and adopted by the Planning Commission of the 
City of Lodi at a regular meeting held on August 26, 2009 by the following vote: 
 

AYES:       Commissioners:  

NOES:  Commissioners:  

ABSENT:  Commissioners:  

 

 

 

                                                        ATTEST:_________________________________ 
                                                                          Secretary, Planning Commission 

DRAFT
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Variance - Salvador Saldana @ 325 E. Locust St.
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CITY OF LODI 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
Staff Report 

MEETING DATE: August 26, 2009 

APPLICATION NO: Variance:  09-A-01 

REQUEST: Request for Planning Commission approval of a Variance to 
increase the allowable maximum size of a second dwelling unit 
from 400 square feet to 640 square feet at 325 East Locust Street 
(Applicant: Salvador Saldana. File Number: 09-A-01) 

LOCATION: 325 East Locust Street  
(APN: 043-100-01) 
Lodi, CA  95240 

 
APPLICANT: Salvador Saldana 

325 East Locust Street 
Lodi, CA  95240 

PROPERTY OWNER: The same as above 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the request of Salvador Saldana for a 
Variance to increase the allowable maximum size of a second dwelling unit from 400 square 
feet to 640 square feet at 325 East Locust Street, subject to the conditions listed on the 
attached resolution.   

PROJECT/AREA DESCRIPTION 
General Plan Designation:        ER, Eastside Residence. 

Zoning Designation:                  RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside. 

Property Size:                           10,000 square feet.  The site is fully developed. There is a 
house in the fronting Locust Street and there is a garage in the 
rear, accessible via an alley.  

The adjacent zoning and land use are as follows: 

North:            RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside. Further north is M-1, Light Industrial 
zoning district along Lockeford Street.   

South:            RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside. 

East:               RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside. 

West: RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside 

SUMMARY 
The applicant is proposing to convert an existing two-car garage, located in the back of the 
property and accessed by the alley, into a second dwelling unit.  The structure is located 10 feet 
from the rear of the property for garage access to the alley.  The Variance is specifically for the 
additional 240 square feet of living area for the second dwelling; all other aspects of the request 
meet City requirements. 
 
BACKGROUND  
The requirements for second dwelling units within the RE-1, Residential Single Family Eastside 
zone are as follows:   
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A) Use Permit. 
1) The applicant for a second unit must secure a use permit from the planning 

commission. 
2) The applicant for the use permit must be owner/occupant of the property on 

which the second unit will be constructed. 

It is important to note that as of July 1st of 2003, the State of California in an effort to increase 
the number of affordable housing units, mandated that City’s could no longer require 
discretionary review (use permits) of second dwelling units.    

B) Height and Area. 
1) A lot proposed for a second unit must be a minimum of six thousand square feet 

in size.  The lot is 10,000 sq. ft.  
2) All setback, height and lot coverage requirements of the zone must be met.  The 

garage is located 10 feet from the alley and has more than 10-foot side yard 
setbacks.   

C) Design Standards. 
1) The second unit must be made architecturally compatible with the existing 

residence.  The colors and materials are compatible. The garage is already an 
existing building and there is minimal exterior refacing being proposed. 

2) The second unit shall have a separate exterior entrance.  Three separate access 
points are being proposed.. 

3) No new entrances will be permitted on the front of the existing residence. 
4) The floor area of the second unit cannot exceed four hundred square feet. 

Exceeds 400 sq. ft. by 240 sq. ft. 

D) Parking. One legal off-street parking space must be provided for the new unit. The 
parking space must be in addition to the parking required for the main residence 
and must meet all setback requirements.  A two-car carport is being proposed to for 
the main dwelling unit, and an additional one-car carport is being proposed for the 
second dwelling unit, which will be accessed from the garage. The proposed car-
ports meet the required setbacks. 

E) General Standards.  In all cases, the city shall determine that the proposed unit is 
compatible with the design of the surrounding residences and does not adversely 
affect public facilities or the neighborhood.   

Staff finds that the proposed second dwelling unit meets each of the requirements listed above 
other than C, 4. 

 
ANALYSIS 
The project site is a 60-foot-wide by 170-foot-deep rectangular parcel containing 10,000 square 
feet. There is an existing one-story single-family home with a detached two-car garage 
accessed from an alley. Available City records indicate the house and the garage were built in 
1949. The applicant is proposing to convert the existing two-car garage into the second dwelling 
unit. There is nothing unusual or extraordinary about the property other than the neighborhood 
is one of the older neighborhoods of Lodi and has a mix of residential densities. The house is 
located between two multi family complexes. 
 
The City’s Draft Development Standards are pending and include a provision for 640 square 
foot second dwellings.  Staff chose the size of 640 square feet for two reasons.  The first is 
relative to the combined parking requirement for the main house and second dwelling.  The City 
requires the main house to have 2 covered parking stalls, and the second unit to have one stall 
(covered or not).  The dimension of three covered parking stalls is 30-feet by 20-feet or 600 
square feet.  An incentive for building a garage for all three cars is to allow development directly 
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above.  The additional 40 square feet is simply to allow for slight variations in design, such as 
an interior stair well.  The second reason is that 400 square feet is on the small side of the 
spectrum for a dwelling.  Back in the 80’s when the State’s original mandates to allow second 
dwellings were adopted, many communities set the size limitations low enough to discourage 
second units or require public review for approval.  With the new State mandates for affordable 
housing and the preservation of agricultural land, many communities are re-evaluating second 
dwellings and are choosing sizes that encourage their development.  Many communities have 
allowances for second dwelling units as large as 1,200 square feet. 
 
The Zoning Ordinance states that “In specific cases where it is exceptionally difficult, if not 
impossible, to comply with the exact provisions of this title, the planning commission has the 
power to allow such adjustments from the provisions contained in this title as will prevent 
unnecessary hardships or injustice, and at the same time most nearly accomplish the general 
purpose and intent of this title.”  The Zoning Ordinance requires that “in granting any 
adjustment, the planning commission shall find that such adjustment will relieve an unnecessary 
hardship or practical difficulty that would otherwise be caused by the application of the strict 
letter of this chapter and that such adjustment will not be contrary to the public welfare.”   

The existing garage is accessed from an alley and measures 780 square feet in area. Although 
the applicants have informed staff that it is currently being used a garage and has not been 
converted into a living space or a second dwelling unit, staff is unable to confirm if it has been 
already converted into a second dwelling unit. Based on field inspection, however, it is clear that 
the garage is not currently being used for parking purposes as its access points off the alley 
have been fenced off. Nevertheless, once the existing garage is converted into a second 
dwelling unit, the applicants will be required to provide a two-car covered parking space. 
Although the applicants have proposed a two-car covered space (Attachment 2), it does not 
meet the required size two-car parking space (20’ x 20’). Further, the location of the proposed 
carport appears too far removed from the main house. Staff recommends that the proposed 
carport be relocated adjacent to the main dwelling unit and be a minimum of 20’ x 20’ to 
accommodate two cars, as shown on Attachment 3. There is open space between the main 
dwelling unit and the garage in the back to accommodate a two-car carport. There are no 
heritage or large trees on the property that could prove prohibitive. The applicant’s site plan also 
calls for a utility and laundry rooms to be attached to the garage. As mentioned earlier, the 
existing garage measures 780 square feet in area. Staff supports a Variance up to 640 square 
feet. Staff feels the utility room and the additional bathroom should be located within the existing 
garage as it is large enough to accommodate a utility room and additional bathroom.  
 
Given the surrounding land uses, and the pending Development Code allowing for exactly what 
is being requested, staff finds reason for approval of this Variance.  The surrounding uses 
consist of a diverse mix of land uses either adjacent to or within sight of the property. Staff feels 
that these uses create the majority of impact on the neighborhood during the day, and that the 
addition of 240 square feet of floor area to an otherwise allowable second dwelling unit will not 
add to this daily commotion. The proposal meets all setback and lot coverage requirements as 
well as the requirement for a third parking space.  The neighborhood has deep lots with alley 
access, making them well suited for second units.  In conclusion, staff finds that approval of the 
request eliminates the injustice of waiting for the City to adopt a Development Code that allows 
the request by right.   
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
The project was found to be categorically exempt according to the California Environmental 
Quality Act, Article 19 15321 Class 21 (a) (2).  The project is classified as an “Enforcement 
Action by Regulatory Agencies” because it is the “adoption of an administrative decision or 
order enforcing…the lease, permit, license, certificate, or entitlement for use or enforcing the 
general rule, standard, or objective.” The project was also found to be categorically exempt 
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according to the California Environmental Quality Act, Article 19 15332 Class 32 (a) (b) (c) (d) 
and (e). The project is classified as in-fill development meeting the conditions described therein. 
No significant impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. No 
significant impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE: 
Legal Notice for the Use Permit was published on August 12, 2009. 64 public hearing notices 
were sent for both meetings to all property owners of record within a 300-foot radius of the 
subject property as required by California State Law §65091 (a) 3. 
 
ALTERNATIVE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS: 
• Approve the Requests with Alternate Conditions 
• Deny the Requests  
• Continue the Requests 

Respectfully Submitted,     Concur 

Immanuel Bereket      Konradt Bartlam  
Assistant Planner      Community Development Director 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Vicinity Map 
2. Site Plan 
3. Alternate Site Plan 
4. Floor Plan 
5. Draft Resolutions  
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RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 09- 
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI APPROVING OF THE 

REQUEST OF SALVADOR SALDANA FOR A VARIANCE TO INCREASE THE ALLOWABLE 
MAXIMUM SIZE OF A SECOND RESIDENTIAL UNIT FROM 400 SQUARE FEET TO 640 SQUARE 

FEET 325 EAST LOCUST STREET 
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, in accordance with the 
Lodi Municipal Code, Section 17.72.070; and  

WHEREAS, the project proponent is Salvador Saldana, 325 East Locust Street, Lodi CA 95240; 
and 

WHEREAS, the project property owner is Salvador Saldana of 325 East Locust Street, Lodi CA 
95240; and 

WHEREAS, the project is located at 325 East Locust Street, Lodi Ca 95240 (APN: 043-100-01); 
and 

WHEREAS, the project parcel has a General Plan designation of ER, Eastside Residence and is 
RE-1, Residence Single Family, Eastside; and 

WHEREAS, the project parcel is owned by SMH Properties LLC., 39 North Sacramento Street, 
Lodi, CA 95240 (APN 043-035-18) and:  

WHEREAS, the requested second dwelling unit is consistent with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and 
General Plan in all aspects other than its size; and 

WHEREAS, the project was reviewed in conformance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act, the State of California Planning and Zoning Laws, and the State of California 
Land Use Laws; and 

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department studied and recommended approval of the 
request; and 

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred. 

Based upon the evidence within the staff report and project file the Planning Commission finds: 

1. The project was found to be categorically exempt according to the California Environmental 
Quality Act, Article 19 15321 Class 21 (a) (2).  The project is classified as an “Enforcement Action 
by Regulatory Agencies” because it is the “adoption of an administrative decision or order 
enforcing…the lease, permit, license, certificate, or entitlement for use or enforcing the general 
rule, standard, or objective.” The project was also found to be categorically exempt according to 
the California Environmental Quality Act, Article 19 15332 Class 32 (a) (b) (c) (d) and (e). The 
project is classified as in-fill development meeting the conditions described therein. No significant 
impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. No significant impacts 
are anticipated and no mitigation measures have been required. 

2. The proposed second residential unit is 640 square feet in size and will exceed the maximum 
allowed size of 400 square-feet. 

3. A variance maybe granted if the City finds that because of special circumstances applicable to 
the property, including size, shape, topography, location or surroundings, the strict application of 
the zoning ordinance deprives such property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity 
and under identical zoning classification.  The proposed second residential unit will be 
constructed within an existing structure.  The structure has been on the property for many years 
and is similar to many detached buildings located in the neighborhood.  The applicant would like 

DRAFT
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to convert the building to a second residential unit and a one car garage which is permitted by the 
City’s zoning ordinance.  Granting the variance will not increase the size of the building and slight 
increase in the size of the residence will not have visual or land use impact on the surrounding 
neighborhood. 

4. The variance will not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon 
other properties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is situated. .Approval of the 
requested variance will not effect the existing land use pattern in the neighborhood where there 
are many small alley lots and lots that contain a second unit adjacent to the alley. 

5. The variance is not detrimental to the public welfare and will provide an affordable housing unit 
that will be built to current building standards. 

6. The required parking spaces for the main residence and the proposed second unit dwelling will 
be located on site and will be covered spaces. 

7. Approval of the requested Variance will not affect the existing land use pattern in the 
neighborhood. 

8. A variance maybe granted if the City finds that because of special circumstances applicable to 
the property, including size, shape, topography, location or surroundings, the strict application of 
the zoning ordinance deprives such property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity 
and under identical zoning classification. Staff feels the requested Variance to exceed the 400 sq. 
ft. by 240 is allowed under the draft Development Standards and denial of what is otherwise 
allowable size under the Draft Development Standards would create undue hardship to the 
applicants.  

9. The variance will not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon 
other properties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is situated.  The Planning 
Commission has granted similar variances to other properties where there is a minor increase in 
the size of the unit and where the dimensions of the unit are dictated in part by the dimensions of 
other existing structures on the property. The Planning Commission has also taken into 
consideration that the City is proposing a change in the maximum unit size for second residential 
units in the new Development Code.  Finally, the granting of a variance will allow the applicant to 
provide an independent living space for a dependent daughter that has a life-long disability; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City 
of Lodi that Use Permit Application No. 09-U-03 is hereby approved, subject to the following 
conditions: 

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 Use 
Permit, 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. The applicant shall submit appropriate plans to the Community Development Department for 
plan check and building permit. 

3. The second unit shall be made architecturally compatible with the existing residence, in 
conformance with the adopted design requirements for second dwelling units. 

4. The project shall include the construction of a one-car covered space to fulfill the requirements 
for off-street parking for the proposed second dwelling.  

5. The applicant shall comply with all requirements of Public Works Department, Fire Department 
and all applicable utility agencies. 

6. A separate secondary address shall be issued for the second dwelling unit. 

DRAFT
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7. The City shall not install, read, or bill the submeter for the second dwelling unit. The billing 
shall be a private matter between the two dwelling units based off of the one bill provided b the 
City. 

8. Instillation of a private submeter shall be subject to a building permit process. 

9. The project proponent shall provide a two-car covered parking space for the main dwelling 
unit. The said two-car covered parking space shall be attached to the main dwelling unit, shall 
be accessible from Locust Street and shall not be visible from the street. 

 

Dated:  August 26, 2009 

I certify that Resolution No. 09- was passed and adopted by the Planning Commission of the 
City of Lodi at a regular meeting held on August 26, 2009 by the following vote: 
 

AYES:       Commissioners:   

NOES:  Commissioners:  

ABSENT:  Commissioners:  

ABSTAIN:  Commissioners:  

 

 

 

                                                        ATTEST:_________________________________ 
                                                                          Secretary, Planning Commission 

DRAFT



 
Item 6a. 

Council Action Summary



See Page Two For More Information 

MEMORANDUM, City of Lodi, Community Development Department 

To: City of Lodi Planning Commissioners  

From: Rad Bartlam, Community Development Director 
Date: Planning Commission Meeting of 8/26/09 

Subject: Past meetings of the City Council and other meetings pertinent to the Planning 
Commission 

In an effort to inform the Planning Commissioners of past meetings of the Council and other pertinent 
items staff has prepared the following list of titles. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact the Planning Department or visit the City of Lodi 
website at:  http://www.lodi.gov/city-council/AgendaPage.html to view Staff Reports and Minutes from the 
corresponding meeting date. 

Date Meeting Title 
Appointments to the Library Board of Trustees: Caitlin 
Casey; Lodi Arts Commission:  Ben Burgess, Nancy Carey, 
Jennifer Walth; Lodi Budget/Finance Committee: Bill 
Russell, Louis Ponick, Steven Reeves; Planning 
Commission: Bill Cummins, Debbie Olson; and San 
Joaquin County Commission on Aging: Terri Whitmire; and 
Direction to Post for Remaining Vacancies on the Library 
Board of Trustees and the Lodi Budget/Finance Committee 
(CLK) 
Adopt Resolution Authorizing the Harney Lane Alternative to 
Measure K Railroad Grade Separation Project (CD) 

June 17, 2009 REGULAR 

Approve Plans and Specifications and Authorize 
Advertisement for Bids for Lodi Avenue Reconstruction 
Project and Adopt Resolution Approving Mitigated Negative 
Declaration 09-01 (PW) 

June 23, 2009 SHIRTSLEEVE Update on Tienda Drive Affordable Senior Housing Project 
(CD) 

July 15, 2009 REGULAR Set Public Hearing for August 5, 2009, to Consider the 
Reallocation of Available Community Development Block 
Grant and HOME Program Funding to Eden Housing, Inc. 
for an Affordable Senior Housing Project (CD) 

July 28, 2009 SHIRTSLEEVE Information on Synthetic Turf Fields (PR) 

August 5, 2009 
 

REGULAR Adopt Resolution Establishing Guidelines for a First Time 
Home Buyer Program and Authorizing an Application to the 
State Department of Housing and Community Development 
for $800,000 of HOME Funding. 

 



Take Actions Pertaining to Affordable Senior Housing 
Project at 2245 Tienda Drive (CD) 
  a) Adopt Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to 
Execute an Exclusive Right to Negotiate with Eden Housing, 
Inc. Regarding Senior Housing Project at 2245 Tienda Drive
  b) Conduct Public Hearing to Consider the Adoption of a 
Resolution Authorizing the Reallocation of Available 
Community Development Block Grant and HOME Program 
Funding to Eden Housing, Inc. for an Affordable Senior 
Housing Project 

 
August 5, 2009 
Continued 

Authorization to Solicit Bids for Artificial Turf Design 
Services (PR) 
Receive Report and Endorse a Proposed “Downtown 
Summit” 
Receive Report on the Status of the General Plan Update 

August 19, 2009 REGULAR 

Approve Issuance of Request for Proposals for Turnkey 
Solar Demonstration Project at the White Slough Water 
Treatment Control Facility (EUD) 

 



 
Item 7a. 

General Plan Update & Introduction



 

MEMORANDUM, City of Lodi, Community Development Department 

To: Planning Commissioners 

From: Konradt Bartlam 

Date: August 26, 2009 

Subject: Receive Report on the Status of the General Plan Update 

 
In February, the City Council approved the Preferred Alternative for the General Plan Update. 
Subsequent to this action in March the City Council approved a change order to retain Dyett & Bhatia, 
the City’s General Plan consultants, to prepare the Housing Element as part of the comprehensive 
update. Since the Council action, the various consultants have been preparing the Policy document 
that contains the required and optional elements to the General Plan. Additionally, Dyett & Bhatia is 
preparing, with sub-consultants, the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) that corresponds to 
the policies. 

 

At this time, staff has reviewed and commented on all the chapters but the Housing Element. This 
chapter will follow the balance of the schedule due to required review and comment by the State 
Department of Housing and Community Development. The City’s internal review has involved a 
variety of departments depending on the subject.  For example, the Electric Utility Department has 
reviewed the Conservation Element, the Police and Fire Departments have reviewed the Safety 
Element and the Public Works Department has been heavily involved in the Growth Management and 
Infrastructure, Conservation and Transportation Elements.  

 

Our goal with this introduction of six chapters of the Draft Plan is to begin a process of public review 
that we believe will take several sessions over the next few months. At this time I am not looking for 
any input from the Planning Commission. Simply, I want to provide you all with the first set of 
Elements which you may begin your review in preparation for Public Hearings. Following closely 
behind this introduction will be the balance of the Policy document (Growth Management and 
Infrastructure, Transportation and Noise as well as an Implementation appendix) and the DEIR. My 
expectation is that this will be completed by mid-September.  

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

  

Konradt Bartlam  
Community Development Director 
Attachments: 
 General Plan Update and EIR Schedule 
 Draft General Plan: 

Introduction 
Land Use 
Community Design & Livability 
Parks, Recreation & Open Space 

  Conservation 
  Safety 
 

  



May  June July  Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec.

2009

Tasks

Draft General Plan

Draft EIR

Public Review/Final EIR

Adopted General Plan

Housing Element

7

8

9

10

11

Schedule
City of Lodi General Plan Update and EIR

PLAN Final Product

Public
Hearing

Community
Meeting/Workshops

Planning Commission/
City Council Meeting

Consultant E�ort Interim Product NewslettersNEWS

DGPU

NEWS

DEIR

FEIR

HCD

PLAN

Introduction,
Land Use,
Parks

Community 
Design, Safety, 
Conservation

Stakeholder Forum

Other (as noted)

Admin DEIR

Kicko�
Meeting

Complete 
Admin
Draft

Growth Management, 
Infrastructure, 
Implementation

Transportation, 
Noise

Memo: 
Needs 
Assessment

Memos: 
Housing Sites 
& Constraints

HEARING 
DRAFT


