San Mateo County Times May 13, 2003
Redwood Shores resolution opposes recycled-water use
REDWOOD CITY -- It's not the contents of the newly-released recycled-water report that are generating controversy. 

Before the report -- as thick as the Central San Mateo County white pages -- was released around 8 p.m. Monday, a likely City Council candidate was accusing the city of violating the spirit of the California Environmental Quality Act and an association representing about 10,000 Redwood Shores residents had decided it opposes recycled water for irrigation in residential areas, whether use is mandatory or voluntary. 

The document, an addendum to the CEQA findings approved last summer, contains answers to some of the health-and-safety issues raised by Redwood Shores residents, concerned that use of recycled water on their lawns could harm their children and pets. The city, which exceeds its allocation of Hetch Hetchy water by about 1,100 acre-feet a year, is looking into recycled water as a way to increase its supply. 

The council did not discuss the document on Monday, but agreed to accept public comments on it until the end of a June 9 study session. 

This will preclude consideration of questions that come up after the June 9 meeting, said Ray Wang, a Redwood Shores resident contemplating a run for the council in November. He said he believes the city is concerned about what developers -- who need an adequate water supply in order to build their projects -- will do if there are any further delays. 

"The city is probably more afraid of being sued by developers than by their own residents," he said. 

Actually, no public comment period is required for an addendum to last year's finding that the project will have no significant environmental impacts that can't be mitigated, Public Works Director Peter Ingram said. 

Wang acknowledged that the 28-day comment period is more than CEQA requires, but said the point is to have the comments in the document. 

Disappointment with association 

In February, the council decided that it would not make recycled-water use mandatory for existing homeowners -- a move proposed by city staff to secure funding for the project that had been estimated to cost $37 million. Vice Mayor Jeff Ira, who had initially opposed the policy, said he'd change his mind, but that in return for showing good faith, he expected the residents to come and listen to the information presented. 

He said Monday he's not happy about the Redwood Shores Owners' Association's decision to oppose recycled water use. 

"I'm very disappointed that they came out with that so strongly without waiting for the June 9 meeting," Ira said. "They've predetermined that there's a health risk." 

Mayor Richard Claire, one of two council members to vote against the policy approved in February, said he was told that if recycled-water use wasn't mandatory, there wouldn't be opposition. He said he feels misled. 

The homeowners' group, he said, is "trying to dictate to the rest of us in Redwood City what we want." 

"I want recycled water in my neighborhood, because I lived through the drought of 1976-77," Claire said. "I don't think one neighborhood has the right to dictate what the rest of Redwood City would like to have." 

The resolution was approved May 1, said David Valkenaar, association vice president. It opposes recycled-water use in Redwood Shores for lawns, parks, schools, churches, hotels and other places. 

No obvious negatives 

A cursory examination of the report found there were no reported illnesses, permit violations, successful claims or lawsuits, or landscape failures as a result of recycled- water use by the Marin Municipal Water District, South Bay Water Recycling, the cities of Sunnyvale and Palo Alto, or the pilot project in Redwood City. 

