REDWOOD CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

November 4, 2002

Safewater Coalition delivered endorsement letter to City Council 



	REGULAR MEETING 
November 4, 2002
7:00 P.M.
6. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
   Christina Lai stated that the previous week she sent City Council via e-mail 

   signed endorsement letter from Dennis Wolfe supporting the 730 petitioners

   asking not to implement recycled water in residential areas.  She would like to

   bring to City Council’s attention about who Dennis Wolfe is, and why he has

   supported our 730 petitioners.  Dennis Wolfe is the Vice-President of 

   California Republican Assembly and a Member of Waste Watchers.  In Mr.

   Wolfe’s endorsement letter, he stated that recycled water for residential usage

   should be of great concern for all of our communities, both physically and

   financially.  

   His exact quote was: “Given the unanswered questions about the 

   physical impact I have to believe recycled water decreases residential

   property value.  If this project were allowed to move forward.  I would 

   insist that your property be re-assessed and devalued so that your 

   property taxes are reduced.  The financial impact is potentially 

   devastating to Redwood Shores Real Estate and San Mateo County.  

   This alone is a great reason for fighting this project.”

    Ms. Lai asked Council to give an approximate date as to when the $36.8M 

    project will be voted upon
14. ADJOURNMENT - 11:13 p.m. 

 


By J. Dennis Wolfe
To:      Safewater Coalition

From: Dennis Wolfe

Date:  Oct. 29, 2002

RE:     Re-assessing unhealthy property values

I appreciated your comments about my appearance on Michael Krasny’s show yesterday on KQED regarding Proposition 50 and Peter Ingram’s promised state grant on his proposed recycled water project.  

The plain facts are that Prop. 50 is a land grab and an enormous tax increase.  The cost to repay Prop. 50 will be well over $5.25 Billion dollars!  California simply cannot afford to go deeper in debt and we must start saying no to these out of control politicians bankruptcy.  When is enough enough?

Most people are not even aware that there is not one project listed in the proposition that will be funded if the proposition is approved.  The money will sit out there waiting for proposals.  The next question will be to look at who is going to sit on the panel that doles out the money.  Your Public Works Director, Peter Ingram, has a lot of explaining to do to the voters in your community.  His statement that his proposal is first in line once Prop. 50 passes is ambitious to say the least.  I would not go so far as to say that Mr. Ingram is lying, but I would say that there are more hoops to jump through in ultimately determining who gets what if this Prop. 50 tax increase is allowed to pass.  The real question is who in their right mind wants recycled water at their private home?

Further, one of the least beneficial ways to spend Prop. 50 money in my opinion is on the usage of recycled water in residential areas.  Commercial usage may have home viability but I clearly do not possess all the facts to go beyond this comment.  However, residential usage should be of great concern for all of our communities, both physically and financially.

Physically, we have no idea as to the serious health issues involved with recycled water.  The articles you sent to me again raise many unanswered questions in my mind.  Using recycled water without first addressing ways to clean our existing fresh water supplies make no logical sense.  Prop. 50 does little to address this legitimate concern.  One can only wonder how many contaminants are in recycled water.  Instead of using potentially unsafe recycled water for our residential gardening needs, why do we not clean up our fresh water supplies first?  Just look at the negative, pervasive impact of MTBE on our fresh drinking water wells for proof that recycled water is a last resort solution.

Finally, to finish up my comments on the physical side of the matter, let us not forget the possibility of children drinking out of the wrong faucet outside.  I shudder to think of the impact on our children’s health.

I would like to conclude on the financial side of this matter.  One first has to ask if the value of a home increases or decreases when it uses recycled water.  Given the unanswered questions about the physical impact I have to believe that the answer is that it decreases residential property value.  Can you even imagine putting a house on the market and say the front yard, community playground, and school yard are using recycled water?  No one will buy the home!

Just to quantify this with respect to your petitioners alone, allowing for each property to be worth in excess of One Million Dollars, the estimated residential property value is somewhere between $750 Million to One Billion Dollars.  At the minimal 1% for property tax calculations, this amounts to Ten Million Dollars a year in property tax revenues!  You control a great deal of money in your local community.  If this project were allowed to move forward regardless of whether Prop. 50 passes and money is available from other sources, I would insist that your property be re-assessed and devalued so that your property taxes are reduced.  That will get someone’s attention in City Hall!

The financial impact is potentially devastating to Redwood Shores Real Estate and San Mateo County.  This alone is a great reason for fighting this project.  

Thank you for allowing me to share my comments on this matter.  My best wishes to your community and especially to the petitioners who understand the problem.  Let me know if I can be further assistance.  

Most sincerely,

J. Dennis Wolfe

Vice-President- California Republican Assembly

Member-Waste Watchers/Citizens Against Government Waste

