
From: herb
To: Council, City; Clerk, City
Subject: January 31, 2020 Council Meeting, Item #5: Individual Supply Guarantee
Date: Saturday, January 29, 2022 5:55:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

The ISG given to East Palo Alto was to permit billionaire
Atherton developer John Sobrato to build an office building.

Keeping the ISG and not selling any is a better solution than
taking the proceeds and building recycling water facilities in
the baylands that is subject to sea level rise and liquefaction
from earthquakes.

mailto:herb_borock@hotmail.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
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From: John Bender
To: Council, City
Subject: water and housing
Date: Friday, January 28, 2022 3:39:39 PM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from bender@stanford.edu. Learn why this is
important at http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

Dear Council Members,

I write as a property owner of nearly 50 years in Palo Alto.

I am relying on the article about potential water sales that appeared in yesterday’s “Daily Post.”

Palo Alto is being required to build thousands of units of housing over the next decade or so.  They will need water. 
Such demands for housing development could be increased in future and with them the need for more water.

We almost certainly will suffer further droughts during which our actual supply of water might be defined by our
basic allocation.

You and I do not have crystal balls to reveal the future, but to sell a right as precious as water in the present world
seems to me profoundly  misguided.

What we might do the the funds is irrelevant.  Other ways exist to raise money, including the proposed business tax,
bond issues to improve utility services and so forth.

As for housing: I cannot understand why an opportunity for housing development as large as the former Fry’s site
(Ventura) may be forclosed for offices.  We don’t even know now what the demand for offices may be as work from
home becomes a serious option.    We do know that we must build more housing.  I don’t see developers  should
hold trumps in this situation.

Yours truly,
John Bender
2160 Newell  Road

mailto:bender@stanford.edu
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


From: Joyce Schmid
To: Council, City
Subject: Selling water rights
Date: Friday, January 28, 2022 9:50:28 AM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from joycegschmid@icloud.com. Learn why this is
important at http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking
on links.
________________________________

To the Honorable City Council,

Please do not sell Palo Alto’s water rights.

Palo Alto is being forced to increase our population by the State’s usurping our zoning rights. More population
means more need for water.

And in a broader sense, I think it is likely that as time goes on, fresh water will become increasingly more scarce. I
think we would be well advised to look for ways to increase our water supply by such methods as desalination,
rather than decreasing it.

In my opinion, selling our water rights would be even more short-sighted than Esau’s selling his birthright for a
mess of pottage.

Thank you for considering my point of view.

Respectfully, and with gratitude for all the work you do for Palo Alto,

Joyce Schmid

mailto:joycegschmid@icloud.com
mailto:city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
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From: Jo Ann Mandinach
To: letters@padailypost.com
Cc: City Mgr; Council, City; Dave Price; Cormack, Alison; Burt, Patrick
Subject: Palo Alto Selling Water Rights So It Can Spend More??
Date: Thursday, January 27, 2022 10:39:24 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Thanks for your 1/27 article that Mayor Burt and Councilwoman Cormack are
considering selling OUR water rights so a Brisbane developer can build a "massive"
office complex because the city "needs" more money. Did they forget we're still the
only city without a revenue-generating business tax? Did they forget about the 2
new housing bills linking jobs to housing? Did they forget the Bay Area already has
to accommodate almost 1,000,000 more people, all of whom use water?

Unbelievable at a time when Palo Alto residents are told to conserve water, are
threatened with $500 fines if we use too much, have already been overcharged by
Palo Alto Utility by $20,000,000 every year to fund the General Fund while also
paying for the city's appeal of the judge's ruling to pay us back OUR money, are
attempting to link the business tax to more utility rate hikes?

We've got the highest jobs/housing imbalance in Silicon Valley. We're STILL the
only city without a business tax because politicians won't alienate their backers. Did
they ask why we're spending $23,000,000 for a fiber-to-the-home system to
compete with existing providers when the city can't even manage a simple priority
survey...? 

Remind me again why we need another massive office complex. Where's the fiscal
responsibility and common sense? 

Most sincerely,
Jo Ann Mandinach
Palo Alto, CA 94301
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