
joannej
Typewritten Text
ATTACHMENT B





March 27, 2019 

2019 Clean Water and Storm Project Fee Protest 
c/o City Clerk 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino CA 9501 4 

Honorable Councilmembers: 

CUPERTINO CITY CLERK 

We are residents of Cupertino and received an informational letter about the proposed 2019 
Clean Water and Storm Project Fee. We are opposed to the fee as long as an Annual Inflation 
Adjustment is included in the program. If no Annual Inflation Adjustment is included, we do not 
oppose the proposed increase. 

Thank you . 

ftudtu~~ 
Paula Bettencourt 

Hm11~ BctQ;v~ 
Harry Bettencourt 

11553 Upland Court 
Cupertino CA. 95014 





c/o City Clerk 
2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee Protest 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Charles Chu 
Mong-Wei Chu 

I 0585 Merriman Road 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

March 29, 2019 

Re: Parcel# 342-16-079 (Address: 10585 Merriman Rd, Cupertino) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

We are owners of the property located at 10585 Merriman Rd, Cupertino. Its 
Parcel# is 342-16-079. The purpose of this letter is to file our written protest 
against the proposed 2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee for Cupe1iino . 
prope1iies. 

Yours Sincerely, 

Charles Chu & 
Mong-Wei Chu 



c/o City Clerk 
2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee Protest 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Charles Chu 
Mong-Wei Chu 

10585 Merriman Road 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

March 29, 2019 

Re; Parcel# 357-03-040 (Address: 10340 Walnut Circle, Cupertino) 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

We are the owners of the property located at 10340 Walnut Circle, Cupertino. 
Its Parcel# is 357-03-040. The purpose of this letter is to file our written protest 
against the proposed 2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee for Cupertino 
properties. 

Yours Sincerely, 

Charles Chu 
Mong-Wei Chu 



c/o City Clerk 
2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee Protest 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Charles Chu 
Mong-Wei Chu 

10585 Merriman Road 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

March 29, 20 19 

Re: Parcel# 375-22-011 (Address: 10840 Wunderlich Drive, Cupertino) 

Dear Sir/IYladam: 

We are the owners of the property located at 10840 Wunderlich Drive, 
Cupertino. Its parcel# is 375-22-011. The purpose of this letter is to file our 
written protest against the proposed 2019 Clean Water & Storm Protection Fee for 
Cupe1iino properties. 

Yours Sincerely, 

a?~ /fr{Ylr~v0~~ 

Charles Chu & 
Mong-Wei Chu 



2019 Clean Water and Storm Protection Fee Protest 
C/0 City Clerk 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Cupertino City Council, 

April 02, 2019 

I am writing to protest the imposition of a substantial tax increase for the 
maintenance of the city's storm drains. While I recognize the need for such a 
service, I find the fee increase to be excessive. As a middle school teacher in 
Cupertino who has to fight for a minimal (if any) increase in salary and benefits 
I'm insulted by a 560% increase in that fee. I strongly suggest the city examine all 
of its budget and cut out some excessive or unnecessary expenses and apply them 
to this storm drain issue. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Cupertino, CA 95014 
408-202-8547 





William Rassieur and Freda Xu 
20045 De Palma Lane 

Cupertino, CA 95014 

April 6, 2019 

2019 Clean Water and Storm Protectici,1 Fee Protest 

% City Cl9rk 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 

Re: the proposed fee increase for storm drain maintenance 

We protest the fee increase on the grounds that the expenses contemplated for the Regnart 

Bike Trail , which we hope is not built, could more than cover the expenses needed for the storm 

drain maintenance. 

To be clear, we are in favor of the storm drain maintenance. But we are most certainly not 
willing to underwrite the bike trail project by accepting a fee increase to cover expenses the 

city could otherwise address with available funds. 

We understand and have read that the revenues collected for the storm drain maintenance 
would be kept in a separate account and not used for other purposes. That's fine, but that does 

not invalidate the notion that the several millions of dollars the City may be budgeting for the 
bike trail could be used instead for the storm drain maintenance. 

My wife and I have lived at 20045 De Palma Lane since June, 2000. 

William Rassieur and Freda Xu 



City Clerk: April 10, 2019 

To whom it may concern, 

My wife and I have been a long time resident of Cupertino. We are protesting the Clean Water and 

Storm Protection fee. My wife and I are senior citizens. I have been on permanent disability for the 

past 11 years and and my wife works part time. We are on fixed incomes and cannot afford any more 

fees. We have seen our property tax go from $5,000.00 per year to $8,000.00 per year. Our PG&E 

water rates are so expensive now. Increases of our social security cannot keep up with all of 

California's taxes. Cupertino used to be a great quaint little "Town." Because of all of the "Tech" 

companies, city councils only care about tax revenues and are trying to make big cities out of small 

towns. The city council does not care about their elderly citizens and are forcing many of them to 

relocate. Again, we are protesting theses proposed taxes. 

Sincerely, 

Gregory A. Johnsivde 
10841 W Estates Dr. 

Cupertino, CA 95014-4537 

--~ 
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4.16.2019 ,/' 
To: Cupertino City Clerk, 10300 Torre Ave, Cupertino CA 95014 

From: Brent G Bardsley {APN 375 16 004), 10408 Men hart Lane, Cupt CA 95014 

Subject: 2019 Storm Protection Assessment Fee 

By this letter I regi~tef a ci,t~zen. protest to
1 
this new feq Here's why:/ tu 

, j;:v. e.,"'. nu. +~e 1 51'V\c.", ff/fJJZe,1. 1"1,u; v .t a ~. • 
• Lack elf a provision for elderly property owner's (over 65 years old) to opt out 

• Lack of a provision for a single family residential owner to secure a similar 25% reduced fee by 

. modifying their property to reduce run-off. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Inequitable fee based on property type. A commercial property such as Target generates a 

much higher run-off per acre due to their large roof and almost total parki;gJf91JP."ii-e-mi~~i;"J:"'iL~f,i·~~~: 

Inequitable fee due to a lack ~f provision for property slope. A sloped foot!~'.i1J}ffi~~N' {;L 
property generates a much higher run-off per acre than a flatland propertv, j~•M~f Ra_ncho area.. ; ;f' ;;.· 
Inequitable fee due to agricultural-~oned la~~ ~aving no fee at all. Agricultri~Jr}P l(~~rates'as' ' :i , ! ,1 ! f; I 

much runoff as any other land, particularly 1f 1t 1s on sloped ground. 1 / I i · ·' ! i" i 

Inequitable fee due to no provision charging for the area contained by cit~ ~e.~¥,.~~~~:.,,_F:;J ., 
roads. Paved ro~ are a mf in source of lo ca.I run-off, yet no lee is assess~4f-t;::~.::Lt2'.l~LJ'_"/L:· ·· 

DM\t\k G ~~\,~ ... "••---.. ·----·--·.-~-.. 



April 10, 2019 

Mr. Timm Borden 

Interim City Manager 
Cupertino City Hall 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014-3255 

Gary Wong 
10358 Lozano Lane 

Cupertino, CA 95014 

RE: 2019 Clean Water and Storm Protection Fee ("Fee") 

Dear Mr. Borden: 

Via Post and email 

We are responding to your letter dated March 18, 2019 pertaining to the proposed fee referenced 
above. Our household opposes the proposed fee . 

While you articulate persuasive reasons for the need to upgrade and maintain our storm drainage 
system, we oppose the Fee, because there are sufficient City resources to pay for these costs. For 
example, we feel the Regnart Creek Trail project has expended funds unwisely, that key steps were 
skipped or addressed late in the process, such as not starting with a survey and soil testing, before 
embarking on a costly marketing and consulting campaign. On any project development, knowing the 
dimensions and conditions and usability of your site, is a critical first step so that one understands what 
is buildable. Notwithstanding constant, community suggestions to approach the project planning 
differently, such suggestions are ignored, using our tax dollars and city resources irresponsibly. 
Secondly, poor financial controls and oversight allowed $792,000 to be embezzled. 

Your letter describes the current condition of the City's Water Drainage System. However, it doesn't 
address the cause or impact from urbanization, the profound changes to hydrology in Cupertino from 
increasing imperviousness of the watershed. Looking at commercial development over the past decade, 
there appears to be little evidence of efforts to manage runoffs, to treat waste water before being 
pushed off property lines from the hotels and commercial buildings that have been built. It seems that 
the proposed fees place much of the burden on residences vs commercial, retail and industrial 
occupants. Using a building' s footprint as the key metric, ignores the height of the building and the total 
square footage . More occupants, greater water usage and treatment required. That would be a more 
equitable approach. 



April 13, 2019 

To the City of Cupertino, 

My husband and I are opposed to the current version of the 2019 
Clean Water and Storm Protection fee for stormwater services. 

The recently proposed fee represents a HUGE increase in the amount 
that residents of Cupertino will pay. As longtime property owners 
(since 1994) of a parcel which is slightly over 1 acre, and a parcel that 
has no structures on it but is between .10 and .40 acres, we would go 
from paying a total of $24.00 per year to paying approximately 
$150.00 per year for this one fee alone. That is a ridiculous increase. 
Particularly since our home is about 1500 square feet, so the amount 
of non-permeable ground on our property is very small compared to 
the full size of the property, as well as being much lower than many, 
many homes in Cupertino whose lot size is smaller. 

We are also both over 60 years old, and feel that this represents an 
extremely unfair tax on us, and all of our elderly neighbors. 

We are not opposed to paying the same as every other resident, 
similar to the current structure. I still feel that an additional $44.42 
per year is excessive, and that the city of Cupertino could use the 
large amount of income it receives to avoid taxing residents this 
additional amount ... more that 3x more than before, in addition to the 
existing tax. 

Unless the proposal is rewritten to be the same amount per residence 
(with a house/ condo/ etc. on it) and less than $44.42 extra, we are 
firmly opposed to the measure. 

Sincerely 

~UJ<JW 
May Koski (and Paul Koski) 
22030 Regnart Road 
Cupertino, CA 95014 




