


73  
Email from Debbie Tedsen dated 4/23/24 to the board regarding concerns 
about encampment C-24-0110 

75  
Email from Ricardo Nalawagan dated 4/23/24 replying to boards auto 
response requesting a response. C-24-0111 

  OUTGOING BOARD CORRESPONDENCE 

77 
 Email from Chair Hsueh to Connie De La Cruz dated 4/20/24 regarding a 

2022 claim and settlement.  

79 
 Email from Director Keegan to Angela dated 4/20/24 regarding Good 

Neighbor funds for cleaning up encampments. 

81 
 Email from Director Keegan to Larry Davis dated 4/20/24 regarding Valley 

Water rates. 

84 
 Email from Director Keegan to Sali Schille dated 4/20/24 regarding good 

neighbor funding.  
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Report Name: Board Member Requests

Request Request 
Date

Director BAO/Chief Staff Description 20 Days 
Due Date

Expected 
Completion

 Date

Disposition

I-24-0002 04/10/24 Santos Hakes Infante  
Bourgeois

Director Santos requests the 
following regarding Soap 
Lake:
Who owns Soap Lake? What 
is the history of the lake?
Can the water from Soap 
Lake be used for recycling or 
flood prevention?
What are the environmental 
issues with Soap Lake? 
Does it contribute to flooding 
and if Pacheco Dam were in 
operation, would the water 
be stored at Soap Lake?

05/01/24

R-24-
0008

04/09/24 Eisenberg Baker Penilla Provide a breakdown of 
Safe, Clean Water fund and 
the projects with funds 
allocated.

05/06/24 04/26/24 Non-Agenda: responded on 4/26/24 
non agenda; 04/24/24 Non-Agenda: 
Responded on 4/26/24 non-agenda.
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MEMORANDUM 
FC 14 (01-25-23)

File Name 

TO: Director Barbara F. Keegan FROM: Tony Ndah, Deputy 
General Services 

SUBJECT: Provide Director Keegan with follow up 
information on the composition of the 
selection panels utilized for the contracts that 
we have awarded to AECOM - Responding 
to BMR No. I-24-0003 

DATE: April 18, 2024 

In response to Board Member request regarding AECOM Technical Services Inc., staff have compiled 
the attached table containing the active contracts with AECOM Technical Services Inc., 
including additional information regarding the composition of the evaluation committees used in the 
solicitation process.   

For further information, please contact Tony Ndah at (408) 630-2208. 

__________________________ 
Tony Ndah, Deputy Administrative Officer 
General Services  

cc: Tina Yoke 

Attachment: 
1. BMR Response - Keegan (I-24-0003)
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Agreement 
No. Firm Name1 Description

Effective 
Date

Original 
Expiration 

Date

Revised 
Expiration 

Date

Solicitation 
Type

Original Agmt 
NTE

No. 
Amendments 

Issued

Revised Agmt 
NTE

Evaluation 
Committee 

Composition

A3639A URS CORP (AECOM) Planning and Environmental Services-Almaden Dam 
Improvement Project

5/29/2013 5/31/2016 12/31/2024 RFP $1,654,000 4 $9,419,000 internal/external

A3676A URS CORP (AECOM) Design Services for Anderson Dam Seismic Retrofit 8/27/2013 2/29/2016 12/31/2025 RFP $11,384,761 9 $67,958,772 internal only
A3778A URS CORP (AECOM) Dam Safety Evaluations for Chesbro, Coyote, and Uvas 9/9/2014 12/31/2022 12/31/2025 RFP $7,800,359 4 $8,600,359 internal/external

A4215A AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC Plan/Design/Env'l Doc Support for Pacheco Resv Expansion 
Project:

11/20/2018 11/30/2025 11/30/2028 RFP $104,723,000 1 $104,723,000 internal/external

A4464A AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC Design Services for Coyote Creek 5/25/2021 6/30/2023 12/31/2026 RFP $9,985,313 3 $12,761,920 internal only
A4428A AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC Engineering & Environmental Planning Srvs-DSMPI 5/24/2022 5/24/2025 5/24/2025 RFP $5,992,234 1 $5,992,234 internal/external

A4770A AECOM Technical Services, Inc.
On-Call Pipeline Engineering Services 
(***Aggregate Contract NTE shared amongst 4 Firms***)

6/13/2023 6/13/2028 6/13/2028 RFP $5,000,000 N/A $5,000,000 internal only

$146,539,667 2 $214,455,285 2

Notes
1 URS Corp awarded original contract - subsequently acquired by AECOM
2Grand total includes a $5,000,000 contract shared amongst 4 firms

TOTAL
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MEMORANDUM 
FC 14 (08-21-19) 

 
TO: Rick Callender FROM: Luz E. Penilla 
 
SUBJECT: Safe, Clean Water and Natural Flood 

Protection Funded Projects – Responding to 
BMR No. R-24-0008 

DATE: 4/24/2024 

 
 
 
Through BMR R-24-0008, Director Eisenberg requested that staff provide information on the Safe, 
Clean Water Fund and the projects funded. 
 
Staff Response 
Safe, Clean Water and Natural Flood Protection Program 
Every Safe, Clean Water and Natural Flood Protection Program project has key performance indicators 
(KPIs) to measure its success. 
 
In several instances, the project delivery is made possible with funding from more than the Safe, Clean 
Water Fund (Fund 26), namely the Watershed Stream Stewardship Fund (Fund 12) and the Water 
Utility Enterprise Fund (Fund 61). There are also a few projects where the KPI is to provide funding to 
help deliver projects primarily funded by Fund 61. 
 
Attachment 1 displays a breakdown of Safe, Clean Water projects by fund for the FY23 Total Adjusted 
Annual Budget. The figures include projects that require funds to be transferred to the Water Utility 
Fund for project delivery. 
 
To view each project's Safe, Clean Water Program funding allocation for FY23, see Attachment 2, titled 
Appendix A‐1.1 Annual Financial Summary Fiscal Year 2022–2023. 
 
Please visit the following URL to access the FY23 Annual Report for comprehensive financial and 
project details: https://tinyurl.com/SCWFY23AnnualReport. 
 
Projects A1: Pacheco Reservoir Expansion and C1: Anderson Dam Seismic Retrofit have multiple 
funding sources but did not receive Fund 26 transfers in FY23. Thus, A1 and C1 figures showing 
multiple funding sources were not included in the FY23 Annual Report.  
 
The next Safe, Clean Water Program Annual report will be released in November and will detail the 
funding sources for all SCW projects active in FY24.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions. 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
Assistant Officer 
Office of Integrated Water Management 
 
Attachment: (1) Safe, Clean Water Projects with Multiple Funding Sources (Figures) 
Attachment: (2) Appendix A‐1.1 Annual Financial Summary Fiscal Year 2022–2023 
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Safe, Clean Water Projects with Multiple Funding Sources

Priority A – Ensure a Safe, Reliable Water Supply 

Project A2: Water ConservaƟon Rebates and Programs  
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Priority B – Reduce Toxins, Hazards and Contaminants in Our Waterways 

Project B2: Inter‐agency Urban Runoff Program 

Project B3: Hazardous Materials Management and Response  
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B4: Support Volunteer Cleanup Efforts 
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Priority D – Restore Wildlife Habitat and Provide Open Space  

Project D1: Management of Riparian PlanƟng and Invasive Plant Removal 

Project D5: Ecological Data CollecƟon and Analysis   
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Priority F – Support Public Health and Public Safety for Our Community  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Project F1: VegetaƟon Control and Sediment Removal for Capacity  

 

Project F4: VegetaƟon Management for Access and Fire Safety  
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Project F6: Good Neighbor Program: GraffiƟ and Liter Removal and Public Art 

Project F8: Sustainable Creek Infrastructure for ConƟnued Public Safety  
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ATTACHMENT 2: 

Appendix A‐1.1 Annual Financial Summary Fiscal Year 2022–2023 
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02. Where are the Plans and Permits for the Soil to be disturbed at this early Date? 

  

Jennifer - 

We have lots of problems with what I will call, honesty and open communication.  

  

Let's hash-out the facts because I could be wrong....... 

  

My major concern is the Community though we asked to be included - we are ignored until I communicate with You and 
Chris. 

  

In Community Spirit,  

Danny Garza  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer 

  

On Wed, Apr 17, 2024 at 5:12 PM, Maguire, Jennifer 

<jennifer.maguire@sanjoseca.gov> wrote: 

Good afternoon Danny, 

Thank you for your email. I contacted Code Enforcement and they let me know that they conducted an inspection 
yesterday evening and confirmed a bulldozer and several covered piles of dirt on the property. Staff has confirmed that 
there is an approved Conditional Use Permit for a mixed-use project as well as a building permit under plan review for the 
property. Staff is currently reviewing the approved permits for the site, including the Mitigation and Monitoring Plan, to 
determine if the current activity (grading) occurring on site is in violation. Code Enforcement has opened a code 
enforcement case and will be conducting another inspection tomorrow to further document activity on site. If violations are 
determined, staff will move forward with enforcement as appropriate.  Chris Burton, Director of the Planning, Building, and 
Code Enforcement Department, or Rachel Roberts, Deputy Director of Code Enforcement, will provide an update to you 
on status and next steps via email early next week once the inspection has been conducted, permit review completed, 
and next steps identified.   
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These Photo image shows the Huge Excavator working over Polluted Soils. 

  

Disturbing the Contaminated Soils. 

  

Allowing these Contaminated Soils to fly free into our Community WITHOUT ANY TYPE OF PROTECTIONS THAT 
WOULD STOP THE DUST PARTICULATES FROM MOVING INTO THE LUNGS OF CHILDREN AND SENIORS. 

  

OUR COMMUNITY IS, AND HAS BEEN WORKING TO PROTECT OUR COMMUNITY FROM UNSCRUPULOUS 
DEVELOPMENT AND OWNERS. 

  

[The City has fought us all the way. 2075 Alum Rock Avenue and 1936 Alum Rock Avenue - perfect examples.] 

  

IT SEEMS, THE PEOPLE AND DEPARTMENT HEADS IN THE VERY POSITION OF POWER TO ASSIST US - TELL 
US TO WAIT UNTIL THE END OF THE WEEK FOR ANSWERS TO THE COMMUNITY - WHILE THEY HIDE THE FACT 
THAT WITHOUT COMMUNITY INPUT OR COMMUNICATION - DEVELOPERS ARE MOVING AGAINST THE 
COMMUNITY AND THE VERY PROTECTIONS WE ASKED FOR. 

  

THE CITY TELLS - DO NOT WORRY, TRUST US, EVERYTHING WILL BE ALL RIGHT BY FRIDAY. 

  

  

THERE IS NOT ANY, AND I REPEAT, THERE IS NOT ANY SIGN OF A "WATER BUFFALO" ON THE JOB TO HELP 
KEEP DUST PARTICULATES FROM ENTERING OUR COMMUNITY WITH WATER SPRAYED OVER 
CONTAMINATED DIRT. 

  

BUT  

  

THIS IS THE SIGN OF TROUBLE FOR OUR COMMUNITY. 

  

WE ARE BEING OVER LOOKED, IGNORED,  AND SUFFER MISLEADING INFORMATION FROM DEPARTMENT 
HEADS. 
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THIS CONTRACTOR IS SO CHEAP - THEY DO NOT SUPPORT ANY WATER USAGE FOR DUST CONTROL. 

  

IT IS REQUIRED BY THE CITY. 

  

HOWEVER.... 

  

THAT WOULD REQUIRE MORE PERSONAL AND EQUIPMENT COSTS !  

  

AND THE CITY ALLOWS THIS ABUSE. 

  

HISTORY,  

THAT WAS THE SAME COMPLAINT WE HAD YEARS AGO WHEN BUCCANEER DEMOLISHED THE BUILDING ON 
THE SITE. 

  

NOT DUST CONTROLS PARTICULATES OF ASBESTOS AND OTHER CHEMICALS. IT WAS NOT CASH 
SUPPORTIVE. 

  

THIS ALSO OUTLINES THE FACT THAT WITH THIS PROJECT - SOIL CONTAMINATION NUMBERS ARE BEING 
KEPT FROM 

  

IN CLOSING, 

  

THE CITY TURNS ITS CONSTRUCTION WORK PROTECTIONS OVER TO CALOSHA - BUT THE CITY DOES NOT 
FOLLOW THE PROTECTION PROTOCOLS THEY CLAIM TO SUPPORT FROM CALOSHA. 

  

THE CITY MANAGER CODE ENFORCEMENT,  BUILDING AND PLANNING ARE LORDING OVER OUR COMMUNITY 
AS IF THE KINGDOM THEY EXIST IN DOES NOT INCLUDE PLATA ARROYO NEIGHBORHOOD OR THE MAYFAIR 
NEIGHBORHOOD.  

  

OUR ONLY RECOURSE IS TO BLAME OUR CITY COUNCIL REPRESENTIVE AND VOTE ACCORDINGLY 
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Michele King

From: Danny Garza <
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2024 8:24 AM
To: volunteer; Nicholas Ingram; Tony Estremera; Richard Santos; Board of Directors; La Raza Bob Nunez
Cc: Ricardo Barajas; volunteer
Subject: RE: National River Cleanup Day

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender 

and know the content is safe. *** 

 
Wow Nick,  
 
 
This is fantastic news.  
 
Please, let's meet up anywhere you decide. 
 
This is going to be a fantastic success from the start!!!!! 
 
I can not express what this means for Reach‐4 and Reach‐3 on Lower Silver Creek!!!! 
 
I am really excited about this information.  
 
Now we need to tie into Sandy at Capitol Park, and also find a group to move from Jackson to Sunset? 
 
Maybe Juan Estrada moving up Stream from Sandy? 
 
Thank you, thank you, thank you. 
 
I can not say this enough to you and Tony Estremera and Dick Santos!!!!! 
 
This is a great announcement for the benefit of the East Valley.... WOW 
 
In Community Spirit,  
Danny Garza  
 
President  
Plata Arroyo Neighborhood Association and Gateway East N.A.C.  

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer 
 
On Thu, Apr 18, 2024 at 4:07 PM, volunteer 
<volunteer@valleywater.org> wrote: 

Hello, Danny! 
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I spoke with one of our Youth Commissioners who is part of the Sunset Neighborhood Association and he said that he 
could help organize the cleanup from the sunset side if you would like to take on the Plata Arroyo side. I can set up an 
introduction if it is ok with you and we can discuss as a group and then get the site on the books. What do you think? 

  

Best, 

Nick 

  

From: Danny Garza <   
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2024 11:44 AM 
To: Nicholas Ingram <NIngram@valleywater.org> 
Cc: Ricardo Barajas <RBarajas@valleywater.org>; volunteer <volunteer@valleywater.org> 
Subject: Re: National River Cleanup Day 

  

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender 

and know the content is safe. *** 

  

Good Morning Nick,  

  

Yes, Plata Arroyo Park and Lower Silver Creek are very green and very habitat active. 

  

Everything is so overgrown that it is very hard to find out turtles.  

  

We would really like to.partner with the Water District again. 

  

I can see by the time Mayvrolles around we will have very tall weeds along the Creek. 

  

That might hinder the cleaning a bit. 
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I would hope that we could address Lower Silver Creek from two points ‐ 

  

01. From our Park at McKee and King South 

  

02. From Sunset in Reach 4 North 

  

I could staff our Park Clean‐up Table 

  

We would need another Volunteer from Mayfair for the Sunset Table 

  

or 

  

Maybe I could direct the Sunset Table and one of my Neighborhood Association Members canManage our Plata Arroyo 
Park Table 

  

Let me know what you think  

  

In Community Spirit,  

Danny Garza  

Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer 

  

On Tue, Apr 16, 2024 at 9:22 AM, Nicholas Ingram 

<NIngram@valleywater.org> wrote: 

Hello, Danny! 

I hope you are doing well. It has been another wet year and I hope your section of Lower Silver Creek near Plata Arroyo 
is looking green and full of wildlife. Big rains also move around a lot of litter and I wanted to check in and see if the area 
between McKee and Alum Rock is in need of a cleanup. We have our National River Cleanup Day event on May 18. I 
know you are a regular participant in that event and we would love to work with you again this year. We always enjoy 
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partnering with you and value your hard work. Let me know what you think and we can discuss details. I hope to hear 
from you soon. 

  

Best, 

  

NICK INGRAM 
PUBLIC INFORMATION REPRESENTATIVE 

Office of Civic Engagement  

ningram@valleywater.org 

Office: (408) 630‐2454 

Mobile: (408) 826‐1644 

  

 

VALLEY WATER 

5750 Almaden Expressway, San Jose CA 95118 
www.valleywater.org 
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Michele King

From: brigitte rince <
Sent: Friday, April 19, 2024 10:35 AM
To: Board of Directors
Subject: Homes selling in 95136 but not ours next to your property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender 

and know the content is safe. *** 

 

Hello board 
I am still not able to get even one offer on our home due to the homeless on your property 
between Branham Lane and Blossom Hill Road. 
I believe that the fact that you will not remove the homeless has caused us to incur external 
obsolescence. 
 
Below are a few examples of similar homes recently sold near us that do not have the view of 
the homeless on your property. 
 
I know of other homeowners that are furious about the lack of help that the Water District is 
providing to us  
 
We need your help  
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Michele King

From: Robert Leonard 
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 7:09 AM
To: Board of Directors
Subject: River encampment idea

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open aƩachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. *** 
 
 
Dear board, 
We, as residents of the Erickson neighborhood, are desperately trying to come up with soluƟons to the homeless 
problem in the Guadalupe river between Branham and Blossom Hill. In the 21 years we’ve been here, we have seen it 
transform from a beauƟful piece of nature to a destroyed war zone of graffiƟ, trashed up landscape. Exploding propane 
tanks and grass fires are as common as loud threats of violence that can be easily heard. I have called police and fire on 
mulƟple occasions. One Ɵme during a call, a fire fighter was injured responding to assist a homeless man whose tent was 
too close to the rising river during a major storm. Now, our homes are losing tens, if not hundreds, of thousands dollars 
in value because of your in ability to police your own land. Lawsuits are now being considered to recoup our loss of 
home values, not to menƟon the pain and suffering that this situaƟon extols on us residents. We don’t want to go that 
route, who does because it’s a pain in the ass to be blunt.  But as they say, desperate Ɵmes….  We’d rather have the land 
reclaimed and call it a day. 
 
One problem the water district had was there was no plan to abate the homeless from geƫng on the site and seƫng up 
camp in the first place. Regular patrols years ago could have prevented the homeless creaƟng the encampment footprint 
in the first place. 
 
That all being said, we are trying to work with you on soluƟons. Brainstorming what can and can’t work unƟl that day 
comes the land has been reclaimed. 
 
 
Just a thought about the tents in the river bed. 
Create a buffer zone. Clear away every camp on the east side of the river 85‐90% of the tents already on the west side 
anyway. The problem doesn’t completely go away but at least it: 
1.   creates a smaller tent “footprint” 
2.  Creates a safer space for residents via distance. 
3.  Reduces damage to environment 
4. Most are already there anyway 
5.  Buys a liƩle more Ɵme Ɵll Ɵny homes go in 6.  Allows the river walkway to be uƟlized for actual leisure acƟviƟes 7. 
Allows for clean up and grafiiƟ removal immediately 8. Demonstrates water district is trying to be proacƟve 9. Maybe 
have a possible rebound affect on  home prices. 
 
 
At least with this in place, there would be no tents built only a fence board away from someone’s back yard. 
It’s only a maƩer of Ɵme Ɵll someone’s personal property is physically destroyed or worse yet, someone gets injured or 
killed due to interacƟons with these individuals. Just recently, I saw from a Facebook posƟng, a neighbor was threatened 
by a homeless person. 
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Please help us. 
Your neighbors in Erickson 
Bob Leonard 
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From: Burton, Chris
To: Danny Garza; Maguire, Jennifer; District1; District2; District3; District4; District5; District 6; District7; District8;

District9; District 10; Zoe Lofgren; Senator Dave Cortese; ash kalra; ro.khanna17@mail.house.gov; California
Attorney General"s Office; hudr9customerservice@hud.gov; Capilla Morgan (she/her/hers); Environmental Justice
Hot Line; Bay Area News Group; San José Spotlight; Perry Ng; Jeff Rosen SCC D. A.; Suarez, Byron; Dan
McCorquodale, Senator; "Blanca Alvarado; La Raza Bob Nunez; Cindy Chavez; Betty Duong; Ernesto Barajas;
Gonzales, Guadelupe;  Melissa Got Lopez; Juan Estrada; Juan Gamboa; John
Wolfenden; Board of Directors; The Office of Mayor Matt Mahan; Quevedo, Matthew; Otto Lee; Joe Simitian;
Susan Ellenberg; Sylvia Arenas; Roberts, Rachel

Cc: AARON RESENDEZ; Alum Rock Urban Village Advocates; Jaime Alvarado; Elma Arredondo; Connie Alvarez;
Serena Alvarez; Susan Walsh; Gabriel Hernandez; Mary Valderrama; Davide Vieira; Darlene Van Der Zon; Trujillo
Damian (NBCUniversal KNTV; Artemio Calderon Art Calderon; Chris Esparza; Eduardo Valladares; Jesus Flores;
Fred Jordan; Fernando Zazueta. S J H; Gomez, Leilani; Maria G. Reyes; Victor Vasquez; Cahan, Hope; Helen
Garza; Huascar Castro; Environmental Justice Hot Line; Oswaldo Moreno; Imelda Rodriguez; Irene Smith; Irene:
SAFER • CLEANER • TOGETHER Downtown SJ; "plataarroyo Joe Nieto; Dr. Ramon J Martinez; Klein, Nanci;
Richard Konda; Raj DE-BUG; Nora Campos; Williams, Olympia; Paul Soto; Andres Quintero; Nathan Ulsh; Vicky
Gomez; Ed Alvarez; Montes, Xochitl; "Danny Sanchez Pastor; Brenda Zendejas

Subject: Re: The East Valley Co tinues to be abused without Acvountability
Date: Thursday, April 18, 2024 3:19:49 PM

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

Hi Danny,
 
Code Enforcement is actively working on this with our partner Departments to address this
situation. Yesterday we opened a case and are actively working through our investigation. Our
preliminary assessment determined that there isn’t an approved Grading Permit for the work
currently occurring on site. Code Enforcement will be following up with the property owner
regarding appropriate actions but in the meantime the Public Works Department has been on
site to issue a stop work order for all unpermitted grading work. I have since been informed
that the trucks onsite have ceased work and left after undertaking measures to control dust.
Staff has also reached out to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and the Santa Clara
County Department of Environmental Health to refer these issues to their attention. Code will
be continuing to review and monitor the situation and assessing any additional interim
measures that should be taken. Please feel free to reach out to discuss these items further.
 
Best regards,
 
Chris
 
Chris Burton 
Director 
Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement | City of San José 
200 E. Santa Clara St. 3rd Floor| San José, CA 95113 
Office: (408) 535-7911   
www.sanjoseca.gov/pbce 
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<  wrote:

Dear City Hall,
 
We have fought for Open, Honest, Clear, Transparent communication with the City of
San Jose at 1936 Alum Rock Avenue.
 
It has never happened from the Mayors Office on down to Dog Catcher.
 
We can not support Political Officials who do not support our Resparory Health.
 
We are being Erased, and the City is supporting the Developer over our Health
Questions and Answers.
 
Again,
Please let me know if there is a permit to Haul Dirt at 1936 Alum Rock Avenue and
who authorized it, while Soil Numbers are in question and have not satisfactorily
been presented to our Community for Review and  Discussions for years. 
 
We have asked for the Pollution Numbers in this Soil?
 
It seems to me that the City is giving this property special treatment by not bringing all
of the issues to the Sunlight. 
 
Again,
 
Where is the Permit to move Contaminated Soil?
(We have been asking for some time now)
 
What are the Chemicals in the Soil?
 
What are the numbers for each Chemical?
 
Where is this Soil being disposed of?
 
Who are the Drivers of these Disposal Trucks?
(Are they qualified to transport HAZARDOUS WASTE) 
 
Who is spaying the Water?
(As you can see the Water Buffalo does not have a hose and is not near the work)
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Jennifer and Chris,
 
By Friday this Soil will be removed.
 
Not even a temporary stop work order ti bring the Community into the Project!!!
 
Since we are Taxpayers and Taxpayers Funds are being used for this Low Income
Project.
 
We demand these answers and more!
 
Sadly, it is my opinion, that there is a cover up regarding this property - that goes back
to the previous Councilmember,  Magdalena Carrasco.
 
Our Councilman has said, "We will have a meeting to get to the bottom of the
questions we have asked" - but he is to late.
 
The City has removed the evidence, so far.
 
But there is a "Pollution Plume" that must be rectified before construction can start.
 
The County has dictated that to our Community.
 
The City has played a crooked hand - and the East Valley Respatory Systems are the
losers, against the financial bet opposing the Community. 
 
There is no accountability for the benefits of the East Valley.
 
This is our fault for trusting our City to have the Community Health Protections in
place over the Wealth of the Developer.
 
This is not how a City Supported Urban Village Plan is supposed to work. 
 
 
In Community Spirit, 
Danny Garza 
 
President 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Plata Arroyo Neighborhood Association and Gateway East N.A.C. 
Yahoo Mail: Search, Organize, Conquer
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Michele King

From: Robert Leonard <
Sent: Sunday, April 21, 2024 10:39 AM
To: Board of Directors
Subject: Sunday observations

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender 

and know the content is safe. *** 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/164345555274/permalink/10161100863660275/  

Today I went to check out our neighbors in the creek. Here’s a link to my Facebook post on the Erickson neighborhood 
with photographs what I saw today. Just figured you guys should know what’s going on. Thanks Bob Leonard. 
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From: brigitte Rence
To: Board of Directors
Subject: Your homeless
Date: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 9:06:47 AM

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

This is the destruction your tenants are causing on your property
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From: Paul Monaco
To: Senator.Cortese@sen.ca.gov; Jim Beall
Cc: Board of Directors; Kate Monaco; darling designs
Subject: Fwd: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy
Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 9:55:43 AM
Attachments: image003.png

image004.png
image005.png
image006.png
image007.png
image008.png
image010.png
image011.png

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

Senator Cortese and Director Beall

I am writing to you for help with a variance to the CRC R322 floodplain requirements   Specifically Ross Creek

We are stuck in the City for permits and need your help

I live at  Denise Way in San Jose   We moved to this neighborhood because of the tree lined streets and our wonderfully unique home  We were blessed to find a home
with an original basement   Come to find out the basement has become a bit of a challenge because of the floodplain  We knew about Ross Creek and our lender required
flood insurance   

Our understanding is that you can only improve your home 50% of the improved value (structure) every 5 years without flood proofing your home   This represents
approximately $200,000

We remodeled the kitchen in 2020 and apparently used up 40 42% of the 50%

 

Flood proofing a home with a basement is almost impossible.

 

The current project is to add a ~500 sqft bedroom to the back of the house   The City says I have 9 57% left which equates to $19,000 to finish the project

This is impossible under the current build costs   We are simply adding living space

 

Have you seen a variance?  Is there some kind of approval we can get?

We have been stuck in the City for over 12 months   

Any help would be greatly appreciated

Paul and Kate Monaco

Paul Monaco

Garden to Table Silicon Valley 
https://www
Instagram: @garden2tablesv | FB: @Garden2TableSanJose

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Laveroni, Kyle <Kyle Laveroni@sanjoseca gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 23, 2024 at 5:07 PM
Subject: RE: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy
To: Paul Monaco <paul
Cc: kate  <kate  <

Dear Mr  Monaco,

 

I’m afraid I can’t really speak to these questions because the rules come from the California Residential Code and are not set by the City  I recommend contacting state
representatives regarding this

 

Kind regards,

 

Kyle Laveroni (he/him/his)

Deputy Chief of Staff

Office of Councilmember Pam Foley

(408) 535-4974 | kyle laveroni@sanjoseca gov
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  [External Email]

 

                                      

 

 

From: Paul Monaco <paul  
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 11:04 AM
To: Laveroni, Kyle <Kyle Laveroni@sanjoseca gov>
Cc: kate
Subject: Re: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy

 

 

 

Kyle

We had a few follow up questions   In your investigation, was there anything about why it resets after 5 years?  Seems like we would still be in a flood plain

My home was reassessed after the last remodel in 2020, shouldn't I be allowed to use the stepped up value in this case?

 

On Mon, Apr 22, 2024 at 3:41 PM Laveroni, Kyle <Kyle Laveroni@sanjoseca gov> wrote:

Dear Mr  & Mrs  Monaco,

 

Thank you very much for taking the time to reach out to the office of Councilmember Pam Foley   Due to the overwhelming amount of communication received, the
Councilmember sometimes requests her staff to respond to some of the email received

 

I appreciate the frustration with the building codes as they exist  Unfortunately, these building codes are handed down to the City by the State and so we are unable to make
adjustments  As far as I am aware, we are also not able to allow for special exemptions

 

I would encourage you to continue to work with City Staff as they are the most knowledgeable on the relevant Building requirements

 

Should you have any additional concerns or questions please do not hesitate to let me know   

 

Kind regards,

 

Kyle Laveroni (he/him/his)

Deputy Chief of Staff

Office of Councilmember Pam Foley

(408) 535-4974 | kyle laveroni@sanjoseca gov

 

 

                                      

 

 

 

From: Paul Monaco <paul  
Sent: Sunday, April 14, 2024 2:36 PM
To: District9 <district9@sanjoseca gov>; Kate Monaco <kate  darling designs <
Subject: Fwd: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy
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  [External Email]

 

Begin forwarded message:

 

From: "Lew, Arlene" <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov>
Date: April 9, 2024 at 2:17:09 PM PDT
To: darling designs <
Subject: Re: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy

Hi Lesley,

 

I'm so sorry for he late reply, I thought I had already respond.

 

Substantial improvement and repair of substantial damage of buildings located in Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHA) will have to be designed
and constructed according to he provisions contained in CRC Section R322.1 and R322 2 (flood zone AO, depth 1 foot).  Requirements include
the lowest floor and all machinery/equipment to be elevated 2' or more above he highest adjacent grade to the proposed footprint of the structure.

 

If the existing structure do not meet the requirements in CRC R322, and the owners do not wish to comply with the requirements, the following
options may be available:

1  Reduce the proposed scope of work so the total improvement remains under 50% over a 5-year period (9.57% improvement value is
available).  

2  If proposed improvement is greater than 9 57% and less than 50%, wait until after 3/9/25 to pull Building permit. 

3  If he lowest adjacent grade along the proposed footprint of the structure is above the base flood elevation, that por ion of the property may
be removed from the SFHA by a Letter of Map Amendment (LOMA).  No floodplain construction requirement for area removed from SFHA. 
If you have any questions, contact a professional engineer or land surveyor familiar with he LOMA process.  Letter of Map Amendment &
Letter of Map Revision-Based on Fill Process | FEMA.gov

 

If the owners plan to wait until after 3/9/25 to pull the permit, I recommend you talk to Building staff to find out the process and how much it will
cost to keep the plan check (PC) active until 3/9/25.  The PC folder currently is set to expire on 9/29/24.

 

Unfortunately, FEMA did not waive or modify any of he floodplain construction requirements due to the pandemic.  The Building Division did
waive several extension fees for expired permits, but they only applied to permits active early in the pandemic.

 

Let me know if you have additional questions.

 

Arlene Lew | Principal Engineering Technician

City of San José | Department of Public Works | Development Services Division

200 E Santa Clara St, 3rd Floor Tower | San José, CA  95113

408 535.6827 | http://www sanjoseca.gov/publicworks

 

From: darling designs <
Sent: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 5:46 PM
To: Lew, Arlene <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov>
Subject: Re: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question  Denise Wy

 

 

 

Thanks for the feedback, Arlene  What are the floodplain requirements that would be triggered? Is this related to insurance because of the flood zone? I’d like to
understand this more so we can make the best decision  I understand that we are relatively close (still waiting another year for the project) to do all of this, and
wonder if an exception could be made considering that work had to stop in the pandemic when they initially did this project  I would hope some considerations
could be made based on that halted timeline where they would have done all the work then with pricing in 2020 as opposed to today  

 

Should we decide to wait, would our permits still be valid then or would we have to start this entire process over again? We’ve already paid initial permit fees
and started down the path quite a ways for this and I’d hate to see them invest more in city fees because of this restriction  

 

Thanks for any help and advice you can offer  

 

65



  [External Email]

Best, 

Lesley 

 

 

 

On Apr 2, 2024, at 5:05 PM, Lew, Arlene <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov> wrote:

 

Hi Lesley,

 

We need a horough cost estimate for the project.  Have the owners looked into what they planned to buy?  Please make a list of those
items including item number, store, and price.

 

Currently, 9.57% improvement can be made to the structure without triggering floodplain construction requirements.  OR the owners
can wait until after 3/9/25 and then they can construct up to 50% of the structure's value.

 

 

Arlene Lew | Principal Engineering Technician

City of San José | Department of Public Works | Development Services Division

200 E Santa Clara St, 3rd Floor Tower | San José, CA  95113

408.535.6827 | http://www sanjoseca gov/publicworks

From: darling designs <
Sent: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 9:28 AM
To: Lew, Arlene <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov>
Subject: Re: Folder Number 23-126764 RS Question

 

 

 

Hi Arlene, 

 

We re moving forward on the permit process and this is the one item holding us up. Is there a percentage of the total that these items need to add up to? I thought we d completed this with the
attached information. My contractor is confused by the question as we have not purchased these items yet since we do not have permits in hand. 

 

If there is a total that we need to reach or stay under that would be helpful. 

 

Thank you. 

Lesley Vaux 

 

 

On Feb 26, 2024, at 4 35 PM, Lew, Arlene <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov> wrote

 

Hi Lesley,

 

The estimate does not look complete.  Please also submit receipts (or links to local hardware store) for items provided by
owner, such as tile materials, bath accessories, tub, toilet, vanity, etc.

 

Arlene Lew | Principal Engineering Technician

City of San José | Department of Public Works | Development Services Division

200 E Santa Clara St, 3rd Floor Tower | San José, CA  95113

408.535.6827 | http://www.sanjoseca gov/publicworks

From: darling designs <
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 12:50 PM
To: Lew, Arlene <Arlene Lew@sanjoseca gov>

66









  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

 

Garden to Table Silicon Valley 

Instagram: @garden2tablesv | FB: @Garden2TableSanJose

 

 

 

 

--

Paul Monaco

 

Garden to Table Silicon Valley 

Instagram: @garden2tablesv | FB: @Garden2TableSanJose

 

 

 

-- 
Paul Monaco

Garden to Table Silicon Valley 

Instagram: @garden2tablesv | FB: @Garden2TableSanJose

70



From: ricardo nalawagan
To: Board of Directors
Date: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:10:45 PM
Attachments: creek1.mp4

creek99.mp4
creek4.mp4

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

Board you need to view this pictures and VEDIO
I have more and better ones as well
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From: Dorothy Dora
To: Board of Directors
Date: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 5:43:44 PM

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***
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From: Debbie Tedsen
To: Jim Beall; Tony Estremera; Board of Directors
Cc: Ivy Preston; Shannon Pichler; Amy Nevarez; skelley@  Teresina Humphrey; Coffaro,

Nicholas
Subject: Homeless Encampment Located adjacent to Sofi Los Gatos Creek Apartments 2130 Southwest Expy San Jose, CA
Date: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 6:24:10 PM
Attachments: Sofi Los Gatos - Letter to Water District - 2nd Follow up - 2-23-24.docx

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

Hello, SC Valley Water District Board Members, 

We wanted to inform you about a pressing issue impacting our community
at Sofi Los Gatos Creek Apartments, located at 2130 Southwest Expy. in
San Jose. Adjacent to our property lies a homeless encampment, which
falls under the jurisdiction of the Santa Clara Valley Water District. As
representatives of our community's ownership, we are deeply concerned
about the adverse effects this encampment is having on the environment
and the safety of our residents and those experiencing homelessness.

While we acknowledge the complexity of homelessness and advocate for
compassionate and comprehensive solutions, the current state of affairs at
2130 Southwest Expy. poses significant environmental and safety hazards.
The encampment has led to escalated levels of littering, waste
accumulation, unauthorized and unregulated electricity use, and potential
contamination of nearby water sources. Moreover, there have been reports
of incidents jeopardizing the safety and well-being of our residents and
individuals within the encampment.

We recognize the Santa Clara Valley Water District's commitment to
safeguarding our water sources and ensuring community safety. So, we're
urgently reaching out for your help in dealing with this. We firmly believe
that a collaborative approach involving the water district, local authorities,
and pertinent social services is critical to a resolution that benefits all
parties involved.

We know the complexities of tackling homelessness and deeply value any
efforts to find humane and effective solutions. We trust that the Santa
Clara Valley Water District will consider this matter and explore viable
options for removing the encampment while extending support to those
experiencing homelessness.

Thank you for your swift attention to this issue. We are excited to hear
about the measures that can be taken to address the concerns outlined in
this correspondence.
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From: ricardo nalawagan
To: Board of Directors
Subject: Re: Santa Clara Valley Water District Board of Directors Auto Reply
Date: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 7:18:18 PM

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

Of course I need a response.  As I stated before please submit to Connie De La Cruz any
documents that you send  to me as well the response that I just received from Valley Water
Board of Directors seemed somewhat confusing but I think maybe it was the board or the
clerk's office who wrote me this because the statement that you just made insinuates that no
emails have been submitted to the board which they have and this has been 11 12 days now. I
really want this matter to resolved so somebody please reach out to Connie De La Cruz or
both being that she's helping me.
    Ricardo Nalawagan 

On Tue, Apr 23, 2024, 5:14 PM Board of Directors <board@valleywater.org> wrote:

Thank you for contacting the Board of Directors of the Santa Clara Valley Water
District!

 

Please be assured that any and all emails addressed to the Board are distributed
promptly.  If your email necessitates a response, the Board will make every effort to
do so within 14 calendar days.  The Board appreciates hearing from their
constituents, and thanks you for your time.

 

Sincerely,

 

Board of Directors

Santa Clara Valley Water District
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Michele King

From: Michele King on behalf of Board of Directors
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 4:56 PM
To: Dorothy Dora
Subject: RE: Urgent matter from Connie de la Cruz

Sent on Behalf of Chair Hsueh: 
  
Dear Connie: 
  
Thank you for reaching out to Santa Clara Valley Water District (Valley Water) regarding your 2022 claim and 
settlement.       
  
Valley Water staff and the Board of Directors appreciate you sharing your concerns about your settlement 
offer.  Please be assured that Valley Water staff and the Board of Directors carefully reviewed and analyzed 
the merits of your 2022 claim.  All of us believed that the settlement offer you received was fair and just. There 
was never an intent on our part to pressure you in any way to sign the agreement.  In fact, staff made sure you 
received your settlement by your requested deadline.  Even though we understand that you are not satisfied 
with the claim settlement you agreed to, we are unable to award you additional compensation.   
  
I know this is not the response you were hoping for, but your 2022 claim is closed and settled.   The settlement 
release you signed on September 26, 2022, is legally binding and this claim cannot be reopened.  It would be 
improper for Valley Water to pay more money on a claim that is already settled.   
    
If you have further questions or concerns, please contact Management Analyst, Lilian Dennis at 
RiskManager@valleywater.org. 
  
Sincerely, 

  
  
Nai Hsueh 
Chair, District 5 
  
  
C-24-0087 
  
 
 
MICHELE L. KING, CMC 
CLERK OF THE BOARD 
Office of the Clerk of the Board  
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
Tel. (408) 630‐2711 / Cell. (408) 593‐5803 
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Clean Water • Healthy Environment • Flood Protection  

5750 Almaden Expressway, San Jose CA 95118 
www.valleywater.org 

 
 

From: Dorothy Dora <   
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2024 1:37 PM 
To: Board of Directors <board@valleywater.org> 
Subject: Urgent matter from Connie de la Cruz 
 

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender 

and know the content is safe. *** 

 
I am reaching out to the board concerning my case which David cahan whom I was dealing with completed my 
settlement. I'm reaching out to you committee because it was an unjust unfair unethical proposal given to me when I 
was down and out the creek with so much pain so much mental stress, and I did not make the right decision to just sign 
but I was pressured I was and I have it all on tape that is what I have to do. Now I'm trying to be polite and I'm trying to 
be good because that is what I am and that's what I do I think I've given ample opportunity for valley water to please 
behave to please do your job and do it right correctly.   
I understand that no one would think that a homeless individual might take the steps take the time to film to show that 
crap that goes on when valley water employees go out to the homeless individuals. I would like you to know that they 
steal everything they trash everything they ridicule individuals by taking out their under clothes and making fun of them 
I know because I haven't I it's witnesses this video I just want to do the right thing which is why can't you have 
somebody that goes out and just checks that they did indeed do the proper cleaning instead of cleaning out the people 
who are homeless and we'll have to what!? Replenish that's not a good thing whatever!  
I am that do‐gooder as they call me but now I feel very offended and I want what's mine and I also want to meet with 
you in another level so I can suggest a few things. I understand and you will if you see my footage that an officer who I 
gave a freebie to as well it's not to have him lose his pension and things like that whom I have to babysit in a sense and 
look into if he's doing the right thing or not which is so far. I'm a very simple person, hell! I'll go out there and check to 
make sure things I cleaned up the right way so your company does not get ridiculed poster children for what for what 
should not happen. I don't charge what I suppose people get paid I will need that much I just wanted to be right because 
I have proof of four or five years of the same things there at the creek which we're not created by the homeless people 
that were there when the offenses happened. Why sugar coated they always do it but when the officer was telling them 
to enter my tent into my tent your employees did it they looked at him and okay it was on they did whatever he said 
now when I spoke with Jennifer she said no, our employees know what to do and what not to do the officers only there 
to keep the peace no absolutely no that's not what happens and I believe the board the committee can't be so naive to 
think that that's how it happened. I stand corrected committee true it's true, of course you would not know because 
you're not from that type of life just like I was not just a few years ago I understand but not knowing not being aware 
because you don't live that life aware of what goes on out there does not excuse ignorance which someone reports to 
you that everything was clean don't you want to know don't you want to know? My apologies because I'm somewhat 
rude but I have put up with a lot of s*** okay. I want the rest of my money which I requested which comes to $8,000 I 
also don't just want that I don't want you to think that it doesn't dollars is going to keep me from continuing to video 
tape and follow your employees of what they're doing and The Creeks a long long way. I'm a good person and employing 
you to just do the right thing and take care of this and I hope that you received Mr Nala with guns because it needs to be 
done I mean don't pass the buc to an insurance agent to deal with your problems I would really appreciate it if you 
looked into this yourself it'll be fine I promise you'll be fine but there's no way I'm going to eat it on this. You shouldn't 
meet me incognito because if it's not incognito or in the private sector then it'll be all over the news you don't want that 
I don't want that but I don't mind if you don't mind because I've had it. Thank you very much once again Connie De La 
Cruz one of you give me a call or I don't know how else to do this just take care of it I mean those home Depot cards 
please. Thank you Connie De La Cruz 
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From: Candice Kwok-Smith on behalf of Board Correspondence
To: Michele King
Subject: FW: Willow/Leong encampment site
Date: Monday, April 22, 2024 8:57:47 AM

Good morning Michele,
 
Please see the completed board correspondence for Director Keegan.
 
Thanks,
Candice
 

From: Barbara Keegan <BKeegan@valleywater.org> 
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 3:06 PM
To: Board Correspondence <boardcorrespondence@valleywater.org>
Subject: Fwd: Willow/Leong encampment site
 
 
Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Barbara Keegan <BKeegan@valleywater.org>
Date: April 20, 2024 at 3:00:15 PM PDT
To: Barbic <
Subject: Re: Willow/Leong encampment site

 Hello Angela,
 
We do use Good Neighbor funds for cleaning up encampments. The issue is that we
don’t have police powers.  So we need the city to first clear the encampment of
residents before we can come in and do a cleanup. 
 
Can you tell me who is telling the community that Valley Water won’t use Good
Neighbor funds at Lelong? I’d like to make sure that gets corrected. 
 
I will request staff to respond to your question regarding the Elks Lodge property. I had
the same question and staff told me that there was a conflict. Staff can provide you
with more detailed information. 
 
Best regards,
Director Barbara Keegan
District 2
 
Sent from my iPad
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On Apr 20, 2024, at 9:24 AM, Barbic <  wrote:

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

 
Hi Barbara,
 
Thanks for taking the time to attend the Willow/Leong homeless
encampment community meeting.
 
Some thoughts:
 
 
Has VW considered offering up the site next to the elks Lodge 444
Willow? 
 
Would VW consider using good neighbor funds?
 
Thanks,
Angela 
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From: Candice Kwok-Smith on behalf of Board Correspondence
To: Michele King
Subject: FW: HOA water increase to all residences
Date: Monday, April 22, 2024 8:58:35 AM

Good morning Michele,
 
Please see the completed board correspondence for Director Keegan.
 
Thanks,
Candice
 
 

From: Barbara Keegan <BKeegan@valleywater.org> 
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 11:14 AM
To: Larry Davis <
Cc: Board Correspondence <boardcorrespondence@valleywater.org>
Subject: Re: HOA water increase to all residences
 
Dear Mr. Davis,
 
Thank you for contacting us. You are correct that Valley Water increasing our rates does impact the
bill that customers receive. We are primarily a water wholesaler and in your case the water retailer is
San Jose Water Company. They establish their own rate increases in addition to incorporating our

cost increases. Therefore we don’t have any direct control on their billing. Please note that
the California Public Utilities Commission  (CPUC) approves all their rate
changes.   https://www.sjwater.com/2024Rates   

It sounds like the concerns you raise are due to the SJWC meter being the official
meter with the sub meters being owned by the Condominium complex and billed
through MeterNet. Therefore your complex is being billed at the 3” line rate
which is the “official” service being provided by SJWC. I’m assuming the 3” line
service supplies water to common areas as well as to the sub
meters for individual condominiums. This combination of
service may be why you are being charged the 3” rate. Have
you had any discussions with your property managers? They
would likely be able to advise as to what is happening at
other condominium complexes. 
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I hope this is helpful. If you have additional questions I can ask staff to research
further but this doesn’t seem like something that Valley Water can control or
influence. 

Regards,
Director Barbara Keegan
Director District 2

 
Sent from my iPad

On Apr 19, 2024, at 6:22 PM, Larry Davis <  wrote:

*** This email originated from outside of Valley Water. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. ***

 
Ms. Barbara Keegan, 
Director District 2
 
Ms. Keegan,
 
I live in a condominium complex off Minnesota Ave. and Lincoln Ave.
 
Last month all the residents (62) received an increase of $50-$65+ for their individual
water bill.
 
This increase as found on the bill was under “Water Service Charge”. I can provide
more recent bills if this can help.
 
My address is:

 Glenpine Dr.
 
Our complex until 10+ years ago water usage/charges was paid as a single payer
through the HOA. Around 2014 individual meters were installed and billing went
through MeterNet. MeterNet is a sub-metering company who issues bills for each
resident in the complex.
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After discussions with both MeterNet and various departments within San Jose Water,
we are being told the increase is due to supply line being 3”.  We are also under the
understanding feed line size increases or decreases the calculations of water usage and
monthly charges.
 
However, every resident in this complex uses a 3/4” supply line that the individual
meter is attached to that supplies each units water needs.
 
My assumption is all residential developments throughout San Jose/Santa Clara County
use a greater supply line where each individual resident attaches their 3/4” supply line
to.
 
Question is this: Why is every resident in this complex receive such a large monthly
increase when your public plan reflects closer to $9/month increase. My bill went up
$63+. Understand, it’s just me and my wife, and we spend 50% of our time at another
property outside of Santa Clara County.
 
Why is this being noted as due to our developments 3” feed line when every resident
has only a 3/4” feed line. Our complex is no different than any other development that
I can assume is using a large central feed line with separate and individual smaller
(3/4”) feed lines to the home.
 
If this increase of $50-$65+ increase per resident is due to the supply line being 3” how
can we address this to correctly charge for using 3/4” feeds to the residences?
 
Your feedback will be of great value and help to our community.
 
Thank you,
Larry Davis
Treasurer - Forest Glen HOA 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad
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From: Candice Kwok-Smith on behalf of Board Correspondence
To: Michele King
Subject: FW: Follow up post townhall
Date: Monday, April 22, 2024 8:58:07 AM

Good morning Michele,
 
Please see the completed board correspondence for Director Keegan.
 
Thanks,
Candice
 
 

From: Barbara Keegan <BKeegan@valleywater.org> 
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 2:48 PM
To: 
Cc: Board Correspondence <boardcorrespondence@valleywater.org>
Subject: Re: Follow up post townhall
 
Dear Ms. Schille,
 
I saw in your email that you questioned why Valley Water couldn’t use Good Neighbor Funds to
clean up the Lelong encampment. The answer is that we do use those funds for that purpose. The
issue is that, unlike a City, we don’t have police powers. That means we cannot remove people from
encampments even when it’s on our property. We need the city of San Jose to remove people from
the encampment and then we can go in and clean up the site using our Good Neighbor funds. So we
are unable to do any remediation until the city has cleared the site. 
 
I did state at the meeting that I think the City needs to have a plan to provide permanent housing.
An authorized encampment should not be a long term solution.
 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any additional questions. I want to make sure that Valley
Water can provide the public with accurate information. 
 
Best regards,
Director Barbara Keegan
District 2
 

·        Valley Water District: 
o   bkeegan@valleywater.org / Barbara Keegan represented the Water

District last night
§  A question I plan to ask Barbara, "Why can't they use the Good

Neighbor funds to help clean up the encampment?"
§  https://www.valleywater.org/project-updates/f5-good-
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neighbor-program-encampment-cleanup

 

 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Sali Schille <
Date: Thu, Apr 18, 2024, 6:56 PM
Subject: Re: Follow up post townhall
To:
 

And one more call for action. Please don't hesitate to forward
 
Hi Neighbors, 
 
I'm part of another elist specific to my street, Prevost, and sent the below to them as a
follow up from last night. Some are repeated to what was shared earlier but I've also
included who you can email to oppose the encampment. 
 
Here are the main bullet points: 

·        The city wants to move the encampment across the street to the Water
District's paved, fenced area as a sanctioned encampment. 

o   Additional services to support the encampment will be provided as
well as military style tents and cots. 

§  Today they have clean hand stations, portable toilets, and trash
pick up. 

o   There will be no background checks, no drug enforcement, no
Megan's Law checks, no requirements to look for work. 

o   This would be an experiment for the city, as they have never managed
a homeless tent community. 

o   The city will pull additional encampments along the creek and move
them to the sanctioned encampment on Lelong/Willow.

o   Planning is still underway so they have no idea of how many people
would ultimately be moved to the area. 

·        What happens if they don't create a sanctioned encampment? 
o   The mayor was wishy washy going from calling it "status quo" to

"marginally better" to "it may take up to a year to ebate the
encampment". 

o   The City will start to be fined in 2025 for allowing pollution from
homeless in the creek. Likely part of their desire to move the
encampment across the street away from the creek but also means
they'd have to clean up the encampment or get fined: 

§  https://www.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/south-bay/san-jose-
homeless-encampments-waterways/3469132/

·        Arguments from Mayor Mahan and Councilmember Dev Davis: 
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o   There is nowhere for the homeless to go. 
o   There is a federal law (Martin v City of Boise) that requires any city to

offer an alternative bed to any homeless forced to move. Note this is
being challenged by California and other states at the Supreme
Court. Someone mentioned it was happening next week but doing a
quick Google search, I couldn't confirm that. 

o   Everyone has to do their part to help with this humanitarian crisis.
·        News report with some video of the meeting: https://abc7news.com/san-

jose-residents-voice-opinions-on-homeless-encampment-at-community-
forum-with-mayor-matt-mahan/14686164/

·        Stay informed: 
o   You can join a neighborhood Google Group created by our neighbor

Sali on Minnesota. She's working to pull together a way to
communicate with the larger neighborhood versus just our street via
this email group. Here's the link to
join: https://groups.google.com/g/minnesota-neighbor-group

 
Ready to take action? 
YOUR voice can make the difference. Email your thoughts on sanctioning an
encampment to the following people: 

·        Valley Water District: 
o   bkeegan@valleywater.org / Barbara Keegan represented the Water

District last night
§  A question I plan to ask Barbara, "Why can't they use the Good

Neighbor funds to help clean up the encampment?"
§  https://www.valleywater.org/project-updates/f5-good-

neighbor-program-encampment-cleanup
·        Mayor Matt Mahan: 

o   mayor@sanjoseca.gov
o   Aden.kassaye@sanjoseca.gov / I would copy Aden on an email to the

Mayor's alias. He works in the Mayor's office as "Council Community
Relations Representative"

§  408.535.4856
·        Our City councilmember: dev.davis@sanjoseca.gov
·        Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors - 

o   Our Supervisor: cindy.chavez@bos.sccgov.org 
§  I did not see Cindy in attendance last night and for those that

remember Hope Village, she was not present to support our
community or even defend the city plans. 

o   Additional County Supervisors: Why email all of them? The County
also needs to be responsible for what's happening in our
neighborhoods. San Jose doesn't have enough power or influence to
best support our communities. Clearly, areas like Los Gatos,
Saratoga, and Mountain View are not taking their share of solving
the homeless crisis. 
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§  District 1 - district1@bos.sccgov.org
§  District 3 - Supervisor.Lee@bos.sccgov.org
§  District 4 - supervisor.ellenberg@bos.sccgov.org
§  District 5 - Supervisor.simitian@bos.sccgov.org

 
 
On Thu, Apr 18, 2024 at 6:51 PM Sali Schille <  wrote:

Hi, Thanks for joining the Minnesota Neighbor list - Since you joined after the
conversation started, I pasted it it below for your reference
 
Additionally the point was made that there is no way to keep drugs out of the
monitored camps.
 
They also made the point that they would keep the current area clean IF they had
somewhere to put them. However the whole Lelong area was populated in the last
year, there is no guarantee that more homeless would not come and occupy the
space.
 
Very disappointed with mayor mahan. I voted for him over Davis based on his
willingness to solve this issue now he’s adopting dev’s stupid plan from 5 years ago.
 
He needs to do a better job,
 
Jeff

Sent from my iPhone
____________________
 
Thanks Russell first for being there and for the great summary. I have taken off a
couple of names from the distribution of folks who have left the neighborhood and
asked to be removed. Couple of things I would like to add:
 

1.      The city has never managed homeless in tents. So they are asking for us to
acquiesce to an unproven housing concept on a floodplain

2.      The site would be used to consolidate many other encampments - We
never received an answer on how many tents the site would
accommodate. I am imagining 800 tents floating away in a flood.

3.      The water board is tightening its enforcement to ensure trash doesn't get
in the creek - The city could be fined up to $60K/person per day?? for
having homeless by the creek. Unlike last time, the waterboard offered
the land until they are ready to renovate that area 2026. A neighbor made
the point that renovation start date keeps getting delayed -  meaning that
once established, the encampment is likely to stay there possibly for next
10 years. 

4.      The Mayor is very concerned about us organizing similar to last time - he
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shared this in his opening remarks. He also seemed surprised at the
turnout 

5.      The Mayor made it look like he was giving us a choice: Option 1 is status
quo - Keep the encampment where it is . And Option 2: move it to the
larger site across the street. Dev Davis in her wording made it sound like it
was decided

I hope I am right but my assessment is that this is the mayor's decision and that by
the end of evening, he was smart enough politically to see that this is a tight knit
community that will not easily be convinced to do something that is not likely to be
managed properly by the city way after his term ends. 
 
I wish I had been able to take everyone's contact information at the meeting so we
can keep each other informed. Feel free to let me know if you would like to add
anyone to the list.
 
- Sali
 
On Thu, Apr 18, 2024 at 12:20 PM Russell Dover <russell.  wrote:

Belmont/Minnesota neighbors, 
 
I had to leave by 6:40pm just as they were getting into neighborhood feedback. 
 
For any not there here is a summary of what they are proposing.
 

·        The city has to clear encampments along the river or be fined by the
state for clean water violations. 

·        They do not want to simply clear the encampment under the 280/87
bridge on Willow with nowhere for the homeless to go, and have a
policy that any homeless problem in a neighborhood has to be dealt
with within that neighborhood and not shuffled to someone else. 

·        They want to get our neighborhood to form a community of action
(COA) with the city to support moving the tents and campers to the
Valley Water lot diagonally from where it is now. 

·        Essentially what Dev proposed for the Tiny Homes 3 years ago, but
worse, as a tent slum.  

·        They are trying to spin it as 'it will be orderly with tents in a row, toilets
and garbage pick-up, but it will still be essentially the blight that is
under the freeway but solves the budget problem for the city.

For anyone there in person, did I miss anything? 
 
Thanks,
Russell Dover
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____________________
 
Thanks Russell first for being there and for the great summary. I have taken off a
couple of names from the distribution of folks who have left the neighborhood and
asked to be removed. Couple of things I would like to add:
 

1.      The city has never managed homeless in tents. So they are asking for us to
acquiesce to an unproven housing concept on a floodplain

2.      The site would be used to consolidate many other encampments - We
never received an answer on how many tents the site would
accommodate. I am imagining 800 tents floating away in a flood.

3.      The water board is tightening its enforcement to ensure trash doesn't get
in the creek - The city could be fined up to $60K/person per day?? for
having homeless by the creek. Unlike last time, the waterboard offered
the land until they are ready to renovate that area 2026. A neighbor made
the point that renovation start date keeps getting delayed -  meaning that
once established, the encampment is likely to stay there possibly for next
10 years. 

4.      The Mayor is very concerned about us organizing similar to last time - he
shared this in his opening remarks. He also seemed surprised at the
turnout 

5.      The Mayor made it look like he was giving us a choice: Option 1 is status
quo - Keep the encampment where it is . And Option 2: move it to the
larger site across the street. Dev Davis in her wording made it sound like it
was decided

I hope I am right but my assessment is that this is the mayor's decision and that by
the end of evening, he was smart enough politically to see that this is a tight knit
community that will not easily be convinced to do something that is not likely to be
managed properly by the city way after his term ends. 
 
I wish I had been able to take everyone's contact information at the meeting so we
can keep each other informed. Feel free to let me know if you would like to add
anyone to the list.
 
- Sali 
 
_______________________________________
 
Additionally the point was made that there is no way to keep drugs out of the
monitored camps.
 
They also made the point that they would keep the current area clean IF they had
somewhere to put them. However the whole Lelong area was populated in the last
year, there is no guarantee that more homeless would not come and occupy the
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space.
 
Very disappointed with mayor mahan. I voted for him over Davis based on his
willingness to solve this issue now he’s adopting dev’s stupid plan from 5 years ago.
 
He needs to do a better job,
 
Jeff

Sent from my iPhone
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