____________________(name)
________________ Street

Bellflower, CA. 90706

June 11, 2007

To: “City of Bellflower”, Inc. 

16600 Civic Center Drive 

Bellflower, CA. 90706

RE: City of Bellflower  Municipal Water System

Notice of Water Rate Increase

Gentle People:

I am protesting against the corporate “City of Bellflower”s proposed water rate increase letters dated April 16, 2007 and April 24, 2007.

I find the commodity charge for potable and reclaimed water to be high (17% increase) and service charge to each meter to be excessive (260% increase).
The prior owner of the Peerless Water Company has done very little maintenance to the water system, but rather chose not to upgrade the system over the years and ignored the many complaints from his customers and the City of Bellflower Staff.   Most past and current City of Bellflower Council Members have heard and have known about these quality of life issues.
Now that the City of Bellflower owns the Peerless Water Company they wish to implement a program to do maintenance and upgrading of the problems at the Peerless Water Customers’ expense.
The following is a list of items and some suggestions that we and I would think that the rest of the Peerless Water Customers should be concerned with:
ITEMS OF CONCERN

(1) The Peerless Water Customers should be a partner with the corporate “City of Bellflower” as to ownership of the water company and the water rights.

(2) As it stands right now the Peerless Water Customers (over 1,800) are going to pay for the maintenance, upgrade and running of the water company and it will cost the corporate “City of Bellflower” very little. This is one heck of an asset: if the people pay for the upgrades, they should profit from the increases in asset value, not the corporate “City of Bellflower”.
(3) We and I would think that the rest of the Peerless Water Customers would want to have a board of 5 members that are single family home owners that live in the City of Bellflower be elected and not just appointed to oversee, make decisions and help run this water company along with the corporate “City of Bellflower” and the Bellflower Somerset Water Company.

(4) There should only be one water company in the City of Bellflower and the owners of the property in the city should own the water company and the water rights. This assures quality of life and also increases the property values. The Bellflower Somerset Water Company is owned by the property owners and not by the corporate “City of Bellflower”. Hopefully there later will be only one water company  (Bellflower Somerset Water Company), owned by the property owners .
SUGGESTIONS

(1) Single family homes on a single lot should be charged a lesser rate than multiple homes, townhouses, condominiums, apartment houses and businesses.

(2) Retired low income single family houses on a lot should be given a reduced rate. so that they can maintain a decent quality of life.

(3) Taxpayers’ money that is given away to organizations each year could be cut back or eliminated and be used for fixing the Peerless Water Companies problems. The citizens/people of Bellflower should come first. 

(4) Instead of buying property and creating pocket parks which probably cost about $1,000,000.00 and have an on going lifetime maintenance cost should be used to fix the Peerless Water Company problems. This is taxpayers’ money.

(5) Use of redevelopment money could probably be used because some of the Peerless Water Customers are probably in the redevelopment district and those that are not could have that area designated as such. 

(6) I have been told that just about all the Peerless Water wells have been shut down and that they will either have to be capped off if they can not be cleaned up. I have also heard that Aerojet of Downey may have contaminated these water wells, when it was Rockwell. If this is the case, Aerojet and/or the current owner of the Aerojet property should be held liable for the cost of cleaning up the wells and/or capping them off.
Each of you has taken an oath of office in which he or she has sworn to uphold the Constitutions of the united States of America and of the Republic of California.  I hereby accept your oath of office and its promise to put the interests of the people above that of financial gain for yourselves and/or for the corporate City of Bellflower.  As our public servants, you have a fiduciary duty to us, the people, to protect us from those that would profit from our losses.  That fiduciary duty extends to protecting us from pillage and plunder by the big money interests, such as the corporate City of Bellflower.  It is your duty to seek avenues to protect the people’s interests.  The idea of co-ownership by the people and use of federal grant monies should be considered.
The proposed 260% increase of service charges and the 17% increase in water rate is excessive.

Unless you act to mitigate the costs or offer other consideration, such as co-ownership, your vote to these excessive increases not only would violate your oath of office to uphold the requirements of the Constitutions to put the people’s interests first, which could be viewed as treason, which would remove you from office, but could also make you liable in both a personal and official capacity in a court of law.

Best Regards,

