Switzer, Donna

From: Jerry Barry <jbatgma@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:22 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL
Subject: Item 21

"| urge you to oppose Agenda ltems 21 and/zz./ Both items will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of Huntington
" —_—
Beach".
-lerry B.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meating Da: 9/5//7
Agenda ttem No.. 07/ //@- YQ‘SJ/L




Switzer, Donna

From: Rita Barry <rrbarryl5@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:41 PM
To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: oppose item 21 8/{22’

| urge you to oppo@
They are not good for the city and | oppose their passage.

Rita Barry Resident of HB for over 50 years!

Sent from my iPhone

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

5/5/19

Meeting Date:

Agenda ttem No..

21 (19-325)



Switzer, Donna

From: Janet Bean <janetbeandesigns@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 6:30 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Opposition to Agenda Items 21 and-22—

As a concerned citizen of Huntington Beach, some of the current members on the council are out to undermine
the hard working individuals of this once great town. Please vote in opposition to Agenda Items 21 and 22%
i s

Thank you,
Janet

Janet Bean Designs and Services
714-362-7899

Creating unique pieces of jewelry and uniting couples in matrimony with love and under the
watchful eyes of my guardian angels.

Janet Bean Designs and Janet Bean Wedding Officiant on Facebook

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meesting Date: 8’/'5//7
Agenda ltam No.: 2>/ //ﬁ‘ ?’75;)




Switzer, Donna

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Dear city council,

Mark Bixby <mark@bixby.org>

Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:16 AM

Agenda Alerts

Support CC agenda item #21 re CCE feasibility study
Screenshot_20190804-110311.png; Screenshot_20190804-110320.png

I wholeheartedly support moving forward with the CCE feasibility study process. CCE is ultimately a free
market move in providing both local HB energy consumers and producers with competitive choice.

Since installing Tesla solar panels and Powerwalls batteries back in May, my SCE grid consumption is
negligible. But because I had my system sized anticipation of future increase in usage, I currently export a lot
excess production to SCE for non-negotiable pricing.

SCE is under extreme financial pressure, so the price they're paying me is probably low. CCE would give me
the choice of getting the best price for my exported clean power.

- Mark Bixby
714-401-4526

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Dto: 5/5/)9

Agenda tem No.; ot/ (/‘7" ?-ZS'L
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Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:44 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: FW:

AGENDA COMMENT

----- Original Message--—--

Erom: Kathleen Brown <heykathybrown@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:49 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject:

| am writing to urge you.to fight items 21 nd/Z'Z’i':his Monday. They both sound corrupt!

Thank you,
Kathleen Brown

Sent from my iPhone

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 2-5-19
21/19-825)

Agenda ttem No.:




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:04 AM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: FW: Agenda items 21,22 for August 5 meeting
AGENDA COMMENT

From: Nancy Buchoz <nancybuchoz@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:01 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject: Agenda items 21,22 for August 5 meeting

Dear Mayor Peterson and City Council Members,

T am writing to share my opposition for the following agenda items at tonights city council meeting.

e )
I oppose agenda item 21 beeause I believe that CCA’s can put the city in a position of potential financial risk
because of the efiormous costs to create such programs and the liability which would fall on the taxpayers if
such contracts were to go bad. Which is always possible.
Also, agenda item 21 can’t promise that it will actually add additional green energy.
Finally, I oppose this agenda item on the basis it would create more government and thus the potential for
more utility rates. I believe it could jeopardize tax paying citizens with too much risk. I dont believe it would
benefit our city at this time if ever.

Secondly I also oppose agenda item-22-on the basis I believe it would create less transparency in an area of
our city government that frankly needs it the most! A pre conceived work plan would eliminate the ability
for oversight and participation by the Finance commission which is in place to do just that, BE AN
OVERSIGHT AND KEEP THE CITYS FINANCES PROTECTED.

Please continue to allow the Finance Commission to do its appointed job of helping keep the city on the right
track financially.

The commissioners are citizens appointed by Council members so it makes no sense to cut off their
involvement by having a system that is unable to be advised upon.

Thank you for the consideration to these two agenda items.
We appreciate your service.

el SUPPLEMENTAL.
PEpeety COMMUNICATION
Nancy Buchoz — S /5‘ / /9

Agenda ttem No.: 2/ //67’ 32;)



Switzer, Donna

From: Sylvia Calhoun <skc347@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:41 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Agenda items 21 aaé—z—}
-..________..~/

Please OPPOSE agenda items 21 ané-22!
Sylvia Calhoun. Resident since 1982.

We need more simple and more transparent, not less! Thank you.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 9// 3 / M
Agenda tom No:. 2/ ( [9- 225)




Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 3:54 PM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject item 21 CCE

Name Mary Ann Celinder

Email macelinder@gmail.com

Comments

We are in support of a choice with our utilities. Please vote to proceed the study with item 21.

Kar, Kevin, Keatonl and Mary Ann Celinder

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: J / 5/ / ‘7
Agenda ttem No: 21 (19- 325)




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 10:47 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy;-€ITY COUNCIL

Subject: FW: AG Wd HEM-22—~
AGENDA COMMENT

From: Alina Clougherty <alina_clougherty@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 10:46 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject: AGENDA ITEM 21 and ITEM 22

Dear Mayor Peterson and City Council:

| would like for you to vote No on the two agenda iterﬁg: #21 and#22-slated for Monday's city council meeting.
| have read up on these issues and it is a bad idea for our city. Both take away citizen oversight on very important issues

that impact our lives.
/—\_ ~

Again, please vote No OW
Thank you,
Alina Clougherty
SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION
ootnq Deter__ 515112
Agenda ltem No.: (19 925)



Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:39 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: FW: Agenda 21 822

AGENDA COMMENT

————— Original Message--—--
From: Marietta Daedelow <spided@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:32 AM

To: CITY <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subjec{, Agenda 21 &322

—

| urge you to oppose agenda item_sﬂ)yk Both items will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of Huntington Beach.
Thank You,

Marietta Daedelow

Sent from my iPhone

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 5/5/19

Agenda ltem No.: A/ ( /- 9'25)




Work Order: #178689  ooemons s

This issue is resolved

Agenda & Public Hearing Comments

SUB TYPE
City Council Meeting

STREET ADDRESS

[x]

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set

City Council Members, I am asking you to oppose item 21 on the council agenda regarding the

city taking over the billing for SCE electrical use. Leave the p

ower and associated billing to the

experts, The City of HB has no business dabbling in this. All this would mean is higher cost to
the citizens of HB. I am asking you to oppose this item. Thank you, Steve Farnsworth

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 10:43 AM

Work Order #178689 status has changed from assigned to resolved.

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to

this City Council agenda item.

Assigned Support Worker; 08/05/2019 10:28 AM

Workorder #178689 has been assigned to Patty Esparza

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 10:28 AM

Work Order #178689 status has changed from new to assigned.

9
By :  Steven Farnsworth
Email :  Hazmn54@gmail.com
Phone . 714-975-1038
Device
Media Submitted
None
Donna Switzer
Share with Citizen: YES
Antonia Graham
SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Share with Citizen: NO

Meeting Date:____ 9/57//F

v

Antonia Graham

Agenda ttem No.: 2/ {/ﬁ- ?25/1

Share with Citizen: YES



Switzer, Donna

From: Billg-Primary <Billg@socal.rr.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 1:03 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: OPPOSED TO AGENDA ITEMS 21 and 22

Huntington Beach City Council,

I urge all members of the Huntington Beach City Council to oppose Agenda Items 21
and 22.

These items will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of Huntington Beach.
Respectfully,
Bill Gailing

@a Virus-free. www.avast.com

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 8'/5//&7

Agenda Item No.. S (/6"2215;_




Switzer, Donna

From: Susan Gary <susangaryphotos@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:18 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Agenda Items 21 and 22~

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

N

,| amiting to u?ige‘that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and}Z’and will provide more information below.

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Fedsibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)
& Eonm
I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it was
exposed that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that Study Session, |
have been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one success among cities who
have attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially
knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course,
Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities
who adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council
should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.....PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the
current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush
Fund”. May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper
due diligence has landed the city ina lawsuit.....| think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be
afforded additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize
the citizens of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As | previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, | find it hard to believe that we
have arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS oversight. As
someone who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply NO WAY
to articulate an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are truly interested, as
a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or
not a given council choses to look at the material coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but
to pre-identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city
which should be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROQUS PRECIDENT.

SUPPLEMENTAL
Respectfully, COMMUNICATION

Jon and Susan Gary

Sent from my iPhone Mesting Date: 5’/5//7
Agenda ttam No.; c’l/l // - 57,15:)




Switzer, Donna

From: Nancy Griley <nangriley@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 8:39 AM

To: citycouncil@herm sabch org; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: No on ltems 21

Dear City Council,

_Tamaco cerned citizen and property owner in Hermosa Beach. I'm writing to urge you to vote No on Agenda
” item 21/ a feasibility study for CCA. This was addressed in the past and it is still a bad idea. Do not waste the

money.
In addition, I urge you to vote no opftem22 regarding the Finance Committee.

Thank you,
Nancy Griley

120 28th St
Hermosa Beach CA 90254

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: ?/‘5//7

o (19~ s;zs/l

Agenda



Switzer, Donna

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

City Council,

William Hennerty Jr. <billhennerty@yahoo.com>
Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:59 AM
CITY COUNCIL

@) it 21 and 227
ppose items an/—z"

S

)
I am emailing you to let you know that I am opposWd ;7/

Thank you,

William Hennerty

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 5% S, / / q

A_gendaltemNo.:_&'/ [/9— 3):’15‘_9



Switzer, Donna

From: Mary Hiber <beachldy53@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 6:24 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: OPPOSE AGENDA ITEMS #21 AND #22!

ATTENTION ALL CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS!

7
| oppose both agenda w—#ﬂ because neither one is fiscally wise for our community. We don’t need our city
controlling our SCE billing and pricing. | do not see any reason to make any changes with out city Finance Committee, as
they are doing very well and no changes are necessary.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Hiber

50 year resident of Huntington Beach
Sent from my iPad

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mosting Date: 5/5/17
Agenda item No. 2 (/0]- S”ZS'IL




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:01 PM
To: Agenda Comment
Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

bject: W: CITY C cl I # #
Subjec F ITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM EL/AND /2/2’
AGENDA COMMENT

From: Sherrey Hollander <quantum_sherrey@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:59 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>

Subject: CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM #21 AND #22°

Dear Mayor and Huntington Beach City Council Members,

| am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda ltems 21 and 22 and will provide more information below.
/

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Peasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it
was exposed that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that
Study Session, | have been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one
success among cities who have attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose
and reject this bad idea especially knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are
the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad
contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt
CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to
another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City
Council should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES..... PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive
reason to shift the current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the
end-goal is seeking a new "Slush Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to
purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....I think it is safe
to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded additional expansion or responsibility for
ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. | URGE
ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As | previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, | find it hard to believe
that we have arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS

1



oversight. As someone who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that
there is simply NO WAY to articulate an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this
commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for
oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given council choses to look at the material
coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-identify a Work Plan is the
complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST
TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS

PRECIDENT.

Sherrey Hollander, Huntington Beach resident

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: S/ 5/ / ﬁ
Agenda ltem No.: 9// 19- ?QS)
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Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 9:41 AM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: FW: I strongly Oppose Agenda Items 2 W
i

AGENDA COMMENT

From: Lily Jacinto <lilycabrera@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 9:29 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@suffcity-tibzeyg>
Subject: | strongly Oppose Agenda Items 21 rya/

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

’I_am-writin‘gTGTlrg&th@; you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22.

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" following a Study Session, it was exposed that CCA's are
not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. There is yet to be even one success among cities
who have attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad
idea knowing that the only winners of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Southern California
Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who adopt
CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to
another).

3 Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

The most important reason to oppose the idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council should given more
ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES! There is no positive reason to shift the current Southern
California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush
Fund". The recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has
Janded the city in a lawsuit, City Council nor staff should be given additional responsibility for ANYTHING, let
alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. I URGE ALL OF YOUR
TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission



At a time when our financial resources are stretched, partially as a result of the poor decision making of this
council, the proposal to “gut” the very commission charged with citizen review and oversight of our city’s
finances is brought forward? Interesting timing.

If we are truly interested, as a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be
"on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given council choses to look at the material coming from Finance
Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen

oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of
any government entity. I URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS PRECIDENT.

Respectfully,

Lily Jacinto

Sent from my iPad

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: S:/S/ﬁ
Agenda em No.: ol //&7' 5)‘15;)




Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 10:55 AM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject item 21

Name Ellen Jacobs

Email ejacobs@socal.rr.com

Comments

| support a feasibility study on CCE. Please vote yes.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 3/5‘//@

Agenda ftem No.i__=2/ [19- 395)



0 d: Closed:
Work Order: #178301 OBREIS ARSI

9
This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date; Not Yet Set
G N By : DAN Jamieson
Agenda & Public Hearing Comments
Email :  danjamieson4@hotmail
.com
SUB TYPE
Phone
City Council Meeting
Device
STREET ADDRESS

Media Submitted

El None

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Comment Re Council Member Item No. 21, the Community Choice Energy Feasibility Study,
Aug. 5, 2019 meeting Dear Council Members: I support moving forward with a Community
Choice Energy feasibility study. As noted, the Council held a detailed study session on this
topic on August 7, 2017, and voted 5-2 to proceed with the NDA in furtherance of pursuing a
feasibility study. According to the current agenda item, apparently the City got bids or
information from consultants about performing a feasibility study, but that effort fizzled. It is
unclear why this action stalled, despite clear support from the Council. I urge the current
Council to engage in a transparent debate on this topic at the August 5, 2019 meeting, and
move forward with the overdue feasibility study. Sincerely, Dan Jamieson Huntington Beach

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 8:39 AM Donna Switzer

Work Order #178301 status has changed from assigned to resolved.
Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to

this City Council agenda item. _ i
g Share with Citizen: YES SUPPLﬁME NTAL
COMMUNICATION

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 7:48 AM Antonia Grahatlgeting Dato:, 3/ S / /9

Work Order #178301 status has changed from new to assigned.

Share with Citizeraﬁaﬁd. fam No.: a"-l [ I q" 9' 25)

Acoirnad Connart Warlras NQINRMNTO 7.AQ AR Ambania Neahnwne



Switzer, Donna

f

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:06 AM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject Community Choice Energy

Name DonnaRose Kohl

Email donnarosekohl@gmail.com

Comments

| am writing to ask you to please support a feasibility study for Community Choice Energy in
Huntington Beach. | am a concerned citizen who believes that the environment, energy sources
and climate issues are of the utmost importance.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: $/5//9
Agenda ftem No.; 3 (19- 325;)




Opened: Closed:
Work Order: # 178712 02?/0];2019 03/3?5/201

9

This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set

i i B ;  Linda Kraem
Agenda & Public Hearing Comments o RCn fagaon

Email . temptalkteam@gmail.c
om

SUB TYPE

; . Phone
City Council Meeting

Device

STREET ADDRESS

Media Submitted

E None

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

In support of City Council Agenda item #21, Immediate Action to complete a Community
Choice Feasibility study and receive results within six months of this data. As a fiscally
conservative NPP Voter, I have found Community Choice Aggregation to be the smartest way
for cities to protect their residents, businesses, and consumers from the high cost of electricity.
A City knows the local needs best of it's constituents. Lancaster Choice Energy clearly states
on its website, (www.lancasterchoiceenergy.com) that it brings in 60 Million Dollars per year
back to its city in revenue. It provides charging stations in business parking lots, has created
an electric bus company and 200 jobs, and now is working to change cleaner school busses to
electric busses (ideal because they are only needed in the morning and afternoon and can
charge at the cost efficient rate during the day). The evidence is easy to find on the successes
of CCA's in California. Still, Orange County has NONE, Please take due diligent action and get
the facts for your city by completing the feasibility study without delay.

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 10:44 AM Donna Switzer

Work Order #178712 status has changed from assigned to resolved. SUPPLEMENTAL

Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to COMMUNIC AT!ON

this City Council agenda item.
Share with Citizen: YESyjosine Dte; S /5/ 19

-

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 10:27 AM Antonia Graham  » 4o nda o No.; o2/ ( [7- F25 ) .
4

Work Order #178712 status has changed from new to assigned.
Share with Citizen: YES



Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 9:00 AM
To: ' Agenda Comment
Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT
Subject In support of Agenda Item #21, CCA Feasibility Study
Name Linda Kraemer
Email temptalkteam@gmail.com
Comments

I'm requesting the City Council move is support of item # 21 on the agenda and complete a
Community Choice Aggregation study and have the results within the next 6 months.

Since CCA's have repeatedly shown fiscal benefits to communities throughout California, and
are revenue based, (not using tax dollars), it is financially prudent to conduct a proper study for
the residents, businesses, and customers of Huntington Beach, without delay.

Thank You

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 9/ 5 / /9

Agenda ltem No.: 2 //‘7- ?'25;)




Switzer, Donna

From: Jan Kubica <hbjan98@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 3:01 PM

To: CITY COUNEIE
Subject: Agenda Items 21

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

I am writing to-urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Ttems 21 and-22-and will provide more information below.
ge 1h e

AGENDA ITEMZI/—F>aSibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

-

I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it
was exposed that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that
Study Session, I have been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one
success among cities who have attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose
and reject this bad idea especially knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the
Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad
contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt
CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency
to another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City
Council should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES..... PERIOD! There is absolutely no
positive reason to shift the current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council
unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush Fund". May I remind all of you that the recent council majority vote
to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....I think it is
safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded additional expansion or responsibility for
ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. I URGE
ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As I previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, I find it hard to believe that
we have arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and oversight. As
someone who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply
NO WAY to articulate an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are
truly interested, as a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the
table" at all times! Whether or not a given council chooses to look at the material coming from Finance
Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen
oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of
any government entity. T URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS PRECEDENT.

1



Respectfully,
Jan Kubica

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Dato: s/5/19
Agenda ttem No.; 2/ [/‘7" ?;5]




(¢} d: Closed:
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This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set
" . By :  Shayna Lathus
Agenda & Public Hearing Comments
Email . shayna@shaynalathus.c
om
SUB TYPE
Phone
City Council Meeting
Device
STREET ADDRESS
Media Submitted

E None

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Community Choice Energy Feasibility Study - Please do conduct this study. Huntington Beach
takes a lot of pride in being independent and we should have accurate information so that we
may make a decision that will allow our city this independence. Not only that, we will be better
suited to support our local businesses, as well as attract new businesses. With a CCE, our city
can offer reasonable rates and increased reliahility to suit the power needs of our local
businesses.

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 8:42 AM Donna Switzer .

Work Order #178601 status has changed from assigned to resolved.
Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to
this City Council agenda item.

Share with Citizen: YES

SUPPLEMERNTAL
Assigned Support Worker: 08/05/2019 7:31 AM Antonia Graham COMMUN !c ATI ON

Workorder #178601 has been assigned to Patty Esparza .
Mesting Date: g/5/19

Share with Citizen: NO

Agenda tlem No:_>1 [ /- 825)

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 7:31 AM Antonia Graham

Work Order #178601 status has changed from new to assigned.



Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 3:47 PM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject CCE

Name Shayna Lathus

Email shayna@shaynalathus.com

Comments

Please do conduct the Community Choice Energy Feasibility Study.

| expect that the results will show that CCE is the best choice for our city to show our
independence and to support our local businesses, as well as attracting new businesses to
Huntington Beach. Our local businesses (and residents, of course) deserve reasonable rates
and reliability when it comes to power. Our residents deserve choices when it comes o
purchasing electricity. With a CCE, we will have the option to either continue to buy electricity
from SCE or we can choose to get our energy from the locally run, CCE, keeping more money
within our Huntington Beach community.

Please allow the feasibility study to move forward. Only then will we be able to make an
informed choice about whether or not this is best for our city. Thank you.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 5‘/5/16
2/ ( 19-325)

Agenda ttem No.. —~




Work Order: #178586

This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set

Agenda & Public Hearing Comments

SUB TYPE
City Council Meeting

STREET ADDRESS

[l

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Please support item 21 on the upcoming Council Agenda. It is s0 important that communities
provide the cleanest and best priced energy for all it's citizens.

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 8:41 AM Donna Switzer

Work Order #178586 status has changed from assigned to resolved.
Thank you for sharing your Concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to
this City Council agenda item.

Share with Citizen: YES

Assigned Support Worker; 08/05/2019 7:32 AM Antonia Graham

Workorder #178586 has been assigned to Patty Esparza
Share with Citizen: NO

Opened: Closed:

08/04/2019 08/05/201
9

By . Linda Law

Email . lindaklaw@aol.com

Phone

Device

Media Submitted
None

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 7:32 AM Antonia Graham Meeﬁng Date: 9/5//‘7

Work Order #178586 status has changed from new to assigned.

Share with Citizen: YEi genda tem No.: 2/ ( /]~ 3.2 5)




Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 2:07 PM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject Agenda item 21

Name Linda Law

Email lindaklaw@aol.com

Comments

Please support this agenda item. It is very important that all communities provide the cleanest
energy at the best prices for their citizens. Thank you for your time.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: ?/ S / / &7
Agenda ltem No.. Al / / ‘?—jff 5)




Work Order: #178743

This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set

Agenda & Public Hearing Comments

SUB TYPE
City Council Meeting

STREET ADDRESS

(]

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Huntington Beach City Council Meeting, Monday, August 5th, 2019 - Agenda Item #21 -
Community Choice Energy

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 10:45 AM Donna Switzer

Work Order #178743 status has changed from new to resolved.
Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to
this City Council agenda item.

Share with Citizen: YES

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Deter____ 2./ S /17

rowia oo 21 {19325

Opened: Closed:
08/05/2019 08/05/201
9

By Selene Lawrence

Email selenelawrence@gmail.
com

Phone

Device

Media Submitted

None



Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:04 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: FW: OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22
AGENDA COMMENT

From: Mary Lou <smithsurfermom@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 10:58 AM
To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject: OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

m writing to urge you to OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22 for the reasons listed below.

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Eéasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

| had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it was exposed
that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but in fact, very dangerous. Since the time of that Study Session, | have
been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one success among cities who have
attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially knowing
that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Southern
California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who adopt
CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government ... no one needs or wants this!

2 No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to another).

3 Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.
But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council
should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.....PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the
current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and the City Council unless the end goal is seeking a new
"Slush Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without
proper due diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit. | think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be
afforded additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the
citizens of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDAITEN 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

| find it hard to believe that we have arrived at a point where certain council members would be advocating for LESS
transparency and LESS oversight. As someone who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is
apparent that there is simply NO WAY to articulate an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this
commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be
"on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given council chooses to look at the material coming from Finance
Commission is and always has been optional. In no way should they pre-identify a Work Plan as then, that is the
complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST
TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS

PRECGERENT. SUPPLEMENTAL
Respectfully, COMMUN'CATION
Mary Lou Shlaudeman Meeting Date: 5}/ 5, / / ﬁ

Agenda ltem No.. Ga’/ [/@— ?'15:)




Switzer, Donna

#

From: Susan Matthewson <matthewson.susanl@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 3:23 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL PP

Subject: Opposition to Agelwm—ﬁ-

Please vote to oppose these two items. They are not good for the city of HB or its residents.

Sent from my iPhone

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mostng Date;___ & /5// 7

Agenda ltem No.. el ( / Q" 9;15')




Switzer, Donna

From: Gab <gabriela_menendez@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 2:14 PM
To: CITY COUNCIL— .

Subject: Opposing agWZ

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

i

I arfi writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22 and will provide more information below.
AGENDA ITEM 21 - Fessibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it
was exposed that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that
Study Session, I have been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one
success among cities who have attempted this massive city-government-expansiot. Cities continue to expose
and reject this bad idea especially knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the
Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Qouthern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad
contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt
CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to
another).

3 Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City
Council should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES....PERIOD! There is absolutely no
positive reason to shift the current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council
unless the end-goal is seeking a new nSlush Fund". May I remind all of you that the recent council majority
vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....I think it
is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded additional expansion or responsibility for
ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. 1 URGE
ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As I previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, I find it hard to believe that
we have arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS
oversight. As someone who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that
there is simply NO WAY to articulate an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this
commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in operating efficiently and transparently, all options for
oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given council choses to look at the material
coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-identify a Work Plan is the
complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST
TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. I URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS PRECIDENT.

Respecttully,



Gabriela Menendez.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

$/5//9

Meeting Dato:
21(19-825)

Agenda ltem No.,



Switzer, Donna .

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:43 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: FW: 21,22

AGENDA COMMENT

Erom: Mrdi <mrdi2003@yahoo.com>

sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 6:19 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.counciI@surfcity—hb.org>
Subject: 21,22

NO dngngzz/
Local homeowner

Mrdi

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Dats: 25‘/3
Agenda ttem No.: 3/ (147- 395>




Switzer, Donna

From: Russell Neal <russneal@ieee.org>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 1:02 PM

To: CITY COUNE
Subject: Agenda Items 21 a d/I/Z/

1 oppose the move to CCA under item 21 and any back door attempt to weaken the citizens' finance commission
under item 22.

Russ Neal
Huntington Beach

SUPPLEMENTAL.
COMMUNICATION

Agenda tem No.; 2/ (19- 995}




Switzer, Donna

From: Dorothy Newbrough <dnewbr@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:59 AM
CITY COUNCIL

To:
Subject: Agenda Items 21-and-22-

I am requesting you OPPOSE Agenda items 21 and22. The residents of Huntington Beach voted you into
office....listen to us.

Dorothy Newbrough

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

\ooting Dats;___ /5719
poona o2/ (17- 325 )




Switzer, Donna

From: SHARON OTT <ottcamp@verizon.net>

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 4:16 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL  ——

Subject: NO ON AGENDA ITEM 21 AND-TENM-22-PLEASE
¥/

Dear Mayor Peterson and City Council:

I am writing today to express my opposition and ask for your “No™ vote on two agenda items on Monday’s city council meeting:
Agenda Item 21 and Agenda Item 22,
B e e

Both these items have been discussed before and, I thought, deemed not worthy of future consideration. And yet, here we are again,
with agendas and, frankly, personal vendettas being pursued.

)
With respect to Agenda Item 21- Fedsibility Study for Community Choice Energy:

I attended the meetings held several years ago. And I thought this idea was put to bed and acknowledged that:

1. Although good-intentioned, this idea would not increase the use of green energy, but simply transfer the certificates of purchase
from one agency to another.

2. CCA would increase the size and scope of our city government at a time when you should be addressing many, more pressing
issues that require resources- both from a financial standpoint as well as an energy perspective. Those more pressing issues, where
your energy would be better spent include: infrastructure costs that are unable to keep up with the needs, the failed purchase of a
building to be used as a “Navigation” Center, the Ascon toxic waste dump, the mitigation of which is causing many health related
issues to your constituents in Southeast Huntington Beach, The tank farm property, where a medium density, mixed use building
project next door- and separated simply by a chain link fence to the previously mentioned Ascon toxic waste site is being pushed
through our city at the speed of a bullet train.

And yet, several of you choose an item of great significance in which to invest your time, ignoring all the above. You propose to have
the city relieve Southern California Edison of their historical duty of billing your constituents for their electricity use.

Which brings me to question, WHY? Why is it that several of you deem this as so important? I can think of no other reason than to
think that you are looking for additional sources of revenue for our city. And frankly, after the “Navigation” Center fiasco, where none
of you listened when Mayor Peterson at the meeting informed you of an alternate solution that would have fulfilled our obligation to
Judge Carter without spending OUR $2.7MM, 1 do not trust your judgement currently with financial matters. need to see this council
begin making better financial decisions before considering a system whereby you will have control over our energy billing. I

apologize for being so blunt. But you need to prove yourself more capable than you have.

Which segues perfectly into my opposition of the next agenda item- Agenda Item 22- Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance
Commission.

At a time when our financial resources are stretched, partially as a result of the poor decision making of this council, the proposal to
“gut” the very commission charged with citizen review and oversight of our city’s finances is brought forward? Interesting timing.

At an Ascon meeting at Edison High School I took the time to speak with a council member that I have grown to greatly respect. I
expressed my concern that a city council would take ANY action to limit the voice of citizens in our city government- especially when
it relates to financial issues. This council member agreed and supported the idea of increased citizen involvement- not less. The reality
is that the citizen members of the Finance Commission act on behalf of everyone in the city- council members and citizens alike- to
create a city government that operates in a fiscally responsible manner. They simply look for ways to save money and present those
ideas to you seven. They understand they have no policy-making role. I urge you not to limit their role at a time when we need to find
ways to streamline our operations and spend our money in responsible ways.

Additionally, T am greatly concerned what message this action will send to the citizen participants on every other board and
commission. Why would anyone want to be nominated to a board or commission if they knew their actions would be limited and their
opinions not considered. No, this is not the message you should be sending- now or ever.

Lastly, 1 am greatly concerned that this issue has become simply a personality issue. As elected members of our city you are leaders.
1



Leaders should rise above pettiness and personality conflicts- not create or inflame them. If you disagree with a member of a
commission your job should not be to succumb to that pettiness- but be a leader and rise above it. I encourage all of you to work with
the Finance Commission and make the citizen oversight and transparency stronger- not weaker.

Regards,
Sharon Ott

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 5/5‘//6
2/ {/@-?;5‘)

Agenda ttem No.{




Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 3:11 PM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject support iltem 21 on agenda HB council meeting August 5
Name Stephanie Pacheco

Email stephaniepac@gmail.com

Comments

Please support Item 21 on the Agenda - A feasibility study for Community Choice Energy in
Huntington Beach.

As a former recipient of the HB City Commendation as "Environmental Activists of the Year",
part of my environmental studies have focused on energy savings along with promotion of clean
air, water, and protections of our environment due to climate change. | hope the city will
consider this study of Community Choice Energy to study the environmental and financial
benefits.

sUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Data: 5'/ 5, / / Q
21( 19-825)

Agenda ftem No..



Switzer, Donna

From: Madeline Pacilio-Brand <mpaciliobrand@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:51 AM
To: CITY COUNCIL

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,_/—“

[ am writing to urge that you OPPOSE AW and)Z/

Respectfully submitted,
Madeline Pacilio-Brand
21571 Kanakoa Lane
Huntington Beach, Ca. 92646

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mosting Date: 5/5/19

Agenda ltem No._ 2/ [/07;22_@_




Switzer, Donna

From: Deby Pierce <deby.pierce@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:14 PM
To: CITY COUNCIL
Subject: Oppose Agenda Item 21 and, 22~
8-04-2019
Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

O

| am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agendé Items 21 arid 22-and will provide more information below.

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

Hoping that you will due your due diligence and see that this is a horrible idea. Why do we need more government here
in Huntington Beach? It seems that this is the least of our worries. Focus on what the public is crying for. Your leadership
not more possible spending and loss. _

I did find this quote and | couldn’t have said it better “But perhaps the single most important reason to Oppose even the
mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.....PERIOD!
There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City
Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote
to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....| think it is safe to say
that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone
something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS CONCEPT.”

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

Please be brave and don’t succumb to the pressure to destroy the Finance Commission. It is the way the citizens have a
little oversight and input over our city. Why is that a bad thing. It is a voluntary position that people are doing to help
this city. Everyone wants transparency these days, except the people who are hiding something or doing something
Wrong..

Please council care about the citizens.

Sincerely,

Dehy Pierce

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

SUPPLLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Dato: S/5//7
AgendaHsemNo.:‘;/ (/ﬁ‘ 9’}.5‘)




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:43 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; €ITY COUNGIL
Subject: FW: Agenda items #21

AGENDA COMMENT

From: Pat Pitts <ppitts@socal.rr.com>

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:28 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject: Agenda items #21 and #22

| am opposed to these two items and would like to know from council members who sponsored them, are these in the
best interest of residents of HB? |say no!

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date:____ 2.~ 9~ 17

Agenda Hem No.: 2/ (/@-?’95\

7




Switzer, Donna

From: Linda Polkinghorne <lapolkinghorn@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 8:31 AM

To: COUNCIL
Subject: Agenda 21 ard.22~

I find it hard to believe that we even have to speak out against these. Do you guys not see the problem! These
are horrible and not at all good for the people of HB. Do the right thing and vote NO

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: s/5/17
Agonda tem Nos_ > (171 ?515/ )




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:43 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL
Subject: FW: Agenda Items

AGENDA COMMENT

————— Original Message--—-
From: Barbara Shepard <NRDKMOM@AOL.COM>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 7:39 AM
To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org>
Subject: Agenda Items
(" - 5
Please oppose Agenda@ns/ﬂ)ind—zi*both of which are very detrimental to Huntington Beach.

Sent from my iPhone

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date;__ % /5/ /7

Agenda ttem No.: ;/(/q" ?25")




Switzer, Donna _

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 12:06 PM

To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items

AGENDA COMMENT

Subject Support for Agenda Item #21 - Community Choice Energy Feasibility
Study

Name Steven C Shepherd

Email steve@shepherdarchitects.com

Comments

| support the City of Huntington Beach efforts to obtain a Community Choice Energy feasibility
study.

I like Free markets, and a consumers right to choose. A CCE would give all HB residents a
choose when buying their power.

| believe it is best to invest locally. With a CCE the rates residents pay for electricity would stay
local rather than being paid to a far-off investor owned utility

| like it when things are controlled and overseen locally. | want local officials rather than far-away
CEO's making decisions about our power.

| want better local power grid infrastructure. With a CCE rates paid for power stay local giving
Huntington Beach funds to improve the resilence and reliability of our local electric grid.

With over 160 other California cities currently employing a Community Choice Energy system
for power procurement, Huntington Beach is being left behind.

By failing to fully investigate the potential of this program, the residents of Huntington Beach are
being short changed by their own local government.

CCE for HB ... NOW!

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

g ales__ BRI ST

Agenda ttem No; =/ (19-$25)




Switzer, Donna

From: Cari Swan <cswanie@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:29 AM
To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: OPPOSE AGENDA ITEMS 21 and 22

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members, m——
| am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda ltems 2 n)d ?Efand will provide more information below.
AGENDA ITEM 21 - Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

| had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it was exposed
that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that Study Session, | have
been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one success among cities who have
attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially
knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course,
Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who
adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council
should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.... PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the
current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush
Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due
diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit..... think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded
additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens
of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As | previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, | find it hard to believe that we have
arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS oversight. As someone
who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply NO WAY to articulate
an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in
operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given
council choses to look at the material coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-
identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should
be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS PRECIDENT.

Respectfully,

Cari Swan

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: ?5167
Agenda fltem No.. ‘;1’('157" 395)




Switzer, Donna

From: Dombo, Johanna
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:39 AM
To: Agenda Comment
Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CIE—
Subject: FW: I oppdse Agenda items ZM
3 S

SUPPLEMENTAL

AGENDA COMMENT COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: S’/ S / / 9’

From: winkie8108@aim.com <winkie8108@aim.com>
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 11:34 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL <city.council@surfcity-hb.org> Agenda ftem No.: &>/ / /9 A5 )
Subject: | oppose Agenda items 21 and 22 7

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,
I am writing-to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22 and will provide more information

below.

/Wibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)
I had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study
Session, it was exposed that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous.
Since the time of that Study Session, I have been following this topic very closely and can report that
there is yet to be even one success among cities who have attempted this massive city-government-
expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially knowing that the only winners
in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course, Southern
California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts
to cities who adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:
1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.
2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one
agency to another).
3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.
But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that
NO City Council should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES..... PERIOD! There is
absolutely no positive reason to shift the current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff
and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush Fund". May I remind all of you that the
recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due diligence has
landed the city in a lawsuit.....I think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be
afforded additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could
permanently jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach. I URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS CONCEPT.
AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission
As I previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, I find it hard to
believe that we have arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS
transparency and LESS oversight. As someone who attends most Finance Commission and many
other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply NO WAY to articulate an annual work plan unless
the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in operating
efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or

not a given council choses to look at the material coming from Finance Commission is and always has
1



been optional, but to pre-identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen oversight and
participation in the finances of our city which should be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of any
government entity. I URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS PRECIDENT.

Sincerely,

Janice Torres
Copied with permission, | couldn’t have said it better myself.



Switzer, Donna

From: rob.pool.oc@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:01 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL ’/ T
Subject: Please OPPOSE Agenda Items 21.and-22

Dear Mayor Peterson and City Council:

| am writing today to express my opposition and ask for your “No” vote on two agenda items on Monday’s city council
meeting: Agenda Item 21.and Agendattem22:

Both these items have been discussed before and, | thought, deemed not worthy of future consideration. And yet, here
we are again, with agendas and, frankly, personal vendettas being pursued.

With respect to Agenda ltem 21- Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy:
| attended the meetings held several years ago. And | thought this idea was put to bed and acknowledged that:

1. Although good-intentioned, this idea would not increase the use of green energy, but simply transfer the
certificates of purchase from one agency to another.
2. CCA would increase the size and scope of our city government at a time when you should be addressing many,
more pressing issues that require resources- both from a financial standpoint as well as an energy perspective.
Those more pressing issues, where your energy would be better spent include: infrastructure costs that are
unable to keep up with the needs, the failed purchase of a building to be used as a “Navigation” Center, the
Ascon toxic waste dump, the mitigation of which is causing many health related issues to your constituents in
Southeast Huntington Beach, The tank farm property, where a medium density, mixed use building project next
door- and separated simply by a chain link fence to the previously mentioned Ascon toxic waste site is being
pushed through our city at the speed of a bullet train.
And yet, several of you choose an item of great significance in which to invest your time, ignoring all the above. You
propose to have the city relieve Southern California Edison of their historical duty of billing your constituents for their
electricity use.

Which brings me to question, WHY? Why is it that several of you deem this as so important? | can think of no other
reason than to think that you are looking for additional sources of revenue for our city. And frankly, after the
“Navigation” Center fiasco, where none of you listened when Mayor Peterson at the meeting informed you of an
alternate solution that would have fulfilled our obligation to Judge Carter without spending OUR $2.7MM, | do not trust
your judgement currently with financial matters. | need to see this council begin making better financial decisions before
considering a system whereby you will have control over our energy billing. | apologize for being so blunt. But you need
to prove yourself more capable than you have.

Which segues perfectly into my opposition of the next agenda item- Agenda Item 22- Adopt Annual Work Plan for
Finance Commission.

At a time when our financial resources are stretched, partially as a result of the poor decision making of this council, the
proposal to “gut” the very commission charged with citizen review and oversight of our city’s finances is brought
forward? Interesting timing.



At an Ascon meeting at Edison High School | took the time to speak with a council member that | have grown to greatly
respect. | expressed my concern that a city council would take ANY action to limit the voice of citizens in our city
government- especially when it relates to financial issues. This council member agreed and supported the idea of
increased citizen involvement- not less. The reality is that the citizen members of the Finance Commission act on behalf
of everyone in the city- council members and citizens alike- to create a city government that operates in a fiscally
responsible manner. They simply look for ways to save money and present those ideas to you seven. They understand
they have no policy-making role. | urge you not to limit their role at a time when we need to find ways to streamline our
operations and spend our money in responsible ways.

Additionally, | am greatly concerned what message this action will send to the citizen participants on every other board
and commission. Why would anyone want to be nominated to a board or commission if they knew their actions would
be limited and their opinions not considered. No, this is not the message you should be sending- now or ever.

Lastly, | am greatly concerned that this issue has become simply a personality issue. As elected members of our city you
are leaders. Leaders should rise above pettiness and personality conflicts- not create or inflame them. If you disagree
with a member of a commission your job should not be to succumb to that pettiness- but be a leader and rise above it. |
encourage all of you to work with the Finance Commission and make the citizen oversight and transparency stronger-
not weaker.

Respectfully,

Rob Pool

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meetng Dte:___5/5// T
Agenda em No.; A ([ﬁ].. 8;5)




Switzer, Donna

From: Cari Swan <cswanie@aol.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:53 AM

To: cswanie@aol.com _

Cc: CITY COUNCIL : 1

Subject: ACTION NEEDED!!! SEND EMAILS TO HB City Council OPPOSE AGENDWM
——

Hi Friends,

| sent the follow email to city council and need your help to send emails OPPOSING two very
dangerous agenda items!!

Send emails to: city.council@surfcity-hb.org

Feel free to use any of the info from my email, or simply state: "l urge you to oppose Agenda ltems
21 and 22. Both items will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of Huntington Beach".

Feel free to email or call if you have questions....thank you to all WL‘EM?AL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 5?5/6

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members, Agenda ttem No. ’2 [ ( / Q‘ZZ@_

| am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and 22 and will provide more information below.

Cari Swan

AGENDA ITEM 21 - Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

| had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it was exposed
that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that Study Session, | have
been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one success among cities who have
attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially
knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course,
Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who
adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2 No additional "green” energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council
should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.....PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the
current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush
Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due
diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....| think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded
additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens
of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As | previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, | find it hard to believe that we have

arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS oversight. As someone

who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply NO WAY to articulate
1



an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in
operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the table” at all times! Whether or not a given
council choses to look at the material coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-
identify a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should
be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS PRECIDENT.

Respectfully,

Cari Swan



Switzer, Donna

From: Ray Scrafield <octoolguy@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 1:49 PM

To: CITY COUNCIE

Subject: Anti-Agenda items 21822

We are sending this letter in the hopes that you folks will take notice of our dislike for these items. We have copied Cari
Swan's letter but added our names to it. Thank you for taking the time to think about this.

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,

oy
| am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and-22-and will provide more information below.
AGENDA ITEM 21 - Feasibility Study for Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

| had hoped this item would have permanently "died" a couple years ago when, following a Study Session, it was exposed
that CCA's are not only a BAD idea for cities, but frankly very dangerous. Since the time of that Study Session, | have
been following this topic very closely and can report that there is yet to be even one success among cities who have
attempted this massive city-government-expansion. Cities continue to expose and reject this bad idea especially
knowing that the only winners in the newest cottage industry of CCA's are the Consultants, Attorneys and, of course,
Southern California Edison who conveniently get out of all their bad contracts and transfers the bad-contracts to cities who
adopt CCA's. At the end of the day, cities who adopt CCA's are left with:

1. A whole new EXPANDED layer of city government.

2. No additional "green" energy (since CCA's are merely a transfer of paper-certificates from one agency to another).

3. Potential loss of hundreds of thousands of dollars of start up funding and bad contracts.

But perhaps the single most important reason to oppose even the mere idea of a CCA is the fact that NO City Council
should given more ability to RAISE OUR UTILITY RATES.....PERIOD! There is absolutely no positive reason to shift the
current Southern California Edison responsibility to city staff and City Council unless the end-goal is seeking a new "Slush
Fund". May | remind all of you that the recent council majority vote to purchase the Pipeline building, without proper due
diligence has landed the city in a lawsuit.....| think it is safe to say that neither City Council nor staff should be afforded
additional expansion or responsibility for ANYTHING, let alone something that could permanently jeopardize the citizens
of Huntington Beach. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS DANGEROUS CONCEPT.

AGENDA ITEM 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

As | previous wrote to you after the last attempt to destroy the Finance Commission, | find it hard to believe that we have
arrived at a point where certain council would be advocating for LESS transparency and LESS oversight. As someone
who attends most Finance Commission and many other meetings, it is apparent that there is simply NO WAY to articulate
an annual work plan unless the goal is to neuter and silence this commission! If we are truly interested, as a city, in
operating efficiently and transparently, all options for oversight must be "on the table" at all times! Whether or not a given
council chooses to look at the material coming from Finance Commission is and always has been optional, but to pre-
identify, a Work Plan is the complete removal of citizen oversight and participation in the finances of our city which should
be the MOST TRANSPARENT aspect of any government entity. | URGE ALL OF YOUR TO OPPOSE THIS
DANGEROUS PRECEDENT.

Respectiully, SUPPLEMENTAL

Ray and Barbara Scrafield COMMUNICATION
Meeting Date: ?/ 5/ / 7

Agenda e No. 21( 19- 5325‘)
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Switzer, Donna

From: agendacomment@surfcity-hb.org

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2019 8:03 AM
To: Agenda Comment

Cc: Fikes, Cathy; CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Public Comments on Council Agenda Items
AGENDA COMMENT

Subject Community Choice Energy - Agenda Item #21
Name Claire Shepherd

Email cvsfieldhockey@gmail.com

Comments

I'm writing to support Community Choice Energy for our city. | think we should look into how this
could help our residents.

Thank you.

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Meeting Date: 3/5/19
sgntatemnos 2L (19 325




Switzer, Donna

From: Gary Tarkington <garytarkington@msn.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 11:07 AM

To: CITY COUNCIL

Subject: NO ON AGENDA 21!

Importance: High

Hello

| am asking you to PLEASE VOTE NO on agenda 21.

Why you may ask, this is why...

1. City Council would have the ability to RAISE power rates anytime they need a new “slush fund”.

2. Statewide, not one CCA has succeeded and, in fact, have cost their cities incredible up-front
investment....FOR NO GOOD REASON.

3. Who are the winners? Consultants, Attorneys and SC Edison.

4. Very risky and could easily bankrupt the city if failed.

Do we want City staff or any 4 members of council responsible for our power bill?? Holy cow!!! Recall
that this city council just landed us in a lawsuit after a poorly managed purchase of a commercial
building for a Homeless Shelter ($3million), supported by staff that FAILED to do due diligence....for a
building that was NEVER NEEDED!!! Good Lord....we need to REDUCE city hall....NOT EXPAND
T

This is NOT right for our city and it's citizens!

Ann Tarkington

Huntington Beach

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Agenda ltem No.; 21{19- 325;\




Switzer, Donna

From: Linda Wentzel <lindamarieofhb@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 1:55 PM

To: CITY COUNCIL =

Subject: Please OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 and-22

Dear Mayor Peterson and Council Members,
I am writing to urge that you OPPOSE Agenda Items 21 -and-22.

Agenda Item 21 - Feasibility Study of Community Choice Energy (aka CCA)

I don't believe that we want any City Council that changes every two - four years have the ability to raise our
utility rates. Talso don't believe that there should be an expansion of government jobs with the current state of
pensions. Please OPPOSE this item!

Agenda Item 22 - Adopt Annual Work Plan for Finance Commission

The commission does research and then provides information for City Council members to consider. The
Council does not need to act on recommendations from the commission. Why would the Council want to
restrict the commission right from the start? Please OPPOSE this item!

Kind Regards,

Linda Wentzel

lindamarieofhb@gmail.com

(c) 714.951.7463

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: 9'/5‘//‘7

Agenda item No.: ;[( i ?;S‘)
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Switzer, Donna

From: Dee Wood <dwood9119@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2019 9:41 PM
To: CITY COUNCIL _—

Subject: Oppose Agenda Items 21 22

Dear City Council of Huntington Beach,

We are writing to oppose two very dangerous agenda items.

We urge you to oppose Agenda Items 21 am}zz.’
el &

In reading and learning about these agenda items they are a bad approach for our
City.

We do not need more government control - and we don't want our City Council to
have the ability to raise our utility rates.

We feel that his would jeopardize the citizens of Huntington Beach - just based on
too many variables.

Re: Agenda ltem #22

We do not want less transparency & oversight ... we do not want to neuter the
Finance Commission.

Why do we need to pre-identify a Work Plan?

Please oppose.

Thank you for your service.

Respectfully yours,
Kurt and Dee Wood
Huntington Harbour Residents

Dee Wood

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: ?/5 / / 7
Agenda ltem No.. 2/ [/Q-— ?;S/L




Opened: Closed:
Work Order: #178 8o1 05!059}2019 08(;0;/201

9
This issue is resolved Est. Resolution Date: Not Yet Set
] : By :  KC Fockler
Agenda & Public Hearing Comments
Email . kesurfhb@aol.com
SUB TYPE Phone : 714-747-3184
City Council Meeting Device
STREET ADDRESS
Media Submitted
None

£l

SUPPLEMENTAL
COMMUNICATION

Mesting Date: §-05- Ko/7
somoiamiios 72/ //?’ fc?{)

COMMENTS & ADDITIONAL NOTES

Agenda Item 21 CCE on the August 5th agenda. I am asking that the HBCC approve agenda
item 21 at tonight's council meeting. CCE gives more local control to the community while
providing citizen options for their energy source. The item on the agenda reads as follows: 21.
19-825 Submitted by Councilmembers Delgleize and Carr - Community Choice Energy
Feasibility Study Recommended Action: Direct the City Manager and the Public Works
Director to complete a Community Choice Energy Feasibility Study and report back to the City
Council within six (6) months. This feasibility study could save citizens and city enormous
amounts of capital in the upcoming years, while giving everyone a chance to opt in for cleaner
energy providers. I believe due diligence is in order to at least look at the viability of this as an
option for Huntington Beach if cost savings is an option. Sincerely, KC Fockler

Status Changed: 08/05/2019 2:12 PM Donna Switzer

Work Order #178851 status has changed from new to resolved.
Thank you for sharing your concerns. Your email will be included as a Supplemental Communication to
this City Council agenda item.

Share with Citizen: YES



