
From: Dave Bonfilio   
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 11:24 AM 
To: Lindsay Lara <Lindsay.Lara@cityofsanrafael.org> 
Cc: John Boland ; Charles, Stephany ; Bill 
Guerin <Bill.Guerin@cityofsanrafael.org> 
Subject: City Council Meeting of 7/20/20 
 
Lindsay, I wish to comment on Item 5b of the agenda. 
 
I live on Catalina Blvd but not on any of the lagoons.  I have been paying the assessment for the upkeep 
of the lagoons since 1992.  
 
The lagoons are a community treasure.  I walk along part or all of the lagoons everyday,  I see families 
from the Canal on the outer lagoon path enjoying the bay on one side and the lagoon on the other 
side.  I see children pointing out birds excitedly.  In the winter, I see birders congregate to view 
overwintering birds from Alaska.  This treasure cannot be allowed to degenerate. The Starkweathers 
would be disappointed. 
 
I support the staff report and urge the city council to renew the assessment. 
Thank You 
Dave Bonfilio 
 





From: KENNETH GHIRINGHELLI   
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 7:47 PM 
To: Lindsay Lara <Lindsay.Lara@cityofsanrafael.org> 
Subject: Protest - Assessments Baypoint Lagoons San Rafael 
 
July 19, 202 19:45 Pacific  
Lindsay.lara@cityofsanrafael.org  
 
Protest – For the hearing at the City Council meeting on Monday July 20th at 7PM 
agenda item on whether to assess the 193 Baypoint Lagoons parcel owners for FY 
2020/2021; protest under section 22628 of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972.  
 
Succinctly -  The assessment has expired and apparently we Baypoint homeowners 
have been charge for excess years and we expect a refund for the legally allowable 
three years or, if the City of San Rafael have ethics the city has, for the entire period of 
the over charge (near 30 years).  
 
Vote - The City must deny the approve of these continued property tax assessments 
immediately.  
 
Cite: These assessments were only approved for FY 1990, 1991, and 1992 by the 
signed consent of the developer in 1990. The consent was for the “adoption of the 
Engineer’s Report and the levy of the assessments stated therein” per Resolution 8224 
approved by the City Council on the 20th day of August, 1990. The Engineer’s Report 
Part B (page 5) clearly and unambiguously shows assessments for the First Year, 
Second Year, and Third Year for the Assessment district.  
 
City’s opinion: In this year’s Agenda for the Annual Engineering Report the City claims 
that their intent was, or should have been, to make the assessments (for Baypoint 
Lagoons) permanent.  
 
Protest:  The City’s opinion is not factual. If this is the assumed position it should have 
been written into the original – not now claimed as the City’s intent or speculation that it 
(permanent assessment) or that would have been written into the original. The 
developer did not sign as permanent, but agreed and signed as a three year only 
assessment. Repeating this is unambiguously stated in writing - the assessment must 
be stopped and refunded.  
 
Ethics, we question, does the City have any?  
 
Aura & Kenneth Ghiringhell   

  
San Rafael, CA 94901  
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From: David Olson   
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 9:02 AM 
To: Lindsay Lara <Lindsay.Lara@cityofsanrafael.org> 
Subject: Baypoint Lagoons Assessment District - Protest July 20 2020 
 
Lindsay Lara, 
 
Please add this written protest for today’s hearing on the Baypoint Lagoons Assessment District.  
 
The following facts pertain to Resolution 8224: 
 
     3. Owners of all land within the boundaries of the proposed assessment district have filed their 
consent to the formation for the proposed district without notice of hearing, and to the adoption of the 
Engineer’s Report and the assessments stated therein.  
 
     5. The City Council hereby confirms the diagram and assessment contained in the Engineer’s Report, 
and levies the assessment for the fiscal year 1990-91.  
 
Clearly and unambiguously the assessments stated in the two items above are referring to Page 5 of the 
Engineer’s Report, which are also in fact Phase I of the 1989 Water Management Plan.  
 
The Engineer’s Report and the Resolutions were written by the City of San Rafael, not the developer. 
They reflect the agreement between the City and the developer  
 
If the developer is responsible for any funding or assessments beyond the assessments (Page 5) of the 
Engineer’s Report, then it is up to the City to pursue the developer. 
 
If the City would like the benefitting parcel owners within Baypoint Lagoons and Spinnaker Point to fund 
any continuing maintenance or management of the West Spinnaker Lagoon then the City should 
propose setting up a new Landscaping and Lighting District, or other type of district or funding source. 
There should be no rush to do this as there is more than $200,000 in the City’s current fund that could 
be used over many years if used judiciously.  
 
Furthermore, City Resolution No. 9145 dated July 18th, 1994 was a resolution of intention to order 
improvements by adding “the PROPOSAL TO CONDUCT 1994 PHASE II BIOLOGICAL MONITORING OF THE 
SPINNAKER LAGOON” to the existing Baypoint Lagoons Assessment District. This was just a proposal and 
did not obtain the consent of the parcel owners. In fact, the developer who still owned more than 60% 
of the parcels wrote a written protest to the proposal, so the City did not pursue the legally required 
secret ballot/vote that would have been required by the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, California 
Government Code 53753, and Section 4 of Article XIID of the California Constitution.  
 
Based on the above, please abandon the FY 2020/2021 assessments and dissolve the Assessment 
District if appropriate.  
 
You may also want to ask for the resignation of members of the SRDPW for potentially making the City 
Council complicit in this fraudulent effort.  
 
I have attached pertinent pages relating to the above protest  



 
 
 
David Olson 

 
San Rafael CA 94901 

 
 
 
















