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Just when it looked like our local controversies were getting down to a manageable number, the looming threat of under utilization of Petalumans Critical of Government (PCG) has been avoided.  The threat of the potential of a near and/or long term Sewergate has provided the opportunity for employment of all PCG members into infinity.  Even when the yet-to-be-built sewer treatment plant has crumbled into obsolescence, there will be cries of, “You should have listened to us when this plant was built”.





The ideas being suggested are so many and so mutually exclusive that most PCG members are guaranteed to be unhappy.  The potential combinations of the many options further increases the number of PCG members who will be able to say, “If they had only listened to me”.  Let me count the ways, the suggestions, for a local Petaluma Utility Commission (PUC) to be established.
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Group 1 can’t be made happy no matter what the outcome is.  First, they want the PUC to be elected because the don’t trust the Council, which happens to be elected.  Second, if the PUC isn’t created as an elected body, they can be angry at an elected body, the Council.  Third, for creating an appointed PUC which will be subject to, “political pressure and political reversal of the PUC’s decisions”, the elected Council can again be criticized.





Fourth, if the elected Council did decide to have an elected PUC, group 1 could still criticize a government document, the Constitution, for requiring all members of the voting class to be eligible for election.  I.E., an elected PUC can only come from group 5.  This means those wanting an elected PUC, can’t require the members be either competent or representative of the users.  And finally, if an elected PUC is created, they will still be unhappy, because you know how arrogant an elected body can become.  So, group 1 will be unhappy no matter what the outcome is.





Now group 2 has a totally different set of possible unhappy solutions. Not as guaranteed as group 1’s, but close.  PCG members in group 2 can be unhappy if the PUC isn’t made up only of members from groups 3 or 4 or 5. The neat part of this is that, if the PUC ends up being composed of a type of membership they don’t want, they can be unhappy three ways.  First for not getting their first choice, then for some of them not getting their second choice and third, the rest, of them for not getting their second choice.





They, like group 1, will also be able to blame the Council for not always accepting the recommendations of the appointed PUC.  Even though it may not be composed of the types of members they would have preferred.





The sad part is that it’s all a waste.
