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Is someone trying to manipulate a personally preferred solution? 





The process of obtaining and evaluating competitive proposals for the construction of Petaluma’s new wastewater plant seemed to be going along fairly well until recently.  Initially, there was a small note of discord when Councilmember Keller kept insisting on making the confidential financial data public.  Then the Citizens’ Wastewater Advisory Committee questioned the preferred ranking the city staff’s evaluation committee gave to U.S. Filter.





The Citizens’ Committee arbitrarily decided that U.S. Filter didn’t have the financial capability to construct and operate the plant, despite the official staff finding that it did.  This finding was in accord with the city council’s action establishing the evaluation criteria.  The Citizens’ Committee advised  the other vendor, Montgomery, that it, “would have to seriously revisit it’s pricing proposal” and “meet or beat the competitor’s pricing”.





All this was followed by a report by the consulting firm of Brown and Caldwell, which had been hired by the city to evaluate the technical qualities of the various proposals.  They also found U.S. Filter technically superior to Montgomery. What’s going on here?





The city staff, in accordance with the council resolution, finds a company financially qualified.  A technical consulting firm, hired by the council to evaluate the technical aspects of all proposals, finds for the same firm.  Yet the Citizens’ Committee and several councilmembers seem inclined towards the other firm.





To further muddy the water, the Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) wants to put in a bid for the construction of Petaluma’s wastewater plant.  Or maybe just Petaluma’s wastewater treatment if the SCWA builds one super plant for the county.





Here is where it gets interesting. Councilmember Keller, both before and since he became a councilmember, continuously challenge the privatization of wastewater treatment.  Could it be that his insistence on public release of financial data is just a way to give the SCWA the information it needs to know how low it has to bid?  This would then prove him right that public operation is the least expensive.





Then we have Bill Kortum, Chairman of  Sonoma County Conservation Action (SCCA) which has for many years advocated for the “reuse of wastewater to support agriculture in south County”.  In the 70’s the Tolay Reservoir, east of Lakeville highway and behind the first hill, was to be the centerpiece of the plan. Coincidentally, a major proposal of the SCWA is to use their wastewater to irrigate crops in south county.  





If discharge into the Russian River is to be avoided, the only viable alternative is a south county agricultural use.  And all this happening in the month the Petaluma City Council is holding hearings to select the private contractor to build their new wastewater treatment plant.  Strange how so many coincidences come together at the same time.





It wouldn’t surprise me to hear the new Petaluma council majority say to the private contractors negotiating for the wastewater plant, “ Thank you for the effort you’ve put forth and the money you spent developing these plans, but it might be best for Petaluma to join with other cities in a very similar plant.”





Here are a couple of follow ups from previous columns.





Our Police Department has made innovative use of its bicycle officers in catching red light runners.  A bike officer is positioned at the intersection to observe violators and he radios their identification to another officer in a vehicle who then apprehends them.  Nice team work.





The Viva Mexico restaurant on the corner of Kentucky and Washington has turned off the interior lighting on its signs on Kentucky St.  This is a generous gesture by the owners who were not at fault for the original installation of the signs.


