KFC To Help Fix Petaluma Potholes!
What started as a fantasy when I once suggested melting abandoned shopping carts to fill potholes has become a reality of sorts. I recently "reported" on the possibility that Kentucky Fried Chicken (KFC) was offering grants to certain cities to help with their pothole problem.

The enterprising Corey Young of the Argus Courier has confirmed that KFC has selected Petaluma as one of the cities to receive pothole grant money. If you have not already seen it, check out Corey's article: "KFC says Petaluma is pothole-fillin' good--Fast-food chain picks city for pothole repairs featuring slogan, 'Re-Freshed by KFC'" (Click Here)
What the heck! It is all in good fun (fund?) and every dollar helps.

However, to fill potholes you need asphalt.

And, asphalt requires an asphalt plant...somewhere.

All of which brings us, again, to the proposed Dutra Asphalt Plant across from Shollenberger Park.

For Petaluman's not living under a rock or in total seclusion, the proposed Dutra facility has been a controversial and much publicized item before the Petaluma City Council and the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors.

The Dutra controversy has now given birth to a letter from the Chairman of the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors

Paul F. Kelley, Chairman, Sonoma County Board of Supervisors
Yesterday, Chairman Kelley published a four page letter to the Mayors of Cloverdale, Cotati, Healdsburg, Petaluma, Windsor, Sonoma, Rohnert Park, Santa Rosa, and Sebastopol. (The complete letter is included as an attachment below.)

· >The letter asserts that Petaluma officials (elected & staff) were well aware of the project from the beginning and implies they were at fault for not becoming fully engaged until very late in the planning process. I'll leave it to Mayor Torliatt and other officials to deal with that part of the letter.

· >What strikes me is that the letter does not recognize that the public, when it does become aware, still counts for something--regardless of when that awareness surfaces.

It is all well and good to talk about how Petaluma may have dropped the ball in communicating and participating in the County process. On the other hand, what about the County's efforts in this regard? Clearly, complying with minimal statutory notice requirements is not sufficient.

At the end of the day, the Board also represents the public and cannot pass off this responsibility by implying that City officials did not do their job--a "fact" that has not been established.

Frankly, I can't decide if Mr. Kelley's letter reads like an appellate brief--for the losing side--or more like an allocution statement at a sentencing hearing.

In any event, the letter is certainly an inadvertent testament to the efforts of those who have opposed the building of the asphalt plant at the proposed location. The fact that Mr. Kelley felt compelled to write such a letter says more than he realizes.

To borrow from and bend Mr. Shakespeare: "Mr. Kelley doth protest too much, methinks."

Frank Sampson, Petaluma 360 April 10th, 2009

