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Sonoma County Counsel
575 Administration Drive, Room 1054
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Re:  Liability for Petaiuma Garbage

Dear Mr. Woodside:

| have been retained by the City of Petaluma to represent it with ragard to egal
Issues arfsing from its diversion of s solid waste from Sonoma County’s. Central
Landfili. There are several items of correspondence from you and from David
Knight alleging the existence of legal ob tgations owed by the City of Petaluma for
which i can find no support in the documents and agreements | have reviewed.
1his letter is a request for citations to authorities in support of those allegations.

Firstly, in your letter of May 26, 2004, to Richard Rudansky, you claim that
Petalurna’s Hability for remediation and response costs already incurred is $1.5 to
$2.5 million. How was that estimate defermined? From what fund were those costs
paid to which is owed the amount you claim is Petaluma’s ghare? Why were the
portion of tipping fees collected historically to be allocated to remediation and
response costs insufficient to pay for actual remediation and response costs
incurred? ' '

Secondly, you state that Fetaluma’s lability for future remedistion and TESPanss
costs is estimated to.be $230,000 per yéar. Again, how was that estimate _
determined? Why should Petaluma have any Hability for future remediation and
response costs if it ceases to be a generator and arranger?- 1f these future costs are
for rermediation and response to waste releases already occurring, why is it _
anticipated that the portion of 1ipping fees eollected historically to be allocated (o
remnediation and response costs will be insufficient to pay for future remediation and
response costs incurred? ' :

Thirdly, you assert that the 20073 Counbywide Intagrated Waste Management Plan
“is based on the assumption that each jurisdiction of the Regional Agency will he
sending its waste to County disposal facilities.” } can find no such assumption stated
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in the decument, but it is voluminous. Could you direct me to the fanguage of the
Plan that states that assumption?

Lavid Knight, Director of the Sonoma County Waste Management Agency, in a
memeranduim to the members of the JPA dated june 18, 2004, contends that
Petaluma owes the JPA $3.50 per ton of waste that was deposited in fandfills other
than Sonoma County’s Centra Landfill. | can find no provision of the JPa
Agreernent that abligaies any of its members to depasit its waste in the Cenral
Landfill, nor, in fact, any provision obiigated any of the |PA’s members to do-
anything, at all, with their ordinary solid waste. Can you direct me to the provision
of the JPA Agreement that the County contends obligates its members o pay $3.50
per ton of waste generated even if not deposited into the Central Landfi]i?

Mr. Knight also threatens to han Petalumans from selt-hauling to all faci iities,
including the Central Landfill. Again, | can find nothing in the JPA Agreement that
permits the JPA to exclude citizens of members that opt out of the JPA’s programs
from disposing of the special wastes in those Programs, nor anything that permits
the JPA to exclude any Sonoma County resident from using the Central fandfil].
Perhaps you can direct me to documents or language that indicates otherwise,

Thank you, in advance, for your assistance,

Very truly yours,

joshua Censer
JGGHde

oo Michael A. Bierman



