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ATTACHMENT 10D 

Begin forwarded message: 
From: Arthur Jones <bluelakeacj@humboldt1.com> 
Date: March 4, 2009 1:54:00 PM PST 
To: George Williamson <georgew@planwestpartners.com> 
Subject: LAFCO's policy 
 
Dear Mr. Williamson, 
 
I'm doubtful that the point I was trying to make at the last LAFCO meeting regarding the policy 
of not allowing entities to extend services outside their boundaries was given the proper 
opportunity. Perhaps the lead-up and foundation for my question was too lengthy. Please take the 
time now to give my conclusion some attention. 
 
According to my research of the legislation, my interpretation of the goals and objectives of 
LAFCO, and the support of same by Mr. Bill Chiat, CaLAFCO's chief executive officer in 
Sacramento (where the laws were written), my conclusion is that Humboldt LAFCO does, 
indeed, have the authority to allow or disallow entities to extend services beyond their 
boundaries if these entities first ask permission of the commission. 
 
I believe that this is contrary to what Mr. Gothier instructed the commission, vis-a-vis, that the 
state has mandated that no entity may extend services beyond their boundaries. The state did 
mandate that each county's LAFCO has the authority and power to enact such policy if they so 
choose. 
 
For Humboldt's LAFCO to adopt such a policy is contrary to many goals, aims, purposes and 
objectives of LAFCO, and really accomplishes nothing. My property finally was split (on the 
condition that I showed the county that the parcel had water, via a 95-foot well), the deed handed 
to my son who was granted a building permit, and construction is now well underway. What did 
LAFCO accomplish by denying the city of Blue Lake, the closest and most logical supplier of 
services, the opportunity to plug another meter next to the existing one? In talking with people 
from all stations of life in this community, including many county personnel who came to inspect 
the property during the lot-split application, not one person had an answer as to why LAFCO had 
such a policy. This says something about the logic or inaneness of it. 
 
Please initiate some dialogue among the commission to see if this policy has any purpose or 
relevance, after, of course, you establish that the policy is NOT mandated by the state, which I 
believe is the crux of the whole problem. 
 
Lastly, Mrs. Duffy has a copy of the documents which support my conclusion. She was supposed 
to get them into the hands of the commissioners and you. If you don't have a copy, please ask her 
for one or get back to me and I'll get one together. 
 
Thanks for your time. As previously stated, a new policy will not help me or my son, but there 
are many people, especially in the Trinidad and Eureka sphere who presently are surviving on 
substandard water just because of this policy. They would be grateful for your help. 
 Art Jones 668-5644 
 












