True Cost of Poseidon's water…

Does anyone know what the cost/benefits from AES to

HB are?

I called up the CVB, they are squeaky-clean, now.  They referred me 

to the EDD at city hall for more info.

The questions:

1. What are the costs of AES to the city?  What services are

   supplied, and what is the cost?

   Where are the contracts/agreements?

2. What are the benefits of AES to the city? Tax revenue,

   fees, donations, what?

3. Who or what group has a stake in AES staying in place?

   Surely, not any pro-tourist group.  Is there a cash or

   hidden payment from AES that funds some group or person

   in HB?  This outrageous question might explain a lot,

   if an answer were obtained.  If there is no benefit

   to any group, then why are staff and others so desperate

   for AES to hook up with Poseidon?  Surely, it cannot

   be simply a theoretical desire to secure future water

   supplies for out-of-town developments?

4. What is the relationship of AES to current power sales,

   and what is the cost?  Who is behind AES?

One of the things the Planning Commission pointed out, with some good questions, is why the "time limit" rush proposed by Staff?  After all, it's a year, and if we go over, let them sue.  Lots of people do, and the cure is simply to go through the process.

A GOOD, thorough understanding of the impacts of the project

is much more important than fleeing, as 3 PC wanted to do,

from the distant threat of "a lawsuit" 6 months away.  Such

a lawsuit might be without merit, since the errors were discovered in the process; moreover, the Courts tend to rule in favor of the cities over industries in situations like this.

It's better to err on the side of caution, then plunge ahead with a project that one might regret for decades, like Ascon- Nesi or the AES plant itself.

As a side point, the claimed cost of water from the Catalina desal plant is $2100 per acre foot, more than 5 times the current top rate from MWD.  No wonder desal is not a reality!

And the florida plant has intake of water at 27,000 ppm, not 35,000 ppm like ours would be.  This significant difference might help, but their claimed cost (and who knows how high the actual cost will turn out to be) is $600 per acre-foot. And down there, Natural Gas is half the price here.  They have cheap electricity in places like Houston, for example, due to the abundance of NG which at times was vented to the open air. And environmental protections in some Southern cities are sketchy, to say the most.

Hence, the proposed cost of Poseidon seems like a fairy story to me, the possible cost of $800 per a/f might turn out to be closer to $2000.  Or much higher.
