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M ost everyone 
in Nevada 
County wants 
a Bright Fiber 

future.
It looks like we’ll get it, 

just not how we thought.
Bright Fiber — the local 

company that secured 
almost $17 million in state 
funds to install a fiber optic 
network — is being sold 
to Race Communications. 
The reason: Bright Fiber 
couldn’t raise some $12 
million in private funding 
to secure the grant from 
the state’s Public Utilities 
Commission.

It’s been a few weeks 
since our community 
learned that information. 
John Paul, CEO of Bright 
Fiber, had been mum for 
awhile. Plenty of folks paid 
$119, their first month’s 
payment, and kept waiting 
for their gigabit internet 
connection to appear. What 
they mostly got in return 
was silence.

Those who paid their 
money will need to keep 

waiting, as will the rest of 
us, but at least there’s now 
some fiber at the end of the 
tunnel.

Paul has taken some 
knocks over this situation. 
There are likely more to 
come from various corners 
of the county. 

That’s expected. Any en-
trepreneur should antici-
pate judgment when plans 
go south. 

However, Paul deserves 
credit for this project. He 
may no longer steer the 
ship, but without him it’s 
likely no ship would exist.

If this project pans out, 
hundreds, maybe thou-
sands of Nevada County 
residents will gain access to 
high-speed internet.

However, the direction 
this project has taken over 
the past several months 
leaves plenty of questions.

Semantics aside, the 
grant enabling this project 
comes from public funds. 
Telecommunications com-
panies collect a surcharge 
from our phone bills, mon-
ey that goes to the Cali-
fornia Advanced Services 
Fund. The utilities com-
mission uses those funds 

for grants, including the 
money for the Bright Fiber 
project.

A tax by any other name 
is still a tax.

This isn’t merely Race 
Communications buying 
Bright Fiber. What’s being 
bought in this example is 
access to the public utilities 
grant.

The inclusion of pub-
lic money in this project 
demands transparency and 
oversight, both of which 
appear lacking at this point. 

Case in point: There was 
no requirement to publicize 
a 20-day period to object 
to the sale because Bright 
Fiber technically has no 
customers. You’d think the 
powers-that-be would want 
the public to know about a 
potentially game-changing 
project that could per-
manently alter the face of 
Nevada County.

You’d also think the buyer 
and seller would be more 
open about the terms of 
the sale. Again, we’re not 
talking about a private 
transaction between two 
business owners. Our mon-
ey, some $16.2 million of it, 
is part of this deal. 

Let’s hear the details. 
We’re owed them.

This isn’t just about a 
connection to high-speed 
internet in a rural Califor-
nia county. This project 
could affect job creation 
and housing. That, in turn, 
would affect schools and 
public safety.

Currently the project is 
in Phase I, focused along 
Highway 174. Will we ever 
get to Phases II and III? 
Will project leaders plan 
wisely for efficient and cost 
effective future expansion?

We believe our elected 
officials need to step up 
and help answer those 
questions.

Local government 
needs to take a role in this 
project. It should create a 
vision statement — a plan 
we follow that will carry us 
successfully into a future 
we build for ourselves, not 
one we stumble into. 

This fiber optic network 
will bring change to this 
county. If we want to guide 
that change, we need a 
long-term vision enacted by 
our elected leaders.

And together we can step 
into a Bright future.

Our View is the consensus 
opinion of The Union 
Editorial Board, a group 
of editors and writers 
from The Union, as well 
as informed community 
members. Contact the board 
at EditBoard@TheUnion.
com.
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IT TAKES A VILLAGE IDIOT BY R.L. CRABB

Road-mapping the process to plan 
for the next 50 years of local water

W ater is life. 
And as a 
Nevada 
Irrigation 

District director and cur-
rent president of the board, 
I am dedicated to working 
to ensure our communi-
ty continues to have an 
ample, high-quality water 
supply for all well into the 
future.

Our community faces 
many challenges. Climate 
change is reducing the 
snowpack in the Sierra that 
naturally supplies our wa-
ter. While our already finite 
resource will be further 
diminished, the demand for 
that water will undoubtedly 
increase by our agricultur-
al, residential, environmen-
tal and business custom-
ers. We also need water to 
maintain and enhance our 
local watersheds, which are 
key to ecosystem water sys-
tem function and also sup-
ports human well-being.

This is why I am proud 
of our board’s decision to 
begin the process to update 
the NID Raw Water Master 
Plan, which will identify 
our community’s future 
water needs and develop 
alternatives to meet those 
needs for the next 50 years. 
The update process will be 
thorough and take about 24 
months to complete. Key to 
this is a public input pro-
cess guided by a profession-
al facilitator, who is being 
selected now.

The update process 
will include four working 
groups: the NID Board 
of Directors, a communi-
ty-based public advisory 
committee, an NID techni-
cal analysis group and an 
NID public outreach group. 
Importantly, the com-
mittee will represent the 
widest range of community 

identities to provide a voice 
to as many segments of 
our diverse community as 
possible. All meetings held 
by the committee and its 
subgroups will be open to 
the public and recorded.

A charter will create the 
structure, rules, roles and 
responsibilities for the en-
tire facilitated process. This 
will include the number 
of advisory members and 
the process for selection of 
participants who are will-
ing to discuss, understand 

and explore an array of 
alternatives.

Overall, the goal of the 
Raw Water Master Plan up-
date is to identify a commu-
nity vision for the NID ser-
vice area and the District’s 
customers, and present a 
pathway of action to achieve 
that vision. During the pro-
cess multiple pathways will 
be created to identify ways 
to address, for example, 
water demand reduction, 
watershed improvement, 
storage enhancement and 
canal lining. 

The advisory commit-
tee will develop each of 
the pathways to address 
the problem statement 
generated by its members. 
This will include helping 
to identify community 
issues to be considered in 

each one and measure the 
solutions available to meet 
those issues. Once drafted, 
the pathways will be pre-
sented to the NID Board 
of Directors, which will be 
solely responsible for the 
final pathway selection and 
adoption of the update.

Raw water is the natural 
and sustainable resource 
from our environment — 
rivers, reservoirs, ground-
water — that has not been 
treated. About 90 percent 
of the deliveries by NID is 
raw water that flows, for 
example, into local farms, 
orchards and pastureland, 

as well as lakes and parks in 
western Nevada and Placer 
counties. The other 10 
percent of the supply flows 
into NID treatment plants 
and then into our homes.

NID was formed in 1921 
when Nevada County 
voters approved a ballot 
measure to form a district 
specifically to provide water 
for agriculture. The original 
202,000-acre district ex-
panded into Placer County 
with 66,500 acres in 1926. 
Water began to flow to 
farms in 1927. The cost 
of raw water then was 10 
cents per day.

Now — like then — Sier-
ra snowmelt provides NID’s 
water supply. The raw wa-
ter is collected from a pris-
tine, high mountain water-
shed, stored for a period of 

time in the District’s 10 res-
ervoirs and then released 
into a 414-mile long canal 
system that brings the wa-
ter to customers.

The raw water that 
NID provides is crucial to 
maintain and secure the 
future of agriculture — 
agricultural production 
is $65,206,000 in Placer 
County and $20,877,900 in 
Nevada County.

Our challenge during the 
plan update will be to ana-
lyze our supply availability 
and demand issues and, 
with public input, to eval-
uate alternatives and im-
pacts to develop short-term 
and long-term solutions. 

The timeline looks like 
this: By fall, NID will have 
hired and facilitator and 
formed the advisory com-
mittee. By the end of the 
year, the process and public 
outcome will have begun. 
The focus will be on anal-
yses of water supply and 
demand within the District.

In 2019, the advisory com-
mittee will develop pathways 
and refine the plan based on 
board of directors’ questions 
and responses. By mid-
2020, the board will select 
a pathway and approve the 
updated plan to ensure NID 
will continue to provide a 
high-quality local water sup-
ply into the next 50 years.

We are counting on the 
community to take an ac-
tive role in determining its 
water future. We look for-
ward to working with all of 
you in an effort to protect 
our community’s future en-
vironment, our agriculture 
and our water of life.

William Morebeck, 
Division 4, is the Nevada 
Irrigation District director 
and current president of the 
board.

A simplistic conclusion
Marc Cuniberti’s col-

umns (July 2) belong on 
the political opinion page, 
not the business news page.

To be sure, the flow of 
government monies (a 
“firehose” in his exaggerat-
ed mindset) has contribut-
ed to rising health care and 
college education costs. But 
that is not enough to sup-
port his simplistic political 
conclusion: “Such is the 
unfortunate truth of the 
social experiment called 
government assistance and 
insurance.”

First of all, dismissing 
government assistance 
and insurance as a “social 
experiment” does not 
acknowledge that it also 
provides social benefits. 
In addition, other factors 

contribute to rising health 
care and college education 
costs. At colleges, public 
funding cuts and expen-
sive new technologies 
for STEM education, for 
example, also are factors. 
In health care, numerous 
factors ranging from an 
aging U.S. population to 
rising R&D costs also must 
be considered.

Let’s do a better job of 
exploring complex issues 
in The Union, not just 
offer political pablum for 
like-minded readers.

Jeff Pelline
Nevada City

Give Trump a chance
First off, this will proba-

bly never see the printing 
because I think that it will 
offend some.

With all that being said, 
and the actions of people, 
the spewing of hate and 
foul language being thrown 
around just because some-
one does not think and feel 
the same as you or I.

Would you do that to a 
loved one? Would you treat 
your spouse like that or 
your parents? What about 
your grandparents?

All I am saying is like our 
president or not, he really 
isn’t the enemy. He is try-
ing to follow through with 
his word. Which if you take 
time and look back at all 
the presidents of past, this 
is one guy that is following 
through with his campaign 
promises. Everybody seems 
to think he is against im-
migration; he really isn’t. 
He just wants immigrants 

to do it right and not just 
demand that they deserve 
to be here; they really 
don’t. All he is saying is do 
it legally.

If those that are raising 
all the ruckus were to try 
to cross into Canada or 
Mexico without the prop-
er papers, you would be 
breaking their laws and be 
in jail in Mexico and maybe 
even Canada, too. Not to 
mention if you were to try 
it in another part of the 
world where we have had 
our citizens locked up for 
being at the wrong spot at 
the wrong time.

All I ask is that we give 
the man a chance. If he 
fails or if he succeeds will 
be proven in time.

Lee Ridenour
Nevada City

Once drafted, the pathways will 
be presented to the NID Board 
of Directors, which will be solely 
responsible for the final pathway 
selection and adoption of the 
update.
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