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Affordable 
housing is 
progressive

On April 10, 2015 the Ar-
gus-Courier published 
an article titled “Hous-

ing Crisis Squeezes Petaluma 
Residents.” The article quotes 
Sue Castellucci, housing coordi-
nator for the City of  Petaluma: 
“This is just the beginning and 
it won’t go away.”

More than two years later, 
Oct. 26, 2017, the Argus pub-
lished an article titled “Petalu-
ma Housing Market Tightens 
After Fires.” The article notes: 
“The median rent in Sonoma 
County has jumped 36 percent 
— to $3,224 — in the week-long 
period after the fires, compared 
to September, according to on-
line real estate site Zillow.”

A month ago, the Argus pub-
lished an editorial that stated: 
“But today, as county, state and 
federal officials swiftly adopt 
innovative ways to streamline 
construction of  new housing 
for fire victims, the cold silence 
emanating from Petaluma City 
Hall stands in stark contrast to 
this community’s altruism.”

Ms. Castellucci correctly 
anticipated the situation we 
now find ourselves in. Because 
of  the Council’s failure to act 
and in response to pressure 
from members of  the North Bay 
Organizing Project, residents of  
the Little Woods Mobile Home 
Park, other community mem-
bers, and the Argus’ reporting, 
the Council has finally sched-
uled a “Discussion Regarding 
Temporary Housing Policies 
and Housing Needs Created 
by the Sonoma Complex Fire” 
— three months after the fires 
were doused. If  they agree to 
take action it will not come 
until February at the earliest 
— almost four months after the 
fires ended.

It is critical that Petaluma 
residents turn out in force 
for the Feb. 12 City Council 
workshop to jolt the Council 
into action and remind them of  
the necessity to protect renters 
in our town. A step they must 
take is to pass what is known as 
a just cause eviction ordinance. 
According to the Association 
of  Bay Area Governments, 
hardly a radical organization: 
“Just cause eviction ordinances 
protect tenants from arbitrary, 
discriminatory or retaliatory 
evictions, while ensuring that 
landlords can lawfully evict 
tenants as long as they have a 
good reason.”

A just cause ordinance will 
protect tenants in Petaluma’s 
overheated housing market 
where some landlords have 
already evicted tenants in order 
to significantly increase rents.

Why is it critical for the 
Council to pass a just cause 
ordinance as soon as possible? 
The housing crisis is remaking 

A city that prides itself on 
liberalism doesn’t act like 
it on housing policy

By ZAHYRA GARCIA AND
TERRI AGBODIKE

OTHER VIEWS

Trafficking 
can happen 
anywhere 

Maya Babow has lived a lifetime 
in her 22 years. As a 12-year-
old student in the sixth grade 

at Kenilworth Junior High School, she 
was targeted by a sex trafficker who 
lured her away with false promises. 
Maya, who shared her story with the 
Argus-Courier, became one of  the more 
than 300,000 children nationwide forced 
to have sex with people who pay to rape 
them.

Not only is human sex trafficking a 
form of  modern day slavery, it is also big 
business. According to the FBI, it is the 
fastest-growing business of  organized 
crime and the third-largest criminal 
enterprise in the world. While increased 
enforcement is needed to aggressively 
root out and prosecute people who traffic 
in the sexual exploitation of  children, 
there are plenty of  lessons we can learn 
from Maya who has courageously decid-
ed to tell her story in hopes that others 
will be saved from the same fate.

In cases like Maya’s, it is easy to point 
fingers at adults who are supposed to be 
responsible for children. Why weren’t 
her parents more protective of  her? Why 
didn’t Maya’s teachers notice a change 
in her behavior? In reality, however, 
human trafficking is able to exist, even 
thrive, just below the surface of  normal, 
law-abiding society specifically because 
perpetrators excel at manipulation.

From Maya’s story, we learned that 
it wasn’t some seedy man in a trench 
coat that forced her into sex work under 
threat of  bodily harm. Instead, it started 
when Maya was approached by a glam-
orous-looking woman wearing expensive 
clothes at a Petaluma Starbucks. The 
woman quickly earned Maya’s trust by 
showering her with compliments and 
promising her a career in modeling. Do 
you want the latest iPhone and fancy 
clothes? Then come along.

During a trip to San Francisco for a 
presumed photo shoot, the promises 
quickly turned into threats of  violence 
and cruel psychological manipulation 
that lasted for six years, robbing Maya of  
her childhood as she was forced to have 
sex with hundreds of  people around the 
Bay Area. 

In order to prevent other children 
from falling victim to this horrific fate, 
Petaluma Police encourage communi-
ty members to be vigilant for signs of  
sexual abuse.

Youth who are being trafficked often 
suddenly have expensive clothes or 
shoes, excess amount of  cash and a pre-
paid cell phone. They display an inabil-
ity or fear of  social interaction coupled 
with anxiety, depression, submissive-
ness, tenseness and nervousness. the 
have unexplained absences from class 
and are often seen with an older male 
or boyfriend who seems controlling. 
Their behavior is sexualized and they 
have sexually explicit profiles on social 
networking sites. They may have new 
tattoos, which are often used by pimps 
as a way to brand victims.

If  you suspect a child is the victim of  
sex trafficking, call the 24-hour National 
Human Trafficking Resource Center 
hotline at 1-888-373-7888. 

To learn more about what you can do 
to prevent child sex trafficking, consider 
attending a film and panel discussion 
sponsored by Petaluma Police and the 
Sonoma County Human Trafficking 
Task Force on Feb. 7 at 6:30 p.m. at Casa 
Grande High School, or on Feb. 21 at 7 
pm at the Petaluma Library. 

Forcing a child into sex work is one of  
the most despicable crimes imaginable. 
Somewhere along the line, the commu-
nity failed Maya. Becoming educated 
and involved in anti-trafficking efforts 
will help ensure this fate never befalls 
another Petaluma child.

A Petaluma story of stolen 
innocence is heart wrenching, 
and it could have been prevented

Hospital debacle
EDITOR: I have read with great 

interest the last two editions of  the 
Argus-Courier, and I found the latest 
editorial spot on.

The Petaluma Health Care District 
has failed the citizens, and unless PHCD 
gets it’s act together, Petaluma Valley 
Hospital will be shuttered.

Why are the physicians surprised 
that St. Joseph Health is investing in 
Memorial Hospital and not in PVH? Who 
would invest in an expired leasehold? 
The doctors should be writing to the 
Board of  PHCD.

The Jan. 4 guest commentary, “Reso-
lutions for PVH in 2018,” indicated that 
PHCD was “surprised” that St. Joseph 
“abruptly ended negotiations for a new 
lease after nine months.” There must be 
a disconnect between the board and real-
ity. When the Board requires a non-com-
pete clause of  a regional health provider 
and for the Catholic-based St. Joe’s to 
provide “women’s health services” what 
did they expect?

Let’s hope that Ramona Faith and the 
Board of  PHCD wake up and extend the 
lease of  St. Joe’s.

Bryant Moynihan                                                                                   
Petaluma

Retired cows 
a delicacy?

EDITOR: This letter is in response to 
a recent article about “retired” Petalu-
ma dairy cows on a Las Vegas restau-
rant menu.

I’ve been living in Petaluma since 1960 
and I don’t know that I’ve ever heard of  
a retired cow. Sounds kind of  expensive.

We always thought that the spent 
dairy cows were used to make cheap 
burgers and dog food. Who knew it was 
a delicacy?

I think we all know what retirement 
means for a cow. What you’re dealing 
with here is a desperate advertising ploy. 
An attempt is being made to make some-
thing bad sound good using deliberate 
falsehoods.

Maybe they could show a drawing of  
a cow in a rocking chair? I’m wondering 
how many of  you reading this have actu-
ally seen a spent dairy cow? My guess is 
you would most likely look away.

The question is, can you look away 
while supporting this monetarily and 

claim to care about animals? If  not, 
you can join the growing faction of  
free-thinking people who are willing to 
follow their hearts.

Ray Cooper
Petaluma

Animal cruelty
EDITOR: Regarding “Old Petalu-

ma cows go Vegas,” Jan. 11, given the 
routine animal abuse that takes place in 
the dairy industry, it’s disturbing that a 
newspaper would causally boast about 
rich people in Las Vegas eating “past-
their-prime Petaluma dairy cows.”

Because they must give birth in order 
to produce milk, dairy cows are repeat-
edly and forcefully impregnated via arti-
ficial insemination. Calves are separated 
and isolated from their mothers shortly 
after birth so that humans can take their 
milk, an incredibly traumatizing experi-
ence for both mother and baby. Because 
male calves don’t produce milk and are 
of  no use to the industry, they are killed 
very young, often becoming veal.

Female calves are raised to endure 
the same cruel cycle of  milk production 
as their mothers. When this production 
drops, they have their throats slit and 
end up on someone’s plate, which the 
article shamefully characterizes as 
“retirement.”

Humans have no biological need to 
consume the lacteal secretions nor the 
bodies of  cows. Therefore, to exploit and 
harm these gentle, innocent animals 
their whole lives and then kill them 
when they are no longer useful to us 
alive is wholly unnecessary and mor-
ally wrong. Most of  us would say that 
we are ethically against unnecessary 
animal cruelty, so why is the Petaluma 
Argus-Courier celebrating, instead of  
condemning, such cruelty?

Kirsten Gardner
Petaluma

Petaluma Animal 
Services

EDITOR: I have been volunteering 
for many years at the Petaluma Animal 
Shelter on Thursday mornings cleaning 
the cat areas. When the nonprofit orga-
nization took over, things concerning the 

PULSE OF PETALUMA

A majority of  respondents to an on-
line Argus-Courier poll said that 
Petaluma has approved too much 

housing for the city.
Here are some comments:

  ■ “The number of  new developments 
and hotels slated to be built in the next 
six months to two years is ludicrous and 
not rational. Our police force is woefully 
understaffed; our fire stations are old 
and only staff 14 people per day; and our 
streets are crumbled.”

  ■ “It’s a little hard to understand why 
they want to bring more people here 
when there isn’t enough water for the 
people that are already here.”

  ■ “I think the cost of housing is the 
real issue. Too high for the low wages 
most people earn in this area. Real estate 
pricing is for the wealthy only.”

  ■ “New housing demands better 
planning for our traffic needs. We seem to 

have one without the other. The increase 
in housing on the east side has not been 
offset by freeway access or addressing the 
bottlenecks crossing the freeway or river. 
To move forward with Rainier would help 
to reduce some congestion. But it’s clear 
we need additional freeway exits.”

  ■ “Petaluma needs to approve more 
housing for low income families. The 
fund that developers have to pay in to 
is a joke. Minimum wage workers are 
forced to live several families in one 
home or apartment. Children sleep on 
floors or in garages. It is shameful.”

  ■ “Petaluma needs to take its time 
to plan the right kind of  housing for 
Petaluma. Right now developers submit 
their plans, and the public and officials 
must react to those plans or live with the 
consequences. Why doesn’t Petaluma 
plan for the kind of  housing that is right 
for Petaluma and existing residents?”

  ■ “There is already too much housing.” 

The roads are still bad, and with increased 
housing, it will be worse.”

  ■ “We need another cross town 
connection and improved roads/inter-
sections before we can add to what we 
already have.”

Poll respondents against more local housing

See Rent, A7
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EDITORIAL

LAST WEEK’S POLL: 
PETALUMA HOUSING
How do you feel about Petaluma’s housing 
plans? Here are the results:

Too much 33 50.0%
Just right  17 25.8%
Too little 16 24.2%

THIS WEEK’S QUESTION
 ■ Is the city doing enough to address the 

downtown rodent infestation? To participate 
in this week’s poll, go to petaluma360.com.

 ■ To see results of previous online polls and 
read comments, visit pulse-of-petaluma.
blogs.petaluma360.com.

Pulse of Petaluma poll results reflect senti-
ments of persons participating in the online 
poll the previous week, and are not intend-
ed as a statistically valid representation of 
public sentiment on any given issue.
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