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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 1:� 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO - WEST DISTRICT 

CHINO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER 
DISTRICT, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF CHINO, 

Defendant. 

} Case No. RCV 51010 
) 
) REPLY TO OPPOSITIONS TO 
) MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
) NINE MEMBER BOARD AS 
) WATERMASTER AND 
) SUPPORTING DECLARATIONS 
) 
) DATE: March 11, 1997 
) TIME: 8:30 a.m. 
} DEPT: H 
) 
) Specially assigned to the Honorable 
) Judge J. Michael Gunn 

______________ ) 
This memorandum is filed in reply to all of the various opposition memoranda 

filed in response to the motion for appointment of a new Watermaster. 
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I .  INTROPUC , ,v.N 
For over a ful l  year now a majority of the Advisory Committee has clearly 

stated its position that a new Watermaster should be appointed. The Judgment clearly 

and undeniably gives the Advisory Committee the power to name a new Watermaster 

and 1he Judgment requires. the Court to appoint the Watennaster named by the 

Advisory Committee unless there are "compelling reasons" to the contr?Iry. 

During this past period of more than a year, a vocal minority - and always a 

rotnortty - has opposed the wishes of the majority of the Advisory Committee. This 

minority includes Chino Basin Municipal Water District r''CBMWD"), which is apparently 

desperately trying to hold on to its position as Watemiaster, which it currently occupies 

on an interim basis ,  even though CBMWO's recent actions clearly demonstrate that 

CBMWD has no interest in following the requirements of the Judgment. 

The matter was exhaustively briefed and argued before the Court last June. 

At the d i rection of the Court further exh��stive meet and confer sessions, workshops 

and Pool and Committee meetings were held. Throughout al l  of th is a majority of the 

Advisory Committee remained committed to the appointment of a new Watennaster. 

No compel l ing reasons to the contrary were stated by any party. 

The continued uncertainty is adversely affecting the ability of the parties to 

conduct the business of management of the Basin in accordance with the requirements 

of the Judgment. The actions of CBMWD in ignoring the plain requirements and 

restrictions of the Judgment undermine the very foundations of the Judgment itself. It is 

apparent that the interests of the public, the interests of the parties, and the interes1s of 

the Judgment itself require that CBMWD be immediately replaced as Wa1ermas1er. 

The AdviMry Committee has voted for a replacement Watennaster which is tn all 

respects in full compliance and accord with the Judgment and the. law. There are no 

compelling reasons for the Court to fail to name the Watermaster identified by the 

Advisory Committee. The Court should do so immed iately. 

l 
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IJ . THE;: A&&f:f ;D "FACTS" IN THf; OPPOSITION ,vr '0RANOA ARE 
UNTRUE 08 1NCOMPLETE 

Fol lowing the June 1 996 hearing,  the Court appointed Ct;MVVD as 

Watermaster on an interim basis - and only on an interim basis. At that hearing the 

Court was advis� that the Watermaster staff had already begun a transition to new 

offices and procedures that would allow the staff to function separately from the 

operations of CBMWD and thus facilitate the transition to a new Watermaster. At the 

June hearing the Court in fact expressed the concern that those transition activities 

should be completed before a new Watennaster was named. In its opposition Monte 

Vista Water District ("Monte Vista"} completely misstates the facts by asserting that 

Watermaster staff acted "contrary to the Court's prior order" by completing those 

transition steps. This is simply and totally untrue. 

What all of the opposition memoranda fail to discuss is efforts undertaken by 

the parties subsequent to the June 1 996 hearing. Fol lowing the hearing, as directed by 

the Court, the parties held a meet and c:onfer session . The parties then had a follow on 

meet and confer session , and had further Committee meetings and workshops. Notice 

of these meetings was sent to all parties and was published in the local newspapers. 

Al l parties and al l members of the public were invited to attend. (See Stewart Deel. 'fflf 

1 --6.) Monte Vista asserts, wi1hout a single declaration or shred of evidence. that the 

Advisory Committee was "filibustering" and that lfno such meaningful efforts have been 

made." (Monte Vista Opp. 2 :23-27.) This is untrue. In fact the on ly ufilibustering" that 

occurred was by CBMWD, Monte Vista and the City of Chino. 

The Court had set september 1 8, 1996, as a date for the continued hearing 

on the motion for appointment of a Watermaster. Prior to that date the Advisory 

Committee by a greater than go% majority, voted for a 3 member Watermaster Board 

composed of one representative each of CBMWD, Three Valleys Municipal Water 

District and Western Mun icipal Water District. That Board would have filled all the 

requircmonts of o so called "independent" Watermaster which Monte Vista and 

CBMWD now assert they want. At the September 18 hearing, the Court was advised 
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that the three membc, Board had been approved by the Adv ,� .,ry Committee, and that 

all that remained wal:i for the three Municipal Wat.er Districts to name their 

representatives. Western and Three Valleys d id so. CBMWD never named a 

representative, a�d in fact never even scheduled the matter for action at a meeting. 

CBMWD was obviously unwil l ing to give up sole control of Watennaster. CBMWD did 

not want an windependent'' Waterrnaster; it wanted a Watermaster control led by 

CBMWD. 

I l l .  tHE .P.R.OfQSED NINE MEMBER BOARD DOES NOT MODIFY ANY 
PROVISIONS QE THE JUDGMENT, 

Monte Vista argues that the Judgment prohibits any Watennaster from 

including groundwater producers. (Monte Vista Opp. pp . 4--6.) There is no such 

proh ibition stated in the Judgment. 

Indeed it is CBMWD it$;elfwhich appears to be seeking a major revislon to the 
. .  

Judgment. CBMWD devotes most of its opposition to rail ing against the authority of the 

Advisory Committee to mandate action by the Watennaster by an 80% vote. That 

authority however is undeniably and clearly stated in the Judgment. Obviously 

CBMWD seeks authority to act with impunityt without regard for the provisions of the 

Judgment and to ride roughshod over the rights of the parties under the Judgment, 

when it suits the whims of CBMWO. Likewise the declaration accompanying the 

opposition of the Overlying (Agricultural) Pool states: "The control of the Watermaster 

must be taken away from the Advisory Committee . • . .  " {Koopman Deel. 3:25-26.) 

Such a position is noth ing less than an assertion that substantive portions of the 

Judgment shou ld be radically altered. 

The declaration of Mr. Grindstaff, filed with the memorandum of Monte Vista, 

asserts there will be problems •should tho judgment rules be applied . "  (Grindstaff Deel. 

1f 27 .) Apparently Mr. Grindstaff would also like to see a change in the Judgment. But 

this Court cannot un i laterally change the Judgment nor can the Court ignore the 
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requirements of the Judgment. The Judgment is binding upoi , ., 1e Court as  much as it 

is upon the parties. 

The City of Ch ino also challenges the authority of the Advisory Committee 

with respect to appointment of a new Watermaster. The Judgment clearly places such 

authority in the Advisory Committee. Moreover, the p rocedure which has been followed 

is . as was explained to the Court last June, precisely the same procedure as had been 

followed with past motions for appointment of Watermaster to a new term, i.e. the 

Advisory Committee votes and then directs Watermaster Counsel to file a motion for 

Court approval. 

IV. HOW IHE NJNr: MEMBER BQARD RELAIEI TO "CHECKS AND 
BALANCES,i UNDER THE CHINQ BASIN JUDGMENI. 

A. The court fs The Ultimate �ourc@ pf 11Ch�"ks .a.a!il ea lances" Under 
The Judgrrumt 

· · 

Some parties expressed concern that a Watermaster board that contained 

members of the Advisory Committee would be contrary to the system of "checks and 

balances" set up under the Judgment. Such a view seriously misunderstands the 

nature of administration under the Judgment, the true nature of controls established 

under the Judgment. and the intent of the parties in adopting the administrative system 

established by the Judgment 

First and foremost, it must be clearly kept in mind that the Court is the ultimate 

source of "checks and balances" in this Judgment. Any party may seek Court review of 

any Watennaster decision, whether that decision is consistent with or contrary to the 

recommendation of the Advisory Committee. In this regard each and every party in the 

action is on an equal footi ng. Every entity with an interest in the Basin is a party in the 

action , even those entities wh ich do not produce water from the Basin. It is thus simply 

not possib le for any one party, or any group of parties, to make some decision 

!A \ 9 7064 0 0 0 2  
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regarding the Basin wr 1thout the opportunity for each and eve. , other party to seek 

Court review of that decision. The interests of each and every party are fully protected. 

The appointment of the nine member board as Watermaster will not change this in any 

respect whatsoever. 

B. "Checks and Batanc;es" contained in the Judgment Resulted 
erimarny from a Mi1trust of, and Means of control Over the Chino 
Basin Municipal Water District as Watermaster 

The concern expressed by some that the nine member board would weaken 

Watermaster control over the Advisory Committee completely misunderstands the 

actual natu re of the controls in the Judgment. The principle controls sta1ed in the 

Judgment provide for control by the Advisory Committee, and by the producers in the 

Basin , over the Watermaster, not the other way around. 

As noted in the briefs previously filed with the Court, the parties agreed to 

name CBMWD as the initial Watermaster because CBMWD already had the staff and 

faoilitics in place which would enabfe it to collect the assessments and perfonn the 

other tasks required of the Watermaster under the Judgment. CBMWD was also 

named as Watermaster because it "also made known that it would drop the adjudication 

if it were not selected." (Lipson ,  p. 8 1 .) 1 1 Having decided to name CBMWD as 

Watermaster, the parties then made sure that the Judgment contained controls on 

CBMWD. Lipson reports: 

1/ 

''Some opposed district management because they 

feared there would be a conflict between the district's role as a 

surface water purveyor and operator of sewage treatment works 

.and its role as a g roundwater manager . . . .  Although producers 

Excerpts of the Lipson and Blomquist reports are attached as Exhibits to the 
moving papers in this motlon. 

s 
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agreeci . ..r1 the district as Watermaster, they plaL ., a n umber of 

cond itions on its operations to assure that their interests were 

protected . lo fact, there is little the Watermaster can do without 

producer approval. 

"The judgment establishes the Chino Basin Municipal 

Water District as Watermaster but requires review and approval 

of all major d iscretionary actions by a producer advisory 

committee ,epresenting the three producer pools. Moreover, � 

Watermaster is appointed for the limited tern, of five years and 

may be removed by a motion of the advisory committee 

syp;pgrted by a vote from the majority {where the majority 

represents the majority of the assessments paid). Also, any 

party can request court review of a Watermaster action and is 

entitled to ful l  court review with no presumption of fact in favor of 

the Watermaster. In addition, the advisory committee can 

mandate the Watermaster to take certain actions if favored by 

80 percent of the el ig ible voters. If the Waterrnaster does not 

adhere to the advisory committee's recommendations on non

mandated actions, a public hearing must be held before a 

decision can be reached . Furthermore, separate poor 

committees, elected on the basis of member assessments, 

make recommendations on policies for their respective groups. 

The actions of the Watennaster are also limited by policies set 

forth in the judgment, many of which specify management 

parameters and limit discretion . Thus the sophisticated 

instttuuooal structure places substantial checks on watennaster 

discre1ion a11d· appears to assure that primary poljcy control 

�mains io the hands of producers on the advisory and 



l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

l l  

1 2  

13  

14  

15  

1 6  

1 ·, 

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 6  

2 7  

2 8  

� ,:11 pool committees, 

"lmismuch as appropriators are expected to pay the lion's 
share of replenishment assessments and advisory committee 
voting is based on these assessments , appropriators appear to 
be assured a primary voice in basin policymaking .It  (Lipson,  

pp . 80--8 1 ;  underlined emphasis added, footnotes deleted. ) 
Lipson concludes that the management plan under the Judgment 

"married district Watermaster management with checks and 

balances over the exercise of Watennaster powers that appear 

to assure producer policy control. " (Lipson, p. 83.) 

Thus one of the most important of the "checks and balances" contained in the 

Judgment is the abi l ity of the Advisory Committee to name a new Watermaster. The 

suggestion now made by some parties that such actions by the Advisory Committee are 

improper turns the entire structure of the Judgment on its head. Such actions are an 

exercise of the checks and balances under the Judgment, not inconsistent with them. 

This power of the Advisory Committee was recognized by Lipson, by the later 

study by Professor Blomquist ,  and by Judge Turner in his order of July 1 989, issued in 

the exercise of the Court's continuing jurisdiction under the Judgment. The 

appointment of the n ine member board as Watennaster is fully consistent with these 

Judgment provisions. 

To the extent that the Judgment, de facto, created a level of administrative 
decision making between the Advisory Committee and the Court, that will continue to 
exist with the nine member board in place. Moreover, because the n ine member board 

is selected differently and has a different allocation of voting power than the Advisory 
Committee, the nine member board will in fact be a different and distinct level of 
decision making . Of course, Court review will continue to be avai lable at the request of 

any party. 
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C. Ifli.lr- · ""nt 9f the Partin lo the Judgment 'lJ· 1P Place Management 
o[ th& .,.,asin in the Hands of the Producers, hQt in the Hands of Some 
Qutside Entity, 

The Judgment was created because the producers in the Basin recognized 

the need for management and reached agreement on a management plan. The 

producers agreed to tax 1hemselves, by imposing assessments, to purchase 

supplemental water to keep the Basin in balance. The parties ensured that the 

Judgment recognized water rig hts, giving those rights economic value. The parties 

then wanted to make sure that the parties who were paying the assessments retained 

control over decisions affecting the Basin. For that reason. the State Department of 

Water Resources was rejected as a possible Watermaster. As Lipson points out, in the 

passage quoted above, the parties wanted to ensure "producer policy control ." 

The assertion made by some parties now that there must be a "neutral" or 

"independent" Watermaster thus now only finds no support in the Judgment, but is in 

fact contrary to the intent of the parties in establish ing the Judgment . 

D. e2wers of Nine Member Board as Watermaster and Relationship to 
Advisory Committee 

A review of the proposed makeup and voting power of the nine member board 

makes it clear that the board wilt in fact provide a level of decision making which Is 

independent from the Advisory Committee. The Advisory Committee is made up of 

representatives of producers only. The nine member board will include representatives 

of the three municipa l water districts which are located In the Basin. Voting power on 

the Advisory Committee is allocated according to production and payment of 

assessments. Voting on the nine member board will be one person, one vote with 

voting power al located differently than on the Advisory Committee. 

E. e.mtection of Minority and Small f!roducer Interests Umfer the Nine 
Member B121td 

The rights of each and every party, regardless of the amount of water that 

e 
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party produces or l amount of assessments that party pa) Nill b e  fully protected. 

Each party wil l .  of course, as noted ;;above, have the opportunity to seek Court review of 

any Watermaster decision. Previously, with CBMWD as Watermaster, parties located 

outside the CBMWD boundaries had no opportunity whatsoever to have input as to the 

se lection of the CBMWD Board. Now every party in the action wil l have the abllity to 

have input on the selection of the Watermaster board .  The nine member board will be 

more representative and provide greater protection to minority rights than has existed in 

the Basin before. 

V. PROFESSED CONCERNS ABOUT MINORJIYJ?RODUCERS OR WAI.EB 
QUALITY ABE UNFOUNDED AND ARE NOT "COMPELLING REASONS'' 

Monte Vista expresses a concern for the "rights or interests of the minority 

producer�". (Morrte Vista Opp. 2:9-1 0.) Monte Vista fails to cite however a single 

instance of either 1he Advisory Committee violating the rights of minority producers or of 

CBMWD in its role as Watermaster doing· anything to uphold or protect the rights of 

minority producers. This is a non-issue. 

Monte Vista also argues, in a very vague way, that the nine member 

Watermaster Board would ignore water quality issues in the southern portion of the 

Basin because the Watermaster Board wou ld probab ly have a majority vote from 

parties located in the northern portion of the Basin. This ignores the fact that the 

Advisory Committee, which does have a majority vote from the parties in the northern 

part of the Basin, voted to commit 1 2,000 acre feet a yeart having a present market 

value of almost $3 mi ll ion per year, to a desatter program specifically intended for clean 

up of the southern portion of the Basin. There is no reason to believe the Watennaster 

Board would not continue to take steps toward clean up of the entire Basin. Moreover, 

as Monte Vista itself notes, the Judgment requires such action. {Monte Vista Opp. 

7 :1 4 . )  There is no reason to assume in advance that the nine member Watermaster 

Board would simply ignore the Judgment. 

l,A\ !)70G�0002  
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The oppr ·on filed on behalf of the Overlying (AS 1lturaJ) Pool implies that 

the motions to name a new Watennaster were somehow ti&d to al leged efforts by the 

Appropriative Pool to avoid making a commitment to clean up of the southern portion of 

the Basin . This misstates and confuses the facts. There were no such efforts by the 

Appropriative Pool. The Advisory Committee, on which the Appropriative Pool has a 

majority vote , in fact on March 27, 1996 approved an agreement to commit 1 2 ,000 acre 

feet a year of water, valued at about $3 mil l ion a year, to such clean up. (See Stewart 

Deel. ffll 7, 8.) The efforts by the parties to name a new Waterrnaster have not been 

tied 1n any way to that clean up effort. Moreover, the efforts to name a new 

Waterrnaster have been supported by members of each of the Pools, includ ing the 

Overlying {Agricultural) Pool. Such an assertion moreover ignores the fact that 

attempts to appoint a new Watermaster have been ongoing since 1 994. {Stewart Decf. 

,i 6 . )  The move to appoint a new Watermaster is not new and is not tied to the single 

issue asserted. 

VI. PROTECTION OF THE PUBUC INTEREST 

The City of Ch ino Hi lls argues that appoimment of the nine member 

Watermaster Board would : 

"return the parties to the contentious and litigation situation that 

existed prior to the Judgment, where the parties owning water 

rights detennined the extraction and replenishment of 

groundwater from the Chino Basin and were able to pass on 

direct and ind irect costs to the public free of any scrutiny." 

{Chino Hills Opp. 4: 12-1 7.) 

.The position of the City of Chino H ills ignores what has been happening under 

the Judgment during the last 18 years. In fact, the Judgment gives the power to the 

parties, through the Advisory Committee to identify the amount of water that may be 

produced and to set assessments. Al l of these activities have been, and are required 
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by the  Judgment to • conducied in pub l ic . The appointme' ,f the n ine member 

Watermaster board will not impact those activities or procedures in any we:y. The rights 

and public interest for which the City of Chino Hills expresses a concern are protected 

and wil l be continued to be protecied. 

VII. ALLEGATIONS OF MISMANAGEMENT ARE UNFOUNDED. 

Assertions a re made by some of the parties that the motion for appointment of 

a Watermaster should be denied because of the resu lts of ttie audit which was 

commissioned by CBMWD. In fact nothing in the audit supports such a conclusion. 

(See Declarations of Alice Lichti, Lee Penrice and Mary Staula.) Ms. Lichti points out 

that the audit makes recommendations and sets standards wh ich CBMWD ttsetf has not 

achieved . Mr. Penrice points out that the conctusion in the audit regarding the absence 

of spectftc written pol icies are ill considered. Watennaster staff is in the process of 

developing written policies to reflect the. �eparate status of Watermaster operations. He 

points out that CBMWD itself operated for years without written policies while the 

policies were being developed . To the extent constructive suggestions were made by 

the audit there is no reason why the new Watermaster could not implement them. 

In his declaration , Mr. Grindstaff impfies that water Quality problems in the 

Basin are somehow the fault of actions of the Advisory Committee. Mr. Grindstaff 

asserts that many agencies wou ld lose significant water worth hundreds of thousands 

of dol lars shou ld the judgment rules be applied." (Grindstaff Deel. ,r 27. ) As explained 

in the declaration of Mark Widermuth filed herewith, the information on which Mr. 

Grindstaff re lies is dated and has been superseded by more recent reports (Widermuth 

Deel. ffll 6, 7) , the causes of the water quality problems are independent of any actions 

by the Advisory Committee (Widermuth Deel. ,I 8) and Mr. Grindstaff's conclusions 

about " lost" water are not supported by the facts {Widermuth Deel. ,i 9.) 

11  
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VI II , THE MVTl:I Q' \ 1 1REQUJREMENt' FOR AN .. INPEP,...._.PENT: 
WAIEBMASit;B IS NQIA COMPELLING BEASON , .J DENY IHE MOTi� 
FOB AePOINIMENT OF A tlEWWAIEBMASIEB 

A. Comments By Senator Ayala Are At But Inadmissible Opini20 and 
Hearsay. The court May Not Cooslder His Opinions As Part of the 
LegialatiYe History of senate em z2z. 

With all due respect to Senator Ayala, h is conclusion that producers were to 

have no control, is not supported by either the Judgment or the law. He was not a 

participant in the negotiations which led to the Judgment. His conclusions are, 

moreover, contradicted by observations and reports of neutral third parties who have 

reviewed the Judgment and are contradicted by the orders entered by the Court in this 

proceeding. (See declaration of Lloyd Michael .) 

Courts are not authorized to inquire into and may not properly rely on the 

subjective motives, intentions, or mental processes of legislators. As stated in Board of 

Superyisors v, Superior Court { 1 995) 32 Cal .App.4th 1 6 1 6, 1 623: 

"There are some controversies. however, the courts wil l not 

review. This is one of them. The judiciary confines evaluation 

of a statute to the tenns of the legislation itself and will eschew 

inquiry into what motivated or influenced those who voted on the 

legislation." 

The Court further stated: 

"The rule is general with reference to the enactments of all 

legislative bodies that the courts cannot inquire into the motives 

of the legislators in passing them, except as they may be 

disclosed on the face of the acts, or inferable from their 

operation ,  considered with reference to the condition of the 

country and existing legislation ." (32 Cal.App.4th 16 1 6, 1 624.) 

Senator Ayala did not participate in the negotiations which resulted in the 

Judgment (Michael Deel . ffll 2-5) and thus is not properly in a position to try to interpret 
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the Judgment. Tho ' ndividuals who were in fact present h: stated that the intent of 

the parties was that the power to govern the Chino Basin would rest with tho produoers 

that relied on it as a source of water supply. (Michael Deel. ffll 5, 6. } 

a. Ibe Judgment e1ac11 control, SubJm:t to the Direction of the court 
1n the Hands of the Parties Acting Through the Advisory Committee, 
the watermaster Implements tbe Dimetlona of the Advisory 
.committee and can be Replaced by the Advisory Commitme. 

A� both the Blomquist and Upson reports noted above found ,  the parties 

intended to put principal control in the Advisory Committee. This was confirmed by 

Judge Turner in his 1 989 order. In 1 994 the Court appointed Special Referee Anne 

Schneider reviewed the Judgment in connection with a dispute over certain water rights 

between parties CSI and Kaiser. She noted that the Judgment was a stipulated 

judgment and further noted : "Stipu lated judgments. like the 1 978 Judgment, are 

generally to be treated and interpreted like contracts. In re Ferrigno, 22 Cal.App .2d 

472 , 474 ,  71 P . 2d .  329 (1 937). " (Written Recommendation of Special Referee To Court 

Regarding Appurtenance Issue, March 1 0, 1 994, 52: 1 8-20; an excerpt of this 

Recommendation is attached hereto as Exhib it A.) As with a contract, the Judgment 

should be interpreted to reflect the intentions of the stipulating parties, as enacted by 

the Court. In this circumstance that means following the Judgment and appointing the 

nine member Watermaster board . 

IX. CBMWD IS A PRODUCER IN THE BASIN AND IS NOT AND CANNOT BE AM 
"INDEPENDENT" WATERMASTER 

CBMWD is not and cannot be the Nindependenr or uneutral" Watermaster 

which some of the parties profess to want First of all , CBMWD is a producer of water 

from the groundwater basin Thu� those who assert that producers cannot be 

Watennaster must necess�rily conclude that CBMWO cannot be Watermaster. 

Secondly, CBMWD has its own interest in utilizing the storage capacity of the 
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Basin. That issue w .  e one which receives a great deal of \ . ennaster attention in 

the future. (Stewart Decl .1f 9.) CBMWD will be motivated to favor its own interests in 

managing the storage capacity and not the interests of the parties as a whole. 

CBMWD is also not independent due to its connections with Monte Vista . The 

president of the Board of Directors of Monte Vista Water District is also the General 

Manager of CBMWD. This creates at the very least a compelling appearance of lack of 

neutra lity on the part of CBMWD. 

X. THIS FIRM AS COUNSEL EQR WATERMASTER 

Monte Vista makes another blatant misstatement of the facts when it asserts 

that this firm was "misrepresenting itself as counsel for the Chino Basin Watermaster.'' 

(Monte Vista Opp. 1 :6•7.) As was fully explained to this Court in June 1 996, this firm 

was retained as Watermaster counsel in July 1 994, and has functioned in that role ever 

since. This includes not only these motions regarding appoin1ment of a new 

Watermaster, but also submission of annual reports and representation of Watermaster 

in other aspects of the Judgment. This Court expressly ruled last June, when 

presented with the very same arguments presented now1 that this firm was in fact the 

counsel for Watermaster. To argue now as Monte Vista does that this firm has been 

"misrepresenting" itself as Watermaster counsel is absurd. 

The City of Chino l ikewise alleges conflict of interest on the part of the 

Nossaman firm. fJ.s was explained to the Court in June 1996, the Nossaman firm 

entered into a written contract with Watennaster in July 1 994. That contract was 

approved by the Watermaster Board and the firm has acted as and represented itself 

as Watermaster counsel since that time. Contrary to Mr. Gutierrez's statement in open 

Court on March 3rd ,  the fact of this firm's contract with Watem,aster and the approval of 

the contract by the Watennaster board was fully disclosed in the pleadings fifed in June. 

Moreover, Mr. Gutierrez received, at his request, a copy of the contract prior to the June 

1 8, 1 996 hearing. (See Exhibit B.) 
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There is in c1ny event no conflict of interest, a fact e,..,., , essly found by this 

Court at the June 1 8  hearing. The Judgment establishes the Watermaster, Advisory 

Committee and Pool Committees all under the same Section V of the Judgment entitled 

"Watermaster". T_hese bodies are each part of the same organic entity, the office of 

Watermaster . Each of these bodies acts as an extension of the Court in the 

administration of the Judgment. They are not separate partisan entities, even though 

the Judgment does provide that under certain circumstances each can retain counsel 

for purposes of seeking Court review . It Is axiomatic however that in so doing the 

bodies DJ!W follow the procedures and requirements established by the Judgment. 

Watermaster Counsel then acts to facilitate the actions of these bodies in administering 

the Judgment . 

XI . IMMEDIATE Af.tTION ON THE PERS MATTER IS BEQU(REP AND MUSI BE 
lMMECHATELY PIBEPIEQ BY THE COURT 

. .  
In the spring of 1 996, CBMWD agreed to cooperate and do aH things · 

necessary in order to effect a smooth transition to a new Watermaster. In the June 

hearing this Court instructed the parties to continue cooperating to complete those 

transition activities. Watermaster staff has completed virtually all of the required 

actions. One primary step remains. It is necessary for Watermaster to have a ctmtract 
with CatPERS which is separate from the CalPERS contract with CBMWD. In order to 

accomplish this the Watermaster Board must approve the contract. CBMWD has failed 
to take action on this item despite repeated requests, and direction, from the Advisory 
Committee . This places the individual employees of Watermaster staff in a precarious 

position. These individuals should not be placed at risk. The Court should order the 
Watermaster Board to lmmedjatel� take afl action necessary in order to finalize the 
Watermaster CalPERS contract. (See Lichti Deel. ffiJ 5. ) 
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Xlf. CQNCLUS 'i 
CBMWD should be immediately removed as interim Watermaster. It is not 

neutral and it is no longer even attempting to comply with the Judgment. The Court 

should order Waterrnaster to immediately execute al l documentation required by PERS. 

Since there are no compelllng reasons to the contrary the Court should appoint the 
nine member board as Watermaster. 

LA\9706'.4 000:2 
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1 I .  I NTRODUCTION 

2 I n  th is stage of the proceed ing , the Specia l Referee ' s  task i s  

3 to  d eterroi ne , and recommend to  the Court , whether the j udgment 

4 entered fo l lowintJ an ad;udicri t ion o f  t.hE? wa t'.l?r ri9hts= i n  the Chino 

5 groundwater bas in permits certa in act ivities . Spec i f ically ,  the 

6 spec ial  Referee must determine whether the appurtenance :r equ irement 

7 set forth in that j udgnu;nt per:mit s  an overlying landown<?r t o  eonvqy 

8 a portion of its overlying land t.l'hi le retaining a l l  of the water 

9 rights decreed to it under the j udgment . Sa id differently , the 

1 0  quest ion i e  whether tha j udg1t1ent permits an overly in9 l�ndownP.r to 

1 1  11 reserve ''. and/or " except " its decreed water rights from a transfer 

12  of a ·portion of its over lying land . 

13  To anowor this quest ion , tho Splilcial  R.aferee first had to S O?"t 

. .  

14 through the nuinerous arguments made by the moving party , Ca lifornia 

15 Steel Industr ies ,· Inc . ( "CSI " ) , whose ultimate position is that 

16 reservo.t.i on and exception is gan�ra lly not permitted under th,:;i 

17 judgment except in very narrow circumstances . 

18  RecollllUendation addresses those arguments first . 

This written 

J.3 This Written Recommendaticn then examines tha axpras.s. language 

2 0  of tha . judgment for the purpose of determining the meaning of 

2 1  appurtenance and to consider reservation or exception in light of 

2 2  the appurtenance princip le . There is no clear guidance.. 'l'hG 

2 3  Written Reco:nnuendation then explores how the attributes of the 

2 4  decreed rights at issue changed from the attributes of overlying 

2 5  rights under traditiona l water rights l�w ,  �nd whother any of thQ 

2 6  changes in the decreed rights are inconsistent with the 

2 7  appurtenance requ irement . No incons istency appears . Th is Written 

28 Recom.mendat:1on then ex.:unines whether reeerv�tian or oxccipt ion 

l 



l itse l f  vio l a te s  th e tra d i t iona l 3 ppurten�nce r equ irement .  No sucn 

;? violat ion appears . Th is Wr itten Recommendation  fina l ly reviews 
3 trad itiona l water rights law and determines that reservation or 
4 exceJ:)t ion i !=i p!=!r:mitted i n  ana log-ous s ituations . Thi s  Written 

5 Recolnlllendat ion concludes that reservation or except ion is permitted 
6 for the over lying { non-agricultura l ) rights subj ect to the judgr.:ient 

7 �t i ssue herein . 

8 If the Court adopts this Written Recommendation , the Specia l 

9 Refere� · cannot address the remain ing issue that has been ass igned 

10 by thQ Court until  the parties rocolve certa in contract issues . 

1 1  once that occurs , the Special  Referee can rnake further 

12 recommendations on the rema ining issue assigned by the Court . 

13  I I - BACKGROUND 

14 

15 

A. Events Preceding The Filinq Of This Act ion 

In 197 5 , Ch ino Basin Municipa l Water District filed a 

1 6  compla int seekin� adj udication of water rights , inj un�tive relief 

17 and the i:mposition of a physical solution for the Chino groundwati;;:r 

18 �asin ( ttChi.no Bas in" ) . On January 3 0 , 197 8 , this Court enterect a 

19 j udgment in that action (C�se No . lG4 3 2 7 ) , adjudicating the 

2 0  groundwater rights of the Chino· Basin . 1 I n  the 1978 Judgl11ent , this 

21 Court appointed the Chino Basin Municipal Water District · as 

2 2  Waterlllaster of the Chino 5asin ( "Watermaster" ) to , inter illi, 

2 3  administer and enforce the provisions of the 1978 .Judgement . 1978 · 

2 4  Judgment, paragraph 1 6 .  

2 5  

2 6  

2 7  

2 1:S  

Kaiser stee l corporation ( "Kaiser" ) owned and st.i.l l  owns 

1A copy of the 1978  Judgment is located at Exhibit A to CSI ' s  
Documents Regarding the Judgment Herein Covered By The Request For 
Judicia l  Notic e ,  dated April 1 6 , 199 3 { hereina fter the " 1978 
Judgment 11 ) .  

2 



1 r iryhts . "  See SP..C't. ion  IV . E . 2 be low . 

2 Under a ll  of the scenarios above , appurtenance app l ies in wa_rs 

3 which are cons istent w ith trad it iona l concepts of· over ly ing r ights .  

4 To th P- extent that attr ibutes of overlying rights are modi f ied in 

5 the 197 8  J1,1dgrnent ( the s;,o lton procedure , ·  the abandonment procedure , 

6 and the provision for carryover and storage) , those modif ications 

7 can and must be interpreted in ways which are co�s istent with the 

s clear appurtenance requ irement . Fina l ly ,  as expla ined in section 

9 IV . C . 4 . a .  above , reservation or exception does not violate the 

10 general appurtenance requirement . The concluding questions are 

11 therefore whether traditional water law principles of reservation 

12 and exception can apply under the 1978  Judgment and What tnose 

1 3  principl�s are . 

14 

15  

16  

17 

.lB 

E .  The Traditional Water Law concepts Of Reservation And 
ExcP.nt ion Apply To 'l:hf;!.'-""1=9_,_7=8__,,_J __ u--d ... am=e.,..n..,,t._ ________ _ 

l .  The parol evidence rule does not prohibit the 
appl ication of general water law principles 
regarding reservation and exception to the 1978 
Judgment 

Stipulated judgments , l ike the 1978 Judgment � are generally to 

19 be treated and interpreted like contracts . In ra Fe.rriqno , 2 2  

2 0  ca t . App .  2d  472 , ·474 , 7 1  P .  2d . ·3 29  ( 1937 } . Based on that premise, 

2 1  CSI argues that the 1978 Judgment is "crystal clear" and contains 

2 2  no  ambiguity , · Has  ovary situation · to be add.+essed , including every 

2 3  attribute of  an overlying right , was addressed . "  CSI Memorandum in 

24 Support of Oral Motion to Strik�, dated July 10 , 19 93 , pp . 1 and 4 .  

2 s  For ·these reasons , CSI contP.nds that general water law principles 

26 

27 

28 
4 1As explained in .footnote 3 9  above , the new landowner would 

intervene , be assigned to a pool and would be bound by the terms of 
the 1978  Judgmen� pursuant ta �aravr�ph GO of  the 197 8  �udgment . 

5 2  



1 regarding reservat ion a nd except ion cannot be read into the 1 9 7 8 

2 Judgm_ent because to do so "7ou ld vio late the general  principles of 

J contractual cons'truct:ion , includ ing 'the parol  evid ence ru le . •'2 

4 Cal .  Civ. Proc . code sections 18 56  and 1858 , 

S The -1 9 7 8  Judgment is not unambiguous , as evidenced in the 

6 sections above . For examp le ,  the 1 9 7 a  Judgment: does not 

7 speci f ically provide whether or how overlying l�ndowners can se l l  

8 part of  their land and part of their decreed overlying non-

9 agricultural righi::s , a ltnough everyone appears 'to agree ,:.hat. such 

10 a transaction can occur . Jl..s indicated numerous times herein , there 

11 are many other examples of ambiguity ex isting in the 1978  

12 Judgment . 0 Because there is ambiguity in the 19 7 8  Judgment: , 

13  reservation or exception can be pe:r:,:iitted under the Judg�ent if 

14  reservation or exception is allowed under traditional water law 

15 concepts of overlying rights . No�hing in contract law, including 

16  the parol evidence rule , requires another result . 

17 

18 

19 

2 .  Traditional water law principles permit a landowner 
tc convey a portion of its overlying land and 
reserve or excepe all over1ying water rights to the 
retained overlying land 

2 0  It is  fundamental , and t.1te parties do  not disagree , that a 

21 riparian landowner can reserve and except all ot its riparian 

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 6  

2 7  

2 8  

GcsI specifically raises this argument in the context of its 
Motion to Strike which will be addrassed below. 

�he Watarmaster does not disagree . In its Response to June 
4 ,  19 9 3  Letter of Counsel for KSR at page 2 ,  Watermaster states 
th�t �ll  of tha �ubj ects ra ised by KSR in its letter are 
11 explicitly or by irnplicationn dealt with in the 1978 Judginent . 
Watermaster · goes on to explain , at page 4 ,  that " [ t )hey are not 
exhaustively denle with in t.�a j udgment , but may be dealt with or 
included in a basin management program developed by Watermaster 
pursuant to the terms of the j udgnient and any supplel!lental orders 
or dire1:1t:!.on::, f"roffi 1:ho. eou�t . " 

SJ  



1 · a dd i t iona l c l a im that  s cree trans fers from KSR d i d  not i nclude any 

2 a ttempted reserva tion  and except ion is also a contra ct i ssue , and 

3 as such is beyond the co ntinu ing j urisd ict ion  of  th is  Court . 

4 Unt.i l the contract issues defined above are resol ve<i ih a 

5 separate p_roceed ing , not under the continuing jurisd ict ion of this 

6 court under the 197 8 Judgment , the Spec ia l Referee cannot address 

7 the remaining issue assigned by the court of what , if any ,  

8 replen ishment fee KSR or CSI owes the Watermaster . The origin of 

9 the water KSR supplies to CSI will , at least in part , be answered. 

10 by resolution of the contract issues . As part of resolving the 

1 1  replenishment fee  issue. , the Special Referee can address the 

12 additiona l issues related to reple.nishment fee determination of 

1 3  whether KSR can become a rnel'Qber of th e  Appropriative Pool unde� the 

14 19 7 8  Judgment and whether the water delivery from I<SR to CSI 

15 violates the 19 7 8  Judgment . 

16 VI I . NO FURTHER HE�ING ON T�E APPURTENANCE ISSUE IS  NEEDED 

17 The Special Referee previously discussed with the parties the 

18 poss ibi lity of a second hearing on the appurtenance issue after the 

19 release of this Draft written Recommendation . Because of the 

2 0  extensive :briefing provided by the parties , the opportunity 

2 1  provided to the parties to comient on a draft of this Written 

2 2  Recommendat ion , and the -Specia l  Referee ' s  considerations o f  all the 

2 3  comments submitted , the special Referee has determined that no 

24  further hearing is needed . 

2 5  

2 6  

2 7.  

2 8  

Dated : March 1 0 , . 1 9 9 4  

6 2  

Anne J �  Schneider 
Specia l Referee 



DECLARATION OF TRACI STEWART 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

I ,  Traci Stewart, declare as fo llows: 

1 .  I am the Chief of Watermaster Services for the Chino Basin Watermaster ("Watermaster") .  I 

6 have held that position since August of 1 994. I n  that position I am fami l iar with the records and operations of 

7 Watermaster, and if cal led as a witness I would be competent to testify thereto . I n  addition , I serve as 

8 Secretary to the Advisory Committee which was establ ished pursuant to the Judgment herein . I am familiar 

g with the records and operations of the Advisory Committee. From February 1 994 to August 1 994, I assisted 

1 o the Watermaster Committees as Acting Director of Water Resources and as Water Resources Engineer for 

1 1  the Chino Basin Municipal Water District ("CBMWD or District"}. From January 1 992 through August 1 994, I 

1 2  was employed a s  the Water Resources Engineer . for the CBMWD. My professional experience i n  water 

1 3  resou rces and water rights began in 1 98 1  a s  a Water Resources Engineer for the Bureau of Reclamation . In 

14 · that capacity, I was specia l ly assigned to work with the Regional Solicitor's Office and the U .S. Justice 

1 5  Department to protect the water rights of the United States regarding the Central Val ley Project and the 

16  Bay/Delta , along with other related areas a long the Sacramento, San  Joaquin ,  Stanis laus, American and 

1 7  Klamath rivers and with regard to the lake Cachuma. 

1 8  2. I have been in attendance at al l  Advisory Committee and Watermaster Board meetings since 

1 9  February, 1 994. Additional ly, I have personal ly reviewed al l  Watermaster and Advisory Committee meeting 

20 minutes on file s ince the Judgment. 

21 3.  The District Board scheduled a meeting as Watermaster on February 27, 1 997 for "review and 

22 action upon legal services contract between Nossaman ,  Guthner, Knox & El l iot, LLP and Watermaster. " At 

23 that meeting , the Board refused to ratify the mandated actions on the "Consent Calendar'' , items which had 

24 been placed there as a result of the February 1 3, 1 997 Advisory Committee meeting . The Board rescheduled 

25 these items for March 1 3 , 1 997. This action wil l  impact completion of the final staff related items necessary to 

26 separate from the District unless the Court orders them to act according to the mandates of the Advisory 

27 Committee, or acts itself in this matter. 

28 
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4.  A table of several recent significant Advisory Committee Actions is attached as Exhibit 1 .  I t  includes the 

2 two significant motions made and Advisory Committee voles from the August 28 , 1 996 meeting regarding a three member 

3 Watermaster Board and a five member Watermaster Board comprised of producer representatives. At the August 28 , 

4 1 996 meeting, Monte Vista Water District, Chino, Chino Hills and the Agricultural Pool supported as a "back-up" 

5 a lternative to the three man proposal ,  a Watermaster Board comprised of producer representatives (the original proposal 

6 by the City of Chino is attached as Exhibit 2) in the event one of the three municipal water d istricts did not want to 

7 participate. 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

5. The renegotiation of the Facilities and Services Agreement between the Watermaster and CBMWD 

regard ing Watermaster Services and the administration of those services was discussed at the August 1 5, 1 991 Advisory 

Committee meeting. At that meeting , an ad hoc committee to evaluate the contract and to make recommendations 

regarding the future of Watermaster was created. Subsequent minutes indicated a motion by the Advisory Committee to 

replace CBMWD as Watermaster would have resulted if Section 6 of the Agreement had not been added {contractual 

ag reement that the staff responsible for Watermaster Services receives di rection from and reports to the Advisory 

Committee) , 

6. Three series of meetings and workshops addressing the replacement of Watermaster have been held 

since March of 1 994. The significance of this information i s  that each of the three meeting series resu lted in some form of 

a nine member Watermaster Board as the alternative preferred by a majority of the Advisory Committee.  

7.  On June 26, 1 996, the Advisory Committee voted unanimously to adopt Resolution 96-3, supporting the 

19  development of additional desalters . Additionally, the groundwater monitoring program was implemented i n  1 989. 

20 8. On March 7,  1 996, the Advisory Committee voted to participate in the current Santa Ana River 

21 Watershed NitrogenffDS Study in the amount of $ 10 ,000. 

22 9. Minutes from recent Watermaster meetings indicate that in the future ,  Watermaster may have more of 

23 an opportunity to manipulate or influence decisions regarding storage and other basin management issues in the Chino 

24 Basin (see Watermaster Meeting Minutes, November 6, 1 996, page 4 attached as Exh ibit 3) . Chino Basin Municipal 

25 Water District as Watermaster would not be a "neutral body" in this regard as they are also the wholesale entity 

26 responsible for the importation of supplemental water and the regional provider of sewerage services thereby producing 

27 

28 
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1 reclaimed water within the basin .  Additionally, CBMWD is currently a member of the Appropriative Pool as a "producer" 

2 and was previously counted among the members of the Ag Pool for use of water as early as 1 975. 

3 1 0. The "First Annual Report of Chino Basin Municipal Water District -- Chino Basin Water Production 

4 Assessment Operations for 1 974-75" is attached as Exhibit 4. It states on page 2 that "The Advisory Committee 

5 continued throughout the remainder of 1 975-76 to meet monthly and to act as the central pol icy committee (emphasis 

6 added). Additiona lly , on page 3 it states "From an early date , the Advisory Committee's staff began to prepare, and has 

7 continued to progressively amend and alter, a proposed form of stipulation to implement the Chino Basin Plan as the 

8 same has developed". 
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1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Executed th is  6th day of March , 1 997 at Rancho Cucamonga, California. 

Traci Stewart 
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MTG. DATE 

1 /30/97 

1 /30/97 

8/28/96 

8/28/96 

MOTION BY 

Koopman, Ag 
Pool/ 
Crosley, City of 
Chino 

McGraw, Fontana 
Water Co./ 
Deloach, City of 
Pomona 

Bender, City of 
Ontario/ 
James, Jurupa 
Community 
Services District 

Sihler, City of 
Pomona/ 
Rudinica, City of 
Chino Hil ls 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACTIONS 

MOTION MVWD CHINO CHINO HILLS ONTARIO 

approve a 5-member WM board consisting of three YES YES YES YES 
representatives from CBMWD, one representative from 
TVMWD, and one representative from WMWD 

MOTION FAILED: 
Yes: 32.01%, No: 67.99%, Abstain: o 
(Chino, Chino Hills, MVWD & the Ag Pool voted yes) 

approve a 9-member WM board concept, as amended for NO NO NO YES 
clarification, consisting of one representative from 
CBMWD, one representative from TVMWD, one 
representative from WMWD, three representatives from the 
Appropriative Pool, two members from the Overlying 
(Agricultural) Pool and one member from the Overlying 
(Non-Agricultural} Pool 

MOTION PASSED: 
Yes: 67.99%, No: 32.01%, Abstain: 0 
(Chino, Chino Hills, MVWD & Ag Pool voted no) 

to appoint an elected representative or a designated YES NO NO YES 
appointed alternate from WMWD, CBMWD, and TVMWD, 
to serve on a three member Watermaster Board. 

MOTION PASSED: 
Yes: 72.21%, No: 7.79%, Abstain: 20.0% 
(Chino, Chino Hills, City of Upland voted no; 
Overlying Ag Pool abstained) 

1 )  support a modified five-member WM Board concept as YES YES YES NO 
an alternate proposal for Court approval, if acceptance is 
not received from the three municipal water districts being 
asked to serve as the Watermaster, with the Cities of Chino 
and Chino Hills' written proposal on a five member 
Watermaster Board concept (attached) being modified as 
follows: 

a. Paragraph 3(C-2) be changed to allow al l  member 



MTG. DATE MOTION BY 

6/26/96 Koopman, Ag 
Pool/ 
James, Jurupa 
Community 
Services District 

3/7/96 Teal ,  City of 
Ontario/ 
James, Jurupa 
Community 
Services District 

MOTION 

appropriators an opportunity to serve on the Board, 
however, not concurrently with an appropriator who owns a 
major interest in the entity serving. 

b,  Paragraph 3(C-3) be changed to read: "The Board or 
Council of each appropriator must select a representative 
and an alternate to serve. 0 (Eliminating the requirement that 
it be an "elected official0. )  and, 

2) direct Legal Counsel to advise the Court that a vote was 
taken to reconsider the appointment of Watermaster, that a 
new proposal and an alternate proposal were agreed to i n  
concept as  a compromise, and that the Court wi ll be 
appraised of the details at a later time. 

MOTION PASSED: 
Yes: 82.42% No: 17.58% Abstain: O 
(City of Ontario voted no) 

adopt Res. 96-3 to financially support the development 
of additional desalting in Chino Basin to protect the safe 
Yield of the Basin, as amended: " 1 .  That when the 
demand for desalted water in the southern portion of the 
Chino Basin exceeds the 12,000 acre-feet produced by the 
Desalter, Watermaster will provide additional replenishment 
water to offset the replenishment obligation for future 
desalting projects that make economic sense and protect 
the Safe Yield of the basin. The replenishment sources 
used to offset the replenishment obligation wil l  come from 
the interception of rising groundwater to the Santa Ana 
River, other water sources, including reclaimed, developed 
by Watermaster, and may include the purchase of 
replenishment water. 0 

MOTION PASSED: 
Yes: 100% 

approve Watermaster's participation ,  as an individual entity, 
in the TIN/TDS Nitrogen Study in the amount of $ 1 0,000 

MOTION PASSED: 
Yes: 100% 

2 

MVWD 

YES 

YES 

CHINO CHINO HILLS ONTARIO 

YES YES YES 

YES YES YES 



I .  

2. 

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

Represen tative \Vatermaster Board 

5 Member Board composed as fol l ows : 1 from the Ag Pool ; 1 from the Non 
Ag Pool; and 3 from the Appropriative Pool . 

Voting power: 20% for the Ag Pool Member; 5% for the Non Ag Pool 
Member and 25% for each Appropriator Member. 

Selection of Members to the Representative Watermaster Board : 

(a) Ag Pool appoints its representative ;  

(b) Non-Ag Pool appoints its representative; 

( c) Appropri ative Pool selects three appropriators as follows : 

( 1 )  By random rotation of the appropriators entitled to a seat on the 
Advisory Committee provided that the minor appropriators may not 
serve concurrently and provided that no appropriator may repeat 
unless all other appropriators in the rotation have served or declined 
to serve; 

(2) No appropriator owned or controlled by another appropriator 
may serve on the Board even if the control led appropriator is a minor 
representative (CCCW A and Fontana Water Company own a 
majority interest in the Fontana Union Company and Upland owns a 
majority interest in the San Antonio Water Company); 

(3 ) The Board or Council of each appropriator must select a ·  
member of its Board or Council to serve. 

Term : Three (3 ) year terms each of which is  staggered so that one is 
replaced each year; and the init ial terms shal l be three (3 ) years, two (2) 
years and one ( I )  year. As the initial one ( 1 )  year and two (2) year terms 
expire ,  the succeeding terms shal l be for three (3 ) years . 

Initial Selection of Appropriators : The initial selection of appropriators to 
the Representative Watermaster Board shal l be made by random select ion 
on August 28 ,  1 996 for terms commencing October I ,  1 996 as follows : 

1 
Representat ive \Vatermaster Board Document No. 3 079v4 

EXHIBIT 2 



(a) The first random draw wil l select the appropri ator for a term of one 
( 1 )  year; 

(b) The second random draw wil l  select the appropriator for a tenn of 
two (2) years ; 

( c) The third random draw wi l l  select the appropriator for a term of three 
(3) years ; 

( d) Provided that if more than one minor appropriators are selected, then 
only the first minor appropriator may serve and subsequent random 
drawings will be made; 

(e) Provided that if a controlled appropriator is selected, then it may not 
serve and subsequent random drawings will be made; 

(f) The selected appropriators . �hal l accept it selection and name a 
member of its Board. or Council by September 1 2 , 1 996;  and 

(g) If a selected appropriator refuses to serve, then a random selection 
shall take place at the September meeting of the appropriative pool 
replace the selected appropriator for the term for which it was 
selected. 

2 
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Watermaster Meeting Minut-.. 

I I .  Staff Report 

DRAFT 

1 .  Hearing to Appoint Watermaster 

November 6, 1 996 

Ms. Stewart reported that the hearing scheduled for November 20, 1 996 to appoint 
Watermaster wi ll be taken off calendar and that a request has been made by a Non
Agricultura l  Pool member to schedule a workshop to discuss this matter. 

2. Storage Limits 
Ms. Stewart said that progress is being made on storage l imits and that a workshop is 
scheduled for November 1 2 ,  1 996. She said the 85/1 5 Rule may go to the pool 
committees at their next regularly scheduled meeting in January, 1 997. 

Mr. Grindstaff asked to address the Board .  He expressed his thoughts that the 
storage limits wi l l  be a major issue. He said that one of the things currently being 
d iscussed is to allocate storage to Watermaster as a way to fund cleanup in the Basin. 
He continued to say that, a lthough  progress has been made toward an agreement 
th ings remain to be done and he expressed his hope that the discussions regarding 
this issue will allow Watermaster to go beyond the past practice of just accounting for 
water, to managing the Basin more effectively. He said that there are a significant 
number of issues yet to be addressed and when decisions are made, they may not 
carry 80% of the vote , because they will be d ifficult decisions dealing with difficult 
pol icy matters. Therefore, the Watermaster (Board) may be involved to a much 
g reater extent with some of the key_pol icy decisions being made. 

Chairman Hi l l  announced that Terry Catlin was elected to replace h im on the Board as the 
representative for Division 1 .  He said that Mr. Catl in is h ighly qual ified and will be a 
tremendous asset to the Board .  He also announced that Mr. Troxel was reelected to serve on 
the CBMWD Board as the representative for Division 5. 

Meeting adjourned at 8:20 A.M. 

mls:minutes\1 1 066wm.min 

Secretary 

EXHIBIT 3 
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FI RST ANNUAL REPORT OF OPERATI ONS 
CH INO BAS IN  WATER PRODUCTION ASSESSMENT 

1 .  CHI NO BAS I N  PLAN -- BACKGROUND .  Chi no Ground Wa ter Ilas i n i s  a major 
hydro log i c  uni t .  It  conta i ns more than 8 mi l l i on acre feet of  water in  s torage . 
I n  i t  the surface runoff from the San Gabri el Mountai ns and rai nfa l l  on the va l l ey 
fl oor are hel d i n  storage and the water supply i s  regul ated through wet and dry 
per iods . Duri ng the past 20 years or more , the tota l producti on from the bas i n  
has exceeded the l ong�term average supply o f  water to the Bas i n .  The resul t i s  
a n  overdraft , whi ch i s  t o  say ,  more i s  bei ng wi thdrawn from the " bank" annual ly 
than is bei ng depos i ted . The resul t of thi s conti nui ng overdraft has been a 
gradual l oweri ng of wa ter tabl es and consequent i ncrea se i n  pumpi ng costs to eve· 
one relyi ng on the Bas i n  for thei r water .  

I n  the per iod  1 970-71 , t he  water producers wi thi n Ch i no Bas i n ,  having sett l ed 
a coupl e of years before that thei r long-standi ng water ri ghts d i sputes w i th Orange 
County , undertook. to develop a pl an for fi nanci ng imported , repleni s hment water 
to s tabi l i ze the Bas i n .  Those negoti a t i ons progressed toward sol ution in 1 971 , 
b ut  were not consumnated . I n  the l atter hal f of 1 974 , new and i ntens i ve nego ti ati ons 
were conrnenced by al l water producers . These culm i nated " i n  December 1 974 in the 
adopti on of a Memorandum of Agreement to underta ke an i ntens i ve s tudy program to 
comp l ete the i mpl ementation of the water management pl an .  A copy of that memoran
dum i s  a ttached as appendix " l "  to thi s  fi rs t annual report . 

2. STATUTORY AUTHORIZATION -- S . B .  222 . I n  January, 1 975 ,  pursuant to the 
Memorandum of Agreement , a bi l l  was i ntroduced in the Cal i forn i a  Leg i s l a ture by 
Senator Ayal a .  It was des i gnated S . B .  222 . I t  authori zed the levy of a three
year ,  $2 , 00 per acre foot per year , production assessment to rai se the funds to 
conduc t the necessary s tudi es and negoti ations to impl ement the needed water mana�e
ment program. Aga i n ,  for easy reference , the ful l text of S . B .  222 , now renumbered 
as a part of the Municipal Water Di s trict Law in the Water Code , is attached as 
Appendi x  " 2" .  

3 .  CBMWD v .  CHINO. Al so in accordance wi th the Memorandum o f  Agreement ,  a 
ci vi l l awsui t was pl aced on fi le  i n  San Bernardi no Superior Court on January 2 ,  1 975 . 
In i t ,  al l wa ter producers wi thi n Chi no Bas i n  were named as defendants . [ t was 
agreed by the Board of Di rectors of Chino  Bas i n  Municipal  Water D istri ct  tha t  no 
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serv i ce of sunmons i n  tha t case wou ld  be underta ken u nti l  there was subs tant i a l  
poss i bi l i ty t h at  the case coul d be  hel pful i n  i mpl ementi ng the basi n pl an to  be 

devel oped under the proposed S . B .  222 . The case remai ned on fi l e  and no further 

s teps were taken wi th regard to i t  unti l May , 1 976 . At that ti me , a publ i c  hear i ng 

was hel d .  The matter was revi ewed and , absent any objecti ons , Ch ino Basi n Muni ci pal  

Water Di stri ct au thori zed i ts staff to cause a Fi rs t Amended Compla int  to be pl aced 
on fi l e  and sunmons to be i ssued and serv ice commenced . That program was not 

i mpl emented duri ng the 1 975-76 fi scal year but i s  a pri ori ty i tem of activ i ty for 

1 976-77 . The purpose and functi on of the l awsui t i s  to act as a uni fyi ng mechani sm 
for al l producers wi thi n Chi no Bas i n .  I t  wi l l  provide the bas i s  for the appoi nt
ment of a watermaster to admi ni s ter ,  under court di recti on , the Chi no Bas i n  P l an 

as the same i s  devel oped . 

4 .  ADV I SORY COMM ITTEE ACT I VITY . I n  earl y 1 975 , i n  anti ci pati on of passage of 
S . B .  222 , the Board of Di rec tors of Ch i no Bas i n  Muni ci pal Water Di stri ct formed an 
Advi sory Conmi ttee to commence s tudi es to be funded out of the proceeds of the 
producti on assessment .  The expenses of negoti ati ons and acti v iti es duri ng 1 974-75 
fi scal yea r were advanced by Chi no Bas i n  Munici pal  Water Di strict out of i ts general 
funds , bu t were to be reimburs i b l e  from the fi rs t year ' s  producti on assessments when 
and i f  S . B .  222 was adopted . The bi l l  was , i n  fact , si gned by the Governor on 

June 29 , 1 97� , j ust before the end of the 1 974-75 fiscal year . The Advi sory Commi ttee , 
i nformal ly appointed i n  early 1 975 , was then confi rmed and reorgani zed i n  i ts 

s ta tutory capaci ty under S . B .  222. 

{a ) COMMITTEE STRUCTURE . In order to carry on the acti viti es contempl ated 

i n  connecti on wi th the devel opment of Chi no Bas i n  Pl an , a subcommi ttee structure 

was deve loped by the Advi sory Conmi ttee . Smal l worki ng subcommittees were ass i gned 
to the major areas of ( l ) techni cal  studi es , (2) l egal and drafti ng matters , and 
( 3 ) audi t and budget consi derations . As the concept of the pl an devel oped , i t  

became apparent that a mul ti -pool approach woul d bes t meet the needs of the Bas i n .  

Therefore , s peci al subcollllli ttees were appointed for each pool - - ( 4 ) the overlyi ng 

Agri cul tural Pool Commi ttee , ( 5 ) the Overlyi ng tlon-Agri cul tural Pool Conmi ttee , 

and ( 6 ) the Appropri ators Cowroi ttee . The l atter three major subcommi ttees then 

devel oped and cons i dered vari ous al ternati ves for al l ocati ng proporti onal ly thei r 

members ' shares of the burden of provi d i ng suppl emental water . The Advi sory 

Commi ttee conti nued throughout the rema i nder of 1 975-76 to meet monthly and to act 

as th� central pol i cy commi ttee. 
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( b ) TASK STUD I ES .  The Techni cal Sub-commi ttee ass i gned certa i n  s pec i f i c  

task s tud i es to b e  underta ken o n  defi ned budgets , wi th task reports bei ng submi tted . 

Those s tudi es are SU!l111ari zed as fol l ows : 

75-1 D . W . R .  Land Use Update 

75-2 Pre l imi nary Survey of Avai l abi l i ty of State Project Wa ter to the Ch i no 
Bas i n  

75-3  Prel imi nary Survey o f  Spreadi ng Capabi l i ty and In l i eu U ti l i zat ion  

75-4  Prel imi nary Survey of Del i very Faci l i ti es for Wi thdrawa l of Wa ter 
from Conservati on Storage 

75-5 D . W . R .  Change i n  Storage Study 

75-6 Pre l i mi nary Safe Y iel d  Study 

75-7 P rel imi nary Survey of Data Sources and Data Col l ec t i on Sys tems for 
Bas i n  Managemen t 

5 .  DRAFT JUDGMENT PROPOSALS . From an early date , the Adv i sory Conini ttee ' s 

s taff began to prepare , and has conti nued to progress ively amend and al ter , a 
proposed form of s ti pul ation  to i mpl ement the Chi no Bas i n  P l an  as the same has 
developed .  Cons i derable  time was devo ted to the formulati on of a watermaster 

s truc ture wh i ch wou l d  g i ve a con trol l ed ba l ance of  au thori ty and respons i b i l i ty 

between Ch i no Bas i n  Munici pa l  Water Di s tri ct , on one hand , and the producers from 

Chi no Basi n , on the other. Broad d i s creti on i s  bei ng contempl ated for the Wa ter
mas ter function , and al l parti es are concerned that adequate checks and bal ances 

on the exerc i se of that di screti on be assured . The enti re matter of l egal theory 

and approach to the bas in  managemen t probl em was drasti cal ly affected by the Supreme 

Court opi ni on i n  Los Angel es v. San Fernando , 

6 .  SCOPE OF NEGOTIATIONS . The negotiati ons between the several poo l s  wi th 

regard to al l ocati on of the avai l abl e  water supply , and i ntens i ve negoti at ior  
wi thi n  the members of each pool wi th regard to  the real l ocati on of  cos ts of t 1 1  .. � 

pool to individual producers have covered the ful l  range of pos s i bl e argument and 

di spute .  Throughout , there has been a conti nui ng cooperati ve recogni ti on of the 

corrrnon probl em of fi ndi ng a sol uti on to the Bas i n ' s  nverdrafted supply . Duri ng th i s  

same peri od , costs of power have i ncreased at such an a l armi ng rate tha t i t  now 

becomes apparent that conti nued uncontrol l ed producti on from the Basi n ,  wi th l ower

i ng wa ter tabl es , may wel l cost producers i n  i ncreased pumpi ng costs al one as much 

or more than the cos ts of impl ementi ng the Bas i n P l a n . 
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7 .  SUMMARY O F  RECEI PTS AND DlSBURSEMEfffS . Attached hereto , as Appendi x 
" 3 " , i s  a detai l ed su1m1ary of recei pts and di sbursements i n  the s peci a l  account 
ma i nta i ned by Chi no Bas i n  Muni ci pal Water Di s tri ct for al l producti on a sses sment 
opera t i ons . The bas i c  data i n  the attached statement was taken from the audi ted 
annual report  of Chi no Bas i n  Mun ic i pal Wa ter Di s tri c t ,  however , the attached data 
conta i ns substanti a l ly  mo re deta i l  than is contai ned in or requi red for the fonnal 
audi t report of the Di s tri ct.  

F i nal l y ,  as Appendix "4" , attached hereto are producti on summari es by Pool and 
by County as reported under thi s assessment program for 1 974/75 . Di vi s ion of Water 
Ri gh ts ( OWR ) producti on has been i ncl uded for compari son purposes only .  Devi ati ons 
between assessmen t producti on and DWR producti on resul t from thei r bei ng two 
d i fferent time per iods , fi scal year 1 974/75 and cal endar year. 1 974 , respecti vely .  
Al so the fac t tha t a l l groundwa ter extracti ons have n ot  been reported t o  OWR . 
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) 

-

APPENDIX  1 

MEMORANOUM 'OF AGREEMENT 
CH INO BAS IN PLAN 

THE UNDERS IGNED hereby agree to the fol l owi ng pri nc i pl es fo r deve l op
ment of a Basi n P lan for Chino Bas i n .  

I n  the devel opment and impl ementati on o f  the Chi no Bas i n  P l a n ,  i t  i s  
assumed and agreed that CDl'1WD wi l l  act a s  the l ead agency i n  consu l ta tion  
wi th an Advi sory Commi ttee composed of representa ti ves of the va ri ous i nter
ests di rec tly concerned . The agreed and reconmended cri ter i a  for deve l op• 
ment of the Pl an are : 

1 .  Scope of Pl a n .  The scope a nd extent o f  the Ch i no Bas i n  Pl an s hou l d  
i ncl ude the fol l owi ng : 

( a )  Subject Matter Scope . The p l an s hould  consi s t  of a water 
s upply and was te wa ter recl ama ti on and conj unc t i ve use ground wa ter bas i n  
pl an of operati ons and fund i ng wh ich  i s  compati bly i ntegra ted wi th al l 
rel eva n t  l and use , water qua l i ty ,  wa ter serv i ce ,  env i ronmental and 
socia l  cri teri a and parameters appl i ca b l e  to the Ch i no Bas i n  reg i on .  

( b )  I n s ti tuti onal  Format .  The i n s ti tu t i onal s tructure for 
adop tion , conti nui ng revi ew and modi fi cation , and impl ementa t i on o f  the 
pl an must be i ncl uded i n  any compl ete p l a n .  The fonnat and s cope of 
powers of such i nst i tuti onal s tructure is not yet determi ned or agreed 
upon .  

( c )  Fundi ng. The  pl an mus t  conta i n  the formulati on and bas i s  for 
equi tabl e  funding of water resource aspec ts of the pl an , wi th appro
pri a te recogni tion of ves ted ri ghts in the natural safe y i el d  and of the 
ground wa ter s torage capaci ty of Ch i no Bas i n .  

2 .  Adjudi cati on . Adjud icati on i s  presently contempl a ted a s  one a s pect 
of the formu l a ti on and impl ementa ti on of  the Ch ino Bas i n  Pl an .  
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(a)  IIT1T1ediate Objective. The conmencement of an adjudication 
action by the fil ing of a complaint wi l l  

( l )  Fix the date for determining rights and equities for use 
in establ ishing the funding provisions of the plan; and 

(2} Corrmence a period for final negotiation of the revenue 
plan, and determination of the extent, i f  any, that prosecution 
of said action to judgment wi l l  be necessary .  

(b) Long-range Potential .  The adjudication can afford a n  institu
tional format,  through use of continuing jurisdiction and a watermaster, 
for implementation of the basin plan. The ul timate objective is  develop
ment of an i ntegrated basin plan providing full systems analys i s ,  
including consideration of such diverse elements a s  water supply, 
reclaimed water. conjunctive operations of ground water storage , water 
qual i ty regu lation, land use planning and environmental concerns . The 
adjudication, as such, i s  but one aspect of the basin plan. 

{c) Recommended Procedure. To accompl i s h  the foregoing, i t  i s  
recorrmended that the following procedures and time schedule be adopted: 

( 1 ) Ground Water Storage Capaci ty wi l l  be separately adjud
icated as soon as practical and contracts for conjunctive operation 
of Chino Basin should be negotiated. 

(2) CBMWD to fi le  complaint - January 2, 1 975, against a l l  
producers i n  Chino Bas in  for determination of  rights and safe yield. 

(3} Lis Pendens to be filed January 2, 1 975, to bind a l l  
successors i n  i nterest of  named parties . 

(4) January - June. 1 975, Negotiating Corrm1ttee to engage i n  
i n  intensive negotiations to develop stipulated form o f  judgment. 
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( 5 )  Sometime After July 1 ,  1 975, CBMWD Board to hol d a full 
noticed hearing to determine whether and when to cause summons to 
be i ssued and served. No fonnal steps to be undertaken to prosecute 
the case in Court until such hearing and determination.  

{6)  Concurrent Study Program under Paragraph 4 hereof, wi l l  be 
undertaken to paral lel the foregoing adjudication schedule. 

3 .  Interim Financing. In order to finance the necessary studies and 
the preliminary adjudication steps, a pump tax bi l l  ( i n  substantially the 
fonn attached heretof would be i ntroduced i n  the Legisl ature, as an urgency 
measure , with full support of the entities represented on the Negotiating 
Committee. 

(a} Immediate Objective. The result of the enactment of a pump 
tax bi l l  would be to provide funds for the compl etion of necessary 
studies, including the purchase of up to 10 ,000 acre feet for field 
studies on basin recharge , and to fund the preliminary adjudication steps. 

( b)  Lon9 Range Potenti a 1 .  In addition to perfonni ng the 1 imi ted 
three-year function of providing i nterim financi ng . such a pump tax 
bi l l  would provide an actual " i n-service" test of the feas ibi l i ty of 
the uti l i zation of purrp tax financing as a management tool . Any per
manent extension of pump tax powers would ,  of course, be whol ly outside 
the range of these recommendations and approval of these recorrrnendations 
should in no manner be construed as constituting actual or implied 
consent or approval to any pump tax authorization beyond the l imited 
three-year tenn. 

4. Studies re Plan. Concurrent with the fil ing of an adjudication 
complaint, the fol l owing steps woul d  be taken with regard to formulation of 
the Chino Bas i n  Plan:  

( a )  Outline of Studies and Priori ties.  The Negotiating Committee 
should inmediately corrmence to define and describe a l l  necessary and 
appropriate engineering, economic and environmental studies to be 
undertaken i n  order to develop the Chino Bas in  Plan. Such studies shal l 
include preparation of the required Environmental Impact Report on the 
Plan. 
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(b)  Study Program. As soon as funding has been provided by enact
ment of the contemplated pump tax legislation, CBMWD should undertake 
to authorize and cause to be completed and submi tted for consideration 
and discussion the contemplated studies. 

(c) Pol i tical Unification. Steps will be undertaken at the outset 
to seek a pattern of consolidation of pol itical control of basin planning , 
either through joint powers agreements or by realignment of district 
boundaries , or both -- in order to faci l i tate pol i tical participation 
in watermaster or other institutional control of planning and implementa
tion. 

1Appendix "211 fol lowing is the full text of S.B.  222, now renumbered as a 
part of the Municipal Water District Law i n  the Water Code. 
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.:.I'P�:ti::>L( 2 
Senate llill No. 222 

CHAPTER 165 

An act tu add Chapter 4 (cmnHH.'llcing wilh SL·diLHl 1�1-Hl\ \ { 1  l'.11 t 
9 of Division 2.0 of the \Vatcr Co<lc, relating to water district�. ,md 
declaring: the urg0.ncy thereof, lo lake· effc-cl im11wcli;1ll'ly. 

[Approved by Governor June 28. 1975. Filed with 
Sccrc>tnry or State June W. 1975.J 

LEGISLATIVE COU1'SEL"S DIGEST 
SB 222, Ayala. Ground water: Chino Basin. 
Under existing law municipal \Valer districts honT no aulhorit,· tLJ 

in1pose a production asscssincnt on ground walc·r production. 
This bill would provide for the annual levy during lhc 1974-l;i. 

1975-76, and 1976--77 fiscal years of a ground water production assess
n1ent at a rate of $2 per acre-foot, or less. of production from the 
Chino Basin, as dl�fincd, to be used for specifivd purpo!-L'!- relating lo 
developn1ent of a n1anagernenl plan for the water re.sources o[ the 
basin. The bill would specify the manner in which such asses.snwnt 
is to be levied and collected, would require producers to furnish an 
annual report of production, and would pro,·ide penal lies for failure· 
to comply and enforcement rcinc(Hcs. The ..lSSL'SStlll.'nt ,niuld be 
collected by the Chino Uasin Municipal Water District, the \\"esll'nl 
Municipal Waler District. and the Pomona \"alley ;..!unicipal \\'atc·r 
District, with the Chino Ila.sin 1\1unicipal \Vatcr District lun·ing pri-
1nary responsibility for acl1ni11istralion of the act. The bill would pro
vide for appointn1ent of an ad\'isory committee lo ,1�sist i 1 1  
administration of the act. 

The bill would provide that nolwithstancling Section ::!231 or the 
Revenue and Taxation Code, no reimbursement or appropriation is 
n1ade by this act for a specified reason. 

Thu peuple of the Stale of (,";1/ifor11fa du t •twcl as fc.11/uws: 

SECTION 1. Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 72140) " 
added to Part 9 of D ivision 20 of the Water Code, lo read: 

CHAPTER 4. CHINO BASIN PHODUCTI01' AsSESSME:<TS 

Article 1. General Provisions 

72140. This chapter shall be known and may be cited as the Chino 
Basin Production Assessment Law. 

72140.l. As used in this chapter: 
(a) "Annual" or "year" n1cans a calendar year unless the context 

indicates a contrary 1neaning. 
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( b }  "Assc-ss ing dis trict" means any .Chino Basin district wh ich 
levies a production assessment under this chapter. 

( c) "Board" means the board of directors of the primary di.slrict .  
(d) "Chino Basin . .  means the ground water basin situated within 

the Counties of Los Angeles, Riverside ,  and San Bernardino and 
which is described in the complaint for general adjudication of water 
rights in the matter of Chino Basin Municipal Water District v. City 
of Chino, ct al . ,  San Bernardino Superior Court No. 164327, fi led 
January 2, 1975. 

( e )  "Chino Basin distric ts. .  means the primary distric t ,  the 
Western Mun icipal Wate r District of Riverside Coun ty, and the 
Pomona \'al ley Municipal Water District, the boundaries of each of 
,vhich incorporate land overlying, in part, the Chino Basin. 

(f) "Fiscal year" means the period July 1 through June 30, 
following. 

(g )  "Ground water" means water beneath the surface of the 
grotind and within the zone of saturation.  

( h )  "Minimal pumper" means any person whose total production 
from the Chino Basi n docs not exceed lO acre-feet per year. 

( i )  "Person" means any public agency or public corpora tion, or 
any private corporation, firm, partnership, individual, or group of 
individuals, excluding the State of California and its agencies. 

U) . .  Primary district" means the Chino Basin Municipal Water 
District ,  which overl ies .1 majori ty of the Chino Basin .  

( k )  "Production" or "produce· ·  means the extraction of ground 
water by pumping or any other method, except for gravity flow 
tunnels which intercept the subsu rface flow of defined streams. 

{ / )  "Producer" means any person who produces ground water 
within the Chino Basin,  excluding minimal pumpers. 

(m )  "Secretary" means the secretary of the primary district .  
(n )  "Supplementa l  water" means water from the State Water 

Resources Development System. 
{o) "Water producing facility" means any device or method, 

mechanical or otherwise, for the production of ground water within 
the Chino Basin. 

{p) "Annual report" means the report required of each producer 
pursuant to Section 72143. 

72140.2. The powers conferred by this chapter are in addition to, 
and not in place of, any other powers conferred upon the Chino 
Basin districts . Production assessments levied pursuant to this 
chapter shall be deemed necessary to further the activities of the 
Chino Basin districts in the protection of the ground water supplies 
of the Chino Basin for the public health, safety, and welfare. 
Production assessments are authorized to be levied upon the 
production of ground water from the Chino Basin for the benefit of 
all members of the public who rely directly or indirectly upon such 
ground water supplies. 
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Article 2. Assessment 

Ch. 1 6:'i 

7214 1 .  To accomplish the purposes of this clrnpll·r, t lw primary 
district shall cause a production assessment or assessments to be 
levied each year at a uniform annual rate of two dollars ( $2 )  PL'r 
acre-foot of production from the Chino Basin, or in such lcssL'r 
amount as may be determined pursuant to Section 72 142. The 
au thorized purposes for such production assessments an.' as follows: 

(a) To purchase supplemental water to be used in the aid of 
studies and investigations au thorized under subdh·ision (b )  . 
provided that Lhe total expendi tures for such purpllS\' from ;1ll 
production assessments levied pursuant to this chapter shall not 
exceed the sum of four hundred thousand dollars ($400,000) . 

(b)  To pay the costs and expenses incurred during or .1fter the 
1974-75 fiscal · year for studies and investigations, including systems 
analysis, to develop a management  plun for the water rc-smirct•s o '  
the Chino llasin, including studies and investigations incidL'n l  to  
actions and proceedings authorized under subdivision ( c ) . 

(c )  To pay costs and expenses incurred during or after the 1 97-1--75 
fiscal year for actions and proceedings authorized by the primary 
district under Sections 71751 and 71757 and related to the 
development and implementation of such water management plan 
for the Chino Basin. 

(d )  To pay costs and expenses incurred during or aft t•r tlw 1974-75 
fiscal year for the administration of this chapter, including advisory 
committee expenses, and to pay or reimburse costs and expenses of 
the Chino Ilasin districts incurred for the administrat ion of Lhb 
chapter. 

Article 3. Levy of Assessment 

72142. On or before 60 days after the eff ectivc date of this 
chapter, and on or before the third Wednesday in April of each year 
after 1975, the board shall adopt a budget and by resolution levy sucl, 
two-dollar ($2) -per-acre-foot assessment, unless the boa.cl dcte 
mines that the purposes of this chapter can be accomplished with a 
lesser assessment, in which case the board may, by resolution, levy 
such lesser assessment. Such assessment shall be applicable to all 
production within the Chino Basin during the fiscal year in which 
such assessment is levied. 

72142. 1 .  Immediately after adopting its resolution levring the 
assessment, which levy shall thereupon be effective as to all 
production from the Chino Basin within the primary district, t he 
board shall notify and direct the other Chino Basin districts to k,·y 
similar assessments on production from the Chino Basin within each 
Chino Basin district at an identical rate.  The boards of directors of 
each Chino Basin distric t other than the primary district shal l on or 
before 30 days after receipt of such notice levy such assessmcn t 
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again'it all production from the Chino Ba.sin within its houndarips 
within 30 days after lite final dale for receipt of annual report.::; ant,! 
the payments of assessments, all net assessment proceeds collected 
by any Chino Basin district, less all costs of administration and 
collection, shall be delivered to the primary district. 

72142.2. After the levy of a production assessment pursuant to 
th1!-i ch.iplPr t hr l.h1110 11:t.'iin disl rir-L'i .'ihall give nolir�r• thc-rcof to all 
affected producers within the Chino Basin, within each of their 
respective boundaries, which notice shall state the rate of each 
assessment and shall require filing of the annual report of each 
affected producer,. togeth_er with payment of the assessment, by the 
deadlme spec1f1ed m Section 72143. The notice may be sent by postal 
c�rd _

or by other first-class mail with postage prepaid by the assc.ssing 
d1stnct. 

72142.3. Payment of the assessment shall accompany the filing of 
the annual report. 

72142.4. If any producer after having been given notice as 
required by Section 72142.2 fails to pay a production assessment 
whc

_
n due, such producer shall become liable to the assessing district 

for mterest at the rate of 1 percent per month on the delinquent 
amount of the assessment. 

Article 4. Reports 

72143. On or before 120 days after the effective date of this 
chapter, and on or before the last day of July of each year after 1975, 
each_ producer within the Chino Basin shall furnish the assessing 
d1stnct with an annual report of production for the preceding fiscal 
year, on a form_to be prescribed by the board. On or before 150 days 
after the effective date of this chapter, and on or before the last day 
of August of each year after 1975, each Chino Basin district shall 
deliver a copy of such annual reports to the primary district. 

72143.1. If any producer subject to production assessments after 
having been given notice as required by Section 72142.2, fails to file 
an annual report on production, such producer shall in addition to 
the liability for interest provided in Section 72142.4, b�come liable to 
the assessing district for a penalty of two dollars ($2) per acre-foot 
produced during the fiscal year subject to such report. 
. If the board of the assessing district has probable cause to believe 

that the prod
:1

ction by any producer is unreported or, if reported, is 
substantially m excess of that disclosed by the annual report of such 
producer, such board shall cause an investigation and report to be 
made concerning such production. Such board shall determine and 
fix the correct �mount of production for any such producer, not to 
exceed the maximum production capacity of such producer's water 
pro�uc�ng facilities; provided, however, where a water measuring 
device 1s permanently attached thereto, the record of production as 
disclosed by such water measuring device shall be presumed to be 
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accurate, and the burden shall be upon such board lo establish to the 
contrary. 

Aflcr such dclcrn1ination has been 111adc by such board, a written 
noti�e thereof shall be mailed to the producer by such assessing 
d1stnct at !us address as shown by the primary district's records. Anv 
such determination made by such board shall be conclusive on the 
producer, and production assessments based thereon, together with 
mlt-rC'sl and pt>nnllic-s, .-.hall he payable- itnnwdiatP1y. unlt\ss :-ueh 
producer shall file with such board within 10 days after the mailing 
of such notice a written protest setting forth the ground or grounds 
for protesting the amount of production so determined or the 
production assessment, interest, and penalties so levied thereon. 
Up�m th_e filing of such protest, such board shall hold a hearing at 
which time the total amount of production and the production 
assessment thereon shall be determined, and the interest and 
penalties fixed, which action shall be conclusive if based upor 
substantial evidence. A notice of such hearing shall be mailed to th 
protestant at least JO days before the date fued for the hearing. 
Notice of the determination by such board shall be mailed to each 
protestant. Such producer shall have 20 days from the date of mailing 
of such notice to pay the production assessment, interest, and 
penalties so fixed by such board. Within 30 days after the conclusion 
of the proceedings under this section, such assessing district shall 
deliver a copy of the notice of the determination to the priman
district. 

Article 5. Advisory Committee 

72144. The board shall appoint an advisory committee 
representative of the various categories of water use and institutional 
concern, including each city which is a producer, each water district 
whose boundaries include lands within the Chino Basin, and 
:epresentatives of water companies and industrial and agricultural 
interests. 

72144. l. The advisory committee shall organize, elect office 
and adopt reasonable rules for conduct of its affairs; provided, th,n 
all meetings of the committee shall be conducted in compliance with 
Chapter 9 (commencing with Section 54950) of Part 1, Division 2, 
Title 5 of the Government Code. 

72144.2. The advisory committee shall review all proposed 
studies, programs, and expenditures of proceeds of production 
assessments under this chapter and shall advise and consult with the 
board in the administration of this chapter. 

Article 6. Remedies 

72145. Any assessing district may bring a suit in the court having 
jurisdiction against any producer for the collection of any delinquent 
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produc tion assessments, interest, or penal t ies. The court  having 
jurisdict ion of the suit may, in addi t ion award in terest ,  costs, and 
attorney's fees on any judgment. 

Article 7. Termination 

72146. The assessment authority conferred pursuant to this 
chapter shall not extend beyond fiscal year 1976-77 produclion, and 
the power to collect production assessments shall cease and 
terminate after exhaustion of all .emedies of the assessing districts as 
to such 1976-77 production. Nothing in this section shall preclude Lhe 
commitment or expenditure of assessment proceeds remaining after 
the termination of such assessment 11uthority. 

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding Section 2231 of the Revenue and 
Taxation Code, there shall be no reimbursement pursuant to that 
section nor shall there by any appropriation made by this act because 
the duties, obligations or responsibilities imposed on local 
government by this act are minor in nature and will not cause any 
financial burden to local government. 

SEC. 3. This act is an urgency statute necessary for the 
immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety within 
the meaning of A.ticle IV of the Constitution and shall go into 
immediate effect. The facts constituting such necessity are: 

Chino Basin is the largest single ground water basin in the South 
Coastal Basin of Southern California. Its water supply, including 
water in storage and annual safe yield, consti tute a resource of great 
value to the people of the State of California. The development of a 
water supply and waste water disposal plan is urgently needed in 
order to facilitate programs. of conjunctive uti lization of such 
resources to accommodate waters available from the State Water 
Resources Development System. Funds are critically needed to 
undertake studies and to speed implementation of institutional 
solutions to such basin management problems. It is urgent that a 
water production assessment be authorized and made applicable to 
the production of wate. from the Chino Basin during the 1974-75 
fiscal yea •. It is necessary, therefore, that the provisions of this act go 
into immediate effect. 

0 
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BASIN MANAGEHENT 

BUDGET COMPARISON FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30 , 1976 

SUMMARY 

BUDGET ACTUAL 
..J21J.2. 75/76  

REVENUES 
Asse1rnm1m t Revenue $300 , 000 . 00 $J 2 7 , 2 7 S . 60 
Interest Revenue -0- 7 , 2 1, J .  70  

Total Revenues $300 , 000 . 00 $334 , 519 . 50 

LESS : 
163 , 668 . 18 75/76 Operating Expenses 113 , 000 . 00 

7 4 / 75 Expenses 82 , 000 . 00 75 , 181 . 64 
Task S tud ies 32 , SOO . OO 41, , 234 . 32 
Unnlloea ti:,d Funds 72 , 500 . 00 -0-

RESERVE FOR PURCHASE OF 
RE1'LEN1SIIHENT WATER $ -0- $ 5 1 , 2 3 5 . 1 6  
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OVER 
or 
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$ 2 7 , 2 7 5 . 80  
7 2 43 . 70 

$34 , 5 19 . 50 

50 , 868. 18 
(6 , 818 . 16) 
1 1 . 734 . • " 

( 7 2 , SOO . 

$51 , 2 35 .  l (, 
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BAS IN MANAGEMENT BASIN MANAGEMENT 

DUDGF.T COMPARISON FOR FISChl, YEAR ENDED JUNE JO , 1976 
JlUIJGET COMPARISON FOil FISCAL YEAR ENIJEIJ J UNE )0 , 1 9 7b 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
PRIOR YEAR ' S  EXPENSES AN D  TASK STUDI ES 

OVER OVER 
BUDGET ACTUAL or BUDGET ACTUAL or 

7S/76 75/76  (UNDER) 7S/76  Yi!.12. {l'!'i'Ol':R ) 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
Chino Basin M . W . D .  Cos es 74/7S EXPENSES 

13 , 275 . 10 Salaries $ 9 , 850 . 00 $ 11 , 833 . 95 $ l , 98J . 95 Salaries and Payroll Burden $ 
Payroll Burden J , 250 . 00 3 , 920 . 98 670. 98 Engineering Consul tants 2) , 9)6 . 0S 
Office Suppl ies & Pos tage 2 , 232 . 93 2 , 232 . 93 Legal Counsc 1 27 , 162 . 97 
Engineering Consultants 2 , 755 . 34 2 , 755 . 34 Materials , 1'ravel and Other 2 , JJS . 60 
Legal Counsel 2 , 980 . 4 6  2 , 980 . 46 General & Administra t ive 8 , 4 7 2 . 12  
Mileage & Other Cos ts S85 . 8 1  585 . 81 

Total 74 / 7 5  Expenses $ 82 , 000 , 00 $ 7 5 , 181 . 84 $ ( 6
1
818 . 1 6) 

Computer Cos ts  4 , 272 . 17 4 , 272 . 17 
General & Adminis tra tive lz 900 . 00 4 , 141 . 48 2, 2/,1 . 4 8 

To tal C . B . M . W . D .  Cos ts $ 1s
1
000 . 00 $ 32 , 723 . 12 $17 , 723 . 12 

TASK STUDIES (Note : comple te t i t les can be  found in the t eK t . )  
Western M.W . D .  Cos ts  

75-1 Land Use - D . W . R .  $ 3 , 000 . 00 $ .2,i._ 000 . 00 $ -0-
Salaries $ J , 123 . 55 $ 3 , 123 . 55 
Payroll Durden 843 . 36 843 . 36 7S-2 Availabili ty of  S tate 
Office Supplies & Pos tage 101 . 48 101 . 48 Proj ect Water 

41 . 88 Engineering Consul tants 23 . 95 23 . 95 Engineering Consultants $ 2 , 180 . 00 $ 2 , 221 . 88 $ 

Legal Counsel 1 , 387 . 50 1 , 387 . 50 Materials & Other Costs 4 . 73 4 . 7) 
General & Administrative 547 . 98 51,1 . 98  General & Adminis trative 320 . 00 3 2 2 . 64  2 . 64 

To tal W , M . W , D .  Cos ts $ 6 , 027 . 82 $ 6, 02 7 . 82 
Total 75-2 $ 2 , soo . 00 $ 2 , 54 '1 . 2 5 $ 49 , 2 5 

Pomona Valley H .W . D .  Cos ts 60 . 00 6 0 . 00 
Preliminary Survey -75-3 

To tal Adminis tra t ive $ 15
1
000 . 00 $ 38 , 810 . 94  $23 ,810 . 94 Spreading Capability 

6 , 027 . 28 $ 1 , 65 7 . 28 Engineering Consultants $ 4 , 370 . 00 $ 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Materials & Other Costs 11 . 7 5 11 . 75 
Salaries $ 1 , 970 . 00 $ 951 . 76 $ (1 , 018 . 24) 

General & Adminis trative 6)0 . 00 8 7 5 . 06 24 5 . 06 
Payroll Burden 650 . 00 314 . 80 ( 335 . 20) 
Office Supplies & Pos tage 537 . 13 537 . 13 To tal 75-J $ 5 , 000 . 00 $ 6 , 9 14 . 09 $ l , 9 lt. , 09 
Engineering Consultants  5 , 240 . 00 16 , 933 . 58 11 , 693 . 58 

75-4 Preliminary Survey -Legal Counsel 21 , 000 . 00 22 , 833 . 00 1 , 833 . 00 
Delivery Facilities Meeting , Mileage & Other 3 , 290 . 02 3 , 290 . 0 2  

Engineering Consultants $ 4 , 370 . 00 $ 4 , 703 . 64 $ ] ] ) . 6 4  
General & Adminis trative 4 , 140 . 00 6 , 444 . 87 2 , 304 . 87 

General & Adminis trative 630 . 00 681 . 56 51 . 56 
To tal Advisory Committee $ 33 , 000 . 00 $ S1

1
30S . 16 $18 , 305 . 16 

To tnl 75-4 $ 5 , 000 . 00 $ 5
1
385 . 20 $ 385 . 20 

ADJUDICATION 
7 5-5 Change in S torage - D . W . R .  -0- -0- -0· 

Salar ies $ 16 , 420 , 00 $ 7 , 467 . 75 $ (8 , 95 2 . 25) 
Payroll Burden 5 , 420 . 00 2 , 457 . 95 ( 2 , 962 . 05) 7 S-6 Safe Y ield 

22 . 56 $ 22 . 56 Materials and Supplies 26 . 12 26 . 12  Salaries $ $ 

Engineering Consultan ts 8 , 730 . 00 23 , 659 . 88 14 , 929 .88  Payroll Burden 7 . 45 7 . 45 
Legal Counsel 13 , 100 . 00 23 , 457 . 55 10 , 357 . 55 Engineering Consultants 13 , 100 . 00 18 , 9 91 . 94 5 , 89 1 . 94 
Mileage & Other Costs  256 . 76  256 . 76 Materials & Other Costs  36 . 67 36 . 67 
General & Admin is tra tive 6 , JJ0 . 00 8 , 306 . 54 1, 9 76 . 54 General & Adminis trative 1 , 900 . 00 2 . 7 61 . 60 861 . 60  

To tal Adj udication $ 50 ,000 . 00 $ 65 , 632 . 55 $15 , 632 . 55 
To tal 75-6 $ 15 , 000 . 00 $ 21 , 820 . 22 $ 6 , 820 . 22 

CONSERVATION STORAGE 
75-7 Data Bank Engineering Consultants $ 6 , 550 . 00 $ 3 , 574 . 92 $ ( 2 , 975 . 08) 

Engineering Consultan ts $ 1 , 750 . 00 $ J , 987 . 74 $ 2 , 2 37 . 74 
Legal Counsel 6 , 550 . 00 3 , 375 . 00 ( 3 , 175 . 00) 

General & Adminis trative 250 . 00 577 . 82 3 2 7 . 82 
Materials and Other Cos ts  1',1 . 99 14 1 . 99 
Genera l & Administra tive 1, 900 . 00 1, 027 . 62 { 8 7 2 . 38) Total 75- 7 $ 2 , 000 . 00 $ 4 , 565 . 56 $ 2 , 565 . 56 

To tal Conservation S torage $ 15 ,000 . 00 $ 8 , 119 . 53 $ ( 6
1
880 . 4 7 ) 

TOTAL TASK STUDIES $ 3 2 , 500 . 00 $ 44 , 2 34 . 32 s 1 1
1
7 34 _ 32 

TOTAL 7 5 / 7 6  OPERATING EXPENSES $ 113 , 000 . 00 $163 ,868 . 18 $50 ,868 . 18 APPENDIX  3-3 
APPENDIX  3-2 
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1 .  Overlyi ng Agri cul tural Pool 
( a ) Number of Wel l s  

APPENDIX  4 

POOL TOTALS 

( b ) D . W . R .  Producti on (Acre Feet ) 
Cal endar Year 1 974 

( c ) Asses sment Producti on (Acre Feet ) 
( d ) Assessment Total ( Dol l ars ) 

2 .  Overlyi ng Non-Agri cul tural Pool 
( a ) Number of Wel l s  
( b ) D . W . R .  Producti on {Acre Feet ) 

Cal endar Year 1 974 

( c ) Assessment Producti on (Acre Feet ) 
(d ) Assessment Tota l { Dol l ars ) 

3 .  Appropri at i ve Pool 
( a )  Number of We l l s  
( b )  D . W . R .  Production {Acre Feet )  

Cal endar Year  1 974 
( c )  Assessment Producti on { Acre Feet) 
( d )  As sessment To tal ( Dol l ars ) 

Asses sment Total 

945 
67 . 902 

96 , 206* 
$ 177 , 228. 98 

26 

9 , 640 

8 ,878 
$1 7 ,754 . 40 

1 1 6  
7 1 , 566 

67 , 708 
$ 1 32 ,292 . 4 2  

$327 ,275 . 80 

* I ncl udes the S tate of Cal i forni a and Mi n imal Producers . 
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2 .  

3 .  

APPENDIX  4 

COUNTY TOTALS 

Ri vers i de 
( a )  Number of Wel l s  
{ b )  D . W . R . Production {Acre Feet )  

Cal endar Year 1 974 
( c )  Assessment Producti on (Acre Feet )  
( d )  Assessment Total ( Dol l ars ) 

San 13ernard ino 
( a )  Number o f  Wel l s  
( b )  D . W . R. Producti on (Acre Fee t )  

Cal endar Year 1 974 
( c )  Assessment Production (Acre Feet) 
( d )  Assessment Total ( Dol l ars ) 

Los Angel es 
( a }  Number of Wel l s  
( b )  

( c )  

(d ) 

D. W . R .  Production (Acre Feet) 
Cal endar Year 1 974 

As sessment Production {Acre Feet )  
Ass essment Total { Dol l ars ) 

Assessment Total 

761 007 

APPENDIX 4- 2 

224 
1 7 , 987 

32 , 651 
$ 64 , 969 . 70 

842 
1 1 3 , 820 

1 22 ,608 
$227 , 240. 1 0  

21 
1 7 ,293 

1 7 ,533 
$ 35 , 066 . 00 

$327 , 275 . 80 
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DECLARATION OF ALI CE W. LICHTI 

I ,  Alice W.  Lich ti, h ereby d eel a re as fol lows: 

1 .  I am the In terim Con troller for the Chino Basin Watermaster (Wate rmasler). I have first hand knowledge of the 

matters set forth herein and, if called as  a witness, I would be competen t  to testify thereto. 

2. I submit this decla ration in  support of Ch ino Basin Watermaster's Advisory Committee action to appoint a new 

7 Watermaster. 

8 3 .  Fol lowing successful completion of the May ,  1 975 examination for Certified Pub l i c  Accountants ,  I was appo in ted 

9 Control ler of the Chino Basin Municipal Waler District (District) on June 1 5 , 1 975. I served in that capaci ty unt i l  my ret irement on August  

1 0  8 ,  1 989. During my term a s  D istr ict Con trol ler, I supervised a staff of 5 accountants respons ib le for District and Watermaster day-to-day 

1 1  accoun ting and bookkeep ing  activities . I persona lly hand led contract admin istration, preparat ion of the Dis trict's Budget, grant accounting ,  

1 2  debt issuance and retirement, prepara t ion of District and Watermaster period ic financial reports as we l t  a s  financial statements fo r  the 

1 3  Annua l  Audit and preparation and fil ing of the Annua l  S tale Auditor Cont ro l le r' s  report. Under my d irect ion , the account ing staff was 

1 4  responsible for al l  accounting a n d  investmen t  activit ies o f  the D i strict and the Watermaster; including ,  b u t  not l imited to: cash receipts, 

1 5  invoicing ( i ncl ud ing monthly b i l l i ngs to Watermaster for staff and expenses) , cash disbursements i ncl ud ing Watermaster invoices 

1 5  approved by the Ch ief of Watermaster Services , overseeing the  investmen t  of D istrict and Watermaster funds and preparing the payro l l  

1 7  for a l l  Chino Basin Mun iclpa l  Water D i strict employees including those assigned the task o f  working i n  the area  of Walermaster Services .  

1 8  I also prepared Watermasler's annual Budgets and Assessments for submit ta l  to the Advisory Committee and t he  

1 9  Watermasler Board using fo rmats designed and refined i n  the ea rly years of the Judgment to meet the reporting needs o f  the Judgment 

20 and the var ious Poo ls .  I n  1 985, with the purchase of the Dlstricl's fi rst personal computer, I developed computer programs to expedite 

2 1  computation o f  the annua l  Assessments and "Schedule 1 "  o f  the Annua l  Audit. "Schedule 1 "  i s  ca l led forth i n  Sections 5 1  - 5 4  i n  the 

22  Judgment to al locate adminlstrative .costs between the  three Pools based on  product ion percen tages. Wh i le  Grand Tota l figures l i e  

23 direct ly to  the audited Comparative S tatemen t of Revenue, Expenses and Changes in Retained Earnings , this schedule was, and will 

24 conti nue to be , a supplement to the Annua l  Financial Statements unti l al l we l ls of the Agricu ltural Pool's a re metered, e lim inating the need 

25 lo estimate production figures. Once all we l ls a re metered . there wil l be an  audit tra i l  fo r the annual aud i t  should it be considered cost 

25 effect ive for the Auditors to expend th i s  effort. 

27 

28 
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I am fu l ly famil iar with Walermaster financial actlvitles from 1 978 until my reti rement on August 8, 1 989 and from 

July 1 O , 1 996 to this da te .  

4 .  Following the January, 1 978 adjud ication , I was thorough ly briefed on the implementation o f  the Judgment by Dona ld 

5 Stark, Distri ct' s Attorney [ later Watermaster Attorney, now deceased] . I clearly reca l l  Mr .  S tark 's instructions regarding the Advisory 

6 Committee's authority over ass igned staff; and it 's ability to mandate , by it's vote of 80% or more , Watermaster' s  action .  Mr. Stark was 

7 very clear in statements to me that the sole role of the Watermaster "board" was that of providing a lega l  entity with the power lo sue and 

a be sued, which action could not be brought by, or aga inst. a commi ttee. 

9 5. During December, 1 996 , Watermaster's checking account was breached by fraudu lent activity of an unknown source . 

1 0  O n  January 8 ,  1 997 the Advisory Committee was advised by a Deputy Kopasz o f  the S a n  Bernardino Coun ty Sheriff's Department that  

1 1  such activity was common and beyond staff's cont rol .  Watermaster funds were rep laced by the Bank in January, 1 997. Advised by 

1 2  Watermaster's 95196 Auditor that the cost of having a n  immediate audit would b e  i n  the range of 525 ,000 to S35 ,000, on January 8 , 

1 3  1 997 , the Advisory Committee , by a vote of 91 .43% approved a motion to ( 1 ) establ ish an ad hoc Finance Committee made up of 

1 4  Finance Directo rs o f  Appropr ia t ive Pool Members to revlew Watermaster's Financia l  P rocedures to determ ine  i f  a n  immediate 

1 5  independent audi t  should be performed and (2 ) to wait for that Committee's report prior to pursuing hir i ng a n  independent aud itor. 

1 6  However without waiti ng for the a d  hoc F inance Commlttee to report, Watermaster Board took act ion the morning o f  January 

1 7  1 4 , 1 997 , opposing Advisory Committee's mandat ing vole. This action was justified in open session a s  due l o  the fraudulent act iv i ty in 

1 8  Watermaster's checking account. O n  January 23, 1 997, the firm of Soren ,  McAdam, Bartel ls , Certified Pub l ic Accountants ,  Inc .  was 

1 9  h ired to conduct an audit of Watermaster operat ions for calendar yea r  1 996. This firm stales clearly on page 1 7  of the i r  report that "this 

20 engagement was not intended to be a fraud Investigat ion" , and "Because the investigations are in  progress , we did not 

2 1  continue the evaluation o f  the incidents ." While the report h a s  many good recommenda tions, i t  i s  my pro fessional opinion that none 

22  of them are substan tive , many are minu te  [such as  concerns expressed regard ing pages becoming unstapled ) and many on ly app ly to  

23  District's operat ions . Optimum checks and ba lances recommended by Auditors is impossible to  ach ieve by any agency with limited 

24 staff. Distr ict , with  its large number of accountan ts , has a l so  not ach ieved the level of p roficiency sought by the Auditors . 

25 This Operat ions Audit has cost many dollars , and it has  been do l lars ill spent . The Audit is of l itt le or no benem to the Advisory 

26 Committee or Watermaster Board . Also , an  aud i t  of a ca lendar year canno t  be relied upon by Aud itors performing the annual  fiscal year  

27 

28 
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audit .  I n terna l  Contro l work will have to be redone to cover the  fu ll fiscal year  to  a llow the next Auditor to  draw his conclusions prior to  

p reparing h i s  opin ion regarding to  Watermaster 's comp l iance with General Accepted Accounting Principles. 

The Advisory Committee filed a petition with Judge Gunn for determination of  who is to bear the substant ia l  cos t  o f  the 

Watermaster Board 's  refusa l  to act in accordance with Advisory Committee's mandate that  no  Audit be performed prior to hearing from 

the ad  hoc ComrnUtee. The petiti on was heard on  March 3 ,  1 997 and is curren tly under review by the Judge. 

The ad hoc Finance Committee was convened on  January 1 6 , 1 997 and wil l  con tinue to meet.  The following i s  t heir January 

23 ,  1 997 conclus ion and recommendation regard ing the necessity for an  i ndependent audit :  

The Committee recommends that any special audit engagement be done in  conjunction with the year end 

aud i t  with the scope of work expanded in  the months of the forgery activity and the process of auditor se lection be 

started immediate ly with the audit to begin shortly thereafter. The audit  is  the natura l starting point in any 

i n vestigat ion. With this in mind,  the proposal for services should inc lude meetings with the auditors and the advisory 

committee during the course of the audit specifical ly to  discuss or review any find ings which may suggest the need 

for immediate corrective action  on the part of the advisory committee. In  th is fash ion the committee can expand [or 

reduce) the required work based on fie ld  work find ings rather than at the end of the engagement.  

Requests fo r Proposa ls for the 96197 Audit have been sent and responses a re to be made March 6 ,  1 997. The audit as 

recommended wi l l  resu lt i n  a min imal  increase  i n  the anticipated cost oi the 96/97 annua l  audit .  

5 .  Prior lo  the Apri l ,  1 996 relocation of Wate rmaster s taff to leased offices,  Watermaster contracted with D istrict for  the 

provision of Walermaster s taff, accounti ng  services, office space and equipment and any items necessary for Watermaster operat ions 

with District being fu l ly re imbursed fo r al l  costs i ncurred. Subsequent to relocation , District p rovided al l account ing services for 

Watermaster un t i l  my appointment on  July 1 0 , 1 996.  Currently, D i strict provides only payroll services for Watermasler staff unt i l 

Watermaster 's ag reement with the P_ublfc Employees' Re tirement System has been finalized.  

At the d irect ion of the Advisory Committee, Watermaster has  been moving toward function i ng  independently of District since 

March , 1 996. Included in actions sti l l  necessary to ach ieve this are contracts to p rovide Watermaster staff with the same benefit package 

avai l able lo D istrict Staff and reclassifica tion of Watermaster staff from Dis trict employees to Watermaster employees . 

The District Board ,  s ilting as Watermaster, has impeded this independence by its February 27, 1 997,  refusal to l ake action on 

the fo l lowing Agenda items: 

Declarat ion o r  Alice W. Lichli 3 
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a. Consent Ca lendar  Items which had been approved 95. 1 0% of the Advisory Committee: 

1 )  Resolution of In tention Decla ring Walermasler's I n tent to enter in to a con tract with Ca lPERS (Consent 

Calendar I tem F) CalPERS has agreed to coverage of Watermaster staff commencing with the first pay period of the quarter 

next fo l towlng the approval o f  their cont ract. This could have become effective Apri l ,  1 997 if Watermas ter Board s trict ly adhered 

to the Ca!PERS schedule of events to be performed by specific da tes. CalPERS recommended March 6, 1 997 for adoption of 

a Reso lut ion of Intent by Watermaster Board and March 26 , 1 997 for adoption of the Reso lu t ion approving the contract. {To 

fina lize the Ca lPERS contract, twenty days must elapse, between adoption of the two resolu t ions in wh ich an employee vote is 

taken . ]  The Watermaster Board called a special meeting for February 26 (later rescheduled to February 27) , and rescheduled 

the March 6 meeting lo March 1 3 , thus throwing the Ca!PERS schedule off. In Staff's attempt to meet the schedule , Item F of 

the Consent Ca lendar  was prepared as part o f  the February 27  agenda . Failure to meet the Ca!PERS schedule may result in 

Watermaster staff rema in ing District staff unt i l  July 1 .  

I f  District cont inues to hand le Watermaster Payro l l  unt i l  the end of June, 1 997, t here will b e  a negative impact on  

preparat ion of Watermaster 's Aud i t  for fisca l 96/97 . Dlstrict is current ly five months beh ind in i nvoicing Watermaster for 

Watermaster staff payroll . The bil ls issued for August and September, 1 996 were understated and need lo be corrected. Payrol l  

has been set up i n  Watermaster Books based on l ime sheet records , and thus Watermaster books are current - however; the 

audltor wi l l  not be able to complete h is fiefdwor,: unt i l  final and accurate statements have been received from the Dist rict fo r 

payro l l  costs. 

Delay i n  complet ing the  Audit affects many Watermaster activit ies such as  annua l  Assessment levies lo be made 

prior to September 30 [Section SS(a) o i  the Judgment] and preparat ion, print ing and fi l ing Walermas ter's Annual Report , of 

wh ich the Audit is a component  part, by November 1 5  [Sect ion 48 of the Judgment) .  

2 )  Resolut ion Nos.  97-2 , 97-3 and 97-4 Authorizing the  Adoption and Implementation of  Three Seoarate 

Section  457 Deferred Compensation P lans (Consent Ca lendar Item N) These Sect ion 457 Deferred Compensat ion P lans have 

previously been approved by District's Board and a re currently ava i lable lo Dis trict employees . The Watermaster Board's 

adopt ion of the th ree resolutions would have made these Plans avai lable to Watermaster employees once their tenure as 

District employees is severed. 

Declara tion of Alice W. Lichti 4 



b .  Resolution No .  97-6 , Agenda I tem 2 ,  updates Watermaster's signature authority (incl uding naming of the new 

2 Watermaster Secretaryffreasurer, Mr. Catl i n )  and e liminates,  as recommended by the ad hoc Finance committee, a third checking 

3 account [an act ion a lso recommended by Dis trict's recent Operat ions Audit] .  Failure to act on th is item compels staff to work under a 

4 Reso lution that reflects those Watermaster Board Officers in place prior to the November, 1 996 elections . 

5 

6 I declare under pena lty of perjury the foregoing to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Executed on this 5th day  of 

7 March , 1 997 at Rancho Cucamonga ,  Californ ia .  

8 
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DECLARATION OF LEE PENRICE 

I ,  Lee Penrice , hereby declare as follows:  

1 .  I was h i red by Chino Basin Municipa l  Water District (District) in 1 990 and served as Accounting Manager 

from February 1 992 until September 1 996, I was responsible for all District and Waterrnaster accounting matters. I have 

first hand knowledge of the matters set forth herein, and ,  if called as a witness I would be competent to testify thereto. 

2. I submit this declaration in support of Chino Basin Walermaster's Advisory Committee's action to have the 

audit commissioned by Chino Basin Watermaster declared an expense of the Chino Basin Municipal Water District (District). 

3. I have reviewed  portions of an operations audit report and a motion by District attorneys opposing the 

Watermaster motion that the cost of an audit is a District expense. 

4. During my tenure as District Accounting Manager, the financial and accounting activities of Watermaster 

were strictly separated from those of the Distrfct. Watennaster's monthly activities were accounted for in separate budget 

and financial reports. Watermaster's accounting requirements could only be satisfied as possible due to lack of staff 

availabil ity. This meant, among other things, that at times we were unable to reconcile the Watermaster bank accounts for 

several months after receiving the monthly closing statements.  Additionally, the Watermaster audit was always "piggy 

backed" onto the District's and in so doing, it was not possible for the Watemaster aud its to be completed in a timely 

manner. 

5. With regard to Watermaster, the District's computerized financial accounting system did not have 

available capacity to operate Watermaster as a separate entity, and extra time was required to maintain the "separateness" 

of the Watermaster financial activities. 

6 .  In 1 995, I was directed by the District Chief Financial Officer, Larry Rudder, to ascertain if the Chino Basin 

Watermaster's computer consultant , Patrick R. Park, was in fact an independent contractor. I applied the Internal Revenue 

Service twenty factors test to Mr. Park , and was satisfied at that time that he met the test of being an independent 

contractor. I discussed my finding with the Chief Financial Officer and subsequently turned over relevant documents to him. 

7. Shortly after I was informed that Watermaster staff would be vacating their offices at the District's Main 

26 Office, I was invited to a coord ination meeting held in the General Manager's office. Attendees were the District's Budget 

27 Officer, Chief Financial Officer, General Manager, Manager of Human Resources, Risk Manager, Chief of Watermaster 

28 
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1 Services and myself. At that time, the Chief of Watermaster Services was assured she would receive the Distr ict's full 

2 cooperat ion in the move to other facilit ies. It was also agreed that the District wou ld cont inue to p rovide Watermaster with 

3 general accounting services until the fiscal year end, and payroll services until they could become a separate member of 

4 PERS. The Chief Financial Officer was to draft the letter addressing the agreement.  

5 8 ,  On July 1 0 , 1 996, Mrs . Al ice Uchti was appointed by the Waterrnaster Board to serve as  Interim 

6 Watermaster Controller. In my opinion, this was an excellent appointment because of Mrs . Lichti 's involvement in setting up 

7 and supervising all Watermaster financial functions from its formation in 1 978, until her retirement in 1 989. With her 

8 knowledge of Watermaster functions, she could be brought up to date much more quickly than someone who did not have 

9 the benefit of this specific experience. 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

9. Due to my experience with the District and professional background with computerized accounting, I was 

asked by Mrs. Lichti to review several software packages that are readily available on the market and make a 

recommendation with regard to their suitability and adaptability for Watermaster. I recommended QuickBooks Pro due to 

the market share held by Intuit (developer) and my determination that it was well suited for Watermaster needs. The 
14  

15  

16  

17  

accounting software used by the District {!FAS}, was awkward and did not provide the same level of accounting capability 

without the development of numerous "workarounds� that the current software utilized by the Watermaster does not require. 

1 0. The operational audit indicated some negative findings along with relevant recommendations for 

1 8  correction. Several of the recommendations had merit, and provided the Watermaster staff with specific suggestions for 

1 9  improvement. There were some findings which appear to conflict with the District's procedures, such as the employee 

20 expense reimbursements being made from petty cash. As of September 1 996, the District reimbursed employee 

2 1  expenditures i n  excess of ten dollars by check and everything less than ten dollars i n  cash. Another finding was that 

22 Watermaster does not use prenumbered petty cash vouchers. To my knowledge, the District does not utilize prenumbered 

23 petty cash vouchers in the operation of its petty cash fund. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

1 1 . When I began my employment with the District in 1 990, in general there were very few written procedures 

in place. The procedures for the accounting department had been misplaced, and I wrote new accounting procedures to fill 

the need to document the accounting process. Watermaster personnel are in the process of writing procedures which are 
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1 specific to their activities .  Procedure writing is a very time consuming process because as each detail of a function is 

2 documented or changed ,  often preceding or subsequent procedures must be refined as well . 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1 2 . The audit report ind icated quite a concern with regard lo the lack of segregation of accounting duties for 

Watermaster staff. Given the small Watermaster employee base (5), it would be extremely difficult to achieve a total 

•textbook" separation of duties. This is the case in many circumstances where there is a small employee base. 

1 3. I noted in the motion f ram the opposition on page 2, lines 1 - 4 that the District's attorney said the Advisory 

8 Committee was conducting business in "total disregard of generally accepted accounting standards." The Watermaster 

9 accounting was always done in conformance with these standards. If it had not been, the auditors would not have been able 

1 O to give unqual ified opinions, which the Watermaster has received since 1 978. 
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14 .  With regard to  the "basis of accounting for  the assessment package", Watermaster assessments were 

always developed in conformance with the Judgment and ·the applicable rules and regulations, much in the same way that 

the District conformed to the Regional Sewage Contract with regard to EOU's and related charges. 

I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Executed this 

5th day of March, 1 997 at Rialto, Calif omia.  

ob 
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DECLARATION OF MARY STAULA 

I ,  Mary L. Stau la, deqlare as fo llows: 

1 .  I am the Adm in istrative Assistant for the Chino Basin Watermaster ("Watermaster") .  I have held 

6 that position since July of 1 996 at whlch time I was promoted from the position of Executive Secretary to the 

7 Executive Manager of Engineering & Plann ing of Chino Basin Mun icipal Water District "CBMWD". From Ju ly 1 9 , 

8 1 982 to Ju ly 1 ,  1 995, a period of thirteen years, I was a Secretary and an Executive Secretary for Chino Basin 

g M unicipal Water District. During the majority of time I served as the Executive Secretary to the Engineering and 

1 0  P lann ing Div is ion ,  overs ight of the Watermaster staff was assig ned to the Executrve Manager of the Division. I n  

1 1  my capacity a s  h is Executive Secretary, I supervised the Division's secretaria l staff and was responsible for 

1 2  providing secretarial support to the Watermaster Services department. I have personal knowledge of the matters 

1 3  set forth here in ,  and,  if cal led a s  a witness, I would be competent t o  testify thereto. 

1 4  2 .  As an employee of CBMWD for 1 4-1 /2 years, I have fi rst hand knowledge that CBMWD operated 

1 5  without pol icies and procedures (other than financial) prior to March, 1 991 ; operated without a Purchasing Manual 

1 6  prior to October, 1 992; and operated without an Employee Handbook unti l sometime during the same time frame. 

1 7  Al l were put in-place ten years after I became an employee in 1 982, at which t ime there were approximately 87 

1 8  other employees. This information is brought to the forefront in l ight of the critic ism Watermaster staff recently 

1 9  received for not having adopted policies and procedures specific to Watermaster. When Watermaster staff 

20 physically separated from CBMWD in or about Apri l ,  1 996, work began again to develop policies ,  procedures and 

21 handbooks appl icable on ly to Watermaster. The Watermater Financial Policies and Procedures went forward for 

22 pool committee and subsequent Advisory Committee and Watermaster approval .  Other policies ,  procedures and 

23 handbooks developed by Watermaster staff have been held due to other h igher priority work and recent meeting 

24 schedules ( l ist of meeti ngs held s ince January 1 996 attached) ,  pend ing the appointment of a new Watermaster 

25 Board . Where applicable and when apprised of new or revised po!lcies and procedures processed by CBMWD, 

26 Watermaster staff has, to the best of their abi l ity in the current circumstance of separating under an I nterim 

27 Ag reement ,  contin ued to adhere to CBMWD policies and procedures .  

28 
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1 3 .  Much has been said about the lack of checks and balances of Watermaster. As  I am fam il iar with 

2 both the current and past checks and balances of Watermaster, I can attest to the fact that checks and balances 

3 have not changed s ince the �eparation of Watermaster from CBMWD. Checks and balances were established by 

4 the Judgment in 1 978 and have been imp lemented by employees of CBMWD under the Facilities and Services 

5 Agreement with Watermaster. As the Executive Secretary to the CBMWD Manager overseeing Watermaster 

s Services staff, we were on ly minimal ly involved in the personnel matters of those assigned to work for 

7 Watermaster, not in the day-to-day business of Watermaster staff as they implemented the decisions and pol icies 

B of the Advisory Committee through the Watermaster. Prior to my promotion to Watermaster Admin istrative 

g Assistant, Watermaster staff was moved from the Engineering & Plann ing Division as part of the Water Resources 

1 0  Department to the Admin istration & Resources Division . Shortly thereafter, it was decided by CBMWD to separate 

1 1  Watermaster and Water Resou rces functions, and Watermaster staff was located functiona l ly with a "dashed" l ine 

1 2  of commun ication between them and CBMWD's General Manager since the Facil i t ies and Services Agreement 

1 3  cal led for them to report to and receive direction from the Advisory Committee. 

1 4  4 .  At the request of several parties to the Judgment, I recently reviewed a l l  minutes of Watermaster 

1 5  Board meetings.  The review revealed that the average Watermaster Board meeting between January, 1 993 

16  through Apri l ,  1 996 lasted an  average of 1 3 . 9 m inutes and that one Board Member, Mr .  Borba, was not present for 

1 7  any Watermaster Board meetings i n  calendar years 1 993, 1 995 and 1 996. 

1 8  5 .  On May 6,  1 987, the Chief of Watermaster Services, Mr .  Don Peters, presented a revised format 

1 9  of the Watermaster Budget which reduced line item restrictions and a l lowed necessary fund transfers with in a 

20 certain category as a separate practice for Watermaster related items. At that meeting ,  the Watermaster Board ,  

2 1  without any discuss ion ,  approved the budget by a unan imous vote. To  my  knowledge,  Watermaster staff still 

22 fol lows those g uidel ines,  although they are different from those practiced by C BMWD. I t  was reported to the 

23 Advisory Committee at their meeting of Apri l 24, 1 996 , that CBMWD denied staff's request for temporary services 

24 to ass ist in reorgan izing the Watermaster's files, although ,  in this case, a separate l ine item for temporary services 

25 in the amount of $2 , 000 had been approved in the FY 95/96 Watermaster Budget. 

26 

27 

28 

6. In my position as Watermaster Administrative Assistant, I a lso serve as the recording secretary of 

all pool ,  comm ittee , board and workshop meetings.  Upon review of the recent audit report commissioned by 

2 



1 CBMWD, I specifical ly noted that the aud itors cla rm to have interviewed a l l  Watermaster Services staff and that 

2 the Watermaster Meetings Minutes are not housed at the offices of the Watermaster. I can attest to the fact that 

3 the auditors never interviewe_d me and that, at their meeting held Apri l  3, 1 996 , the Watermaster Board ratified the 

4 action to re locate the Watermaster Admin istrative Offices , Watermaster Services staff, and to ratify the lease of 

5 the new office, thus the Watermaster Meeting Minutes were relocated along with the adm inistrative services.  

6 

7 

8 

9 

7.  After 1 4-1 /2 yea rs as an employee of CBMWD with an exemplary record , I ,  as wel l  as other 

Watermaster Services staff members ,  find ou rselves in a very precarious position with CBMWD. As a CBMWD 

employee assigned to administer and imp lement the activi t ies of Watermaster, we have an obl igation to fol low the 

d irection of the Advisory Committee per the Facilit ies and Services Agreement between Watermaster and 
1 0  

CBMWD.  O n  the other hand, a s  CBMWD employees assigned to admin ister the activities of Watermaster, we 
1 1  

have been unreasonably scrut in ized and critlclzed by CBMWD and a smal l group of producers with close pol itica l 
1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

ties to it ,  for fol lowing the direction of the Advisory Committee per the Facil it ies and Services Agreement. 

Subsequent to the January, 1 996 motion to replace CBMWD as the Watermaster ,  there has been a series of 

unsubstantiated accusations, motions ,  d i rectives , and activities ,  pr imarily by the same g roup, that has resu lted in 

staff being wrongfu l ly depicted in news articles and motions before tile Court as "renegades" and "thieves". This is 
1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

extremely critical to the issues currently before the Court because, in spite of the Court's d irection at the June 1 8 , 

1 996 hearing , that the CBMWD as I nterim Watermaster work to complete the smooth transition of Watermaster 

with no dramatic upheavals in personnel ,  especial ly the people whose immed iate job is dependent upon the 

Watermaster (Reporter's Transcript of Oral Proceedings, Page 94 , Lines 1 through 1 2 ,  copy attached) ,  

Watermaster Services staff continues to be harassed, rid icu led, and tormented by the situation and the uncertainty 

of their future. Another delay by the Court to appoint a new Watermaster board wi l l  subject staff to further stress

related situations, (where we are damned if we do and damned if we don't) ! Staff cannot please two masters and 

should not be requ i red to do so - the Court has the ultimate responsibi l ity in this matter and it is imperative that a 

decis ion be made on March 1 1 , 1 997 for the benefit of a l l  involved .  

3 



1 I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

2 Executed th is 5th day of March at Rancho Cucamonga, Cal ifornia. 
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1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  
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Mary L. Staula 
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January 8, 1 996 
January 17, 1 996 
January 25, 1 996 
January 29, 1 996 
January 30, 1 996 

February 8, 1 996 
February 8, 1 996 
February 1 5, 1 996 
February 1 5, 1 996 

March 7,  1 996 
March 7, 1 996 
March 1 1 ,  1 996 
March 1 3, 1 996 
March 20, 1 996 
March 20, 1 996 
March 27, 1 996 

April 3, 1 996 
April 15 , 1 996 
April 1 5, 1 996 
April 24, 1 996 
April 24, 1 996 

May 13 ,  1 996 
May 22, 1 996 
May 22, 1 996 
May 22, 1 996 
May 22, 1 996 
May 22, 1 996 

June 4, 1 996 
June 17 ,  1 996 
June 26, 1 996 
June 26, 1 996 
June 26, 1 996 
June 26, 1 996 

July 10, 1 996 
July 23, 1 996 
July 29, 1 996 
July 3 1 ,  1 996 

July 3 1 ,  1 996 
July 3 1 ,  1 996 

August 7, 1 996 
August 28, 1 996 
August 28, 1 996 
August 28, 1 996 

September 1 o, 1 996 
September 1 0, 1 996 
September 30, 1 996 

VVATERMASTER MEETINGc-

1 996 

Desalter Ad-Hoc 
Desalter Ad-Hoc 
Concurrent Pools & Advisory Committee 
Transition Ad-Hoc/Budget 
Desalter Ad-Hoc 

Advisory Committee 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool on Conjunctive Use 
Transition Ad-Hoc 

Concurrent Pools & Advisory Committee 
Desalter Ad-Hoc 
Desalter & Transition Ad-Hoc 
Transition Ad-Hoc/Budget 
Watermaster 
Transition Ad-Hoc 
Concurrent Pools & Advisory Committee 

Watermaster 
Agricultural Pool 
Transition Ad-Hoc 
Appropriative Pool 
Concurrent Pools & Advisory Committee 

Transition Ad-Hoc/Conjunctive Use 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Concurrent Pools & Advisory Committee 
Appropriative Pool 
Conjunctive Use Workshop 

Appropriative Pool re. Desalters 
Appropriative Pool re. Storage Limits 
Non-Ag Pool 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Advisory Committee 

Watermaster 
MVWD/Western Water Agreement Workshop 
Meet & Confer 
Non-Ag Canceled due to lack of quorum 
(Agenda items approved via mail) 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool 

Advisory Committee 
Meet & Confer 
Appropriative Pool 
Advisory Committee 

Advisory Committee 
Storage/Assessments/Appointment of WM Workshop 
Storage/Assessments/Appointment of WM Workshop 
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October 10, 1996 
October 10, 1 996 
October 10, 1996 
October 15, 1 996 
October 16, 1 996 
October 28, 1996 

November 6, 1 996 
November 12, 1 996 
November 19, 1 996 

December 1 o, 1996 
December 10, 1 996 

January 8, 1 997 
January 8, 1 997 
January 8, 1997 
January 8, 1 997 
January 9, 1 997 
January 14, 1 997 
January 14, 1997 
January 16, 1 997 
January 22, 1 997 
January 22, 1 997 
January 22, 1997 
January 22, 1 997 
January 23, 1 997 
January 23, 1 997 
January 29, 1 997 
January 30, 1 997 

February 5, 1997 
February 13, 1997 
February 27, 1 997 

March 6, 1 997 
March 13, 1 997 
March 26, 1 997 

V\ . .  TERMASTER MEETINGS 

1 996 

Non-Ag Pool 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Storage Workshop 
Advisory Committee 
Storage Workshop 

Watermaster 
Storage Workshop 
Storage Workshop 

Advisory Committee 
Storage/Appointment of WM Workshop 

WATERMASTER MEETINGS 

1 997 

Agricultural Pool 
Non•Ag Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Advisory Committee 
Watermaster 
Advisory Committee 
Watermaster 
Ad Hoc Finance Committee 
Agricultural Pool 
Non-Ag Pool] 
Appropriative Pool 
Advisory Committee 
Watermaster 
Ad Hoc Finance Committee 
Appointment of Watermaster Workshop 
Advisory Committee 

Storage Workshop 
Advisory Committee 
Watermaster 

Watermaster 
Watermaster 
Watermaster 
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1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 6  

9 4  

THE . JURT : It  real ly doe s n ' t �� t er  who - - if  I 

had an interim Waterma ster , it doe s n ' t  matter who the  

interim Watermaster  i s , pretty much  things  -- there is  

going  to  be a smooth tra n s it ion . And not too  much  i s  

going to  happen other than  on the  pol icy leve l . There ' s  

going to  be no dramatic upheaval s  in pe�s onnel . 

E spec i a l ly the people  who s e  immediat e j ob is  dependent 

upon the Watermaster , for  exa.i"Tlpl e , that are working in 

this new building t hat  h a s  been le a sed or whatever it has 

been . So  al l we ' re talking about i s  the nine-member board 

ve r s u s  the Board of  Directors  of  the  Ch ino Bas in Municipal  

Water District ; right ? We ' re j u s t  replac ing one 

MR , · GUTIERREZ : Not nec e s s arily , your Honor . 

don ' t  think that ' s the only option . My point is  one , it 

would be my view that i f  we ' re going to fight this , we 

need  a general not a committee . We already have the 

Advisory Committee . I think it should be one person . I 

think that ' s something we would l ike an opportunity to 

d i s cu s s . 

I 

TEE COURT : And that you s h al l , with the  

propos ition to  the  Court , t hat thought  has  gone through  my 

mind . What i s  al s o  going  through my mind -- and I know 

you guys  want t o  be heard . We have beat thi s to  death by 

now . We have a document that two very fine j udges  have 

participated in writing  and interpreting . And -- on short 

notice it ' s  - - it seems either I f ind a compel l ing reason 

HEATHER R - PARIS , c . s . R .  
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DECLARATION OF LLOYD W. MICHAEL 

3 I ,  Lloyd W. Michael, hereby declare as fol lows: 

4 1 .  I represented Cucamonga County Water District {CCWD) through the entire negotiations  and 

5 regarding the case of Chino Basin Municipal Water District v. City of Chino, et a l . ,  San Bernardino County 

6 Superior Court Case No. 1 64327 {now RCV 5 1 0 1 0) .  At that time, I was serving as General Manager of 

7 CCWD, and I am again serving as General Manager of CCWD currently. 

8 2 .  1 was personal ly involved in the negotiations among the parties to the above referenced case 

9 that resulted in the stipulated Judgment now known as the Chino Basin Judgment. 

1 0  3. Senator Ruben S. Ayala was asked by representatives of the Chino Basin Municipal Water 

1 1  District to sponsor legis lation to facilitate the col lection of money necessary to pay attorneys and engineering 

1 2  consultants the Advisory Committee retained to assist with development of the Chino Basin Plan. He was 

1 3  asked to sponsor this legislation with the ful l  consent and approval of ( i .e. on behalf of) the Advisory 

14  Committee. I do  not recal l  h i s  stated intent was to " keep the producers out of the administration of the 

1 5  legislation but to give them a voice since their interests were affected" (Monte Vista Water District Opposition to 

1 6  Motion, Declaration of Senator Ruben S .  Ayala, 3:1 6�1 8) .  I n  fact, the producers insisted the legis lation require 

1 7  CBMWD to formal ly establ ish the Advisory Committee, and CBMWD reported o n  its role i n  its "First Annual 

1 8  Report of Chino Basin Municipal Water District - Chino Basin Water Production Assessment Operations for 

1 9  1 974�75" when it said on page 2 "The Advisory Committee continued throughout the remainder of the 1 975-76 

20 to meet monthly and to act as the central pol icy committtee." 

21 4. Senator Ayala was not personally involved in the negotiations, and he did not object to the 

22 Stipulated Agreement which became the binding contract among the producers called the Chino Basin 

23 Judgment. Additional ly , his legislation did not establish the role or power of the Advisory Committee, the 

24 Judgment did .  

25 5. The intention of the parties to the Judgment was that the power to govern the Chino Basin 

26 would rest with the producers that re l ied on it as a source of water supply. This was accompl ished by Section 

27 38 of the Judgment where al l things that were not previously discussed by the pools or Advisory Committee are 

28 



1 d iscretionary, and  where the Advisory Committee can mandate actions of Watermaster without recourse 

2 except for the Court. 

3 5. Section 16 of the Judgment was negotiated as the final control on Watermaster because there 

4 were a number of producers who believed there was an inherent conflict of interest in having Chino Basin 

s Municipal Water District, who was {and is) the basin 's primary suppl ier of supplemental water, a lso serve as 

6 the Watermaster. 

7 

8 

9 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and 

1 0  correct. 

1 1  Executed this 7th day of March, 1 997 at Rancho Cucamonga, Cal iforn ia . 
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1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  
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DECLARATION BY MARK JOSEPH WILDERMUTH 

I, Mark Joseph Wildermuth, do hereby declare as fol lows: 

5 1 .  I am a civil engineer special izing in water resources engineering .  I have a bachelor's 

6 ( 1 975) and master degree ( 1 976) in eng ineering from the University of Cal ifornia, Los Angeles. I 

7 am a l icensed civi l engineer in Cal ifornia. I have worked at Tetra Tech , Inc .  ( 1 976- 1 980) , Camp ,  

s Dresser and McKee , Inc. ( 1 980-1 987) and James M. Montgomery, Consulting Engineers ( 1 987-

9 1 990) . I own a consulting engineering company called Mark J. Wildermuth, Water Resources 

1 0  Engineers, a sole proprietorship, located in San Clemente, California .  I have owned and operated 

1 1  my company since October 1 6, 1 990. Since 1 980 ,  I have worked almost exclusively on the 

1 2  hydrologic, hydrogeolog ic, water qual ity and water resources planning issues in the  upper Santa 

1 3  Ana watershed of which the Chino Basin constitutes about 40 percent. 

1 4  

1 5  2. I n  1 981 , I was given an assignment to  calibrate a groundwater flow and qual ity model, 

1 6  (the Basin Planning Model) of the upper Santa Ana basin. This model was used by the Santa Ana 

1 7  Regional Water Qual ity Control Board (RWQCB) to  develop water qual ity management plans for the 

1 s  1 984 Regional Water Qual ity Control Plan for the Santa Ana Region {the Basin Plan) . About half of 

1 9  this effort was devoted to the study and management of the Chino Basin .  

20 

21 3. In 1 985 ,  I was project manager for the environment studies of a 750,000 to 1 ,500,000 

22 acre-feet g roundwater storage program in the Chino Basin proposed by Metropol itan Water District 

23 of Southern Cal ifornia (Metropol itan). In this study I developed the first modern assessment of the 

24 nitrate problems in the Chino Basin based on extensive field studies and state of the art assessment 

25 of nitrate loading to g roundwater from agricultural and municipal sources. I advised Metropolitan to 

26 develop a new computer simulation model of the Chino Basin stating that the Basin Planning model 

27 was not an appropriate tool for use in the Chino Basin due to conceptual and numerical 

28 
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1 assumptions used in the mode l .  Metropo litan decided to go with the Basin Planning model despite 

2 my recommendations for reasons of cost. The resu lt ing future projection of nitrate cond itions in 

3 groundwater were very controversial because many municipal wells and most agricultural wel ls  in 

4 the southern part of the Chino Basin were projected to become severely contaminated with nitrate. 

5 

6 4. The RWQCB, in part because of these projections and in part due to increased nitrogen 

7 levels in the Santa Ana River, became very interested in nitrogen management in the Santa Ana 

a Watershed. The Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority {SAWPA) responded by conducting a 

g watershed�wide total dissolved sol ids and nitrogen study. I was the project manager for this study. 

1 0  About half the work i n  this study involved the simulation of the groundwater level and qual ity 

1 1  conditions in the Chino Basin .  I recommended to SAWPA that a new simulation model be 

1 2  developed for the watershed because of the conceptual and numerical problems embedded i n  the 

1 3  Basin Planning Model. Again, due to cost, the Basin Planning Model was mandated for use, i n  this 

1 4  case by SAWPA. SAWPA, also due to cost, mandated that certain assumptions be used in the 

1 5  study including the use of o bsolete population, land use projections and water supply plans. The 

1 6  resulting stud ies produced overly conservative estimates of nitrate contamination i n  groundwater. 

1 7  Overly conservative as used herein means very high estimates M higher than would ever be 

1 B expected. 

1 9  

20 5. I was instrumental in initiating the Chino Basin Water Resources Management Study. I 

21 participated in the scoping of this study where I recommended that Watermaster develop a new 

22 groundwater simulation model. Watermaster agreed and the development of a new model was 

23 included in the study. In  1 991 , Montgomery Watson ,  project manager for the Chino Basin Water 

24 Resources Management Study, retained me to manage the development and application of this new 

25 model .  This new model was completed in 1 993 at a cost of about $800,000 and was used to make 

26 future projections of g roundwater level and quality. The new model, the Chino Basin Integrated 

21 Surface Water and Groundwater Model (C IGSM) is far superior in accuracy to the Basin Planning 

28 
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1 Model .  It represents the state of the art in g roundwater flow and qua l ity s imulations. The data used 

2 in the model was extensively researched. The data used for future projection was based on the 

3 best ava i lable p lann ing information i ncluding the future water development plans for every water 

4 purveyor in the basin .  

5 

6 6 . The groundwater projections made with CIGSM indicated that groundwater qual ity 

7 problems associated with total dissolved solids and nitrate could be managed in a cost effective way 

a th rough a combination of reg ional and local groundwater treatment faci l ities . The CIGSM 

9 projections also showed that future trends in n itrate contamination were not nearly as severe as 

1 0  projected by the Basin Planning Model . I t  i s  m y  professional opinion that al l  previous n itrate 

1 1  projections from the Basin Planning Model should be disregarded due to numerical and conceptual 

1 2  errors within that model , and obsolete planning .assumptions used i n  past studies. 

13 

14 7. All our studies i ncluding review of water qual ity data from wells and CIGSM projections of 

1 5  future conditions suggest that groundwater qual ity wi l l deteriorate i n  the southern half of the basin .  

1 6  The avai lable recent historical data for the southern Chino Basin was collected by Watermaster as 

1 7  part of Watermaster's ongoing groundwater monitoring program i n  the Chino Basin. The locations 

1s of these wells are shown in Exhibit 8 .  Review of Exhibit A shows that the change in water qual ity 

1 9  over the period 1 989 th rough 1 996 i s  genera l ly s l ight, with water qual ity sl ightly deteriorating or 

20 improving at each wel l . The CJGSM projections from the Chino Basin Water Resources 

21 Management Study suggest that water qual ity wi l l  deteriorate gradual ly over t ime through the year 

22 2040 even with very aggressive management fa the basin .  The Chino Basin is programmed to 

23 deteriorate due to historical agricu ltu re that occurred throughout the basin and g roundwater 

24 production patters in the southern part of the basin . 

25 

26 8 .  Most of the significant groundwater producers in the Chino Basin have significant 

21 groundwater qual ity problems . Exhibit C l ists the producers in the Chino Basin and the types of 

28 
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1 water qual ity problems faced by these producers. Exhibit C l ists producers with water qual ity 

2 problems that I have personal knowledge of - there are most l ikely more problems than listed in 

3 Exhibit C. 

4 

5 9 .  I n  1 995 , Watermaster retained me to investigate losses from groundwater storage to the 

6 Santa Ana River that were the result of the accumu lation of water in loc?I storage accounts and 

7 cyclic storage. I reviewed CIGSM model projections from the historical period of 1 960 to 1 989 and 

s future projections for the period 1 990 to 2040. The future projections were based on a cl imatic 

g period of 1 936 to 1 986 and the future water supply plans of al l  the producers in the Chino Basin. 

1 0  This study showed that about a 2 .03 percent loss per year from artificial ly stored water i n  the basin 

1 1  based on historical hydrology. Using this loss rate I estimated the losses from storage that occurred 

1 2  from cyclic storage and the local storage accounts. These estimates are included in Exhibit D .  The 

1 3  cost implications of the water lost from storage that occurred from cyclic storage and the local  

14  storage accounts . These estimates are included in Exhibit D. The cost impl ications of  the water 

1 5  lost from storage are very significant, on the order of about $1 2 .5 mi l l ion . I have recommended to 

1 6  Watermaster that it should account for the losses from storage and that the accounting of these 

1 7  losses are necessary to maintain the integrity of the physical so lution. With that recommendation I 

1 8  a lso advised Watermaster that the safe yield i s  about 1 67,000 acre-ft/yr. , which i s  much larger than 

1 9  1 40 ,000 acre-ft used to manage the bas in .  Some of this unrecognized safe yield is used by the 

20 agricultural producers that do not report their production. The remaining portion of the 

21 unrecognized safe yield is accumulating in storage subject to losses at the 2 .03 percent rate. The 

22 water accumulating in storage may be comparable to, or exceed the estimated losses from cyclic 

23 storage  and the local storage accounts . I have recommended to Watermaster that prior to 

24 assessing what would be mil l ions of dol lars in losses , that Watermaster should increase its 

25 g roundwater level monitoring plan to al low greater resolution in the modeling of groundwater 

26 storage and streamflow interaction with groundwater. 

27 
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1 I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

2 Executed on the 6th day of March 1 997 at San Clemente, Cal ifornia. 
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Mark Joseph·Wildermut� P. E. 
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EXHIBIT C 
WATER QUALITY ISSUES BY PRODUCER 

Producer Water Quality Issues 
IDS Nitrate Metals VOC's DBCP 

Overlying Agricultural Pool 

Agricutural Arca South of HW-60 X X 

Overlying Non-Agric11ltural Pool 

Ameren Steel Products 
Angel ica Rental Service 
Cal ifornia Steel Industries 
Calmat Company 
Kaiser Resources 
Mira Loma Space Center 
Praxair 
Quaker Chemical 
San Bernardino Co. Dept. of Airports 
Southern Cal i fornia Edison 
Sunkist Growers 
Swan Lake 

X 

X 

X X 

X X 

Appropriative Pool 

Arrowhead Mountain Spring Water Company 
Chino Basin MWD 
City of Chino 
City of Chino Hi l l s  
City of Norco X 
City of Ontario X 
City of Pomona X 
City of Upland 
Cucamonga County Water District 
Fontana Union Water Company 
Fontana Water Company 
Jurupa Community Services District X 
Marygold Mutual Water Company 
Monte Vista Irrigation Company 
Monte Vista Water District 
Mutual Water Co. of Glen Avon Heights X 
San Antonio Water Company 
San Bernardino County Prado Parks X 
Santa Ana River Water Company 
Southern California Water Company 
West End Consol idated Water Company 
West San Bernardino County Water Dist 

Soumi: Chino Basin Waler Resources Management Study, i' inal Runs 

of lhc AR Module, Montgomery Wotson. lnc. 

wq problems summary.xis 
3/7/97 
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Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WJLOERMUTH, 3nt97 

Nitrate and  TDS Monitoring Data In Chino Basin 
1989 - 1 996 

Well Owner Sample N ltrate-N03 TOS 
Owner 10 Date {mg/LI (mg/Ll 

Al Goyenelche 1 1130/95 39.4 536 
ALDEN HIGHSTREET 1/1 /90 97.5 430 
ALDEN HIGHSTREET 312/91 28.8 432 
ALDEN HIGHSTREET 2/8/92 22.6 420 
ALGER CATTLE CO. 1/1 /90 93.0 520 
ALGER CATTLE CO. 1 1/ 19190 100.0 620 
ALGER CATTLE CO. 1 1 19/92 57.6 450 
ATLAS FARMS 111/90 3 1 .0 240 
ATLAS FARMS 1 /1/90 5B.O 290 
ATLAS FARMS 1/1 190 58.0 290 
ATLAS FARMS 1/ 1 190 58.0 NS 
ATLAS FARMS 1/1 /90 443.0 1 200 
ATLAS FARMS 1 1/1 9190 63.3 316 
ATLAS FARMS 1 1/19/90 83.4 372 
ATLAS FARMS 1 1/1 9/90 178.0 684 
ATLAS FARMS 312191 442.0 1420 
ATLAS FARMS 1 1 1 19191 83.4 372 
ATLAS FARMS 1 / 19/92 62.0 320 
ATLAS FARMS 1/19/92 66.5 330 
ATLAS FARMS 2/8/92 487.3 1370 
B & H Repalr 2/2/96 135.0 904 
Ben Vander Laan 1 1130/95 201 .0 1720 
Brad Leal 1/23/96 32.5 696 
CASE SWARTS 3/16/91 24.5 2B0 
CASE SWARTS 1/1/92 34.6 290 
CBMWD RP3 7 3123190 62.4 39 1 
CBMWD RP3 7 8/8/90 34.5 340 
CBMWD RP3 7 2/19192 45.2 314  
CBMWD RP3 MS · 3123/90 45.0 373 
CBMWD RP3 MS 8/8190 32.3 360 
CCWD 8/15189 14 . 1  248 
CCWD 8/13/90 16.6 203 
CCWD 8130190 16.6 203 
CCWD 3 8115/89 9.2 249 
CCWD 3 8/13190 9.8 2 1B  
CCWD 3 B/30/90 218 
CCWD 4 8115/89 5.9 240 
CCWD 4 8113190 5.1 198 
CCWD 4 8130/90 19B 
CCWD 5 8/15/89 2 .7 267 
CCWD 5 B/13/90 1 .4 1 86 
CCWD 5 B/30/90 186 
CCWD a B/15/89 28.0 276 
CCWD 8 B/30/90 28.0 276 
CCWD 10 8/15189 29.2 307 
CCWD 10 B/13/90 24.4 228 
CCWD 10 8130190 24.4 228 
ccwo 1 2  B/13/90 29.7 1 9 1  
CCWD 1 2  8130/90 29.7 191  
CCWD 13  8115189 2 1 .9 283 
CCWD 13 8113190 17.5 244 
CCWD 13 8/30/90 1 7.5 244 
CCWD 15 B/15/89 2 1 .2 267 
CCWD 1 5  B/13/90 17.6 236 
CCWD 15  B/30/90 17.6 236 
CCWD 1 6  0/15/89 92.7 277 
ccwo 16  8/13/90 93.9 266 
ccwo 16  8/30/90 93.9 266 
CCWD 1 7  8/15189 25.5 347 
CCWD 1 7  8/13190 30.7 3 12  
ccwo 1 7  B/30/90 30.7 3 12  
CCWD 19  B/1 5/89 26.0 2 1 2  
CCWD 19  B/13/90 21 .3  200 
ccwo 19  8/30/90 2 1 .3 201 
CCWD 20 8/15189 29.2 256 
CCWD 20 B/13/90 2 1 .4 201 
CCWD 20 B/30/90 2 1 .4 201 
ccwo 2 1  8115189 43.6 27 1 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3'7/97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data In Chino Basin 
1989 • 1996 

Woll Owner Sample Nltrata-N03 TOS 

Owner ID Dato (mg/L) {mgfL) 

CCWD 21 8/13190 52.4 228 
CCWD 21 8/30/90 52.4 228 
CCWD 22 B/15!89 21.1 203 
CCWD 22 B/13190 20.3 19\ 
CCWD 22 8/30190 20.3 191 
CCWD 23 B/15/89 43.3 341 
CCWD 23 B/13/90 44.9 27\ 
CCWD 23 8/30/90 44.9 27\ 
CCWD 24 8/15/89 9.1 252 
CCWD 24 8/30/90 9.1 252 
CCWD 26 8/15/89 11 .3 330 
CCWD 26 · 8/13/90 1 1 .7 258 
CCWD 26 8/30/90 11 .7 258 
CCWD 30 8/15/89 1 1 .6 248 
CCWD 30 8/13/90 24.2 236 
CCWD 30 8/30/90 24.2 236 
CCWD 31 8/15/89 29.0 323 
CCWD 31 8/13/90 32.4 242 
CCWD 31 8130/90 32.4 2'1 
CCWD 33 8115/89 33.2 335 
CCWD 33 8/30/90 33.2 335 
CCWD Deer 8/15/89 3.3 252 
CCWD Deer 8/13'90 1.8 183 
CCWD Deer 8/30190 1.8 183 
CCWD lamosa ' .  8/15189 0.8 236 
CCWD lamosa 8/13/90 1.0 210 
CCWD lamosa 8/30/90 <-1.0 2 1 1  
Chino 5 1/1/90 22.5 248 
Chino 5 9/10/90 24.9 230 
Chino 5 9/9/91 27.8 
Chino 6 1/1/90 12.4 190 
Chino 6 9110/90 11 .2  223 
Chino 6 919/91 14.5 
Chino 7 1/1/90 3.8 205 
Chino 7 9/10/90 4.6 195 
Chino 7 9/9191 7.3 
Chino 9 111/90 48.2 271 
Chino 9 9/10/90 43.3 270 
Chino 9 9/9191 55.4 
Chino 10 1/1/90 48.9 226 
Chino 10 9/10/90 53.7 287 
Chino 10 9/9/91 76.0 
Chino 1 1  1/1/90 16.2 273 
Chino 1 1  9/10/90 14.8 218 
Chino 1 1  9/9/91 18.1 
Chino 12 1/1/90 49.0 271 
Chino 12 9/10/90 47.8 270 
Chino 12 9/9191 52.2 
Chino 13 9/10!90 31.2 264 
Chino 1 3  9/9!91 37.7 
Chino 1 4  9/10/90 44,0 249 
Chino 14 9/9/91 43.5 
Chino Hllls 13 6/27/89 21.8 848 
Chino Hllls 13 2114/91 1 1 0.4 775 
Chino Hills 13 2121/91 92.0 
Chino Hills 13 4/3191 93,0 
Chino Hills 1 3  5/14/91 105.0 
Chino Hl!!s 1 4  9/11190 3.7 162 
Chino Hills 14 2/22/91 8.3 171 

Chino Hllls 14 4/3/91 10.0 
Ch!no HIiis 14 6/3/91 12.9 153 
Chino Hills 1 5  219190 1.3 136 
Chino Hills 15 8/30/90 2.2 154 
Chino H!!ls 15 1/23/91 7.3 148 
Chino Hllls 16 4/25/89 \.0 245 
Chino Hills \6 5129/90 \.0 218 
Chino Hills \6 6/3/91 <-1.0 200 
Chino Hills \·A 10127/89 24.0 264 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3'7197 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data In Chino Basin 
1989 - 1996 

Woll Owner Samplo Nltrato-N03 TDS 

Ownor ID Dato (mg/L) (mg/L) 

Chino Hills 1·A 8130190 26.0 254 
Chino Hills 1·A 613/91 23.2 208 
Chino HUis 1-8 11/3/89 2.1 150 
Chino HIils 1-8 8/30/90 2.3 145 
Chino Hllls 1·8 6/3/91 2.9 127 
Chino HIiis 15-8 6/3191 4.6 131 
Chino HIiis 7-A 8/9/89 20.8 376 
Chino Hills 7-A 2125/91 22.0 
Chino Hills 7-A 4/3/91 23.1 
Chino Hills 7-A 6/3/91 22.6 308 
Chino HIiis 7.9 8/30/89 22.4 328 
Chino Hills 7.9 8/30/90 21.0 377 
Chino HIiis 7.9 1/16/91 26.0 279 
Chino Hills 7.9 2/25/91 19.0 
Chino HUis 7.9 6/3/91 22.5 247 
CIM 3 4/10/96 46.0 280 
CIM 4 4(10/96 129,0 484 
CIM 5 4/10/96 192.0 776 
CIM 6 4110/96 51.7 348 
CIM 7 4/10/96 68,3 440 
CIM 8 4110/96 1.0 128 
CIM 9 4/10/96 173.0 848 
CIM 11  4/10/96 20,9 281 
CIM 13 4/10/96 44.6 350 
ClM• DOM 1 2123/89 24.4 250 
CIM- DOM 1 11/29/90 50.0 475 
CIM• DOM 11A 2123/89 12.8 280 
CIM- DOM 11A 1 1/29/90 19.0 290 
CIM· DOM 1A 2/23/89 33.2 340 
C!M- OOM 1A 1 1/29/90 32.0 335 
C!M - IRR 4 2123/89 48.0 310 
CIM • IRR 4 5122191 101.0 480 
CIM - !RR 4 4/30/92 124.0 490 
ClM - IRR 5 2123/89 242.0 860 
ClM - !RR 5 5/22/91 224.0 980 
CIM - !RR 5 4/30/92 283,5 1030 
CIM- IRR 6 2/23189 14,0 580 
ClM - 1RR 6 4/30/92 155,1 620 
CtM- lRR 7 2/23189 36,0 340 
C!M- IRR 7 5/22/91 41.2 360 
C!M - IRR 7 4/30/92 48.7 380 
CIM - IRR 8 5122191 17.3 428 
CIM - IRR 8 4/30/92 17.3 340 
ClM- IRR 9 2/23/89 15.0 350 
CIM- IRR 9 5122/91 53.3 484 
CIM - IRR 9 4/30/92 57.6 470 
CIM- IRR 10 2123/89 62.0 460 
CIM- IRR 10 5/22/91 68.8 516 
C!M - IRR 10 4/30192 75.3 490 
CIM • !RR 12 2/23/89 106,0 520 
CIM - IRR 12 5/22191 84.6 372 
ClM- lRR 12 4/30/92 84.2 390 
C!M- IRR 13 2/23/89 17.0 240 
C!M - IRR 13 5/22/ll1 25.1 288 
ClM - IRR 13 4/30192 27.5 300 
CIW 1 1/1/90 32,3 290 
CIW 2 1/1/90 124.0 810 
CIW 3 111/90 48.7 550 
CIW 4 111/90 24.8 360 
CIW 5 1/1/90 208.0 1300 
CROSSROADS AUTO DlSMANTLERS 1/1/90 27.0 380 
CROSSROADS AUTO OISMANTLERS 11/19/90 30.4 264 
CROSSROADS AUTO DlSMANTLERS 1/19/92 23,0 280 
Crossroads DismanUers 1/16/96 35,9 280 
CYC NORTH 1/1/90 66.5 NA 
CYC NORTH 3/27/90 NA 460 
CYC SOUTH 1/1/90 93,0 NA 
CYC SOUTH 3127/90 NA 590 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3n,97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data in Chino Basin 
1 989 • 1 996 

Woll Ownor Sample Nilrato-N03 TOS 
Owner ID Dato (mg/L) (mg/L) 

Dick Vander Meer 1 123/95 234 .0 1020 
DONALD CADLINI 1 / 1 /90 2 16.0 840 
DONALD CADLINI 2/16/91 2 18.0 1020 
DONALD CADLINI 2/1/92 22 1 . 5  980 
Donald Cadllnl 1123/96 451 .0 2280 
EL PRADO DAIRY 1/1/90 27.0 300 
EL PRADO DAIRY 2/16/91 26.5 354 
EL PRADO DAIRY 1/1 9192 19.9 300 
ENGLESMA 2/9192 159.5 900 
Enos Me!lo/Gldn w Dairy 1 123/96 52.4 452 
Enter Name after Inspection 1/1 6/96 190.0 920 
Fernando has detai ls 2/2/96 146.0 696 
Filippi Vmeyards 1 1 1 190 31 .4 NA 
Filippi Vineyards 3123/90 NA 310 
Filippi Vineyards 8/1/90 31 .4 320 
FLAMINGO DAIRY 1/1/90 7 1 .0 600 
FLAMINGO DAIRY 2/16/91 82.9 764 
FLAMINGO DAIRY 1/26/92 93.0 840 
Fontana Union 1 1  12/5189 NA 214 
Fontana Union 1 1  111/90 1 8.6 NA 
Fontana Union 16 1991 3B.3 231 
Fontana Union 1 6  12/5189 NA 255 
Fontana Union 1 6  1 11/90 32.5 NA 
Fon!ana Union 17  1991 25.6 222 
Fonlana Union 1 7  ' ·  12/5189 NA 260 
Fontana Union 17  1 / 1 /90 28.4 NA 
Fontana Union 17  8/1 /90 29.0 270 
Fontana Un Ion 18 1991  1 8. 5  199 
Fontana Unfon 1 8  6/8/90 23,2 246 
Fontana Union 20 1991 60.9 275 
Fontana Union 20 12/5/B9 NA 271  
Fontana Union 20 1/1/90 3 1 .7 NA 
Fontana Union 20 6/8190 NM 240 
Fontana Union 21 1991 NIA N/A 
Fontana Union 2 1  12/5/89 NA 294 
Fontana Union 21 111/90 52.2 NA 
Fontana Union 21 6ll/90 NM 299 
Fontana Union 22 1 2/5189 NA 254 
Fontana Union 22 1/1 190 19 .5 NA 
Fontana Union 30 1991  19.1 202 
Fontana Union 30 1215/89 24.7 258 
Fontana Union 30 617/90 1 7.5 226 
Fontana Union 31 12/5189 8,6 246 
Fontana Union 31 617190 9,3 222 
Fontana Union 34 1991 25.2 208 
Fontana Union 34 1 2/5189 25.6 262 
Fontana Union 34 6n/9o 25.4 244 
Fontana Union 39 1991 19.7 197 
Fontana Union 39 1215/B9 3.6 217 
Fontana Union 39 6119/80 6.3 194 
Frank Hilarides 1 1 16/98 18 .7 236 
G. WOODRUFF 3/17/91 47.5 936 
G. WOODRUFF 2/9/92 48.7 820 
Gall Woodruff 2/2/96 8 1 .0 1 1 60 
Gene Koopman 1/23/96 182.0 904 
GEORGE BORBA \/1/90 239.0 720 
GEORGE BORBA 3/2/91 243.0 704 
GEORGE BORBA 2/8/92 225.9 790 
George Borba 2/5196 274.0 1 1 50 
George Zivelonghl 1 / 16196 1 1 .7 2 16  
GREEN THUMB 3/30/91 1 8.9 356 
GREEN THUMB 2/9/92 1 0.2 340 
Green Thumb Ranch 2/5/96 22.9 1 92 
HARRY WIERSEMA 1 /1190 182.0 620 
HARRY WIERSEMA 3/2/91 164.0 864 
HARRY WlERSEMA 2/B192 18 1 .G 900 
Harry Wiersema 1/1 8/96 1 68.0 1 160 
HEIN HETTINGA 111/90 257.0 1 250 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3f1197 

Nitrate and TDS Monitor ing Data in Chino Basin 
1 989 . 1 996 

Well owner Sample Nllrate-NO3 TOS 
Owner 10 Date (mg/L) (mg/LI 

HEIN HETTINGA 2/16191 270.0 1 690 
HEIN HETTlNGA 1 126192 248.1  1450 
Hein Hetllnga 1 1 130/95 342.0 2280 
HENRY A. GORZEMAN 11 1 190 97.0 1 000 
HENRY A. GORZEMAN 2/1 7191 85.6 1 190 
HENRY A. GORZEMAN 2/1192 93.0 1 090 
Henry Gorzeman 1 1 120195 104.0 1 330 
Henry Gorzeman 1 1/30195 92.8 1 300 
Henry Gorzeman 1116196 103.0 1 160 
Henry Gorzeman 1118/96 99.1 1 300 
Henry Gorzeman 1123196 24.7 1 270 
Henry Gorzeman 2/2/96 147.0 1 160 
Henry Gorzeman 2/6196 1 0 1 .0 1 300 
HllARIDES DAIRY 3116191 12.2 196 
HILARIDES DAIRY 2/8192 12.0 2 10  
Hogg Bros•Cal Ltvestk Equ 1 1 /20/95 125.0 1420 
HOGG BROTHERS 1/ 1 190 128.0 1050 
HOGG BROTHERS 2/1 7/91 79.4 1 200 
HOGG BROTHERS 1 / 1 192 97.5 1 1 B0 
J. W. KONING ESTATE 1/ 1 190 93.0 520 
J. W. KONING ESTATE 2/16/91 1 19.0 824 
J. W. KONING ESTATE 1126192 132.9 850 
Jack Alewyn-User 2/5/96 16.0 492 
JACK B. ROGERS 111/90 66.0 1 100 
JACK B. ROGERS 

' . 2/17191 74.5 864 
JACK B. ROGERS 111/92 66.5 8 10  
JACK VAN LEEUWEN & SON 111/90 279,0 740 
JACK VAN LEEUWEN & SON 2/24/91 256.0 952 
JACK VAN LEEUWEN & SON 2/8192 261 .4 820 
Jake Sleger 1 1/30/95 20.3 232 
JAKE SLEGERS 1/1190 27.0 380 
JAKE SLEGERS 1 1/19190 27.7 272 
JAKE SLEGERS 1 /19/92 23.5 250 
JCSD Ag. Well 1/1/90 25.0 240 
JCSD Ag. Well 2/17191 30.2 268 
JGJ Jolnl Venture.Borba 1 1 120/95 106.0 508 
JGJ Joint Venture.Borba 1 1130/95 77.0 464 
Joe Borba 1 1 16196 60,2 364 
Joe Borba 2/6/96 148.0 744 
JOE C. FERREIRA, JR. 111 /90 106.0 390 
JOE C. FERREIRA, JR. 2/24191 1 1 8.0 464 
JOE C. FERREIRA, JR. 2/B/92 26,0 490 
Joe Ferriera 1/ 16/96 121 .0 544 
JOHN ALLEN SCHONEVELD 1/1 /90 168,0 550 
JOHN ALLEN SCHONEVELD 2/1 7/9 1 172.0 764 
JOHN ALLEN SCHONEVELD 2/1 192 163.9 690 
John Allen Schoneveld 1 /23/96 203.0 992 
JOHN BORBA & SONS 1/1190 53.0 360 
JOHN BORBA & SONS 312/91 43. 1  200 
JOHN BORBA & SONS 2/S/92 75.3 4 10  
JOHN JONGSMA 1 /1/90 6.0 1 85 
JOHN JONGSMA 2/22/91 39.0 336 
JOHN JONGSMA 2/2/92 34 .6 330 
JOHN VAN LEEUWEN 111 190 1 1 1 .0 680 
JOHN VAN LEEUWEN 2/16191 135.0 1070 
JOHN VAN LEEUWEN 1 /26192 172.8 1 1 20 
John Van Leewen 1 1/30/95 10B.O 960 
John Vander Dussen 1/23/96 12.3 240 
JOHN VANDER SCHAAF 1 /1/90 230.0 730 
JOHN VANDER SCHAAF 2/22191 192.0 832 
JOHN VANDER SCHAAF 2/2192 203.B 800 
JOSEPH A, BORBA 1/1 /90 1 2 ,0 2 1 0  
JOSEPH A .  BORBA 1/1 /90 49.0 330 
JOSEPH A. BORBA 3/2/91 16 ,B 216 
JOSEPH A. BORBA 3/2/91 52.1 180 
JOSEPH A. BORBA 3/16/91 1 19.0 592 
JOSEPH A. BORBA 2/2/92 14.2 230 
JOSEPH A. BORBA 2/8/92 48.7 320 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3{1/97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data In Chino Basin 
1989 • 1996 

Woll owner Sample Nltrato-N03 TDS 
Owner ID Dato {mg/L) (mg/L) 

JOSEPH A. BORBA 2/8/92 110.B 480 
Jurupa 6 8/1/89 12.0 215 
Jurupa 6 8/8/90 16.0 245 
Jurupa 6 12/3/91 15.0 240 
Jurupa 8 8/1/89 64.0 595 
Jurupa 8 8/8/90 56.0 540 
Jurupa 8 12/3/91 82.0 600 
Jurupa 11 8/1/89 47.0 365 
Jurupa 1 1  8/8/90 89.0 720 
Jurupa 11  12/3/91 78.0 675 
Jurupa 12 8/1/89 26.0 265 
Jurupa 12 8/8/90 37.0 300 
Jurupa 12 12/3/91 90.0 745 
Jurupa 13 B/1/89 13.0 225 
Jurupa 13 8/8/90 14.0 230 
Jurupa 13 12/3/92 15.0 225 
Jurupa 14 8/1/89 11.0 240 
Jurupa 14 8/8/90 11.0 215 
Jurupa 14 12/3/91 13.0 220 
Jurupa 15 8/8/90 23.0 290 
Jurupa 15 12/3/92 25.0 280 
Jurupa 16 8/1/89 14,0 220 
Jurupa 16 818/90 19.0 240 
Jurupa 16 12/3/91 30.0 270 
Jurupa Sky Country 8/1/89 19.0 580 
Jurupa Sky Country 1 8/8190 19.0 565 
Kaiser FW-5 1/1/90 48.7 360 
Kaiser FW-5 8/1/90 50.0 400 
Kaiser KOFS·1 1/1/90 NM 310 
Kaiser KOFS-1 8/1/90 32.1 320 
Kaiser !(OFS-1 3/3/92 35.0 330 
Kaiser KSC#1 1/1/90 20.3 240 
Kaiser KSC#1 8/1/90 20.0 240 
Kaiser KSC#2 1/1/90 NM 230 
Kaiser MP1A 1/1/90 24.0 340 
Kaiser MP1A 8/1/90 23,3 350 
Kaiser MP1A 3/23/92 23.0 320 
Kaiser MP1B 1/1/90 29.0 1160 
Kaiser MP1B 8/1/90 28.4 1370 
Kaiser MP1C 1/1/90 36.0 320 
Kaiser MP1C B/1/90 36.0 360 
Kaiser MP1C 3/23/92 33.7 490 
Kaiser MP1D 1/1/90 10.0 220 
Kaiser MP1D 8/1/90 9.4 230 
Kaiser MP1D 3/23/92 9,7 220 
Kaiser MP2A 1/1/90 30,0 750 
Kaiser MP2A 8/1/90 29.9 770 
Kaiser MP2A 319/92 34.1 670 
Kaiser MP2B 111/90 27.0 860 
Kaiser MP2B 6/1/90 27.9 860 
Kaiser MP2B 3/9/92 32.3 960 
Kaiser MP2C 1/1/90 21.0 290 
Kaiser MP2C 8/1/90 21.7 290 
Kaiser MP2C 3/9/92 27.5 350 
Kaiser MP2D 1(1/90 10.0 190 
Kaiser MP2D 8/1/90 10.1 220 
Kaiser MP2D 3/9/92 11.1 220 
Kaiser Plate Fab 1/1/90 27.4 310 
Kaiser Plate Fab 8/1190 28.0 290 
Kaiser SP-3 1/1/90 31.9 360 
Kaiser SP-3 8/1/90 25.2 310 
Kaiser Struct. Fab 1/1/90 14.2 250 
KURT ISELI 111/90 115,0 830 
KURT !SELi 2/17/91 99.1 1140 
KURT ISELI 2/1192 22.0 930 
L H  4 1/1/91 27.7 277 
L D. S. WELFARE RANCH 1/1/90 115.0 520 
L. D. S. WELFARE RANCH 2/22/91 109.0 584 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3f1/97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data In Chino Basin 
1989 - 1 996 

Wall owner Sample Nllraro-N03 TOS 
Owner ID Date (mgll} (mg/L) 

L. 0. S. WELFARE RANCH 2/2/92 23.0 550 
LOS Welfare Ranch 1/18/00 1 15.0 476 
LEAL RANCHES 1 / 1 /90 97.0 430 
LEAL RANCHES 2/17191 1 1 2.0 628 
LEAL RANCHES 2/1192 19.0 460 
LEGACY RANCH 1/1/90 44.0 520 
LEGACY RANCH 312/91 2 1 . 1  220 
LEGACY RANCH 211/92 4 .0 320 
Margarito Rico 1 1 120/95 162.0 1 300 
Marygold 2 1/1/90 63.3 N/S 
Marygo1d 4 1 / 1 /90 5B.O NI$ 
Marygold 5 1 / 1 /90 57.3 NIS 
Marygold 5 2/26/90 60.0 290 
Marygold 5 3119192 66,0 305 
Milliken M-1 312/90 4.8 330 
MIiiiken M-1 12111/90 8 . 1  320 
MIiiiken M-1 1 1/5191 7.0 315 
MIiiiken M-2 312/90 1 .3 290 
MIiiiken M-2 12/1 1 /9D 3.0 250 
MIiiiken M-2 1 1/5191 3.4 280 
Mllliken M-2S 3/2/90 3.2 440 
Mlll iken M-2S 1 2/1 1190 4.7 395 
MIi i iken M-28 1 1 /5/91 5.0 425 
Mil liken M-3 3/2/90 1 .9 320 
MIiiiken M-3 ' • 1 2/1 1 190 4 .4 295 
MIiiiken M-3 1 1 1519 1 4.8 290 
MIii iken M-4 312/90 4.4 300 
Mllliken M-4 12/1 1190 7.7 285 
Mlll iken M-4 1 1/4/91 8.6 340 
Mira Loma Space Ctr 2/2/96 1 3.6 220 
MR. JOE CENOZ 1/ 1 /90 106.0 400 
MR. JOE CENOZ 2/2419 1 1 13.0 520 
MR. JOE CENOZ 2/2/92 29.0 500 
MVCWD 1/1/90 15.5 552 
MVCIND 1 1/1191 1 22,0 504 
MVCWD 4 1/1191 45.2 352 
MVCWD 5 111/90 1 9.8 212 
MVCWD 5 111 /91 1 6.9 216 
MVCWD 6 111 190 57.0 320 
MVCWD 6 111191 47,B 3 1 2  
MVCWD 1 0  1/1 /90 20.5 264 
MVCWD 10 1/1/91 40.7 252 
MVCWD 1 1  1 11191 30.1 352 
MVCWD 1 9  1 11190 15.B 208 
MVCWD 1 9  1/1191 1 7.4 200 
MVCWD 20 111/90 16.7 240 
MVCWD 20 1/1 /91 14.9 200 
Nick Van Vliet;O-Konlng 1 1130/95 154,0 1200 
Norco 6 113/91 16.0 1330 
Nerco 6 B/15/91 27,0 1090 
Norco 9 4120/90 63.0 NM 
Norco 9 8/8190 73.0 475 
Norco 10  4/20/90 56,0 NM 
Norco 10  3/1 1/91 79.0 435 
Norco 10  8/15192 89.0 510 
Norco 1 1  4120/90 46.0 NM 
Norco 1 1  311 1 /91  5 1 .0 335 
Norco 1 1  8/15191 60.0 375 
Ontario 3 1 /1/90 1 8.0 195 
Ontario 3 1 1 /6/90 1 8.0 230 
Ontario 3 8/1 /91  1 4 ,0 215 
Ontario 4 1/1 /9D 2 1 .0 240 
Ontario 4 10125/90 2 1 .0 250 

· Ontario 4 B/1191 1 8.0 230 
Ontario 6 1/1 190 17.0 230 
Ontario 7 1/1 190 16.0 210 
Ontario 7 1 0130/90 16.0 265 
Ontario 7 1 0130/90 16.0 265 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3f7/97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data in Chino Basin 
1 989 - 1996 

Woll Owner Sa mple Nltrate-ND3 TDS 
Owner ID Date (mg/L) (mg/LI 

Ontario 9 1 / 1 /90 34.0 230 
Onlarlo 9 10/25190 34.0 245 
Ontario 9 8/1/91 4 1 .0 285 
Ontario 1 t  1 / 1 /90 3.0 165 
Ontario 1 1  1 0/3D/90 3.0 190 
Ontario 1 1  7/30191 4 .0 205 
Ontario 1 5  1/1 /90 18.0 225 
Ontario 1 5  1 0125/90 18.0 2 15  
Ontario 1 5  8120/91 20.0 195 
Ontario 16  1/1 190 7.0 205 
Ontarlo 16  10123190 7.0 195 
Ontario 16  8nl91 4.0 2 15  
Ontarlo 1 7  1/1 190 1 2.0 225 
Ontario 1 7  10/30190 12.0 155 
Ontario 17 7/30191 13.0 220 
Onlarlo 18  1/1 190 23.0 245 
Ontario 1 8  1 116190 23.0 235 
Ontario 1 8  81119 1  2B.O 260 
Ontario 1 9  1 11/90 27.0 2B5 
Ontario 1 9  81119 1  26.0 320 
Ontario 20 1 11/90 8 .0 225 
Ontario 20 B/1 519 1 8 .0 225 
Ontario 2 1  1 11/90 31 .0 295 
Onlarlo 21 B/20/91 50.0 305 
Ontario 24 ' • 1 11/90 5.0 1 70 
Ontario 24 1 1 /1/90 5.0 1 B5 
Ontarlo 24 B/22/91 3.0 1 90 
Ontario 25 1 / 1 /90 6. 0 350 
Ontario 25 1 1 /1/90 6.0 230 
Ontario 25 8nl91 9.0 245 
Ontario 26 1/1 /90 12.0 240 
Ontario 26 1 1 /1/90 8.0 225 
Ontario 26 816191 4 .0 190 
Ontario 27 1/1 190 12.0 255 
Ontario 29 1/1 /90 5.0 195 
Ontario 29 10/30190 5,0 170 
Ontario 29 816/91 9,0 205 
Onlarlo 30 1/1/90 18,0 420 
Ontario 30 10123190 1 B.O 440 
Ontario 30 8/6/91 16.0 445 
Ontario 31 1 11/90 1 7.0 215 
Ontario 31 1 1/1190 1 7.0 265 
Ontario 31 816/91 20.0 235 
Ontario 33 1 /1/90 5.0 205 
Ontario 33 10/23190 5.0 185 
Ontario 33 B/20/91 6,0 185 
Ontario 34 111190 3.0 1 B0 
Ontario 34 10/25190 3.0 190 
Ontario 34 8120191 3,0 190 
Ontario 35 10125190 3.0 240 
Ontario 35 8120191 3.0 185 
Ontario 36 1 1 18190 3.0 190 
Ontario 36 B/7191 4.0 200 
Ontario SAWC 1 1 /6190 48.0 270 
Ontario SAWC B/13/91 51 .0 275 
PAT F. VERNOLA 1/1190 80.0 440 
PAT F. VERNOLA 2/17191 86.4 572 
PAT F. VERNOLA 111 192 25.3 270 
Pat Vemola 1 1/30195 33.3 290 
PETE HOOGEBOOM 1/1190 142.0 740 
PETE HOOGEBOOM 2/16/91 294.0 1680 
PETE HOOGEBOOM 1 /26/92 30.0 890 
Pele Parella(Lagacy Ranch 1/16196 43.0 536 
PETRISSANS BROS. DAIRY 111 /90 23.0 370 
PETRISSANS BROS. DAIRY 1 1/1 9/90 24.B 268 
PETRISSANS BROS. DAIRY 111 9/92 4.6 250 
Pomona 2 1 1 1 /90 38.5 NM 
Pomona 2 1 1 1/91 NM 325 

Hgalol\c:l<l>wm\monilor\NEW•DATA2 - Td,No3 
3n,n1 Pngo B 



EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3n/97 

Nitrate and TOS Monitoring Data in Chino Basin 
1989 - 1996 

Well Owner Sample Nllrale-N03 TOS 
Ownor ID Data (mglt.) [mg/LI 

Pomona 2 3/5191 36.3 325 
Pomona 3 1 / 1 /90 46.1 NM 
Pomona 3 111/91 NM 355 
Pomona 3 3/1 9191 57.3 3 10  
Pomona 4 111 /90 53.2 NM 
Pomona 4 1214190 59.0 NA 
Pomona 4 1/1191 NA 3 16  
Pomona 4 316191 62.9 400 
Pomona 5 111/90 7 1 .2 NM 
Pomona 5 1 11191 NA 4 1 2  
Pomona 5 1 / 15191 78.2 NA 
Pomona 5 3/19191 8 1 .3 4 10  
Pomona 6 1 / 1 /90 96.6 NM 
Pomona 6 1 1 1 /9 1  NM 428 
Pomona 6 311 2/91 87.7 400 
Pomona 7 111 190 55.4 NM 
Pomona 1 111191 NM 323 
Pomona 7 314/91 59.2 275 
Pomona 9 1 /1190 64.3 NM 
Pomona 9 1 11191 NM 400 
Pomona 9 315191 57.7 4 15  
Pomona 1 0  1 11/90 35.1 NM 
Pomona 10 1 1 1 /91 NM 296 
Pomona 10 3/4191 36.1  300 
Pomona 1 1  1 / 1 190 91 .3 NM 
Pomona 1 1  1 /1191 NM 507 
Pomona 1 1  3/19191 86.0 440 
Pomona 1 2  1 / 1 190 88. 6 NM 
Pomona 12  1 / 1 /91 NM 504 
Pomona 12  3119/91 94.3 420 
Pomona 13  1/1/90 26. 1  NM 
Pomona 13  1/1/91 NM 293 
Pomona 13 3/12191 31 .0  250 
Pomona 14 1 11190 62.5 NM 
Pomona 14 1 11/91 NM 379 
Pomona 1 4  311 1 191  67.8 335 
Pomona 1 5  1 / 1 190 89.1 325 
Pomona 1 5  1 122/91 63.0 NM 
Pomona 1 5  311 1 19 1 60.8 3 15  
Pomona 16  1 1 1 /90 74.9 NM 
Pomona 16  1/1/91 NA 453 
Pomona 16 1122/91 75.7 NA 
Pomona 16 3/6/91 76.2 450 
Pomona 1 7  1/1190 55.8 NM 
Pomona 1 7  1 11191 NA 336 
Pomona 1 7  1/1 5191 56.4 NA 
Pomona 17  311 1 191  57.1 290 
Pomona 18 111190 75.0 395 
Pomona 18 10123190 66.7 NM 
Pomona 1 8  3/19191 83.3 400 
Pomona 1 9  1/1190 58.0 NM 
Pomona 1 9  10131190 55.9 NA 
Pomona 1 9  1 1 1 /9 1  NA 697 
Pomona 20 1 / 1 /90 65. 1  NM 
Pomona 20 1/1/91 NM 403 
Pomona 20 J/4/91 63.0 400 
Pomona 2 1  111190 27.3 NM 
Pomona 2 1  10/23/90 27.0 NA 
Pomona 2 1  1/1/91 NA 403 
Pomona 2 1  3/1 1191 28. 5 365 
Pomona 22 1 / 1 /90 77.4 595 
Pomona 22 3/12/91 56.6 550 
Pomona 23 1 1 1 /90 39.6 NM 
Pomona 23 12/5190 44.B NA 
Pomona 23 111/91 NA 254 
Pomona 23 J/6191 50.7 3 1 5  
Pomona 24 111 190 4S.6 NM 
Pomona 24 10/23/90 47.9 NA 
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EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3f7197 

N itrate and TDS Mon itorin g Data in Chino Basin 

Woll OWner 
Owner 10 

Pomona 24 
Pomona 24 
Pomona 25 
Pomona 25 
Pomona 25 
Pomona 25 
Pomona 26 
Pomona 26 
Pomona 26 
Pomona 26 
Pomona 27 
Pomona 27 
Pomona 27 
Pomona 27 
Pomona 28 

Pomona 28 
Pomona 28 
Pomona 28 
Pomona 29 
Pomona 29 
Pomona 29 
Pomona 29 
Pomona 30 
Pomona 30 
Pomona 30 
Pomona 31 
Pomona 31 
Pomona 33 
Pomona T1 
Pomona T1 
Pomona T1 
Pomona T2 
Pomona T2 
Pomona T2 
Pomona T3 
Pomona T3 
Pomona T3 
Pomona T4 
Pomona T4 
Ric/Tom Borba 
Ron Verhoeven[Lessee) 
RUBEN CORTEZ 
RUBEN CORTEZ 
RUBEN CORTEZ 
RUDY HARINGA 
RUDY HARINGA 
RUDY HARINGA 
Rudy Harlnga 
San Gabriel Waler Co 22A 
San Gabriel Waler Co 23A 
San Gabriel Waler Co 7A 
SARWC 3 
SARWC 3 
SARWC 3 
SARWC 7 
SARWC 7 
SARWC 7 
SARWC B 
SARWC 1A 
SARWC 1A 
SARWC 1 A  
SARWC 3A 
SARWC 3A 
SARWC 3A 
SAWC 2 
SAWC 2 
SAWC 3 
SAWC 3 

Hgale\\o;\l:b,,m\monilor\NEW.oATA2 - Td,NoJ 

J/7197 

1 989 • 1996 

Samplo 
Date 

1/1/91 
311 1191 
1 I1/>l0 

6/10/90 
1/1 /91 
3/6/91 
1 / 1 /90 

1 211 1 /90 
111/9 1  
3/6191 
11 1/90 

1 215190 
111/91 
314191 
1 11190 

1 2/31/90 
1/1 191 

3112/91 
1 1 1 /90 

1 2131190 
111191  

4110/9 1 
111/90 
1/1/91 

' • 315191 
1 / 1 190 
1 1 1 /91 

3/1 1 /91 
111 /90 
1/1/91 

6/25/9 1 
1/1190 
1 /1191 
3/4191 
1 / 1 /90 
1/1191 
314/91 
111 /90 
315191 

1 1120/95 
1116/96 
1/1190 

2122191 
2/1 192 
111 190 

2122/9 1 
2/2192 

1118/96 
412BJ90 
2/15191 
5114/90 

Png• 10 

111 190 
1/1/91 
3/9/92 
1/1/90 
1 11191 
312/92 
111 190 
1/1 190 
1 / 1 191  
319192 
1 11/90 
1 1 1 19 1  
319192 
1 / 1 /90 
1/1191 
1 1 1 /90 
111191  

Nllrate-N03 
(mg/L) 

NA 
48.7 
47.3 
34.5 
NA 
34.2 
49.5 
61 .0 
NA 

53.1 
16.6 
1 4 .6 
NA 

15 .5 
23.1 
22.5 
NA 

20.4 
1 8.9 
1 7. 1  
NA 
19 .0  
6.7 
NM 
9.0 
7 1 .4 
NM 

52. 1 
13 .7 
NM 
12.4 
16.8 
NM 
1 4.9 
1 5.9 
NM 
1 2.7 
1 1 .2 
13 . 1  
47.3 
77.5 

2 17.0 
224.0 
50.0 

275.0 
263.0 
59.0 

297.0 
10 .0 
12 .6 
7 .3 

1 20.0 
97.0 
100.0 
16 .0 
1 3.0 
14.0 
24.0 
1 1 .0 
25.0 
15.0 

1 10.0 
92.0 
99.0 
23.0 
20.6 
19 .9 
27.5 

TDS 
(mg/L) 

387 
330 
NM 
NA 
276 
240 
NM 
NA 
257 
300 
NM 
NA 
222 
237 
NM 
NA 
719 
600 
NM 
NA 
272 
276 
NM 
143 
1 90 
NM 
493 
340 
NM 
21 3 
1 76 
NM 
225 
2 1 7  
N M  
238 

240 
NM 
220 
504 
552 

570 
932 

860 
950 
1 030 
91 0 
1 370 
209 
207 
2 18  
6 1 5  
695 

635 
625 

565 
485 
51 0 

660 
670 

NM 
246 
232 
242 



EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION SY MARK J. WILDERMUTH, 3ll/D7 

Nitrate and TDS Monitor ing Data in Ch ino Basin 

Well 
Ownar 

SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SAWC 
SBCWNB 
SBC\/1,WB 
sacwws 
SBCWWB 
SBCWNB 
SBCWWB 
SBCWWB 
SBCWWB 
SBCWNB 
SBCWWB 
SBCWNB 
SBCWWB 
SC Edison 
SC Edison 
SC Edison 
SC Edison 
Schoneveld Dairy 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 
scwc 

Ownor 
ID 

4 
4 
15  
18  
2 1  
22  
22  
24  
24 
25 
26 
27 
31 
31 
32 
13 
13 
14 
1·A 
1 -A 
1 -B 
1 -B 
1 S.A 
7-A 
7-A 
7-B 
7-B 
Center 

r;enter 
East 
West 

ALA-02 
BER,0 1 
BOU-01 
CAM-01 
COL-01 
DEL-01 
DEL-02 
DEL-03 
DEL•D4 
ORE-01 
FAl-01 
GAR-0 1 
GRE-01 
HAFUl1 
IN0-03 
MARG-01 

1 91!9 - 1 996 

Sampto 
Date 

1 1 1 /90 
1 1 1 191  
1 11 191  
1/ 1 /90 
1/1 /90 
1/1190 
1 /1/91 
1 1 1 /90 
1 11 /91  
111191 
111191 
1 11/91 
1/ 1 190 
1 1 1 /91 
1 11 191  

6127189 
8/30190 
911 1/90 
1 0/27189 
8/30190 
1 1 13189 
8130190 
8/30190 
8/30/B9 

• •  B/30/90 
8/30/89 
8130190 
1/1/90 
8/1/90 
1/1/90 
1 /1/90 

1 1 18196 
2/12192 
2/5/92 

2/19192 
2/19192 
2/12192 
2/12/92 
2/19/92 
2/5/92 
516/91 
2/12/92 
2/5192 
2/19/92 
2/12/92 
2/5/92 
2/5/92 
2/5/92 

scwc MARLBORO 2/5/92 
scwc MlL-01 2/12192 
scwc MIR-03 2119192 
scwc MIR-05 2/19/92 
scwc MOUNTAIN 6120/90 
scwc MOUNTAIN 211 9192 
scwc POMEL·01 2119/92 
scwc POMEL·04 2/5/92 
scwc POMER-01 4124/90 
scwc POMER-01 2/1 2192 
scwc RIC-160 2/5/92 
scwc SUM-01 2119/92 
SIMMS 2/9/92 
SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA, INC. 1 /1 /90 
SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA, INC. 1 1/19190 
STATE-CALIF INST. FOR WOMEN 1 /1/90 
Sunklst 5123189 
Sunklsl 8/24/B9 
Sunklst 1 1/14189 
Sunklsl 1130190 

Nltrate-N03 
(mglL) 

44.0 
42.2 
1 1 .9 
8 1 .0 
92.0 
22.D 
2 1 .0 
2 1 .0 
16.5 
64. 1 
27.2 
39.7 
36.0 
42.3 
4.5 

21 .B  
75.9 
3.7 
24 .0 
26.0 
2. 1  
2 .3 
2.2 
20.B 
23.0 
22.4 
2 1 .0 
1 2.4 
1 1 .7 
8.0 
9.8 

1 1 6.0 
26.3 
1 5.0 
19.7 
97.5 
5.6 
13.7 
1 1 .3 
1 5.2 
1 0.5 
33.0 
16.6 
3B. 9 
9.4 
22.0 
57.4 
12.3 
33.6 
1 B.O 
1 1 .2 
25.4 
10.3 
5 ,7 

24 ,9 
31 .3 
42.9 
39.7 
5B. 1 
1 1 0. 0  
181 .6 
25.0 
25.4 
27.0 
30. 1  
35.0 
3B.5 
18 .5  
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TOS 
(mglL) 

NM 
235 
238 
214 
332 
236 
224 
NM 
2 13  
329 
267 
276 
NM 
25B 
228 
848 
939 
162 
264 
254 
348 
145 
1 54 
376 
377 
32B 
377 
200 
240 
N/S 
N/S 
7 16  
2 1 1  
23B 
1 90 
429 
1 85 
1B5 
231 
197 
1 79 
223 
18B 
297 
152 
3 1 1 
35B 
228 
226 
20 1 
1 8 1  
204 
254 
192 
235 
230 
537 
549 
344 
516 
7 1 0  
340 
256 
550 

265 

1 66 



EXHIBIT A 
DECLAAATION av MARK J. WlLOERMUTH, 3f7/97 

Nitrate and TDS Monitoring Data in Chino Basin 
1989 - 1996 

Well OWnor Sample Nltralo•N03 TDS 
Owner ID Date [mg/LJ [mg/L) 

Sunklst 1 /30/90 1 1 . 1  1 86  
Sunklst 1/30190 35.4 
Sunklst 4/3190 35.0 
Sunklst 6/6190 36.5 
Sunklst 8127/90 NA 290 
Sunklst 1 8127190 38.0 290 
sunklst 1 12/17190 18 .5  
Sunklsl 1 12/17190 1 8.5 NA 
Sunkist 1 4/1 1/9 1  39,0 250 
Sunklst 1 9/26191 40,0 285 
Sunklst 1 1 2/1 1/91 4 1 ,0 265 
Sunklsl 1 1 / 1 4192 4 1 .0 305 
Sunklst 2 5123189 37.4 
Sunklst 2 7/20/89 35.0 
Sunklsl 2 1 1/ 14189 37.8 
Sunklst 2 2121190 1 1 .B 
Sunklst 2 4/3/90 38.8 
SYSRAND VANOER CUSSEN, SR. 1 /1/90 10.0 2 10  
SYSRAND VANDER CUSSEN, SR .  2/17191 8 .6 204 
SYBRANO VANDER CUSSEN, SR. 2/t/92 8.0 1 B0 
TED KOOPMAN 1/ 1 190 142.0 530 
TED KOOPMAN 2122191 1 54 .0 762 
TED KOOPMAN 2/2/92 1 77.2 700 
TOLLMARK CORP. 1/1 /90 1 59.0 700 
TOLLMARK CORP. ' • 2/16191 125.0 736 
TOLLMARK CORP. 1/26192 88.6 550 
UNKNOWN 1/1/90 105.0 430 
UNKNOWN 2/24191 16 .5 220 
UNKNOWN 2/2/92 0.0 230 
Upland 2 1 /1 190 4.2 261 
Upland 2 1/1 191 6.8 232 
Upland 2 2/5/92 5.1  
Upland 3 1/1 /90 90.0 4 1 0  
Upland 3 1/1/91 68.7 307 
Upland 3 4/21/92 87.9 
Upland 5 1/1/90 1 5.0 275 
Upland 5 1 / 1 191 32.2 296 
Upland 5 4/17/92 24.0 
Upland 7 1/1 190 1 B. 1  237 
Upland 7 111/91 21 .9  240 
Upland 7 4117/92 21 .0  
Upland B 1 11/90 74.B 333 
Upland 8 1 11/91 27.0 365 
Upland B 4/21192 87.3 
Upland 9 1/1 /90 29.2 237 
Upland 9 1/1191 31 .4 248 
Upland 9 4117192 27.9 
Upland 1 3  1 11/90 8 1 ,0 4 1 0  
Upland 13  1 11/9 1  85.2 365 
Upland 13  4/21/92 8 1 .6 
Upland 1A  1/1 191 9.4 401 
Upland 1A  2/5/92 7 .7 
Ursala Bartel 1 1/30/95 64.7 4 1 6  
V. W. RASNER 3/17/9 1 55.4 908 
V. W. RASNER 2/9/92 43.9 BOO 
V. W. Rasner 2/2/96 59.7 996 
W. R. CRAMER 11 1 /90 27.0 510 
W. R. CRAMER 2/17/91 37.0 632 
W. R. CRAMER 2/1/92 53.2 830 
WALTER P. BRITSCHGI 1 11/90 346,0 1050 
WALTER P. BRITSCHGI 2/22/91 1 13.0 564 
WEC 3 1/1191  6 .6 205 
WEC 4 1/1/91  6.6 209 
WILLIAM HARINGA 1 11/90 49.0 300 
WILLIAM HARINGA 2/24/91 44 .1  348 
WILLIAM HARlNGA 2/2/92 4 1 .6 320 
William Haringa 1 1 /20/95 44.4 452 
Will iam Verhoeven 1 \/20/95 362.0 1420 
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Woll 

Ownor 

EXHIBIT A 
DECLARATION BY MA RK J. WILDERMUTH, 3f1/97 

N itrate and TDS Mo nitori ng Data In C hino Bas in 
1 989 - 1 996 

Owner Sam11to Nltrate-NO3 
ID Dato (mg/L) 

Wm. Cramer c/o Jim Trask 2/2/96 88 ,9 

Hgo1o\\o;\e1Mm\moni1or\NEW•DATA2 - Td,Nol 
'317197 

1 11 1 9190 
1 1/19190 
1 1 /19190 
1 1 /19190 
1 1 119190 
1 1 /19190 
1 1 /19/90 
1 1 /19190 
3/1 6191 
3/1 6/91 
3/1 7191 
3/30/91 
3/30/91 
2/9192 

3/17/96 

Pag• 1 J  

24.B 
25.4 
27.7 
30.4 
63.3 
83.4 

100.0 
178.0 
12.2 
24,5 
55.4 
18 ,9 

1 45,0 
101 .9 
47.5 

TOS 

(mg/LJ 

936 
268 
256 
272 
264 
316 
372 
620 
6B4 
196 
288 
90B 
356 
828 
490 
936 
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Exh ibit B 
Declaration by 

Mark J .  Wildermuth 
3/7/97 



EXHIBIT C 

WATER QUALITY ISSUES BY PRODUCER 

Producer Water Qual i ty Issues 
TDS Nitrate Metals VOC's DBCP 

Overlying Agricultural Pool 

Agricutural Area South of HW-60 X X 

0l'erlyi11g Non-Agrir:11/tural Pool 

Ameren Steel Products 
Angel ica Renta l Serv ice 
Cal ifornia  Stee l Industries 
Calmat Company 
Kaiser Resources 
M ira Loma Space Center 
Praxai r 
Quaker Chemical 
San Bernardino Co. Dept. of Ai rports 
Southern Cal ifornia Edison 
Sunkist Growers 
Swan Lake 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Appropriative Pool 

Arrowhead Mountain Spring Water Company 
Chino Bas in  MWD 
City of Chino 
City of Chino H i l l s  
C i ty of Norco X 
City of Ontario X 
City of Pomona X 
City of Upland 
Cucamonga County Water District 
Fontana Union Water Company 
Fontana Water Company 
Jurupa Community Serv ices District X 
Marygold Mutual Water Company 
Monte Vista Irrigat ion Company 
Monte Vista Water District 
Mutual Water Co. of Glen Avon Heights X 
San Anton io Water Company 
San Bernardino County Prado Parks X 
Santa Ana Ri ver Water Company 
Southern Cal ifornia Water Company 
West End Consol idmcd Water Company 
West San Bernardino County Water Dist 

Source: Chino Basin Wa1er Resources Mnm1gemen1 Studr, F inni Runs 

of the AR Modul�. Mon1gomery Watson. Inc. 

wq problems summary.xis 
3/7/97 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X X 
X X 
X X 

X 
X X 

X 
X 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J .  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year ------------- Summary Overlying Non-Ag Storage Accounting 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 3 1 8  0 3 1 8  3 3 1 5  -3 
1 979 I 80 3 1 8  0 636 1 0  623 - 1 3 
1 980 / 8 1  421 0 1 ,057 17 1 ,027 -30 
1 98 1  / 82 875 0 1 ,932 30 1 ,872 -59 
1 982 / 83 2,079 0 4,0 1 1 59 3 ,892 - 1 19 
1 983 / 84 3,89 1  0 7,902 l 1 9  7,665 -237 
1 984 / 85 4,875 0 1 2,777 205 1 2,335 -442 
1 985 / 86 4, 1 10 0 1 6,887 292 1 6, 1 53 -734 
1 986 / 87 4,846 0 2 1 ,733 377 20,62 1 - 1 , 1 1 1  
1 987 / 88 4,395 0 26, 1 28 463 24,553 - 1 ,575 
1 988 / 89 3,88 1 0 30,009 538 27,896 -2, 1 1 2  
1 989 / 90 2,578 0 32,587 592 29,882 -2,705 
1 990 I 9 1  2,474 0 35,060 632 3 1 ,724 -3 ,337 
1 99 1  / 92 2,921 547 37 ,434 668 33,430 -4,005 
1 992 / 93 3,046 1 , 145 39,336 698 34,633 -4,703 
1 993 I 94 2,542 2 41 ,876 729 36,445 -5 ,43 1 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3rl/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 919 I 80 
1 980 I 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1983 / 84 

1 984 / 85 
1 985 I 86 
1 986 I 87 
1 987 I 88 
1988 I 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 / 93 
1 993 / 94 

Put 

0 
5,336 
3,582 

94 
2,765 
7,307 

1 2,402 
1 1 ,987 
1 6,490 
50,608 
35 ,044 
1 2,663 
20, 1 24 
26,32 1 
25,665 
1 1 ,498 

Summary Appropriative Storage Accounting -------------
Take 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6 1 5  
106 

1 0,499 
0 

22,70 1 
1 0,575 
2,298 
2,426 

0 
21 ,887 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 

Storage 

0 0 
5,336 54 
8,9 1 8  1 44 
9,0 1 2  1 78 

1 1 ,776 203 
1 9,083 30 1  
30,87 1 489 
42,752 7 1 9  
48,744 886 
99,352 1 ,443 

1 1 1 .694 2.052 
1 1 3 ,782 2, 1 57 
1 3 1 ,609 2,3 1 6  
1 55 ,505 2,692 
1 8 1 , 1 69 3, 1 40 
1 70,780 3,232 

Storage 

0 () 

5,282 -54 
8,720 - 1 98 
8,636 -376 

1 1 , 1 97 -579 
1 8 ,203 -8 8 1  
29,50 1 - 1 ,370 
40,663 -2,089 
45,768 -2,975 
94,934 -4.4 1 8 

1 05,224 -6.47 1 
1 05 , 1 54 -8.628 
1 20,665 - 1 0.943 
1 4 1 ,869 - 1 3.636 
1 64,393 - 1 6,776 
1 50,772 -20.008 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Year 
Put 

Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

--------- Cyclic Storage Accounting Year --- MWD Trust Storage 
Take Estimated Losses lo Estimated Difference CCWD Ontario Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Basenow End of Period in Storage End of Period Bascllow End of Period in Storage 
Storage 0.0203 Storage 

1 978 / 79 1 5,757 0 1 5 ,757 1 60 1 5,597 - 1 60 
1 979 I 80 14,243 1 0,678 1 9,322 353 1 8 ,8 1 0  -5 1 3  
1 980 / 8 1  8 ,662 3 ,02 1 24,963 439 24,0 1 2  -952 
1 98 1  / 82 5 ,047 2.454 27,557 5 1 4 26,09 1 - 1 ,466 
1 982 / 83 1 5 ,50 1 0 43,058 687 40,906 -2, 1 53 
1 983 / 84 7,960 0 5 1 ,0 1 8  9 1 1 47,954 -3,064 
1 984 / 85 8 ,709 0 59,727 1 ,062 55,60 1 -4, 1 26 
1 985 I 86 2,095 0 6 1 ,822 1 , 1 50 56,546 -5,276 
1 986 / 87 9,921 3 ,52 1 68,221 1 ,2 1 3  6 1 ,733 -6,488 
1 987 / 88 0 1 2,5 1 2  55,709 1 , 1 26 48 ,094 -7 ,6 1 5  
1 988 / 89 0 7,922 47,787 896 39,276 -8,5 1 1 
1 989 / 90 0 1 9,324 28,463 60 1 1 9,35 1 -9, 1 1 2 
1 990 / 9 1  503 0 28,966 398 1 9,456 -9,5 1 0  
1 99 1  / 92 54,37 1 63 , 1 3 1  20,206 306 1 0,39 1 -9,8 1 6  
1 992 / 93 1 ,677 21 ,884 0 6 -9,822 -9,822 
1 993 I 94 1 8 ,767 0 1 8,767 38 1  8,565 - l 0,202 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accountfng 
317/97 

1 978 / 79 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 
1980 / 8 1  0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 
1 982 / 8� 0 0 
1 983 I 84 0 0 
1984 / 85 0 0 
1985 / 86 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 
1 987 I 88 3 ,033 4,640 
1 988 / 89 5,065 1 ,360 
1 989 / 90 1 1 .50 1 4,876 
1 990 / 9 1  1 1 ,350 3,579 
1 99 1  / 92 0 0 
1 992 I 93 0 0 

1 993 I 94 0 0 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

7,674 78 
1 4,098 2 1 9  
30.475 446 
45,405 755 

(l 0 

0 0 

0 0 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

7,596 -78 
1 3 .80 1 -297 
29,732 -744 
43,906 - 1 .499 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J.  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year ------- Chino Local Storage AccounL -----
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Basenow End of Period in SLorage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 919 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 15 0 75 75 - 1  
1 984 / 85 0 0 75 2 73 -2 
1 985 / 86 0 0 75 I 72 -4 
1 986 / 87 0 0 75 70 -5 
1 987 / 88 0 0 75 69 -7 
1 988 / 89 0 0 75 67 -8 
1 989 I 90 0 0 75 66 -9 
1 990 I 9 1  0 0 75 65 - 1 1 
1 99 1  I 92 1 ,000 0 l ,Q75 I I  1 ,053 -22 
1 992 I 93 0 0 1 ,075 2 1  1 ,032 -44 
1 993 I 94 1 ,000 0 2,075 3 1  2,001 -75 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
3rrt97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 919 I 80 

1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 

1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 

1 985 I 86 

1 986 / 87 

1 987 / 88 

1 988  / 89 
1 989 / 90 

1 990 I 9 1  

1 99 1  I 92 

1 992 I 93 

1 993 I 94 

Put 

0 
0 

0 
0 

644 

1 ,900 
0 

2,424 
5 ,460 

1 7 ,820 

1 6,28 1 
0 

0 

3,529 
1 ,678 

0 

------ CCWD Local Storage Account -------------------

Take 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

6 1 5  

0 
0 
0 

0 
1 0,575 

2,298 
0 

0 

0 

Estimated Losses to fatimated Difference 

End of Period Base flow End of  Period in  Storage 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

644 7 

2,544 32 
1 ,929 45 

4,354 62 

9,8 1 4  1 4 1  
27,634 374 

43 ,9 1 5  7 1 3  

33,340 756 

3 1 ,043 6 1 0  

34,57 1 6 1 0  

36,249 65 1 

36,249 655 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

638 -7 

2,505 -39 

1 ,846 -83 

4,208 - 1 45 

9,527 -286 

26,973 -66 1 

42,542 - 1 .3 73 

3 1 ,2 1 1 -2. 1 30 

28,303 -2.740 

3 1 ,221  -3.350 

32,248 -4,00 1 

3 1 ,594 -4,656 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J .  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year -------------------- FUWC Local Storage Account ----- Year 
Pu t Take Estimated Losses to Es timated Difference 

End of Period Basellow End of Period in Storage 

Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 978 / 
1 919 I 80 5,226 0 5 ,226 53 5, 1 73 -53 1 979 I 
1 980 / 8 1  3 , 1 54 0 8,380 1 37 8, 1 90 - 1 90 1 980 I 
1 98 1  I 82 94 0 8,474 1 67 8 , 1 1 7  -357 1 98 1  / 
1 982 / 83 2, 1 2 1  0 1 0,595 1 86 1 0,05 1 -544 1 982 / 
1 983 / 84 3,978 0 1 4,573 244 13 ,785 -788 1 983 / 
1 984 / 85 6,983 0 2 1 ,556 35 1 20,4 1 7  - 1 , 1 39 1 984 / 
1 985 / 86 3 ,9 1 3  0 25 ,468 454 23,876 - 1 ,593 1 985 / 
1 986 / 87 0 1 0,499 1 4,969 378 1 2,998 - 1 ,97 1 1 986 / 
1 987 / 88 7,732 0 22,70 1 342 20,388 -2,3 1 3  1 987 / 
1 988 / 89 0 22,70 1 0 1 83 -2,497 -2,497 1 988 / 
1 989 / 90 0 0 0 0 -2,497 -2,497 1 989 / 
1 990 / 9 1  0 0 0 0 -2,497 -2,497 1 990 I 
1 99 1  / 92 0 0 0 0 -2,497 -2,497 1 99 1  / 
1 992 / 93 0 0 0 0 -2,497 -2,497 1 992 / 
1 993 I 94 0 0 0 0 -2,497 -2,497 1 993 I 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3(7/97 

. .  -�) . .  

Put 

79 0 

80 0 

8 1  0 

82 0 

83 0 
84 0 
85 0 

86 0 
87 0 
88 0 

89 0 

90 0 

9 1  2 ,238 
92 0 

93 0 

94 2,3 1 5  

FW C  (SGWC) Local S torage Account Year 

Take 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
2,238 

0 

0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Bascllow End of Period in S 1oragc 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
2,238 23 

0 22 

0 0 

2,3 1 5  0 

Storage 

0 0 1 978 / 

0 0 1 979 / 

0 0 1 980 / 

0 0 1 98 1  / 

0 0 1 982 / 

0 0 1 983 I 
0 {) 1 984 / 

0 0 1 985 / 

0 () 1 986 / 

() 0 1 987 / 

0 0 1 988 / 

0 0 1 989 / 

2,2 1 6  -23 1 990 I 

-45 -45 1 99 1  I 

-45 -45 1 992 / 

2.270 -45 1 993 I 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Year 
Put 

Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

----- JCSD Local S torage Account -- Year 

Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference Put Take 
Local Storage Account --------------------

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage End of Period Base flow End of Period in  Storage 

Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 / 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 I 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 987 / 88 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 988 / 89 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 989 / 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 990 I 9 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 99 1  / 92 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 992 I 93 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 993 I 94 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Umitls Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3/7/97 

1 978 / 79 0 0 
1 919 I 80 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 
1 982 / 83_ 0 0 

1 983 / 84 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 

1 986 / 87 0 0 

1 987 / 88 0 0 
1 988 / 89 0 0 

1 989 / 90 0 0 
1 990 I 9 1  0 0 
1 99 1  I 92 0 0 
1 992 / 93 0 0 
1 993 / 94 0 0 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year -------- MWCGAH Local S torage Account 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 987 / 88 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 988 / 89 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 989 I 90 57 0 57 1 56 - 1  
1 990 I 9 1  5 1  0 108 2 l 06 -2 
1 99 1  I 92 0 0 1 08 2 1 04 -4 

1 992 I 93 0 0 1 08 2 1 02 -6 

1 993 / 94 0 0 1 08 2 100 -9 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3(1/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 I 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83. 
1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 / 93 
1 993 I 94 

Put 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

----- Norco Local Storage Account -------
Take 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



�--------- •. ·• ··- - - ·· 

Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
H istorical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

--- MGWC Local Storage Account --------------------

Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated 
End of Period Base now End of Period 

Storage 

79 0 0 0 
80 0 0 0 
8 1  0 0 0 
82 0 0 0 
83 0 0 0 
84 0 0 0 
85 1 06 0 l 06 
86 0 1 06 0 
87 1 25 0 1 25 
88 865 0 990 
89 44 0 1 ,034 
90 146 0 1 , 1 80 
9 1  770 0 1 ,949 
92 992 0 2,94 1 
93 1 , 143 0 4,085 
94 0 1 ,887 2, 1 98 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limilts Study Oct�95 - storage program accounting 
3{1/97 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

1 05 
-2 

0 1 23 
I I  976 
20 1 ,000 
22 1 , 1 24 
3 1  1 ,863 
48 2,807 
69 3 ,882 
60 1 ,936 

Difference 
in  Storage 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

- I  

-2 
-2 

- 1 3 
-34 
-55 
-86 

- 1 34 
-203 
-262 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year MVWD Local Storage Account Year -------------------- MV Irr Co Local Storage Account --------------------
Put Take Est imated Losses lo Estimated Difference 

End or Period Baseflow End or Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 985 / 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 987 / 88 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 988 / 89 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 989 / 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 990 I 9 1  329 0 329 3 326 -3 
1 99 1  I 92 0 0 329 7 3 1 9  - 1 0  
1 992 I 93 1 ,699 0 2,028 24 1 ,994 -34 
1 993 I 94 2,406 0 4,434 65 4,335 -99 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3/7197 

1 978 / 
1 979 I 

1 980 / 
1 98 1  / 
1 982 / 
1 983 / 
1 984 / 
1 985 / 
1 986 / 
1 987 / 
1 988 / 
1 989 / 
1 990 I 
1 99 1  / 
1 992 / 
1 993 I 

Put Ta.kc 

79 0 0 
80 0 0 
8 1  0 0 

82 0 0 

83 0 0 

84' 
0 0 

85 78 0 

86 0 0 
87 0 0 

88 1 62 0 
89 724 0 
90 355 0 
9 1  786 0 
92 0 1 87 
93 907 0 
94 354 0 

Estimated Losses to Esti mated Di fference 

End or Period Baseflow End or Period in Storage 
S torage 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
78 
78 2 
78 2 

240 3 
964 1 2  

1 ,3 1 9 23 
2, 1 05 34 
1 ,9 1 8  39 
2,825 46 
3 , 1 79 58 

Stornge 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

77 - I 

76 2 
74 -4 

233 -7 
945 - 1 9 

1 ,277 -42 
2.029 -76 
l .803 - 1 1 5  

2,664 - 1 6 1  
2,96 1 -2 1 9  

Mark J .  Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J.  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year -------------------- Ontario Local Storage Account 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 I 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  I 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 I 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 987 / 88 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 988 / 89 1 0,000 0 1 0,000 l 02 9,899 - 1 02 
1 989 / 90 0 ·o I 0,000 20 1 9,698 -302 
1 990 / 9 1  0 0 1 0,000 1 97 9,50 1 -499 
1 99 1  / 92 0 0 1 0,000 1 93 9,308 -692 
1 992 / 93 0 0 1 0,000 1 89 9, 1 1 9  -88 1 
1 993 I 94 0 0 1 0,000 1 85 8,934 - 1 ,066 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3f7/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84' 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 / 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 / 93 
1 993 / 94 

Put 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3,209 
1 ,563 
5,508 

1 3 ,428 
2, 1 62 
4, 1 98 
9,464 
7,647 
9,526 

0 

------ Pomona Local Storage Account --------------------
Take 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

20,000 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 
End of Period Bascflow End of Period in S torage 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

3 ,209 33 
4,772 80 

1 0,280 1 50 
23,708 340 
25 ,870 49 1 
30,068 546 
39,532 673 
47, 1 79 833 
56,705 991 
36,705 864 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

3, 1 76 -33 
4,659 - I I 3  

I 0.0 1 6  -263 
23, 1 05 -603 
24,776 - 1 ,094 
28,428 - 1 ,640 
37,2 1 9  -2.3 1 3  
44,033 -3, 1 46 
52,569 -4, 1 36 
3 1 ,704 -5.00 1 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J .  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year SA WC Local Storage Account 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period BaseOow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 919 I 80 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 I 1 09 - l  
1 980 / 8 1  428 0 538 7 530 -8 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 538 l l 5 1 9  - 1 8 
1 982 / 83 0 0 538 1 1  509 -29 
1 983 / 84 1 ,048 0 1 ,586 2 1  1 ,536 -50 
1 984 / 85 90 1 0 2 ,487 40 2,397 -90 
1 985 / 86 9 14  0 3 ,40 1 58 3,253 - 1 48 
1 986 / 87 1 ,3 1 5  0 4,7 1 6  79 4,489 -228 
1 987 I 88 2,437 0 7, 153 1 1 6 6,8 1 0 -343 
1 988 / 89 1 ,089 0 8,242 1 49 7,750 -493 
1 989 I 90 1 ,802 0 I 0,044 1 76 9,376 -668 
1 990 I 9 1  1 ,987 0 1 2,032 2 1 1 1 1 , 1 53 -879 
1 99 1  / 92 1 ,507 0 1 3 ,539 242 1 2,4 1 8  - 1 , 1 2 1  
1 992 / 93 1 ,607 0 1 5 , 1 46 268 1 3,757 - 1 ,389 
1 993 / 94 1 ,79 1 0 1 6,937 297 1 5,25 1 -1 ,686 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
3rT/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 919 I 80 

1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 

1 982 / 83 

1 983 I 84. 

1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 

1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  

1 99 1  I 92 

1 992 I 93 

1 993 / 94 

Put 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
489 

2,264 
3 , 1 66 

4 ,975 
2 ,032 
1 ,885 

363 

1 ,30 1 

250 
36 1 

Chino Hills Local Storage Account --------------------

Take 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Base flow End of Period in Storage 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
489 5 

2,753 33 

5,9 1 9  87 
1 0,894 1 68 
1 2,925 236 

1 4,8 1 1 27 1 

1 5 , 1 73 288 

1 6,474 299 

1 6.724 309 

1 7,084 309 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

484 -5 
2,7 1 5  -38 

5 ,794 - 1 25 
l 0,60 1 -293 
1 2.396 -529 

1 4,01 1 -800 

1 4,085 - 1 .088 

1 5 ,087 - 1 ,387 

1 5 ,028 - 1 .696 

15 ,080 -2.004 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year -------------------- SARWC Local S torage Account 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Esti mated Di fference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in S torage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 I 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 I 8S 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 / 86 272 0 272 3 269 -3 
1 986 I 87 0 0 272 5 264 -8 
1 987 I 88 0 0 272 5 258 - 1 4 
1 988 / 89 0 0 272 5 253 - 1 9 
1 989 I 90 0 0 272 5 248 -24 
1 990 / 9 1  0 0 272 5 243 -29 
1 99 1  I 92 0 0 272 5 238 -34 
1 992 / 93 0 0 272 5 233 -39 
1 993 I 94 0 0 272 5 228 -43 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
3/7/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84' 

1 984 I 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 / 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 I 93 
1 993 I 94 

Put 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

35 
0 
0 

1 34 
8 1  

389 
480 

- SCWC Local Storage Account -----

Take 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Estimated Losses to Esti mated Di fference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in S torage 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

35 0 
35 l 

35 
1 69 2 

250 4 
639 9 

1 , 1 1 9  1 8  

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 {) 

0 0 
0 0 

35 0 

34 - I  
33 -2 

1 65 -4 
242 -8 
622 - 1 7 

l .085 -34 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J.  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year ------------------- Upland Local Storage Account ----------------- Year -------------------- Watennaster Local S torage Account 

Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Basellow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 987 / 88 885 0 885 9 876 -9 
1 988 / 89 1 ,34 1 0 2,226 3 1  2 , 1 85 -40 
1 989 I 90 2,260 0 4,486 67 4,378 - 1 08 
1 990 I 9 1  1 ,475 0 5,96 1 1 04 5,749 -2 1 2  
1 99 1  I 92 1 ,8 1 5  0 7 ,775 1 35 7,429 -347 
1 992 I 93 1 ,74 1 0 9,5 1 7  1 68 9,00 1 -5 1 5  
1 993 / 94 0 0 9,5 1 7  1 83 8,8 1 9  -698 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limilts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3f7/97 

Put Take 

1 978 / 79 0 0 
1 919 I 80 0 0 

1 980 / 8 1  0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 

1 983 / 84 0 0 
1984 / 85 0 0 
1 985 / 86 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 
1 987 / 88 0 0 

1 988 / 89 0 0 
1 989 / 90 0 0 
1 990 / 9 1  0 0 
1 99 1  I 92 5,862 0 
1 992 / 93 3 ,906 0 

1 993 / 94 1 , 1 8 1  0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 

End of Period Basellow End of Period in S torage 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
5,862 59 

9.768 157  

1 0,949 206 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

5,803 -59 

9.55 1 -2 1 7  

1 0,526 -423 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year -------------------- WECWC Local Storage Account ------------------ Year ------------------ WSBCWD Local Storage Account -------------------
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 / 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 305 0 305 3 302 -3 
1 984 / 85 637 0 943 1 3  927 - 1 6  
1 985 / 86 637 0 l ,579 25 1 ,538 -41 
1 986 / 87 9 1 6 0 2,495 4 1  2.4 1 3  -82 
1 987 / 88 2,269 0 4,764 72 4,6 1 1 - 1 54 
1 988 / 89 1 ,372 0 6, 1 36  1 08 5,875 -26 1 
1 989 / 90 1 ,564 0 7 ,699 1 35 7,303 -396 
1 990 I 9 1  1 ,535 0 9,234 1 64 8,674 -560 
1 99 1  / 92 1 ,54 1 0 1 0,775 1 92 1 0,023 -752 
1 992 / 93 1 ,678 0 1 2,453 22 1 1 1 ,480 -972 
1 993 I 94 1 ,6 1 0  0 1 4,062 249 1 2,84 1 - 1 ,222 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
3/7/97 

Put Take 

1 978 / 79 0 0 
1 979 / 80 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 
1 983 / 84' 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 

1 985 / 86 0 0 
1 986 / 87 0 0 

1 987 / 88 0 0 
1 988 / 89 0 0 
1 989 / 90 453 0 
1 990 I 9 1  1 ,044 0 
1 99 1  I 92 1 ,047 0 
1 992 / 93 1 , 14 1  0 
1 993 / 94 0 0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period Basenow End of Period in Storage 

Stmage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

453 5 

1 ,496 20 
2,544 4 1  

3,684 62 
3 ,684 72 

Storage 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 () 

0 0 

0 0 

448 -5 
1 ,472 -24 
2.479 -65 
3,558 - 1 27 
3,486 - 1 99 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J.  Wildermuth 

Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year ---- Ameron Local Storage Account 
Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Bascllow End of Pcriml in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 / 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 4:f 0 43 0 42 0 
1 983 / 84 1 2  0 55 54 - I  
1 984 / 85 0 0 55 52 -2 
1 985 / 86 4 1  0 96 92 -4 
1 986 / 87 26 0 1 22 2 1 1 6 -6 
1 987 / 88 98 0 220 3 2 1 0  -9 
1 988 / 89 97 0 3 1 7 5 302 - 1 5 

1 989 / 90 97 0 4 14  7 392 -22 
1 990 I 9 1  96 0 5 1 0 9 479 -3 1 
1 99 1  I 92 97 0 606 1 1  565 -4 1 
1 992 I 93 94 0 701 1 2  647 -54 
1 993 I 94 98 0 799 14 73 1 -68 

Same as Exhiblt A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3fl/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 I 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83. 
1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 / 93 
1 993 I 94 

-------------------- Conrock Local Storage Account --
Put Take 

3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 
3 1 8  0 

Esti mated Losses 10 Estimated Difference 
End of Period Bascllow End or Pcrirnl in s11,rag.c 

Stornge 

3 1 8  3 
636 1 0  
954 1 6  

1 ,27 1 22 
1 ,589 28 
1 ,907 34 
2,225 40 
2,543 45 
2,86 1 5 1  
3, 1 78 56 
3 .496 62 
3,8 1 4  67 
4, 1 32 72 
4,450 77 

4,768 82 
5,086 87 

Stomgc 

3 1 5  -3 
623 - 1 3  
925 -29 

1 .22 1 -5 1 
1 ,5 1 1 -79 
1 ,794 - 1 1 3  
2,073 - 1 52 
2.345 - 1 98 
2,6 1 2  -248 
2,874 -305 
3. 1 30 -366 
3 .38 1 -433 
3 .627 -505 

3,868 -582 
4 , 1 04 -663 
4 .336 -750 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
! 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 I 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 / 93 
1 993 I 94 

------------------- Kaiser Ven Storage Account -----------------
Put Take 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

425 0 
2,492 0 
2,906 0 
2,883 0 
2,9 1 3  0 
2 ,929 0 
2,045 0 
1 ,370 0 

826 0 
739 0 
934 0 

584 0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Di fference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 

Storage Storage 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

425 4 420 -4 

2,9 1 7  34 2,879 -38 
5 ,823 88 5,697 - 1 26 
8,706 1 45 8,435 -27 1 

1 1 ,6 1 9  20 1 1 1 , 1 48 -472 
1 4,548 256 1 3,82 1  -728 
1 6,593 30 1 1 5,564 - 1 ,029 
1 7,963 330 16,604 - 1 ,359 
1 8 ,789 345 17,084 - 1 .704 
1 9 ,528 354 1 7,469 -2,059 
20,462 364 1 8,039 -2,423 
2 1 ,047 372 1 8 ,252 -2,795 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Llmitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3ll/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 919 I 80 
1 980 / 8 1 
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84' 

1 984 / 85 
1 985 I 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 I 93 
1 993 I 94 

-------------------- SB Co. Avin. Storage Account --------------------
Put Take 

0 0 
0 0 

88 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

30 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 2 

52 0 
0 0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in S torage 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 

88 l 

88 2 
88 2 
88 2 

1 1 8 2 
1 1 8 2 
1 1 8 2 
1 1 8 2 

1 1 8 2 
1 1 8 2 
1 1 8 2 

1 1 6 2 
1 68 2 
1 68 3 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 

87 - 1  

85 -3 
83 -4 

82 -6 
1 1 0 -8 

1 07 - 1 0  
I 05 - 1 2  
1 03 - 1 5 
I O I  - 1 7 
99 - 1 9 
97 -2 1  
93 -23 

1 43 -25 
1 40 -28 

Mark J.  Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J .  Wi ldermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year --------- SCE Local S torage Account -----------------

Put Take Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Stomgc 

Storage Storage 

1 978 / 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 / 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 90 0 90 I 89 - 1  
1 984 I 85 3 1 9  0 409 5 403 -6 
1 985 / 86 3 1  0 440 8 425 - 1 4  
1 986 / 87 63 1 0 l ,Q70 1 5  1 ,04 1 -29 
1 987 / 88 238 0 1 ,308 24 1 ,255 -53 

1 988 / 89 556 0 1 ,864 3 1  1 ,780 -84 
1 989 / 90 0 0 1 ,864 36 1 ,744 - 1 20 
1 990 I 9 1  0 0 1 ,864 35 1 ,708 - 1 56 
1 99 1  I 92 0 545 1 ,3 1 9  29 1 , 1 34 - 1 85 
1 992 I 93 0 1 , 1 39  1 80 I I  - 1 6  - 1 96 
1 993 / 94 0 0 1 80 0 - 1 6  - 196 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
317/97 

. . . . . . '. . . . . < .. ·. - .. � . . . . . .  · . . . . . . .  . 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 919 I 80 
1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 8� 
1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  I 92 
1 992 I 93 
1 993 / 94 

------------------- Angelica Local Storage Account --------------------

Put Take 

0 0 
() 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
5 0 
4 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 6 
0 2 

Estimated Losses to Estinmted Difference 
Eml of Pcriml Bascnuw End of  Pcriud in .Stnra!!c 

Storage 

0 0 
{) 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
5 0 
9 0 
9 0 
9 0 
9 0 
9 0 
3 0 
2 0 

Storage 

0 0 
{} 0 

0 {) 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
5 0 
9 0 
9 0 
9 - 1  
8 - 1  
8 - 1  

2 - 1  

- I  

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J. Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year 
Put 

1 978 I 79 0 
1 979 I 80 0 
1 980 / 8 1  1 6  
1 98 1  / 82 35 
1 982 / 83 3 1  
1 983 / 84 32 
1 984 / 85 36 
1 985 / 86 23 
1 986 / 87 7 
1 987 / 88 1 6  
1 988 / 89 0 
1 989 / 90 0 
1 990 I 9 1  1 2  
1 99 1  I 92 43 
1 992 I 93 2 1  
1 993 / 94 25 

----- M.L.S .C. Local Storage Account ------------------

Take 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Estimated Losses to Es timated Di fference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in  Storage 

Storage Storage 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

1 6  0 1 6  0 
5 1  50 - 1  
82 79 -2 

1 1 3 2 1 09 -4 
1 49 3 143 -7 
1 72 3 1 62 - 1 0  
1 79 3 1 66 - 1 3 
1 95 4 1 79 - 1 7 
1 95 4 1 75 -20 
195 4 1 7 1  -24 
207 4 1 79 -27 
250 4 2 1 9  -32 
27 1 5 235 -36 
296 5 255 -4 1 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 - storage program accounting 
3/7/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 I 80 
1 980 / 8 1  
1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84 
1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 
1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 

1 988 I 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  / 92 
1 992 I 93 
1 993 / 94 

-------------------- Sunkist Local S torage Account --------------------

Put Take 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

495 0 
1 ,044 0 

675 0 
860 0 
347 0 
4 1 3  0 
287 0 
363 0 
273 0 
786 0 
966 0 

1 ,088 0 
978 0 

Estimated Losses to Est imated Di fference 
End of Period Baseflow End of Period in S1or.1gc 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

495 5 

1 ,539 2 1  
2.2 1 3  38 
3 ,073 52 
3,420 64 
3 , 833 70 
4, 1 20 76 
4,483 8 1  
4,756 86 
5,542 95 
6,507 1 1 0 
7,595 1 29 
8 ,573 147 

Storage 

0 [] 

0 0 
0 0 

490 -5 
1 ,5 1 3  -26 
2, 1 50 -63 
2,957 - 1 1 6  
3 ,24 1 - 1 79 
3.584 -249 
3 ,795 -325 
4,077 -405 

4,265 -49 1 
4,956 -586 
5 ,8 1 1 -696 

6,770 -825 

7,60 1 -972 

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



Exhibit D to Declaration by Mark J.  Wildermuth 
Historical Operation of 
Local Storage Accounts 

Year ------- Swan Lake Local Storage Account 
PUl Take Estimated Losses lo Estimated Di fference 

End of Period Baseflow End of Period in Storage 
Storage Storage 

1 978 I 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 979 I 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 980 / 8 1  0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 98 1  / 82 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 982 / 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 983 / 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 984 / 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 985 I 86 4 1  0 4 1  0 4 1  0 
1 986 I 87 ! 06 0 1 48 2 1 45 -2 
1 987 I 88 78 0 226 4 220 -6 
1 988 / 89 75 0 300 5 289 - I I 
1 989 I 90 93 0 394 7 376 - 1 8  
1 990 I 9 1  9 0 402 8 376 -26 
1 99 1  / 92 33 1 0 733 1 1  696 -37 
1 992 I 93 1 1 2 0 845 1 5  793 -52 
1 993 I 94 1 1 1  0 956 17  887 -69 

Same as Exhibit A from Storage Limitts Study Oct-95 -- storage program accounting 
3r7/97 

Year 

1 978 / 79 
1 979 / 80 
1 980 / 8 1  

1 98 1  / 82 
1 982 / 83 
1 983 / 84' 

1 984 / 85 
1 985 / 86 

1 986 / 87 
1 987 / 88 
1 988 / 89 
1 989 / 90 
1 990 I 9 1  
1 99 1  I 92 
1 992 I 93 
1993 / 94 

-------------------- Praxair Local Storage Account --

Put Take 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

27 0 

220 0 
273 0 
406 0 
425 0 
427 () 

427 0 
427 0 

427 0 
427 0 
427 0 
427 0 
427 0 

Estimated Losses to Estimated Difference 
End of Period BaseOow End of Period in Storage 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
27 0 

246 3 

5 1 9  8 
926 14  

1 ,35 1 23 
1 ,778 3 1  
2,206 39 
2,633 47 
3,06 1 54 
3 ,488 62 
3 ,9 1 6  69 
4,343 77 
4,770 84 

Storage 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
27 0 

243 -3 

509 - 1 1 
900 -25 

l ,303 -48 
1 ,700 -79 

2,088 - 1 1 7 
2.469 - 1 64 

2,842 -2 1 9  
3,207 -28 1 
3 ,565 -350 
3,9 1 6  -427 

4,260 -5 1 1  

Mark J. Wildermuth 
Water Resources Engineer 



1 NOSSAMAN, GUTHNER, KNOX, ELLIOTT 
FREDERIC A. FUDACZ, STATE BAR NO. 050546 

2 JOHN OSSIFF ,  STATE BAR NO. 1 20 1 49 
ffE E�t.MP1 

445 South Figueroa Street 
3 Thirty-First Floor 

Los Angeles , Cal ifornia 9007 1 
4 Telephone: (21 3) 6 1 2-7800 

Facsimi le : (21 3) 6 1 2-780 1 

Attorneys for 
6 CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

f•·< tJ;: iJ � \JV est  [) }st r l c t  

S ,\n G:1 :· , : ,t·�irrn CoU ill'.1 C le rk 

MAR O 7 1997 

7 

8 

9 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO - WEST DISTRICT 

1 0  CHINO BASIN  MUNICIPAL WATER 

1 1  DISTRICT,  

1 2  

1 3  V .  

Plaintiff, 

14 CITY OF CHINO,  

Defendant. 

:) Case No. RCV 51 01 0 
) 
) PROOF OF SERVICE OF: 
) 1 )  REPLY TO OPPOSITIONS TO 
)' MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
) OF NINE MEMBER BOARD 
) AS WATERMASTER AND 
) SUPPORTING DECLARATIONS 
:) 2) CITY OF ONTARIO'S RESPONSE 
:) TO MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
) AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF THE 
:) MOTION FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF A 
) NINE MEMBER WATERMASTER BOARD; 
:) DECLARATION OF LLOYD MICHAEL; 
) DECLARATION OF MICHAEL L. TEAL. 
) 3) DECLARATION OF 
:) MICHAEL L. WH ITEHEAD RE MOTION 
) FOR APPOINTMENT OF NINE MEMBER 
:) BOARD AS WATERMASTER. 

) Hearing: 
) DATE: March 1 1 ,  1 997 
:) TIME: 8:30 a .m .  
) DEPT: H 

) Special ly assigned to the Honorable 
) Judge J .  Michael Gunn 

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  
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MAILING LIST A INTERESTED PARTIES 
ATTORNEYS OF RECORD 
UPDATED 3/14/97/WMSVS/MDL 

CHET ANDERSON 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
401 S SAN DIMAS CANYON RD 
SAN DIMAS CA 91773 

RICHARD ANDERSON 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
1365 WEST FOOTHILL BLVD STE 1 
UPLAND CA 91786 

RODNEY BAKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 438 
COULTERVILLE CA 9531 1-0438 

GERALD BLACK 
FONTANA UNION WATER CO - C/O CCWD 
P.O. BOX 638 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0638 

KATHRYN H K  BRANMAN 
MOBILE COMMUNITY MGMT CO 
1801 EAST EDINGER AVENUE #230 
SANTA ANA CA 92705-4754 

CHIEF OF WATERMASTER SERVICES 
CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
8632 ARCHIBALD AVE STE 109 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91730 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
CITY OF CHINO 
13220 CENTRAL AVE 
CHINO CA 91710 

STEVE CUMMINGS 
155 BUCKNELL AVE 
VENTURA CA 93003-3919 

ROBERT DELOACH 
CITY OF POMONA • DIR. PUBLIC WORKS 
P.O. BOX 660 
POMONA CA 91769-0660 

RICHARD ADAMS II 
ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & CLOVEN 
505 S GAREY AVENUE 
POMONA CA 91766 

JOHN ANDERSON 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
12455 HOLLY AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-2633 

A W  ARAIZA 
WEST SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY W D 
P.O. BOX 920 
RIAL TO CA 92376-0920 

DANIEL BERGMAN 
PYRITE CANYON GROUP INC 
3200 C PYRITE ST 
RIVERSIDE CA 92509 

GEORGE BORBA,JR 
7955 EUCALYPTUS AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-9065 

WILLIAM J BRUNICK ESQ 
BRUNICK ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 
P.O. BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

JEAN CIHIGOYENETCHE 
CIHIGOYENETCHE GROSSBERG & 
CLOUSE FOR CBMWD 
3602 INLAND EMPIRE BLVD STE C315 
ONTARIO CA 91764 

DAVE CROSLEY 
CITY OF CHINO 
5050 SCHAEFER AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-5549 

RICK DARNELL 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
8996 ETIWANDA AVE 
ETIWANDA CA 91739-9697 

ROBERT DOUGHERTY 
COVINGTON & CROWE 
P.O. BOX 1515 
ONTARIO CA 91762 

3/2:::)cr, 
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HAROLD ANDERSEN j {Iv //,'] o/ . 
MONTE VISTA IRRIGATION co "JL lU·'-•'6 
2529 W TEMPLE ST 7· LOS ANGELES CA 90026-4819 

RICHARD ANDERSON 
BEST,BEST & KRIEGER 
P.O. BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

STEVE ARBELBIDE 
CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES INC 
P.O. BOX 5080 
FONTANA CA 92334-5080 

BOB BEST 
NAT"L RESOURCES CONSERVATION SVS 
25809 BUSINESS CENTER DR B 
REDLANDS CA 92374 

GEORGE BORBA 
BDARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
7955 EUCALYPTUS AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-9065 

TERRY CATLIN 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
2344 IVY COURT 
UPLAND CA 91784 

TERRY COOK 
KAISER VENTURES INC. 
3633 E INLAND EMP BLVD STE 850 
ONTARIO CA 91764 

SAM CROWE 
1 1 31 WEST SIXTH STREET 
ONTARIO CA 91762 

ROBERT DEBERARD 
P.O. BOX 1 223 
UPLAND CA 91785-1223 

ANNE W DUNIHUE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
9395 MANGO AVE 
FONTANA CA 92335-5845 



DICK DYKSTRA 
10129 SCHAEFER 
ONTARIO CA 91761-7973 

FREDERIC FUDACZ 
NOSSAMAN GUTHNER KNOX & ELLIOTT 
445 S FIGUEROA ST 31ST FL 
LOS ANGELES CA 90071-1672 

JIM GALLAGHER 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
2143 CONVENTION CENTER WAY SUITE 
110 
ONTARIO CA 91764 

JIMMY GUTIERREZ, ESQ. 
EL CENTRAL REAL PLAZA 
12616 CENTRAL AVE 
CHINO CA 91710 

RICK HANSEN 
THREE VALLEYS M W  D 
3300 N PADUA AVE 
CLAREMONT CA 91711-2061 

MARK HENSLEY 
BURKE WILLIAMS & SORENSON 
611 W 6TH ST STE 2500 
LOS ANGELES CA 90017 

TERRI HORN 
MUTUAL WATER CO GLEN AVON HGHTS 
9643 MISSION BLVD 
RIVERSIDE CA 92509-2691 

STEPHEN B JOHNSON 
STETSON ENGINEERS INC 
3104 E GARVEY AVE 
WEST COVINA CA 91791 

ARTHUR KIDMAN ESQ. 
MC CORMICK KIDMAN & BEHRENS 
695 TOWN CENTER DR STE 1400 
COSTA MESA CA 92626-1924 

J KOPALD & L HAIT 
KOPALD & MARK 
8888 OLYMPIC BLVD 
BEVERLY HILLS CA 90211 

RALPH FRANK 
2566 OVERLAND AVENUE., #680 
LOS ANGELES CA 90064-3398 

SAM FULLER 
SAN BERNARDINO VALLEY MWD 
P.O. BOX 5906 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412-5906 

ALLAN E GLUCK 
NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL REAL 
ESTATE 
123 S. FIGUEROA ST STE 190 B 
LOS ANGELES CA 90012-5517 

JACK HAGERMAN 
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTION FOR MEN 
4158 CENTER STREET 
NORCO CA 91760 

DONALD HARRIGER 
WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT 
P.O. BOX 5286 
RIVERSIDE CA 92517-5286 

MANAGER 
HIGGS FLETCHER & MACK 
401 WEST A STREET 
SAN DIEGO CA 92101-7908 

EDWIN JAMES 
JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST 
8621 JURUPA RD 
RIVERSIDE CA 92509-3229 

BARRETT KEHL 
CHINO BASIN WATER CONS. DIST. 
P.O. BOX 31 
MONTCLAIR CA 91763-2711 

VERN KNOOP 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
770 FAIRMONT AVE 
GLENDALE CA 91203-1035 

MANAGER 
KRONICK ET AL 
770 L STREET #1200 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3363 

IRA FRAZIER 
CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES INC 
P.O. BOX 5080 
FONTANA CA 92334-5080 

MARK GAGE P.E. 
GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC. 
100 PINE STREET, 10TH FLOOR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 941 11 

JOE GRINDSTAFF 
MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT 
P.O. BOX 71 
MONTCLAIR CA 91763-0071 

DEBRA HANKINS 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 
275 BATTERY STREET, SUITE 2140 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 941 11 

CARL HAUGE 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 
1020 9TH ST 3RD FL 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814 

BOYD HILL 
MARKMAN ARC. HANS. CUR.& SL. 
P.O. BOX 1059 
BREA CA 92622-1059 

KENNETH JESKE 
CITY OF FONTANA 
8353 SIERRA AVE 
FONTANA CA 92335-3598 

STEVEN KENNEDY 
BRUNICK, ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 
P.O. BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

GENE KOOPMAN 
13898 ARCHIBALD AVE 
ONTARIO CA 91761-7979 

DAVID KUBITZ 
ARROWHEAD MTN SPRING WATER CO 
5772 JURUPA 
ONTARIO CA 91761-3672 



KENNETH KULES 
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 
P.O. BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

MARILYN LEVIN 
OFFICE OF THE ATTY. GEN., DEPUTY AG 
300 S SPRING ST 11TH FL N TOWER 
LOS ANGELES CA 90013-1232 

ALAN MARKS 
ASSISTANT COUNTY COUNSEL 
157 WEST FIFTH STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415 

DAN MCKINNEY 
REID & HELLYER 
P.O. BOX 1300 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502-1300 

BILL MILLS 
ORANGE COUNTY WATER DIST 
P.O. BOX 8300 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY CA 92728-8300 

DANA OLDENKAMP 
MILK PRODUCERS COUNCIL 
13545 S EUCLID AVE 
ONTARIO CA 91762-6656 

JEFFREY PIERSON 
UNITEX MGMT CORP/CORONA FARMS 
3090 PULLMAN STREET SUITE 209 
COSTA MESA CA 92626 

LEE R REDMOND Ill 
KAISER VENTURES INC 
3633 E INLAND EMPIRE BLVD STE 850 
ONTARIO CA 91764 

GLEN ROJAS 
CITY OF CHINO 
P.O. BOX 667 
CHINO CA 91708-0667 

TIMOTHY J RYAN ESQ 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 6010 
EL MONTE CA 91734 

ROGER LARKIN 
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTION FOR MEN 
4395 ROOSEVELT ST 
CHINO CA 91710 

ARTHUR LITTLEWORTH 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER 
P.O. BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

THOMAS H MC PETERS ESQ 
MC PETERS MCALEARNEY SHIMOFF & 

HATT 
P.O. BOX 2084 
REDLANDS CA 92373 

LLOYD MICHAEL 
CUCAMONGA COUNTY WATER DIST 
P.O. BOX 638 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0638 

DAVID STARNES FOR SWAN LAKE 
MOBILE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT 
1801 E EDINGER AVE STE 230 
SANTA ANA CA 92705 

BOB PAGE 
DAILY BULLLETIN 
P.O. BOX 4000 
ONTARIO CA 91761 

GLEN PORTER 
SAN BERNARDINO CNTY AVIATION DIV 
7000 MERRILL AVE BOX 1 
CHINO CA 91710-9027 

DAVID RINGEL 
MONTGOMERY WATSON 
P.O. BOX 7009 
PASADENA CA 91109-7009 

MICHAEL RUDINICA 
RBF & ASSOCIATES 
14725 ALTON PARKWAY 
IRVINE CA 92619-7057 

PATRICK SAMPSON 
P.O. BOX 660 
POMONA CA 91769 

ZORA LEE 
CITY OF CHINO HILLS 
2001 GRAND AVE 
CHINO HILLS CA 91709-4869 

JIM MARKMAN, ESQ 
MARKMAN, ARC. HANS. CUR & SL. 
P.O. BOX 1059 
BREA CA 92622-1059 

MIKE MCGRAW 
FONTANA WATER COMPANY 
P.O. BOX 987 
FONTANA CA 92334-0987 

CINDI MILLER 
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 
P.O. BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

JIM MOODY 
CITY OF UPLAND 
P.O. BOX 460 
UPLAND CA 91785-0460 

DELWIN PETERSON 
CORPORATE COUNSEUSPACE CTR INC 
444 LAFAYETTE ROAD 
ST PAUL MN 55101 

ROBB QUINCEY 
CHINO BASIN MWD 
P.O. BOX 697 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0697 

ARNOLD RODRIGUEZ 
SANTA ANA RIVER WATER CO 
10530 54TH ST 
MIRA LOMA CA 91752-2331 

MANAGER 
RUTAN & TUCKER 
611 ANTON BLVD SUITE 1400 
COSTA MESA CA 92626 

JOE SCHENK 
CITY OF NORCO 
P.O. BOX 428 
NORCO CA 91760-0428 



DAVID SCRIVEN 
KRIEGER & STEWART 
3602 UNIVERSITY AVENUE 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS 
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL 
BOARD 
P.O. BOX 2000 
SACRAMENTO CA 95809-2000 

GREG TAYLOR 
MWD OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
P.O. BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

MICHAEL THIES 
SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA INC 
3401 S ETIWANDA AVE BLDG 503 
MIRA LOMA CA 91752-1 126 

HAROLD TREDWAY 
10841 PARAMOUNT BLVD 
DOWNEY CA 90241 

GEOFFREY VANDEN HUEVEL 
FOR BROGUERRE & CBWCD 
4619 EUCALYPTUS AVENUE 
CHINO CA 91710-9215 

JAMES WARD 
THOMPSON & COLGATE 
P.O. BOX 1299 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502 

RAY WELLINGTON 
SAN ANTONIO WEST END OPER. COMP 
139 N EUCLID AVE 
UPLAND CA 91786-6036 

MARK WILDERMUTH 
WATER RESOURCES ENGINEER 
415 N EL CAMINO REAL 
SAN CLEMENTE CA 92672 

MICHAEL SMITH 
NICHOLS STEAD BOILEAU & KOSTOFF 
223 WEST FOOTHILL BLVD #200 
CLAREMONT CA 91711-2708 

MIKE STENBERG 
PRAXAIR 
5735 AIRPORT DR 
ONTARIO CA 91761 

MICHAEL TEAL 
CITY OF ONTARIO 
1425 S BON VIEW AVENUE 
ONTARIO CA 91761-4406 

JOHN THORNTON 
PSOMAS AND ASSOCIATES 
3187 RED HILL AVENUE, SUITE 250 
COSTA MESA CA 92626 

WYATT TROXEL 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
5791 JADEITE AVE 
ALTA LOMA CA 91737-2264 

ERICK VAUGHN 
ANGELICA RENTAL SERVICE 
300 RANGER AVE 
BREA CA 92821 

MARK WARD 
AMERON INTERNATIONAL 
13032 SLOVER AVE 
FONTANA CA 92335-6990 

MICHAEL WHITEHEAD 
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WTR COMP 
P.O. BOX 6010 
EL MONTE CA 91734 

VICTOR ZAHN 
GARNER ZAHN & LUCAS 
2539 EAST 7TH STREET 
LONG BEACH CA 90804 

BILL STAFFORD 
MARYGOLD MUTUAL WATER CO 
9715 ALDER ST 
BLOOMINGTON CA 92316-1637 

GENE TANAKA 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 
P.O. BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502 

JERRY THIBEAULT 
RWQCB · SANTAANA REGION 
3737 MAIN ST STE 500 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501-3339 

SUSAN TRAGER 
LAW OFFICES OF SUSAN M TRAGER 
2100 MAIN ST STE 104 
IRVINE CA 92714-6238 

ARLAN VAN LEEUWEN 
FAIRVIEW FARMS 
6829 PINE AVE 
CHINO CA 91709 

BILL WALLER 
PILLSBURY, MADISON AND SUTRO 
725 S FIGUEROA ST, STE 1200 
LOS ANGELES CA 90017-5413 

DENNIS WEHSELS 
DEPT OF CORRECTIONS 
P.O. BOX 942883 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814 

SCOTT J. WILCOTT 
CALMAT (CONROCK) 
P.O. BOX 2950 
LOS ANGELES CA 90051 




